
Proposal to Rename Centrepointe Park to Mary Pitt Park

The Centrepointe community is opposed to the renaming of Centrepointe Park for a number
of reasons, many of which are unreasonably and inexcusably excluded by the City.

We challenge the decision of the Committee to accept the proposal for consideration on two
grounds.

 Mary Pitt has already been commemorated by the City, at Mary Pitt Legacy Court; and
 the community is against the name change, with an on-line poll conducted by the

Centrepointe Community Association showing 92% against.

The proponent states that Mary Pitt is the only former Mayor of Nepean to not be
commemorated with a city park/facility named after her, and goes on to exaggerate the point
that this failure is misogynistic.  There are two fallacious statements in the proponent’s
position statement, all of which appear to have been accepted by the Committee at face
value.

1. Only former Mayor of Nepean to not have a City facility/park named after her

There have only been three mayors of Nepean, and only two were actually elected to the
position. To imply that there has been a major travesty of justice from a sample size of two is
a stretch of the facts.  If there had been 30 former mayors of Nepean, and Mary Pitt was the
only one not to be so honoured, then the point would have some credibility.

Andrew Haydon was elected as Reeve of Nepean Township and became mayor when Nepean
was “upgraded” from township to city, serving for one week, prior to seeking a the role of
Chairman of the Regional Municipality of Ottawa-Carleton.  Mr. Haydon’s career as an elected
official (township councilor, reeve and Regional Chair) Ottawa area spanned more than two
decades, and his service to the greater Ottawa area is commemorated with a large park on
the Ottawa River, in the west end of Ottawa.

Ben Franklin was the first elected Mayor of the City of Nepean, and he served for some 20
years, prior to retiring due to ill health.  He was honoured by the City with the re-naming of
the Nepean City Hall to Ben Franklin Place.  He was further honoured by the City with the
naming a new park near the corner of West Hunt Club and Greenbank Road.  

Mary Pitt was elected to only one term as Mayor of Nepean, having never served any terms as
a councillor.  She has been commemorated by the City already, with the Mary Pitt Legacy
Court.  It is located directly across from Ben Franklin Place.  That it lacks significant signage
is something that can be easily addressed by the City.  The claim by the proponent, and
apparently accepted by the Committee, that Mrs. Pitt has not been honoured for her service
is a patent falsehood. By considering this proposal to rename Centrepointe Park to Mary Pitt
Park, the Committee is effectively stating that the previous decision to commemorate Mary
Pitt’s service to Nepean was an error.  This is a dangerous precedent to set, as it opens all
previously named facilities to challenge.  

The proponent has suggested, and supported by comments to members of the Centrepointe
Community Association executive by Councillor Chiarelli, that the City has a policy that two
facilities/parks should not have a similar name.  In the specific instance, the skateboard park



between Ben Franklin Place and Baseline Station has an unofficial name of Legacy Skate Park,
or something similar.  We are told the City is worried that someone will confuse this with Mary
Pitt Legacy Court.  However, as noted above, there are two major facilities named after Ben
Franklin.  Either this is a policy or it isn’t.  If it is a policy, which of the two Ben Franklin
facilities is up for renaming and why isn’t it at the top of the list?

Finally, to state that the failure of the City to honour Mary Pitt is because she is a woman is a
cheap attempt to sway opinion by claiming sexist prejudice.  Not only is it not true, as Mary
Pitt Legacy Court is proof of the falsehood, it is sad to think that, in 2013, the proponent
considers this to be a compelling argument.  

2. Mary Pitt has a strong connection to Centrepointe

Mary Pitt is a long time resident of City View.  To our knowledge she has never been a resident
of Centrepointe.  As an Executive Assistant (or equivalent in the parlance of the 1980-90’s) to
Ben Franklin for some 20 years, Mrs. Pitt worked out of the old City Hall in Bells Corners for
about a decade, with the second half of her career as an employee of Nepean being based in
Centrepointe.  Ten to fifteen years of reporting to work at a location does not qualify as a
strong community tie.  We were advised by Councillor Chiarelli that Centrepointe was first
introduced to Nepean (township) council by Andrew Haydon.  In other words, Centrepointe
was conceptualized at a time that pre-dated the “wonderfully crafted” bio of Mary Pitt, as
submitted by her supporters.

The Centrepointe Community Association posted a poll on its web site, asking a very neutral
worded question, notably “I support the proposal to rename Centrepointe Park as "Mary Pitt
Park."  We did not post the opinion of the Executive of the Centrepointe Community
Association on our website, as we were trying to gauge the attitude of the residents of
Centrepointe, rather than guide them to the answer we preferred.  We posted similarly
neutrally worded notices throughout Centrepointe, asking residents to go to the Centrepointe
Community Association website and answer the poll. Note that this is not the approach taken
by Mary Pitt’s supporters.  They have been posting signs and going door to door with petitions,
imploring people to support the proposal.  The difference in tactics can result in different
results, especially if the person at the door is badgering the resident for their support.  As of
Friday, June 14 there were 277 votes cast, 93% of which were against the renaming of
Centrepointe Park (see table below).



In discussions held with residents of Centrepointe and users of Centrepointe Park (two soccer
tournaments were held there on consecutive weekends), the common responses to the
question of whether they thought that Centrepointe Park should be renamed to Mary Pitt Park
were:

 who, followed by why; and
 why?

Both responses support the conclusion that there is no support from the community for this
proposal.

3. Renaming existing facilities is bad policy

We understand from discussions with Councillor Chiarelli that the Committee does not accept
the argument that renaming existing facilities is inappropriate.  He went on to add that
everyone makes the same comment. Perhaps the reason “everyone” makes the same point is
because the point is valid.  Not putting any weight on a common complaint because it is
inconsistent with the policy, and one is tired of hearing it, is a poor policy.  Two poor policies
do not make a good policy!

The structure of the policy is startling one sided and ill considered.  The manner in which the
City makes the proposal known to the community is anemic.  A single article in the newspaper



does not invoke confidence that the City wants a meaningful dialogue.  The policy places the
onus on the community to present evidence that there is strong disapproval of the proposed
name change, rather than requiring the proponent to prove that the community strongly
supports the name change.  All of this leads to people challenging the reputation of the
person the City is proposing to honour.  

Finally, just because someone declares it to be “policy” does not mean that the policy is
acceptable.  History is rife with examples of government policies that were unacceptable.
We will refrain from citing examples for fear that the Committee members will focus on the
difference in scale of the example rather than the concept.

4. Alternatives

If the City is intent on over-ruling its earlier decision to honour Mary Pitt with Mary Pitt
Legacy Court by giving her an honour on a grander scale (the exact words used by Maria Ricci
during a meeting in mid-May), then we recommend that a new park or facility be named after
Mrs. Pitt.  At the rate of expansion of the land south of Fallowfield, we are confident that
there will be a number of parks in the area of the former City of Nepean that can be named
after Mary Pitt.

Having said that, as indicated earlier, if Mary Pitt and her supporters are looking for a higher
profile honour, then we recommend that the City install a prominent sign at the existing Mary
Pitt Legacy Court.  If this is not on a grand enough scale, then perhaps the problem does not
lie with the City, but with the proponent and those who are pressing the proposal from behind
the scenes.


