é Corporation of the City of
amm \NEW WESTMINSTER

COMMUNITY HERITAGE COMMISSION

December 5, 2012 6:00p.m.
Committee Room No. 2

MINUTES
VOTING MEMBERS PRESENT:
Councillor Jamie McEvoy - Chair
Councillor Betty McIntosh - Vice Chair
Harry Buchholz - Community Member
Gavin Hainsworth - Community Member
Gordon Hobbis - Community Member
Keith Hutchinson - Community Member
Christine Vickers - Community Member
Rob McCullough - Community Member
Catherine Hutson - Heritage Preservation Society
VOTING MEMBERS REGRETS:
None
STAFF:
Julie Schueck - Heritage Planner
Kelly Sims - Committee Clerk

The meeting was called to order at 6:07 p.m.

1.0 ADDITIONS TO AGENDA

There were no additions to the agenda.

|20 ADOPTION OF MINUTES

2.1 Adoption of the Minutes of October 10, 2012

MOVED and SECONDED
THAT the Community Heritage Commission meeting minutes of October 10, 2012 be

adopted.
CARRIED.
All members of Commission present voted in favour of the motion.
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3.0

PRESENTATIONS =

3.1

421 Oak Street, Heritage Revitalization Agreement

Julie Schueck, Heritage Planner, provided a summary of the Heritage Revitalization
Agreement (HRA) application for 421 Oak Street. Ms. Schueck informed the Commission
that a formal review of the HRA Application is currently ongoing and provided a brief
background regarding the condition of the home, and heritage restoration and alterations
proposed.

The house located at 421 Oak Street is a single storey, wood-frame house with a large front
window, small side porch with entry door, gable roof and narrow wood siding. It is situated
near the middle of a flat lot in a single family residential neighbourhood called Queens’
Park. The home features modest Craftsman-style architectural details and was completed in
1911 without a basement. The building has remained relatively unaltered, except for an
illegal residential addition added at the rear of the house in the 1970s, which is proposed for

removal.

Currently, there is no onsite parking for 421 Oak Street as a driveway previously shared
with an adjacent residence was fenced off by new neighbours. There was no previous
covenant between the two properties for the driveway. A relaxation of one on-site parking
space will need to be dealt with in the HRA. The building has already undergone some
updating in an effort to make it more livable. It has also been moved over six inches to the
centre of the side yard lot lines as per the City’s request to meet side yard setback
requirements and fire safety protection standards.

Julie Schueck, Heritage Planner, outlined some of the proposed heritage restoration and
alteration plans for 421 Oak Street from the Heritage Conservation Plan report, prepared by
Chris Blatz for the home owner, Chris Ovington. Proposed alterations and restorations
improvements noted:

e Ten foot by twenty foot rear addition with matching gable roof, cladding and details.
This addition will not be visible from the street and will not detract from the heritage
values of the streetscape;

e New back porch or deck designed with traditional character;

e Complete new lower level, basement, and foundation for relocated main floor level;

e New front porch, stairs and porch overhang to replace original porch and stairs,
Reinstate and restore front door to original stained finish; maintain and repair original
hardware;

e Wood front windows at the front will be restored;

e Original wooden horizontal lapped siding on the main floor level will be preserved, if
siding is damaged it will be restored to match original;

e Colour scheme to match heritage colour palette.
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Questions/Comments from the Commission (Response in italics):

Could the owners develop a separate outbuilding? Yes, they would be permitted as it
would be recognized as a detached accessory unit to the house; however, there are
limitations on the use of this type of outbuilding.

Is there a lane to the house? No

If there is no lane - and they cannot get back there with a car, what could they use the
accessory unit for? It could be a working studio, a storage shed, a carpentry shop, as
long as the use conforms to the zoning.

How big can an accessory building be? It depends on the specification of the site,
generally about ten percent of the site area; it would probably be pretty small on this
site.

Are there limitations on it, like it can’t be plumbed? — Yes there are limitations, it is for
non residential uses which is different than a secondary suite.

I know the neighbour behind that house, there is someone down the street that has asked
the resident association in this neighbourhood if they were to get an HRA for a house
existing on the property could they build another house on the corner of the property to
save the heritage home. We are just looking at these types of considerations as part of
our infill policy, right now however no. The possibility of allowing for another house to
be built as part of an HRA agreement depends on the design, size and the feelings of the
immediate neighbours.

If the owners of the home were going to demolish this house and rebuild it, would it be
built smaller? Yes. As per the zoning bylaw, it could be built to a maximum of 0.50 FSR.
When the owners raise the first floor into a full livable basement will it bump up the
FSR (Floor Space Ratio) of the house? No, but it will make the house more livable.
Anything over 4.0 feet is counted as floor space, as is the case with this basement.

What is the current FSR of the home, and how much will it increase with the addition to
the back and basement? Currently the site area is 3456 square feet, and the FSR of the
home is 0.43 with the additions it will be 0.59. to the current floor space on record
is1468 square feet and the HRA would allow 2034 square feet with the addition at the
back.

Is there any comment about the objective for proposed alterations? Having the owners
improve on the heritage quality is a good thing.

Will the wooden windrows be retained? The windows at the back will be removed and
replaced with heritage-like wood windows. There was a lot of back and forth about vinyl
windows with the owners, but we required all windows on the front half of the building
to be wood and said that they could use vinyl on the new addition.

What is the colour palette? It will still need to be determined- if you have any desire to
see the colour palette again, we can bring them back (general response from the
Commission that they would like to see the colour palette brought back for
consideration).

How high are they raising the house? 2 fz.
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MOVED and SECONDED
THAT the Heritage Revitalization Agreement for 421 Oak Street be supported, with the
proposed colour palette brought back to the Commission for discussion.

CARRIED.

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

3.2 Beijing’s ‘The International Symposium on Preservation and Renewal of Heritage
Districts’ — Verbal Update (Julie Schueck)

Julie Schueck, Heritage Planner, provided an update regarding her recent visit to Beijing
University for “The International Symposium on Preservation and Renewal of Heritage
Districts”. Ms. Schueck was asked by the Beijing Union University to present a paper on
planning and heritage conservation practices and on the regulatory and incentive tools that
the City of New Westminster uses. Ms. Schueck provided a power point presentation
entitled “Beijing Heritage Conference November 2012 Update,” which highlighted the

following:

e The historical development and planning of Beijing;

e Examples of successful Chinese heritage preservation initiatives;

e Tours of: Hutongs at Emperor’s Walk, Wangfujing - “well of the princely mansions”,
The Forbidden City, The Temple of Heaven and The Great Wall of Badaling.

Questions/Comments from the Commission (Response in italics)

e Did you get any sense how heritage issues are dealt with and how they are decided upon
in terms of public consultation? / was given the impression that there is very little public
consultation and heard that people are typically only given two weeks to respond.

e How many levels of government do they have? 4 city, county, provincial, and federal
level of government- and Beijing has 10 different districts.

e Did you find many people speak English? No, not really.

e Councillor Jamie McEvoy: How was your presentation received? The presentation went
very well; everyone had a 15 minute time limit.

e How did people know to approach you in New Westminster? The University in Beijing
has an existing relationship with Douglas College. Legislative Services was contacted
and they were asked to refer someone who could speak on heritage issues on behalf of
the City.

e Question to Councillor McEvoy - Of the five cities you visited, which one would be the
best for us to follow-up with? Shanghai is the best place for us to follow-up with, we
could match heritage people to heritage people, it is also a place of reform.

e At the conference, were there any presentations that you came across that could be
applied here? Likely that will come out in the review of presentations.

4.0 UNFINISHED BUSINESS

No unfinished business was discussed
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|50 NEW BUSINESS

No new business was presented

| 6.0 REPORTS AND INFORMATION

6.1 City Heritage Program — Verbal Update (Standing Item)

Discussion ensued regarding the City’s new museum and the type of interactive elements
and design features that should be incorporated within it. Councillor Betty McIntosh, Vice
Chair, asked that information and a timeline about the construction of the museum should be
brought forward to Commission for review at a future CHC meeting,

7.0 CORRESPONDENCE

7.1 New Westminster Historical Society Newsletter, No. 389, October 2012
No correspondence was received.
1.2 Community Heritage Commission 2013 Meeting Dates

No correspondence was received.

|80  NEXT MEETING

8.1 Next Meeting Date proposed for January 9, 2013 in Committee Room No. 2 at 6:00 pm

|90 ADJOURNMENT

The meeting was adjourned at 7:22 p.m.
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CHAIR COMMITTEE CLERK
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