Nicholas Yarmoshuk
57 Highland Avenue

St. Catharines, Ontario,

Canada, L2R4H9
Telephone: (905) 684-4703

E-mail:  nicholas.yarmoshuk@sympatico.ca
March 5, 2007
The Secretariat,

Vineland Renaissance Advisory Panel,
4890 Victoria Avenue North,

Vineland Station, Ontario,
L0R2E0

Ladies and Gentlemen:

Discussion among my colleagues of the contents of the document, Vineland Renaissance Project: Establishment of the Vineland Research and Innovation Centre, has prompted me to prepare the commentary that accompanies this letter.

We applaud the work of the Advisory Panel and support the ideas that emanate from the report.  We believe that to promote research on issues in agriculture and horticulture, based at Vineland, is an important enterprise.
Our reflections focus on one important issue not emphasized in the report.  We note that the Advisory Panel’s report places little emphasis on the importance of Vineland’s land holdings as part of the research infrastructure inherent in agricultural / horticultural research.  As important as buildings, laboratories and equipment are in any life science research facility, in this case, the trial fields and research plots add an important dimension to the viability of such a research facility.  The world class reputation that Vineland developed was in part a result of introducing 154 Fruit, Vegetable and Ornamental varieties. These include: 76 Fruit varieties, 36 Vegetable varieties and 42 Ornamental varieties, of which 32 were Rhododendron and Azalea varieties.  This heritage, and the source of Vineland’s world class reputation, should not be ignored.
We encourage the Advisory panel to recognize that a wealth of agriculture and horticulture accomplishment resides at “Vineland” that can never be preserved in heritage buildings.  It lies in Vineland’s approximately 200 acres of woodlots, display gardens, special collections, trial fields and research plots.
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Our purpose in preparing these comments, and the accompanying review, is to highlight what we consider to be missing elements in the Vineland Renaissance Report.

In terms of our own narrow perspective, as rhododendron and azalea enthusiasts, we recommend that attention be given to preserving the woodlot and the azalea plantings either by designating them as elements of “Vineland” requiring protection, or permitting the careful removal of these plants to a public horticultural institution where they will be protected and used as an object of study by future students of horticulture.
Yours respectfully,
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Nicholas Yarmoshuk

With the support of:
Lyall Crober, Niagara-On-The-Lake;  Bob Dickhout, Niagara Falls; Lil Haworth, Grimsby; Jim Haworth, Grimsby;  Marian Little, Fonthill; Mike Little, Fonthill;  Jack Looye, Niagara-On-The-Lake;  Jackie Looye, Niagara-On-The-Lake; Wanda Yarmoshuk, St.Catharines. 

Vineland Renaissance: Need to Protect Heritage Gardens  

By Nicholas Yarmoshuk,

These comments are the personal interpretation (of the Vineland Renaissance Report) by the writer and must not be interpreted as the opinions of the leadership of the Niagara Region of the Rhododendron Society of Canada.  Individuals listed at the end of these comments have agreed to have their names associated with this comments indicating concurrence with and support for the commentary.

The Vineland Renaissance Report is the work of an Ontario Government appointed committee, chaired by former Inniskillin president Donald Ziraldo, whose task it was to "devise ways to breathe life into the 100-year old facility rendered virtually obsolete by years of cutbacks.” The basic recommendation of the report is to create a new research station enterprise, funded by a public-private partnership, to house a greenbelt think-tank, an agribusiness incubation center, and laboratories where agricultural scientists from various universities would work cooperatively.

The Committee's report is an important document for horticulture in Niagara. Its focus on the economic synergies possible for sustaining and advancing local horticultural pursuits must be supported and implemented. The interests of commercial enterprises will be well served by such an introduction. It is doubtful, however, that the interests of the ornamental landscape horticulturalist will be well served by this new enterprise.  

Although ornamentals are mentioned in the vision statement of the report, there is no industry group underpinning them, as is the case for grapes, tender fruit and the floriculture green houses.  Hence, proposed initiatives for this category are barely mentioned in the report. The report pays only lip service to floriculture and then only in the context of greenhouse floriculture. 

The report declares that there is a need to raze out-of-date buildings and to preserve and protect heritage structures that currently exist. It mentions the Station's land resources only as an adjunct to the physical plant.
The Report discusses water rights and states that water is taken from Lake Ontario for irrigation. However the Report ignores the fact that the pumping equipment is barely functional and in need of replacement.  This oversight is a threat to grounds maintenance and preservation of heritage plantings.     
The physical plant holdings of The Vineland Research Station include a number of buildings and some two hundred of acres of research plots, trial gardens, landscaped lands and a heritage woodlot. 

The woodlot and the beautiful Azalea garden are our prime concern. They are eloquently described by Emil Andersen (see pp 139 - 140, Campus Grounds Landscaping in "Celebrating a Century of Success,” Horticultural Experimental Station, University of Guelph, Vineland.2006) as a resource that has served as a "valuable source of tree and shrub species for student use.” The woodlot contains "unique specimens and/or Carolinian types.  The Caucasian Wingnut has grown to a remarkably large size in trunk diameter and branch spread. It may be one of Ontario's largest trees and attracts much public attention. Other interesting trees are the Turkish Filbert or Hazelnut, Paperbark Maple, Metasequoia (close relative of the giant Redwoods of California), Blue Ash, Kentucky Coffee Tree, White Fir, Sycamore, and mature Rhododendrons alongside the creek, now very large and still very attractive."

Starting more than 50 years ago Rhododendrons were first grown at Vineland by the late Bob Fleming. Hybridizing research on Rhododendrons and Azaleas was carried on at "Vineland" from 1971 by a succession of individuals starting with R. R. Forster. Rhododendron research stopped at Vineland with the passing of A.W. Smith.  Jack Looye, probably, the only serious hybridizer of Rhododendrons in Ontario today, independently carries on this legacy at Rhodo Land, Nursery.

The woodlot was used as an ideal location for testing selected rhododendron and azalea hybrids. These plants have matured and demonstrate the strength of the hybridizing program that no longer exists. A beautiful Azalea bed exists in front of the main administration building. Over the years, with financial cutbacks, the woodlot has struggled to survive. Old, ten foot, rhododendrons have been cut down to allow room for tractors to maneuver more readily; trees have been felled on freshly planted stock and general neglect has characterized the maintenance provided to plants in the woodlot.

Members of the Niagara Region Chapter of the Rhododendron Society of Canada have attempted, over the years, to provide volunteer services to help maintain the Rhododendron and Azalea gardens. They have also contributed new varieties to help re-vitalize the appearance of the landscape. The expended energy has too often resulted in unexpected setbacks after the volunteer maintenance work and additions were completed.

The Vineland Renaissance Report makes scant mention of floriculture research let alone maintaining the heritage of the Woodlot plantings.  The 90 acre woodlot and the azalea plantings contain the remnants of what at one time was a magnificent collection of rhododendron and azalea cultivars derived from the hybridizing work of Roy Forster, Ken Begg, Bob Fleming and Al Smith.  This work brought international recognition to the then Horticultural Research Institute of Ontario.

With the introduction of a for-profit business plan to manage the research at "Vineland,” geared to commercial viability, there is little likelihood that heritage considerations and uniqueness in the environment will drive decision making.  This may be especially true given (1)  that the new entity is proposed to have authority to lease or sell land to raise additional capital to support the centre, and (2) that the Vineland Renaissance Report fails to identify the 90 acre "Vineland Rhododendron” woodlot and the azalea plantation as entities worthy of support and preservation as Heritage plantings.  

From the perspective of horticulturalists in general and rhododendron growers in particular, preservation of the remaining symbols of this fine hybridizing heritage is important in its own right.  Its neglect in the report is unfortunate.

Our purpose in preparing these comments is to highlight missing elements in the Vineland Renaissance Report and to suggest that attention be given to preserving the woodlot and the azalea plantings either by designating them as elements of “Vineland” requiring protection, or permitting the careful removal of these plants to a public horticultural institution where they will be protected and used as an object of study by future students of horticulture.

Supporters 

The following individuals, all members of the Niagara Chapter of the Rhododendron Society of Canada wish to lend their support to the foregoing comments.

	Lyall Crober

Niagara-On-The-Lake

Mike Little

Fonthill
	Bob Dickhout

Niagara Falls

Jackie Looye

Niagara-On-The-lake
	Lil Haworth

Grimsby

Jack Looye

Niagara-On-The Lake
	Jim Haworth 

Grimsby

Wanda Yarmoshuk

St. Catharines
	Marian Little

Fonthill


Note: 

The full Vineland Renaissance Report is available on the web site of the Niagara Chapter of the Rhododendron Society of Canada.  Please look at the report and convey your considered thoughts about it to the author, preferably at postmaster@rhodoniagara.org.

