
 

 

Doc#483226  Page 1 

 
 

 

COMMUNITY HERITAGE COMMISSION 
 

December 4, 2013   6:00p.m. 

Committee Room No. 2 
 

AGENDA 
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1.0 ADDITIONS TO AGENDA 

 

2.0 ADOPTION OF MINUTES 

 

2.1 Adoption of the Minutes of November 6, 2013  3 

 

3.0 PRESENTATIONS 

 

3.1 746 Ewen Avenue – Review of the heritage conservation plan and the design plans.–  10 

 Christin Doeinghaus of Donald Luxton and Associates, and Michael Scantland of 

Matthew Cheng Architect Inc. (Formal recommendation requested)  

 

3.2 218 Fourth Street – Modification of Section 219 Covenant: Design Revision – Rob 47 

  Johnson Architect, Owners Sue and Frank Williams   

 (Formal recommendation requested)  

 

4.0 UNFINISHED BUSINESS  

 

5.0 NEW BUSINESS 

 

5.1 Woodlands Heritage Wall – Potential Modification (Formal recommendation requested) 50 

 
Council forwarded the following recommendation to the ACTBiPed, Special Services and Access 

Committee, and the Community Heritage Commission for feedback and a report back to Council: 

 

l.  Intersection Safety Review – McBride Boulevard and East Columbia Street Crosswalk  

 
THAT the report dated November 4, 2013 be received for information and 

 

THAT the findings of the Intersection Safety Review – McBride Boulevard and East Columbia 

Street Crosswalk be forwarded to the Advisory Committee for Transit, Bicycles and 

Pedestrians (ACTBiPed), Special Services and Access Committee (SSAC) and the Community 

Heritage Commission for feedback and report back to Council. 
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http://www.newwestcity.ca/council_minutes/1104_13/16.%20ENintersectionsafetyreview.pdf  

 

On Table Attachment: 

http://www.newwestcity.ca/council_minutes/1104_13/16.%20On%20Table%20-
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6.1 City Heritage Program – Verbal Update (Standing Item) 
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467 E Eighth Avenue Sapperton 
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7.1 New Westminster Historical Society Newsletter, No. 401, October 2013 80 

 

7.2  New Westminster Historical Society Newsletter, Special Issue #51, October 2013 82 

 

7.3 New Westminster Historical Society Newsletter, No. 402, November 2013 84 

 

7.4 Letter from BC Association of Heritage Professionals (BCAHP), November 25, 2013 86 
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January 8, 2013 (in Committee Room No. 2) 6:00pm  

 

9.0 ADJOURNMENT 
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COMMUNITY HERITAGE COMMISSION 
 

November 6, 2013   6:00p.m. 
Committee Room No. 2 

 

MINUTES 
 
VOTING MEMBERS PRESENT: 
Councillor Jamie McEvoy   - Chair 
Counillor Betty McIntosh   - Vice Chair 
John Davies    - Community Member 
Wayne Janzen    - Community Member 
Gavin Hainsworth    - Community Member 
Harry Buchholz    - Community Member 
Robert Johnson    - Community Member 
 
REGRETS: 
Catherine Hutson    - Heritage Preservation 
Keith Hutchinson    - Community Member 
 
GUESTS: 
Sandra Moore    - Birmingham & Wood Architects and Planners 
Vikram Tiku     - Jordan Kutev Architects 
Jordan Kutev     - Jordan Kutev Architects 
 
STAFF: 
Julie Schueck    - Heritage & Community Planner 
Rob McCullough    - Museum & Archives 
Alison Worsfold    - Committee Clerk 
 
The meeting was called to order at 6:03 p.m. 
   
1.0 ADDITIONS TO AGENDA 
 
 There were no additions. 
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2.0 ADOPTION OF MINUTES 
 

2.1 Adoption of the Minutes of October 9, 2013  
 
 MOVED and SECONDED 
 THAT the minutes of the Community Heritage Commission meeting held on October   
 9, 2013 be received and adopted. 
  CARRIED. 
 All members of the Commission present voted in favour of the motion. 
 
 Procedural Note: Items 4.1 & 4.3 were considered prior to Item 3.1. 
 
3.0 PRESENTATIONS 
 
3.1 400 Eighth Street – HRA Application Update (Formal recommendation required) 
 
 Julie Schueck, Heritage Planner, provided information regarding an application that   
 has been received for a Heritage Revitalization Agreement (HRA) for 400 Eight Street, 
 and noted the following: 
 

 The application includes three heritage houses that retain a great deal of their 
original character-defining elements; 

 All three houses have been added to the Heritage Register by City Council; 
 The applicants propose retaining and restoring the three heritage homes and 

relocating the house at 809 Fourth Avenue to the empty lot at 402 Eight Street; 
 The three houses would all be moved slightly forward on the site to face Eight 

Street and would receive exterior restoration; and, 
 The proposal includes a six storey high, 64 unit multi-family building that would 

face Eighth Street and be located behind the Fourth Avenue houses included in 
the proposal. 
 

Ms. Schueck welcomed the developers Vikram Tiku and Jordan Kutev, Jordan Kutev 
Architects, to the audience.  Mr. Tiku and Mr. Kutev provided a slideshow  outlining 
the details of their proposal and noted the following: 

 
 The developer was initially trying to demolish buildings on the site, which will 

now all be retained; 
 The lot is 30,000 square feet; 
 The multi-family building would contain a mix of one bedroom plus den, two 

bedroom, and two bedroom plus den units with townhouses on the ground floor 
level; 

 Each home would maintain its own patio and yard space; 
 The homes and condominium would be accessed through underground parking 

from Fourth Avenue; 
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 Two of the houses would become duplexes and the third would remain a 
single-family dwelling; 

 There would be a courtyard situated in the space between the houses and the 
condos, which could be accessed by all residents living on the lot; 

 The next step is discussion with warranty providers and the building department 
in regards to what components can be 100% retained; 

 All of the buildings on the lot would be stratified; 
 The proposed condos would be wood framed and would also use a product 

called Hambro, which is material comprised of steel and concrete; and, 
 The interior of the homes need to be stripped completely in order to move the 

houses. 
 

Sandra Moore, Birmingham & Wood Architects and Planners, spoke to the heritage 
conservation plan for the application, noting that they would like to locate a plaque on 
the corner of the lot displaying the history of the houses and garnish the site with trees 
and gardens.  Ms. Moore advised that the homes will be partaking in color 
examination before a final proposal is put forward.  The color examination will show 
whether or not the colours would be compatible in a group of three, and if so, the 
colours will be incorporated into the condominium development as well. 

  
 Discussion ensued and the following comments were noted: 
 

 Alternate color scheme options should be investigated in order to tie the project 
more together; 

 Perhaps more detail or similar materials, such as wood, would make the project 
more unified; 

 The houses are not elevated too high, which adds to the preservation of original 
elements; 

 The entrance way into the common area creates a semi-private place; 
 The common area in the middle of the lot builds a sense of community; 
 Although there is major heritage retention of the houses, there does not seem 

to be any connection between the new building and the houses; 
 It would be ideal to see more respect paid to the heritage buildings on the site; 
 The flat roof makes the development appear bulky; and, 
 It is wonderful that the exterior elements are being retained and that a 

development company is interested in saving the houses. 
 

 MOVED and SECONDED 
 THAT the Community Heritage Commission support the Heritage Revitalization 
 Agreement (HRA) application for 400 Eight Street. 

CARRIED. 
 All members of Commission present voted in favour of the motion. 
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4.0 UNFINISHED BUSINESS  
 
4.1 501-515 Twelfth Street –Update    
 

Julie Schueck, Heritage Planner, advised that Council passed the following resolution 
at the October 21, 2013 Regular Council meeting: 
 
h. 501 – 515 Twelfth Street Rezoning and Development Permit Applications for 

Proposed Five Storey Multiple Unit Residential Development – Preliminary 
Report 

 
THAT Council direct staff to process this application as outlined in this report;  
 
THAT Council support the October 9, 2013 motion from the Community Heritage 
Commission regarding the existing houses at 505 Twelfth Street.  

 
4.3 218 Fourth Street – Verbal Update (Julie Schueck) 
 
 Julie Schueck, Heritage Planner, provided the following information regarding 218   
 Fourth Street: 
 

 There was a Public Hearing held on October 28 2013 regarding a modification 
request for 218 Fourth Street; 

 There were several members of the public in attendance who spoke to the 
proposal; 

 Council and the community concluded that the revised plans deviated far from 
the initial 2007 plans; and, 

 It was proposed that the applicant’s pursue the following options: 
o Meet with the architect to discuss whether they will submit further 

revised drawings; 
o Go back to the 2007 drawings; or, 
o Construct a new proposal.  

 

5.0 NEW BUSINESS 
 
5.1 Irving House HVAC Project – Verbal Update (Rob McCullough) 
 
 Rob McCullough, Director of Museums and Archives, provided an oral report regarding 

the Irving House HVAC project and outlined the following:  
 

 Built in 1865, Irving House is the oldest intact home in New Westminster; 
 The City is currently working on a restoration plan for the inside of Irving house; 
 A conservator has been hired to analyze each room inside the house in order to 

preserve as many elements as possible; 
 A group of professionals have been hired to collaborate ideas for Irving House; 
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 The HVAC system will be the first for Irving House, which is currently being 
completed; 

 The electrical and fire retardant systems have been updated; 
 The seven existing heat pumps located throughout the house are now safely 

covered and invisible to the public; 
 There are fourteen rooms in total to address throughout the house; 
 The Museum and Archives will eventually seek input from the Community 

Heritage Commission in regards to how to go about updating the rooms; and, 
 There will be consultation with the community before final plans are put into 

place. 
 
 Discussion ensued, and the following comments were noted: 

 
 It was suggested that an open house be arranged for both the museum and 

Irving House in order to engage community involvement with the project; 
 There seems to be a lot of community members who would be interested in 

learning more about Irving House; 
 The initiative provides an opportunity to enhance the community’s knowledge on 

Irving House and local history as a whole; and, 
 It was suggested that the “story telling aspect” of the house be a focus, noting 

that the home’s survival of the great fire may be of benefit to the project. 
 

5.2 2014 ‘Wait for Me Daddy’ Museum Exhibit – Verbal Update (Rob McCullough) 
 
 Rob McCullough, Director of Museums and Archives, provided information regarding 

the 2014 ‘Wait for Me Daddy’ Museum Exhibit, and noted the following:  
 

 The Anvil Center will be located on the corner of 8th and Columbia, across the 
street from the ‘Wait for Me Daddy’ memorial art piece that will be installed in 
2014; 

 There are two vacant spaces in the museum that will be used to exhibit the ‘Wait 
for me Daddy’ initiative;  

 There are many ‘untold’ stories that will be displayed throughout the exhibit; 
and, 

 The City is in the process of contacting people who are pictured in the famous 
‘Wait for me Daddy’ photograph to gather more information on the historical day. 

 
The Commission suggested that it may be interesting to receive information regarding 
the other individuals captured in the photograph, and suggested that the City also 
incorporate the names of these people into the celebrations somehow. 
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5.3 Columbia Street Fire – Verbal Update (Julie Schueck) 
 

Julie Schueck, Heritage Planner, provided an update regarding the Columbia Street 
fire that took place on October 10, 2013.  Ms. Schueck noted that she has been in 
communication with a teacher at Herbert Spencer School where the students have 
shown interest in completing a project related to comparing the fire that occurred in 
the late 1800’s to the fire that happened in October 2013.  Ms. Schueck indicated that 
she and Rob McCullough will attend their classroom to provide an information 
presentation on the two events. 

 
5.4 Queen’s Park Neighbourhood Heritage Working Group 
 
 Julie Schueck, Heritage Planner, spoke to the report dated November 4, 2013 from   
 Beverly Grieve, Director of Development Services regarding the Queen’s Park   
 Neighbourhood Heritage Working Group.  Ms. Schueck brought attention to the  
 following key points from the report: 
  

 It is a working group for community members who reside in the Queen’s Park 
neighbourhood; 

 Membership is proposed to include the Chair of the Community Heritage 
Commission, two 

representatives from the Residents Association, a representative from the 
Preservation society, the Community Heritage Commission, a real estate agent, 
a representative from a local residential construction company and residents 
with general interest in Queen’s Park heritage; 

 The group maintains the interest of working with the City in regards to heritage 
retention throughout the Queen’s Park neighbourhood; and, 

  
6.0 REPORTS AND INFORMATION 

 
6.1 City Heritage Program – Verbal Update (Standing Item): 
 

Julie Schueck, Heritage Planner, advised that there was a report forwarded to Council 
regarding the intersection at McBride Street regarding the Woodlands Wall. 

   
6.2 Demolition Permits Issued  
 

214 Howes Street Queensborough 
1625 Fifth Ave (2 
bldgs) 

North Arm North 
(Kruger) 
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7.0 CORRESPONDENCE 
 
MOVED and SECONDED 
THAT the following items be received for information: 
7.1 Bartel, M. 2013. Historic Rail Collection Threatened By Redevelopment.   
 New Westminster News Leader, [online] 3 October. 

http://www.newwestnewsleader.com/news/226385461.html  
 
7.2 Heritage BC Annual Report 2012  
 
7.3 New West homeowner frustrated by heritage status redtape. CBC News, [online] 

01 November.  
  
 Julie Schueck, Heritage Planner, spoke to the CBC article “New West homeowner 

frustrated by heritage status redtape,” noting that the article did not grasp all the facts 
properly, and noted that there is more to the story than what was reported.   

 
 http://www.cbc.ca/news/canada/british-columbia/new-west-homeowner-frustrated-by-

heritage-status-redtape-1.2289069 
CARRIED. 

 All members of the Commission present voted in favour of the motion.   
 
8.0 NEXT MEETING 

 
8.1 Next Meeting Date: 
 

December 4, 2013 (in Committee Room No. 2) 6:00pm  
 
9.0 ADJOURNMENT 
 
 
ON MOTION, the meeting was adjourned at 7:43 p.m. 
 

Certified Correct, 
 
 
 
      
Councillor Jamie McEvoy  Alison Worsfold 
Chair   Committee Clerk 
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746 Ewen Ave 

Memorandum 
 

To: Community Heritage Commission 
 

Date: December 4, 2013  

From: Julie Schueck, 
Heritage and Community Planner 

File: 13.2608.20 

 
Subject: 746 Ewen Avenue – Heritage Revitalization Agreement 
 

 
The properties at 728, 734 and 746 Ewen Avenue in Queensborough are part of a two 
separate rezoning applications to rezone the properties from RQ-1 (single family) to RT-3 
(multi-family).  The application that includes 746 Ewen Avenue, if approved by Council, 
would allow for the construction of a 30 unit townhouse project. 
 
None of the three houses are listed on the City’s Heritage 
Register nor are they formally protected.  As part of the 
rezoning application process, the applicant was required to 
have a conditions assessment carried out on each house by an 
independent assessor.   
 
Basil Restoration completed their assessment in July 2013 and 
provided written assessments identifying that only 746 Ewen 
was in sufficient condition to retain and restore.  Both the City 
and the applicants agreed to move forward with retention and restoration of this house as part 
of the rezoning application. 
 
The firm of Donald Luxton and Associates has completed a Heritage Conservation Plan 
which the Heritage Commission is being asked to review.  Architectural plans are provided. 
 
The Heritage Commission is being asked to provide a recommendation to Council after 
discussion of the Heritage Conservation Plan and the proposed restoration. 
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The house at 746 Ewen Avenue in the Queensborough 
neighbourhood of New Westminster was originally built for the 
Shymkowich family, who immigrated to Canada from Austria. 
The one and one-half storey house with full basement was built 
in 1923 and features a side-gabled roof with a projecting front 

entry and a shed-roof dormer. The Shymkowich Residence 
exists today as a reminder of the early immigrant housing, 
constructed during the interwar period in the Queensborough 
neighbourhood. The house will be conserved, as part of the 
overall redevelopment of the site.

1. INTRODUCTION

INTRODUCTION

SUBJECT PROPERTY:       746 EWEN AVENUE, NEW WESTMINSTER

HISTORIC NAME:        SHYMKOWICH RESIDENCE

 ORIGINAL OWNER:        ONOFRY SHYMKOWICH

 DATE OF CONSTRUCTION:    1923
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The Queensborough neighbourhood of New Westminster is 
situated on the eastern tip of Lulu Island. It is a geographically 
unique area, separated from the remainder of New Westminster, 
and its building stock was constructed on a moist, flat alluvial 
floodplain.

Queensborough’s first bridge connection to New Westminster 
was established in 1891; since then, the area has had a 
rich history linked to the overall development of the Lower 
Mainland. Shipyards began operating on the north shore of Lulu 
Island around 1908, and several machine works were operating 
by the time the British Columbia Electric Railway (BCER) 
completed its rail bridge in 1911. Residential development 
first began in Queensborough around the beginning of the 
twentieth century, after the influx of industry. Contractors 
built some of the residences in the neighbourhood, but many 
were designed and erected by the owners themselves, who 
would often enlarge their houses as more resources became 
available.

The industrial development of the area also spurred the 
immigration of people to Queensborough, thereby creating 
a culturally diverse community. As newcomers sought 
employment at local sawmills, canneries, shipyards, and farms, 
Queensborough became home to an Aboriginal and Indo-
Canadian population and, by the 1930s, the neighbourhood 
was populated by immigrants from Italy, China, Slovakia, 
Scandinavia, Portugal, Japan and Austria, such as the 
Shymkowich family, which resided at 746 Ewen Avenue.

Today, Queensborough’s remaining residential heritage, 
including the Shymkowich Residence, stands as testament 
to the area’s marine and manufacturing centred past and the 
contribution the early immigrants and industrial workers made 
to the area.

2.1 QUEENSBOROUGH NEIGHBOURHOOD CONTEXT

2. HISTORY
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HISTORY

	  
Queensborough and the new Queensborough Bridge, August 5, 1960 [NWMA IHP7158]
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West elevation.East elevation.

18



 

 

 

 

DONALD LUXTON AND ASSOCIATES INC. | NOVEMBER 2013 9

NAME:    Shymkowich Residence
ADDRESS:    746 Ewen Avenue, 

New Westminster
ORIGINAL ADDRESS:  730 Ewen Avenue,  

New Westminster
ORIGINAL OWNER:   Onofry Shymkowich
DATE OF CONSTRUCTION:  1923

DESCRIPTION OF THE HISTORIC PLACE
The Shymkowich Residence is a one and one-half storey, with 
full basement, wood-frame house located at 746 Ewen Avenue 
in the Queensborough neighbourhood of New Westminster. 
The Craftsman-style influenced interwar house features a side-
gabled roof with a large shed roof dormer and a projecting 
front-gabled entryway.

HERITAGE VALUE OF THE HISTORIC PLACE
The Shymkowich Residence, built in 1923, is valued 
for its connection with the interwar development of the 
Queensborough neighbourhood of New Westminster, for its 
association with original owner, Onofry Shymkowich, and for 
its design, influenced by the Craftsman style. 

Residential development first began in Queensborough 
around the beginning of the twentieth century, after an influx 
of industry that included the arrival of shipyards, machine 
works, canneries, and lumber mills. Though development all 
but ceased during the First World War, a brief resumption in 
pre-wartime development occurred during the early and mid 
1920s. After arriving in Canada from Austria in 1905, Onofry 
Shymkowich settled in New Westminster in 1922 and began 
constructing his family home, which would be located at 730 
Ewen Avenue in Queensborough. Shymkowich, a farmer and 
labourer, remained in the house with his wife and children 
through the end of the Second World War, moving out of New 
Westminster in 1945.   Shymkowich passed away in 1961 in 
Port Coquitlam. 

Queensborough continued to add density through the second 
half of the twentieth century and today is home to a mix of 
commercial, industrial and residential neighbourhoods, 
which are primarily composed of single-family detached 
houses. Constructed in 1923, the Shymkowich Residence is 
recognized as an older home in the area and remains an intact 
example of the typical development in Queensborough during 
the interwar period.

Following the First World War, architecture in North America 
tended to favour cozy designs entrenched in traditionalism, 
which reflected the domestic values and ideals of an earlier, 
pre-war age. Residences constructed during the 1920s 
and 1930s were expected to display a readily-identifiable 
historical style, most reflecting the late influence of the Arts 
and Crafts movement, though more modest in scale and 
ornamentation than those constructed in the early 1900s. The 
robust, Craftsman influenced architecture of the Shymkowich 
Residence, featuring local materials and a symmetrical front 
façade, illustrates the architectural tendencies of the time.

CHARACTER-DEFINING ELEMENTS
The key elements that define the heritage character of the 
Shymkowich Residence are its:

location mid-block on Ewen Avenue, as part of the • 
Queensborough neighbourhood of New Westminster;
continuous residential use since 1923; • 
residential form, scale and massing as expressed by its • 
one and one-half storey height with full basement;
wood-frame construction;• 
vernacular Craftsman-style features, including: main • 
side-gabled roof structure; shed roof dormer on the front 
façade; projecting front-gabled entryway; and central 
front porch with square columns, accessed by a flight of 
steps; 
variety of original window openings; and• 
internal chimney• 

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

3. STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE
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The Shymkowich Residence is a significant heritage resource 
in the City of New Westminster. The Parks Canada Standards 
and Guidelines for the Conservation of Historic Places in 
Canada (2010) is the source used to assess the appropriate 
level of conservation and intervention. Under the Guidelines, 
the work proposed for the Shymkowich Residence includes 
aspects of preservation, rehabilitation and restoration.

PRESERVATION: the action or process of protecting, 
maintaining, and/or stabilizing the existing materials, 
form, and integrity of a historic place or of an individual 
component, while protecting its heritage value.
 
RESTORATION: the action or process of accurately 
revealing, recovering or representing the state of a 
historic place or of an individual component, as it 
appeared at a particular period in its history, while 
protecting its heritage value.
 
REHABILITATION: the action or process of making 
possible a continuing or compatible contemporary use 
of a historic place or an individual component, through 
repair, alterations, and/or additions, while protecting its 
heritage value.

Interventions to the Shymkowich Residence should be 
based upon the Standards outlined in the Standards and 
Guidelines, which are conservation principles of best practice. 
The following General Standards should be followed when 
carrying out any work to a historic property.

STANDARDS

Standards relating to all Conservation Projects
Conserve the heritage value of a historic place. Do 1. 
not remove, replace, or substantially alter its intact or 
repairable character-defining elements. Do not move 
a part of a historic place if its current location is a 
character-defining element.

Conserve changes to a historic place, which over time, 2. 
have become character-defining elements in their own 
right.
Conserve heritage value by adopting an approach calling 3. 
for minimal intervention.
Recognize each historic place as a physical record of 4. 
its time, place and use. Do not create a false sense of 
historical development by adding elements from other 
historic places or other properties or by combining 
features of the same property that never coexisted.
Find a use for a historic place that requires minimal or 5. 
no change to its character defining elements.
Protect and, if necessary, stabilize a historic place until 6. 
any subsequent intervention is undertaken. Protect and 
preserve archaeological resources in place. Where there 
is potential for disturbance of archaeological resources, 
take mitigation measures to limit damage and loss of 
information.
Evaluate the existing condition of character-defining 7. 
element to determine the appropriate intervention 
needed. Use the gentlest means possible for any 
intervention. Respect heritage value when undertaking 
an intervention.
Maintain character-defining elements on an ongoing 8. 
basis. Repair character-defining element by reinforcing 
the materials using recognized conservation methods. 
Replace in kind any extensively deteriorated or missing 
parts of character-defining elements, where there are 
surviving prototypes.
Make any intervention needed to preserve character-9. 
defining elements physically and visually compatible 
with the historic place and identifiable upon close 
inspection. Document any intervention for future 
reference.

Additional Standards relating to Rehabilitation
Repair rather than replace character-defining elements. 10. 
Where character-defining elements are too severely 
deteriorated to repair, and where sufficient physical 
evidence exists, replace them with new elements that 

4.1 STANDARDS AND GUIDELINES

4. CONSERVATION GUIDELINES
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CONSERVATION GUIDELINES

match the forms, materials and detailing of sound 
versions of the same elements. Where there is insufficient 
physical evidence, make the form, material and detailing 
of the new elements compatible with the character of the 
historic place.
Conserve the heritage value and character-defining 11. 
elements when creating any new additions to a historic 
place and any related new construction. Make the 
new work physically and visually compatible with, 
subordinate to and distinguishable from the historic 
place.
Create any new additions or related new construction so 12. 
that the essential form and integrity of a historic place 
will not be impaired if the new work is removed in the 
future.

Additional Standards relating to Restoration
Repair rather than replace character-defining elements 13. 
from the restoration period. Where character-defining 
elements are too severely deteriorated to repair and 
where sufficient physical evidence exists, replace them 
with new elements that match the forms, materials and 
detailing of sound versions of the same elements.
Replace missing features from the restoration period with 14. 
new features whose forms, materials and detailing are 
based on sufficient physical, documentary and/or oral 
evidence.

4.2 CONSERVATION REFERENCES

The proposed work entails the Restoration and Rehabilitation 
of the exterior of the Shymkowich Residence. The following 
conservation resources should be referred to:

Standards and Guidelines for the Conservation of Historic 
Places in Canada, Parks Canada, 2010.
http://www.historicplaces.ca/en/pages/standards-normes/
document.aspx

National Park Service, Technical Preservation Services. 
Preservation Briefs:

Preservation Brief 3: Improving Energy Efficiency in Historic 
Buildings.
http://www.nps.gov/tps/how-to-preserve/briefs/3-improve-
energy-efficiency.htm

Preservation Brief 37: Appropriate Methods of Reducing 
Lead-Paint Hazards in Historic Housing.
http://www.nps.gov/tps/how-to-preserve/briefs/37-lead-paint-
hazards.htm

Preservation Brief 39: Holding the Line: Controlling 
Unwanted Moisture in Historic Buildings. 
http://www.nps.gov/tps/how-to-preserve/briefs/39-control-
unwanted-moisture.htm

Preservation Brief 45: Preserving Historic Wooden Porches.
http://www.nps.gov/tps/how-to-preserve/briefs/45-wooden-
porches.htm

4.3 GENERAL CONSERVATION STRATEGY

The primary intent is to rehabilitate the historic house , which 
entails upgrading its structure and services to increase its 
functionality for continued residential use. As part of the scope 
of work, character-defining elements will be preserved, while 
missing or deteriorated elements will be restored.

Proposed Redevelopment Scheme
The development scheme for this property has been prepared 
by Matthew Cheng Architect Inc., and includes restoring 
the historic house, constructing new foundations and 
rehabilitating the surrounding sites to accommodate proposed 
redevelopment.
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The major proposed interventions of the overall project are 
to:

Restore the historic exterior wood siding• 
Rehabilitate the fenestration close to its original • 
appearance
Restore an historically appropriate wood balustrade and • 
stair at the front elevation
Rehabilitate the site to accommodate the house and • 
proposed development.

4.4 SUSTAINABILITY STRATEGY

Sustainability is most commonly defined as “meeting the 
needs of the present without compromising the ability of 
future generations to meet their own needs” (Common 
Future. The Bruntland Commission). The four-pillar model 
of sustainability identifies four interlinked dimensions: 
environmental, economic, social and cultural sustainability, 
the latter including the built heritage environment. 

Current research links sustainability considerations with 
the conservation of our built and natural environments. A 
competitive, sustainable economy requires the conservation 
of heritage buildings as an important component of a high 
quality urban environment. 

“We need to use our cities, our cultural resources, and our 
memories in such a way that they are available for future 
generations to use as well. Historic preservation makes cities 
viable, makes cities liveable, makes cities equitable.” 
(Economic Benefits of Preservation, Sustainability and Historic 
Preservation)

Heritage conservation and sustainable development can go 
hand in hand with the mutual effort of all stakeholders. In a 
practical context, the conservation and re-use of historic and 
existing structures contributes to environmental sustainability 
by:

Reducing solid waste disposal (reduced impact on • 
landfills and their expansions);
Saving embodied energy (defined as the total • 
expenditure of energy involved in the creation of the 
building and its constituent materials);
Conserving historic materials that are significantly less • 
consumptive of energy than many new replacement 
materials (often local and regional materials, e.g. timber, 
brick, concrete, plaster, can be preserved and reduce the 
carbon footprint of manufacturing and transporting new 
materials).

The following considerations for energy efficiency in historic 
structures are recommended in the Parks Canada Standards and 
Guidelines for the Conservation of Historic Places in Canada
(2010) and may be utilized for Shymkowich Residence.

Sustainability Considerations
Add new features to meet sustainability requirements in • 
a manner that respects the exterior form and minimizes 
impact on character-defining elements.
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Work with sustainability and conservation specialists to • 
determine the most appropriate solution to sustainability 
requirements with the least impact on the character-defining 
elements and overall heritage value of the historic building.
Comply with energy efficiency objectives in a manner • 
that minimizes impact on the character-defining elements 
and overall heritage value of the historic building.

Energy Efficiency Considerations
Complying with energy efficiency objectives in such a • 
manner that character-defining elements are conserved 
and the heritage value maintained.
Working with energy efficiency and conservation • 
specialists to determine the most appropriate solution 
to energy conservation problems that will have the least 
impact on character-defining elements and the overall 
heritage value.
Weighing the total environmental cost of energy saving • 
measures against the overall environmental costs of 
retaining the existing features or fabric, when deciding 
whether to proceed with energy saving measures.

Buildings: Insulation
Exercising caution and foreseeing the potential effects • 
of insulating the building on the envelope system so as 
to avoid damaging changes such as displacing the dew 
point and creating thermal bridges.
Installing thermal insulation in attics and in unheated • 
cellars to increase the efficiency of the existing 
mechanical systems unless this could adversely affect the 
building envelope.

Buildings: Entrances and Porches
Maintaining character-defining porches so that they • 
can retain heat or block the sun and provide natural 
ventilation.

Buildings: Mechanical Systems
Improving the energy efficiency of existing mechanical • 
systems by installing insulation in attics and basements, 
unless this could adversely affect the building envelope.

The conservation recommendations for the Shymkowich 
Residence recognize the need for sustainable interventions 
and adhere to the Standards and Guidelines as outlined.

4.5 HERITAGE EQUIVALENCIES AND 
EXEMPTIONS

As a significant heritage resource, the Shymkowich Residence 
may be eligible for heritage variances that will enable a 
higher degree of heritage conservation and the retention of 
original material, including considerations available under the 
following municipal legislation.

4.5.1 BRITISH COLUMBIA BUILDING CODE

Building Code upgrading ensures life safety and long-term 
protection for historic resources. It is important to consider 
heritage buildings on a case-by-case basis, as the blanket 
application of Code requirements do not recognize the 
individual requirements and inherent strengths of each 
building. Over the past few years, a number of equivalencies 
have been developed and adopted in the British Columbia 
Building Code that enable more sensitive and appropriate 
heritage building upgrades. For example, the use of sprinklers 
in a heritage structure helps to satisfy fire separation and 
exiting requirements. Table A-1.1.1.1., found in Appendix A 
of the Code, outlines the “Alternative Compliance Methods for 
Heritage Buildings.” 

Given that Code compliance is a significant factor in the 
conservation of heritage buildings, the most important 
consideration is to provide viable economic methods of 
achieving building upgrades. In addition to the equivalencies 
offered under the current Code, the City can also accept the 
report of a Building Code Engineer as to acceptable levels of 
code performance.

CONSERVATION GUIDELINES
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4.5.2 ENERGY EFFICIENCY ACT

The provincial Energy Efficiency Act (Energy Efficiency 
Standards Regulation) was amended in 2009 to exempt 
buildings protected through heritage designation or listed 
on a community heritage register from compliance with the 
regulations. Energy Efficiency standards therefore do not 
apply to windows, glazing products, door slabs or products 
installed in heritage buildings. This means that exemptions 
can be allowed to energy upgrading measures that would 
destroy heritage character-defining elements such as original 
windows and doors that are extant. The original windows of 
the Shymkowich Residence were replaced in the past.

These provisions do not preclude that heritage buildings must 
be made more energy efficient, but they do allow a more 
sensitive approach of alternate compliance to individual 
situations and a higher degree of retained integrity. Increased 
energy performance can be provided through non-intrusive 
methods of alternate compliance, such as improved insulation 
and mechanical systems. Please refer to the Standards 
and Guidelines for the Conservation of Historic Places in 
Canada (2010) for further detail about “Energy Efficiency 
Considerations.”

4.5.3 HOMEOWNER PROTECTION ACT

Amendments to the Homeowner Protection Act Regulation 
made in 2010 allow for exemptions for heritage sites from the 
need to fully conform to the BC Building Code under certain 
conditions, thus removing some of the barriers to compliance 
that previously conflicted with heritage conservation standards 
and guidelines. The changes comprised:

An amendment to the Homeowner Protection Act 1. 
Regulation, BC Reg. 29/99 that allows a warranty 
provider, in the case of a commercial to residential 
conversion, to exclude components of the building that 
have heritage value from the requirement for a warranty. 
Clarification of the definition of ‘substantial 2. 
reconstruction.’ The latter clarification explains that 75% 
of a home must be reconstructed for it to be considered 
a ‘new home’ under the Homeowner Protection Act, 
thus enabling single-family dwelling to multi-family and 
strata conversions without the Act now coming into play. 
The definition of a heritage building is consistent with 
that under the Energy Efficiency Act.
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4.6 SITE PROTECTION
It is the responsibility of the owner to ensure the heritage 
resource is protected from damage. At any time that the 
house is left vacant, it should be secured against intrusion and 
vandalism through the use of appropriate fencing and security 
measures. Security measure may include mothballing a vacant 
property and/or hiring a security guard for the duration of the 
work. A site protection plan may be developed in discussion 
between owner, contractor and/or architect. The plan may be 
reviewed by Heritage Consultant, if desired.

The following checklist will ensure that work items for the 
protection of a vacant structure are not inadvertently omitted 
and the listed heritage resource secured:

Moisture
Is the roof watertight? If not, repair or install temporary • 
cover.
Is exterior cladding in good condition to keep water out?• 
Is the site of the temporary location properly graded for • 
water run-off?

Ventilation
Have steps been taken to ensure proper ventilation of the • 
building?
Have interior doors been left open for ventilation • 
purposes?
Has the secured building been checked within the last 3 • 
months for interior dampness or excessive humidity?

Pests
Have nests/pests been removed from the building’s • 
interior and eaves?
Are adequate screens in place to guard against pests?• 
Has the building been inspected and treated for termites, • 
carpenter ants, rodents, etc.?

Security
Are smoke and fire detectors in working order?• 
Are wall openings boarded up and exterior doors • 
securely fastened?
Are plans in place to monitor the building on a regular • 
basis?
Are the keys to the building in a secure but accessible • 
location?
Are the grounds being kept from becoming overgrown?• 
Have the following been removed from the interior: • 
trash, hazardous materials such as inflammable liquids, 
poisons, and paints and canned goods that could freeze 
and burst?
Is the site securely fenced and/or regularly patrolled?• 
Is the building signed identifying it as a protected • 
heritage building?

The aforementioned items will assist in protecting the heritage 
resource during any period of vacancy until actual site work 
commences.

CONSERVATION GUIDELINES
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A condition review of the Shymkowich Residence was 
carried out during site visits in October 2013. In addition to 
the visual review of the exterior of the home, paint samples 
were taken from exterior building materials and examined. 
The recommendations for the restoration and rehabilitation of 
the historic façades are based on the site review and material 
samples. The following chapter describes the materials, 
physical condition and recommended conservation strategy 
for the Shymkowich Residence based on Parks Canada’s 
Standard and Guidelines for the Conservation of Historic 
Places in Canada (2010).

5.1 site

The Shymkowich Residence is located mid-block on Ewen 
Avenue, within the Queensborough neighbourhood of New 
Westminster. Presently, the adjacent residential lot to the west 
is occupied by a single-family residential building, and the 
adjacent site to the east is unoccupied. The house is proposed 
to be retained in its existing location and placed onto newly 
constructed concrete foundations. The Shymkowich Residence 
will retain its Ewen Avenue frontage.

Conservation Strategy: Preservation
Retain the building within the existing site. •
Retain the main frontage on Ewen Street.•

5. conserVation recommendations

Site, 2013. 746 Ewen Ave circled in red.
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The Shymkowich Residence features residential form, scale 
and massing as expressed by its one and one-half storey height 
with full basement. The front porch features a front-gabled 
roof, which projects from the centre of the front elevation of 
the house. The original form of the house has mostly been 
retained, apart from a narrow addition on the rear elevation. 
The overall form and scale of the house is a character-defining 
element of the historic building, and should be preserved 
while complying with the municipal floodplain strategy.

The original form of the house should be restored, and the rear 
addition with shed roof extending from the existing roof form 
can be removed. The house is proposed to be raised, due to 
floodplain requirements of the area. 

Conservation Strategy: Restoration
Restore the overall form, scale and massing of the main • 
building while allowing modifications to the basement 
due to floodplain requirements in Queensborough.
Remove the rear addition if desired.• 

New foundations may be required. The lifting of the house 
will require stabilizing, which should be done as carefully 
as possible to ensure the historic fabric of the house is not 
damaged and character-defining elements are not altered. 
New landscaping should be separated from the edge of the 
new foundations to avoid potential moisture damage and to 
ensure prolonged protection. 

Conservation Strategy: Rehabilitation
New foundations may be required. Concrete is a suitable • 
foundation material.
To ensure the prolonged preservation of the new • 
foundations, all landscaping should be separated 
from the foundations at grade by a course of gravel or 
decorative stones, which help prevent splash back and 
assist drainage. New vegetation may assist in concealing 
the newly exposed foundations of the lifted house.

5.2 OVERALL FORM, SCALE AND MASSING 5.3 FOUNDATION

CONSERVATION RECOMMENDATIONS

Front elevation of house. facing north. South elevation of house, note unsympathetic addition and deck.
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The Shymkowich Residence is a Craftsman-style structure 
and it is common for buildings of this era to be finished in a 
combination of shingle siding with lapped siding base. The 
structure is built in traditional wood-frame construction, and 
the original exterior cladding of the house is not currently 
visible, due to stucco siding that was installed on all exterior 
elevations. The stucco likely dates to the 1960’s or 1970’s, 
due to the style of finish coat used that comprises pieces of 
coloured glass and stone incorporated into the stucco’s surface, 
which was typical of that time period. It is not confirmed if the 
original siding is extant under the stucco and deconstructive 
testing is required to investigate if original material survived.
The later stucco appears to be in sturdy condition and may 
contain hazardous materials. Material investigations may 
require compliance with WCB regulations. 

The unsympathetic stucco siding should be removed, and 
the surviving wood siding restored if possible. If extant, the 
siding should be retained and repaired in-place as required. 
If the original siding is not extant, then appropriate replica 
wood siding should be installed. Heritage Consultant can 
provide further recommendations, once an investigation and 
deconstructive testing has taken place.

Conservation Recommendation: Restoration and 
Rehabilitation

Preserve the original exterior wood-frame structure of the • 
historic house through retention and in-situ repair work.
Carefully remove later additions and restore the exterior • 
walls to their 1923 form based on physical evidence.
The main façade on Ewen Avenue should be restored to • 
its 1923 appearance with restored windows, door and 
front porch.
The existing stucco cladding should be carefully • 
removed with hand tools and without damage to the 
historic wooden siding, if extant. An analysis of the 

existing stucco should be undertaken to confirm it does 
not contain any hazardous materials requiring special 
removal procedures.
Investigate if original siding is extant. If siding is extant, • 
restore in-place. Replace any damaged siding to match 
existing in material, size, profile and thickness. If siding 
is not extant, restore appropriate wood siding. 
Rain-screen should be avoided if original material is • 
extant, and a variance should be sought if necessary. If 
original siding is not extant, then rainscreening may be 
considered and details should be reviewed by Heritage 
Consultant. 
If rain-screen system is required with no variance or • 
exception available, and original siding is extant, the 
existing siding should be carefully removed, salvaged 
and intact siding stored in a secure and dry location. The 
salvaged siding should reinstated following rehabilitation 
work commencing on the front façade. 
Combed or textured lumber, vinyl siding or textured fibre • 
cement siding are not acceptable replacement materials.
Design structural or seismic upgrades so as to minimize • 
the impact to the character-defining elements of the 
exterior walls.
Utilize Alternate Compliance Methods outlined in • 
the BCBC for fire and spatial separations including 
installation of sprinklers where possible.
Cleaning procedures should be undertaken with non-• 
destructive methods. Areas with biological growth 
should be cleaned using a soft, natural bristle brush, 
without water, to remove dirt and other material. 
If a more intense cleaning is required, this can be 
accomplished with warm water, mild detergent (such 
as Simple Green) and a soft bristle brush. High-pressure 
power washing, abrasive cleaning or sandblasting should 
not be allowed under any circumstances.

5.4 EXTERIOR WOOD FRAME STUCCO WALLS
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5.4.1 WOOD TRIM 

No original wood trim is visible, due to the stucco that has 
been installed on all exterior elevations. When stucco is to 
be removed, an investigation should take place to see if any 
original wood trim has been retained. If wood trim is extant, it 
should be preserved and repaired in-situ. If it is not in place, 
then new wood trim should be installed to replicate traditional 
Craftsman-style design.

Conservation Strategy: Rehabilitation
Investigate to see if any original wood trim is extant.• 
Any existing trim should be preserved, and new material • 
that is visually physically compatible with the original 
should be reinstated when original fabric is missing.
If original fabric is not extant below the stucco, then new • 
appropriate wood trim should be reinstated to replicate 
traditional wood-frame Craftsman-style design. Heritage 
Consultant can review proposed design, as necessary.
Combed and/or textured lumber is not acceptable. • 
Hardi-plank or other cementitious boards are not 
acceptable.

Stucco within front porch.Detail of later window trim and stucco.

CONSERVATION RECOMMENDATIONS
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The Shymkowich Residence features a front-gabled covered 
entry porch with square columns and central staircase. The 
front porch has been rendered with stucco, but the overall form 
appears to be original to the 1923 house. Further investigation 
is required to determine the condition of the porch once the 
stucco has been removed. 

The original staircase has been removed, and the existing 
staircase is unsympathetic to the historic character of the 
house. The staircase should be removed, and a new wood 
staircase typical of 1920’s Craftsman-style design should 
be reinstated. Original wood soffit is extant, and should be 
retained if possible. It is unclear if other original fabric is 
extant, and further investigation is required.

Heritage home porches of this vintage were typified by tapered 
columns with base posts, wood tongue and groove soffits and 
flooring, wooden steps and a low balustrade of approximately 
24” in height. To ensure the heritage character of the house 
is preserved, the restored front porch design should reflect 
the original configuration. In order to restore the original 
balustrade height, alternate compliance measures can be 
explored to meet code requirements. 

Conservation Strategy: Restoration
The overall form of the front porch should be preserved • 
in its existing configuration, with front-gabled roof and 
rectangular plan. Stucco should be removed, and wood 
siding in good condition restored. Further investigation 
is required into the condition and originality of the front 
porch.
Tapered wood columns with base posts should be • 
reinstated. 
Later staircase should be removed and replaced with • 
historically sympathetic design and material.
Original lower height of the balustrade of 24”should be • 
restored, with alternate compliance methods utilized to 
achieve height required by code. 
Preserve the original T&G wood soffit, and repair as • 
required.
Further investigation is required to determine if original • 
material is extant under the stucco. If original flooring, 
posts, columns, siding or structure is extant, retain if in 
good condition and repair as required. If no original 
material is extant, then replica material should be 
reinstated in typical Craftsman-style design. Heritage 
Consultant can review proposed design options.
Paint all wood elements according to colour schedule • 
devised by Heritage Consultant.

5.5 FRONT PORCH

Rotten wood porch sill Original T&G soffit board is extant
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5.6 FENESTRATION

Windows and doors are among the most conspicuous feature 
of any building. In addition to their function — providing 
light, views, fresh air and access to the building — their 
arrangement and design is fundamental to the building’s 
appearance and heritage value. Each element of fenestration 
is, in itself, a complex assembly whose function and operation 
must be considered as part of its conservation.  – Standards 
and Guidelines for the Conservation of Historic Places in 
Canada (2010).

5.6.1 WINDOWS

All original windows appear to have been removed, and 
replaced with vinyl or aluminum windows. These windows 
are not sympathetic to the historic character of the house, and 
should be removed. At this point, it is unclear if the existing 
window openings are original. Once the removal of stucco is 
underway, the original window configuration can be assessed, 
and the proposed design altered accordingly.

The wooden window sills appear to have all been wrapped 
in sheet metal; therefore, the condition of the wood sills is 
unknown. All window sills should be unwrapped, and repaired 
as required. If sills are in too degraded condition to use, then 
replace-in kind with physically and visually compatible 
material. 

New wood windows should be double-hung wood-sash 
windows, with wood window sill. Original trim work should 
be retained, if possible, and repaired. 

Conservation Strategy: Rehabilitation
All existing vinyl and metal windows should be removed • 
and original window configuration investigated.
Wood sash windows should be reinstated. 1-over-1 • 
double-hung wood-sash assemblies are recommended. 
Heritage Consultant to review shop drawings.

Front porch, rendered in stucco with new staircase.

CONSERVATION RECOMMENDATIONS
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5.6.2 DOORS

The front entry door is not original, and is not sympathetic to 
the historic character of the house. The front door should be 
replaced with a wood door sympathetic to the historic character 
of the house. The side rear doors are also later interventions 
and should be replaced. Finished doors according to the 
colour schedule devised by the Heritage Consultant. 
 

Conservation Strategy: Rehabilitation
Retain the front door opening in its original location. • 
New doors should be visually compatible with the • 
historic character of the building. Wood paneled 
Craftsman-style entry door should be reinstated an all 
elevations where required.
Heritage Consultant to review shop drawings.• 

Existing unsympathetic front door.Existing unsympathetic vinyl window.
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5.7 ROOF

The Shymkowich Residence features a vernacular Craftsman-
style side-gabled roof structure with shed roof dormer on the 
front façade, projecting front-gabled entryway and central front 
porch with square columns, accessed by a flight of steps. The 
roof has been extended on the rear elevation, which projects 
over the later rear addition. The original roofing configuration 
has been retained, with the exception of an extension of the 
rear of the roof over the narrow rear addition.

Soffits
Vented vinyl soffit panels have been installed, but the original 
wood soffits have been retained behind the panels. The 
vinyl soffit panels have been removed partially on the west 
elevation, exposing the original wooden soffit boards. The 
original wood soffits appear to be in moderate condition, 
with deterioration of the paint. The wooden soffits on th east 
elevation have nearly all been removed, and the extended 
roof structure is exposed. The east side roof elements appear 
to be in worse condition, with signs of heavy deterioration 
and damage. Further investigation is required to determine 
the wood condition of the overhangs and soffits. All vented 
vinyl soffit panels should be removed, and the original wood 
soffit boards retained and repaired as required. On the east 
side elevation, wood soffit boards to match original should be 
reinstated.

Fascia and Bargeboards
The fascia and bargeboards have been encased in fascia wrap, 
but the original wood trim is exposed in a number of locations 
and appears to be in deteriorating condition. The bargeboard 
on the east elevation has been removed. All wood roof trim 
should be assessed on an individual basis, and repaired or 
replicated as required.

Roofing Material
The roofing material is not original and is in degrading 
condition. There is extensive organic build-up, and the 
condition of the structure below is unclear at this time. The 
gutters that run along the front and rear fascia are in poor 
condition, with debris build-up and plant growth.

Conservation Recommendation: Rehabilitation
Preserve the roof structure in its current configuration, as • 
expressed by its side-gabled construction with front and 
rear dormers. Overhang depth should be retained as per 
existing measurements.
Roof extension over the rear addition should be • 
removed, as it is not original to the historic house.
If required, roofing membrane and cladding system • 
may be rehabilitated. Cedar shingles are the preferred 
material, but Duroid shingles are acceptable. 
Remove all vented vinyl soffit panels and all fascia and • 
bargeboard wrap.
Investigate condition of all original wood roof trim. • 
Retain the original bargeboards and fascia boards, as 
well as the wood soffit boards, where possible. Repair as 
required.
If original wood roof elements are in poor condition and • 
are unable to be retained and repaired, then replace 
in-kind with new wood material that is physically and 
visually compatible. Document original material prior 
to removal. Salvage and reinstate any reusable material 
during rehabilitation work. Reinstated original material 
should be located on the front elevation of the house, as 
possible.
East elevation overhang and roof elements have been • 
removed, and should be reinstated to match original.
Combed and/or textured lumber is not acceptable. • 
Hardi-plank or other cementitious boards are not 
acceptable.
Design and install adequate rainwater disposal system • 
and ensure proper drainage from the site is maintained. 
All wood elements should be painted according to • 
colour schedule provided by Heritage Consultant.

CONSERVATION RECOMMENDATIONS
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The Shymkowich Residence features one internal chimney, 
built in common red brick, which is a character-defining 
element, and should be preserved. Viewed from the ground 
the brickwork shows mortar damage and organic growth. The 
condition of the existing flashing could not be determined.

If desired, the fireplace may be converted to a gas insert, 
with the venting installed through the existing chimney. There 
should be no penetrations through the brickwork. 

Conservation Recommendation: Restoration
Preserve the chimney above roofline in its original • 
configuration.
Repair exposed brickwork as required and clean using a • 
natural bristle brush.
Investigate condition of flashing, and repair.• 

5.8 CHIMNEY

Vented vinyl soffit panels, to be removed.

Original or early bargeboard exposed behind fascia wrap. Chimney, as seen from the rear elevation.

Roof trim and soffit removed on east elevation.
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Part of the restoration process is to finish the building in 
historically appropriate paint colours. The historic colour 
scheme could not be conclusively verified; therefore, an 
adaptive historically appropriate colour scheme has been 
developed. Further investigation is required once the stucco 
is removed, and we have access to more original material. At 
this point, the colour scheme can be finalized. 

The following preliminary colour scheme has been derived by 
the Heritage Consultant, based on on-site paint sampling and 
microscopic paint analysis. The colours have been matched 
to Benjamin Moore’s Historical True Colours Palette. Further 
investigation is required once destructive testing has taken 
place, prior to final colour confirmation.

Prior to final paint application, samples of these colours should 
be placed on the building to be viewed in natural light. Final 
colour selection can then be verified. Matching to any other 
paint company products should be verified by the Heritage 
Consultant. Further onsite analysis is required for final colour 
confirmation once access is available.

5.9 EXTERIOR COLOUR SCHEDULE 

Conservation Recommendation: Restoration 
Restore the original finish, hue and placement of applied • 
colour.
Remove deteriorated paint that is not adhered to the • 
wood using a metal scraper. Remove dust and dirt with 
the gentlest method possible such as low-pressure (hose 
pressure) water washing, with soft natural brushes or 
putty knives.
Complete all basic repairs and restoration, and remove • 
surface dust and grime before preparing, priming and 
painting. Be sure that all surfaces to be painted are 
thoroughly dry.Scrape and sand painted surfaces only as 
deep as necessary to reach a sound base. Do not strip all 
previous paint except to repair base-material decay.
Paint all areas of exposed wood elements with primer. • 
Select an appropriate primer for materials being painted 
(e.g. if latex paint is used over original oil paint, select an 
oil-based primer).
Re-apply colours using architectural trim wrap, in which • 
colour is applied to give a three-dimensional appearance 
to the surfaces by wrapping the applied colour around 
their edges.

Location Benjamin Moore Historic True Colours

Shingle Siding Mellish Mahogany VC-31

Lapped siding base, porch soffit 
and wood trim

Dunbar Buff VC-5

Window frame and sash Gloss Black VC-35

Gutters and downspouts Black, or to match wood trim (gutter) /   
siding (downspout).

Porch decking and stair treads Edwardian Porch Grey VC-26

CONSERVATION RECOMMENDATIONS
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A Maintenance Plan should be adopted by the property owner, 
who is responsible for the long-term protection of the heritage 
features of the historic building. The Maintenance Plan should 
include provisions for:

Copies of the Maintenance Plan and this Conservation • 
Report to be incorporated into the terms of reference 
for the management and maintenance contract for the 
building;
Cyclical maintenance procedures to be adopted as • 
outlined below;
Record drawings and photos of the building to be kept • 
by the management / maintenance contractor; and
Records of all maintenance procedures to be kept by the • 
owner.

A thorough maintenance plan will ensure the integrity of 
Shymkowich Residence is preserved. If existing materials are 
regularly maintained and deterioration is significantly reduced 
or prevented, the integrity of materials and workmanship of 
the building will be protected. Proper maintenance is the 
most cost effective method of extending the life of a building, 
and preserving its character-defining elements. The survival of 
historic buildings in good condition is primarily due to regular 
upkeep and the preservation of historic materials. 

6.1 MAINTENANCE GUIDELINES

A maintenance schedule should be formulated that adheres to 
the Standards and Guidelines for the Conservation of Historic 
Places in Canada (2010). As defined by the Standards and 
Guidelines, maintenance is defined as: 

Routine, cyclical, non-destructive actions necessary to 
slow the deterioration of a historic place. It entails periodic 
inspection; routine, cyclical, non-destructive cleaning; minor 
repair and refinishing operations; replacement of damaged or 
deteriorated materials that are impractical to save. 

The assumption that newly renovated buildings become 
immune to deterioration and require less maintenance is 
a falsehood. Rather, newly renovated buildings require 
heightened vigilance to spot errors in construction where 
previous problems had not occurred, and where deterioration 
may gain a foothold.

Routine maintenance keeps water out of the building, which 
is the single most damaging element to a heritage building. 
Maintenance also prevents damage by sun, wind, snow, frost 
and all weather; prevents damage by insects and vermin; and 
aids in protecting all parts of the building against deterioration. 
The effort and expense expended on an aggressive maintenance 
will not only lead to a higher degree of preservation, but also 
over time potentially save large amount of money otherwise 
required for later repairs. 

6.2 PERMITTING

Once the project is completed, any repair activities, such as 
simple in-kind repair of materials, should be exempt from 
requiring municipal permits. Other more intensive activities 
will require the issuance of a Heritage Alteration Permit. 

6.3 ROUTINE, CYCLICAL AND NON-
DESTRUCTIVE CLEANING

Following the Standards and Guidelines for the Conservation 
of Historic Places in Canada, be mindful of the principle 
that recommends “using the gentlest means possible”. Any 
cleaning procedures should be undertaken on a routine basis 
and should use non-destructive methods. Exterior elements 
are usually easily cleaned, simply with a soft, natural bristle 
brush, without water, to remove dirt and other material. If a 
more intensive cleaning is required, this can be accomplished 
with warm water, mild detergent and a soft bristle brush. High-
pressure washing, sandblasting or other abrasive cleaning 
should not be undertaken under any circumstances.

6. MAINTENANCE PLAN
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6.4 REPAIRS AND REPLACEMENT OF 
DETERIORATED MATERIALS

Interventions such as repairs and replacements must conform 
to the Standards and Guidelines for the Conservation of Historic 
Places in Canada. The building’s character-defining elements 
– characteristics of the building that contribute to its heritage 
value (and identified in the Statement of Significance) such 
as materials, form, configuration, etc. - must be conserved, 
referencing the following principles to guide interventions:

An approach of minimal intervention must be adopted • 
- where intervention is carried out it will be by the least 
intrusive and most gentle means possible.
Repair rather than replace character-defining elements.• 
Repair character-defining elements using recognized • 
conservation methods.
Replace ‘in kind’ extensively deteriorated or missing • 
parts of character-defining elements.
Make interventions physically and visually compatible • 
with the historic place.

6.5 INSPECTIONS

Inspections are a key element in the maintenance plan, and 
should be carried out by a qualified person or firm, preferably 
with experience in the assessment of heritage buildings. These 
inspections should be conducted on a regular and timely 
schedule. The inspection should address all aspects of the 
building including exterior, interior and site conditions. It 
makes good sense to inspect a building in wet weather, as 
well as in dry, in order to see how water runs off – or through 
– a building.

From this inspection, an inspection report should be compiled 
that will include notes, sketches and observations. It is helpful 
for the inspector to have copies of the building’s elevation 
drawings on which to mark areas of concern such as cracks, 
staining and rot. These observations can then be included in the 
report. The report need not be overly complicated or formal, 
but must be thorough, clear and concise. Issues of concern, 

taken from the report should then be entered in a log book so 
that corrective action can be documented and tracked. 

An appropriate schedule for regular, periodic inspections 
would be twice a year, preferably during spring and fall. The 
spring inspection should be more rigorous since in spring 
moisture-related deterioration is most visible, and because 
needed work, such as painting, can be completed during the 
good weather in summer. The fall inspection should focus on 
seasonal issues such as weather-sealants, mechanical (heating) 
systems and drainage issues. Comprehensive inspections 
should occur at five-year periods, comparing records from 
previous inspections and the original work, particularly in 
monitoring structural movement and durability of utilities. 
Inspections should also occur after major storms. 

6.6 INFORMATION FILE 

The building should have its own information file where an 
inspection report can be filed. This file should also contain 
the log book that itemizes problems and corrective action. 
Additionally, this file should contain building plans, building 
permits, heritage reports, photographs and other relevant 
documentation so that a complete understanding of the 
building and its evolution is readily available, which will aid 
in determining appropriate interventions when needed.

The file should also contain a list outlining the finishes and 
materials used, and information detailing where they are 
available (store, supplier). The building owner should keep on 
hand a stock of spare materials for minor repairs. 

6.6.1 LOG BOOK

The maintenance log book is an important maintenance 
tool that should be kept to record all maintenance activities, 
recurring problems and building observations and will assist 
in the overall maintenance planning of the building. Routine 
maintenance work should be noted in the maintenance log to 
keep track of past and plan future activities. 
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All items noted on the maintenance log should indicate 
the date, problem, type of repair, location and all other 
observations and information pertaining to each specific 
maintenance activity. Each log should include the full list 
of recommended maintenance and inspection areas noted 
in this Maintenance Plan, to ensure a record of all activities 
is maintained. A full record of these activities will help 
in planning future repairs and provide valuable building 
information for all parties involved in the overall maintenance 
and operation of the building, and will provide essential 
information for long term programming and determining of 
future budgets. It will also serve as a reminded to amend the 
maintenance and inspection activities should new issues be 
discovered or previous recommendations prove inaccurate. 
The log book will also indicate unexpectedly repeated repairs, 
which may help in solving more serious problems that may 
arise in the historic building. The log book is a living document 
that will require constant adding to, and should be kept in 
the information file along with other documentation noted in 
Section 6.6 Information File. 

6.7 EXTERIOR MAINTENANCE

Water, in all its forms and sources (rain, snow, frost, rising 
ground water, leaking pipes, back-splash, etc.) is the single 
most damaging element to historic buildings. 

The most common place for water to enter a building is 
through the roof. Keeping roofs repaired or renewed is the 
most cost-effective maintenance option. Evidence of a small 
interior leak should be viewed as a warning for a much larger 
and worrisome water damage problem elsewhere and should 
be fixed immediately.

6.7.1 INSPECTION CHECKLIST

The following checklist considers a wide range of potential 
problems specific to the Shymkowich Residence, such 
as water/moisture penetration, material deterioration and 
structural deterioration. 

EXTERIOR INSPECTION

Site Inspection:
Is the lot well drained? Is there pooling of water?• 
Does water drain away from foundation? • 

Foundation
Moisture: Is rising damp present?• 
Is there back splashing from ground to structure?• 
Is any moisture problem general or local?• 
Is spalling from freezing present? (Flakes or powder?)• 
Is efflorescence present?• 
Is spalling from sub-fluorescence present?• 
Is damp proof course present?• 
Are there shrinkage cracks in the foundation?• 
Are there movement cracks in the foundation?• 
Is crack monitoring required?• 
Is uneven foundation settlement evident?• 
Are foundation crawl space vents clear and working?• 
Do foundation openings (doors and windows) show: • 
rust; rot; insect attack; paint failure; soil build-up; 

Wood Elements:
Are there moisture problems present? (Rising damp, rain • 
penetration, condensation moisture from plants, water 
run-off from roof, sills, or ledges?)
Is wood in direct contact with the ground?• 
Is there insect attack present? Where and probable • 
source?
Is there fungal attack present? Where and probable • 
source?
Are there any other forms of biological attack? (Moss, • 
birds, etc.) Where and probable source?
Is any wood surface damaged from UV radiation? • 
(bleached surface, loose surface fibres)
Is any wood warped, cupped or twisted?• 
Is any wood split? Are there loose knots?• 
Are nails pulling loose or rusted?• 
Is there any staining of wood elements? Source?• 
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Condition of Exterior Painted Materials:
Paint shows: blistering, sagging or wrinkling, alligatoring, • 
peeling. Cause?
Paint has the following stains: rust, bleeding knots, • 
mildew, etc. Cause?
Paint cleanliness, especially at air vents?• 

Verandahs / Porches:
Are steps safe? Handrails secure?• 
Do any support columns show rot at their bases?• 
Attachment – are porches, steps, etc. securely connected • 
to the building?

Windows
Is there glass cracked or missing?• 
Are the seals of double glazed units effective?• 
If the glazing is puttied has it gone brittle and cracked? • 
Fallen out? Painted to shed water?
If the glass is secured by beading, are the beads in good • 
condition?
Is there condensation or water damage to the paint?• 
Are the sashes easy to operate? If hinged, do they swing • 
freely? 
Is the frame free from distortion?• 
Do sills show weathering or deterioration?• 
Are drip mouldings/flashing above the windows properly • 
shedding water? 
Is the caulking between the frame and the cladding in • 
good condition?
Are butt-glazed connections water-tight? Properly • 
siliconed?

Doors
Do the doors create a good seal when closed?• 
Do metal doors show signs of corrosion?• 
Is metal door sprung from excessive heat?• 
Are the hinges sprung? In need of lubrication?• 
Do locks and latches work freely?• 
If glazed, is the glass in good condition? Does the putty • 
need repair?

Are door frames wicking up water? Where? Why?• 
Are door frames caulked at the cladding? Is the caulking • 
in good condition?
What is the condition of the sill?• 
Are patio doors running freely? Hardware in good • 
condition?

Gutters and Downspouts
Are downspouts leaking? Clogged? Are there holes or • 
corrosion? (Water against structure)
Are downspouts complete without any missing sections? • 
Are they properly connected?
Is the water being effectively carried away from the • 
downspout by a drainage system? 
Do downspouts drain completely away?• 

Roof
Are there water blockage points?• 
Is the leading edge of the roof wet?• 
Is there evidence of biological attack? (Fungus, moss, • 
birds, insects)
Are wood shingles wind damaged or severely • 
weathered? Are they cupped or split or lifting?
Are the nails sound? Are there loose or missing shingles?• 
Are flashings well seated? • 
Are metal joints and seams sound?• 
Does the soffit show any signs of water damage? Insect • 
or bird infestation?
Is there rubbish buildup on the roof? • 
Are there blisters or slits in the membrane? • 
Are the drain pipes plugged or standing proud?• 
Are flashings well positioned and sealed? • 

INTERIOR INSPECTION

Basement
Are there signs of moisture damage to the walls? Is • 
masonry cracked, discoloured, spalling? 
Is wood cracked, peeling rotting? Does it appear wet • 
when surroundings are dry?

MAINTENANCE PLAN
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Are there signs of past flooding, or leaks from the floor • 
above? Is the floor damp?
Are walls even or buckling or cracked? Is the floor • 
cracked or heaved?
Are there signs of insect or rodent infestation?• 

Living Space
Materials: plaster, wood, metal, masonry – are they • 
sound, or uneven, cracked, out of plumb or alignment; 
are there signs of settlement, old, or recent (bulging 
walls, long cracks, etc)?
Finishes: paints, stains, etc. – are they dirty, peeling, • 
stained, cracked?
Are there any signs of water leakage or moisture • 
damage? (Mould? Water-stains?)

6.7.2 MAINTENANCE PROGRAMME 

INSPECTION CYCLE:

Daily
Observations noted during cleaning (cracks; damp, • 
dripping pipes; malfunctioning hardware; etc.) to be 
noted in log book or building file.

Semi-annually
Semi-annual inspection and report with special focus on • 
seasonal issues.
Thorough cleaning of drainage system to cope with • 
winter rains and summer storms
Check condition of weather sealants (Fall).• 
Clean the exterior using a soft bristle broom/brush.• 

Annually (Spring)
Inspect concrete for cracks, deterioration. • 
Inspect metal elements, especially in areas that may trap • 
water. 
Inspect windows for paint and glazing compound failure, • 
corrosion and wood decay and proper operation.
Complete annual inspection and report.• 
Clean out of all perimeter drains and rainwater systems.• 
Touch up worn paint on the building’s exterior.• 
Check for plant, insect or animal infestation.• 
Routine cleaning, as required.• 

Five-Year Cycle
A full inspection report should be undertaken every • 
five years comparing records from previous inspections 
and the original work, particularly monitoring structural 
movement and durability of utilities.
Repaint windows every five to fifteen years.• 

Ten-Year Cycle
Check condition of roof every ten years after last • 
replacement.

Twenty-Year Cycle
Confirm condition of roof and estimate effective lifespan. • 
Replace when required.

Major Maintenance Work (as required)
Replacement of deteriorated building materials as • 
required.
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CIVIC ADDRESS: 746 Ewen Avenue, New Westminster
LEGAL ADDRESS:  District Lot 757, New West District   

    Group 1, Plan 9745 Parcel B, 
    Westerly Half Block 22, Plan2620

HISTORIC NAME: Shymkowich Residence
ORIGINAL OWNER: Onofry Shymkowich

SOURCE: New Westminster Museum and Archives
CONSTRUCTION DATE: 1923

SOURCE: Building Permit 

Building Permit Information:
Date: October 8, 1923
Owner: O. Shynkowich [sic]

Ownership History:
1923-1945: Shymkowich family

British Columbia Vital Events: 
Shymkowich, Onofry, died March 10, 1961, age 75, 
Port Coquitlam. Reg. #1961-09-003651

RESEARCH SUMMARY

RESEARCH SUMMARY
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UPPER FLOOR   763 SQ.FT.
MAIN FLOOR   1053 SQ.FT.
LOWER FLOOR  1122 SQ.FT.
  TOTAL      2938 SQ.FT.

EXISTING PROPERTY AT:

PORCH          59 SQ.FT.

746 EWEN AVE.
NEW WESTMINSTER, B.C.

DECK           89 SQ.FT.
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Unit 202 - 670  EVANS AVENUE
VANCOUVER, BC V6A 2K9

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 4 9 5 4 2 8 10 1 11

MATERIAL LEGEND

ASPHALT SHINGLED ROOFING (BLACK)

BRICK CHIMNEY (RED)

ALUMINUM GUTTER ON 2X6 FASCIA BOARD (WHITE)

ALUMINUM-FRAMED WINDOWS (WHITE)

2X10 WOOD FASCIA BOARD

INSULATED ALUMINUM DOOR (WHITE)

PAINTED, WOOD STAIRS

STUCCO FINISH (VARIOUS COLOURS)

WOOD DECK

GLAZED WOOD DOOR (BROWN)

ALUMINUM PICKETED GUARDRAIL (WHITE)

WOOD-FRAMED THERMALLY-BROKEN SINGLE-HUNG

WINDOW

PAINTED, PICKETED WOOD GUARD

PAINTED, WOOD-PANELLED POST

12" EXPOSED WOOD LAP-SIDING

8" EXPOSED WOOD LAP-SIDING

SPLIT-CEDAR SHAKE SIDING

PAINTED, WOOD TRIM

PAINTED, WOOD BALUSTRADE/ GUARDRAIL

PAINTED, TAPERED WOOD-PANELLED POST

PAINTED, BARGE BOARD

PAINTED, WOOD CORNICE
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SH 2'6"
WH 3'7"
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BEDROOM
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BEDROOM
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BEDROOM
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BEDROOM
11'6"X 9'6"

CH 6'2"
BEDROOM

11'6"X 9'8"

CH 6'2"
STORAGE

15'0"X 11'5"

CH 6'2"
BEDROOM

11'3"X 10'0"

CH 6'1"
LIVING AREA

23'0"X 13'4"

CH 7'11"
BEDROOM

13'1"X 9'0"
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LIVING ROOM

15'9"X 13'2"
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12'6"X 9'0"
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CH 7'8"
KITCHEN

14'0"X 11'8"
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BEDROOM

9'1"X 8'6"

LOWER FLOOR MAIN FLOOR UPPER FLOOR

NORTH ELEVATION EAST ELEVATION WEST ELEVATION SOUTH ELEVATION
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Tel: (604) 731-3012 / Fax: (604) 731-3908
Cel: (604) 649-0669 / Email: matthew@mcai.ca

Unit 202 - 670  EVANS AVENUE
VANCOUVER, BC V6A 2K9

1 2 3 12 5 10 13 14 15 5 15 2 18 21 10 22 13

MATERIAL LEGEND

ASPHALT SHINGLED ROOFING (BLACK)

BRICK CHIMNEY (RED)

ALUMINUM GUTTER ON 2X6 FASCIA BOARD (Dunbar Buff -

VC-35)

2X10 WOOD FASCIA BOARD

PAINTED, WOOD STAIRS

WOOD DECK

GLAZED WOOD DOOR (Stained and Varnished)

WOOD SASH & FRAMED DOUBLE-HUNG WINDOW

PAINTED, PICKETED WOOD GUARD

PAINTED, WOOD-PANELLED POST

12" EXPOSED WOOD LAP-SIDING (TO BE CONFIRMED)

8" EXPOSED WOOD LAP-SIDING (TO BE CONFIRMED)

SPLIT-CEDAR SHAKE SIDING

PAINTED, WOOD TRIM

PAINTED, WOOD BALUSTRADE/ GUARDRAIL

PAINTED, TAPERED WOOD-PANELLED POST

PAINTED, BARGE BOARD

PAINTED, WOOD BEAM AND DECORATIVE TRIM
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ENTRY
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BEDROOM

11'4"X 9'1"

CH 7'2"
MASTER
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CH 7'2"
BEDROOM
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CH 7'9"
STUDY
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CH 8'8"
PORCH
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Doc# 490440 

Memorandum 
 

To: Community Heritage Commission 
 

Date: December 4, 2013  

From: Julie Schueck, 
Heritage and Community Planner 

File: 13.2606.20 
HER00473 

 
Subject: 218 Fourth Street – Revised Plans 
 
 
On March 12, 2007, an application was received by Council from the owners of 218 
Fourth Street proposing to consolidate two legal lots into one and to rezone the property 
from Single Detached Dwelling Districts (RS-1) to Single Detached Dwelling Districts 
(Heritage) (RS-6)1.   
 
Approved by Council, the rezoning for 218 Fourth Street allowed an increase in the floor 
space ratio to 0.58 (achieved through conversion of the attached three-car garage to living 
space and the construction of a small addition at the rear of the converted garage). These 
changes created an additional 744 square feet (69 square metres) of floor space. An 
additional 528 square feet (49 square metres) was added to the second floor in the front of 
the house, facing Fourth Street.   
 
Since receiving a building permit in 2007, the owners began the renovation work in small 
steps as time and finances permitted.    The site has received regular city inspections 
when called for by the owners since 2007 and some small changes were allowed based on 
unanticipated site and building conditions.  Given that the work was proceeding slowly 
and sporadically, it was not apparent until recently that major changes had been made to 
the building. 
 
On August 21, 2013, the City’s Building Inspector attended the site and it was noted that 
the work did not conform to the Building Permit plans or to the plans attached to the 
covenant.  A Stop Work Order was put in place and the owners advised to contact the 
Planning Division.  
 
The owners had been making design changes over time without City approval, to an 
extent that went beyond the terms of the covenant.  The owners had thought that the 
covenant allowed them significantly more flexibility than existed and that in cases where 

                                              
1 The (RS-6) zoning district was created in 1991 to allow the relocation of heritage houses onto lots smaller 
than permitted under the current zoning, as an incentive for homeowners to retain heritage houses. The 
zone was also used to allow floor space to be added to heritage houses that remained in situ. A pre-
condition for adoption of an (RS-6) rezoning was that the property owners be required to either register a 
restrictive covenant on title for the building design or designate the property as a municipal heritage site.  
As the City became more experienced with the use of Heritage Revitalization Agreements, the use of (RS-
6) rezoning has been phased out. 
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Electrical (through BC Safety Authority) and Plumbing Inspectors had signed off on their 

portion of the work and Building Inspectors had approved minor changes, that larger 

changes were acceptable as well.  

 

City staff discussed the situation with the owners and advised them that they could either 

remove all of the work completed and build according to the plans in the covenant, or ask 

City Council to modify the covenant by attaching revised plans.  The owners chose to 

request a modification of the covenant from City Council and a Public Hearing was held 

October 28, 2013.   

 

At the Public Hearing, it became clear that there was not sufficient support in the 

neighborhood or by the Queen’s Park Residents’ Association (QPRA) for the October 

2013 design revision.  Of particular concern was the loss of the tower at the mid-way 

point of the Saint George Street elevation, as well as the change in the pitch of the 

dormers.   

 

Council directed the applicants to work with their architect and with City Staff and 

provide a revised set of drawings that is closer in design to the covenant plans. Council 

also directed that the application to modify the covenant could be brought back to 

Council for consideration when there was clear community support (neighbours, QPRA, 

and CHC). 

 

The City will be sending out updated information to the neighbourhood and to the QPRA 

regarding the revised design and an Open House will be held at City Hall on December 

10, 2013 (5:00 – 8:00pm). 

 

The Heritage Commission is being asked to provide a recommendation to Council 

regarding the revised drawings. 

 

Attached is a copy of design that was part of the Section 219 Covenant and the proposed 

new design.   
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Design	from	Section	219	Covenant		–	Northwest	Elevation	(2007):	
	
	

	
	
	
	
Proposed	New	Design	–	Northwest	Elevation	(November	2013):	
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Vancouver November 25, 2013 

Community Heritage Commission 
City of New Westminster 
postmaster@newwestcity. ca 

Re: BC Association of Heritage Professionals (BCAHP) 

I am writing on behalf of the BC Association of Heritage Professionals (BCAHP) on the eve of the 
annual Community Heritage Commission Networking Conference to acquaint the City of New 
Westminster Community Heritage Commission with our organization and objectives. 

The BC Association of Heritage Professionals (BCAHP) is the BC Chapter of the Canadian 
Association of Heritage Professionals (CAHP), the only organization accrediting Heritage 
Professionals in Canada. This dynamic and growing association is made up of professional 
practitioners in many related fields of heritage conservation committed to BC's Heritage. 

With a new year fast approaching, your Commission is undoubtedly looking into work or business 
plans and projects to be undertaken by your municipal supporting staff with assistance from outside 
consultants. Consider making provision in your operating budgets for individual Commissioners and 
municipal support staff to become members of BCAHP. 

As well, we encourage you to consider our certified members in undertaking the projects you are 
planning. Our members are committed to BC's Heritage; we have the expertise and the credentials to 
contribute to all Heritage projects, thus providing our clients and the public, qualified services from the 
planning stages through construction. 

Heritage Professionals have a protocol and a code of professional conduct which promote 
professional excellence. We offer an in-depth understanding of the ' Standards and Guidelines for the 
Conservation of Historic Sites in Canada" as well as a profound commitment to History as a means to 
enrich our built environment. In addition, we have the practical proficiency to design and implement 
sensitive Heritage undertakings. The BC Heritage Professionals include planners, historians, 
archaeologists and building specialists, amongst others, who have extensive experience in the field of 
rehabilitation, restoration and adaptive reuse. Our members are ready to assist you in your 
evaluation of Heritage projects, to research and prepare documentation, as well as follow a project 
through implementation. 

For information about CAHP, please consult: http://www.caphc.ca/ lnformation about BCAHP and a 
list of qualified heritage professionals in BC is available on our own Web site: http://www.bcahp.ca 
Our History is important and we deserve the services of qualified professionals to be involved with the 
Conservation of our Heritage. 

Yours truly 

Andre Lessard MAIBC, CAHP, LEED-AP 

BCAH P President 
604 608-0504 - bcahp@shaw.ca 
BCAHP, Suite 1030-470 Granville Street, Vancouver, BC V6C 1V5 
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