é Corporation of the City of
ams \NEW WESTMINSTER

COMMUNITY HERITAGE COMMISSION

December 2,2010 6:00 p.m.
Committee Room No. 2

MINUTES
VOTING MEMBERS PRESENT:
Councillor Jaimie McEvoy - Chair
Garnet Hardy - Community Member
Karen Hasselfelt - Community Member
Kathleen Langstroth - Heritage Preservation Society
Jeanette LaPointe - Community Member
VOTING MEMBERS REGRETS:
Councillor Betty MclIntosh
Gavin Hainsworth - Community Member
Jim Hutson - Community Member
Laura Moodie -Community Member
STAFF:
Julie Schueck - Heritage Planner
Colin Stevens - Manager, Museums & Archives
Terry Atherton - Manager, Civic Buildings & Properties
Terry Dunlop - Committee Clerk

The meeting was called to order at 6:15 pm.

| 1.0 ADDITIONS TO AGENDA =]

There were no additions to the agenda.

[ 2.0 ADOPTION OF MINUTES

2.1 Adoption of the Minutes of November 3, 2010

The draft minutes were corrected to indicate that Naomi Johnson should not be listed under
absent members.

MOVED and SECONDED
THAT the minutes of the Community Heritage Commission meeting held on November 3,

2010 be received and adopted, as amended.
CARRIED.

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

PRESENTATIONS

3.1

My New Westminster: A Neighbourhood History

Jill Doyle, artist and author, introduced her publication titled My New Westminster: A
Neighbourhood History. The work was a result of unique collaboration between the City
and the School District as part of New Westminster’s 150™ anniversary celebration. The
publication was designed primarily for Grade 5 students, each of whom will receive their
own personal copy. Teachers will use the book primarily as a resource for the social studies
curriculum. The work is an abbreviated history of New Westminster. It explains how and
why the city came to be, which also ties into the science curriculum. Much of the writing is
from the perspective of neighbourhoods. Stories of interest for ten-year olds have also been
fitted in and include photos and activities that can be incorporated into learning. There is
also a teacher’s guide with prescribed learning outcomes approved by the Ministry of
Education. The book is a “take-home” resource for children to keep at the end of the year.
The front cover has a blank space for children to create their own cover image that must link
to what they find important about their community of New Westminster.

Funding has been secured for only two years. In order to raise awareness about the resource
and gain future funding, it has been suggested to incorporate the cover design as a
competition for Heritage Week. By bringing this resource into Heritage Week, it was hoped
that parents would support more funding.

Comments:

e Like the idea and rationale of parent involvement — that should bring results

e Promote the cover design competition — perhaps have three categories — one for
illustration, one for photos and one for technical wizardry on the computer

e Book has been in classrooms since October

e Jill Doyle has offered to engage with the Heritage Week subcommittee and provide
her expertise and suggestions

e There is hope for future funding and community partnerships

MOVED and SECONDED
THAT the Community Heritage Commission appoint the following members to the Heritage
Week Subcommittee:

- Gavin Hainsworth

- Garnet Hardy

- Jeanette LaPointe

- Jill Doyle

CARRIED.

All members of the Commission present voted in favour of the motion.
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4.0 UNFINISHED BUSINESS
4.1 222 Regina Street — Update
Julie Schueck, Heritage Planner advised that some proposed changes required Commission
review regarding the size and shape of the roof. Tohmm Cobban, architect, reviewed the
proposed changes, which were almost identical to the last presentation. The owners had
asked to increase height of the roof by 1ft higher than previously planned. That was the
only change requested.
Questions/Comments (answers are shown in ltalics):
e What is the height of the inside wall where the roof meets the wall? Previously, it
was 4’7" and it is now proposed to increase the height to 5°2".
e Are the window frames wood or vinyl? The owners wish to have wood frames.
MOVED and SECONDED
THAT the Community Heritage Commission support the requested increase in roof height
for 222 Regina Street.
CARRIED.
All members of the Commission present voted in favour of the motion.
4.2 HRA Policy Check-list — Review and Discussion

Julie Schueck, Heritage Planner introduced the checklist, noting a previous concern that it
had yet to be tested in a real-life situation.

Comments/Discussion:

e Two Commissioners attempted to apply the checklist to two sample houses. They did
not have all necessary information at the time and it was therefore difficult to apply the
criteria with any kind of validity. For example, are there extra points for such things as
wooden windows and what if some are original while others are replaced? Are points
awarded in both boxes?

e It was uncertain whether points would be credited in all categories or just one in each
section.

e With regard to “double points” — there appears to be a minimum that much be reached —
some lines might be added together but there was uncertainty as to how this would
apply.

e The system needs to be tried two or three times to identify potential loopholes.

e Alternative lines should be considered if applicants come up with something that is
appropriate.

e The checklist appears to be as close as one can get. Weaknesses will not be revealed
until it is actually done in real-life situations.

e Staff would like to have this as a tool for use by the Commission; this will be a first step,
tying into the balance of the process. Percentages might need to be shifted.
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4.3

Questions (answers are shown in ltalics):

e Will applicants be asked to identify percentages of what is retained? Yes, they would
take this away as early as possible to help guide them through the process.

e There appears to be some duplication under Sec. C (landscaping). This probably relates
to where one new home is planned for the site, where the old one is retained or
relocated elsewhere on the property.

e What was the thinking involved with Sec. C6? Does it apply as an addition to a heritage
house or as a completely new house? The context is that it is acceptable practice
already followed. -Perhaps this should be scored as a “:zero” i.e. neutral; if the house
is well designed and fits with the overall heritage aspect; possibly this could add a point.

e How is on-site parking handled? According to the current Zoning Bylaw.

MOVED and SECONDED
THAT the Community Heritage Commission accept the HRA Policy Checklist for
consideration by Council as currently developed,; and
THAT application of the Checklist be authorized for a period during which the Commission
will review outcomes and make further adjustments, if required.

CARRIED.

All members of the Commission present voted in favour of the motion.
Garnet Hardy departed the meeting at 7:07 pm.
CHC Networking Conference — Oral Update

Julie Schueck, Heritage Planner provided an oral update on the conference, noting there was
a total of 28 attendees. The speakers were effective and well received. There was good
discussion and a positive exchange of ideas. The conference interestingly revealed that the
City of Nanaimo has developed a very different CHC model than other jurisdictions. The
City of Surrey has offered to host the 2011 event. The Chair observed that heritage tree
designation had been brought back under provincial legislation. There was also strong
awareness of Heritage BC legislation. It was hoped to craft some UBCM resolutions arising
from the conference.

In future, it was planned to allow more time for cross talk; although excellent, the
presentations were lengthy and prompted such good questions that the actual presentation
portions were considerably extended. It was agreed to convey this information to Surrey for
consideration of possible reduction of the number of presentation speakers.

5.0

NEW BUSINESS

5.1

Two demolitions: 628 - 18™ Street and 1939 Dublin Street
Staff reported that e-mail requests had only just been received for the referenced
demolitions. Neither dwelling was protected nor on the Heritage Register or Heritage

Inventory.

e The Commission had no objection to demolition of 628 — 18™ Street
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There was discussion of the dwelling located at 1939 Dublin Street, which some members
observed was typically representative of a specific era. Homes reflecting the different eras
were being lost quite rapidly and the overall effects might not be realised until unique
dwellings are lost forever. It was suggested that the Commission might wish to become
proactive in this regard by exploring the viability of using the GIS system to include
layering of maps that would provide neighbourhood information, divided by year and
construction decade. Ms. Schueck undertook to approach the IT Department to investigate
the viability of the proposal.

MOVED and SECONDED
THAT the Community Heritage Commission request the Demolition Subcommittee to

review the demolition application for 1939 Dublin Street.
CARRIED.

All members of the Commission present voted in favour of the motion.
5.2 New Westminster Museum and Archives — Oral Update
Colin Stevens, Manager, Museums & Archives, reported orally on the following:

a) Friends of the New Westminster Museum and Archives Society
The Society has scheduled its inaugural meeting for the week of December 5.

b) Irving House
Repairs and plastering of the ceiling of Irving House have been undertaken.

) New Museum Displays
New displays are being built throughout the gallery; this will give practice in
developing exhibits for the new museum in the Civic Centre now under
development.

6.0 REPORTS AND INFORMATION

6.1. “Dormers & Doorways” by the District of North Vancouver, Fall 2010
6.2 New Westminster Historical Society Newsletter, November 2010

The Commission received the above items for information.

| 70  CORRESPONDENCE

There were no correspondence items.

| 8.0 NEXT MEETING

Wednesday January 5, 2011.
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9.0 ADJOURNMENT

The meeting was adjourned at 7:30 p.m.
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_Councillor Jaimie MCW fn lilerry Dunlop

Chair Committee Clerk
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