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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
The purpose of this Documentation and Salvage Report is to provide research and 
documentation of the former Briarwood Vocational School building, at 1842 King Street East 
(the Property), prior to its demolition. This report has been prepared as a component of an 
Official Plan and Zoning By-law Amendment submission for the property and includes all the 
requirements outlined in the City of Hamilton’s Cultural Heritage Assessment Guidelines: 
Documentation and Salvage Report. 

The primary built resource located on the Property is the former Briarwood Vocational School, 
which was constructed in a mid-century modern school style and opened in 1964.  

The property is not formally recognized under the Ontario Heritage Act (OHA); however, it is 
located within the City of Hamilton’s Bartonville historical neighbourhood. Bartonville has been 
identified by the City of Hamilton as an “established historical neighbourhood’, defined in the 
Urban Hamilton Official Plan (UHOP) as substantially constructed prior to 1950. 

The following recommendations for curation and/or reuse of artifacts, are suggested based on 
this Documentation and Salvage Report: 

• Opportunities to reuse the concrete walkway, and other materials, in the design of the 
proposed development be explored. 

• Any reused materials should incorporate an interpretive element. 

• A reputable contractor(s) with experience working with cultural heritage resource 
removal should be retained to salvage the identified features and fixtures. 

• Prior to salvaging materials for reuse in other buildings or projects, their end location 
should be determined. The approach for labelling, storage and reassembly of any 
materials should be undertaken in accordance with Standards and Guidelines for the 
Conservation of Historic Places in Canada, Section 4: Guidelines for Materials. 

• Any materials not deemed salvageable, should be recycled and diverted from landfill. 

Salvage of any materials must be informed by the Designated Substances Survey (Landtek 
Limited, 2020).  
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 INTRODUCTION 
1.1 Scope of the Report  
LHC was retained by New Horizon Development Group to undertake a Documentation and 
Salvage Report for the proposed development site at 1842 King Street East in Hamilton, 
Ontario. 

The Property is not currently designated or listed on the City’s Heritage Register under the 
Ontario Heritage Act (OHA); however, it is located within the City of Hamilton’s Bartonville 
historical neighbourhood. Bartonville has been identified by the City of Hamilton as an 
“established historical neighbourhood’, defined in the Urban Hamilton Official Plan (UHOP) as 
substantially constructed prior to 1950: 

The City shall protect established historical neighbourhoods, as identified in the 
cultural heritage landscape inventory, secondary plans and other City initiatives, 
by ensuring that new construction and development are sympathetic and 
complementary to existing cultural heritage attributes of the neighbourhood, 
including lotting and street patterns, building setbacks and building mass, height, 
and materials. (Urban Hamilton Official Plan, Volume 1, B.3.4.3.6) 

Further: 

The City recognizes there may be cultural heritage properties that are not yet 
identified or included in the Register of Property of Cultural Heritage Value or 
Interest or designated under the Ontario Heritage Act, but still may be of cultural 
heritage interest. These may be properties that have yet to be surveyed, or 
otherwise identified, or their significance and cultural heritage value has not been 
comprehensively evaluated but are still worthy of conservation. (Urban Hamilton 
Official Plan, Volume 1, B.3.4.2.6) 

As such, City of Hamilton Heritage Planning staff have indicated that: 

The subject property contains potential cultural heritage interest as a school that is 
representative of the modernist architectural style. Staff are of the opinion that the 
site and its development should be documented in advance of the demolition of 
the existing building. Staff also encourage the applicant to consider salvaging and 
reusing elements of the existing structure such as the front canopy within the new 
development. 

The purpose of a Documentation and Salvage Report is to thoroughly document a cultural 
heritage resource prior to its demolition: 

Where cultural heritage resources are to be affected, the City may impose 
conditions of approval on any planning application to ensure their continued 
protection. In the event that rehabilitation and reuse of the resource is not viable 
and this has been demonstrated by the proponent, the City may require the 
affected resources be thoroughly documented for archival purposes at the expense 
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of the applicant prior to demolition (Urban Hamilton Official Plan, Volume 1, 
B.3.4.2.14). 

LHC has prepared this document in accordance with the City of Hamilton’s Cultural Heritage 
Assessment Guidelines: Documentation and Salvage Report. 

1.2 Approach 
The City of Hamilton’s Cultural Heritage Assessment Guidelines: Documentation and Salvage 
Report (n.d.) outlines the required content for this document. Per these guidelines, this report 
includes the following: 

• Context  

• Legal description and location map of the subject property 

• Description of planning approvals being sought 

• Physiography 

• Historical Context (Euro-Canadian settlement to present) 

• Property Description 

• A description of the 1964 school building 

• Artifact Curation and Reuse recommendations 

The Hamilton-Wentworth District School Board Archives provided digital copies of relevant 
photographs, drawings and surveys held in their collections. 
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 CONTEXT 
2.1 Property Location 
The property municipally known as 1842 King Street East (the Property) is a generally square-
shaped parcel of land comprising approximately 6.62 acres (2.68 hectares), described as “Part 
Lot 2, Concession 3, Barton Township, Wentworth County”, in the City of Hamilton (Figure 2 
and Figure 3). The property is bounded by King Street East to the north and Lawrence Road to 
the south, with Rosedale Avenue located to the east and Kenilworth Avenue South located to 
the west. Observed land use in the vicinity of the property is commercial and residential. 

2.2 Heritage Context 
The Property is not currently designated or listed on the City’s Heritage Register under the 
Ontario Heritage Act (OHA); however, it is located within the City of Hamilton’s Bartonville 
historical neighbourhood. Bartonville has been identified by the City of Hamilton as an 
“established historical neighbourhood’, defined in the Urban Hamilton Official Plan (UHOP) as 
substantially constructed prior to 1950.  

The Property is adjacent to 1831 King Street East (St. Mary’s/Anglican Church of the Nativity, 
built c. 1881) and 1883 King Street East (Holy Cross Croatian Roman Catholic Church, built c. 
1969) (Figure 1 and Figure 4) which are both included on the City of Hamilton’s Inventory of 
Heritage Buildings. Furthermore, both properties have been identified as candidates for listing 
under Section 27 Part IV of the OHA and 1831 King Street has been identified as a candidate 
for designation under Section 29 Part IV of the OHA. These recommendations are pending 
formal review and Council approval.1 

  

 
1 Alissa Golden, Pre-Consultation Comments on folder No.: 2021 123388 00 PLAN (1044426) related to Cultural Heritage, July 
2021. 
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2.3 Description of Proposed Project 
The present owners seek to demolish the school structure and construct a new residential 
development comprising two 12-storey buildings and two rows of townhouses. 

This Documentation and Salvage Report has been requested by the City of Hamilton as part of 
any future application for the Property. This report has been prepared as a component of an 
Official Plan and Zoning By-law Amendment submission for the property and includes all the 
requirements outlined in the City of Hamilton’s Cultural Heritage Assessment Guidelines: 
Documentation and Salvage Report. 
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Figure 5: Survey of the property showing the existing building, dated May 24, 2000 (A.T. McLaren Limited). 
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 PHYSIOGRAPHY 
The subject property lays on the Iroquois Plain, which borders western Lake Ontario and was 
once part of Lake Iroquois.2  

The Plain includes, but is not limited to, portions of Toronto, Scarborough, and the Niagara fruit 
belt; it varies in its physiographic composition. Of the Iroquois lake plain, the City of Hamilton 
belongs to the Ontario Lakehead subsection, which was a key landscape of trade that linked the 
resources of the lake with those of the hinterland. It is highly suited to the development of ports 
that the area has enjoyed in the form of several urban centres throughout its history, including 
Dundas, Burlington and Hamilton.3 

The area covered by the Iroquois Plain contains a significant portion of the province’s 
population.4 It is also an area of specialized farming. For example, the Niagara Fruit Belt 
produces the majority of the province’s tender fruit crop, and the same area sports a variety of 
vineyards.5 As of 2016, major specialized agricultural sectors among the western lakehead of 
Lake Ontario included, among others, equine ranches, oilseed and grain farms, and a variety 
(and substantial quantity) of greenhouse vegetable and floriculture operations.6 The proximity of 
Lake Ontario accords some climatic influences, while the area has very fertile soil.7 Moreover, 
offshore aprons of sand and long-lasting sandbars act as excellent aquifers, providing 
freshwater to many farms and villages.8 Historically and presently, deposits of gravel have been 
essential sources for roadbuilding, while the recession of the old lakebed has resulted in 
sources of clay for brick manufacture.9 Indeed, the Plain’s urban centres, at the very least, owe 
their early growth in part to the region’s physiographic composition.  

  

 
2 L.J. Chapman and D.F. Putnam, The Physiography of Southern Ontario 2nd Edition (Toronto: University of Toronto Press, 
1973), 324. 
3 Chapman and Putnam, 326. 
4 Chapman and Putnam, 335. 
5 Chapman and Putnam, 336. 
6 City of Hamilton, “Hamilton Agriculture Profile and Economic Impact Report,” accessed March 1, 2021, 
https://investinhamilton.ca/wp-content/uploads/2019/08/Final_Agriculture-Profile-and-Economic-Impact-Report.pdf, 4. 
7 City of Hamilton, “Hamilton Agricultural Profile 2008: An Update to the City of Hamilton Agricultural Economic Impact and 
Development Study 2003,” last modified December 2008, accessed March 1, 2021,  
http://www2.hamilton.ca/NR/rdonlyres/4196D9CB-29AD-4865-8BA1-3F6444C1D7CE/0/Jan12PED09021.pdf, 336. 
8 Ibid, 336. 
9 Ibid, 336. 

https://investinhamilton.ca/wp-content/uploads/2019/08/Final_Agriculture-Profile-and-Economic-Impact-Report.pdf
http://www2.hamilton.ca/NR/rdonlyres/4196D9CB-29AD-4865-8BA1-3F6444C1D7CE/0/Jan12PED09021.pdf
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 HISTORICAL CONTEXT 
The City of Hamilton was a comparatively late settlement in the area. Nearby Dundas formally 
began when town lots were surveyed along Spencer Creek in 1797.10 Prior to this survey, the 
area was known as Coote’s Paradise. The village of Dundas grew rapidly as many mills took 
advantage of the power of Spencer Creek.  

Hamilton’s city plan was initially laid out by George Hamilton in 1815 but was slow to grow until 
the Burlington Canal provided access to Lake Ontario in 1826.11 George Hamilton had 
purchased 257 acres of Barton Township from James Durand and then partnered with local 
landowner Nathanial Hughson to sell the town lots.12 Hamilton’s desire for a village in Barton 
Township came to fruition in 1833 when the village of Hamilton incorporated.13  

The Hamilton port facilities were fully connected to the Great Western Railway in 1854 which 
established Hamilton as a key commercial and industrial centre, although the surrounding 
natural environment suffered greatly in the ambitious quest for urbanization and economic 
gains.14  

King Street was a high-traffic road through Hamilton, it was illustrated as the ‘Hamilton and 
Stoney Creek MacAdamized Road’ on the 1859 historic map of Wentworth County. A 
combination of larger agricultural lots and subdivided town and village lots are noted along the 
road.   

Robert Surtee’s 1859 historic map shows Lot 2, Concession 3 under the primary ownership of 
Peter Gage but with several subdivisions along King Street East, the south-east corner of the lot 
owned by Ramsey (Figure 7). No structures are illustrated within the Subject Property on this 
1859 map. The 1875 historical atlas map however indicates a structure in the near-centre of 
Robert Ramsey’s portion of Lot 2 (Figure 7).  

The topographic maps of the Subject Property from 1907 to 1963 (Figure 8) continue to show a 
structure in the near-centre of the property. Aerial imagery from 1954 through 1965 shows some 
detail in the vicinity of the Subject Property, which was up until the 1960s a lone remaining 
farmlot surrounded by the ever-expanding early- to mid- 20th century residential neighbourhood 
(Figure 9). Additional structures are noted on the 20th century topographic mapping and are 
visible on the air photos; but the survey plan of the Subject Property from 1962 only indicates 

 
10 Hamilton Public Library, “Historical Dundas,” accessed February 25, 2021, http://www.hpl.ca/articles/historical-dundas 
11 Encyclopaedia Britannica, “Hamilton,” last modified December 3, 2020, accessed February 25, 2021, 
https://www.britannica.com/place/Hamilton-Ontario.; Brian Henley, “Historical Hamilton,” Local History and Archives, Hamilton 
Public Library, accessed February 25, 2021, https://lha.hpl.ca/articles/historical-hamilton. 
12 Weaver, John C. “Biography – HAMILTON, GEORGE, (1788-1836) – Volume VII.” Dictional of Canadian Biography. University 
of Toronto/Universite Laval, 2003, last modified 1988, accessed February 25, 2021. 
http://www.biographi.ca/en/bio/hamilton_george_1788_1836_7E.html 
13 City of Hamilton, “Harbour History,” last modified March 3, 2020, accessed February 25, 2021, https://www.hamilton.ca/city-
initiatives/our-harbour/harbour-history 
14 City of Hamilton, “Harbour History,” last modified March 3, 2020, accessed February 25, 2021, https://www.hamilton.ca/city-
initiatives/our-harbour/harbour-history 

https://www.britannica.com/place/Hamilton-Ontario
https://lha.hpl.ca/articles/historical-hamilton
http://www.biographi.ca/en/bio/hamilton_george_1788_1836_7E.html
https://www.hamilton.ca/city-initiatives/our-harbour/harbour-history
https://www.hamilton.ca/city-initiatives/our-harbour/harbour-history
https://www.hamilton.ca/city-initiatives/our-harbour/harbour-history
https://www.hamilton.ca/city-initiatives/our-harbour/harbour-history
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the farmhouse structure at the near-centre suggesting the other structures were ephemeral or 
ancillary (Figure 10).  

In April 1962, the property was expropriated for the construction of Briarwood Vocational School 
at which time the farmhouse and ancillary buildings were removed for the construction of the 
school. A survey plan of the property dated May 24, 2000 is provided as Figure 5 of this report. 
Additional survey plans from 1962 – 1966 displaying multiple perspectives and elevations, 
including landscape planning, are provided in Appendix B.  

In 1990, the Briarwood Vocation School was closed and the structure was used by the Board of 
Education for the City of Hamilton as an Adult and Continuing Education School. In 2000, the 
property was purchased by Brock University and it has operated as a campus for the university 
since that time. Table 1, below, provides an overview of the Property Ownership and Dates of 
Note for the Subject Property. 

 

Figure 6: Program for the Official Opening of the Briarwood Junior Vocational School, Monday, 
March 23, 1964 8pm (Framed in Classroom 1 of former Briarwood Vocational School Building). 
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Table 1: Property Ownership of Lot 2, Concession 3 and Dates of Note 

Date Owner Notes Sources 

March 19, 
1798 

Benjamin 
Fairchild 

Crown Patent for 100 acres OnLand Land 
Registry 
Patent (p. 94) 
p. 96/241 
online book 

September 
10, 1847 

William 
Applin and 
Robert 
Ramsey 

After a series of early subdivision and sale of land parcels, on September 
10, 1847 the sale of 6 acres from John Dunsmore to was registered for an 
unspecified amount of money.  
In 1849 at least part of the land was transferred from William Applin to 
Robert Ramsey alone.  

OnLand Land 
Registry 
Ins. [-] 31 (p. 
94)  
p. 96/241 
online book 

1859 Ramsey  No structures illustrated on historic map Surtees 1859 
Figure 6 of this 
report 

1861 Robert 
Ramsay 

Robert Ramsay’s occupation is listed as butcher and he resides in a 1-storey 
frame house with his household: 
Robert - 40 
Margaret [May] - 34 
Ann - 8 
Elizabeth - 6 
Margaret [May] - 4 
Jane - 2 
Jannett - 1 
Catherine Stow[-] (Servant) - 19 
James Mc[-]auly (Servant) - 29 
Frank Mc[-]auly (Servant) - 22 

1861 Census 

1875 Robert 
Ramsey 

Structure located in the near-centre of the property.  Page and 
Smith 1875 
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Date Owner Notes Sources 

Figure 6 of this 
report 

December 
7, 1895 

Robert 
Ramsey 

The will of Robert Ramsey was registered. No inheritor was immediately 
noted in the land registry abstract. 

OnLand Land 
Registry 
Ins. 8407 (p. 
119) 
p. 103/241 
online book 

1907  Three structures are illustrated on the topographic map of the area - the 
structure located centrally is consistent until 1963.  

Figure 7 of this 
report  

September 
22, 1931 

Hannah M. 
Ramsey 

Grant of land from Thomas Ramsey for All excluding part sold in Ins. 8358 to 
T.H.&B. Railway. A ‘Declaration of Celibacy’ was attached to the sale.  

OnLand Land 
Registry 
Ins. 31150 
(p.94 cont’d 
from p. 269) 
p. 123/241 
online book 

1938  Four structures are illustrated on the topographic map of the area – the 
central and north-west structure seem consistent with 1907 

Figure 7 of this 
report  

October 
1954 

The 
Corporation 
of the City 
of Hamilton 

H [illegible] Ramsey granted Pt. + al. p. 89 for $1 
Noted: See Deposit 40107 re. Ramsey 

OnLand Land 
Registry 
Ins. 253895NS 
(p. 101 cont’d 
from p. 100) 
p. 196/241 
online book 

April 13, 
1962 

The Board 
of 
Education 

Resolution by The Board of Education for the City of Hamilton: Expropriation 
of land Decided for School Site (See Lot 1, Con 3, pg. 13) 

OnLand Land 
Registry 
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Date Owner Notes Sources 

for the City 
of Hamilton 

“Pt. + al. 494’8” on W. x 518’4” on E. (S. [-] [-] E. along N.s. Lawrence Rd. 
572’6” to line between lot 1 and 2 + E Thereon 33’7”), ( N. [-][-] W. along S.s. 
King St. 315’6”, and W. Thereon 292’7”) Continuing S.s. King St. 741’2” E. 
Thereon from S.s. Kenilworth Ave, then S.r.E.tc.   
EX: pt in 253895 NS 

Ins. 195468 
HL (p. 13 
cont’d from p. 
12) 
p. 229/241 
online book 
and  
p. 88/241 
online book 
 

1963  Five structures are illustrated on the topographic map of the area – the 
central structure has been modified but has been consistent since the 1907 
map.  

Figure 7 of this 
report  

March 23, 
1964 

The Board 
of 
Education 
for the City 
of Hamilton 

Official opening ceremonies for Briarwood Vocational School Framed Event 
Program in 
Classroom 1 
Figure 9 of this 
report  

1990 The Board 
of 
Education 
for the City 
of Hamilton 

Briarwood Vocation School closes and Adult and Continuing Education 
Department opens.  

 

2000 Brock 
University 

Briarwood Vocational School opened as Brock University Hamilton campus Historical 
Hamilton 

September 
2020 

 Current owner purchases the property from Brock University  Brock News 
2020 
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Figure 10: Position of farmhouse that was removed prior to the construction of Briarwood Vocational School (Detail of survey plan 
dated September 28, 1962; full survey drawing provided in Appendix B). 
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4.1 Education in Ontario 
Ontario’s early education history is dominated by the one-room schoolhouse of grades one to 
eight, averaging 40 students, which was presided over by one teacher. By 1871, 80.5% of 
students attended rural schools, 13.1% attended village and town school, and only 6.4% 
attended city schools.15 The location of schoolhouses was chosen by the distance children had 
to walk, leading to conflict between parents and Board Trustees.16 However, much of Ontario 
was low density farmland meaning students often walked more than 3 kilometres to school 
through rough country roads, forests, and farm fields.17 These conditions and the rural reality of 
much of Ontario lead to frequent absences as students were stopped by snow storms, improper 
winter clothing, and the need to help on the farm.18 This resulted in many rural schools closing 
for both the summer and winter.19  

19th and early 20th century Ontario schoolchildren’s education was focused on the Three “R”s of 
Reading, ‘Riting, and ‘Rithmetic which were taught via rote memorization learning.20 The 
teacher would provide each grade with a few minutes of instruction while the rest of the school 
did independent work or learned from older students.21 Schoolchildren marked their progress 
through their Readers, small textbooks ranging from basic language skills to astronomy.22 As an 
Ontario teacher in 1937 said: 

I taught arithmetic, I taught grammar, I taught spelling, and history, and geography, and 
science…My job depended on how well my pupils could recite upon the occasion of the 
inspector’s visit and how well they did on they high school entrance examinations at the end of 
June.23  

Following Common School, a student could complete an entrance exam to be accepted to a 
Grammar School for a fee ranging from $2 to $27 per year, a cost similar to Common School 
fees before the 1871 Free Schools Act.24 As such, Grammar School attendance increased from 
5% in 1870 to 10% in 1900 among Ontario schoolchildren.25 However, most Ontario girls would 
never have the option of higher education and most boys would be expected to find work on a 
farm or in a trade.26 The Adolescent School Attendance Act in 1921 raised the age of 

 
15 S.E. Houston and A. Prentice, Schooling and Scholars in Nineteenth-Century Ontario (Toronto: University of Toronto Press, 
1988), 200.  
16 Houston and Prentice, 203. 
17 J. Cochrane, The One-Room School in Canada (Markham, ON: Fitzhenry & Whiteside Limited, 1981), 42.; J. Kita, Settler Life 
in Canada: School (Collingwood, ON: Beech Street Books, 2019), 12.   
18 Cochrane, 42. 
19 Cochrane, 43. 
20 Province of Ontario, “For the Love of Learning,” Ministry of Education, last modified March 13, 2006, accessed February 25, 
2021,  http://www.edu.gov.on.ca/eng/general/abcs/rcom/full/volume1/chapter2.html 
21 Cochrane, 56-57. 
22 Houston and Prentice, 242. 
23 Cochrane, 72. 
24 R.M. Stamp, The Schools of Ontario, 1876-1976 (Toronto: University of Toronto Press, 1982), 7. 
25 Stamp, 40.  
26 Houston and Prentice, 250. 

http://www.edu.gov.on.ca/eng/general/abcs/rcom/full/volume1/chapter2.html
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attendance to 16 for urban children, but it was not until 1954 when the rule was applied to all 
children unless one was needed on a farm, and was enforced without exemptions in 1970.27  

By the mid-1900s rural one-room schoolhouses were beginning to be consolidated due to urban 
migration, population increases, and poor conditions in rural schools. A 1950 report on 
Canadian rural schoolhouses found that 80% had no artificial lighting, 71% used outhouses, and 
only 67% had enough desks for their class size.28 With the post-war baby-boom and growth of 
the suburbs, Canada experienced its highest school enrollment in the 1970s.29 Curriculum 
meant to broaden the education of students and allow for independent growth was introduced 
via The Formative Years curriculum in 1975.30 This was then replaced in 1993 with the current 
Common Curriculum meant to eliminate educational disparities.31  

 
The history of vocational schools in Ontario seems to have been conflicted from the beginning. 
In 1871 Ontario replaced the previous Anglican grammar schools with Collegiate institutes 
(classical program aimed toward university admission) and high schools (English, natural 
sciences, and commercial subjects). Parents concerned with the prospects of their children 
refused high school programs or insisted on modifications to the courses offered, resulting in a 
two-institution system in name only where more schools prioritized academic subjects over 
practical.32  

Governments and labour leaders wanted to address the lack of planning for Canada’s 
industrialization and the at-home development of a trained workforce that could carry out skilled 
labour.33 Even in this initial purpose there was a conflict of intent and perception by government 
officials, industry leaders, and educators. It was unclear if the goal was to develop workers that 
would function within a specific role in the existing capitalist society or support adaptable and 
innovative thinkers that could mould the future workplace.34 

A large-scale reinvigoration of vocational school programs occurred after both the First and 
Second World Wars. These were federally funded programs that required matching provincial 
funds leading to inconsistent implementation of vocational programs across the country. Ontario 

 
27 P. Oreopoulos, Canadian Compulsory School Laws and their Impact on Educational Attainment and Future Earnings (Family 
and Labour Studies Division, Statistics Canada, 2005). 
28 J. Cochrane, The One-Room School in Canada (Markham, ON: Fitzhenry & Whiteside Limited, 1981), 159.  
29 Frank Peters, “School Systems,” The Canadian Encyclopedia. last modified March 4, 2015, accessed February 25, 2021. 
https://www.thecanadianencyclopedia.ca/en/article/school-
systems#:~:text=While%20the%20current%20Canadian%20education,since%20the%20very%20early%2019th  
30 Province of Ontario, “For the Love of Learning,” Ministry of Education, last modified March 13, 2006, accessed February 25, 
2021,  http://www.edu.gov.on.ca/eng/general/abcs/rcom/full/volume1/chapter2.html 
31 Province of Ontario, “For the Love of Learning,” Ministry of Education, last modified March 13, 2006, accessed February 25, 
2021,  http://www.edu.gov.on.ca/eng/general/abcs/rcom/full/volume1/chapter2.html 
32 John E. Lyons, Bikkar S. Randhawa, and Neil A. Paulson, “The Development of Vocational Education in Canada,” Canadian 
Journal of Education 16, no 2. (1991): 139 
33 Lyons, Randhawa, and Paulson, 140 
34 Harry Smaller, “Vocational Education in Ontario Secondary Schools: Past, Present – and Future?” Labour Education and 
Training Research Network, Centre for Research on Work and Society: Training Matters: Works In Progress. York University. 
WIP #2000-04: 8. 

http://www.edu.gov.on.ca/eng/general/abcs/rcom/full/volume1/chapter2.html
http://www.edu.gov.on.ca/eng/general/abcs/rcom/full/volume1/chapter2.html
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established programs years before other provinces, but provincial budget priorities meant that 
all vocational education programs suffered or flourished in relation to the provision of federal 
funds.35 The majority of vocational schools were built in working-class neighbourhoods with high 
immigrant populations; attempts to build such schools in middle-class neighbourhoods was met 
with resistance.36   

 
The Baby Boom following the Second World War lead to an increase in school building as 
suburban development expanded.37 This coincided with the popularity of the Modernist 
architectural style which began following the War as Western society sought to break from 
historical references, including architecture.38 Beginning in Europe at the Bauhaus School in 
Germany, the style did not become widely popular in Canada until the 1940s, at which time it 
became the dominate architectural style across the country.39 The Modern style includes 
different streams each with their own elements and theory, but the style is generally defined by 
modern materials (i.e. steel, glass, and concrete), simple detailing, and an emphasis on function 
over decoration with simple and practical layouts.40 The style also coincided with the popularity 
of the car, leading large parking lots to surround many modern schools.41 

Mid-century Modern design was popular for Ontario schools from the 1940s to the 1960s, 
employing large and oddly shaped windows with coloured panels and strong concrete 
construction.42 Schools tended to have whimsical elements and be low and long structures with 
influences of the Organic/Expressionist style.43 This style is defined by unified buildings 
integrated into their landscape through distorted construction, fragmentation, and uncommon 
massing inspired by organic forms.44  

The Brutalist Modern style was popular for Ontario schools in the 1970s and 1980s as it 
coincided with new educational theory that suggested student’s learning was being hindered 
through distraction.45 Brutalism matched this theory well as the style is identified through its 
bunker or fortress like structures composed of rough concrete, windowless walls, large 

 
35 Lyons, Randhawa, and Paulson, 141-145 
36 Smaller, 6 
37 Peters, F. 2015. School Systems. The Canadian Encyclopedia.  
38 S. Ricketts, L. Maitland, and J. Hucker, A Guide to Canadian Architectural Styles. 2nd Edition. (Peterborough, ON: Broadview, 
2004): 163. 
39 J. Blumenson, Ontario Architecture: A Guide to Styles and Building Terms 1784 to Present (Toronto: Fitzhenry & Whiteside, 
1900), 205. 
40 Ontario Heritage Trust “Architectural Style,” accessed: March 8, 2021, https://www.heritagetrust.on.ca/en/places-of-
worship/places-of-worship-database/architecture/architectural-style.  
41 Ibid.  
42 Ontario Architecture, “Modernist,” accessed March 8, 2021, 
http://www.ontarioarchitecture.com/Contempo.htm#civic%20buildings 
43 Moffat, R. “Building a Better Tomorrow: The schools of the Toronto Board of Education, 1950–1965.” ACORN Magazine Fall 
2016: Back to School, 41, no. 2 (2016): 24. 
44 Ontario Heritage Trust, “Architectural Style,” accessed: March 8, 2021, https://www.heritagetrust.on.ca/en/places-of-
worship/places-of-worship-database/architecture/architectural-style. 
45 S. Kyles, “Test of Time: Trends in Ontario School Architecture.” ACORN Magazine Fall 2016: Back to School, 41, no. 2 (2016): 
5. & Blumenson, 237. 

https://www.heritagetrust.on.ca/en/places-of-worship/places-of-worship-database/architecture/architectural-style
https://www.heritagetrust.on.ca/en/places-of-worship/places-of-worship-database/architecture/architectural-style
http://www.ontarioarchitecture.com/Contempo.htm#civic%20buildings
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rectangular windows that do not open, and square block massing.46. This resulted in school 
buildings with no windows and monochromatic brick, concrete, or stone walls.47  

Post Modern schools built in the 1990s and after have completely resisted the windowless 
phase, now designing facades made entirely of windows and using unique architectural designs 
for each school (Figure 44).48 Post-modern architecture often incorporates elements of whimsy, 
experimentation, and decorative elements.49  The style is most often concerned with form over 
function.50 Sustainable building technologies including green roofs, solar panels, and geo-
thermal heating are now incorporated into building design.51 

The former Briarwood Vocational School, as depicted in the images in Section 4.2, below, was 
constructed in a mid-century modern style. 

Table 2: Architectural Attributes of Mid to Late 20th Century Schools 

Mid-Century Modern Brutalist Post-Modern  
• Unified building 
• Unusual massing 
• Structural engineering to 

create designs 
• Organic natural 

biomorphic form 
• Distorted and 

fragmented construction 
• Whimsical elements 
• Large paned window 

covered walls  
• Concrete construction  
• Coloured glass designs  

 

• Concrete and brick 
construction 

• Windowless walls 
• Tall and large 

rectangular windows 
with no openings  

• Square block massing  
• Flat roofs 
• Minimal decoration 

 

• Large glass walls  
• Combination of 

architectural styles  
• Decoration  
• Emphasis of form over 

function  
• Each school is unique  

 

 

  

 
46 J. Blumenson, Ontario Architecture: A Guide to Styles and Building Terms 1784 to Present (Toronto: Fitzhenry & Whiteside, 
1900), 237. 
47 S. Kyles “Test of Time: Trends in Ontario School Architecture” ACORN Magazine Fall 2016 Back to School, 41 no. 2 (2016): 4. 
48 Kyles, 5. 
49 Ontario Heritage Trust. “Architectural Style,” accessed: March 8, 2021, https://www.heritagetrust.on.ca/en/places-of-
worship/places-of-worship-database/architecture/architectural-style. 
50 Ibid. 
51 Ontario Architecture “Passive Solar,” accessed March 8, 2021, http://www.ontarioarchitecture.com/passivesolar.htm 

https://www.heritagetrust.on.ca/en/places-of-worship/places-of-worship-database/architecture/architectural-style
https://www.heritagetrust.on.ca/en/places-of-worship/places-of-worship-database/architecture/architectural-style
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4.2 Historic Images of Briarwood Vocational School 

 
Figure 11: North elevation main entrance canopy and staircase (HWDSB Archives) 

 
Figure 12: North elevation windows and awnings (HWDSB Archives) 
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Figure 13: North elevation main entrance stepped walkway under concrete canopy (HWDSB 
Archives) 

 
Figure 14: North elevation main entrance concrete canopy and columns (HWDSB Archives) 
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Figure 15: Comparison of photographs from 1960s and 2021; minimal changes to the exterior 
structure have occurred, the steps of the north elevation main walkway under the canopy have 
been altered and are now shallow concrete steps versus the original floating steps. 
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 PROPERTY DESCRIPTION 
The property municipally known as 1842 King Street East is a generally square-shaped parcel 
of land comprising approximately 6.62 acres (2.68 hectares), described as “Part Lot 2, 
Concession 3, Barton Township, Wentworth County”, in the City of Hamilton. The property is 
bounded by King Street East to the north and Lawrence Road to the south, with Rosedale 
Avenue located to the east and Kenilworth Avenue South located to the west (Figure 3).  

There is a single structure on site: a one-storey brick school completed in 1964. The building 
has a generous set back from the road with asphalt driveways that run along the eastern and 
western edge of the property line. The eastern driveway and adjoining parking lots is accessible 
from both King Street East and Lawrence Road; the northern part of the driveway follows the 
eastern edge of the building and creates a triangular parking lot on the eastern property 
boundary (Figure 3). The western driveway is accessible from King Street East and a row of 
mature pine trees lines the western edge of the asphalt driveway and the western property 
boundary. A triangular asphalt parking lot fills the space between the western driveway and the 
western edge of the building; a gravel parking lot extends across much of the south-western 
corner of the property. A concrete sidewalk and shallow staircase lead from King Street East to 
a concrete landing before the sidewalk continues up two more sets of shallow steps to the main 
doors and passing under a stepped concrete canopy. The manicured lawn is open with several 
mature trees across the property and a row of five along the sidewalk for Lawrence Road.   

There is a slight slope from King Street East up to the school building. On the south-west corner 
of the property there is a level platform of lawn and gravel parking lot which then grades into a 
steep grass embankment that slopes down to Lawrence Road and creates a roughly 90-degree 
corner before turning the slope back to school building. The main rear exit of the building (half-
storey lower than the classroom elevation) and associated asphalt parking lot is at the base of 
the embankment slope. A triangular grass embankment separates the parking lot from the 
through driveway; the driveway gradually slopes up to the school building elevation.  
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 BUILDING DESCRIPTION 
Please see Appendix A for full photographic log of exterior and interior of main building.  

6.1 Main Building Exterior 
The building located at 1842 King Street East is currently known as the Brock University 
Hamilton Campus. Previously it was known as the Briarwood Vocational School. The structure 
is a one-storey concrete and brick building with a roughly rectangular plan and a concrete 
foundation built in the Mid-Century Modern School style. 

The entrances of the north and east elevations are defined by open walkways supported by 
square concrete columns clad in quartz-pebble panels (Image 1 and Image 2). The north 
elevation main entrance also features a stepped concrete canopy and a concrete staircase and 
walkway to King Street East (Image 3). The entrances on the west and south elevation are 
constructed of the same materials but presented simply (Image 4 and Image 6). The roof is flat 
with an additional half-storey section above the combination gymnasium/theatre (Image 5). The 
south elevation main entrance opens into a stairwell that leads up to the classroom level or 
down to the boiler room (Image 6).  

In addition to the stepped concrete canopy at the main entrance concrete awnings have been 
used as an architectural feature across the classroom wing of the school. The awnings are 
grouped in threes and positioned over the western windows of the south and north elevations 
(Image 7 and Image 9). A total of five sets of triple-awnings are present on each side of the 
building (15 per side). These concrete awnings are approximately 1/3 of the width of the building 
and incorporate clerestory windows at the exterior wall and exposed interior vaulting in the 
rooms below.  

Most of the exterior windows are a large rectangular frame subdivided into six parts (three 
above – three below). The lower three panes are colourless glass, the central pane often with 
hopper windows at the base, the three upper panes are a composite material, and each pane is 
further divided into thirds (Image 7 and Image 8). Along the west elevation damage has 
occurred at some point resulting in three of the lower panes being covered or replaced with an 
alternate material (Image 4). The south elevation presents the second most often used window 
variation; although the geometric presentation of the window is the same, under the concrete 
awnings and along the cafeteria wall only the lower centre pane is glass (Image 9 and Image 
10). A third variation of window style is used at the north elevation main entrance where the 
lower two-thirds of the wall are panels of colourless glass and the top third is divided into four 
vertical panes (Image 11). The triangular clerestory windows within the concrete awnings are 
colourless glass (Image 12).   

Two styles of brick are used on the exterior of the building: a pale orange brick laid in the 
traditional ‘brick’ pattern and a brown brick laid in a modified ‘Flemish’ pattern where the 
headers are alternately set beyond or within the wall of stretchers (Image 13). All of the corners, 
columns, and the topline of the walls are clad in the quartz-pebble panels (Image 14). The top 
edge of the building and roofline are covered in sheets of aluminum. The only columns that are 
not clad in quartz-pebble panels are those that support the stepped concrete canopy, they 
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remain concrete (Image 15). Additionally, the columns on the eastern side of the canopy have 
an inlaid drainpipe and spout (Image 16). 

Exterior courtyards are noted on the 1960s survey plans, the concrete paving stones remain at 
‘Courtyard 3’ and ‘Courtyard 4’ are accessed by secondary doors on the north side of the 
building (Image 17).  

6.2 Main Building Interior 
The front hall interior accessed via the north elevation mirrors the exterior concrete walkway 
canopy with a grid of wooden beams suspended from the ceiling (Image 18 and Image 19). 
Effort was made to make necessary utilities a decorative element in the space (Image 20).  

The flooring is predominately tile; the main hallways in large interval stripes alternating in grey 
and pink terrazzo tile (Image 21), with areas of transition (main entrance, cafeteria entrance, 
gymnasium/theatre entrance, corridors running north-south) marked out by closer interval brown 
and grey rectangular stripes; this pattern is repeated regardless of tile type (Image 22). The 
non-hallway floor spaces are typically covered in linoleum tile, several colours and patterns 
were used or have been patched throughout the years (Image 23a). There are terracotta-square 
style tiles in the server (Image 23b). The boiler room floors are concrete and were painted red. 
Small areas of carpet are in place in administrative offices, the library, the fitness room (Image 
26a), and the staircases leading down from the theatre stage. The theatre stage is narrow-plank 
hardwood floor (Image 23c). 

The eastern part of the building that is roughly square in plan-view is primarily for community 
spaces and houses the front entrance, administrative offices, gymnasium/theatre, cafeteria. A 
few classrooms are also within this space, but they are primarily found in the western part of the 
building that is roughly rectangular in plan view. There are two hallways that run east-west 
separated by two rectangular outdoor courtyards (Image 24) with three connecting corridors that 
run north-south. The courtyards are constructed using the same materials as the exterior, the 
only difference being the brown bricks are laid ‘brick’ style versus ‘Flemish’.  

The ceilings throughout are primarily covered in some form of acoustic tile; dropped ceilings in 
the hallways while the classrooms, library, gymnasium/theatre, and front hall have acoustic tiles 
and either exposed beams or vaulting where the concrete awnings span overhead (Image 25).  

The walls throughout are primarily painted concrete blocks; in the cafeteria they also exhibit 
moulding. In some bathrooms/locker rooms, the gymnasium/theatre, and the stairwell that leads 
to the southern elevation main exit there are large rectangular porcelain tiles (Image 26). The 
windowsills throughout the building are white marble with grey veining (Image 27).  

The boiler room is reached via the south elevation main entrance staircase, within the boiler 
room a metal staircase leads to a platform and double-door access to the south elevation 
exterior, the pale orange brick chimney is centrally located (Images 28 - 31).  

See Appendix A for detailed photographic documentation and a location map of each photo.  
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 ARTIFACT CURATION AND REUSE 
The salvage and reuse of materials from any existing structure is preferable to demolition and 
landfill. This report has identified a number of characteristic architectural elements that are 
either reflective of the potential cultural heritage value of the former Briarwood Vocational 
School, or that are associated with mid-century modern school architecture.  

The most characteristic features are the concrete covered walkway and concrete awnings 
above the clerestory windows. It is recommended that opportunities for the reuse of these 
features in the proposed development be explored as design – in particular as landscape design 
- progresses. 

In addition to these features, the Property contains building materials and fixtures throughout 
that might be salvaged for reuse. Where reuse is not possible, recycling is preferred to landfill. 

Based on the results of this Documentation and Salvage Report review, there are features and 
fixtures throughout the building that can be salvaged for reuse, sale, or recycling. This may 
include, but are not limited to:  

• Appliances 

• Marble windowsills 

• Terrazzo tiles 

• 20th Century school room features: pencil sharpeners, metal fire alarms, wood-framed 
blackboards, etc.  

• Bathroom fixtures  

• Doors 

• Lighting 

• Piping and venting materials 

• Tile and wood flooring 

• Ceramic wall tiles 

Appendix C provides an overview of materials, fixtures and features that may potentially be 
salvaged for reuse. 

7.1 Designated Substances 
A Designated Substance and Hazardous Materials Review was undertaken by Landtek Limited 
in April 2020. Landtek’s report builds on a previous Asbestos Assessment undertaken by 
Pinchin Environmental in November 2014. The 2020 review identified the presence of asbestos 
and mercury throughout the building and the likely presence of lead (i.e., lead containing paint, 
presence within ceramic building products and solder) and silica (i.e., free crystalline silica in 
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concrete, brick, and mortar) and the potential for radioactive materials to be present in the 
smoke detectors and emergency exit signs.  

Salvage of any materials must be informed by the Designated Substances Survey (Landtek 
Limited, 2020). 

7.2 Salvage Companies 
Table 1 provides a short list of potential salvage companies in the larger surrounding area.  The 
North Waterloo Region Chapter of the Architectural Conservancy of Ontario also maintains a 
directory of House Moving, Dismantling and Salvage companies or individuals who claim to 
have experience with heritage properties at: https://aconwr.ca/listing.php?cat_id=11.  

  

https://aconwr.ca/listing.php?cat_id=11
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Table 3: Potential Salvage Companies in the Surrounding Area 

Name Location Contact and Additional Notes 
Habitat for 
Humanity  

285 Nash Road N. 
Hamilton, ON 
L8H 7P4 

Accepts new and gently used items.  
Email: restore@habitathamilton.ca 
Telephone: 905- 560 6707 
Website: www.habitathamilton.ca  
All donations to the Hamilton ReStore are eligible for a 
tax receipt. 
To learn more about acceptable items for donation to the 
Hamilton ReStore contact: 
Email: restorepickups@habitathamilton.ca  
Telephone: 905-560-6707, ext. 104. 
 

Graham & 
Brooks 
Salvage Co.  

371 Sherman 
Ave. N.  
Hamilton, ON 
L8L 6N2 

Telephone: 905-928-1001 
Website: https://gbsalvageco.com/  

Smash 
Salvage 

956 King Street E.  
Hamilton, ON 
L8M 1C3 

Email: info@smashsalvage.com 
Telephone: 416-809-8730 
Website: http://smashsalvage.com/ 
 

Artefact 
Salvage 
and Design 

Box 513 
46 Isabella Street 
St. Jacobs, ON 
N0B 2N0 
 

Email: chris@artefacts.ca  
Telephone: 519-664-3760 
Website: www.artefacts.ca  
 

The 
Timeless 
Material Co.  

305 Northfield 
Dr. E.  
Waterloo, ON 
N2V 2N4 
 

Waterloo Head Office / Showroom 
Email: info@timelessmaterials.com  
Telephone: 519-883-8683 or 1-800-609-9633 
Website:  www.timelessmaterials.com 
 

mailto:restore@habitathamilton.ca
http://www.habitathamilton.ca/
mailto:restorepickups@habitathamilton.ca
https://gbsalvageco.com/
mailto:info@smashsalvage.com
http://smashsalvage.com/
mailto:chris@artefacts.ca
http://www.artefacts.ca/
mailto:info@timelessmaterials.com
http://www.timelessmaterials.com/
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   RECOMMENDATIONS 
This Documentation and Salvage Report was prepared by LHC in order to provide a record of 
the Property prior to demolition. 

The key built resource on site is the former Briarwood Vocational School which was constructed 
in a mid-century modern style and opened in 1964. Since 2000, the Property has operated as a 
satellite campus for Brock University. 

Based on this Documentation and Salvage Report, the following recommendations for curation 
and/or reuse of artifacts, are suggested: 

• Opportunities to reuse the concrete walkway, and other materials, in the design of the 
proposed development be explored and documented through an update to this report. 

• Any reused materials should incorporate an interpretive element. 

• A reputable contractor(s) with experience working with cultural heritage resource 
removal should be retained to salvage the identified features and fixtures. 

• Prior to salvaging materials for reuse in other buildings or projects, their end location 
should be determined. The approach for labelling, storage and reassembly of any 
materials should be undertaken in accordance with Standards and Guidelines for the 
Conservation of Historic Places in Canada, Section 4: Guidelines for Materials. 

• Any materials not deemed salvageable, should be recycled and diverted from landfill. 

Salvage on any materials must be informed by the Designated Substances Survey (Landtek 
Limited, 2020). 

8.1 Next Steps 
Upon finalization of this report, a bound colour copy will be sent to the following repositories:  

1. Development and Planning, Heritage and Design 

2. Hamilton Public Library, Special Collections 

3. Hamilton-Wentworth District School Board Archives 
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