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é Corporation of the City of
ams \NEW WESTMlNSTER

COMMUNITY HERITAGE COMMISSION

November 2, 2017 6:00p.m.
Committee Room #2

MINUTES

VOTING MEMBERS PRESENT:
Councillor Jaimie McEvoy - Chair

John Davies
Catherine Hutson
Wayne Janzen
Lauren Neufeld
Roger Nottingham
David Sarraf

REGRETS:
Lynn Radbourne

GUESTS:
Vandy Britton
Phil Cookson
Tara Fraser
Leslie Gilbert
Tara Gronlund
Albert Lawrence
Valerie Lawrence
Christa MacArthur
Kirsten Sutton
Hugo Shaw
Nancy Shaw
David Vickars
Elana Zysblat

STAFF:

Rob McCullough
Britney Quail
Janet Zazubek
Heather Corbett

- Community Member

- New Westminster Heritage Preservation Society
- Community Member

- Community Member

- Community Member

- Community Member (Arrived at 6:09)

- Community Member

- Property Owner

- Property Owner

- Property Owner

- Heritage Consultant

- Gronlund Dare Partnership

- Property Owner

- Property Owner

- Lodge Craft

- D3 Dimension Drafting and Design Inc.
- Property Owner

- Property Owner

- Property Owner

- Ance Building Services Co Inc.

- Manager, Museums & Heritage Services
- Heritage Planning Analyst

- Planning Analyst

- Committee Clerk

The meeting was called to order at 6:03 p.m.



1.0

ADDITIONS TO AGENDA

There were no additions to the agenda.

2.0 ADOPTION OF MINUTES
2.1  Adoption of the Minutes of October 4, 2017
MOVED and SECONDED
THAT the minutes of the October 4, 2017 Community Heritage Commission
meeting be adopted.
CARRIED.
All members of the Commission present voted in favour of the motion.
3.0 PRESENTATIONS
3.1 No Items
4.0 UNFINISHED BUSINESS
4.1 BC Pen Cemetery Task Force Update
Rob McCullough, Manager of Museums and Heritage Services, had no update.
50 NEW BUSINESS

Procedural Note: This item was discussed after Item 5.6

5.1

Heritage Register Update

Ms. Britney Quail, Heritage Planning Analyst, summarized the report dated
November 2, 2017, regarding the Heritage Register Update, indicating that two
properties had previously been removed from the Register earlier that year— the
Arenex and the Gas Works building. Ms. Quail reported that this would be the
final update of all files for the year and also contains a new application for 319
Ash Street, which was an on table item at the meeting.

MOVED and SECONDED
THAT the Community Heritage Commission recommends that City Council
consider the inclusion of the following properties on the City’s Heritage Register:

e 313 Queens Avenue;

e 720 Second Street; and,

e 319 Ash Street.

CARRIED.

All members of the Commission present voted in favour of the motion.




5.2

312 Fifth Street — Proposed Heritage Revitalization Agreement

Ms. Janet Zazubek, Planning Analyst, summarized the report dated November 2,
2017, regarding a Heritage Revitalization Agreement for a heritage home at 312
Fifth Street. The proposal is to restore and protect the original house, in exchange
for increasing the floor space and adding a basement suite, along with the addition
of a two-bedroom laneway house, with a larger floor space ratio. The original
house would be moved forward on the lot to allow the laneway house, and two
parking spaces would be added.

The owners of the house, Ms. Tara Fraser and Mr. David Vickars, along with Ms.
Kirsten Sutton of D3 Dimension Drafting and Design Inc, and Leslie Gilbert,
Heritage Consultant, made a presentation to the Commission, reviewing the
heritage significance and history of the property, including archival photographs,
the current condition of the house, the restoration objectives, and the design.

The CHC was asked to comment on the statement of significance, the level of
conservation work proposed and the appropriateness of the design of the infill
laneway house.

In response to questions from the Commission, proponents provided the following
information:

e The house was converted to suites in the 1970s, but no other extensive
changes (such as fire) had occurred to the house;

e Itis planned for the back of the house to be squared off and a covered porch
to be added;

e |t likely that the original longer dormers were put in upstairs in order to
create more space;

e The source for the restoration of the wood windows is not confirmed as yet,
however MR Windows may be considered;

e In its new position, the original house would be raised a total of three feet
and put on to a new foundation. The additional height in the basement
would increase the livability for the proposed new suite; and,

e The basement would be eight feet high.

Upon discussion, the Commission noted the following comments:

e The Commission showed appreciation for the project and for the planned
restoration of the original house;

e It would be worthwhile to obtain as many original details about the
windows and trim so that the restoration will not look like a reproduction;

e While the Queen’s Park Heritage Conservation Area policy does not require
adherence to the Design Guidelines for the rear of houses, the Commission
suggested that a structure that was true to the original rear of the house
would be most ideal, especially under a Heritage Revitalization Agreement;

e The laneway house will provide a good transition between Queen’s Park
and Sixth Street;



5.3

e The laneway house design is unusual in that there is a large roof with only
one window facing the original house; and,
e This project revitalizes the house and supports heritage.

MOVED and SECONDED
THAT the Community Heritage Commission recommend that Council support the
Heritage Revitalization Agreement and Heritage Designation applications for 312
Fifth Street as outlined in the November 2, 2017 report.

CARRIED.
All members of the Commission present voted in favour of the motion.

318 Fifth Street — Proposed Heritage Revitalization Agreement and Heritage
Designation

Ms. Janet Zazubek, Planning Analyst, summarized the report dated November 2,
2017, regarding a Heritage Revitalization Agreement application for a heritage
home at 318 Fifth Street. The proposal is to make minor restorations and protect
the original house, in exchange for the construction of a three-bedroom laneway
house, with a larger floor space ratio, on the footprint of an existing garage at the
rear of the house. The proposal includes two off street parking spaces.

The owners propose to replace the existing vinyl windows with wood frame
windows on Fifth Street and Blackford Street within ten years, and other windows
at the end of their life, however Planning Staff have requested that all existing
windows be replaced with wooden frames within ten years, and this is still under
negotiation.

The CHC was asked to provide comment on the statement of significance, the
level of conservation and restoration work proposed, and the appropriateness of
the design of the infill laneway house.

The owners of the house, Mr. and Mrs. Hugo and Nancy Shaw, the Heritage
Consultant Elana Zysblat of Ance Building Services Co Inc., and Christa
McArthur, Architect, made a presentation to the Commission, reviewing the
history of ownership and significance of the house, the proposed restorations
(change of door, removal of hedge, adjust colour scheme, restore front porch
rails), the neighbourhood context in both 1915 and the present, the proposed site
plan, and the design of the proposed laneway house.

In response to questions from the Commission, Ms. Zazubek provided the
following information:
e The minimum requirement for parking is to provide two spaces, therefore
no relaxation with regards to parking is proposed with this project.

Upon discussion, the Commission noted the following comments:
e Appreciation was expressed for the design and placement of the infill house
and the removal of the hedges;



e The infill house looks in keeping with a heritage house design;

e A Heritage Revitalization Agreement should clearly demonstrate a heritage
restoration back to its original condition and it has been the City’s past
practice to ask for this;

e Perhaps the vinyl windows could be valuable to sell and be reused;

e The Queen’s Park Resident’s Association has sent a letter recommending a
minimum of three years for replacing all of the existing vinyl windows with
wooden windows;

e The Queen’s Park Heritage Preservation Society have a preference for all of
the windows to be replaced by wood windows with this application; and,

e The tree canopy bylaw may protect the hedge;

e Landscaping on the front of the house is very pleasant;

Ms. Britney Quail clarified that there has not been a change to the City’s policy on
restoring a house to its original condition (as much as possible), although this may
change in future via Council priority, in light of contemporary best practices.

Mr. and Mrs. Shaw, the Owners, addressed the Commission clarifying that the
City arborist had conducted a survey of the property and was satisfied with the
proposed removal of the hedge due to its encroachment on the sidewalk, among
other factors. The arborist had also specified that an arborist would be required on
site when the hedge removal took place and that the large oak tree on the property
be protected.

The Owners also clarified that they are building the infill laneway house with their
family members and therefore do not have plans to stratify nor to split the lot in
future.

MOVED and SECONDED

THAT the Community Heritage Commission recommend that Council support the
Heritage Revitalization Agreement and Heritage Designation applications for 318
Fifth Street as outlined in the November 2, 2017 report, subject to the resolution of
the wooden windows, as per usual practice.

AMENDMENT TO THE MOTION

MOVED and SECONDED

THAT the words “within three years™ be added after “wooden windows™.
WITHDRAWN.

AMENDMENT TO THE MOTION
MOVED and SECONDED
THAT the words “as per usual practice” be replaced by ““as per the normal
practice of the City”.

CARRIED.
All members of the Commission present voted in favour of the motion.



5.4

MOVED and SECONDED
THAT the Community Heritage Commission recommend that Council support the
Heritage Revitalization Agreement and Heritage Designation applications for 318
Fifth Street as outlined in the November 2, 2017 report, subject to the resolution of
the wooden windows, as per the normal practice of the City.

CARRIED.
All members of the Commission present voted in favour of the motion.

228 and 232 Sixth Street — La Rustica: Review of Pre-1900 Buildings to be
Demolished

Ms. Britney Quail, Heritage Planning Analyst, summarized the report dated
November 2, 2017, regarding a demolition permit for 228 and 232 Sixth Street,
including details on the location and the current zoning of the properties.

Ms. Quail indicated that the project was being reviewed by the CHC as per the
City’s Pre-1900 Heritage House Policy (passed by Council on July 4, 2016) in
which the Commission reviews any demolition applications for pre-1900
buildings. The buildings at 228 and 232 Sixth Street were built in 1890 and 1892
respectively, and were both listed on the City’s original Heritage Inventory but are
not listed on the City’s Heritage Register nor are they legally protected through a
Heritage Designation Bylaw.

A Heritage Assessment was recently completed on the property and the Statement
of Significance was provided to the Commission. The assessment concluded that
while there was value to these properties in the past, they have seen substantial
change and are no longer functioning as two buildings. Full reconstruction on both
facades would be required, due to degradation of the original materials.

In response to questions from the Commission, Ms. Quail provided the following
information:

e The Developer was not present at the meeting because the buildings are not
registered or Designated, and therefore there is no requirement that they be
present;

e The major difference between this property and the development which
occurred on Eighth Street and Fourth Avenue is the lot size, whereby it was
more than 29,000 sq. ft. (approximately double the size);

e The main concern with keeping the houses and incorporating them in to the
new development is the significant site constraints, as there is a building on
the property behind, and the lane is important for pedestrians and cycling.
Building on such a tight site to what is allowed under the zoning and
keeping parts of house would be very difficult, and pieces that could be
kept are not in good condition;

e It would be possible to save one house if this is a prerogative of the
Commission;

e There is an open house for the new project planned for the site on
November 9";



e It would be possible for the Queen’s Park Heritage Preservation Society to
reach out to the owners via the City to coordinate a tour of the building;
however the City cannot require this, because the buildings are not
protected in any way, and there may also be insurance and liability issues
with this request;

e The development that would replace the houses would be entitled to a 4.0
floor space, which is similar to the lot directly to the North, which is
comprised of 55 units; and,

e The height and separations of the proposed development on the site would
be regulated through the development permit.

Rob McCullough, Manager of Heritage and Museum Services, noted that he
would be interested in obtaining any information about the neon sign that used to
be on the front of the property, as he has received inquiries about it.

Upon discussion, the Commission noted the following comments:

e The houses on this site were significant structures, and regarded as
“mansions” in New Westminster’s past;

e It is surprising that the developers of the new project would not try to save
at least one of the houses;

e If one of the houses were to be saved, the house with the turret would be
preferred;

e Given that these houses were so significantly altered from their original
condition, it may not be worth preserving them due to the cost to do so;

e The Queen’s Park Heritage Preservation Society may possibly be interested
in saving elements from within the building, contingent upon being able to
view the inside of the building; and,

e |t would be important to show that the Community Heritage Commission
puts value on, and makes an effort to save historical buildings in the City.

MOVED
THAT the Community Heritage Commission request that thorough review of the
potential of retaining the facade of 228 Sixth as part of the redevelopment be
examined.

WITHDRAWN.

MOVED AND SECONDED
THAT the Community Heritage Commission recommend that community salvage
and an effort to make the buildings available for relocation, be allowed at 228-232
Sixth Street.

CARRIED.
All members of the Commission present voted in favour of this motion.

Councillor Jaimie McEvoy clarified that the passed motion inferred that the CHC
would not object to the demolition of the buildings once the review of the building
takes place.



5.5

5.6

224 Sixth Avenue — Proposed Heritage Revitalization Agreement Application

Ms. Britney Quail, Heritage Planning Analyst, summarized the report dated
November 2, 2017, regarding a Heritage Revitalization Agreement application for
a heritage home at 224 Sixth Avenue. The proposal is to restore and protect the
original 1937 house, in exchange for subdividing the property and building a new
house, with a larger floor space ratio, on the newly created lot. The subdivision
would move the existing house over and forward on the lot, to better align the
house with others on the block.

The owners of the house, Mr. Phil Cookson and Ms. Vandy Britton, along with
Ms. Kirsten Sutton of D3 Dimension Drafting and Design Inc, and the Heritage
Consultant Elana Zysblat of Ance Building Services Co Inc. made a presentation
to the Commission, reviewing the history and design of the heritage house,
including its character defining elements, planned changes and restoration
objectives. They also discussed the new infill house, including its site on the lot,
and proposed design. The owners further expressed that the subdivision of the lot
would help to finance the ongoing maintenance of the heritage home.

The CHC was asked to provide comment on the statement of significance, the
level of conservation and restoration work proposed, and the appropriateness of
the design of the infill building to the heritage house.

Upon discussion, the Commission noted the following comments:
e Appreciation was expressed for the proposal to restore the heritage house; and,
e The craftsman style design proposed for the infill house is very attractive.

MOVED and SECONDED

THAT the Community Heritage Commission recommend that City Council support

the Heritage Revitalization Agreement application for 224 Sixth Avenue.
CARRIED.

All members of the Commission present voted in favour of the motion.

306 Gilley Street — Proposed Heritage Revitalization Agreement

Ms. Britney Quail, Heritage Planning Analyst, summarized the report dated
November 2, 2017, regarding a Heritage Revitalization Agreement application for
306 Gilley Street. The proposal is to restore and protect the original 1916 house, in
exchange for the construction of a duplex at the rear of the existing house, and to
stratify the three units.

The owners of the house, Mr. and Mrs. Albert and Valerie Lawrence, along with
Ms. Tara Gronlund of Gronland Dare Partnership, and Heritage Consultant Elana
Zysblat of Ance Building Services Co Inc. made a presentation to the
Commission, showing some photos of the original character defining pieces of the
house, along with past renovations, which will be removed in order to restore the
original house.



Procedural Note: Roger Nottingham left the meeting at 7:40 p.m. and returned at
7:46 p.m.

In response to questions from the Commission, Ms. Quail and the proponents
provided the following information:
e The size of the lot is 5702 sq ft;
e The current front door will be removed and the wall will be restored:;
e The lot will be stratified, so the three units will be sold off separately,
meeting the City’s affordable housing goals; and,
e The total site coverage will be 38% of site, which would require a
relaxation because the permitted total is 35%.

Upon discussion, the Commission noted the following comments:
e This project will contribute to the heritage properties in the Brow of the
Hill area of the City and provides the additional benefit of affordable
housing.

MOVED and SECONDED

THAT the Community Heritage Commission recommend that City Council support

the Heritage Revitalization Agreement application for 306 Gilley Street.
CARRIED.

All members of the Commission present voted in favour of the motion.

6.0 REPORTS AND INFORMATION

6.1  Demolition Permit Applications Issued as of October 4, 2017
ADDRESS \ YEAR BUILT NEIGHBOUHOOD
2037 Dublin Street 1940 Connaught Heights
1619 London Street 1946 West End
312 Hampton Street 1929 Queenshorough
838 Fourth Street 1939 Glenbrooke North
105 College Court 1951 Queen’s Park

7.0 CORRESPONDENCE

7.1  On-table item: Heritage BC Webinar

The City will be streaming a webinar on Heritage Revitalization Agreements by
Heritage BC. The session will run from 11:45am-1:15pm on Friday November
24 2017 at City Hall. All members of the Commission were invited to attend. .




7.2

7.2

On-table item: Heritage BC Open Forum

Heritage BC will be holding an open forum conference call for anyone interested
in heritage commissions, committees and advisory groups. The call will be held on
Friday, November 3" at Noon. All members of the Commission were invited to
attend.

Announcement

Ms. Britney Quail announced that she had accepted the permanent Heritage Policy
Planner position with the City of New Westminster.

8.0

NEXT MEETING

8.1

Next Meeting Date: Wednesday, December 6, 2017 at 6:00 p.m., or at the call
of the Chair.

9.0

ADJOURNMENT

ON MOTION, the meeting was adjourned at 7:53 p.m.

Certified correct,

Councillor Jaimie McEvoy Heather Corbett

Chair

Committee Clerk




City of New Westminster

REPORT

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPARTMENT
To: Community Heritage Commission Date: December 6, 2017

From: Britney Quail, File:  13.2605.40
Heritage Policy Planner

Subject:  Queen’s Park Heritage Conservation Area: Zoning Incentives for Protected
Properties

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

In June 2017, a Heritage Conservation Area was adopted for the Queen’s Park
neighbourhood. At that time, Council also endorsed four ongoing implementation actions
to be undertaken in the years following adoption, including the exploration of zoning
incentives for properties protected through the Heritage Conservation Area. Consultation
with City committees and the community on the guiding principles and proposed options
for the zoning incentives is the first step in this program.

Three potential incentives are being considered, which are outlined in this report, all
related to permitted density: increase of Floor Space Ratio (FSR) entitlement, exempt
basement space from FSR, and exempt existing attic space from FSR. The guiding
principles for the zoning incentives program are also outlined in this report.

POLICY AND REGULATIONS

Queen’s Park Heritage Conservation Area

Enabled through Section 614 of the Local Government Act, a Heritage Conservation
Area is a distinct neighbourhood, characterized by its historic value, which is identified in
a City’s Official Community Plan (OCP) for heritage conservation purposes. The
Queen’s Park Heritage Conservation Area includes properties south of Sixth Avenue,
north of Royal Avenue, west of Sixth Street and east of Queen’s Park.



The Queen’s Park Heritage Conservation Area is a lower level of heritage-related
protection than individual property Heritage Designations. Rather, the Heritage
Conservation Area is an area management tool, which includes both heritage protection
for the exterior of existing buildings, and design control for new construction. The
Queen’s Park Heritage Conservation Area applies primarily to single detached dwellings
in the neighbourhood. The goal of a Heritage Conservation Area is to allow change, but
ensure the change is respectful of existing heritage character. Heritage Alteration Permits
are used for managing the change.

Levels of Heritage Protection

Buildings constructed in the Queen’s Park neighbourhood in1940 or earlier, and those
listed on the Heritage Register are protected through the Heritage Conservation Area
(“Advanced” category). Protection requires that the owner obtain a Heritage Alteration
Permit (HAP) from the City for construction activities on the front, sides or visible roof
of the existing principal building. An HAP is also required to allow demolition of an
existing protected building. The City may deny an HAP, should the proposal not be
consistent with the Heritage Conservation Area’s policies and design guidelines.

There are approximately 80 properties which would be protected through the Heritage
Conservation Area, but have been identified through the policy development process as
having characteristics which may negatively impact the owner, should the house be
required to be retained. Those properties form a “Special Limited” study category, which
has a lower level of heritage protection while further study is underway.

The remaining buildings in the neighbourhood are not protected (“Limited” category).
However, all subdivision, and any construction of new residential buildings on those
properties, including detached accessory dwellings (laneway or carriage houses), requires
an HAP.

Protection and Development Entitlement

The Heritage Conservation Area provides a layer of regulation in addition to the Zoning
Bylaw, which applies to all properties in the Area. All properties, protected or not,
continue to have the same density entitlement as other properties in the same zoning
district. If a Heritage Alteration Permit (HAP) is required for construction activity, that
permit governs design of the construction, not the density, number of units, height,
setbacks or other elements detailed in the Zoning Bylaw.



Heritage Revitalization Agreements

A Heritage Revitalization Agreement (HRA) is a negotiated agreement between the City
and a property owner for the purposes of heritage conservation. In exchange for long-
term legal protection (Heritage Designation) and exterior restoration, certain zoning
relaxations, including an increase in density, are provided. An HRA is not legally
precedent setting, as each on is unique to a specific site. Provisions for the local
government to negotiation an HRA are set out in Section 610 of the Local Government
Act.

BACKGROUND

Queen’s Park Neighbourhood Heritage Study Working Group Recommendations

The Queen’s Park Neighbourhood Heritage Study (2013-2016) included a Working
Group of twelve Queen’s Park residents who explored heritage conservation options for
the neighbourhood. The members of this Group performed research and neighbourhood
consultation. At the Study’s conclusion, the Working Group provided formal
recommendations to Council.

The Working Group continued to meet as part of the consultation and policy
development phase of the Heritage Conservation Area. Potential incentives were
discussed with the Group at their final meeting held in July 2017. The incentives put
forward by the members were:

o Exempt full basements from Floor Space Ratio (FSR) calculations on existing,
protected houses;

e Require new builds to have a basement of a certain size or percentage of Floor
Space Ratio (FSR);

e Provide variances for the retention of significant trees;

e Encourage Heritage Register listing so properties are able to take advantage of
alternate compliance methods in the BC Building Code;

e Prioritize heritage-related permits for renovations over demolition applications;

e Decrease the requirements for documentation and consultation on heritage
projects;

e Increase the size of permitted laneway or carriage houses;

o Allow protected houses greater than 4,000 square feet to be stratified or
transformed into a duplex without a Heritage Revitalization Agreement or
rezoning;



e Exempt existing attic space from Floor Space Ratio (FSR) calculations on
protected houses; and
e Increasing the Floor Space Ratio (FSR) entitlement for protected houses.

All of these incentives were generally supported by the Group. The zoning incentives put
forward by the Working Group informed the work of staff, and the options being brought
forward for consultation.

Council Direction

During the process of creating the Queen’s Park Heritage Conservation Area, concerns
were raised by home owners about the impact of the Heritage Conservation Area on the
value of protected properties. In response to these concerns, Council directed staff to
explore zoning incentives, which could increase the value of protected houses thereby
offsetting the potential impact of the Heritage Conservation Area.

On May 15, 2017 at First and Second Readings of the bylaws required to designate the
Heritage Conservation Area, Council endorsed in principle a Work Plan which included
four actions to be undertaken in the two years following adoption: a) an update to the
Minimum Maintenance Standards for Protected Heritage Properties Bylaw; b) zoning
incentives for protected properties; ¢) “Special Limited” category study and subsequent
City-led Official Community Plan (OCP) amendment; and d) a program to encourage
voluntary protection of post-1941 homes in the Heritage Conservation Area.

On October 16, 2017 a report was presented to Council that provided further detail
regarding the Work Plan for each of the four tasks, including the zoning incentives.
Council endorsed the Work Plan at that meeting.

DISCUSSION

Guiding Principles
Staff has established the following set of principles to guide the zoning incentives work:
1. Incentives should benefit the protected properties.
The intent of this principle is to ensure that the incentive program maximizes
opportunity for uptake. The unique context, including diversity of building or

property shape and size, must be taken into consideration when developing an
incentive package.



2. The benefits to the property must be balanced with the benefits to the community.

The intent of this principle is to ensure that the benefit the community sees through
heritage protection is consistent with the benefit the property owners receive through
the incentive.

3. Consider the liveability and character of the Queen’s Park neighbourhood.

The intent of this principle is to ensure incentives do not exceed the upper limit of
density and building massing that is appropriate in a single detached dwelling context,
when given alone, or when combined with a Heritage Revitalization Agreement. New
construction must fit within the context of the neighbourhood. Compatibility of the
incentives with other city-wide programs, such as laneway and carriage houses, must
also be considered.

4. Ensure that the incentives continue to allow meaningful opportunities for HRAs.

The intent of this principle is to ensure that HRAs are still attractive for homeowners.
The incentives being considered for protected properties are some of the incentives
that the City usually uses through HRAs. Since HRAs are a higher level of protection
than the Heritage Conservation Area, it is important for the City to still be able to
offer additional incentives.

5. Implementation of the incentives must not increase the amount of incentives
considered for HRAs.

The intent of this principle is to maintain a consistent approach to HRASs across the
city for single detached dwelling properties. HRAs must still be able to offer
additional incentives, above the Heritage Conservation Area incentives, without
increasing the maximum benefit available to all single detached heritage properties in
the city.

Proposed Zoning Incentives

As part of the zoning incentive development process, a detailed analysis of each incentive
would include exploration of the viability, potential uptake, and implications of each
option. An economic analysis would also be conducted to better understand potential
benefit of each incentive option on property value. Based on these findings, as well as
input from the community, City committees and Council, staff would prepare a draft
approach for amending the Zoning Bylaw. The recommended approach may include one
incentive, all of the incentives or a combination of incentives.



Should any incentives be amended into the Zoning Bylaw they would become a property
right of properties protected through the Heritage Conservation Area and no Council
approval would be required should an owner chose to use the new incentive. The required
approvals would include a Heritage Alteration Permit, based on the Heritage
Conservation Area policy’s requirements, and a Building Permit. An application for a
Heritage Alteration Permit would be reviewed for compliance with the Heritage
Conservation Area Design Guidelines, and issued by the Director of Development
Services.

Three potential incentives are being considered for properties protected through the
Queen’s Park Heritage Conservation Area, which are outlined in more detail below. The
incentives being considered are:

1. Increase the Floor Space Ratio (FSR) entitlement;
2. Exempt basements from FSR calculations; and
3. Exempt attics from FSR calculations.

1. Increase the Floor Space Ratio (FSR)

Floor Space Ratio (FSR) is the tool the City uses to regulate the size of houses. FSR links
the size a house to the size of the property. A majority of the Queen’s Park
neighbourhood is zoned RS-1 for single detached dwellings. Per this zone, a house is
permitted to be built to 0.5 FSR (the total square footage in the house may be up to 50%
of the size of lot). One incentive being considered would be to increase the permitted
FSR for properties protected through the Heritage Conservation Area. This would
increase the amount of floor space that could be built on each property. For example, if
the FSR were to be increased by 0.1 (or 10%) a 6,000 square foot lot would qualify for an
additional 600 square feet. The exact amount of the increase would be explored through
the zoning incentives program.

The Zoning Bylaw was recently amended in conjunction with the adoption of the Official
Community Plan. New entitlements were added that allow owners, including owners of
properties protected through the Heritage Conservation Area, to build a laneway or
carriage house. This change increased the maximum density in the RS-1 zoning district
from 0.5 to 0.6 FSR. The further increase offered as an incentive for properties protected
through the Heritage Conservation Area must also account for this recent increase in
entitlement.

Houses that are larger than the density permitted by current zoning may be lawfully non-
conforming if they were permitted by the City when built. This incentive would mean



that some or all of the non-conforming floor space of lawfully non-conforming houses
(the portion of floor space over the currently permitted density) may become conforming.
Additionally, approximately 20 properties in the Queen’s Park neighbourhood are zoned
RS-6, which was developed prior to the Heritage Revitalization Agreement program to
incentivize the retention of houses with heritage value. The RS-6 zone already allows an
FSR of 0.6 (or 60%), though does not allow laneway or carriage houses.

With this incentive, the exact amount of new floor space to which each property would be
entitled would be easy to determine. This would be the easiest incentive for the City to
administer.

2. Exempt Basements from FSR Calculations

Under the City’s current zoning, the floor space in a basement counts towards the total
FSR. This incentive would exempt basement space from the FSR total. This could mean
that a basement could be added to a house currently without a basement, even if the
existing house is already at the maximum FSR. For a house with an existing basement,
this exemption would effectively reduce the total FSR of the building which could allow
the owner to build an addition.

As with incentive #1, this incentive would mean that, for lawfully non-conforming
houses with basements, some or all of the floor space of the house (the portion of floor
space over the permitted density) may become conforming.

With this incentive, it would not be clear exactly what additional FSR would be available
for each property, and the amount of floor space that each property would qualify for
could vary significantly. This incentive would be more challenging for the City to
administer.

3. Exempt Attics from FSR Calculations

Under the City’s current zoning, the floor space in an attic (that has a floor to ceiling
height of more than four feet, and is reasonably accessible) counts towards the total FSR.
This incentive would exempt attic space from the FSR total. This may increase the
opportunity for owners to make use of existing underutilized space in their house. For
houses with useable attics, this exemption would effectively reduce the total FSR of the
building which could allow the owner to build an addition.

With this incentive it would be difficult for the City to determine what each property
would qualify for. It also may not be feasible for some owners to take advantage of this
space due to the access requirements (i.e. it may be too costly or there may not be space



to add stairs that meet the requirements of the Building Code). This incentive would be
the most challenging for the City to administer.

CONSULTATION

Consultation is the next step towards the development of zoning incentives for properties
protected through the Queen’s Park Heritage Conservation Area.

The purpose of this first round of consultation is to:

e Provide an update to community and committee members who have been actively
involved in the Queen’s Park Heritage Conservation Area process to date, while
also seeking feedback from Queen’s Park residents who have not yet been active
in the process;

e Understand the level of support for each of the proposed incentives, and the
reasoning behind the support/lack of support; and

e Understand the priority ranking for the proposed incentives, and to understand
why some incentives may be prioritized over others.

Public Consultation
Two open houses have been scheduled, both will be held in the lobby of City Hall:

1. Thursday, December 7, 2017 from 5:00pm to 7:30pm
2. Saturday, December 9, 2017 from 11:30am to 2:00pm

The events are a drop-in format. The same material would be presented at both open
houses. The materials summarize the background and policy context, next steps, and the
three proposed incentive options.

A survey with the same material as the open houses will be made available through the
City’s website from December 7 to 27, 2017. The survey questions reflect the questions
being asked of participants at the open houses. They survey should take approximately 15
minutes to complete.

The advertising for the open houses and the survey included:

e Post cards sent to all residents in the Queen’s Park neighbourhood,;
¢ Notices in City Page;
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e The City’s Social Media (Facebook and Twitter);

e Update posted on the City website under “What’s Happening”, and on the project
page; and

e An invitation sent to the Queen’s Park Residents’ Association.

Committee Consultation
The zoning incentives will also be presented to the Advisory Planning Commission. The
members of that Committee will also be asked to provide feedback and recommendations

to Council on the incentives being considered.

NEXT STEPS

After this round of consultation, staff would compile the results to inform a detailed
analysis of each of the incentives. Based on the findings of the consultation and the
analysis, staff would draft an approach to implementation, including the preparation of
draft zoning regulations.

It is anticipated that all of the findings would be presented to Council in February 2018.
The report would include a summary of the consultation feedback and the detailed
analysis. The report would also include preliminary staff recommendations. Revision
would be made based on feedback provided by Council. The resulting proposed approach
would then be presented to the community and the Commissions for their review and
feedback in March.

Final revisions would be made and presented to Council in the spring. The process of
adopting the zoning changes would then begin. It is expected that the public hearing and
adoption of the amendment to the Zoning Bylaw would take place before the summer of
2018.

OPTIONS

The following options are available for consideration by the Community Heritage
Commission:

1. That the Community Heritage Commission support the guiding principles for the

zoning incentives program for properties protected through the Queen’s Park
Heritage Conservation Area, as outlined in this report.
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2. That the Community Heritage Commission support the proposed zoning

incentives for properties protected through the Queen’s Park Heritage
Conservation Area, as outlined in this report.

3. That Community Heritage Commission provide an alternative recommendation.

This report prepared by: Britney Quail, Heritage Policy Planner
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City of New Westminster

REPORT

PARKS AND RECREATION DEPARTMENT
To: Community Heritage Commission Date: December 6, 2017

From: G. Dean Gibson File: Doc# 1121664
Director of Parks & Recreation

Subject:  Naming of an Interim Facility

PURPOSE

To review with the Community Heritage Commission the process to date to establish a
proposed name for the interim multi-sport facility planned for Queen’s Park and to seek
endorsement of the proposed name for the facility.

POLICY AND REGULATIONS

In accordance to the Naming Public Parks and Recreation Facilities Policy, the
Community Heritage Commission is engaged to review naming recommendations for
new recreation facilities prior to presentation to the Parks & Recreation Committee and
City Council.

BACKGROUND

The Queen’s Park Arenex, (Arenex) collapsed on December 19, 2016 resulting in the loss
of a well-used recreation facility. With no alternative available civic buildings suited to
accommodate the programs that formerly took place at the Arenex, (gymnastics,
trampoline and adult sports), these activities were either cancelled or have continued in a
limited fashion through the rental of facilities (River Market, Coquitlam Forum, and SD
40 gymnasium spaces).

To address the need for relocating programs and services an interim facility located in
Queen’s Park was identified as the preferred solution. A structure consisting of a rigid
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City of New Westminster

December 6, 2017 2

frame and fabric membrane was recommended as the interim building design in an effort
to reduce the timeline and associated costs.

In accordance with the Naming Public Parks and Recreation Facilities policy a staff team
was assembled to make a recommendation for the naming of the new facility.

Council Direction

On May 15, 2017 Council approved construction of a new 24,000 square foot interim
Gymnastic and Multi-Sport Facility in Queen’s Park.

DISCUSSION

The guidelines of the Naming Public Parks and Recreation Facilities policy recommend
that the name reflect the location of the facility or park. As a result, the staff team
recommended that the name begin with the words “Queen’s Park.” This is consistent
with other facilities located within the park, (i.e. Queen’s Park Arena, Queen’s Park
Stadium, Queen’s Park Petting Farm).

The former name, Arenex, is not recommended. The rationale is that the name Queen’s
Park Arenex creates confusion with the Queen’s Park Arena. In the past these facilities
have been confused due to the naming similarities. “Arenex” is also ambiguous and does
not provide a description of programs or services.

Sports activities that took place at the former Arenex included gymnastics, trampoline,
ball hockey, badminton, volleyball, soccer and pickleball. The sport offerings have
evolved over time and it is expected this trend will continue as the City continues to adapt
to the changing needs of the community. As a result, staff recommend that a general
name reflecting a wide range of sports activities be used to ensure it continues to be
reflective of the facility.

The proposed name for the new interim facility is “Queen’s Park Sportsplex™.
OPTIONS

The following options are available for consideration by the Community Heritage
Commission:

1) That the Community Heritage Commission recommend “Queen’s Park
Sportsplex™ be presented to the Parks & Recreation Committee for consideration
as the name for the interim facility planned for Queen’s Park.

Doc# 1121664
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City of New Westminster

December 6, 2017 3

2) That the Community Heritage Commission provide an alternative
recommendation.

This report has been prepared by Jay Young, Manager of Recreation Services and
reviewed by Steve Kellock, Senior Manager of Recreation Services & Facilities.

Steve Kellock
Senior Manager of Recreation Services
& Facilities

For:

G. Dean Gibson
Director, Parks & Recreation

Doc# 1121664
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Memorandum

To: Community Heritage Commission Date:  December 6, 2017
From: Britney Quiail, Heritage Policy Planner File:  13.2606.20

Subject:  Heritage Register Removal: Beech Tree at 308 Ash Street

PURPOSE

Two Beech trees at 308 Ash Street were added to the City’s Heritage Register in 2010. In
2016 a permit was issued for the removal of one of the trees. On December 4, 2017
Council considered removing the felled tree from the Register as part of an annual
Register update. An oral report on Council’s decision will be provided to the Commission
at the December 6, 2017 meeting.

BACKGROUND

Historic Value of the Trees

The two Beech Trees at 308 Ash Street are believed to have been planted between the
1860s and the 1880s by Thomas Cunningham. The Cunninghams were a prominent
pioneer family in New Westminster, whose original home was nearby. Due to their size,
age, and history, the trees were considered to be a landmark in the Brow of the Hill
neighbourhood, and were added to the Register at the property owner’s request in 2010.

Removal From Register

In the summer of 2016, one of the trees was found to be in senescence (biological
deterioration), and in danger of falling. Though the tree was measured at 110 cm and was
considered a specimen tree, a tree removal permit was granted due to the decline, and
potential danger, of the tree. As the tree is no longer standing, it is reasonable that it be
removed from the City’s Heritage Register by Council.

OPTIONS

The following options are available for consideration by the Community Heritage
Commission:

1) That the Community Heritage Commission receive this memorandum for
information.
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2) That the Community Heritage Commission provide an alternative
recommendation.
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City of New Westminster

REPORT
DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPARTMENT
To: Community Heritage Commission Date: December 6, 2017
From: Planning Division File: HERO00593

Subject: 659 Columbia Street — Rear Facade Restoration

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

In anticipation of a building permit application, the owner of 659 Columbia Street has
presented proposed rear elevation changes to the Planning Division. The proposal would
see a new window with existing cement blocks removed and the original opening
partially restored.

The building is located within the Downtown’s historic commercial area and is listed on
the Heritage Register. In keeping with City policy, the Community Heritage Commission
is being asked to review the proposal against the principles of heritage conservation, and
provide comments, prior to the application proceeding to Building Permit review. As the
building is on the Heritage Register and in a historical district, a Heritage Alteration
Permit and conservation plan are not required.

PURPOSE
The purpose of this report is to seek feedback from the Community Heritage Commission
on the proposed renovation to the rear elevation of a Heritage Register building, prior to

the project proceeding to Building Permit review. There are no other review steps
required for this application.

POLICY CONTEXT

Heritage Register

The building is on the City’s Heritage Register. The Heritage Register is a formal list of
properties that Council has identified as having heritage value. There are no associated
legal obligations on an owner for a property being listed on the Heritage Register.
Heritage Alteration Permits and/or a conservation plan are not required for renovation to
buildings on the Heritage Register. However, alterations to buildings on the Heritage
Register require review by the CHC (see Heritage Review Policy below).
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Heritage Review Policy

In June 2011, Council approved a revised heritage review policy, which includes the
following section:

Further that processing of demolition and building alteration permits for buildings
and other heritage elements listed on the Heritage Register include a review by
the Community Heritage Commission for comment and recommendation.

Heritage Area Revitalization Program (HARP)

The property is within the City’s historic downtown area where all design considerations
are governed by the Heritage Area Revitalization Program (HARP) Guidelines. The
HARP Guidelines identify that the restoration of a historic fagade is highly
recommended, especially when previous changes have been unsympathetic. This building
specifically has been identified in the HARP Guidelines for the inappropriate
modifications made in the past. Suggested treatments for the building in the HARP
Guidelines include unblocking and rebuilding the rear fenestration. For the complete
HARP recommendations for the building, see Appendix E.

Heritage Standards and Guidelines

Council adopted the “Standards & Guidelines for the Conservation of Historic Places in
Canada” (“Standards & Guidelines™) in 2008 as a basis for assessing heritage projects
within the city.

The Heritage Register listing for this building (attached as Appendix B) identifies the
following character-defining elements:

e Location on Columbia Street and its part in a grouping of late Victorian and
Edwardian-era commercial buildings in historic downtown New Westminster;

e Siting on the property lines with no setbacks;

e Form, two-storey scale at front, one-storey scale at rear, flat roof, cubic massing;

e Elements of the original front facade, including red brick walls and details,
concealed by the later stucco covering; and,

e Rear red brick facade with corbelled cornice and arched entrance.

BACKGROUND

The building located at 659 Columbia Street was placed on the City’s Heritage Register
in 2004. The Heritage Register Listing, including a Statement of Significance that
describes the building’s character defining elements and provides an overview of the
building’s historical significance, is available in Appendix A.
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The property contains a two storey commercial building that was designed by George W.
Grant and constructed in 1899. It was built for David S. Curtiss as a drug store. For an
archival photograph of the building, see Appendix B.

In 1969, the front facade was modernized with a stucco cladding that concealed the
original second floor. The top floor windows were filled and the entirety of the front
facade was covered in stucco. A new main floor facade was also added at that time. It is
likely that the main floor rear windows were also filled-in around this time.

In November 2016, the CHC supported a proposal to uncover four arched windows on
the front facade of the building, retain the recent reconfiguration of the main floor store
front, and to add a new door and vertical window to the main floor. The Building Permit
was issued in December 2016. This work is now almost complete.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The one-storey brick-clad rear elevation of the building (fronting Clarkson Street) has
largely retained its original appearance, including a corbelled cornice and arched
doorway. However, the fenestration was filled-in with cement blocks. For a photograph
of the rear facade of the building as it currently exists, see Appendix C.

The proposal would add a new 11°2” x 6°8” window to the right of the arched doorway
on the rear fagcade. The cement blocks would be removed to accommodate the window
and the original opening would be partially restored. The materials for the new windows
are unspecified, but as a Registered building, there are no requirements related to their
materiality. For a demonstrative sketch of these changes see Appendix D.

DISCUSSION

Consistency with City Policy

The proposal, which is to add a new window and remove the existing cement blocks,
partially restoring the original opening, is consistent with City policy, as follows:

e HARP Guidelines — the renovation is consistent with the Guidelines
recommendation to unblock and rebuild the rear fenestration (Appendix E).

e Standards and Guidelines — the renovation will rehabilitate the character
defining elements of the 1899 building.

CHC Review
659 Columbia Street is on the City’s Heritage Register and as such, any proposed
changes to the exterior of the building are to be reviewed by the Community Heritage

Commission for consistency of the proposed changes with the principles of heritage
conservation practice.
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The CHC is being asked to provide comments on this application as it pertains to the
principles of the following documents:

1. Standards and Guidelines for the Conservation of Historic Places in Canada;
2. HARP Guidelines; and
3. Statement of Significance for 659 Columbia Street.

OPTIONS

The following options are available for consideration by the Community Heritage
Commission:

1) That the Community Heritage Commission provide feedback on the proposed
renovation; or,

2) That the Community Heritage Commission provide alternative feedback.
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Appendix A
Heritage Register Listing
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HistoricPlaces.ca - HistoricPlaces.ca

Canada’s

Historic Places

Page 1 of 3

al, Provincial and Territorial Co

Curtis-Armstrong Block
659 Columbia Street, New Westminster, British Columbia, V3M, Canada

Formally Recognized: 2004/04/05

Front elevation Oblique view

OTHER NAME(S)
Curtis-Armstrong Block
Curtis Block

LINKS AND DOCUMENTS

NWPL Heritage Resource Inventory Index

CONSTRUCTION DATE(S)
1899/01/01

LISTED ON THE CANADIAN REGISTER: 2005/08/15

© STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

DESCRIPTION OF HISTORIC PLACE

The Curtis-Armstrong Block is a two-storey masonry commercial building. The front facade is concealed
by a later stucco cladding; the original one-storey brick rear facade fronts onto Clarkson Street and is still

intact. It is located on the north side of Columbia Street in New Westminster's historic downtown core.

HERITAGE VALUE

The Curtis-Armstrong Block is significant for its contribution to the consistent and distinctive built form of
Columbia Street, which dates from 1898 to 1913, when New Westminster was the major centre of
commerce and industry for the booming Fraser Valley area. The Curtis-Armstrong Block was originally
part of a larger structure of three stores that was built after the Great Fire of 1898 for David S. Curtis and
Joseph Charles Armstrong. The Knights of Pythias Hall occupied the top floor until 1908, when it was
replaced by the New Westminster Conservative Club. The eastern half of the building was destroyed by
fire in 1968, and the remaining section was modernized with a stucco cladding that conceals the original
second floor facade. The brick-clad rear facade of the building retains its original appearance, including a

corbelled cornice and arched doorway.

The Curtis-Armstrong Block is valued for its association with its architect George William Grant (1852-
1925), a prolific architect, who designed many of the buildings in downtown New Westminster before and
after the Great Fire. He redesigned and restored buildings that survived, and designed replacement

blocks for those that were destroyed, much reduced in scale and opulence from the pre-fire buildings.

Source: Heritage Planning Files, City of New Westminster

CHARACTER-DEFINING ELEMENTS

http://www historicplaces.ca/en/rep-reg/place-lieu.aspx?id=3414&pid=0
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HistoricPlaces.ca - HistoricPlaces.ca

Key elements that define the heritage character of the Curtis-Armstrong Block include its:

- location on Columbia Street, part of a grouping of late Victorian and Edwardian-era commercial
buildings in historic downtown New Westminster

- siting on the property lines, with no setbacks

- form, two-storey scale at front, one-storey scale at rear, flat roof, and cubic massing

- elements of the original front fagade, including red brick walls and details, now concealed by the later
stucco covering

- rear red brick fagade with corbelled cornice and arched entrance
& RECOGNITION

JURISDICTION

British Columbia

RECOGNITION AUTHORITY

Local Governments (BC)

RECOGNITION STATUTE

Local Government Act, s.954

RECOGNITION TYPE

Community Heritage Register

RECOGNITION DATE

2004/04/05
& HISTORICAL INFORMATION

SIGNIFICANT DATE(S)

n/a

THEME - CATEGORY AND TYPE
Developing Economies

Trade and Commerce

FUNCTION - CATEGORY AND TYPE

CURRENT
HISTORIC

Commerce / Commercial Services
Shop or Wholesale Establishment

Commerce / Commercial Services
Office or Office Building

ARCHITECT / DESIGNER

George W. Grant

BUILDER

Ekerton Burns
& ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

LOCATION OF SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION

Heritage Planning Files, City of New Westminster

CROSS-REFERENCE TO COLLECTION

FED/PROV/TERR IDENTIFIER

DhRr-148

http://www .historicplaces.ca/en/rep-reg/place-lieu.aspx?id=3414&pid=0

Page 2 of 3
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Appendix B
Archival Photograph of Building
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Appendix C
Current Photograph of Rear Facade
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Appendix D
Existing and Proposed Rear Facade

40



1102 BO'MEYSD) lews /GG GZ/ $09 "ud 3AVOV4 Ovd d3S0dOdd ANV ONLLSIX3 L10Z 48qo100 91 U .ﬂ_ S Mm mmm_wﬂm%m;u“ SuofEI0}Sal BelaY / SIOLBIUI / SINDBIILDIE
MONINVHIL VIINr (3avOoV4 MOvd) 1S NOSHHV 1D NOILVHOLSIY JOVLIYIH JoIsulWISB\\ MaN ‘IS BIqIN|0D 659 19245 UOSHEID 799 "py| ubisap dojs-uou

4 GZ'190 | 00}:1

3AVIVd MOVvd ONILSIX3

3avOVd ¥Ovd a3S0doyd
(Buipjing 3y} jo ¥2eq) 1S NOSMIV1D (IONVHLINI MOVE) 1S NOSHUV1D

ﬁu @ Lvel woeol- @
1
weL0 [.2-2l|wsL0
- 1] wzg
4 o dwrol n .
wog'1- L.2-2l wego L.2-2] w90
L
L] woy .£-.9] w06 T Lolwgio L] wop'o: Lol wsLo
Lu-g] wglh [ 2] wpe'o

000 o 000
o8 100 puz seddn M jors Jooyy puz seddn

3 w & 3 s

H E g §

@ @ & = =)

B @ o a5

3 35 3 i
757 I B SIv - B
jonal joos = joral joos =
o [ I

1era 001 doy

jonal joou doy




é Corporation of the City of
e \NEW WESTMINSTER

Appendix E
HARP Recommendations for Building
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(] Historic Importance

George W. Grant, Architect, 1899. This
Romanesque Revival structure was

n originally built for David S. Curtis, a
druggist, alderman, school trustee and
mayor. It also housed the Knights of Pythias
Hall until 1908 and the Conservative Club
from 1909. In 1969 the front facade was
completely covered with a stucco facing for
a “Sweet Sixteen” clothing store.

() Inappropriate Modifications

1. The entire brick front facade has been
refaced: the 1969 plans indicate that the
windows have been blocked in with
concrete block, and that some of the
protruding brick detailing may have
been removed; judging by the present
configuration of the facing, however, it is
most likely that the second floor
brickwork is substantially intact.

2. The rear facade is original, but the
fenestration is blocked

() Suggested Treatment

1. Uncover front facade; restore/rebuild
original elements

2. New signs and awnings

3. Patch/repair/repaint brick on rear
facade

4. Unblock and rebuild rear fenestration

Address: 659 Columbia Street

Historic Name: Curtis Block

70  The Columbia Street HARP Guidelines 43
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Number 449 October 2017

Historical Society Meetings

October Meeting
Wednesday, October 18,2017 at 7:30 pm
At Century House, 620 8™ Street, New Westminster

A Look at the History of the New Westminster Public
Library The New Westminster Public Library is
undergoing a major project over the next year that will see
many of the Library’s features and facilities upgraded for
future use. This presentation will look at a selection of stories
from the Library’s history starting with its opening in the
1860s, its locations on Columbia St and library square, its
move to the Uptown area, and more.

§ ‘,ﬁ i
Opening day of Library Uptown in 1958 (NWPL #2985)

SR

3

Jt”t'h'e Carnegie Library downtown in

At the counter cﬁebking out a book a

1948 (NWPL#2984)

November Meeting
Wednesday, November 15, 2017, at 7:30 pm
At Century House, 620 8" Street, New Westminster

The Pattullo Bridge: 80 years as a Fraser River
Crossing The Pattullo Bridge is very much in the
news as discussions and potential plans look at the future of
the bridge and its needed replacement. The Pattullo opened in
November of 1937 to great fanfare and it has had a long life.
This presentation will look at crossing the Fraser River to
Surrey at New Westminster with a concentration on the
Pattullo, its construction and its image over the decades as a
landmark.

A circa 1950 view of the New Westminster waterfront with the Pattullo
Bridge prominent in the background. (NWPL#677)

Quote From New Westminster’s Past

From the local newspaper in September of 1867 a description
of new roofing system being put into use in town.

Fize-rroor WRooring. Measrs Cunn-
ingham Bros, of this ¢ity, are cover
ing their new brick stove, which hy
the way is rapidly approaching com-
pletion, with a deseription of five-
proof roofing hitherto unknown in
this country, although much unsed in
Canada, of lata years. It is both simple
and cheap, comsisting of a layer of
mortar an inch in thickness, put
between the shingles and the sheeting.
This deseription of roofing is preferred
to tin or iron roofing, by the Canadian
Insurance Companics. It will donbt-
less come into general nse here where
good shingles arc so abundant.
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The Library Starts

The New Westminster newspaper, the British Columbian,
reported on August 17, 1865, on the opening of the Library
two days prior on the 15™.

“The Public Library and Reading Room was opened on
Tuesday last. The desks were rather bare in consequence of the
non-arrival of eastern papers and magazines, & etc. A supply
may be expected, however, by next steamer.”

Just over a week later on the 26", the newspaper’s report
seems to show that things were starting to look up.

“A Handsome Gift — His Excellency the Governor presented to
the Public Library, on Thursday, a number of very interesting
photographic albums, together with a valuable lot of books.
The institution is now well-lighted, and is gradually assuming
a more inviting aspect.

A Look at Halloween

[The following article is the Our Past column by Archie and Dale Miller
from the Record newspaper of October 28, 2006. Used with permission
of the authors.]

Remember when Halloween was a simple, colourful, exciting
event, without the worries of today? It was a fun time during
which most people seemed to have a good time and problems
were kept to a minimum. We know there have always been
those who had to get into mischief of some kind, just as there
are still many folks today who enjoy a simple day filled with
the spirit of October 31%. Let’s think back to some memories
of Halloween.

As youngsters, as autumn approached, we enjoyed the things
that came with fall, cutting out and colouring leaves to look
like those on real trees. Then came Thanksgiving with a whole
other series of images to draw, colour, cut out, and create. One
of these — the pumpkin — seemed to set us all up for that
special date at the end of October.

Things for Halloween meant a whole lot of orange and black
paper, cardboard, crayons and paints. We had pumpkins to
create, faces to add to make them scary or friendly — a friendly
pumpkin? Why not? We also cut out brooms, witches, ghosts,
tombstones, cobwebs, cats (hunched to be scary), skulls,
spiders, pointed hats, masks, and a whole bunch of other
spooky things. We made posters covered with Halloween
images, and hung streamers of paper rings or crepe paper on
windows, walls, and refrigerators.

At school and at home, everything was adomed with
decorations that brightly and “loudly” proclaimed Halloween.
It was also necessary to seek out the best pumpkin on which to
carve the best face. There certainly weren’t the enormous bins
of pumpkins at every grocery store but there were still lots to
choose from — and care had to be taken to find just the right
one. Sometimes we went to a farmer’s field to get one and that
was a real adventure. One such field was on Cumberland
Street close to home and it was known for the excellence of its
large pumpkins.

Without the pumpkin carving kits of today (they are really
effective and much safer), the faces were developed with the
aid of a number of kitchen knives, an awl, perhaps a small
saw, a chisel, and a couple of woodworking tools. Adults
stayed close at hand once the blades starting flashing away,
and another toothy grin began to emerge.

These are just a few memories of Halloween. What are yours?
Have you written them down for future generations to read and
chuckle at? Will they believe that we used to carve faces on
big orange squashes? What about fake cobwebs and scary
visages peering out of darkened comers? And will they
understand that there was actually a time when we could safely
go door to door, collect candies and even homemade cookies,
then confidently overindulge in all manner of sugary treats?
These are all parts of our family histories — remember them.
Happy Halloween!!!

Produced by Dover Publications, “Old Fashioned Halloween Cards”
offers a wonderful set of 24 cards from the past put together by
Gabriella Oldham. See the Dover website for more information on
Dover materials. www.doverpublications.com

Meeting The Moodys Exhibit in Port Moody

Archie Miller just received the following advising of an
exhibit and two talks of interest on the topic — Colonel Richard
Clement Moody and other connections. The next newsletter
for the November meeting will cover more on this exhibit. Our
thanks to Jacqueline Gresko for passing this information to us.

“I would like to bring to your attention the Meeting the
Moodys exhibit Oct. 14 to Nov. 25, 2017 at the Port Moody
Station Museum. The exhibit showcases original letters and
photographs from the Royal BC Museum on the time Mary and
Richard Moody spent in British Columbia 1859—1863. There
is an opening reception Saturday October 14 from 2 to 4 p.m.
and two talks, one Oct.. 29 from 2 to 3 p.m., Dr. Hilary Lewin,
Exhibit Curator, "Making Memories: A History of Souvenir
Albums," and one Nov. 5 from 2-3 p.m., Dr. Jacqueline
Gresko, "Windows on the Past: Mary Moody's letters on life in
the Royal Engineer Camp 1859-1863."

*****The Library Renovation Project 2017 / 2018

The best source to find out about the Library project is online
at its website at www.nwpl.ca You will find a page titled
Library Renovation Updates. Click on this and you will find
extensive details about what is going to happen at the Library
from now until next fall (tentatively).
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Historical Society Meetings

November Meeting
Wednesday, November 15, 2017 at 7:30 pm
At Century House, 620 8™ Street, New Westminster

The Pattullo Bridge: 80 years as a Fraser River
Crossing The Pattullo Bridge is very much in the
news as discussions and potential plans look at the future of
the bridge and its needed replacement. The Pattullo opened in
November of 1937 to great fanfare and it has had a long life.
This presentation will look at crossing the Fraser River to
Surrey at New Westminster with a concentration on the
Pattullo, its construction and its image over the decades as a
landmark.

A circa 1950 view of the New Westminster waterfront with the Pattullo
Bridge prominent in the background. (NWPL#677)

December 2017
Please remember that this year there will not be an
Historical Society meeting irLB/gcember.

/N
z i

January Meeting
Wednesday, January 17, 2018, at 7:30 pm
At Century House, 620 8™ Street, New Westminster

Another Miscellaneous Photo Start to a New Year
January will once again be our typical start to the year with a
presentation on miscellaneous images from New Westminster's
past which will include views from Uptown, Moody Park,
some aerial photos of this same upper part of the city and other
images that have also been requested. Any suggestions?

Note that the March Historical Society topic will be a look at
some historical items from the Uptown portion of the City.
These photos of Uptown in January will be a bit of a bonus.

Quote From New Westminster’s Past

The following is an advertisement for the J S Clute store from October
of 1867 and this is how it appeared in the paper. It is written like a
simple dialogue, more like marketing of today not that of 150 years ago.
The Colonial Hotel ad is also from October, 1867.

Mrs. .‘f{'ui.:bs, nmng Mrs. Bell on
the street, accosted her thas:

“My dear Mrs. Bell how do yeu do;
O my dear I havo so much trouble
about the children’s boots and shocs;
almost every week I havo to buy cach
of them a new paird Where can 1
get some boots that wiil last at least
for a mouth ¥

Mrs. Bell : “Why, my dear, go 1o J.
S. Clute’s, on Columbia sirect; I buy
all the children’s shoes there, and
only get a new pair for cach of them
every four months; and you'll find him
the best and most straizhitforward
men Lo deal with.” *

COLONIAL HOTEL,

NEW WESTMINSTER, B. 0.

0000

Grelley & Arnaud
flotel and Restanrant,

A SPLENDID b

BILLLIARD SALOON,

In which will always be found the best

DRINKS AND CIGARS.

X 0 00—
In conneetion with the pbove they have opencd
= Store stocked with the choicest Brands of

WINES, LIQUORS,
ALES, . PORTER,
BRANDIES, RO,

CIDER, SYRUPS,
CORDIALS,  BITTERS, &c.,

which they will sell by the bottie, gailon,
in case. .
~ALEO—
THE BEST BRANDS OF

CC il B BR GE% o

HAVANA, MANILLA and CHEROOTS,
New Westminster, Juné 13 1867  jol2 tc
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Some Moody Park Views

With the Historical Society meeting at Century House while
the Public Library renovation is underway, a selection of
Moody Park photographs seems to be in order.

This building was opened as the Moody Park Clubhouse for
the Kiwanis Club in August of 1938. This same building is
now the main office for the Parks and Recreation Department
and is the structure to the left of the entrance to Century
House. Circa 1947. NWPL#3176

This is a very interesting photograph from the earlier days of
Moody Park. The park area, at one time, was partly developed
as a golf course and another part as a trap shooting range. This
photo from 1906 shows a number of men on the range in the
park, ready to shoot at their targets. NWPL#412.

CARE YA - A

Berk Tiapming et . Yore Wostoriniie M

This is the old Kiwanis Pool in Moody Park in about 1962.
This pool was opened in June of 1949 with a two-day event
titled “Water Follies of 1949” This location is basically the
same as today’s pool. NWPL#3370

Pattullo Bridge Photos

From the days of the construction of this bridge to the present
day, it has always been the focus of innumerable photos. For
many years it was a major feature in tourism brochures and on
postcards.

A great image showing the new Pattullo Bridge under
construction in its position just downstream from the old 1904
Fraser River Bridge with the old bridge still in use. This view
of the old bridge shows the road lane as part of the double
decker bridge — rail on the bottom and road type traffic on the
top. NWPL#1935

A photo of the three bridges crossing the river with the arch of
the Pattullo still a prominent feature. This photo is from
January of 2015 and it shows a mist drifting along the river.
[Our Forgotten Past Collection]

This photograph taken from an aircraft presents a great view of
the Pattullo Bridge as well as the open span of the rail bridge.
The photo was actually taken to capture the movement of a
piece of river equipment owned by Fraser River Pile and
Dredge as it passed through the span. The photo is from the
collection of Fraser River Pile and Dredge.
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