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1.0 ADDITIONS TO AGENDA 

 

 

2.0 ADOPTION OF MINUTES 

 

2.1 Adoption of the Minutes of February 2, 2011  3 

 

3.0 PRESENTATIONS 

 

3.1 832 Royal Avenue – potential demolition, pre-application inquiry (Krishan Anand) 8 

Property is listed on the City’s Heritage Register and is currently the oldest residentially-

occupied house in the Downtown (c. 1887) and is zoned Multiple Dwelling Districts 

(Downtown) (RM-6).  

 

4.0 UNFINISHED BUSINESS  

 

4.1 Definition and Quantification of Significant Heritage Merit – Report to Council 13 

 

4.2 City of New Westminster Heritage Program Update and Directions for 2011 27 

 

4.3 Heritage Week – update 

 

5.0 NEW BUSINESS 

 

5.1 Heritage Legislation Information 53 

 

5.2 Draft Sustainability Report Card – Discussion  65 

  

5.3 Historic Context Statements for Brow of the Hill and Uptown Neighbourhoods  79 

 

5.4 Addition of Edna Anderson to „Potential Place Names 2010‟ List  84 

 

5.5 Prince of Wales Award – Heritage BC Nomination for New Westminster 87 
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6.0 REPORTS AND INFORMATION 

 

6.1 Charlottetown – one of Canada‟s Best Old-House Neighbourhoods 2011 88 

 

6.2 New Westminster Historical Society Newsletter, No. 369 February 2011  89 

 

6.3 Heritage BC‟s “A Call to Review BC's Heritage Program” – Response from Province,  91 

 George Abbott and Christy Clark 

 

6.4 Heritage BC Quarterly, Winter 2011 99 

 

7.0 CORRESPONDENCE 

 

8.0 NEXT MEETING 

 

 Wednesday April 6, 2011 (in Committee Room No. 2) 

 

9.0 ADJOURNMENT 

 

Please RSVP to Kathleen Stevens kstevens@newwestcity.ca or Julie Schueck at 

jschueck@newwestcity.ca on or before Monday, March 14, 2011. 
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COMMUNITY HERITAGE COMMISSION 
 

February 2, 2011   6:00p.m. 

Committee Room No. 2 
 

MINUTES 
 

VOTING MEMBERS PRESENT:  
Councillor Jaimie McEvoy  - Chair  

Gavin Hainsworth   - Community Member 

Gordon Hobbis   - Community Member 

Keith Hutchinson   - Community Member 

Councillor Betty McIntosh 

 

VOTING MEMBERS REGRETS: 

Garnet Hardy    - Community Member 

Karen Hasselfelt   - Community Member 

Roger Nottingham   - Community Member 

 

STAFF: 

Julie Schueck    - Heritage Planner 

Judi Turner    - Assistant Corporate Officer (departed at 6:20 pm) 

Terry Dunlop    - Committee Clerk 

 

The meeting was called to order at 6:15 pm 

 

A. ADMINISTRATION OF OATHS 

 

Oaths of Office: 

The Assistant Corporate Officer administered oaths of office to the following committee 

members:  

Gavin Hainsworth   - Community Member 

Gordon Hobbis   - Community Member 

Keith Hutchinson   - Community Member 

 

1.0 ADDITIONS TO AGENDA 

 

The agenda was varied to allow the applicant under item #3.1 to appear at 7:15 p.m. 
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2.0 ADOPTION OF MINUTES AND PROCEDURAL MATTERS 

 

2.1 Adoption of the Minutes of December 2, 2010  

 

MOVED and SECONDED 

THAT the minutes of the Community Heritage Commission meeting held on December 2, 

2010 be received and adopted, as corrected. 

CARRIED. 

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

 

2.2 Appointment of Acting Chair 

 

Councillor Betty McIntosh was appointed as Acting Chair of the Commission, to act in the 

absence of Chair Jaimie McEvoy 

 

2.3 Distribution of Agenda Packages 

 

The members present requested e-mail notification of meetings but preferred that hard 

copies be mailed, or in the case of Councillors, left in their respective mailboxes. 

 

2.3 Meeting dates 2011  

 

See following item #6.6 

 

3.0 PRESENTATIONS 

 

3.1 (7:20pm) 649 Front Street – Heritage Alteration Permit Application 

 

This item was considered later in the meeting, following item #7. 

 

4.0 UNFINISHED BUSINESS  

 

4.1 Demolition Layers on GIS – an update and demonstration 

 

Julie Schueck, Heritage Planner provided an update and demonstration of GIS applications 

to indicate a mapping layer illustrating demolitions that have occurred in a given year, in 

order to monitor neighbourhood trends.  The application provides a third heritage layer, 

drawing from permits issued. This layer would not be publicly accessible. Staff proposed 

reporting back to the Commission in November to illustrate how many permits have been 

issued.   

 

4.2 Heritage Week – update 

 

Julie Schueck advised that the Heritage Week national event will be held February 21-27.  

Heritage Canada sets the theme, which in 2011 is “Parks and Cultural Landscapes.” The 

City of New Westminster has developed a colouring contest for children.  The contest is 
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coordinated by a subcommittee that includes local artist Jill Doyle, who prepared drawings 

geared to various grades.  On March 14, Council will present awards to contest winners at a 

special ceremony that is well supported by numerous sponsors and the community. Also, 

this year, the children’s art will be displayed at the Westminster Centre. 

 

4.3 HRA Policy – update on Council’s direction from January 24, 2011  

 

Julie Schueck, Heritage Planner, reported that Council endorsed the Heritage Revitalization 

Agreement Policy on January 24, 2011. The intent of the policy is to provide clarity on the 

application process to applicants, staff and the community, and to allow for site-specific 

solutions and flexibility, with the ultimate goal of preserving the city’s significant historic 

places.  Feedback on the new policy will be provided to Council in six months; in the 

meantime, the Commission Chair welcomed public in put on the pros and cons for review. 

 

5.0 NEW BUSINESS 

 

5.1 Neighbourhood Historic Context Statements – Uptown and Brow of the Hill 

 

Julie Schueck, Heritage Planner advised that staff has begun consultation on two 

neighbourhoods.  Staff believes it is necessary to be aware of what is important about each 

community and to understand heritage values of each neighbourhood from the 

neighbourhood itself.  The themes raised will help identify specific places that can 

ultimately be placed on the Heritage Register.  The Context Statement is also used in 

Planning Studies and in proposal evaluations. 

 

Questions/Comments: 

 A set number of consultants will be identified for small projects 

 Historic Context Statements details are available on the website –website will be 

forwarded link to all Commission members 

 

5.2 Demolition Permits Issued – review by sub-committee 

 

Julie Schueck, Heritage Planner outlined details of the process of review by the CHC.  

Council’s options for temporary protection orders were also discussed, including waiving of 

certain regulations to balance the costs of retaining property.  The intent has been to shift to 

a more proactive approach arising from implementation of a Heritage Inventory in the 

1980s.  If a property is on the inventory, it is referred to both the CHC and Council.  

Properties that are placed on the Heritage Register allows for a process of legal delay of 

demolition.   

 

The applications now presented (below) for consideration were on neither the Heritage 

Inventory nor Heritage Register and none had legal protection: 

 

o 1921 Dublin Street 

o 731 Columbia Street 

o 741 Columbia Street 

o 743 Columbia Street 

o 765 Columbia Street 
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o 801 Columbia Street 

 

No objections were noted. 

 

Questions/Comments: 

 

 A Commission member reminded that Council’s original intention was to review 

demolition of any properties “50 years or older” rather than, say pre-1950 or 1960. 

Staff agreed to further explore the definition of “triggers” for the Commission. 

 Is there a policy that addresses urban archaeology issues?  There is a workplan item 

to work with the Museum & Archives division to develop a policy in the context of 

the Archaeology Act. 

 The Commission agreed to make recommendations to Council with respect 

archaeological issues, as follows: 

 

MOVED and SECONDED 

THAT Council be aware of the possibility that artefacts having archaeological or historical 

significance may be exposed during deconstruction of the city-owned sites at 731 Columbia 

Street, 741 Columbia Street, 743 Columbia Street, 765 Columbia Street, and 801 Columbia 

Street (future Multi Use Civic Facility site), and that such artefacts should be salvaged. 

CARRIED. 

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

  

MOVED and SECONDED 

THAT Council authorise staff to enter into consultation with the developer of Plaza 88 at 

the Blackie Street site to ensure retention or salvage of any artefacts or items of 

archaeological or historical significance that are discovered at the site. 

CARRIED. 

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

 

6.0 REPORTS AND INFORMATION 

 

6.1 ‘The New Heritage Conservation’, Alastair Kerr, BC Heritage Branch 

 

6.2 New Westminster Historical Society Newsletter, No. 367 December 2010  

 

6.3  New Westminster Historical Society Newsletter, Special Issue #40, December 2010  

 

6.4 New Westminster Historical Society Newsletter, No. 368 January 2010  

 

6.5 BC Heritage Branch Publication, ‘Conservation Planning Methodology: 

 Developing policies for the conservation of historic places’ 

 

Foregoing items 6.1 – 6.5 were received for information. 

 

6.6 2011 Meeting Schedule (revised March meeting date) 

 

The Commission approved the 2011 meeting schedule, as presented 
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7.0 CORRESPONDENCE 

 

7.1 No items were submitted. 

 

3.0 PRESENTATIONS 
 

3.1 649 Front Street – Heritage Alteration Permit Application 
 

The applicant, Mr. Harm Woldring, outlined details of his request for a new doorway to 

permit more efficient deliveries of merchandise.  The proposal involves installing a wider 

doorway, using similar materials to the existing entrance.  The applicant is also 

collaborating with the city to improve a chain-link fenced area alongside the premises. 
 

Comments 

 All members of the Commission were supportive of the application. 

 A Commissioner suggested possible removal of the chain-link fence around the 

city-owned portion of property.  The fence was originally installed to prevent use 

of the area by vagrants; however, in view of the increased number of shelter 

spaces in the city, it might now be possible to remove the fence entirely. 
 

MOVED and SECONDED 

THAT the Community Heritage Commission support the Heritage Alteration Permit 

application for 649 Front Street. 

 CARRIED. 

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

 

8.0 NEXT MEETING 
 

 Wednesday March 9, 2011 (in Council Chamber) 

 

9.0 ADJOURNMENT 
 

The meeting was concluded at 7:35 p.m. 

 

 

 

 

 Councillor Jaimie McEvoy  Terry Dunlop 

 Chair  Committee Clerk 
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Document # 160002 

 

City of New Westminster 
 

R E P O R T  
 

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPARTMENT 

 

To: Community Heritage Commission 

 

Date: March 16, 2011  

From: Julie Schueck, 

Heritage Planner 

 

File: Heritage 

Subject: 832 Royal Avenue – Pre-application Inquiry  

 

 

Background  

 

The property at 832 Royal Avenue was constructed in 1887 and is known as the 

Alexander and Elizabeth Ferguson House.  It is one of the oldest houses in the Downtown 

in continuous residential use.  Please see attached Statement of Significance for the 

identified heritage value of the property.  

 

Heritage Status 

 

The subject site is listed on the City’s Heritage 

Register and on the Heritage Inventory, but is 

not protected property. 

 

Legal Framework and Policy 

 

Adopted by Council in 1987 and revised in 

June 1998, Council’s policy on processing 

permit applications for the demolition or renovation of properties in the Heritage 

Resource Inventory reads as follows: 

 

That Council’s policy for processing applications for demolition permits 

affecting properties contained in the Heritage Resource Inventory require that 

all such applications be forwarded to Council in Committee of the Whole for 

consideration together with the relevant excerpt from the said Inventory and 

Land Title Search; and 

Further That applications for building permits for renovations to properties 

contained in the Heritage Resource Inventory be referred as a blanket policy 

to the Community Heritage Commission for review and recommendation; 
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And That the minutes and recommendations of the Community Heritage 

Commission be placed on the Regular Council agenda for review and 

approval. 

 

For properties listed on the City’s Heritage Register, the City may monitor changes being 

proposed to a building, and may withhold alteration or demolition permits until the next 

regular Council meeting.  In addition, Council may order an Impact Assessment be 

carried out at the expense of the applicant in order to identify the effect the proposed 

action would have on the heritage property.  Further, Council could also require that a 

study or studies be carried out at the expense of the City to further examine the results of 

the Impact Assessment. 

 

Alterations or demolition of properties listed on the Heritage Register are reviewed by the 

Heritage Commission for comment. 

 

Inquiry 
 

The property at 832 Royal Avenue has been identified as having heritage value.  It also 

has an RM-6 zoning, as does the rest of the south side of this block.  The general intent of 

this zone is to allow for multi-family development, which on this particular site, would 

theoretically equate to a density of 1.2 FSR.  (To clarify, this site is too small to 

redevelop on its own, but there would be a development opportunity if more than 1 

property was purchased and then all were amalgamated into one development site, as 

happened on the site next door.) 

 

The developer, who is currently constructing a townhouse complex on the neighbouring 

eastern properties, is performing his due diligence and has approached the City to ask if 

the house at 832 Royal could be demolished.  He has not submitted an application at this 

point, nor has he submitted a design concept for this property. 

 

The property next door, at 828 Royal Avenue, was the subject of a demolition application 

in 2010.  The house was identified on the Heritage Inventory and was the oldest house in 

the Downtown.  As part of the demolition application, the applicant provided the City 

with a complete set of as-found drawings and a historical documentation of the site, both 

of which are valuable additions to the City Archives.  Although the house at 828 Royal 

Ave had high heritage value, it was at a level of severe deterioration, making relocation, 

rehabilitation or restoration impractical.  The house being inquired about today is 

purported to be in very poor condition as well. 

 

This inquiry raises a number of questions about how to deal with a demolition application 

for a property listed on the Heritage Register.  Ideally there should be a balance between 

encouraging property owners to have their properties listed on the Heritage Register with 
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the confidence that being listed will not impact their property value or re-sale 

opportunities, and offering enough trust in the Heritage Register that it is seen as a tool to 

showcase the heritage value of the property.   

 

The CHC is being asked to consider how they might respond to a demolition application 

for 832 Royal Avenue, with the understanding that they will not be fettered should an 

actual demolition application be submitted in the future. 

 

 

 

 

 

                        

   
Julie Schueck, 

Heritage Planner 
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Alexander and Elizabeth Ferguson House

BC Register of Historic Places (Mandatory)

Unique FPT Identifier

Jurisdiction BC

Community New Westminster Province BC

Coordinates Digital Maps Datum NAD83 Zone 10

Latitude 49.202277 Longitude -122.916294

Description The Alexander and Elizabeth Ferguson House is a modest Victorian era wood-frame 
cottage, located near New Westminster’s historic downtown core. Built on a steeply 
sloping site, there is a one-storey front elevation facing Royal Avenue, and at the rear two 
storeys are exposed. It sits adjacent to another cottage of a similar vintage.

Description of 

boundaries

The Alexander and Elizabeth Ferguson House is comprised of a single residential lot 
located at 832 Royal Avenue, New Westminster.

Area 404.672 square metres

Heritage value The Alexander and Elizabeth Ferguson House is associated with the earliest development 
of downtown New Westminster. It is valued as one of the oldest buildings in New 
Westminster and is particularly significant for having survived the Great Fire of 1898, 
which devastated most of the downtown area. Despite the fact that most other homes 
along Royal Avenue east of Sixth Street and homes on the north side of Royal Avenue and 
Tenth Street were destroyed, this home and the adjacent Charles and Ann Digby House 
were spared, and their situation and proximity to one another demonstrate the spatial 
configuration and general size of the pre-fire residential fabric. Built circa 1887-1888, this 
house is a rare surviving example of a typical vernacular Victorian era cottage once 
common throughout the city. 

Additionally, this house is valued for its association to its pioneer owners. Alexander Henry 
Ferguson (1854-1932) was born in Ontario, moved to New Westminster in about 1874 and 
stayed here for the rest of his life. This house was built shortly after his marriage in 1887 to 
Elizabeth Steele Garven (1868-1921). 'Alex' Ferguson was well-known locally for 
managing several downtown businesses, including a lodging house in the Burr Block on 
Columbia Street. While employed at the Royal City Mills he attended to the first electric 
dynamos to be operated in British Columbia.

Character-Defining 

elements

Key elements that define the heritage character of the Alexander and Elizabeth Ferguson 
House include its:
- spatial relationship to the adjacent Charles and Ann Digby House
- minimal setback from Royal Avenue
- symmetrical square plan form, modest one storey plus basement residential scale and 
simple, cubic massing
- pyramidal roof, with hipped roof over later rear extension
- central front entrance off Royal Avenue
- wood-frame construction with wooden siding covered by a later coat of stucco
- original 2-over-2 double-hung wooden-sash windows on side and rear facades
- internal red brick chimney
- interior features have not yet been assessed and may have value and contain character-
defining elements

Supporting docs Heritage Planning Files, City of New Westminster

Type

Functional Type Contributing Resources

 DESCRIPTION

 LOCATION

 FORMAL RECOGNITION

 DOCUMENTATION/ADMINISTRATION

Statute Enactment Date

Local Government Act, s.954 Council Resolution 4/5/2004

CategoryType Era

ResidenceSingle Dwelling Primary Historic

Type#

Building1
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Alexander and Elizabeth Ferguson House

BC Register of Historic Places (Mandatory)

Registrar Neil Wilton

Owner Response Not applicable
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Doc# 160016 

 
Memorandum 

 

To: Community Heritage Commission 

 

Date: March 16, 2011 

From: Julie Schueck, Heritage Planner File: Heritage 

 

Subject: Legislative Framework for Heritage 

 

 

The Heritage Conservation Statutes Amendment Act was proclaimed by the 

Lieutenant Governor in October 1994 and is now known as the Heritage 

Conservation Act.  The Local Government Act (Part 27) and the Community 

Charter enable municipalities to integrate heritage conservation activities into the 

mainstream of development and community planning. 

 

The following documents were submitted to the 2010 Heritage Commission 

(CHC) membership for review and discussion, and are being submitted to the 

2011 CHC membership. 

 

For more detail on Part 27 of the Local Government Act, please go to the 

“Community Guide” pages of the following websites: 

 

http://www.tti.gov.bc.ca/heritage/docs/pdf/HC_guide.pdf 

 

http://www.bclaws.ca/EPLibraries/bclaws_new/document/ID/freeside/96323_31 

 

 

                        

   
Julie Schueck, 

Heritage Planner 
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Demolition Review Process – Summary and Background 

 

 

Summary 

 

In 1994, the Provincial Government provided local governments with a more 

powerful and practical set of heritage conservation tools, and municipal heritage 

conservation powers are now contained in Part 27 of the Local Government Act. 

While the City of New Westminster adjusted many of its heritage procedures to the 

new legislation, the policy on reviewing permit applications for heritage buildings did 

not change. 

 

In 2009, Council approved the creation of a Community Heritage Commission 

Demolition Sub-committee with a set a specific guidelines that gives the sub- 

committee 7 days to review all demolition applications for pre-1950 buildings.  The 

challenge is that the CHC is, in principle, opposed to any demolition of a structurally-

sound pre-1950 building.  At the same time, there are few tools available to the City 

when the CHC opposes a demolition application.   

 

For the City to give effect to the CHC‟s opposition with a Temporary Protection 

Order under Part 27, there needs to be sound and defensible reasons for this action. 

Further, the making of the Temporary Protection Order merely defers the question of 

demolition; during the maximum 60-day term of the order, the City must devote 

resources to considering a more permanent form of heritage protection for a building. 

This will likely include some form of compensation if the property owner is opposed 

to formal protection options. 

 

Background 
 

In 1987, in response to a significant number of demolition permits being issued for 

heritage buildings, Council adopted a policy stating that all demolition permit 

applications for buildings listed in the City‟s Heritage Inventory be reviewed by City 

Council, and that all building permit applications for buildings listed in the City‟s 

Heritage Inventory be reviewed by the Heritage Advisory Committee.   

 

In 1993, Council amended the policy to include a review by the Planning Department 

of demolition permit applications for all pre-1950 buildings, with a review by the 

Heritage Advisory Committee if the Planning Department felt it warranted. 

 

In 1994, the relevant legislation was amended to include a wide range of new and 

more powerful tools and regulations.  One of those changed the Heritage Advisory 

Committee into the Community Heritage Commission (CHC) giving it a wider range 
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of powers and obligations. The other was the replacement of the Heritage Inventory 

with a Heritage Register.  

 

For a period of one year, communities were able to roll over their inventories into 

registers without consulting property owners.  New Westminster opted to roll 

properties in the Downtown into the newly-formed Heritage Register, and to leave the 

remaining properties as an Inventory.  However, the demolition and building permit 

review process was not changed to reflect this „new‟ Heritage legislation. 

 

Part 27 of the Local Government Act has very clear legal requirements should a local 

government wish to delay a building or demolition permit application for a potential 

heritage property. The Act requires specific steps be taken before a delay may be 

enacted through a resolution or bylaw. It also specifies a limited time period. 

 

In New Westminster, buildings for which a demolition permit application has been 

made fall into one or more of four categories:  

 

1. Built pre-1950 

2. Listed on the Heritage Resource Inventory 

3. Listed on the Heritage Register 

4. Protected Heritage Property 

 

The degree to which the City may lawfully delay an application depends on the 

category in which the building falls.  In short, without making a Temporary Protection 

Order for the property, the City may legally delay an application if the building is 

either listed on the Heritage Register or is already protected heritage property 

(designated by bylaw, or specifically listed in a Heritage Conservation Area that is 

designated in the OCP). However, there is a long-standing City policy that allows for 

the review of applications to demolish buildings that are listed on the Heritage 

Inventory or that were constructed pre-1950. 

 

In the recent past, there has been a number of demolition applications submitted that 

have been delayed for heritage review.  In most cases, applicants have found this to be 

a frustrating experience, as has the CHC and staff. 

 

Existing City Policies 

 

The City of New Westminster has the following policies in place: 

 

Adopted November 1987 and amended May 1991: 

 

Moved and seconded: 
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THAT Council’s policy for processing applications for demolition permits 

affecting properties contained in the Heritage Resource Inventory require that 

all such applications be forwarded to Council in Committee of the Whole for 

consideration together with the relevant excerpt from the said Inventory and 

Land Title Search; and 

 

FURTHER THAT applications for building permits for renovations to 

properties contained in the Heritage Resource Inventory be referred as a 

blanket policy to the Community Heritage Commission for review and 

recommendation; 

 

AND THAT the minutes and recommendations of the Community Heritage 

Commission be placed on the Regular Council agenda for review and 

approval. 

 

Council Resolution April 19, 1993: 

 

THAT Council policy on processing demolition permits be amended to include 

all demolition permits for pre-1950s building which are deemed by the 

Planning Department to have sufficient heritage significance to warrant 

additional consideration. 

 

In 2008, the CHC requested that staff bring all demolition applications for pre-1950 

buildings forward to them for review.  This resulted in the creation of a set of review 

guidelines. 

 

In February 2009, the Heritage Commission established a Demolition Sub-committee 

and in June 2009 Council approved the following steps: 

 

Current Demolition Review Process Steps: 

 

1) The CHC creates a Demolition Subcommittee at the beginning of each calendar 

year and establishes a Chair. 

 

2) When a demolition application for a pre-1950 building is forwarded to the 

Planning Department, the information will be electronically forwarded to the 

members of the CHC Demolition Subcommittee. This information will include the 

address of the site, information including the date of construction, the name and 

contact information of the applicant, and photographs. 

 

3) The CHC Demolition Subcommittee will determine if a site visit is necessary and 

arrange one accordingly. Note: members may not enter the property or the 

building without the expressed permission of the property owner. 
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4) The CHC Demolition Subcommittee will respond with an email to the Heritage 

Planner (comments and recommendation reached by group consensus) within 7 

days of receiving the electronic application information.    

 

The response will indicate if the Subcommittee supports the demolition 

application. 

 

When the Subcommittee supports the application, and if the building is listed on 

the Heritage Resource Inventory, staff will proceed with the current policy of 

taking a report to Council Committee of the Whole for consideration. 

 

When the Subcommittee supports the application, and the building is not listed on 

Heritage Resource Inventory, staff will proceed with current policy and indicate 

approval to the appropriate department. 

 

When the Subcommittee does not support the application, the application will be 

placed on the next CHC agenda for discussion and recommendation.  This step 

will occur regardless of the buildings status on the Heritage Register or Heritage 

Resource Inventory.                                                          

 

On the advice of the CHC, Council could, in accordance with Part 27 Section 962 

of the Local Government Act, order a Temporary Protection Order for a property 

if it deems it to have heritage value, even if it was neither listed nor protected by 

bylaw. Council would need to pass a resolution stating that the property is or may 

be heritage property (based on a staff report that identifies the heritage value). The 

Temporary Protection Order would specify a time period of up to 60 days during 

which time the demolition permit could be legally delayed, a statement of 

significance could be written, and staff could work with the applicant to attempt to 

have the building retained or relocated.  

 

5) The CHC Demolition Subcommittee will present an update at the next regular 

CHC meeting on their reviews carried out during the previous month. 

 

These review steps have been made into a handout for the public. 

 

Community Heritage Commission 

 

Terms of Reference of the Commission 

Bylaw No. 6899, 2003 

 

The Terms of Reference for the Commission are as follows: 
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To advise Council and staff on matters related to the City‟s heritage program, 

including: 

 

 continuing public education and awareness of heritage; 

 maintaining the City‟s heritage register and heritage inventory; 

 supporting the conservation of heritage resources; 

 implementing policies to protect heritage resources; 

 monitoring of identified heritage resources and the heritage program; 

 promoting and enhancing City owned heritage resources; and 

 requesting expenditures for heritage purposes, with Council approval. 

 

The CHC is comprised of volunteer community members, appointed by Council for 

one year terms. There are no requirements at this time for CHC members to be from 

certain professional fields.  Bylaw No. 6423, 1997 was amended in September 2008 

to authorize the appointment of members based on interest and ability rather than on 

membership in community groups.   

 

In a general sense, the CHC is having philosophical challenges with their review of 

demolition applications. Given that one of their mandates is to “support the 

conservation of heritage resources”, giving support for the demolition of a heritage 

resource is difficult to do.  At the same time, there are a limited number of actions that 

can be taken as a result of their non-support of demolition applications.  

 

Legal Context 
 

At their June 1, 2009 Council meeting, Council authorized the CHC Demolition Sub-

committee guidelines, which now permits the Sub-committee to take 7 days to review 

and comment on demolition applications for all pre-1950 buildings.   

 

The City has obtained a legal opinion that some reasonable delay in issuing otherwise 

issuable demolition permits, to allow the City to consider heritage matters under Part 

27 in relation to the permit application, is likely lawful.  However, applicants have a 

legal right to these permits as soon as staff has dealt with the matters to which the 

application directly pertains (for example, disconnection of City services). 

 

Most of the properties under review by the CHC are not listed on the City‟s Heritage 

Register, nor are they formally protected; therefore, unless a Temporary Protection 

Order is placed on the property by City Council, there is no legal basis for delaying 

the application beyond the 7 days.   

 

Section 962 of the Local Government Act allows a local government to place a 

Temporary Protection Order on a property in order to give detailed consideration to 
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future long-term protection options for a property and to negotiate an appropriate 

resolution with the property owner.  

 

Temporary protection order – how is it used?  
 

Outlined below are the steps taken to issue a temporary protection order: 

 

 Local government prepares a resolution for temporary protection which 

specifies the period of protection, which cannot exceed 60 days without the 

consent of the owner. An order is adopted by resolution, and may therefore be 

put in place at a single meeting of Council.  

 

 The order may identify specific landscape features, the type of alterations (if 

any) permitted without a heritage alteration permit, and/or establish  policies 

regarding the issuance of a heritage alteration permit while the property is 

under temporary protection.  

 

In summary, the City may withhold approvals under a Temporary Protection Order in 

the same manner as withholding approvals regarding a protected heritage property or 

a property on the Heritage Register for a maximum of 60 days. 

 

A Temporary Protection Order may be made in relation to a property that is or may be 

„heritage property‟ which is defined in the Local Government Act as a property that is 

considered by Council to have sufficient „heritage value‟ or „heritage character‟ to 

justify its conservation.   

 

„Heritage character‟ is defined to mean the overall effect produced by traits or 

features that give property a distinctive quality or appearance, and „heritage value‟ 

means historical, cultural, aesthetic, scientific or educational worth or usefulness. 

Thus, there is a broad range of circumstances that could justify a Temporary 

Protection Order.  

 

In addition, such an Order may be made in relation to property that itself has neither 

heritage character nor heritage value, but whose protection may be necessary or 

desirable for the conservation of other property that does have those qualities (such as 

an adjacent property).  

 

Denying a Demolition Permit 
 

The question often arises as to whether the City can simply deny a demolition permit 

for an un-registered or un-protected property, and what would be a plausible outcome.   

 

The City Solicitor has provided a likely scenario: 
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 The demolition permit applicant would be able to apply to the Supreme Court 

for a mandatory injunction requiring the City to issue the demolition permit, 

and an order requiring the City to pay the court costs.  This could then be 

followed by a court hearing where the City's reasons for withholding the permit 

would be reviewed by the Court.  At this point, the Court would then consider 

an order to the City regarding issuance of the demolition permit and court 

costs. 

 

 There could also be a claim by the applicant for damages resulting from the 

delay in issuing the demolition permit and a resulting order requiring the City 

to pay the plaintiff's court costs. Such claims typically also allege that the 

applicant's inability to secure the demolition permit at the time it should have 

been issued prevented them from taking advantage of a market opportunity that 

is no longer available; all lost profits on the venture thus potentially being 

recoverable from the City. 

 

Conclusion 
 

The review of demolition applications for buildings considered to be heritage must 

respond to a number of considerations: legal, community values, heritage 

conservation, and procedural efficiency.  

 

 

Proposed New Heritage Review Process 

 

Given that the provincial heritage legislation was revised and updated in 1994, and 

that as a result local governments have a strong set of tools for the management of 

heritage resources, New Westminster needs to update its policy regarding the 

demolition and building permit applications for identified heritage properties in a way 

that is consistent with the Local Government Act.  

 

A new review policy could be divided into two sections: 

 

1) Protected heritage property 

2) Heritage Register property 

 

 

1) Protected Heritage Property 

 

Protected heritage property is defined as property that is specifically listed in a 

Heritage Conservation Area (as designated in the OCP), or that is designated by 

bylaw (Designation, Heritage Revitalization Agreement, or Covenant). 
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In order to receive a demolition or building alteration permit for a protected heritage 

property, the applicant must first receive a Heritage Alteration Permit by the local 

government.  The local government is within its rights to withhold the permit if it so 

chooses. 

 

This process is already established in the Local Government Act.  Placing it directly 

in the revised review policy ensures clarity to both the public and to staff. 

 

2) Heritage Register Property 

 

A property on the Heritage Register has been identified by the local government as 

being significant to the community.  Property is placed on the Heritage Register by 

Council resolution.  New Westminster currently has approximately 180 properties 

listed on its Heritage Register. 

 

In order to receive a demolition or building permit for registered property, the 

applicant submits an application to the Building Department.  The local government 

may, by bylaw, withhold issuance of either form of permit if, in its opinion, the action 

would alter the registered property or cause it to be altered.  If Council were to delay a 

permit for a registered property in this way, the matter must be referred to the next 

regular meeting of Council for a decision.  Unless Council places a Temporary 

Protection Order or other protection bylaw on the property, the applicant would be 

entitled to the permit immediately after the meeting to which the matter was referred.  

 

This process is already established in the Local Government Act.  Placing it directly 

in the revised review policy ensures clarity to both the public and to staff. 

 

Heritage Resource Inventory 

 

The City‟s existing Heritage Inventory does not provide a legal basis for reviewing 

demolition and building alteration permits and should be removed as a basis for the 

review process.  Notwithstanding, it is a valuable document that should be retained as 

a reference source.   

 

Revised Review Policy 

 

Based on the above considerations, the following revised Heritage Review policy is 

proposed to replace the heritage review policy dated November 1987 as amended in 

May 1991 and again April 19, 1999: 

 

THAT processing of demolition and building alteration permits for protected heritage 

property include a review and recommendation by the Community Heritage 
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Commission followed by placement on the next Council agenda for consideration.  

And for building alterations, as required by the Local Government Act, authorization 

through a Heritage Alteration Permit as authorized by City Council or its delegate. 

 

THAT processing of demolition and building alteration permits for buildings listed on 

the Heritage Register include a review by the Community Heritage Commission for 

comment and recommendation. 
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Memorandum 

 

To: Community Heritage Commission 

 

Date: June 9, 2010 

From: Julie Schueck, Heritage Planner File: Doc # 135480 

 

Subject: Heritage Alteration Permits 

 

 
At a recent Closed Council meeting, Council directed staff to provide the Community 

Heritage Commission (CHC) with a general overview of the City Solicitor’s opinion on the 

use of heritage alteration permits in relation to designated heritage properties. 

 

Existing Legislation 

 

Part 27 of the Local Government Act enables a local government to authorize changes to 

protected heritage property through a heritage alteration permit. To provide flexibility to 

respond to the needs and wishes of owners of protected property, a heritage alteration permit 

may vary or supplement the applicable zoning bylaw (other than in relation to permitted uses 

and density) as well as any applicable development permit or heritage designation bylaw.  

 

A property that is subject to a heritage designation bylaw may be altered in accordance with 

an approved heritage alteration permit provided the proposed changes are consistent with the 

intent of the heritage protection.  But if the proposed alterations are inconsistent with the 

intent of the heritage protection, then the heritage alteration permit may be refused.   

 

The Legal Context 

 

Formal protection is intended to protect heritage property from demolition or from alterations 

that may adversely affect the identified heritage quality of the property.  Heritage designation 

is not intended to create a situation where no changes may occur, thus essentially creating a 

building that is frozen in time and potentially unusable.   

 

It is lawful for Council to issue a heritage alteration permit for alterations to protected 

heritage property provided the proposed alterations have been assessed by the City and found 

to be consistent with the heritage protection bylaw and with the Standards and Guidelines for 

the Conservation of the Historic Places in Canada (which Council adopted in 2008). 

 

Other criteria that should be considered in assessing a request for a heritage alteration permit 

are whether or not the site has unused development potential and if the proposed alterations 

require a variance or relaxation. 

 

It is reasonable to consider an application in terms defined by the Standards and Guidelines, 

and it is important to note that the Standards and Guidelines support the relocation of and the 
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construction of additions to protected buildings when those interventions do not alter the 

heritage character-defining elements. 

 

Conclusion 

 

If the City were to have a blanket policy stating that protected heritage buildings could not be 

altered, even when there was available development potential under the zoning bylaw, this 

would most likely make owners unwilling to consent to heritage designations.   

 

Such an approach could also make compensation claims expensive to settle. At present, 

every time there is a heritage designation bylaw enacted, the property owner signs a waiver 

stating that compensation will not be sought. If the City were to develop a policy whereby 

the use of available and unused development potential was denied for protected heritage 

property (an option that is available to the City in dealing with designated properties), then 

future heritage designations could be expected to result in high compensation claims.   

 

It is important for the City to consider the value of a reasonably flexible approach to the 

issuance of heritage alteration permits for designated heritage properties as this will 

significantly enhance the City’s heritage program in the long term.   

 
The following websites have more information on the provincial heritage legislation and on 

the Standards and Guidelines for the Conservation of the Historic Places in Canada. 

 

Local Government Act, Part 27 

http://www.bclaws.ca/EPLibraries/bclaws_new/document/ID/freeside/96323_31 

 

Standards and Guidelines for the Conservation of the Historic Places in Canada 

http://www.pc.gc.ca/eng/docs/pc/guide/nldclpc-sgchpc.aspx 

 

 

 

Julie Schueck,  

Heritage Planner 
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Memorandum 
 

To: Environment Advisory Committee 
Electrical Utility Commission 

Bicycle & Pedestrian Advisory Committee 
Community and Social Issues Committee 

Special Services & Access Committee 
Seniors Advisory Committee 

Arts Commission 
Community Heritage Commission 

Economic Development Advisory Committee 
 

 

Date: February 15, 2011 

From: Eric Westberg, Planning Analyst File: 13.2505.00 
 

Subject: Draft Sustainability Report Card 
(formerly Smart Growth Development Checklist) 

 

 
Current Consultation Process on the Draft Report Card 
Council has requested that staff update the Smart Growth Development Checklist and 
improve how it works. Since 2004, the Checklist has been used by rezoning and 

development permit applicants to detail sustainability aspects of their proposals.  
A Draft replacement, renamed the Sustainability Report Card (attached), was 

presented to Council last summer and referred to public consultation. Input has been 

received from the Advisory Planning Commission, the New Westminster Design Panel, 
and the Urban Development Institute. Staff are now seeking input from key City 

committees. A final draft will then be presented to Council for approval this Spring.  
 

Your input is needed to help create a relevant tool that best represents community 
priorities. Input can be submitted either individually and/or via discussion at your 

upcoming Committee meeting. The deadline for feedback is March 18, 2011.   
 

Background 
The 2004 Checklist has brought a higher profile to sustainability but it has not had a 

significant impact on the ground. The goal of the Report Card is to replace the 

“checklist” approach with a new tool which will generate a meaningful sustainability 
evaluation of a project. This in turn will better equip the APC, NWDP, Council and the 

community to make informed decisions about what level of sustainability achievement 
is needed. The Report Card continues to address all three areas of sustainability and 

seeks to be fair, relatively simple, and to not add time to the approval process. Its 
updated content comes from: industry rating systems; best practices in other BC 

cities; and new directions from the Downtown Community Plan, Livable City Strategy, 
Affordable Housing Strategy and other recent City policies. Further detail is on the 

City’s website: 
 

• Existing 2004 Checklist: 
www.newwestcity.ca/database/rte/Smart%20Growth%20Development%20Checklist_(1).pdf 

• Summer 2010 Council report:  
www.newwestcity.ca/council_minutes/0830_10/CWDS-smartgrowth.pdf 
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What It Applies To/ How It’s Completed 
The Report Card would be first completed by an applicant for a Development Permit, 

Rezoning or Heritage Revitalization Agreement (HRA). In the “staff rating” column, 
staff would critique and rate the proposed feature.  

 
New: Two-Stage Format 
This feeds sustainability concepts earlier into the design process by providing a first-

stage evaluation to accompany staff preliminary reports. First-stage items relate to 
land use, site design or building design aspects that are known quantities, must be 

decided early and cannot easily be reconfigured later. At the preliminary stage, 
applicant and staff would complete only the first stage. Items in the second stage 

would be visible side-by-side to highlight what should be considered as the design 
progresses. 

 
New: Required vs. Recommended Items 
In the Environment section, some items are marked “Required”. These are 
components which are either low-cost or reflect an emerging baseline in 

environmental practice in BC. Although the City can only formally require these items 

from rezonings, use of the label “Required” communicates the City’s desire to 
maximize sustainability opportunities that are within close reach.   

 
Weighting & Scoring Items  
A key question is whether all items should be weighted equally or if some hold greater 
importance. This is a question both within and between sections. Different cities use a 

variety of methods. Some place a stronger priority on Environment; some use a 
balanced ‘triple-bottom-line’ approach. A project’s ultimate Report Card score could 

represent any point between weak and excellent sustainability performance. Staff are 
seeking input on whether there should be a minimum score in each section and/or 

overall, and also what incentives are appropriate for high-scoring projects.  

 
Key Questions 
1. Items:  What items are missing or which should come off? 
2. Stages:  Is the two-stage format useful? Are items assigned to the right stage? 

3. Requirements:  Is this concept appropriate? Should items be added/removed? 
4. Weighting:  Should Environment, Social & Cultural, and Economy be weighted 

equally? Within each sections, should some items be given more weight? 
5. Final Score:  Should there be minimum scores overall or within each of the three 

key sections? What incentives are appropriate? 
 

I look forward to your feedback. Please call me with any questions. 
 

Sincerely, 

 
Eric Westberg, Planning Analyst. ewestberg@newwestcity.ca. 604-527-4562 
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Environment  
      

1. Building Rating Standards 
Y
e
s 

N
o 

N
/
A 

Comments  
Staff 
Rating  

FIRST STAGE-- RECOMMENDED      

a) Achieves a recognized industry standard for 
energy efficiency or sustainable design, such as 
LEED; BuiltGreen Gold; BC Hydro PowerSmart 
Gold; Energuide 82; or performance 25% better 
than Model National Energy Code.  

     

2. Waste, Recycling & Materials  
Y
e
s 

N
o 

N
/
A 

Comments  
Staff 
Rating  

FIRST STAGE-- REQUIRED      

b) Incorporates 3-stream recycling collection 
facilities (waste, recyclables, compost) in a secure 
common area in commercial and multi-family 
residential buildings as outlined in the Metro 
Vancouver recycling space & access standards 
(Appendix A). 
 

     

SECOND STAGE-- REQUIRED      

c) Includes a plan for construction waste disposal, 
specifying what percent of materials to be recycled.  
 
(Recommended: 75% or greater*) 
 
[*by volume or weight, depending on industry 
standard-- wood vs. metal, etc] 

     

SECOND STAGE-- RECOMMENDED      

d) Incorporates use of recycled and/or salvaged 
materials into the design of the new building.  
 
Recommended % of total building material cost: 
Recycled-- minimum 7.5%.  
Salvaged/Refurbished-- minimum 10%. 
Note that heritage lumber/siding must be graded 

     

e) Uses low-VOC (volatile organic compound) paints, 
carpeting and adhesives to improve indoor air 
quality. 
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3. Stormwater Management & Water Conservation  
Y
e
s 

N
o 

N
/
A 

Comments  
Staff 
Rating  

FIRST STAGE-- RECOMMENDED      
f) Incorporates green roofs on concrete buildings to 

improve building energy efficiency, reduce heat 
island effect & stormwater runoff, and create 
habitat & biodiversity. 

 
(Green roofs may be either of two general types: 
Intensive— deeper than 12”; more bio-diverse; 
regular maintenance; accessible to people. 
Extensive— less than 12” deep; less diverse; lower 
maintenance; usually not accessible.) 
   

     

SECOND STAGE-- REQUIRED      

g) Uses construction techniques which minimize site 
disturbance (sedimentation & erosion) during the 
development phase.  

 
(See specifications in the City’s Building Permit 
Requirement Package.) 

     

h) Provides for stormwater retention & evaporation, 
and groundwater treatment and recharge in the 
stormwater management plan. 

 
(See Metro Vancouver Stormwater Source Control 
Design Guidelines) 
http://www.metrovancouver.org/about/publications/
Publications/Storm_Source_Control_PartII.pdf 
 

     

i) Uses drought-tolerant landscaping and/or high-
efficiency or captured rainwater irrigation 
systems. 
 

     

SECOND STAGE-- RECOMMENDED      

j) Provides 20 cm (8 in) of topsoil as finished grading 
for groundwater recharge, stormwater 
retention/evaporation. 
 

     

k) Reuse existing topsoil and other soils through 
on-site or nearby storage and topsoil screening or 
other related practices,  

     

68



DRAFT   3 

 

 

4. Biodiversity, Habitat & Food Systems  
Y
e
s 

N
o 

N
/
A 

Comments  
Staff 
Rating  

FIRST STAGE-- RECOMMENDED      

l) Provides open greenspace and other greened 
features, including landscaped common areas 
and walkways to green the built environment. 

     

m) Retains sound original trees and landscape 
features or provides a net gain in tree canopy and 
landscaped area.  

 
(See specifications in the City’s Building Permit 
Requirement Package.) 

     

n) Provides space for growing food on private 
balconies and in common areas (i.e. at-grade 
gardens or raised planters). 

     

SECOND STAGE-- REQUIRED      

o) Provides plants and staked trees in accordance 
with the BC Landscape Standard. 

     

SECOND STAGE-- RECOMMENDED      

p) Removes invasive species and incorporates native 
or adaptive species which provide multi-storey 
habitat (i.e. groundcover, shrubs, & trees). 

 
(NOTE: Invasive species as defined by the 
Invasive Plant Council of BC.) 
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5. Energy Efficient Building Design  
Y
e
s 

N
o 

N
/
A 

Comments  
Staff 
Rating  

FIRST STAGE-- RECOMMENDED      

q) Situates and masses buildings to maximize 
natural lighting and ventilation. Provides 
operable windows on two sides of residential units 
(where possible) to maximize cross-ventilation. 

     

r) Provides for natural light but limits the overall 
amount of exterior glazing to minimize seasonal 
heat loss and heat gain. 
 
Proposed glazed area % of envelope: _______% 
 
(Recommended: Below 60% of building envelope) 

     

s) Uses landscaping and deciduous trees to limit 
solar heat gain and provide sunlight access in 
winter. 

     

SECOND STAGE-- RECOMMENDED      

t) Incorporates reflective roofing material (high 
albedo) and exterior window shading devices to 
limit excessive solar heat gain. 

     

u) Achieves building envelope energy 
performance above Building Code requirements 
so that building heat loss is minimized. 

     

6. Alternative Energy & Energy-Efficient Systems  
Y
e
s 

N
o 

N
/
A 

Comments  
Staff 
Rating  

FIRST STAGE-- RECOMMENDED      

v) Incorporates alternative energy systems, such 
as geo-exchange, solar, or district energy.  

 
(Note % amount of building energy supply 
provided by alternative systems)  
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SECOND STAGE-- REQUIRED      

w) Uses energy-efficient lighting in individual units 
and common areas. 

     

x) Provides programmable thermostats in each 
residential or commercial unit. 

     

y) Provides EnergyStar-rated appliances.      

SECOND STAGE-- RECOMMENDED      

z) Incorporates solar or geo-exchange systems for 
building hot water heating. 

     

aa) Uses an alternative heating technology in place of 
traditional electric baseboard heaters to heat 
individual units. 

     

bb) Incorporates high-efficiency HVAC systems (i.e. 
heat recovery systems, variable speed fans, etc.). 

     

7. Sustainable Transportation  
Y
e
s 

N
o 

N
/
A 

Comments  
Staff 
Rating  

FIRST STAGE-- RECOMMENDED      

cc) Provides end-of-trip bicycle facilities for 
commercial uses as outlined in City policy 
(Appendix B).  
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dd) Provides a co-op vehicle and co-op vehicle 
parking space in accordance with the City’s 
parking reduction incentive policy.  

 
(Note: Section 150.74 of the City Zoning By-law 
allows for a reduction of 3 required spaces if a co-
op vehicle & space is provided. This applies to 
multi-family residential, commercial, and industrial 
uses)  

     

SECOND STAGE-- RECOMMENDED      

ee) Provides electric plug-ins in multi-family 
buildings to support use of electric vehicles. 

 
(Recommended: 5% of resident parking stalls) 

     

Social & Cultural 
 

   

      

1. Housing  
Y
e
s 

N
o 

N
/
A 

Comments 
Staff 
Rating 

FIRST STAGE-- RECOMMENDED      

a) Provides ground-oriented units.  
 

     

b) Provides a diversity of unit sizes.  
 
(Please detail the number of studio, 1BR, 2BR, 
3BR units and their % of total units) 

     

c) Provides long-term market rental units, protected 
as rental for 20+ years. 

     

d) Does the project result in a net gain of rental 
housing units? 

     

e) Supports aging-in-place by incorporating 
adaptable housing design features as outlined in 
the BC Building Code. 
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f) Includes other adaptable housing & barrier-free 
design features not encompassed by (e). (i.e. 
Housing for the lifespan of all people– this 
includes children, parents with strollers, visitability 
features, etc). 

     

SECOND STAGE-- RECOMMENDED      

g) Includes affordable housing units (market or 
non-market). 

     

2. Heritage 
Y
e
s 

N
o 

N
/
A 

Comments 
Staff 
Rating 

FIRST STAGE-- RECOMMENDED      

h) Achieves a recognized industry standard for 
heritage conservation. 

 
(i.e. Standards & Guidelines for the Conservation 
of Historic Places in Canada) 

     

i) Includes reuse of an existing heritage structure 
through restoration or rehabilitation. May include 
re-location. 

     

j) Integrates authentic and existing heritage 
features such as signs, garden walls, gates, 
sidewalks, and/or heritage trees/landscaping. 

     

k) Includes references to historic site or 
neighbourhood character or history in the building 
architecture and/or proposed use. 
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SECOND STAGE-- RECOMMENDED      

l) Includes a professional heritage conservation 
plan. 

     

m) Includes reuse of salvaged materials from an on-
site or an at-risk off-site heritage building, or from 
a salvage ‘store’. 
 
(Note-- Heritage lumber/siding must be graded if 
used in structural or building envelope 
applications) 

     

3. Amenities & Cultural 
Y
e
s 

N
o 

N
/
A 

 Comments  
Staff 
Rating  

FIRST STAGE-- RECOMMENDED      

n) Provides public amenities (check all that apply): 
 

a. Child care facility 
b. Communal gardens 
c. Accessible green roof 
d. Play areas 
e. Public art 
f. Public gathering place 
g. Other________________________ 

 

     

o) Provides private common area amenities (check 
all that apply): 
 

a. Communal gardens 
b. Accessible green roof 
c. Play areas 
d. Social gathering place 
e. Other________________________ 

 

     

p) Uses high quality and creative design elements 
and public art to add vibrancy and promote 
community values and identity. 
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Economic      

      

1. Sustainable Employment & Finance   
Y
e
s 

N
o 

N
/
A 

 Comments  
Staff 
Rating  

FIRST STAGE-- RECOMMENDED      

a) Creates permanent employment opportunities.       

b) Creates employment in strategic sectors 
identified in the City’s 2008 Livable City Strategy, 
such as Health, Education and Creative/ 
Technology sectors. 

     

c) Expands community opportunities for training 
and education. 

     

SECOND STAGE-- RECOMMENDED      

d) Results in a net increase in the City’s property 
tax base. 
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2. Sustainable Land Use 
Y
e
s 

N
o 

N
/
A 

 Comments  
Staff 
Rating  

FIRST STAGE-- RECOMMENDED      
e) Creates more intensive use of land that 

supports local businesses. 
     

f) Redevelops a former industrial brownfield site.      

g) Supports and/or is compatible with the ongoing 
viability of surrounding existing commercial or 
industrial employers. 

     

3. Offices for Local & Regional Needs 
Y
e
s 

N
o 

N
/
A 

 Comments  
Staff 
Rating  

FIRST STAGE-- RECOMMENDED      
h) Provides office floorspace suitable for use by 

companies serving the regional office market or 
serving the needs of the surrounding 
neighbourhood. 

     

4. Retail Space for Local & Regional Needs  
Y
e
s 

N
o 

N
/
A 

 Comments  
Staff 
Rating  

FIRST STAGE-- RECOMMENDED      

i) Supports walking to shops & services by 
strengthening an existing/planned neighbourhood 
centre or broadening its current retail/service mix. 

     

j) Supports destination commercial uses such as 
specialty retail, entertainment and dining. 
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APPENDIX A 
 

Metro Vancouver Recycling Space & Access Standards (Draft) 

 
(Note: Access Standards are in-process and will be added shortly). 
 
In addition to storage space for the deposit and collection of garbage or refuse: 
 

1.1 The minimum size of the centralized recycling storage space for multi-family residential buildings and 

hospitality lodgings shall be the greater of: 

(a) 5 m2 or 

(b) the space allocation determined by multiplying the number 

 of housing units by 0.24 m2
  

1.2 For new multi-family building construction only, the centralized recycling storage space must also 

include a “Flex Space” for storage of other reusable or recyclable materials. The required size of this 

space is 50% of the space allocation for recyclable materials specified in Section 1.1. 

1.3 The minimum size of the centralized recycling storage space for commercial buildings shall be the 

greater of: 

(a) 4 m2 or 

(b) the space allocation determined by multiplying the commercial floor area by the space allocation 

ratios defined in the table below for the listed building type:  

 
Building Development Type Space Allocation per m2 of 

floor area 

Retail 0.012 m2 
Office 0.004 m2 

Large Venue 0.007 m2 
Restaurant 0.022 m2 

 
to a maximum requirement of 50 m2, at which point the frequency of collection can increase beyond 
once per seven days. 
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APPENDIX B 
 

BICYCLE END-OF-TRIP FACILITIES POLICY (Adopted Oct 27, 2008) 

 

1.0 Intent: 

The provision of end-of-trip bicycle parking facilities for every new development or an addition to a 

development in New Westminster which results in a requirement of four or more bicycle parking 

spaces in accordance with the New Westminster Zoning Bylaw. 

 

2.0 Implementation: 

End-of-trip bicycle parking facilities required in accordance with the above Intent shall be required as a 

condition of approval of rezonings. 

 

The provision of end-of-trip bicycle parking facilities in accordance with the above ‘intent’ will be 

strongly encouraged by the City of New Westminster where a project does not require rezoning.   The 

provision of end-of-trip bicycle parking facilities will be included in the City’s Smart Growth Checklist 

and will be considered when determining if a project has sufficiently addressed the need to develop in 

a sustainable manner.    

 

3.0 End-of-Trip Facility Standards 

 

 Minimum Number For Each Gender 

Required Number of 

Class A Bicycle Spaces 

Water Closets Wash Basins Showers 

0-3 0 0 0 

4-29 1 1 1 

30-64 2 1 2 

65-94 3 2 3 

95-129 4 2 4 

130-159 5 3 5 

160-194 6 3 6 

Over 194 6 plus 1 for each 

additional 30 bicycle 

spaces or part thereof  

3 plus 1 for each 

additional 30 bicycle 

spaces or part thereof 

6 plus 1 for each 

additional 30 bicycle 

spaces or part thereof 

 

Where Class “A” bicycle parking is required for non-dwelling uses, the minimum number of clothing lockers 

will equal 0.7 times the number of bicycle parking spaces for each gender.   At least 50% of the clothing lockers 

should be full size (min. 18 cm. [7”] in height).  
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Doc# 159874 

 
Memorandum 

 

To: Community Heritage Commission 

 

Date: March 16, 2011 

From: Julie Schueck, Heritage Planner File: Heritage 

 

Subject: Neighbourhood Historic Context Statements – Uptown and Brow of the 

Hill – An Update 

 

 

The City has entered into a contract with heritage consultants Denise Cook, James 

Burton and Jean Burman for the creation of two Neighbourhood Historic Context 

Statements (Brow of the Hill and Uptown).  This team has completed six context 

statements to date. 

 

Background information has been sent to the consultant team and requests for time 

to hold a mini-workshop have been sent to the Brow of the Hill Residents’ 

Association and to Century House.  These workshops are a dynamic and fun 

experience for both the participants and the consultants as everyone gathers 

around a large aerial map of their neighbourhood and begins sharing stories and 

ideas. 

 

The CHC will be asked to participate in the review of these Context Statements in 

the following ways: 

 

 Attend neighbourhood meetings if available; 

 Review each draft of the documents; 

 Offer suggestions on content, neighbourhood places of interest, other 

people or groups to consult, etc; 

 Final sign-off/support through a motion. 

 

The time-line for this project is: 

 

March  2011   Begin project 

                Review material and commence research 

  

April 2011         Continue Research,  

Photo survey of neighbourhoods 

Consultation with Brow of the Hill Residents’ Association 

and with seniors at Century House – Date TBD 
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Doc#159874 

May 2011  Heritage Commission – May 4, 2011 

                     NW Heritage Preservation Society – Date TBD            

         

June 28, 2011 Final Report Due 

  

The consultant deliverables for this project will include the following items in a 

final report that will be provided in digital and paper copy format: 

 

1) Historic Context Statements for Brow of the Hill and Uptown 

Neighbourhoods: 

The consultant team is to review existing information, undertake 

historical research, consult identified local resident and heritage groups, 

and to carry out other necessary activities in order to prepare a historic 

context statement for these two New Westminster neighbourhoods. 

 

2) Draft set of Themes for the Brow of the Hill and Uptown Neighbourhoods: 

Using the historic context statements as starting points, the consultant 

team will identify themes for each of the 2 neighbourhoods. 

 

3) A list of resources for the Brow of the Hill and Uptown Neighbourhoods: 

The consultant team will develop of draft list of heritage resources 

(buildings, trees, views, etc) that research and the residents have 

indicated are important. These lists will form the basis for future 

Heritage Register update projects. 

 

4) A document listing the reasons why these places are important, including 

stories and memories: 

In addition to the list of resources in item #3 above, the consultant team 

shall note down any comments from the community with respect to why 

these places hold significance, including any stories and memories. 

 

5) A collection of historic and contemporary photographs of the identified 

resources and overall neighbourhoods: 

The consultant team will provide digital contemporary and historic 

photographs of as many identified resources as possible. 

 

 

If you have any questions or wish to participate more closely in the project, please 

contact me at 604.527.4556 or at jschueck@newwestcity.ca . 
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February 24, 2011  

 

 

Denise Cook 

764 Donegal Place 

North Vancouver, British Columbia  V7N 2X7 

Canada 

 

 

Dear Ms. Cook: 

 

Re:  Neighbourhood Context Statement Project 

 

 

The City of New Westminster wishes to retain a heritage consultant firm to develop 

Historic Context Statements for two of the City’s eleven neighbourhoods (as defined 

by Neighbourhood Associations). 

 

The purpose of this project is to provide a clear understanding of the heritage value 

and resources that these two neighbourhood identify for themselves.  The 

Neighbourhood Context Statements will assist in the creation and revision of general 

planning polices and will also have the direct benefit of informing the City’s new 

Heritage Revitalization Agreements Policy. 

  

The primary focus of this project is to engage citizens directly through existing 

resident association meetings, and through the Community Heritage Commission and 

the New Westminster Heritage Preservation Society. The City will be responsible for 

providing research material that we have in our existing files and for arranging 

meeting times and venues. The City will also provide large-format aerial maps for use 

during these meetings. 

  

The consultant deliberables for this project should include the following items in a 

final report that will be provided in digital and paper copy format: 

 

1) Historic Context Statements for Brow of the Hill and Uptown 

Neighbourhoods: 

 

  

Doc # 157930 
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New Westminster Development Services Department 
 

February 24, 2011  - 2 - 

 

The consultant team is to review existing information, undertake historical 

research, consult identified local resident and heritage groups, and to carry 

out other necessary activities in order to prepare a historic context statement 

for these two New Westminster neighbourhoods. 

 

2) Draft set of Themes for the Brow of the Hill and Uptown Neighbourhoods: 

Using the historic context statements as starting points, the consultant team 

will identify themes for each of the 2 neighbourhoods. 

 

3) A list of resources for the Brow of the Hill and Uptown Neighbourhoods: 

The consultant team will develop of draft list of heritage resources 

(buildings, trees, views, etc) that research and the residents have indicated 

are important. These lists will form the basis for future Heritage Register 

update projects. 

 

4) A document listing the reasons why these places are important, including 

stories and memories: 

In addition to the list of resources in item #3 above, the consultant team shall 

note down any comments from the community with respect to why these 

places hold significance, including any stories and memories. 

 

5) A collection of historic and contemporary photographs of the identified 

resources and overall neighbourhoods: 

The consultant team will provide digital contemporary and historic 

photographs of as many identified resources as possible. 

  

The following schedule and activities are proposed: 

 

March  2011   Begin project 

                Review material and commence research 

  

April 2011         Continue Research,  

Photo survey of neighbourhoods 

Consultation with Brow of the Hill Residents’ Association and 

with seniors at Century House – Date TBD 

  

May 2011  Heritage Commission – May 4, 2011 

                     NW Heritage Preservation Society – Date TBD            

         

June 28, 2011 Final Report Due 

  

  

The total budget for this project is $5,000.00 plus HST. 
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New Westminster Development Services Department 
 

February 24, 2011  - 3 - 

  

 

We look forward to working with you again.  If you have any questions, please 

contact Julie Schueck at 604-527-4556 or at jschueck@newwestcity.ca . 

 

 

 

Yours truly, 

 

 

 

 

 

Beverly Grieve, 

Manager Planning 

Development Services  

 

 

 

:jcs 

 

cc: Julie Schueck 

Heritage Planner 

 

att. (0) 
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Doc#159533 

City of New Westminster 
 

R E P O R T  
 

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPARTMENT 

 

To: Members of the Community Heritage 

Commission 

 

Date: March 3, 2011 

From: Kathleen Stevens , 

Planning Assistant 

 

File: 09.1795.00 

Subject: Addition to ‘Potential Place Names 2010’ list  

 

 

BACKGROUND
1
 

Edna Lillian Anderson (Moore), born on December 3, 1918, passed away on February 

23, 2011. Edna Anderson spent most of her 92 years giving back to her family, her 

friends and the community of Queensborough and city of New Westminster. Edna was 

known as the Queen of Queensborough and was well respected for her love of learning 

and sharing her many talents of writing, poetry, music and the arts with all around her.  

Edna was a life long volunteer giving back to her 

community beginning with teaching new immigrants to 

read and write and integrate with their new home. Edna 

was very active in the New Westminster Symphony 

playing the violin and being involved in many events to 

support the Symphony. She continued her volunteer work 

in many areas including leading the Dunwood Singers, a 

group of seniors, who sang in many forums including city 

events and seniors homes and being President of the Dolls 

of Yesteryear Club which supported a Women's 

Emergency Shelter.  

Edna was very active in the Queensborough community participating and sharing her 

knowledge of history, dolls and crafts with the elementary students at Queensborough 

school. Edna also participated actively as a member and president of both the 

Queensborough Special Program committee and the Old Age Pensioners Association.  

Edna was also instrumental in a number of projects to ensure that the history of 

Queensborough would be known for generations to come including an historical 

                                              
1
Information and Photo obtained from Obituary:  

http://www.legacy.com/can-vancouver/obituaries.asp?Page=LifeStory&PersonID=148839953 
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City of New Westminster 

 
March 3, 2011 -2- 

 

 

compilation and presentation of over 500 slides showing the life and times of 

Queensborough and New Westminster, the Queensborough Community Centre Historical 

Mural Millennium Project and four historical collages with over 1000 pictures depicting 

the people and history of Queensborough.  

Edna was also very active in the New Westminster Historical Society as both a volunteer 

at Irving House and the historical archives. Through Edna's storytelling she was able to 

bring the early 1900's to life for visitors to Irving House. Edna was also an avid writer 

and poet having published five books including Queensborough Memories, Elizabeth 

Irving and a Rhyme of Time. Edna just completed her seventh book titled 

Queensborough Stories depicting her eighty years of life in Queensborough. Edna also 

set up an annual bursary for a Grade 12 student from Queensborough who plans to pursue 

an education degree at university.  

Edna spent almost 90 years in her childhood home in Queensborough, creating an award 

garden winning with dahlias that were loved by all who passed by. Edna spent her last 

years at Royal City Manor continuing to give back participating in special events, 

contributing poems to the newsletter, and helping her fellow residents.  

As a writer, poet, teacher and model citizen Edna was the Poet Laureate Emeritus for 

New Westminster, Citizen of the Year of New Westminster, recipient of the Governor 

General's Millennium Medal and Queen's Jubilee Medal and was awarded an honorary 

high school diploma from the New Westminster Secondary School and an educational 

degree from Simon Fraser University.  

EXISTING POLICY 

The Street Naming Policy, available from the Development Services Department, 

Planning Division, suggests the following for place names: 

 Historic places; 

 Historic events; 

 Special characteristics of the area; or  

 People who made a significant contribution to the City in any aspect of 

community life. 

With respect to naming streets after longtime residents and/or people who served the City 

for many years, those people must be deceased prior to having a street named after them.  

Street names should reflect the City’s historic ethnic diversity. Names should relate to the 

specific geographic area in which they are proposed. 
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PROPOSAL 

With the recent passing of Edna Anderson, it has been suggested that her name be added 

to the ‘Potential Place Names 2010’ list because of her significant contribution to New 

Westminster, specifically in Queensborough.  

 

 

 
Kathleen Stevens,  

Planning Assistant 
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Doc# 159915 

 
Memorandum 

 

To: Community Heritage Commission 

 

Date: March 16, 2011 

From: Julie Schueck, Heritage Planner File: Heritage 

 

Subject: Prince of Wales Award 

 

 

I am very pleased to share with you that New Westminster has been nominated by 

Heritage BC for the prestigious Prince of Wales Prize for Municipal Heritage 

Leadership! 

 

Under the generous patronage of His Royal Highness, 

The Prince of Wales, this prize is awarded to a municipal 

government which has “demonstrated a strong and 

sustained commitment to the conservation of its historic 

places”. 

 

The Planning Division will be working with Heritage BC 

to develop a nomination submission package in time for 

the April 30, 2011 deadline. 

 

If anyone has photos, news clippings, or any other 

printed material that would be helpful for the submission, please contact Julie 

Schueck or Kathleen Stevens. 

 

Once the 1000 word essay has been written, it will be forwarded electronically to 

the CHC for comment. 

 

“In keeping with His Royal Highness’ commitment to architecture, the 
environment, and inner-city renewal, The Prince of Wales agreed to lend his title 
to the creation in 1999 of a prize to be awarded annually to the government of a 
municipality which has demonstrated its strong and sustained commitment to the 
conservation of its historic places. The local government must have a record of 
supporting heritage preservation through such means as regulation, policies, 
funding and exemplary stewardship. The nomination must provide evidence that 
heritage properties in the given municipality have improved over a period of 
time.”  

jschueck@newwestcity.ca  kstevens@newwestcity.ca  
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This Old House magazine chooses Charlottetown as one of 

Canada's Best Old-House Neighbourhoods 2011 
A Canadian magazine has deemed Charlottetown’s historic residences some of the finest in the 

country 

 

 

Charlottetown, March 4, 2011 - After researching hundreds of cities, towns and 
neighborhoods throughout the United States, Puerto Rico and Canada, This Old House magazine 

decided Charlottetown deserves special recognition as one of Canada’s Best Old-House 
Neighborhoods 2011 for its astonishing selection of great homes and the community spirit that 

supports them. 
 
Mayor Clifford Lee was pleased, but not surprised, the City was chosen. "Sometimes you take for 

granted what you see every day, we all pass these beautiful heritage homes as we make our way 
to home, work and school," he said. 

 
"Charlottetown is a lovely, historic City. Well-loved, preserved heritage homes make a city 

interesting and attractive to residents and visitors. I think this speaks to the spirit of 
Charlottetown residents who work so hard to keep heritage homes in mint condition. It’s a 

pleasure to have a national magazine recognize the beauty of our city’s homes." 
 

Coun. Rob Lantz, chair of the city’s Planning and Heritage Committee, called the magazine a 
"pioneer" in the field of heritage home improvement and carpentry education.  

 
"Having just celebrated Heritage Day, we're proud to be recognized for our historically significant 

building stock and architecture," he said. 
 

"It is particularly timely with Holland College set to offer a new program in Heritage Retrofit 
Carpentry. With this recognition, we expect renewed interest and capacity to preserve our 

incredible heritage assets well into the future." The magazine’s editor, Scott Omelianuk, said 
their goal was simple.  

 
"We wanted to recognize cities, towns or individual neighborhoods that might not be on our 

readers’ radar, but deserve to be; places overflowing with beautiful, architecturally significant, or 
even, historic houses with special appeal to old-house-loving buyers," he said. 

 
"We also looked for places where people are happy to lend a helping hand on a neighbor’s home 

improvement project; where spur-of-the-moment porch parties are among residents’ favorite 
summer activities; where amenities, such as restaurants, hardware stores, or hiking trails, are 

just a short walk or drive away, and where people come together for special events, whether it’s 
a holiday festival or a house tour; a 4th of July parade or a chilly night outside watching a local 

college or high school’s football game. " 
 

Mayor Lee hopes the designation will help ensure Charlottetown’s continued success in 
revitalization by getting the word out to hundreds of thousands of old-house-enthusiasts 

nationwide. All of the winners can now be seen on the This Old House website, 
www.thisoldhouse.com/best-places. 

For more information :  

Page 1 of 2The Municipal Information Network

3/8/2011http://www.municipalinfonet.com/imprimer_nouvelle.asp?ID=150213
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FOR COUNCIL INFORMATION 
c. City Administrator 

Director of Legislative Services . 
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BRITISH 
COLUMBIA 

The Best Place on Earth 

FEB 2 220fT 

Ref: 47172 

FEB 1 6 2011 

His Worship Mayor Wayne Wright 
City of New Westminster 
511 Royal Avenue 
New Westminster, BC V3L IH9 

Dear Mayor Wright: 

Thank you for your letter of December 13,2010, in support of Heritage BC's Call to Renew 
British Columbia's Heritage Program. 

Historic place conservation continues to be an integral part of several government programs, and 
we are working to find strategies to integrate heritage conservation into sustainable community 
development, climate action, and economic development. These strategies are founded on the 
principle of strong inter-agency cooperation, and are designed to benefit the conservation of our 
historic places without being dependent on discretionary spending dedicated solely to heritage 
conservation. By encouraging and facilitating historic place conservation through these 
cooperative strategies, government can ensure that our heritage of historic places is not 
diminished during periods of economic downturn. 

For example, since 2009 the Government of British Columbia has provided $2.4 million for 
the retraining and employment of 55 laid-off resource workers to develop traditional trade skills 
and carry out much-needed mainteriance work at the provincial historic properties of 
Cottonwood House, QuesnelForks, Hat Creek ~anch, aarkervill~ and Fdrt Steele. This 
initiative was realized through a partnership between the Ministry of Tourism, Trade and 
Investment (MTTI), and the former Ministry of Community and Rural Development, funding the 
Community Development Trust's Job Opportunities Program and Tuition Assistance Program, 
and working with the College of New Caledonia's Heritage Trades Training Program. 

Through the Experiences BC Cooperative Marketing Program, MTTI provided $132,000 to the 
Heritage Tourism Alliance. By facilitating its creation and by providing funding, MTTI supports 
a new sector offering a province-wide focus for heritage resource-based economic development. 

Ministry of Tourism, 
Trade and Investment 

Minister Responsible for the 
Intergovernmental Relations 
Secretariat 

Office of the Minister Mailing Address: 
PO Box 9071 Stn Prov Govt 
Victoria BC V8W 9E2 
Phone: 250953-4246 
Fax: 250953-4250 

Location: 
Room 346 
Parliament Buildings 
Victoria BC 

.. .12 
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His Worship Mayor Wayne Wright 
Page 2 

One more example of this new approach to heritage conservation is rehabilitation of the Kinsol 
Trestle. A significant proportion of the funding for this heritage and outdoor recreation project is . 
being provided by other ministries. Our role was to encourage government colleagues to view 
the Kinsol Trestle in a different light: as provincial transportation infrastructure with heritage 
tourism and recreational value. The Kinsol Trestle, an important piece of cultural infrastructure 
in British Columbia, is clear evidence that the facilitation of historic place conservation, when 
strategically aligned with other government objectives, remains very much an active piece of 
government policy. 

Since its creation through a $5 million endowment by the Province in 2003, the Heritage Legacy 
Fund (HLF) has been a significant initiative for heritage conservation in British Columbia. Since 
2005, HLF has distributed over $1.2 million to heritage projects benefitting over 55 
communities. For the past two years they have provided support to Heritage BC to continue 
providing services to organizations such as yours. The HLF's provision of financial support for 
heritage throughout the Province has been an important aspect of increasing awareness of the 
value of historic places in our communities in the last five years. Local groups and individuals 
can also contribute to building the Heritage Legacy Fund to better support heritage in 
British Columbia. 

Through these initiatives, the Province continues to recognize and honour the work of our 
forebears and their legacies in our communities. 

Thank you for your interest in the provincial heritage program. 

Sincerely, 

~/l;lM--3CW;l ~. 
Margaret MacDiarmid 
Minister 

pc: Heritage BC 
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December 13,2010 

Office of the Premier of British Columbia 
Box 9041 
Station PROV GOVT 
Victoria, Be V8W 9E1 

Dear Premier: 

v': a:.1' ne "I';,'[l:'ighit 
Mal'or 

Re: Heritage BC's "A Call to Review BC's Heritage Program" 

The Government of British Columbia has, in the past, supported the important economic and 
cultural program of heritage conservation in the province. For decades, BC led the rest of the 
country in heritage conservation initiatives through heritage legislation, the creation of the 
Heritage Branch and 'Heritage BC', reliable funding sources, and other means. 

The City of New Westminster has participated in and benefited significantly from the above 
initiatives and, in particular, from the support ofthe provincial Heritage Branch and Heritage BC 
in order to establish a strong and progressive municipal heritage program of which we are very 
proud. 

It is, therefore, of great concern that BC's heritage program is now in a state of crisis. In 
response, the Mayor and Council of New Westminster endorsed the following motion on 
October 25,2010: 

THAT in recognition of the present dire situation of heritage funding in the province, a 
recommendation be forwarded to Council requesting a letter of supportfor the 'Call to 
Renew British Columbia's Heritage Program ' as putforth by Heritage BC; and 

THAT the letter be sent to the provincial government. 

Accordingly, Council has expressed its support for the following as proposed by Heritage BC: 

1. Adopt the Provincial Heritage Strategy 
Adopt the draft British Columbia Heritage Strategy to reaffirm commitment to 
conservation and renew confidence in the future. 

51] Royal ' ;venue, Nt:w W'est~ni:\s:er, Be, Canada V3I. : Hg 

1 (604) ~27 4522 F (60/') 52? 'I S9(J 
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2. Restore the Heritage Branch Budget 
The Heritage Branch is the provincial agency that implements government heritage 
policies and administers essential programs, but drastic cuts have seriously undennined 
its capacity to deliver on these responsibilities. The Heritage Brach budget must be 
restored. 

3. Resolve the Heritage Properties Question 
The series of historic sites known as the Heritage Properties has become a chronic 
problem and a drain on energy and resource. The government must resolve the Heritage 
Properties question so that it can address other urgent issues in the heritage file. 

4. Restore Community Support 
The 'BC approach' to heritage conservation devolves substantial responsibilities to the 
local level. A restored heritage program budget must restore services, funding and 
encouragement to local government and commlmity heritage organizations. 

5. Invest in the Heritage Legacy Fund 
A further investment of $5 million is required to generate the necessary income to 
maintain the status quo and meet current responsibilities, including the support of 
Heritage Be. To respond to the growing demand for community support would require 
an investment of $1 0 million. 

In conclusion, New Westminster looks forward to the return of a strong provincial heritage 
program and encourages the Government of British Columbia to carefully consider Heritage 
BC's "A Call to Renew British Columbia's Heritage Program", and in particular the five action 
items noted above. 

Sincerely, 

Wayne Wright, 
Mayor of New Westminster 

cc. All Members of the BC Legislative Assembly 
New Westminster City Council 
Heritage BC 
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Kathleen Stevens

From: Heritage BC [update@heritagebc.ca]
Sent: Monday, February 21, 2011 1:24 PM
To: Kathleen Stevens
Subject: Update: February 21 2011

FEBRUARY 21 2011 

George Abbott Responds to 

'A Call to Renew' 

Liberal leadership candidate George Abbott has come out with a 

firm commitment to Heritage BC and the Heritage Legacy Fund.  

The commitment was contained in a news release on February 18. 

 

Mr. Abbott said, as Premier, he will make strategic investments to 

support British Columbia’s network of local heritage organizations.  

Specifically, he commits to: 

 

• Tripling the Heritage Legacy Fund endowment to $15 million 

within the next three years to support more grants to local heritage 

pursuits as well as provide stable funding for Heritage BC; and 

 

• Engaging the heritage community to establish a strategy to ensure 

the ongoing integrity and sustainability of devolved Provincial 

Heritage Properties across the province, including sites such as 

Fort Steele, Barkerville, and Emily Carr House. 

 

Abbott previously announced his intention to restore community 

gaming grants and eligibility to 2008/09 levels. Together, these 

measures respond directly to the five action items identified in 

Heritage BC’s campaign, 'A Call to Renew British Columbia’s 

Heritage Program'. 

 

Heritage BC will be asking the other Liberal leadership hopefuls if 

they are prepared to make a similar commitment. 

 

Mr. Abbott’s news release can be seen on his leadership campaign 

website.  

For more on 'A Call to Renew': 

» A Call to Renew 
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Heritage Week February 21-27 

HelloBC is hosting an online slideshow on this year’s Heritage 

Week theme:  “A Century of Conservation: Parks & Cultural 

Landscapes”.  The content is from the BC Parks Heritage Register 

Records Report, produced by BC Parks and the provincial Heritage 

Branch, which documents the physical and historic context, 

heritage values and character-defining elements of 24 historic 

places within 11 provincial parks. 

» www5.hellobc.com/heritage 

For more about Heritage Week visit our website: 

» Heritage Week 2011 

 

 

what's new     events     awards     education     resources     funding     contact us 
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Kathleen Stevens

From: Heritage BC [lisbailly@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, February 24, 2011 3:54 PM
To: Kathleen Stevens
Subject: Update: February 27 2011

FEBRUARY 27 2011 

A CALL TO RENEW 

Clark Responds to Abbott's Stand  
on Heritage 

A news release last week by Liberal leadership candidate George 

Abbott announced his intention, as premier, to support the Heritage 

Legacy Fund and Heritage BC (see Update February 21).  We then 

asked the other candidates for their response, and received the 

following from Christie Clark: 

 

“I think George has some very good ideas around heritage 

conservation. While I'm not able to make promises around funding 

increases at this time, I do believe we should be supporting 

Heritage BC and working with local community organizations to 

preserve, protect and promote our world-renowned historic assets. 

 

Heritage is a key component of my tourism strategy; along with our 

majestic scenery and world class recreation opportunities, heritage 

sites such as Barkerville are part of what we market to the world as 

the B.C. experience. I want to bring together successful commercial 

players, non-profit and community-based tourist organizations to 

set up a new market-driven regime that will implement a B.C. 

Tourism Strategy, which will be supported by government and have 

predictable funding. We’ll work actively with industry players to 

promote our province as a destination for both holiday travelers and 

convention-goers from around the world. This includes working 

more closely with Ottawa around open skies and improved border 

services for visitors, eliminating fees in provincial parks to 

encourage families to explore B.C. parks, and vigorously 

championing emerging areas in the industry like eco-tourism and 

aboriginal tourism. 

 

And key (to) this strategy is preserving our historic sites so they will 

continue to be a source of education and inspiration for future 

generations.” 

Click here for more:  

» Call to Renew 
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HISTORIC PLACES OF CANADA 

Standards & Guidelines Second Edition 
Now Online 

The Standards & Guidelines for Conservation of Historic Places in 

Canada - this is the go-to document when you are planning for, 

intervening in and using historic places in your community.   

New sections address sustainability-related interventions, recent 

heritage, and topics such as cultural landscapes (including heritage 

districts). 

» www.historicplaces.ca 

 

COMMUNITY HERITAGE COMMISSIONS 

Surrey to Host 2011 CHC Conference 

The Surrey Heritage Advisory Committee has agreed to host the 

fourth annual Community Heritage Commissions Conference on 

Saturday, November 26.  We will keep you informed as the 

program and other details develop. 

Visit our website for current news & events! 

» Events 
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HeritageBC 

HERITAGE WEEK 20 I I 

A Century of 
Conservation 
Parks and Cultural Landscapes 
This year's Heritage Week theme 
celebrates the centennial of two 
institutions that are very important to 
British Columbians - BC Parks and 
Parks Canada. 

Created in 1911, Canada's Dominion Parks 
Service was the first such national organization 
in the world. The same year, the Government 
of British Columbia passed legislation to create 
Strathcona Park on Vancouver Island, the 
beginning of our provincial parks system. 

Today, there are hundreds of provincial parks 
throughout B.C. Our national parks, and 
National Historic Sites which are part of the 
same system, protect and celebrate priceless 
natural treasures and some of our most 
historic places. 

It is easy to take our parks for granted. But 
these park systems would never have come 
into being without a strong conservation ethic. 
The natural wonders and historic sites that 
have been protected over the past 100 years 
are open to all British Columbians, in 
perpetuity. They also attract thousands of 
visitors to our province, making a significant 
contribution to our vital tourism industry. 

Parks and heritage are two sides of the same 
coin. The culture of conservation, caring for 
what has value and protecting it for future 
generations, is the common element. 
Let's celebrate a century of conservation 
this Heritage Week. 

FIND OUT MORE ABOUT HERITAGE WEEK ON OUR 
WEBSITE. READ ABOUT RUCKLE PROVINCIAL PARK 
ON PAGE S. 

• • • • • • • • • • • •• • 
www.heritagebc.ca 
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HERITAGE LEGACY FUND 

Support for HBC Approved 
The board of the Heritage Legacy Fund of B.C. Society met in Victoria on 
November 19. The only funding request on the agenda was operating assistance 
for Heritage BC. The board confirmed continued financial assistance in 20 II, but 
trimmed the award by 25 per cent to avoid further reductions to the community 
grants programs. 

The Heritage Legacy Fund society first stepped in to replace support for HBC 
when it was withdrawn by the provincial government in 2009. That emergency 
funding has resulted in a 40 per cent reduction to the community grants programs, 
which since 2005 have provided $2 million for conservation projects, and are 
deemed essential. 

Two new directors joined the board at the November meeting. Bill Turner 
returned as an appointee of The Land Conservancy, while Eric Pattison replaced 
Don Tonsaker as one oftwo Heritage BC appointees. A founding director, Don 
had been with the board for six years. 

A new executive was also appointed. Maureen Arvanitidis of New Westminster, 
who joined the board last year, was appointed President, taking over from 
Ian Fawcett who had held the post for two years. Maureen is a former director 
of Heritage BC, and as HBC President signed the original Memorandum of Under
standing that established the Heritage Legacy Fund in 2003. She has been very 
active in heritage in her home town for many years, and, with her husband 
Phaedon, is restoring her heritage home. 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

JENNIFER IREDALE 

RICHARD LINZEY 

HERITAGE BRANCH 

Senior Posts Confirmed 
The Ministry of Tourism, Trade and Investment has confirmed Heritage Branch 
staff Jennifer Iredale as Director and Richard Linzey as Manager of Heritage 
Programs and Services. Both had been in an "acting" capacity prior to the 
permanent appointments. 

Jennifer has over 30 years experience as a heritage professional, 25 of them in the 
public sector. She has a BA in history from UBC and a MA in Historic Preservation 
from Columbia University in New York. Highlights of her career include working 
as a curator at several Provincial Heritage Properties, including Barkerville, Point 
Ellice House and Carr House. Jennifer has written for provincial heritage publica
tions on the topic of building conservation, curated exhibits and edited publications 
focussing on women in colonial B.C. As Senior Curator with the Branch she also 
took on responsibilities in heritage tourism and heritage and sustainability. 

Richard Linzey worked as an architect for English Heritage in the UK for fourteen 
years prior to emigrating to Canada. During the year he served as Acting Manager 
for the Branch, he and his team developed an innovative heritage planning program. 
His assignments have included working with the Department of Transportation and 
the Cowichan Valley Regional District to ensure the preservation and rehabilitation 
of the Kinsol Trestle. He also played a significant role in bringing about change in 
the Homeowner Protection Act to better protect heritage bUildings being reha
bilitated for residential purposes, and influencing the new green building code to 
protect heritage window assemblies in retrofitted buildings. 
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CALL TO RENEW 

Campaign Gains Momentum 
As we enter the second year, the campaign to revive British Columbia's heritage 
program is picking up momentum. Still, there have been few signs of response or 
even acknowledgement from the provincial government, and time is limited. 

Last summer, Heritage BC published 'A Call to Renew British Columbia's Heritage 
Program'. Since then, contacting local governments and Community Heritage 
Commissions has resulted in a number of letters of support to the Premier and 
heritage minister. Heritage groups have also made their voices heard, and an appeal 
to Architecture Canada has generated several letters from thei r members, as well 
as a petition. The City of Victoria is submitting a resolution to the Union of B.C. 
Municipalities to be considered at their fall convention. 

In the first week of January, Heritage BC once again contacted members, urging 
them to add their voices in support of 'Call to Renew', and many have already 
responded. A new page has been added to the society's web site which includes 
excerpts from letters received so far, and a sample letter to the heritage minister. 

Late last year the government announced $8.7 million in new spending for heritage 
- all of it going to two of their own heritage sites, Barkerville and Fort Steele. 
This brought the total spent on the provincial Heritage Properties in less than 
two years to almost $17 million, while all other heritage priorities have received 
virtually nothing. In reply, Heritage BC put out a media release sharply criticizing 
this continued lopsided approach to heritage spending, and wrote to the new 
heritage minister, Margaret MacDiarmid, requesting a meeting. Her office is now 
in contact with HBC to fix a date. In the meantime, it is essential that the pressure 
be sustained and increased if there is to be any "hope of a positive result. 
Please add your voice if you have not already done so. 

A CALL TO RENEW: VISIT THIS NEW SECTION Ot'" OUR WEBSITE FOR THE LATEST NEWS, 
A SAMPLE SUPPORT LETTER, QUOTES FROM OTHERS ... AND MORE ABOUT WHAT YOU CAN DO! 

• • • • • • • • • • •• • 
WHAr's NEW 

HBC Conference & AGM Moved to Fall 
For the first time in over a decade the Heritage BC Annual Conference will take 
place in the fall. It will be held at the Shad bolt Centre for the Arts in Burnaby 
on Friday, September 30 and Saturday, October I, 20 II . The dates were chosen 
because the Shadbolt Centre was not available during the usual first week of June 
time slot. The Shadbolt is an excellent and famil iar venue, and will also reduce 
conference expenses significantly, which allows lower registration fees. 

Putting the Annual General Meeting back three months means that the call for 
nominations to the board, which goes out 15 weeks prior to the meeting, will 
be later as well. Five positions on the board become open this year. 

It's Awards Time 
It's heritage awards season again. Deadline for nominations is March I. The Heritage 
Committee has made some revisions to the program this year. The number of 
nominations that may be submitted by any Single nominator in a given year is now 
limited to two. Previously there had been no limit. Award categories have also been 
revised, including the addition of heritage planning and management. 

DETAILED INFORMATION AND NOMINATION FORMS FOR THE HERITAGE BC AWARDS 
PROGRAM CAN BE FOUND ONLINE: www.heritagebc .ca 

"The pmvincial government 

should be a leader in heritage 

(onsel"vation and a strong 

partner with B.C. communities 

as they w"ive to consel"ve their 

iiTeplaceable historic reSOUI"ces. 

Our pmvince once had the best 

heritage pmgram in Canada, 

but little now remains. It is time 

to invest in and rebuild the 

provincial hel"itage program. 

for the sake of our communities 

and all British Columbians." 

.._- ROB GIALLORETO 
PRESIDENT AND CEO. TOURISM VICTORiA 
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CH INESE TIMES BUILDING 

IN VA N COUVER RECEIVED 

SUPPORT FROM THE 

COMMERCIAL HERITAGE 

PRO PERTY INCENTIVE FUND 

", . we have seen the 

dismantling of the 

pan-Canadian Historic 

Places Initiative. and 

the disappearance of 

funding announced for 

a new National Trust. 

Today. the federal role 

in heritage conservation 

is largely non-existent. 

with no statutory protec

tion for national historic 

sites. no rehabilitation 

incentives, and no 

predictable sources 

of funding." 

- - HERITAGE CANADA 
FOUNDATION 

THE HISTORIC PLACES INITIATIVE 

A Lost Opportunity 
Ten years age this spring, the federal gevernment launched an unprecedented initiative. 
Centained within a multifaceted, billien dellar new arts and culture pregram, the heritage 
preject, with a budget ef enly $30 millien, might have seemed pretty incensequential. 
But it wasn't. The Histeric Places Initiative was nething less than the beginning of what 
sheuld have-beceme a new era in heritage censervatien fer Canada. Even the CBC 
appeared to. understand this . The Natienal' cevered the stery fer a week, each night 
delving into. the state ef heritage censervatien in a different part ef the country. 

While seme in British Celumbia's heritage cemmunity greeted the anneuncement with 
skepticism - after all, this was the federal gevernment - Heritage BC teek the view 
that the HPI was petentially the mest impertant develepment at the natienal level in a 
generatien. It made no. sense to. held back: there was little to. lese, and possibly much to. 
gain. The Gevernment ef British Celumbia, with its ewn heritage pregram at an all-time 
lew, also. jumped in with beth feet . 

So. ten years later, where de things stand? This stark assessment by the Heritage Canada 
Feundatien last fall sums things up succinctly: 

" ... we have seen the dismantling ef the pan-Canadian Histeric Places Initiative, and the 
disappearance ef funding anneunced fer a new Natienal Trust. Teday, the federal rele in 
heritage censervation is largely nen-existent, with no. statutery pretectien fer natienal 
histeric sites, no. rehabilitatien incentives, and no. predictable seurces of funding." 

So. what happened? 

Befere its demise last year, the HPI had seme netable achievements. The Canadian 
Register ef Histeric Places was established. Parks Canada published the "Standards and 
Guidelines fer the Censervatien ef Histeric Places in Canada". Fer seme, mest significant 
was the creatien ef the Cemmercial Heritage Property Incentive Fund, with a pilet-preject 
budget ef $30 millien. 

In B.C., an immediate effect ef the HPI was de liars, milliens that flewed into. the previncial 
Heritage Branch ever several years. Many ef these dellars streamed back eut to. lecal 
gevernments fer much-needed werk en cemmunity heritage pregrams, especially the 
creatien, expansien and updating ef heritage registers. 

The Incentive Fund also. breught milliens ef dellars into. a few high-prefile rehabilitatien 
prejects. Overall, the HPI breught funding, training and skills, fresh ideas, and a renewed 
sense ef purpese and capacity. 
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Looked at from a national perspective, the HPI achieved the almost unthinkable in 
bringing all the provinces and territories together to work collaboratively with the 
federal government on a shared vision for heritage conservation. 

In the end, the demise of the HPI was a question of politics. While there were some 
bugs that needed fixing, things were going pretty well. But then the Liberal Govern
ment, which had created the HPI, got mired in the sponsorship scandal and self
destructed. The Conservative Government that took over in 2006 quickly moved to 
terminate the Commercial Heritage Property Incentive Fund as "wasteful spending". 
The HPI limped along, but without essential political support. Last year, funding to 
the provinces and territories, the life blood of the project, ceased. 

In retrospect, the HPI brought a new, values-based approach to heritage conserva
tion, and, for the first time, a unity of understanding across the country. Here in 
B.C., the multi-year infusion of cash gave new life to the provincial heritage program, 
and a lot of important work got done in many communities. But the great potential 
of HPI was not realized. We have a half-completed national her itage register, no 
national heritage incentive program (the key selling point for the majority of heritage 
advocates in B.C.), and the legacy of another cancelled government project, another 
good idea gored by politics . Those who really got behind this program can only feel 
let down . Heritage Canada's uncharacteristically blunt assessment of our country's 
heritage program today is all too accurate. 

• •••• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• •••••••••• 
HERITAGE WEEK 20 I I 

Ruckle Provincial Parl< 
Ruckle Provincial Park on Salt Spring Island offers a-unique blend of history and 
nature . One of the most beautiful parks in the Southern Gulf Islands, it knits 
together the outdoors and history, past and present, in a seamless and pleasing 
patchwork. 

From Ireland, Henry Ruckle arrived on Salt Spring Island in 1872. He married Ella 
Anna Christensen five years later. Unbroken use of the land by Henry and Ella and 
their descendants up to the present day makes Ruckle's the oldest continually 
operating farm in British Columbia. Although they donated most of their property 
to the province in 1974, the Ruckle family still raises sheep on land near the entrance 
to the campground. 

The old homestead was built by Henry prior to bringing his bride and her son Alfred 
to the farm in 1877. Their three children, Ella, Agnes, and Daniel Henry, were all born 
there . In 1931, Gordon Ruckle, grandson of Henry and Ella, inherited the house and 
lived in it with his wife, Lotus , and their children, Gwen and Hen ry. In 1967, shortly 
after electricity was installed, they moved to the fine Queen Anne house near the park 
entrance. 

Today, the historic farm site with in the park includes a barn, a forge, the old pig sty, and 
the original homestead residence. Nearby Beaver Point is the site of a wharf built by 
Henry Ruckle, from which Islanders would row to Vancouver Island for supplies , until 
steamer service commenced in 1889. The wharf remained in use until the 1950's when 
ferry service was moved to Fulford Harbour. A building at the wharf served as general 
store, post office and residence for Mr. and Mrs. W illiam Patterson from 1915 until 
the 1950s. When the ferry service moved to Fulford Harbour, the Patterson business 
moved with it; the wharf and bui ldings were dismantled in 1960. 

There are 15 kilometres of hiking and walking trails within the park, camp sites, 
and many beautiful beaches and views. It is worth a visit. 

THE FIRST RUCKLE FAMILY HOME AND FARM 

OUTBUILDINGS HAVE BEEN RESTORED (PHOTOS; HBC) 

" We have J hJ.jf-(Omr ~ ..:t · ,j 

national hcrli:;1ge !"egisle'l . 

no national her itJgC' illCC, ttvc 

prograrTL .and the legacy of 

another cancelled govunmell t 

p!"oject. another good Idea 

gor-ed by rolitics." 
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PRESIDENT 

HERITAGE BC 
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President's Message 

'A Call to Renew British Columbia's Heritage Program' has been submitted to the 
Premier, the Minister of Tourism, Culture and the Arts, all provincial MLA's, and the 
Heritage BC membership. The submission is a clear and frank summary of the current 
state of heritage conservation in the province, and the immediate actions needed to 
help rectify that state. A follow-up program of activities is currently underway, seeking 
the voice of communities, agencies, and other heritage interests to be forwarded as 
letters of support for the proposal to the Province. 

The Board of Heritage BC held in-depth meetings on October 1-2, focusing on 
potential 20 I I budget provisions and allocations. The Board also worked on updates 
and refinements to the structure and tasks of the Society'S numerous committees. 
The Board was pleased to appoint Eric Pattison as one of our two HBC representa
tives to the Heritage Legacy Fund, and to welcome our new HBC Board member Ziatan 
Jankovic of Vancouver to the discussions. 

It is Heritage Week once again, with the theme, 'A Century of Conservation: Parks & 
Cultural Landscapes' . Recognizing the centennial of our outstanding British Columbia 
provincial parks system, we also have the opportunity to celebrate the many benefits 
all the parks and cultural landscapes provide our citizens - community organization, 
muniCipal, regional, provincial and national. In an important relationship, many of our 
open space treasures also include significant natural or built heritage features that add 
special meaning for British Columbians. All our communities have strong connections 
to the public park systems, and the ways we celebrate them will doubtlessly be as varied 
as the landscapes themselves. 

Once again, a provincial government Cabinet realignment has been made that will have 
bearin,g on heritage conservation matters in B.C. The provincial news release provides 
that heritage conservation affairs will become part of the Ministry ofTourism,Trade and 
Investment, with the Honourable Margaret MacDiarmid as Minister. Heritage BC will 
look forward to pursuing 'A Call to Renew British Columbia's Heritage Program' with 
the minister in days ahead. 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

Executive Director's Message 

What could be worse than having your house catch fire? 
Having it catch fire five minutes before a major earthquake. 
Don't bother calling the fire department. 

It felt a bit like that last fall when B.C. politics started to 
come unglued. For a year we had been trying to get the 
government to focus on the state of the provincial heritage 
program. Then one political party self-destructed, then the 
other. Right now, there almost is no government. 

There is a tenuous relationship between all of these events. 
The economic meltdown that brought the heritage situation 
to a head also led directly to the HST fiasco, and the Liberal 

RICK GOODACRE 

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 

HERITAGE BC 

government implosion. Then that crisis seemed to send the NDP over the edge. 

Whatever the reasons and connections, we are left trying to put out a fire during an 
earthquake. Sirens everywhere, but none coming this way. 

The situation now is that, thanks to the last-ditch cabinet shuffle, we have our third 
heritage minister in 18 months. The incumbent is also the Minister of Education, 
for the time being. When a new Premier is chosen at the end of February, there will be 
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yet another cabinet shake-up, and quite possibly another new minister responsible 
for heritage. Then if a snap election is called, we will start over once more, possibly 
with a different party in power. 

Like an earthquake, these are forces beyond our control. All we can do is soldier 
on, and try to make the best of a difficult situation. We have a program, and we are 
sticking to it. Somewhere in the middle of this maelstrom of political upheaval, and 
musical chairs in the provincial cabinet room, we need to make a connection with 
a government that is willing and able to make some necessary decisions and act on 
them - in other words, to lead. It's going to ~e an interesting year. 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
Heritage Canada Govenor's Message 

With two Heritage Canada Foundation board meetings under 
my belt, I am beginning to understand the complex issues the 
national organization faces. 

Perhaps the most exciting initiative is the continued evolution of 
what was once called the Built Heritage Leaders Forum of which 
Heritage BC has been an integral part since its inception. The 
name of this group has been changed to the National Council of 
the Heritage Canada Foundation - a name that will better reflect 
its work.The purpose is to shape and pursue shared goals and 
achieve greater strength and effectiveness in protecting and 
celebrating historic built and natural sites and communities. 

HELEN EDWARDS 
GOVERNOR 

HERITAGE CANADA 

Communities with national, provincial, or territory-wide mandate are all invited to 
attend future sessions. These are held jointly with-the annual conference and provide 
a forum for exchange of ideas. This is often the only chance that leaders get to share 
information and experiences with others with similar views. Meetings will also assist in 
shaping HCF programs and members will participate on national working groups on key 
issues. 

Another idea that is being explored is joint memberships with provincial and territorial 
organizations. This is still in its infancy but could provide real benefits to members, as 
individuals would become members of both their provincial and national organizations. 
In our scenario, individual members of Heritage BC would also become members of the 
Heritage Canada Foundation and would thus gain entry to historic properties all over 
the world at no cost or a reduced rate. 

Perhaps the most visible evidence of the revitalization of Heritage Canada Foundation 
is the development of a new website. This promises to be more user friendly and to 
provide opportunities for membership renewal and donations online. If we are to 
attract the preservationists of the future, it is vital that we use modern technology as 
the younger generation uses electronic media in almost everything they do. This site 
will also feature current events and concerns - and will broadcast these to a worldwide 
audience in a clean new format. 

Mark your calendars for October 12-16,20 I I for the 14th INTO International 
Conference of National Trusts. Co-hosted by Heritage Canada Foundation (HCF) 
and The Land Conservancy of British Columbia (TLC), the conference will be held in 
Victoria. Conference delegates will also have special access to the Association for 
Preservation Technology International (APTI) 20 I I conference co-located at the 
Fairmont Empress Hotel and Victoria Conference Centre. Sessions will focus on building 
connections and sharing experiences to help organizations, communities and individuals 
charged with caring for special places meet the new challenges and opportunities of the 
21 st century. A key conference goal will be to identify innovative ways to successfully 
engage people and communities in this work. 

HeritageBC 
• • 
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on our. website too! 
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Join us on a virtual history tour! 
Visit over 100 Stop of Interest 
Signs. Explore archive photos, 
stories, games, maps, lesson 
plans and more. Discover the 
interesting people, events and 
landmarks that have shaped 

our provincial heritage. 
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HeritageBC 
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