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A FEW HERITAGE CONSERVATION TERMS 

Heritage Resources are defined as objects of historical, cultural, architectural, 
archeological or scenic significance which are important to a community. 

Historic Landscapes are places which possess a link or continuity of natural and built 
components that are united by human use and past events. 

Restoration is a process which involves the return of a building or site to its appearance 
at an earlier time. The building or landscape is recreated as it once was according to 
accurate historical or visual documentation. 

Renovation is often used interchangeably with rehabilitation to describe the modification 
of an existing building. Renovation extends the useful life of the building and may 
involve the upgrading of services. 

Rehabilitation refers to the process of returning a property to a usable state through 
repair or alteration. This process, also known as "adaptive re-use" encourages the 
contemporary use of buildings while preserving its significant historic features. 

The Heritage Advisory Committee is created by bylaw and members are appointed by 
City Council to provide advice on heritage maners. The New Wesnninster Heritage 
Advisory Committee members represent a variety of community interests and members 
are joined by advisors, such as the City Curator and City Librarian. 

SOME HERITAGE CONSERVATION TOOLS 

Official Community Plan (OCP) is a document describing a community's broad 
objectives and policies regarding the form and character of land use and servicing 
requirements. An OCP may outline standards and policies for the identification of 
heritage conservation goals, objectives and land use implications. 

Design Guidelines for heritage resources in development permit areas may be included 
in an OCP. 

Floor Space Ratio refers to the proportion of the area of a building to its site, usually 
expressed as a ratio (i.e. 0.5). The floor space ratio is derived by dividing the horizontal 
cross sectional area of the building measured to the outside of the outer walls of each 
floor level. 

Zoning refers to permined land uses in the municipality which are designated by bylaw 
and appear in zoning district schedules. 

Down Zoning is a reduction in the allowable floor space ratio of a building. It is 
often used to preserve heritage buildings which are larger than a new building 
which could be built on the site. 
Bonus Zoning includes bonus incentives which are non-discretionary. Additional 
density is granted to a builder according to a predetermined formulae governing 
the amount of additional space earned in each prescribed amenity. 
Performance Zoning or Amenity Zoning is similar to bonus zoning except that 
bonuses are based upon discretionary awards of extra density within flexible 
guidelines governing types of performance to be rewarded; it is the regulatory 
equivalent of discretionary grants. 



Conservation Covenants are legal voluntary agreements or contracts between a heritage 
propeny owner and local government outlining the respective responsibilities to protect 
heritage resources. Covenants are adopted by bylaw and registered on the propeny title. 

Heritage Designation is a process in which heritage buildings and sites, in whole or in 
part, are legally protected from demolition or inappropriate alteration. According to the 
Heritage Conservation Act of 1977, alterations and demolitions to designated buildings 
must first be approved by City Council. New Westminster currently has 13 voluntarily 
designated heritage buildings. 

Tax Incentives are suppon mechanisms which allow municipalities to give propeny 
owners a tax break for approved heritage conservation purposes. The propeny must be 
protected by provincial or local _designation, development permit or conservation 
covenant Various forms of tax incentives such as tax exemptions, freezes or deferment 
may be offered by a local government. 

Development Permit Areas are identified in an Official Community Plan for the purpose 
of regulating the development of heritage resources. Owners within these areas must 
apply for a development permit and all changes must conform to specified terms and 
conditions before a building permit is issued. 

Transfer of Development Rights occur when an owner is allowed to move unused 
development rights from a protected heritage site to another propeny in the community. 
Development rights are defined in terms of a given number of square meters of buildable 
area. 

BiII 77: Heritage Tree Designation is an amendment of the Municipal Act (1992) for 
the purpose of protecting n-ees. The bylaw specifically prohibits and regulates the cutting 
and removal of trees and regulates activities that may damage n-ees. It further allows 
Council to identify significant trees or shrubs and assess or inspect specified n-ees. 

Temporary Heritage Designation is a mechanism which allows local governments time 
to review a threatened heritage resource. This designation may take various forms, 
including witholding development permit approval or establishing a one-time control 
period. 

Heritage Foundations are societies formed to promote good preservation practices, 
heritage awareness and voluntary heritage designation. A heritage foundation offers 
financial incentives and technical advice to homeowners for restoration projects and 
benefits communities by increasing neighbourhood livability, tourism and environmental 
awareness. Victoria, Vancouver and Saanich currently have heritage foundations; New 
Westminster has recently established one. 



APPENDIX Bl 
List of People Interviewed 

DRAFT 
New Westminster Heritage Management Plan 





' j 

Heritage Planners: 
Al Ing, Planner, District of Coquitlarn; 
Alex Jamieson, Planner, City of Richmond; 
Dave Hoey, Current Planner, Municipality of Surrey; 
Patricia Wadrnore, Planning Technician, Municipality of Delta; 
Steve Barber, Heritage Planner, Planning Department, City of Victoria; 
Jennifer Barr, Administrator, Victoria Heritage Foundation; 
Sue Morhun, Ans and Heritage Supervisor, Township of Langley; 
Joel West, Planner, District of West Vancouver; 
Bill Rapanos, Heritage Planner, District of Burnaby; 
Jim Wolf, Heritage Planning Assistant, District of Burnaby; and 
Gary Pen way, Planner, City of N onh Vancouver. 

City of New Westminster: 
Archie Miller, City Historian; 
Valerie Francis, Archivist; 
Pat Connolly, City Engineer; 
Bill Wild, Arborist; 
Paul Darnanato, Parks and Re=ation; 
Stephen Scheving, Planner; 
Jim Hurst, Planning Analyst; 
Ted Mason, Manager, Public Buildings; 
Peter Abley, Manager, Building and Development; 
Bill Buckland, Building Inspector; 
Lisa Spitale, Planner; and 
Mary Pynenburg, Director, Planning Department. 

New Westminster Public Library: 
Ron Clancy, Chief Librarian, New Westminster Public Library; 
Joss Halverson, Chief Reference Librarian, New Westminster Public Library; and 
Wendy Turnbull, Archival Librarian, Photograph Collection, New Westminster Public Library. 

New Westminster Organizations: 
Rick Mudie, Chair, New Westminster Tourism and Convention; 
Nettie Tarn, Executive Director, Downtown Business Improvement Association; 
Yvonne Cocke, Past Chair, New Westminster Heritage Advisory Committee; 
Larry White, Queens Park Residents Association; 
Sylvana McNulty, Queens Park Residents Association; 
Carol de la Franier, Brow-of-the-Hill Residents Association; 
Bill Cook, McBride-Richmond Residents Association; 
Ed Lehman, Sappenon Residents Association; 
Lucy Chambers, New Westminster Heritage Preservation Society; 
Joahirn Ayala, New Westminster Heritage Preservation Society; 
Jim Wolf, New Westminster Heritage Preservation Society; 
Kathy Cherris, New Westminster Heritage Preservation Society; 
Valerie Francis, New Westminster Historical Society; 



Don Luxton, Coordinator, HARP Program; 
Karen Oliver, Heritage Society ofB.C.; and 
Marilyn Cassady, Fraser River Discovery Centre. 

New Westminster Heritage Advisory Committee: 
PhilBalcean; 
MariaMarcu; 
Ray Mercer, Chair; 
John Beckett; 
Wilf Broderick; and 
Roger Nottingham. 

- l 
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NEW WESTMINSTER 
HERITAGE MANAGEMENT PLAN 

STUDY BULLETIN 
FEBRUARY 1993 

New W esrminsrer is one of rhe oldesr serrlemenrs in British Columbia. In 1860, New Westminsrer became 
rhe firsr incorporared Canadian ciry wesr of rhe Grear Lakes and laxer the capital of rhe colony of Briris h 
Columbia. From its historic roots, the ciry grew and flourished as a prosperous mercantile centre for the 
Fraser Valley. An ourstanding number of commercial and residential buildings and park areas from earlier 
periods are still in use in New Westminster. The proper management of these heritage resources is an 
integral part of New Westminsrer' s developmenr goals and objectives. 

What is New Westminster doing to maintain Heritage resources are defined as cultural, historical, 
links to its past? architectural, archeological, and scenic resources that 

are sig'TUficant to a community. 

New Westminster is fommate to have a number of 
community groups who are active in a variety of 
heritage related endeavours including: special events,· 
commemorative programs, heritage preservation, his­
torical research and seminars, and walking tours. In 
addition, the City of New Westminster actively sup­
ports heritage management in several ways. 

The City owns and operates Irving House Historic 
Centre, a designated heritage building of mid 19th 
century design. The City also operates the New West­
minster Museum, located on the same site as Irving 
House1 and the Samson V Martime Museum. It also 
maintains a number of historically significant parks 
and the Fraser Cemetery. 

In 1979, the City of New Westminster established a 
Heritage Advisory Committee (HAC) to advise Coun­
cil on matters relating to the B.C. Herita!!e Conserva­
tion Act of 1977. Members meet once a month to 
review development permit applications for exterior 
alterations, additions and. demolitions of buildings 
listed on the Heritage Resource Inventory, discuss 
general heritiage issues and make recommendations to 
Council: The committee was also established to foster 
public awareness of the City's heritage resources and 
their role in the economic, social and cultural· life of 
New Westminster. 

- ::J~ 
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The City took a lead role in obtaining funding to 
prepare the New Westminster Heritage Resource In­
ventory, extending work initiated in late 1970' sand the 
early 1980's. The Inventory consists of four bound 
volumes containing descriptions and photographs of 
850 buildings and several parks considered to have 
potential historical significance. Although the Inven­
tory has helped to raise public awareness about herit­
age matters and has helped the HAC to monitor devel­
opment proposals, its effectiveness has diminished 
over the past few years due to a variety of factors 
including: omissions of imponant propenies; inclu­
sion of propenies of questionable historical signifi­
cance; a lack of regular updating ; and insufficient 
historical and contexrual information for many entries. 
One of the goals of the Heritage Management Plan 
study is to refine the inventory and provide clear 
guidelines for ongoing updates. 

What is the difference between a heritage 
property and a property listed in the heritage 
inventory? 

The B.C. Heritage Conservation Act of (1977) allows 
a municipality to designate a building or site as a 
municipal heritage site by enacting a bylaw. These 
propenies cannot be significantly altered, or demol­
ished, without the permission of City Council. The City 
of New Westminster has a voluntary designation pro­
gram which allows propeny owners to apply to have 
their propeny designated. To date, a total of 13 prop­
enies have been voluntarily designated as municipal 
heritage sites in New Westminster. Seven of the thir­
teen propenies are privately owned residential dwell-

. ings; one (Irving House) is owned by the City; and the 
remaining five are institutional and commercial build­
ings. 

The vast majority of the propenies listed in the New 
Westminster Heritage Resource Inventorv are not des­
ignated but are considered to have sufficient heritage 
significance to warrant a review of any proposal to 
undenake significant alterations or to demolish the 
building. The review, which is carried out by the HAC, 
provides an opponunity to assess the relative heritage 
value of the propeny and examine what actions, if any, 
the municipality may wish to take regarding the 

2 

Restoration is the retw-n of a building or site to its 
appearance in an earlier time. Based upo:ri. accurate 
historical or visual doc um.entation, the structure or land• 
sca.pe is recreated as it once was. 

Irving House is an. example of restoration. 

Renovation and rehabilitation are often used inter­
changeably to describe the modification of an eristing 
building. Renovation extends the useful life of a structure 
and may involve the introduction of new plumbing, light­
ing, windows or doors. 

New Westminster Heritage Management Plan: Study Bulletin 



proposed changes. A pan from the review by the HAC, 
the development permit process forproperties listed in 
the inventory is the same as for as any other propeny. 

The inventory contains descriptions of most of the 13 
designated heritage properties, which tends to blur the 
distinction between a listed propeny and a designated 
propeny. This has contributed to some confusion as to 
the implication of having a propeny listed in the 
Inventory, and tends to diminish the significance and 
prestige of a designated heritage status. 

Why is a management plan study being done? 

Recognizing the shoncomings of the current inven­
tory, the City submitted an application for provincial 
funding to assist in updating the inventory. The provin­
cial government was reluctant to fund a study which 
was primarily focused on updating the inventory. This 
concern derived from their past experience with mu­
nicipal heritage inventories, which typically became 
outdated and less effective over time, due to the lack of 
explicit heritage management policies and procedures. 
The province's position was that updating of the inven­
tory would have limited potential for improving herit­
age resource management unless a well conceived 
management plan could be developed. The terms of 
reference were adjusted to reflect this management 
orientation and funding assistance was provided by the 
province. The study will include improvements to the 
heritage resource information system, however, the 
primary focus of the study is on the development of 
management policies and procedures which will en­
able the City to manage its heritage resources effec­
tively for many years to come. 

lVhat is a Heritage Management Plan? 

A Herirage Management Plan is comprised of three 
key components: 
• an explicit set of goals and objectives for the manner 

in which heritage resources are to be managed, 

a set of policies and procedures for the heritage 
management programs which will enable the mu­
nicipality to manage heritage resources effectively in 
accordance with community priorities, and 

• an information system to support heritage manage­
ment programs and decisions. 

New Westminster Heritage Management Plan: Study Bulletin 

Revitalization is the process of economic, social and 
cultural redevelopment of an area or street. In ~ny 
instances, su.ch as on Columbia Street, buildings have 
heritage merit and, through a program of appropriate 
renovations, streets cape improvements, special events and. 
marketing, the unique character of an area is enhanced 
as a community resource. 

Heritage Area is a synonym for a historic district or 
heritage conservation area which contains clusters of 
heritage resources. It can also refer to a neighbourhood 
unified try common historical or social events, similar 
uses, architectural styles or an environmental context. 
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How will the management plan be devewped? 

Without widespread community support for heritage management goals, objectives, and programs, there 
will be little chance for success. Over the course of the study, there will be a number of opportunities for 
the community re become involved in setting goals and objectives, reviewing program proposals, and 
establishing heritage management priorities. Representatives from neighbourhood associations, heritage 
societies, business groups, and other community interest groups, will be interviewed; work sessions will 
be conducted to discuss particular issues of common concern; and community open houses will be held to 
gather public comments on the proposed Heritage Management Plan. The interview process staned in late 
1992 and will continue in 1993. In the spring of 1993, an open house will be held in New Westminster to 
present several heritage management options and provide an opportunity for dialogue between City staff, 
the community, and the consultant. Dates and locations of the open houses will be advertised in local 
papers. The following diagram illustrates the study process which is targeted for completion by late 1993. 
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New Westminster 
Heritage Management Plan Project 

INFORMATION PACKAGE 
FOR 
CITY COUNCIL 
INTRODUCTORY MEETING 

September 14, 1992 

PACKAGE CONTENTS 

• Core Consultant Team Members 
• Study Objectives 
• Typical Components of a Management Plan 
• Definitions 
• Proposed Study Process 
• Communications Strategy 
• Overall Schedule 
• Council Objectives Worksheet 



NEW WESTMINSTER HERITAGE RESOURCE MANAGEMENT PLAN 

OBJECTIVES FOR COUNCIL WORKSESSION 

1. PROVIDE COUNCIL wrrn: AN OVERVIEW OF 1HE STUDY PROCESS 
AND ACTIVITIES TO DATE 

2. lNTRODUCE MATERIAL WHICH WILL HELP TO ESTABUSH A 
COMMON UNDERSTANDING OF HERITAGE TERMlNOLOGY AND 
MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS 

3. lNTRODUCE PROPOSED GOALS AND OBJECTIVES FOR HERITAGE 
RESOURCE MANAGEMENT 

4. OBTAIN GUIDANCE FROM COUNCIL REGARDING OBJECTIVES AND 
PRIORITIES 

,. 1 
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CITY COUNCIL OBJECTIVES WORKSHEET 

The Management Plan must reflect the goals, priorities, and context of the community for 
which it is prepared. No two management plans will be exactly the same. As the 
organization who will be responsible for the implementation of the heritage management 
plan. the City Council has a major stake in the type of management plan which is 
established for New Westminster. At the outset of the study, it is important for the 
consultant team to understand Council's commionent to heritage management goals and 
objectives. For discussion purposes we have posed three questions which will help to 
clarify Council objectives for the management plan and assist the team in establishing 
appropriate management procedures and inventory guidelines. 

Question #1 
• Does Council wish to adopt a pro-active position to ensure that heritage resources are 
protected, or does Council wish to limit the City's involvement to more of a supporting role 
which encourages protection ? 

Many statements in the New Westminster Official Community Plan and several of 
the neighbourhood plans indicate that the City is committed to the protection of 
heritage resources. However, it is not clear if this a commitment to encouraging 
protection of heritage resources or a commionent to ensuring that heritage 
resources are protected. For example, owners may apply to have their property 
listed in the Heritage Inventory, however, much of the inventory consists of 
properties which the City has put on the list without necessarily receiving a request 
to do so. Inclusion on the list requires an owner to submit proposals for 
development or demolition to the Heritage Advisory Committee who may 
recommend restrictions in the proposed development even though the owner has 
not requested inclusion in the inventory. 

Question #2 
To what degree does the Council feel that the community should be involved in setting 
heritage management goals and priorities ? 

Effective community involvement in heritage management means that members of 
the community are able to affect the decisions made regarding management 
priorities and procedures, being are aware of the economic and social consequences 
of the decisions. Although Council has the ultimate power to make decisions which 
involve municipal regulations and financial matters, the manner in which public 
becomes involved in setting heritage goals and priorities depends on Council's 
perception of the appropriate degree of community involvemenL 

Question #3 
What is Council's position with regard to the amount of resources which can be committed 
to achieving heritage management objectives ? 

Administration of a heritage management plan will involve staff time to maintain 
information data bases, deal with enquiries, process applications, and coordinate 
community group efforts. Additional computing equipment and software may be 
required. Depending on the degree to which the City is committed to ensuring that 
heritage resources are protected, it may be necessary to consider means of 
encouraging owners to cooperate (e.g. renovation grants, property tax adjustments, 
parking requirement relaxations). In some cases the City may even need to purchase 
properties to achieve its goals. 

NEW WESTMINSTER HERITAGE MANAGEMENT PLAN PROJECT 9/10/92 



NEW WESTMINSTER HERITAGE RESOURCE MANAGEMENT PLAN 
STUDY OBJECTIVES 

By undertaking this study, the City has indicated a desire to manage its heritage resources 
more effectively. Previous experience in New Westminster and many other cities has 
shown that the preparation of heritage inventories does not necessarily result in more 
effective management of heritage resources unless this information is integrated into a 
broader management system. This is the reason for the recent emphasis by the Heritage 
Conservation Branch on the development of "management plans" at the municipal level 

The objectives of the study are: 

1. To provide the City of New Westminster with a set of policies, standards, procedures 
and tools which will help guide decisions regarding the ongoing management of the 
City's heritage resources. 

2. To involve the public in the study process in a manner which will help to raise 
awareness of the value of heritage resources and contribute to a strong base of local 
support for the heritage management program. 
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NEW WESTMINSTER HERITAGE MANAGEMENT PLAN 

NEIGHBOURHOOD OPEN HOUSES 

To facilitate the community consultation component of the New Westminster 
Heritage Management Plan, six neighbourhood areas have been identified. 

Open houses will be held in each neighbourhood to discuss the plan, solicit input 
into the study and identifiy heritage related issues specific to each area. Everyone 
is welcome to attend. 

The dates, times and venues for the six neighbourhood open houses appear in the 
matrix below. 

EVENT DATE VENUE TIME 

• Sapperton Tuesday Sappenon Pensioners Hall 7:30 - 9:30pm 
Neighbourhood Open March 9, 1993 318 Keary Street 
House New W estrninster 

• Queens Park Tueroay New W estrninster Public Library 7:30 - 9:30pm 
Neighbourhood Open March 23, 1993 Auditorium 
House 716 - 6th Avenue 

New Westminster 

• WestEnd Tuesday Connaught Heights Elementary 7:30 - 9:30pm 
Neighbourhood Open March 30, 1993 School Gymnasium 
House 2201 London Street 

New Westminster 

• Queensborough Wednesday Queensborough Community Centre 7:30 - 9:30pm 
Neighbourhood Open April 7, 1993 920 Ewan Avenue 
House New Westminster 

• Brow--0f-the-Hill Tlnrrsday New Westminster Public Library 7:30 - 9:30pm 
Neighbourhood Open April 15, 1993 716 - 6th Street 
House New Westminster 

• Downtown Wednesday John Robson Elementary School 7:30 - 9:30pm 
Neighbourhood Open April 21, 1993 120 - 8th Street 
House New W estminste 

DRAFI' 
New Westminster Heritage :Management Plan 



NEW WESTMINSTER HERITAGE MANAGEMENT PLAN COMMUNITY MEETINGS 

To facilitate the community consultation component of the New Westminster Heritage Management Plan, six study 
areas have been ldentttied. Meetings will be held In each area to discuss the plan, comment on the study and 
Identify herttage related Issues. We look forward to your participation. 

New Westminster Boundary ___ ,.._ -- " ---- - --
t ,('.,. 

__ 
1
l)J \II Ill 8th Avenue ,11 

7
/ ~-. 

,,:\ SAPPERTON, VICTORY HEIGHTS 
\!Y Tuesday, March 9, 1993, 7:30 - 9:30 PM 

... 
e 
05 

~© 

Sapperton Pensioners Hall 318 Keary St., New Westminster 

® QUEENS PARK, GLENBROOK NORTH 
Tuesday, March 23, 1993, 7:30 - 9:30 PM 
N.W. Public Library, 716-6th Ave., New Westminster 

© BROW-OF-THE-HILL, UPTOWN, KELVIN 
Thursday, April 15, 1993, 7:30 - 9:30 PM 
N.W. Public Library, 716-6th Ave., New Westminster 

II~ @ r 
@ ,_ 

i. 
.,0 

~ 
c,,-S 

'$)~ 

en 
a-.::,~ 

.!!! (J 

@ WEST END, CONNAUGHT HEIGHTS 
Tuesday, March 30, 1993, 7:30 - 9:30 PM 
Connaught Hts. Elementary School Gym., 2201 London St., 
New Westminster 

® DOWNTOWN 
Weooesday, April 21, 1993, 7:30 - 9:30 PM 
John Robson Elementary School, 120-Bth Ave., 
New Westminster 

® QUEENSBOROUGH 
Weooesday, April 7, 1993, 7:30 - 9:30 PM 
Queensborough Community Ctr., 920 Ewan Ave., 
New Westminster 

-~-;•• 
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a CITY O'J 'J{.'E'W 'WEST.MI'J{STE:R._ 

J-l'E!RJ'TJly'E 'Jvl9!.3{_JL(j-'EM'E:J{'T P .LJ49{ 

YOU ARE INVITED TO A 

C (Q)mm umi.ft icy Opcemi. JHI (Q) u~ce 
PLEASE JOIN US at a community open house to informally discuss 
heritage resources in the Queen's Park and Glenbrooke North areas of 
New Westminster. 

DATE: 
TIME: 
PLACE: 

* Learn about the proposed plan to 
manage heritage resources in New 
Westminster 

* Tell us what you think about heritage 
resources in your community 

Tuesday, March 23, 1993 
7:30pm to 9:30pm 
New Westminster Public Library 
716 6th Avenue 
New Westminster, B.C. 

For more information, 
please contact Lisa Spitale 
at the New Westminster 
Planning Department 
521-3711 (local 249) . 
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Why is Heritage Important ? 

Communities continually 

,, l 

grow and change. As 
I new development occurs, -A existing buildings, parks 

~ and roads are often 
altered or removed. 
Many people feel that a 
sense of the past is what 
makes each community 
cliff erent and unique. 

One of the ways to . 
maintain a sense of A/ history is to retain visual 

It 
reminders of the past and 
reinforce the idea that 
today is tomorrow's 
history. 

Each community must 
decide how to maintain a 
sense of historical 
continuity 

a Sheet 1 a . 
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What are Heritage Resources ? 
Most people think of heritage 
resources as being older buildings. 

Older buildings such as houses, stores, 
apartment buildings, churches, schools, 
hospitals, government buildings, and 
industrial buildings can be important 
heritage resources. 

Heritage Resources can include 
more than buildings. 

Trees, parks, views, paving stones, street 
lamps and other parts of the community 
environment can play an important part in 
maintaining a sense of historical 
continuity. 

Heritage Resources do not have to 
be old. 

Recently constructed buildings which are 
likely to be important landmarks for a long 
time may be considered as important 
heritage resources. 

Heritage Resources do not have 
to be outstanding examples of a 
particular architectural or 
landscape style. 

Some properties may be considered to 
have heritage significance by the 
community because of events that 
occurred there. 
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How can heritage resources be 

- l managed effectively? 
One way is to PROTECT important heritage 
resources. 

There are 13 buildings in New Westminster which have been 
officially designated as municipal heritage sites. Changes to these 
properties must be approved by City Council. The owners of these 
sites have voluntarily applied for this designation. One of the 
properties is Irving House which is owned by the City. 

New Westminster's Designated Municipal Heritage Sites 

New Westminster Court Royal City Ouistian E-Dee-Nie, E.J. Boughen Grey House 
- l 

- i 
House Centre House 431 Fourth Street 

688 Camarvon Street 601 EohthAvenue 315 Fourth A venue 

Wintemute/Cocke Goal Block Building I 07 Park Row Hainesworth House 
111 Filth A venue 65 Richmond Street 729 Queen's Avenue 

Irving House St. Paul's Reformed 120 Sixth Avenue Sixth A venue United 
302. Royal Avenue Episcopal Church Church 

628 Royal A venue 1005 Sixth Avenue 

Future Future Future 
Designated Designated Designated 

Site Site Site 
? ? ? 

Hoy House 
202 Third Avenue 
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How can heritage resources be 
managed effectively ? 

A second way is to ENCOURAGE sensitive 
development of heritage resources which are 
considered important by the community. 
A total of 850 properties are listed in the New Westminster Heritage Resource 

Inventory. Development applications for listed properties are referred to the 

New Westminster Heritage Advisory Committee for review and comment 

prior to permit approval. The Committee considers the potential impact of 

proposed developments on heritage resources and makes recommendations 

to City Council. 

A number of community 
groups are also active in 
lobbying for the protection of 
heritage resources. 

The City Planning 
Department and several 
community groups provide 
technical and design advice 
to owners who want to 
renovate or adapt older 
buildings. 

The City supports 
appropriate development in 
the downtown area through 
the Heritage Area 
Revitalisation Program 
(HARP). The City Planning 
Department is also active in 
developing design 
guidelines. 

Sheet4 a 



a 
'.'. 1 

- 1 

- i 

How can heritage resources be 
managed effectively? 

A third way is to PROMOTE awareness of local 
heritage. 

New Westminster is fortunate to have a number of dedicated individuals and 

community groups who have actively worked to raise awareness of heritage. 

Their efforts have been complimented by the City of New Westminster through 

the Irving House Historic Centre, the Museum, and support for the Sampson V 

Maritime Museum. The New Westrnin.ster Public library and Heritage Advisory 

Committee have also been active in this regard. 

Sheets a 
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How can heritage resources be 
managed effectively? 

A fourth way is to PLAN for the effective 
management of heritage resources. 

Unless heritage goals are integrated with other community development 

initiatives there will be limited support for the protection and enhancement of 

heritage resources. In response to heritage interest within the community, the 

City and the B.C. Heritage Trust have jointly funded the preparation of a 

management plan. 
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How is the Heritage Mangement Plan 

being prepared ? 
The Heritage Management Plan project consists of three phases: 

PHASE ONE: WHERE ARE WE NOW?· 
A review of current heritage management activities. 

PHASE 1WO : WHERE ARE WE GOING ? 
Defining the goals, objectives and programs for heritage 
management 

PHASE IBREE: HOW CAN WE GET THERE ? 
Preparing an action plan, policies and procedures 

The New Westminster Heritage Management Plan will: 

• provide information on what heritage 
resources are considered important by the 
community 

• identify how the community wants to manage 
heritage resources 

• describe the policies and procedures for the 
various heritage management programs 

• identify who should be doing what to get the 
plan in motion . 

. , ____ .. 
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What is being done to improve the 
existing heritage resource inventory? 

The heritage resource inventory 
consists of a set of four bound 
reports listing properties with 
potential heritage significance. 

Although the heritage inventory 
.. has been a valuable tool for 
heritage management, it is not 
maintained on a computer. It is 
now out of date and has a 
number of inaccuracies. 

A computerized data base of 
properties with potential 
heritage significance will be 
developed for heritage 
management purposes. It will tie 
into the City Planning 
Department's data base so that 
heritage management can be 
linked to ongoing community 
planning activities and be easily 
updated. 
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Examples of Heritage Management Tools 

Development Controls Development Incentives 
Development Permit Areas Bonus Zoning 
can be established as part of the Official Community involves regulations which allow developers to 
Plan to regulate development in specified areas and build more space than would otherwise be allowed 
ensure that alterations to properties conform to in rerurn for providing specified amenities. 
specified terms and conditions, often set out in the Retention of heritage buildings or trees could be 
form of Design Guidelines. This approach can be considered as such an amenity. 
used to protect heritage resources. 

Performance Zoning or Amenity Zoning 
Temporary Heritage Designation is similar to bonus zoning except that the amenities 
is a mechanism which allows local governments to can be defined on a case by case basis. 
temporarily withhold development permit approval 
for projects involving a heritage resource, to enable a Transfer of Development Rights 
review to be carried out allows an owner to build more space on a site than 

Down Zoning 
would otherwise have been permitted by agreeing to 
forgo development on a heritage site and transfer the 

involves regulations which make it impossible to development rights to the other property. 
replace an existing building with one of a larger size 
and encourage owners to retain the existing 
buildings ' 
Bill 77: Heritage Tree Designation 

Some Terms Used in Heritage 

is an amendment of the Municipal Act (1992) for the 
Management 

purpose of protecting trees. The bylaw specifically Heritage Resources 
prohibits and regulates the cutting and removal of are def med as objects of historical, cultural, 
trees and regulates activities that may damage trees. architectural,archeological or scenic significance 
It further allows Council to identify significant trees which are important to a community. 
or shrubs and assess or inspect specified trees. 

. l Historic Landscapes 

Voluntary Restrictions 
are places which possess a link or continuity of 
natural and built components that are united by 

Conservation Covenants 
human use and past events. 

are legal voluntary agreements or contracts between Restoration 
a heritage property owner and local government is a process which involves the return of a building 
outlining the respective responsibilities to protect or site to its appearance at an earlier time. The 
heritage resources. Covenants are adopted by bylaw building or landscape is recreated as it once was 
and registered on the property title. according to accurate historical or visual 

documentation. 
Heritage Designation 
is a process in which heritage buildings and sites, in Rehabilitation 
whole or in part, are voluntarily designated as a refers to the process of returning a property to a 
heritage site under the Heritage Conservation Act of usable state through repair or alteration. This 
1977. Proposals for alterations and demolitions to process, also known as "adaptive re-use" 
designated buildings must first be approved by City encourages the contemporary use of buildings while 
Council. New Westminster currently has 13 preserving its significant historic features. 
voluntarily designated heritage buildings. 

Renovation 
Tax Incentives is often used interchangeably with rehabilitation to 
such as tax exemptions, freezes or deferments, may describe the modification of an existing building. 
be offered by a local government, to encourage Renovations extend the useful life of the building 
owners to voluntarily designate heritage properties and may involve the preservation of significant 
or agree to a conservation covenant or development historic features. 
permit area regulations. ' 
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COMMUNITY OPEN HOUSE 
COMMENT SHEET 

Aprill993 
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After you have had a chance to look around ,we would appreciate hearing your views on 
heritage resources in New Westminster. Please fill out this comments sheer and leave ir in rhe 
box placed near the entrance. 

1. The following goal, as stated in New Westminster's Official Community Plan, has been 
suggested to assist residents and the City of New Westminster to manage heritage resources. 

"The proposed heritage resource management goal is to maintain a 
sense of historical continuity within a context of change."" 

Is this an appropriate goal to pursue? Why? 

What changes, if any, would you make to this goal statement? __________ _ 

2. Heritage can mean many different things. What does a "heritage resource" mean to you? 

3. Which heritage resources in your co=unity do you consider to be significant? 

Please see other side 



Why are these heritage resources important to your community? 

4. Do you have any general comments or suggestions to make on the management of heritage 
resources in New Westminster ? 

We would like to establish working groups of residents in each of the six study areas for 
ongoing advice on the heritage management plan. If you would be willing to assist, please 
provide your name, address and telephone number below, and note whether you represent 
a particular interest group. We appreciate your interest! 

Cornerstone Planning Group Limited will be responsible for reviewing your comments and 
presenting the results to the City of New Westminster. Your input, along with others, will be 
considered in the future development of procedures and policies to manage heritage resources in 
New Westminster. . . . .. 
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COMMUNITY OPEN HOUSE 

April 1993 
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As pan of the Heritage Management Planning process, a series of Community Open Houses are 
being held in six areas of New Wesrminster. For locations and dates, please refer to the map on 
the back of this page. 

These Open Houses have been designed to solicit views and opinions of residents living in the 
various communities on the management of herirage resources in New Westminster. Our 
intention is to hear how members of the community define heritage and learn about which 
resources are imponant to people who live and work in New Westminster. 

The meeting will provide an opponunity for people to add thier comments to the wall sheets, 
participate in a round table discussion from 8:00 to 8:30 P.M., and complete a comment sheet 
which should be returned to the consultants. WE WANT TO HEAR YOUR VIEWS! 

BACKGROUND 

A team of consultants headed by Cornerstone Planning Group has been retained by the City of 
New Westminster to prepare a Heritage Management Plan. The primary focus of this study is the 
development of management policies and procedures which will enable the City to manage its 
heritage resources effectively in the years to come. 

We are in the initial information gathering and community consultation phase. The views and 
comments we receive at the Open Houses will be considered in the formulation of 
recommendatiosn to the City. Tne community will have the opponunity to offer additional 
comments in the review of sprcific management options at a later stage in the study. 

The Heritage Management Plan Study has been divided into three phases: 

Phase One: Review of Current Heritaf!e Management Svstem 
Interviews with City staff, members of heritage organizations, and business associations 
provide a background for the community consultation process this spring. Discussions 
will assist the consults to better understand the issues which face New Wesrminster. 

Phase Two: Preparation of the Mariaf!ement Plan Framework 
This phase involves the definition of goals and objectives, as well as funher community 
consultation, in the development of a framework to manage the City's heritage resources. 

Phase Three: Preuaration of the Final Heritage Management Plan Repon 
An action plan which outlines policies and procedures for the Heritage Management Plan 
will be presented to the City of New Westminster by the end of 1993. 
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NEW WESTMINISTER HERITAGE MANAGEMENT PLAN 
Brow-of-the-Hill, Uptown and Kelvin Open House 
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May, 1993 

On behalf of the City of New Westminster, a community open house was held for 
the Brow-of-the-Hill, Uptown and Kelvin neighbourhood on the evening of April 
15, 1993. The purpose of the open house was to identify significant heritage 
resources in that neighbourhood and discuss ways to manage them effectively. A 
total of 22 individuals attended the event, which was held in the New Westminster 
Public Library. This paper provides an overview of comments raised at the open 
house, based on the completed comment sheets, wall sheet responses and 
discussions. The information contained in this summary is organized according to 
the main topics of discussion at each open house. 

Definition of a Heritage Resource 
Residents defined heritage as being "something that has a story to tell" and 
"something unique worth saving." A heritage resource may also be something of 
value to the owner or to the community. The value of a heritage resource was 
regarded as being independent of its age. A heritage resource was further described 
as being something rare and, once gone, could not be replaced. 

_ l Examples of Heritage Resources 
As a way of defining what they meant by a "heritage resource," participants offered 
examples ranging in scale from lamp standards to gardens, streetscapes and views. 

Key Heritage Management Issues 
People indicated that heritage could be used to increase property values and be an 
economic and tourism benefit to the community. People also thought that heritage 
homes for sale should not be advertised as "bulldoze and build" specials. Although 
there was some concern about the increasing number of demolitions, many people 
felt that not all old buildings should be saved. New housing should be compatible 
with the existing neighbourhoods. 

Measures to Effectively Manage Heritage Resources 
Participants suggested that a community group be struck to decide which buildings 
are worth saving from demolition. They also noted that building materials should 
be salvaged when a building is demolished. Participants would like to see 
incentives for developers to build compatible houses and for homeowners to 
renovate their homes. Design guidelines should not be so rigid that they discourage 
the retention of heritage homes - "it's better to have crooked teeth than no teeth at 
all." Heritage awareness raising could be extended to a "Heritage Welcome Wagon" 
as a way of informing new homeowners about their home and community. 

New Westminster Heritage Management Plan 
Open House Summary 
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Sapperton, McBride, Richmond Open House 

00Wll:u al it w ('j; 1l:u ('j; alli@ 0° 
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On behalf of the City of New Westminster, a community open house was held for 
the Sapperton, McBride and Richmond neighbourhood on the evening of March 9, 
1993. The purpose of the open house was to identify significant heritage resources 
in that neighbourhood and discuss how to manage them effectively. A total of 47 
people attended the event, which was held in the Sapperton Pensioners Hall. This 
paper provides an overview of comments generated at the open house, based on the 
comment sheets, wall sheet responses and discussions. The information below is 
organized according to topics of discussion at each open house. 

Definition of a Heritage Resource 
People defined a heritage resource as being "more than an old house" and a 
"presence on the landscape." They also agreed that heritage resources interject 
personality and contribute to the unique identity of Sapperton. Participants also 
mentioned that heritage resources contribute to a sense of place and sense of history. 
The contribution of the Royal Engineers to the settlement of the area was also noted. 

Examples of Heritage Resources 
As a way of defining what they meant by a "heritage resource," participants offered 
examples ranging in scale from signage to views of the Pattullo Bridge. Reflecting 
the working class roots of Sapperton, people also noted the railway and commercial 
development along Columbia St. East as important examples of heritage. Gathering 
places and open green spaces were also mentioned as important resources. 

Key Heritage Management Issues 
Sapperton residents were concerned about the compatibility of future development 
of the Woodlands site with the existing older neighbourhood. At the heart of 
heritage management is the need to clarify individual versus collective rights. 
Several people thought that heritage resources could be used as a way to increase the 
economic viability of the Sapperton area. 

Measures to Effectively Manage Heritage Resources 
People thought that a redevelopment plan should be in place before a demolition 
permit could be issued. They also mentioned that incentives for people to restore 
older homes should be in place. Several people agreed that not all older homes 
were worth saving from demolition, pointing to the need to priorize heritage 
resources. Others mentioned that more landscape interpretation should be 
incorporated into heritage as an awareness raising tool. 

New Westminster Heritage Management Plan 
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NEW WESTMINISTER HERITAGE MANAGEMENT PLAN 
Downtown Open House 
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On behalf of the City of New Westminster, a community open house was held for 
New Westminster's downtown area on the evening of April 21, 1993. The purpose 
of the open house was to identify significant heritage resources in that 
neighbourhood and discuss ways to manage them effectively. Approximately 17 
individuals attended the event, which was held at John Robson Elementary School. 
This paper provides an overview of comments raised at the open house, based on 
the completed comment sheets, wall sheet responses and discussions. The 
information contained in this summary is organized according to the main topics of 
discussion at each open house. 

Definition of a Heritage Resource 
A heritage resource was defined by participants of the downtown open house as 
being something with historical significance. One person pointed out that 
something may be historical but not necessarily of heritage value. A heritage 
resource could be associated with the unique as well as the everyday. Although age 
is not relevant, the older a resource is, the more valuable it will be. 

Examples of Heritage Resources 
As a way of defining what they meant by a "heritage resource," participants offered 
examples ranging in scale from cobblestones, family history and buildings to natural 
features, streetscapes and views. Heritage was defined broadly: from small to large 
scale and including both tangible and ephemeral resources. 

Key Heritage Management Issues 
Heritage could be used to encourage an economically vibrant downtown, even 
though downtown as the centre of New Westminster has been eroded over the 
years. Seismic regulations and building code requirements are heritage 
management issues. Some people remarked that not all old buildings may be worth 
saving, noting that there needs to be a process in place to identify which buildings 
are worth restoring or saving from demolition. Density along Columbia Street is 
another heritage management issue - should density be increased downtown? 

Measures to Effectively Manage Heritage Resources 
Participants wondered how to incorporate the railway and parkade with heritage 
ambiance of downtown. It may be worth saving a building facade instead of the 
entire building. There is a need to first define the overall scale of buildings first 
then decide building densities. Heritage management may involve some tradeoffs, 
as restoration may not be viable for property owners along Columbia Street. 
Community input should be solicited to decide what is a valujible heritage resource. 

New Westminster Heritage Management Plan 
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NEW WESTMINISTER HERITAGE MANAGEMENT PLAN 
Queen's Park and Glenbrook North Community Open House 
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On behalf of the City of New Westminster, a community open house was held for 
the Queen's Park and Glenbrook North neighbourhood on the evening of March 23, 
1993. The purpose of the open house was to identify significant heritage resources 
in that neighbourhood and discuss ways to manage them effectively. A total of 85 
individuals attended the event, which was held in the New Westminster Public 
Library. This paper provides an overview of comments raised at the open house, 
based on the completed comment sheets, wall sheet responses and discussions. The 
information is organized according to the topics of discussion at the open house. 

Definition of a Heritage Resource 
People defined heritage resources as being "something of historical significance"; 
"whatever a community decides is a resource"; and "older people who tell you 
about the heritage of the neighbourhood". People agreed that heritage resources 
contributed to the unique neighbourhood and sense of harmony in Queen's Park. 

Examples of Heritage Resources 
As a way of defining what they meant by a "heritage resource," participants offered 
examples ranging in scale from cobblestones to streetscapes and views. Although 
heritage was defined broadly, Queen's Park residents emphasized the importance of 
larger old homes and the built environment, and listed many historic homes by 
name as being important examples of heritage. 

Key Heritage Management Issues 
People mentioned the need to preserve streetscapes instead of concentrating solely 
on buildings. Small lot development and infill housing was perceived as impacting 
negatively on the existing neighbourhood - densification was regarded as being 
undesirable. People agreed that there was a need to work with the City and Council 
to manage heritage resources effectively in the face of regional population pressure. 
Some participants thought it was important to retain heritage as an economic and 
tourism draw to the New Westminster area. 

Measures to Effectively Manage Heritage Resources 
Many people want to explore the possibility of implementing development permit 
areas for part or all of Queen's Park. Invoking design controls was also discussed as 
another management tool. Others mentioned the need to provide incentives to 
developers and homeowners to build and restore appropriately. The need to review 
zoning standards, building codes and update the Official Community Plan were also 
raised, as was the importance of heritage awareness raising through efforts such as 
the heritage home tours and the "Preservationist" newsletter. 
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NEW WES1MINISTER HERITAGE MANAGEMENT PLAN 
Queensborough Community Open House 
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May, 1993 

On behalf of the City of New Westminster, a community open house was held for 
the Queensborough neighbourhood on the evening of April 7, 1993. The purpose of 
the open house was to identify significant heritage resources in that neighbourhood 
and discuss ways to manage them effectively. A total of 22 individuals attended the 
event, held in the Queensborough Community Centre. This paper provides an 
overview of the comments raised at the event, based on the comment sheets, wall 
sheet responses and discussions. The information contained in this summary is 
organized according to the main topics of discussion at each open house. 

Definition of a Heritage Resource 
Residents of Queensborough defined heritage resources as being simply "something 
worth preserving" and "something we have inherited and is to be handed down to 
another generation." People pointed to the need to preserve enough of the past to 
tell a story and make young people aware of Queensborough's past. 

Examples of Heritage Resources 
As a way of defining what was meant by a "heritage resource," participants offered 
examples ranging in scale from gardens and old sheds to the Fraser River ecosystem 
and local wildlife. The multicultural heritage of Queensborough was regarded as a 
heritage resource, as was the pastoral environment of the community. Examples of 
heritage were largely associated with the river, dike, canal, marsh reflecting 
Queensborough's rural environment and affinity with the Fraser river. 

Key Heritage Management Issues 
The need to retain the rural environment of Queensborough and encourage new 
development that is more compatible with the existing community were the two 
main management issues mentioned at the open house. People want to retain the 
natural shoreline of the Fraser River and preserve the quality of life. An important 
concern was the level of fill required for newly built homes and the increasing 
number of monster homes appearing in Queensborough. 

Measures to Effectively Manage Heritage Resources 
People felt that development was occurring too rapidly and should be slowed down 
as a way of protecting the rural environment. They suggested that tax incentives 
could be used to encourage the restoration of historically significant homes. Some 
people wanted to implement design controls and special permit areas and also 
wanted more input from the community in the planning process. Maintaining the 
pastoral feeling of Queensborough could be achieved by establishing bicycle trails 
and preserving greenspace. 
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West End and Connaught Heights Open House 
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On behalf of the City of New Westminster, a community open house was held for 
the West End and Connaught Heights neighbourhood on the evening of March 30, 
1993. The purpose of the open house was to identify significant heritage resources 
in that neighbourhood and discuss ways to manage them effectively. Over 30 
individuals attended the event, which was held in the New Westminster Public 
Library. This paper provides an overview of comments raised at the open house, 
based on the completed comment sheets, wall sheet responses and discussions. The 
information below is organized according to the main topics of discussion at each 
open house. 

Definition of a Heritage Resource 
People defined heritage resources as being "something of value in the community 
worth keeping" and "a link to the past" and "things evoking images of time past." 
Participants recognized that different people have different concepts of heritage and 
that a range of resources could be considered heritage. 

Examples of Heritage Resources 
As a way of defining what they meant by a "heritage resource," participants offered 
examples ranging from renovated houses, back alleys, landscapes, streetscapes and 
views. Reflecting the rural background of the West End, many people noted that 
views, gardens, parks and open space were important heritage resources. One 
person noted that the original layout of the area itself was a heritage resource. 

Key Heritage Management Issues 
People thought the definition of heritage should be expanded to include more 
recent resources. Key management issues relating to heritage involved the 
retention of views, access to the Fraser River and lack of green space. People also 
mentioned the need to preserve the continuity of the streetscape and regulate the 
scale of new development to ensure compatibility with the existing neighbourhood. 
Participants wondered why they should restore their homes if a monster home was 
allowed to built adjacent to them and block light and air. 

Measures to Effectively Manage Heritage Resources 
Several people mentioned the need to establish local neighbourhood groups to 
work with City planners regarding the demolition of heritage buildings and 
redevelopment. Others mentioned the need to examine neighbourhood design 
controls, building floor-space ratios and zoning processes. Residents thought some 
design guidelines should be in place that would reflect community needs. 
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NEIGHBOURHOOD WORKING GROUPS 
The following people volunteered to join a neighbourhood working group: 

SAPPERTON 
Shirley Ryan 
James Crosty 
Siu Yin Wong 
Paul Palmer 
Nancy Palmer 
Nancy Hanna 
Amar Shan 
Emma Peelstreet 
Arnold Fon 
Michael Mills 

QUEENS PARK 
George Cherris 
Larry White 
Rob Kruger 
Sandra Sontaruski 
Kenneth Cawkell 
Dee Jacobson 
Joachim Ayala 

WEST END & CONNAUGHT HEIGHTS 
Patricia Goijerg 
Mary Wilson 
Clifford Stanley 
Elmer Rudolph (WE Ratepayers) 
Bill Engleson (WE Ratepayers) 
Bill Zander 
Mary Wilson 

QUEENSBOROUGH 
Ben De Groot 
Pat Clarot (Q Ratepayers Assoc) 
Edna Anderson 

BROW-OF-THE Hil.,L, UPTOWN AND KELVIN 
Merril Hall 
Alan Cruickshank 
Larry Ripplinger and Luc Bouliane 

DOWNTOWN 
Reverend Helen Patterson, Holy Trinity Cathedral 
Agneta Jonsson 
Julie Mueller 
Jim Wolf 
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PRINCIPLES OF RESTORATION . 
General Conservation Principles 

◊◊◊ 
◊ 

<>"<> ◊ 

All heritage conservation work, whether it be on a building, monument, or site. 
should be based upon and preceded by sufficient historical research, site analysis 
and documentation to identify and safeguard fully the heritage values to be 
conserved. 

The evolution of the structure(s) and the site should be respected. The contributions 
of all periods are important to the historic:il development and merit retention. 
Decisions about appropriate levels of intervention shall be based upon the heritage 
values of each contribution. 

Long~te.rm protection of the historic resource: should be balanced with user 
requirements and future resource management goals should be identified prior to 
undertaking any work. 

The approach lo all heritage conservation projects should be one of minimal 
inte....-Yention to ensure the maximum prese.!'Vation of the existing and authentic 
physical fabric and the retention of the sig..,,s of age (also known as the patina) 

Conjecture and the falsification of building elements should be avoided in all 
heritage conservation projects. 

A well-defined maintenance plan should be clearly established in order to prepare 
for an appropriate level of maintenance and care upon completion. 

Specific Restoration Principles 

Tne goals of all restoration projects, including the use to which the building or site 
will be put, must be clearly established prior to commencing work. If ii is 
appropriate, for compelling interpretive reasons, to undertake period restoration and 
establish an earlier time to which the building or site is to be restored, this must be 
determined al this time. 

◊◊◊ Upon close inspection, new material which is part of the restoration work must be 
◊ distinguishable from the original building fabric and historic additions. 

All work done to the historic fabric shall be reversible whenever possible, as it may 
be necessary or desirable in the future to alter or remove the restoration work for 
historic, aesthetic, or functional reasons. New work shall be designed in spirit and 
material so that it may be removed, leaving the essential form and integrity of the 
building intact. 

New or untested conservation products and methods should be avoided until thcir 
reliability has been clearly demonstrated so as to ensure that the restoration work 
does not inadvertently lead to accelerated deterioration of the historic resource. 

Published by the British Columbia Hmbge Trust 
Ministry of ~unia,,al Affairs. Recreation and Culture 

. ·. Hooourable Lyall Hanson.Mumt<r . 



PRINCIPLES OF REHABILITATION 
General Cons.ervation Principles 

All heritage conservation work, whethe.r it be on a building. monument, or site, 
should be based upon and preceded by sufficient historical research, site analysis 
and documentation to identify and safeguard fully the heritage values to be 
conserved. 

The evolution of the structure(s) and the site should be resoected. Tne contributions 
of all periods a.re important to the historical development ;md merit retention. 
Decisions about appropriate levels of intervention shall be based upon the heritage 
values of each contribution. 

Long-term protection of the historic resource should be balanced with user 
requirements and future resource management goals should be identified prior to 
undertaking any work. 

Tne approach to all heritage conservation projects should be one of minimal 
intervention to ensure the maximum preservation of the existing and authentic 
physical fabric and the retention of the signs of age (also known as the patina) 

Conjecture and the falsification of building elements should be avoided in all 
heritage conservation projects. 

A well-defined maintenance plan should be clearly established in order to prepare 
for an appropriate level of maintenance and care upon completion.. 

Specific Rehabilitation Principles 

YVhether the rehabilitation involves a continued-use or an adaptive re-use every 
effort should be made to develop a functional layout which will either not, or which 
will minimally alter both the exterior appearance and the historic interior layout of 
the building or structure. 

Wherever possible, deteriorated historic building material and features should be 
repaired rather than removed or replaced. Where replacement is necessary the new 
material should be compatible with the material being replaced in composition, 
design, colour, texture, and other visual qualities, but upon close inspection, it 
should be distinguishable from the historic fabric. 

Contemporary designs for alte-rations or new additions may be acceptable. However, 
they should be compatible with the existing materials and design, yet they must also 
be seen as products of their own time and be readily distinguishable from the 
historic fabric. 

◊◊◊ Whereve.r possible, changes or alterations should be designed to respect the integrity 
◊ of the historic design and to have a minimal impact on the historic fabric. 

◊◊◊ Alterations which seek to aeate an earlie.r appearance or which use different 
◊ architectural elements from othe.r buildings or structures are discouraged.. 
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1. OVERALL CONCEPTS 

· , The New Westminster Heritage Data Base will be a standalone computer system i.e. it will run on 
one PC by itself 

• 1 

' 

• 1 

The information on the Heritage Computer will come from 2 places. 

All information penaining to address, roll#, site information, etc. will come from the Planning 
Depanment computer system maintained in the planning depanment at the City of New 
Westminster. 

All information that is separate to the Planning Depanment Information above and is Heritage 
information that is information that is gathered using the new heritage forms will be entered and 
stored in the prime Heritage Data Base system. 

Planning Information will be passed FROM the Planning Depamnent Computer System TO the 
prime Heritage Data Base system - Heritage Information will be passed FROM the Heritage Data 
Base System TO the Planning Depanment Computer System. Information will not be passed in a 
direction that is contrary to the above . 

Diagram 1. 

Planning Data 

Heritage Data 
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2. COORDINATION BETWEEN CIVIC DEPARTMENTS/ OTHER SITES 

If the Heritage Computer System is to be duplicated to other locations, a backup can be made of the 
Heritage Computer data and program files and then this information can be taken to the other 
computer(s). No information will be taken in the reverse direction. 

3. UPDATING OF HERITAGEIPLANNING INFORMATION 

An automatic procedure has been designed that will pass the necessary information between the 
Heritage System and the Planning Department The procedure for uploading the Planning 
Department Information to the prime Heritage Data Base System or Downloading the Heritage 
Information to be transferred to the Planning Department is controlled from the menu within the 
Heritage Computer System. 

4. PROCEDURE FOR FLAGGING PROPERTIES 

The New Westminster Heritage Management Software does not 'flag' heritage properties. Instead, 
when a property is sought for Heritage designation/information, the system will allow the user to 
enter the identifying Roll#, Address, Group Name or Site Name. Once the property is located any 
Heritage Information that is on the system will be available for viewing on the multi-page form. In 
this way every property recorded in the Planning Department is stored on the system and any 
corresponding Heritage Information is available. 

5. THE HERITAGE MANAGEMENT SOFTWARE 

The New Westminster Heritage Management Software Program is a menu-driven, easy-to-use 
system. It is written in the computer language called Rbase, version 4.0. 

The Program is started by type NWH from the DOS prompt or by choosing the selection from the 
menu. 

The steps for using the software program are as follows: 
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THE MAIN MENU 

07/29/93 NEW WESTMINSTER CITY COUNCIL 
HERITAGE INVENTORY PROGRAM 

Version: 1.0 

~------------Main-Menn_-----------------, 

Heritage Building Site Repons System Exit 

DRAFT 3 
New Westminster Heritage Management Plan 



A. LOOKING UP A PROPERTY 

I. Select HERITAGE from the Main Menu. The screen then shows the 2 methods for looking up a 
property. 

Main-Men-

Heritage Building Site Reports System Exit 

ADDRESS 
ROLL# 

2. First Example, Select ADDRESS for looking up a property. The screen then prompts for the 
Full Street Name i.e. AGNES STREET 

Main-Men-

Heritage 

' Enter Full Street Name or Fl=look up/ESC=exit 

~ 

3. If you don't know the exact name or spelling you can press the <Fl> key to produce a popup of 
all the street names. Highlight the correct street name and press <ENTER>. 

Hint You can press the first letter of the street name to jump to that letter in the pop up for faster 
viewmg. 

Main-Menu 

Heritage Building Site Reports System Exit 

ADDRESS I 
ROLL# 

AGNES STREET 
ALBERT CRESCENT 
ALBERTA STREET 
ALLEN STREET 
ALLISON PLACE 
AMESS STREET 
ANNACISHIGHW A Y 
ARBUTUS STREET 
ARCHER STREET 
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3. Once you have entered the street name, the screen then prompts you for the street number. Enter 
in a correct number or press the <Fl> key for a popup of all valid street numbers for the street 
name that has been entered. 

Main-Menu 

Heritage 

/- Enter Street Number or Fl=look uptESC=exit 
F -

- ...... - \J ................ .r 

ALLEN STREET 
ALLISON PLACE 
AMESS STREET 
ANNACISHIGHW A Y 
ARBUTUS STREET 
ARCHER STREET 

4. Here the <Fl> key was pressed so the popup shows all valid street numbers for the street name 
entered. 

Main-Men-

Heritage Building Site Reports System Exit 

ADDRESS 
ROLL# 

I 
AGNES STREET 
ALBERT CRESCENT 
ALBERTA STREET 
ALLEN STREET 101 
ALLISON PLACE 102 
AMESS STREET Ill 
ANNACISHIGHW A Y 117 
ARBUTUS STREET 119 
ARCHER STREET 125 

126 
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5. After entering or selecting a street number, the available fonns are shown. Highlight the 
required fonn and press <ENTER>. 

am- en_ 

Heritage Building Site Repons System Exit 

ADDRESS I 
ROLL# 

AGNES STREET 
ALBERT CRESCENT 
ALBERTA STREET 
ALLEN STREET 101 
ALLISON PLACE 102 
AMESS STREET FormA - Summary Form 
ANNACISHIGHW A Y FormB - Site Recording Form 
ARBUTUS STREET Comments - HAC/PLANNING Comments 
ARCHER STREET 

lL.O 

The form selected will then be shown on the screen for your editing. 

Lookup by Roll# works the same way as Lookup by Street Name and Number except that you ·· 1 

enter the Roll# for the propeny. 

Mam-Men-

Heritage Building Site Repons System Exit 

ADDRESS 
ROLL# 

or you can press <Fl> for a list of all the roll numbers. 

am- en_ 

Heritage 

p 
Enter Roll Number or Fl=look up/ESC=exit 

B 
~ 
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6. Because the Heritage database is only a subset of all the properties in New Westminster not all 
properties will be entered into the Heritage database. If the system does not have any information 
regaring the propeny you have entered then you will be prompted as below. 

M" M am- enu 

Heritage Building Site Repons System Exit 

ADDRESS I 
ROLL# 3201000 

3202000 
3203000 
3204000 
3206000 
3208000 
3210000 
3211000 
3213000 

ROLL# 320800 

No Heritage Information Found. Add a New Entry? (YIN): 

7. You will then choose which form you would like to use for entry, as below. 

Main-Menu 

Heritage Building Site Repons System Exit 

ADDRESS 
ROLL# 

FormA - Summary Form 
FormB - Site Recording Form 
Comments - RAC/PLANNING Comments 

ROLL# : 3208000 
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B. ENTERING INFORMATION 

1. Some of the forms have more than 1 page as indicated below. Enter the information as requried 
and then use the Page Up and PageDown keys to move between the pages/screens, as described at 
the bottom of the screen. 

Edit Go to Exit 
FORM A: SUMMARY FORM Page 1 of2 

Roll# : 3208000 
Site Name(s) : 
Stteet Number: 
Street Name : 
Heritage Group: Neighbourhood : E 

RESOURCE TYPE (Enter a 1 for All, Appropriate) 
Architecture/Buildings Industrial Archaeology Landscape 
Aboriginal Archaeology Views Trees Industrial Sites 
Other(specify): 

Outstanding Features: 

THEMATIC ASSOCIATIONS (Enter a 1 for All, Appropriate) 
Settlement Industrial Transportation 
Commercial Judicial Legislative 
Instimtional Education Recreation 
Planning Religion Other 

Use <ENTER> to move through fields <PgUp> or <PgDn> to move through pages 

Edit Go to Exit 
FORM A: SUMMARY FORM Page 2 of 2 

Roll# 3208000 
RESOURCE HISTORY 

Date of first construction in area: 
ContextPeriod: Pre-1860 1860-1865 

1887-1920 1920-1939 

CROSS-REFERENCED to other SITES 

LEGAL STANDING 
None Application Pending Specify: 

1865-1887 
1939-1947 

Voluntary Desig. Municipal Designation Bylaw# Date 
Provincial ( Municipal Act Heritage Conservation Act) 
Covenants Easements Specify: 

Researched By: Date: 

1947-1960 

Use <ENTER> to move through fields <PgUp> or <PgDn> to move through pages 
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Edit Go to Exit 
FORM B: SITE FIELD RECORDING FORM 

Roll# : 778000 
Site Name(s) : 
Street Nwnber: 101 
Street Name : AGNES S1REET 
Heritage Group: Neighbourhood : D 

Review for: 

SITE HISTORY 

Historic Record 
Desgination 
Other (Specify) 

Date Built Building Permit 
Alterations 

People : 
Events : 
Comments: 

Demolition 
Building Permit 

Water Connection 

Use <ENTER> to move through fields <l'gUp> or <l'gDn) to move through pages 

Page 1 of 5 

----- ------------------------------
Edit Go to Exit 

FORM B: SITE FIELD RECORDING FORM Page 2 of 5 
Roll# 778000 

ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION 
Architect: 
Builder : 
Crafters/ Artisans 
Primary Architectural Style: 

Outstanding Features : 

LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION 
Landscape Date : 
Intact Elements : 

Original Intact : 

Use <ENTER> to move through fields <l'gUp> or <l'gDn> to move through pages 
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Edit Go to Exit 
FORM B: SITE FIELD RECORDING FORM 

RESOURCE CONDIDON 
Landscape Resources: 

Plant Materials Fences/Walls Built Elements Views 
Architecrural Resources: 

Page 3 of5 
Roll# 778000 

Roof Walls Foundation/FLoor Windows/Doors Details 
Comments on Condition 

Reviewed by : Date: 

Use <EN1ER> to move through fields <PgUp> or <PgDn> to move through pages 

Edit Go to Exit 
FORM B: SITE FIELD RECORDING FORM 

CONTEXT 
Neighbourhood Character 

Streetscape Description 

Comments 

SOURCES/REFERENCES 
Library: 
Photos : 
Archives: 
Other : 

PHOTOGRAPH RECORD 
Survey : 
Designation : 

Page 4 of 5 
Roll# 778000 

Use <EN1ER> to move through fields <PgUp> or <PgDn> to move through pages 
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Edit Go to Exit 
FORM B: SITE FIELD RECORDING FORM Page 5 of 5 

Roll# 778000 

Botanical Name 
Common Name 

Height: Diameter: Crown Width : 
Comments: 

Botanical Name 
Common Name 

Height: Diameter: Crown Width : 
Comments: 

Botanical Name 
Common Name 

Height: Diameter: Crown Width : 
Comments: 

Use <F8> to move down through plant information <F7> to move up 
Use <ENTIR> to move through fields <PgUp> or <PgDn> to move through pages 

---------·--------------------------------
Edit Go to Exit 

FORM B: SITE FIELD RECORDING FORM 
RAC/PLANNING DEPARTMENT COMMENTS AREA 

Page 1 

Roll# : 778000 
Street Number: 101 
Street Name : AGNES STREET 

Purpose of Review : 

CNW 
Borden 

LEGAL STANDING 
1 None Application Pending Specify : 

CIHB 
Other 

Voluntary Designation Municipal Designation Bylaw# Date 
Provincial ( Municipal Act Heritage Conservation Act ) 
Covenants Easements Specify : 

Neighbourhood : D 

Date: 
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2. After entering information you then press the <ESC> key to exit You will be prompted to save 
your changes or not. Press Y for Yes to save your changes if desired. 

Edit Go to Exit 
FORM A: SUMMARY FORM 

Roll# : 3208000 
Site Name(s) : 
Street Number : 
Street Name : 
Heritage Group: Neighbourhood : E 

RESOURCE TYPE 
1 Architectur;====================a 
Aboriginal 
Other(spec 

Outstanding Do you want to save your changes? Yes No 

11:IEMATIC ASSOCIATIONS (Enter a 1 for ALL Appropriate) 
Settlement Industrial Transportation 
Commercial Judicial Legislative 
Institutional Education Recreation 
Planning Religion Other 

Page 1 of2 

Landscape 
Industrial Sites 

Use <ENTER> to move through fields <PgUp> or <PgDn> to move through pages 

DRAFf 12 
New W esnninsrer Heritage Management Plan 



.. i C. PLANNING DEPARTMENT INFORMATION 

:·1 You can also obtain the information regarding a property that is stored in the planning department 
information by the following steps. 

• j 

. ! 

1. Select Building or Site form the Main Menu. The popup for all the street names will appear. 
Highlight the correct one and then press <EN1ER>. 

am- en_ 

Heritage Building Site Reports System Exit 

AGNES STREET 
ALBERT CRESCENT 
ALBERTA STREET 
ALLEN STREET 
ALLISON PLACE 
AMESS STREET 
ANNACISHIGHWAY 
ARBUTUS STREET 
ARCHER STREET 

2. The popup for all the valid street numbers will then appear. Highlight the correct one and then 
press <ENTER>. 

M ain-Men-

Heritage Building Site Reports System Exit 

AGNES STREET 
ALBERT CRESCENT 
ALBER 101 
ALLEN 102 
ALLISC 111 
AMESS 117 
ANNA( 119 
ARBUl 125 
ARCHI 126 
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3. The forms for the Buidling and Site information are as follows. This information is not 
changeable on the Heritage Management System. 

Edit Go to Exit 
BUil.l)ING FORM - BUILDING TABLE INFORMATION FROM PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

Roll# 
Street Number 

Building Name 
Dimensions 
Bldg Area 
floor Area 
floor Space 
floors 
Bldg Height 
A Fir Space 
B Fir Space 
Bldg Age 
Heritage flag 
Developer 
Architect 
Demolished? 
Altered 

Edit Go to Exit 

778000 
101 

37.5X46.5 
1425. 
1425. 
2685. 
2+B 

1875. 
810. 
1899 
N 

Street Name : AGNES STREET 

Bldg Condition 
Structure Type 
Number of Units 
Bldg Number 

G 
FRAME 
2 
1 

SITE FORM - SITE TABLE INFORMATION FROM PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

Roll# 
Street Number 

Block 
Census 
Neighbourhood 

Number ofBldgs 
Land User 
Frontage 
Average Depth 
Site Area 
Zoning 
Site Cover 
Total cover 
floor space 
Open Space 
Open Type 
FSR 

DRAFT 

778000 
101 

C-034 
207 
D 

1 

Street Name 

R-House with suite 
66. 
132. 
8712. 
RS-2 
16.36 
1425. 
2685. 

LN 
0.308195 

New Wesnninster Heritage Management Plan 

AGNES STREET 

A floor Space 
B floor Space 
Residential Unit(s): 
Loading Bay(s) 
Strata? 

1875. 
810. 
2 
0 
N 
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D. PRINTING A REPORT 

1. Select Reports from the Main Menu. The popup will appear below. In most cases you will then 
choose the Single Property Report. Highlight the entry and press <ESC>. 

Main-Men~ 

Heritage Building Site Reports System Exit 

*** REPORI' CRITERIA *** 
SINGLE PROPERTY REPORT 
SELECT SPECIFIC CRITERIA 
PRINT BUILDINGS WITH NO AGES 

2. You will then automatically get the 2 popups for the Street Name and then the corresponding 
Street Number. 

Main-Menu 

Heritage Building Site Reports System Exit 

*** REPORI' CRITERIA *** 
SINGLE PROPERTY REPORT 
SELECT SPECIFIC CRITERIA 
PRINT BUILDINGS WITH NO AGES AGNES STREET 

ALBERI' CRESCENT 
ALBERTA STREET 
ALLEN STREET 
ALLISON PLACE 
AMESS STREET 
ANNACISHIGHWAY 
ARBUTUS STREET 
ARCHER STREET 
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MainM - enu 

Heritage Building Site Reports System Exit 

*** REPORT CRITERIA *** 
SINGLE PROPERTY REPORT 

, 1 

SELECT SPECIFIC CRITERIA 
PRJNT BUILDINGS WTrn NO AGES AGNES STREET 

ALBERT CRESCENT 
ALBERTA STREET 
ALLEN STREET 

101 AUlSON PLACE 
AMESS STREET 102 
ANNACIS HIGHWA) 111 
ARBUTUS STREET 117 
ARCHERSTREET 119 

125 
126 

3. Select the Form to Print as shown below. 

M' M am- en_ 

Heritage Building Site Reports System Exit 

*** REPORT CRITERIA *** 
SINGLE PROPERTY REPORT 
SELECTSPECIFICCRlTERIA 
PRINT BUILDINGS WITII NO AGES AGNES STREET 

ALBERT CRESCENT 
ALBERTA STREET 
ALLEN STREET I ~~~ ALLISON PLACE 
AMESS S ** REPORTS ** ANNACI: ForrnA 
ARBUTU ForrnB 
ARCHER 

I ~----

, 126 
C ! 
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4. Select the output to send the report to - either the printer or the sc=n. 

Main-Men-

Heritage Building Site Reports System Exit 

*** REPORT CRJT.ERIA *** 
SINGLE PROPERTY REPORT 
SELECT SPECIFIC CRJT.ERIA 
PRINT BUil.DINGS WITII NO AGES AGNES STREET 

ALBERT CRESCENT 
ALBEIITA STREET 
ALLEN STREET I ~~~ ALIJSON PLACE 
AMESS S1 ** 1,/""' lk"I ..,_ ** 
A 
A ** SELECT DESTINATION ** 
A Printer 

L..- Screen 

5. And then you will be prompted with ... 

Continue? (YIN): 

6. If you enter Y = yes then the report will be sent to the selected destination. 

4. It is also possible to select you own criteria for a report other than by the Street Name/Number 
or by the Roll#. After selectin REPORTS from the main menu, choose SELECT SPECIFIC 
CRITERIA. You then choose which database you want to choose the information from. In most 
cases you would select HERITAGE, as shown below. 

Main-Menu 

Heritage Building Site Reports System Exit 

*** REPORT CRJT.ERIA *** 
SINGLE PROPERTY REPORT 
SELECT SPECIFIC CRJT.ERIA **TABLE** 
PRINT BUILDINGS WITII NO AGES Heritage 

Building 
Site 
Streets 
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5. You will then choose whichever fields you want to use as your criteria, from the pop up of fields 
for the database that you have chosen. 

Column Operator Value 

roll# 
sitename 
strnum 
strnam 
heritgip 
ngbrhood 
zorung 
fsr 
landuse 

Select column for condition. 
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6. Then choose the mathematical operator to use in your criteria. 

Column Operator Value 

roll# 
= EQUAL 
<> NOTEQUAL 
> GREATER THAN 
>= GREATER THAN OR EQUAL 
< LESS THAN 
<= LESS THAN OR EQUAL 
BETWEEN 
NOT BETWEEN 
IN I= 

C. ) 

, ! 

- 1 Choose an operator. 

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
7. Then enter the value for your criteria. The screen will appear as below except with the entries 

, 1 that you have made . 

.. .l' 

Column Operator Value 

roll# = 3208000 

. ! 

Enter a comparison value. 
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8. You can make as many entry as you desire but remember that the more entries you make the 
fewer matches there will be. 

When you are finished with youR selection criteria, choose (Done) from the popup. 

M"M am- enu I 

Column Operator Value 

roll# = 3208000 

AND 
OR 
AND NOT 
ORNOT 
(Done) 

Choose an operator to combine conditions or choose (Done). 

Then choose the REPORT, the OUTPUT and enter Y = Yes to CONTINUE. 
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E. SYSTEM MAINTENANCE 

TIJ:e program has a number of Maintenance routines for maintinaing the system. 

NOTE: A Full Backup should be done before attempting any of these maintenance routines. 

~-------------Main-Menu,-----------------~ 

Heritage Building Site Reports 

DRAFT 
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System Exit 

Edit Data Base 
Pack this Data Base 
Reload Data to New Database 
Delete old Database 
Change Data Bases 
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1. PASSING OF INFORMATION 

Planning Information will be passed FROM the Planning Department Computer System TO the 
prime Heritage Database system - Heritage Information will be passed FROM the Heritage 
Database System TO the Planning Department Computer System. Information will not be passed in 
a direction that is contrary to the above. 

All information pertaining to address, roll#, site information, etc. will come from the Planning 
Department computer system maintained in the planning department at the City of New 
Westminster. The information is contained in the 2 tables -BUILDING and SITE. These 2 tables 
must be written to 2 separate files. The correct Rbase commands are: 

SETNULL-0-
0UT building.txt 

UNLOAD ALL FOR building AS ASCII 

OUT site.txt 

UNLOAD ALL FOR site AS ASCII 

OUTSCR 

· 1 All information that is separate to the Planning Department Information above and is Heritage 
.. J information that is information that is gathered using the new heritage forms will be entered and 

stored in the prime Heritage Database system. 

- .J 
Diagram I. 

......... ·'-······ ... , ........... . 

IImiIM§l ll!iffig§liiei!il!I 

Planning Data Planning Data 

Heritage Data - Heritage Data 

._ l 
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2. COORDINATION BETWEEN CIVIC DEPARTMENTS/ OTHER SITES 

If the Heritage Computer System is to be duplicated to other locations, a backup can be made of the 
Heritage Computer data and program files and then this information can be taken to the other 
computer(s). 

Any backup utility can be used such as Fastback, Nanon Backup, PCTools Backup or even DOS 
Backup. 

No information is to be taken in the reverse direction. 

3. THE HERITAGE MANAGEMENT SOFTWARE 

The New Westminster Heritage Management Software Program is a menu-driven, easy-to-use 
system. It is written in the computer language called Rbase, version 4.0, but can be used with 
Rbase 3.0. 

The Program is staned by type NWH from the DOS prompt or by choosing the selection from the 
menu. The startup file is NWH.CMD. 
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HERITAGE LANDSCAPE SITE FORM 
CITY OF NEW WESTMINSTER 

PAGE 2 

Botanical Name -------------------------
Common Name ________________________ _ 
Diameter at Breast Height. _____________________ _ 
Height ____________________________ _ 

Crown Width __________________________ _ 

Date Planted ________________ Source ________ _ 
Comments ___________________________ _ 

Botanical Name ________________________ _ 

Common Name -------------------------
Di am et er at Breast Height _____________________ _ 
Height ____________________________ _ 

Crown Width __________________________ _ 

Date Planted ________________ Source ________ _ 

Comments ----------------------------

Botanical Name -------------------------
Common Name ________________________ _ 
Diameter at Breast Height. _____________________ _ 
Height ____________________________ _ 

Crown Width __________________________ _ 

Date Planted _________________ Source _______ _ 

Comments ___________________________ _ 

Botanical Name. ________________________ _ 

Common Name -------------------------
Di am et er at Breast Height _____________________ _ 

Height ____________________________ _ 

Crown Width __________________________ _ 

Date Planted ________________ Source _______ _ 

Comments ___________________________ _ 
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Roll Number 

HERITAGE LANDSCAPE SITE FORM 
CITY OF NEW WESTMINSTER 

Site Name ---------- -----------
Address. ____________________________ _ 

Site Map appended yes no 

Landscape Design or Elements Date From ____ Original intact yes no some 
Description of Intact Elements ____________________ _ 

Plant Material (for additional listings, use back of sheet) 

Botanical Name -------------------------
Common Name _________________________ _ 
Diameter at Breast Height ______________________ _ 
Height ____________________________ _ 

Crown Width __________________________ _ 

Date Planted __________________________ _ 

Comments ___________________________ _ 

Urban Context: 
Streetscape __________________________ _ 

Landmark (how does this landscape add to the neighbourhood character?) _____ _ 

Resource Condition (ENG/G/F/P) 

__ Plant Material 

Descri ption/H isto ry: 
--

Notes/Recommendations: 

Fences/Walls 

Surveyed by: ___________ _ 

__ Built Elements Views 

Date ___________ _ 
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HERITAGE BUILDING SITE FORM 
CITY OF NEW WESTMINSTER 

Roll Number ___________ Site Name. __________ _ 
Address. ____________________________ _ 

Heritage Group ___________ Neighbourhood, ________ _ 

Legal Description _______________________ _ 

Site History Date of Construction, _____ Bldg Permit. ___ Water Conn. __ _ 
Alterations, ___________________________ _ 

First title 

Owner ____________ Occupation __________ _ 

Directory Listings ________________________ _ 

People. ____________________________ _ 

Events ____________________________ _ 

Comments ___________________________ _ 

Architect. ______________ Architectural Style _______ _ 
Builder ____________________________ _ 

Craftspeople/Artisans _______________________ _ 

Exterior Details. _________________________ _ 

Interior Details _________________________ _ 

Building Condition (ENG/G/F/P) 
__ Roof __ Walls __ Foundation/Floor __ Windows/Doors Details 
Comments ___________________________ _ 

Urban Context 

First building in the Neighbourhood or Context Period ____________ _ 
Streetscape __________________________ _ 

Neighbourhood (approx 3 block radius) ________________ _ 
Comments. ___________________________ _ 

Sources/References 
Photographs __________________________ _ 

Planning Department _______________________ _ 
Library ____________________________ _ 

Archives. ____________________________ _ 

Other _____________________________ _ 

Surveyed by: _______________ Date _________ _ 
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MANUAL TO ACCOMPANY THE 
HERITAGE BUILDING SITE FORM 

HERITAGE LANDSCAPE SITE FORM 

This handbook wis designed to assist people who are collecting infonnation about heritage 
properties in New Westminster. Infonnation is gathered for many reasons, including 
documentation, personal satisfaction and decision making. City resources include the Library, the 
Museum and the Planning Department. Other sources are private files, historic photographs, oral 
histories and personal observations. The wealth of infonnation collected depends in part on the 
purpose of the project The fonns are designed to accommodate a variety of circumstances. If, for 
example, there is an interest in the history of a particular site, the file will grow over time with the 
researcher's curiosity. In contrast, a member of the Heritage Advisory Committee will have a 
limited time to gather data on a building that is waiting for a Demolition Permit 

1. 0 INTRODUCTION 
Three fonns were developed to record site data: 

HERITAGE BUILDING SITE FORM (for anyone doing heritage research) 
HERITAGE LANDSCAPE SITE FORM (for anyone doing heritage research) 
HERITAGE ASSESSMENT FORM (for the Heritage Advisory Committee) 

The function of the fonns is to: 

1 . Provide a standard fonnat for heritage data collection that can be used by the City, by heritage 
groups and by individuals. 

2. Provide a tool to implement the entering of data into the New Westminster Heritage Data Base. 

Infonnation from these completed fonns is entered into the Heritage Data Base and the paper 
copies are stored together with other collected infonnation (photographs, plans, notes) in a file 
folder for each particular property. This reference file is stored in the Planning Department. 

The data entry of completed fonns will enable the Data Base to be sorted on a variety of topics 
ranging from Maclure houses to buildings constrcuted before 1910 to monkey puzzle trees. The 
Heritage Data Base will be used by the City, the Heritage Advisory Committee and residents as a 
tool for decision-making and infonnation management It will enable staff and residents to 
establish priorities and manage all elements of New Westminster's rich historical fabric. 

The New Westminster Heritage Management Plan recommends the adoption 
of a system which is: 

1 . based on a set of well-defined and clear criteria; 
2. accessible to everyone - the City and the residents; 
3 • integrates the built environment with the landscape; 
4 . flexible; and provides a means of standardizing information. 
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2.0 DATA COLLECTION 

HERITAGE BUILDING and LANDSCAPE SITE FORMS 
Research Steps in Data Collection: 
1. Identify the site to be research. 

2. Identify sources for information: , 

• Planning Department - legal and assessment information; 

• New Westminster Library - clippings, historic photographs, maps; 

• New Westminster Museum - old records, clippings, historic photographs, maps; and 

• other sources - previous inventories, other departments, libraries. 

3. Visit site - see below in site visit methodology (note information on forms; take photographs of 
exterior and elements). 

4. Visit information sources, add information to forms. 

5. Submit copies of all information gathered and forms to the Planning Depanment. This 
information will be entered into the Heritage Database. 

Note: Few sites will provide all the information to fill all of the blanks on the forms. Do not be 
discouraged, these forms are designed as pan of an on-going process ... as more information is 
identified about sites, it will be entered in the system. 

This system of data collection allows for varying levels of detail, research, summary and site 
specific descriptions which are not dependent on resource type or location. The Heritage Data 
Base incorporates groups of resources, landscape, plant and built resources into a system which is 
compatible with the City of New Westminster Planning Department Data Management System. 

General comments for both forms: 
l. Site information is tied together in the database using the assessment roll number and address. 

The roll number is available from the Planning Department. 

2. A site may include both buildings and landscape features. Complete forms on each element i.e. 
residence and barn on separate forms. 

3. The site name is the common name of site e.g. Breezehurst given by the first owner or resident 
who made a significant contribution to the site. 

4. The address is the street address. 

5. Heritage group refers to a group of sites in close proximity to each other. Bent Court houses 
form a heritage group that has a value greater than held by each individual site. 

6. Neighbourhood refers to the site's location in one of the city's fifteen planning 
neighbourhoods. 
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HOW TO COMPLETE HERITAGE LANDSCAPE FORM 

Landscape Description: 
Early photographs may help you to identify the age of some elements. Note reference numbers. 

Botanical Name: 

If you are not sure of the botanical name, make some notes about the colour and texture of the 
bark, as well as the form of the tree. Take a leaf and flower or seed to identify later from a 
resource book or person. A good book for identification is Trees of North America and 
Europe by Roger Phillips, Random House. Call No. 582.16 P546T 

Height: 
Have someone stand next to the tree, then measure with your eye in multiples of his height. 

IZ-' 

·--h' 

Diameter: 
Diameter is the diameter of the trunk at breast height (dbh). Approx. S'from the ground. 

Crown Width: 
Stake out dripline and measure. 

Note: If you measure your pace (length of one snide) you can eliminate using a tape in the field. 
Measure distances in paces and later transcribe into feet and inches ( or menic ). 

Urban Context/Resource Condition 
See notes on Heritage Building Site Form 

For all notes reference your material • say where you found the information: 
• library + reference no. 
• an individual · for example a property owner or old time resident 
• a photograph • source and number if available 
• yourself - information gathered on site + date 
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BACKGROUND ON FORMS: WORKING GROUPS TEST FORMS 

In order to design and test the Heritage Building Site Form and the Heritage Landscape Site form 
and to further strengthen heritage partnerships in the community, a series of workshops was held 
over the summer of 1993. Participants chose to work on one of the following 10 locations. 
These sites represent a wide range of conditions but they are all part of the diverse, but sometimes 
fragile, historical fabric of New Westtninster. Volunteers attended workshops and worked in 
groups or as individuals to record information. Their assistance is recognized as the beginning of a 
new partnership between the City and the residents in working together to strengthen New 
Westtninster's heritage legacy. Six site research projects were completed. 

10 LOCATIONS TO TEST FORMS: 

I. 501 7th Avenue Small residence & garden that has historical integrity. 

2. Value Village Commercial building with site feature -
Columbia Street alignment & plaza - open space. 

3. Scott Paper Industrial building with site features - relation to the river. 

4. Bent Court, Streetscape/grouping - might include 
6th st & 4th Ave architecturally non-distinctive buildings of interesting 

scale, topography, street trees, landscape features. 

5. Breezehurst Residence with landscape structures - walls, 
122 1st Street terrace, arbor, greenhouse which contribute to historic 

character. 

6. Ho! y Trinity View, building, landscape 

7. Queensborough fishing Spatial relationships - three dimensional 
village organization and spatial patterns in the landscape. 

Relationships to show integrity of the character of the 
historical property. 

8. Woodlands Historic plan including alignment, grade material, walls, 
view, landscape, buildings. 

9. Site of Start of Great Fire Site of historic event. 

IO. Alben Crescent Historic layout, view, planting. 
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IN PREPARATION FOR SITE VISIT 
to record information for 
Heritage Building and Landscape Site Forms 

Optional equipment: 
Sturdy clipboard 
Site plan - 1 or 2 copies 
Masking Tape for labeling samples 
Small plastic bags for leaf samples 

Site Map/Plan 
To obtain a site plan: 

camera 
Waterproof pen 
2 Small stakes 

Tape Measure for measuring 

1. Enlarge plan of propeny as shown on a fire insurance map or other official document 

2. You can produce your own plan by starting with the propeny dimension. 
Then measure the buildings and their relation to the propeny lines 
A whole plan can be developed this way but it takes time and is not recommended. 

Note: it is important to have the plan to scale in order that the information you add to it is as 
accurate as possible. 

3. Use a North arrow. 

4. Make 2 or 3 copies of the base site plan so you can make notes on it in the field. If there are 
distinct changes in the landscape at specific times in history you may want to show these 
changes in a series of plans. See Irving House example. 
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HOW TO COMPLETE HERITAGE BUILDING SITE FORM 

Site History 
Where available, identify the original owner of the property. This is only available from Land Title 
Search Information. Occupant information is available from the Directories, note the year of the 
Directory. People refers to significant people associated with the site/structure. Events relates to 
significant events which occurred at the site as well as significant events associated with 
owners/occupants. Comments relate to historical significance of the site. 

Architectural Description 
Architect refers to the original architect If during alterations, other architects were employed, note 
their name, date and alteration. Architectural Style refers to the style of the structure and the 
context period which this style was popular in New Westminster. List significant exterior details. 
List the interior details where known. Please respect the privacy of the owner. A good source for 
architectural description terms is A Field Guide to American Houses, Virginia & Lee McAlestar, 
1984 Toronto: Random House. 

Building Condition 
Based on the visual inspection, assess the condition of the architecture based on each of the 
elements noted. Use the letter code provided. If unknown, then leave blank. Comment on the 
overall condition of the structure. 

Urban Context 
Context Period attempts to place the structure within the framework of the surrounding 
buildings. Streetscape refers to how the site relates the character of the particular street. 
Describe the sense of place on the street, note is there are street trees, similar scale structure, 
compatible infill, etc. Neighbourhood refers to the overall sense in the community. Are there 
many historic home, is there substantial change, is there potential conflict? 

Sources/References 
References and sources are critical to establish information integrity. Information can be 
sourced at each line by noting the source in brackets eg (A. Miller, personal communication, June 
23, 1993). It is important to identify who surveyed the site and when the review occuned. A 
site may need to be revisited on several occasions as changes occur. Each visit must be noted. 
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APPENDIX OI 
Completed Forms for Six Heritage Properties 
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CITY OF NEW WESTMINSTER HERITAGE DATA MANAGEMENT, 

.. .. .. . FORM B: SITE FIELD RECORDING FORM 
ROLL II 131'1 , 0000 . 

. , ' ··• ~ 

SITE NAME ll f:atze. - Horst 4 
ADDRESS 12 2 fr rs -t Stree:.t 

HERITAGE GROUP PA&); ]S)i,y / f1RS-r NEIGHBOU_R_H_O_O_D __ @)~E---E-tJ-,.-'s....;_:p.;;;.A_~-K~---
; 

REVIEW FOR: _BUILQING _PERMIT _DEMOLITION 
_DESIGNATION HISTORIC RECORD -- ' _OTH.ER (Specify). ____________ _ 

SITE MAP/OESCRIPJION 
Map/skett;h append~d ,,res <§) / . . ) . 

Site Dimensions !4\ 1 6:~e,. '} IO,_f300 5~l11'1MJF" [af- .. 
LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION 

!ee,9 - Original intact yes no ~ 

Outstanding Plont material (Append addi onal pages} 
A. Botanical name __ ____,_--,-_____ Common name RWJii¼,,d,roo 1-S 

Height lo - l '2,, 1 Diameter _____ Crown Width, ________ _ 

Comments-~..------,--------,c------,---,----,--.----....,....------
--rtviii. ~pet,i rpR,f'I.S S.W, Y j V:C. w bi c,h fkG · date, 100 :S: · 

B. Botanical name. ____ ----, _____ Common name-,----c-c-,----------
Height ________ Diameter ______ Crown Width. ________ _ 

Comments ·------------------------------
ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION 

Architectc....,.~e!!!¾t::~fillJ-'lo~,J:::u:IAdlL-,,-­
Craftsmen/ Artisans_fuJ:i.,JWLJ~~rp,i!filJJ_~4..J~~~~~.Jd.il!_.l,,;Dtl~~,U--­
Date lfif} 
Alterations 
Architecture/ s 
Exterior Details 
Interior De · 
Comments 

. 
RESOURCE CONDITION (E/VG/G/F/P) 
Landscape Resources: 

f. Plant material V ~ Fences/wells --'q_Built elements P Views 
Architectural Resources: 
_£_Roof V0. Walls ~Foundation/Floor~.j.......Windows/Doors ..f,__oetails 
Comments ~ondition: • r -+o 

. · 01\ ~ "II\~ f.t.S.tva.i"iOf\ vJ In fr"O~(LSS n &f ~L\uit-~·~ ' 
SITE HISTORY (Identify significanl) 
First title Owner u;.( i:, nu Occupation Fin;-t ~ ~ Wat &:i,,,, 'c:. ~ fwwnir<a..\ 
First occupant/date,_~=iu.~___jj[,!W~~- Occupat1on. ___ ~_--;-;;:::--;;---;;,;;::--;:-:-:,......-:~.-..,-
People a. - \ '2. l;(Q.. od.,i • In.fa . 
Events o.u 

Commantst&~ ~+" ~lit4 r;r :; . m --fu8, PD!~ 

Reviewed by:. ____________ Date: __________ _ 
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FORM B -CONTINUED-

CONTEXT · r, . 
Neighborhood character µ~Si~~£i'mil'-l a.-,--d. rnol-fi -taA11i~ ~~ · 
~ Pn<t@ ~+ i_sQ:J~' attrss -6'.om QiLP~~+ ~ 1,a,tqe ~-

streetscape ) u 
L!.lK~e, ,,·-icw--,(l(T)--wa--,.-E.1~,-.111-1_,a.;.,..w-__,.Eomw---.-,f\-@-.,...t--,-1=vw---.6-iii...,t1~.----

Comm nts 

SOURCES/REFERENCES 

Library ~c,,llftfi~ 
Photograph~ '.1ieofue- p:i(o,,f:t,, l'Ajlgf;li(l,f,.,, hp£&, ~ 11,11,/1/lM'.\.£ ~ • 
Archives %g \oll™es ~ 
Other_~----~-----~-~-----~------------

"--i}i fre#v o..fi' OfJ / s+ : Volume. I · No:# '2. 1 $u;inl"l'1.V> l9'J 'l 
" ~eac. 11\Jrst •; fl Ma.stutl.f Pi(t.t. "j Art:l-,,fe.aflM"<... J. Wol+ · 

PHOTOGRAPH RECORD: Roll/Negative number, date I · 
Survey _____________ Designation _______________ _ 

INVENTORY STATUS 

CNW J llt.S. Su, Aff;(.,r+ ~ CIHB=-----------
BORDEN tr OTHER -------------- ----------------

NAME OF REVIEWER: DATE: 

ALTERA TJON compatible with existing architecture E VG G F p 

DESIGN Is appropriate with existing design E VG G F p 
CONDITION of existing structure E VG G F p 
CHANGE compatible with existing streetscape E VG G F p 
Change compatible with neighborhood E VG G F p 
Change compatible with adjacent structures E VG G F p 

Cost-effectiveness of proposal E VG G F p 

identify outstanding fearures: 
DESIGN 
MATERIALS 

RECOMMENDATIONS: 

LEGAL STANDING 
NONE APPLICATION PENDING Specify: 

--VOLUNTARY DESIGNATION MINICIPAL DE-S-IG_N_A_T_I_O_N_S_Y_LA_W_#_~;;::~.-d-a-te-=_-_-
=PROVINCIAL ( __ MUNICIPAL ACT __ HERITAGE CONSERVATION ACT) 
__ COVENANTS __ EASEMENTS Specify: _______________ _ 

RECORDED BY ..J · Wo If £ J , ~ 
REVIEWED BY 

DATE ~t __________ DATE _______ _ 
/993 . 
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CITY OF NEW WESTMINSTER HERITAGE DATA MANAGEMENT 

FORM A: SUMMARY FORM 

ROLL# ___ _ 

SITE NAME _______ ADDRESS / 2.,.o k!~'r10- SV 
HERITAGE GROUP NEIGHBOURHOOD (y u--;_;:_s Pc,,.---k, ( F 7} .. , 
LOCATIONAL INFORMATION/OWNERSHIP from Planning Department Records 
Legal: Lot / J Block () -01. I LSD __ Plan ___ U_Z.0--=-------

LAND USE _ __,.......,,--,--~S::'-'--E~'\)~----=-----=--------
Zoning ____ /(~5~1 _______ FSR ___ ·--=::S"-"·--------

RESJ)URCE TYPE (Chee!< ALL appropriate) 
.:.1L._Architecture/Buildings __ lndustrial Archaeology __ Landscape 
__ Aboriginal Archaeology __ Views__L[rees __ lndustrial sites 
__ Other(specify): ______ -,,..-, -------,----+----- I · 
Outstanding features: · 17i,?i,-r.J u.:,o,k:_5-d0-s5 e,_..--_,J;:rs ,'::(o-.-.--,;~/4_ 

THEMATIC ASSOCIATIONS (Check ALL appropriate) 
__ Senlement Industrial __ Transportation 

Commercial Judicial Legislative 
Institutional Education Recreation 
Planning __ Religion Other _______ _ 

RESOURCE HISTORY 
Date of first construction: / / ~ --~~--;----------------Context p~iod: _Pre-1860 _1860-1865 _1865-1887 

/1~188]~9~ -;;c1920-1f!39 _1_9?9-1.;947 -:947-1960 .... 
f>,.,,_,~,.;;_X{'£----ccT5D bu, t F r'/<3 ~ >C 

CROSS-)F.IEFERENCED to other SITES 
3u ,' lo e C - £ F BO--K fer - 11 <f ~ r' ,,iq 1 

LEGAL STANDING 
/ NONE __ APPLICATION PENDING Specify: __________ _ 
__ VOLUNTARY DESIG. __ MINICIPAL DESIG. BYLAW#_, date ___ _ 
__ PROVINCIAL (_MUNICIPAL ACT_HERITAGE CONSERVATION ACT) 
__ COVENANTS __ EASEMENTS Specify: ____________ _ 

RESEARCHED By L - e,_) l?r' f e-- DATE C? /11 /q J 
--"--,-, ~-/'/~~------

New WP_stminster Heritaae Manaaement Plan DRAFT 29/06/93 
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CITY OF NEW WESTMINSTER HERITAGE DATA MANAGEMENT 

FORM B: SITE AELD RECORDING FORM 
ROLL# _______ _ 

SITE NAME _________ ~ADDRESS I U> R~; vt:g s C 
HERITAGE GROUP NEIGHBOURHOOD a:.._,,;; s & r k 
REVIEW FOR: BUILDING PERMIT 

_DESIGNATION 
DEMOLITION 

....;.Lfl1STORIC RECORD 
OTHER (Specify! ____________ _ 

SITE MAP/DESCRIPTION 
Map/sketch appended yes no 

Site Dimensions / 2-

LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION_ 
I ·1,Y 

ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION .J_ 
Architect. _______________ Builder /!__ F g o--x ! eC 
Craftsmen/Artisans._,,.----=----------,--------------,---------
Date ; 'j'I 5' Buildin9 i;ier it. __ -'-''-'---'-+--+--
Alterations 2- - ""-dol i JOJ-L 

Architectural sty e context'--'--,,EI-'""-'l':+'2....£.=~----+1--""""'--+-~---==------,=-­
Exterior Details,_.,,...t..==ec.,...--r:==u_..µ:.2.!...<:4._,_,_==~.2..14J:l'.!!:,!!,..:S,...le/a~,-I..L!.!~£!.:cL_ 

RESOURCE CONDITION (ENG/G/F/P) 
Landscape Resources:/'} 
Q-- Plant material _Lr_ __ Fences/walls --- Built elements f Views 
Architectural Resources: 
8- Roof ...G:_ Walls · tails 
Comments on condition: .,-

SITE HISTORY (ldenti si nifi ant) I 
First title Owner - . v Occupation. _ _,r_.,.a'-c'-+~"'-"§:,j,=fec='-------
First occu_Rant/d_ate,_.JS,:Jc.Ll:....::.!:!::!=.t!.!2.!=:!L__ Occupation._,'--i-:---+-----,----.,,,-;-
People K- F l?t1 , I - ""' C, k,a_ Sf-: 
Events, ________________________________ _ 
Comments. ______________________________ _ 

Reviewed by:. ____________ Date:. __________ _ 

New Westminster Heritage Management Plan DRAFT 29/06/93 
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FORM B -CONTINUED-

l'110-; ro 

PHOTOGRAPH RECORD: Roll/Negative number, date 
Survey ______________ Designation, ________________ _ 

INVENTORY §J"ATUS 
CNW V ClHB, ______________ _ 
BORDEN _____________ OTHER _____________ _ 

** ** * * * * ** * * ******PLANNING DEPARTMENT ONLY*****************•*************** 

NAME OF REVIEWER: __________ DATE: ___________ _ 

AL TERA Tl ON compatible with existing architecture 
DESIGN is appropriate with existing design 
CONDITION of existing structure 
CHANGE compatible with existing streetscape 
Change compatible with neighborhood 
Change compatible with adjacent structures 
Cost-effectiveness of proposal 

Identify outstanding features: 

E VG 
E VG 
E VG 
E VG 
E VG 
E VG 
E VG 

G 
G 
G 
G 
G 
G 
G 

F p 
F p 
F p 
F p 
F p 

F p 

F p 

DESIGN __________________________ _ 
MATERIALS. _________________________ _ 

RECOMMENDATIONS:, ______________________ _ 

LEGAL STANDING 
/ NONE __ APPLICATION PENDING Specify:. _____________ _ 

__ VOLUNTARY DESIGNATION __ MINIClPAL DESIGNATION BYLAW# ___ , date _ 
__ PROVINCIAL ( __ MUNICIPAL ACT __ HERITAGE CONSERVATION ACTI 
__ COVENANTS __ EASEMENTS Specify: _______________ _ 

RECORDED BY_.:::L=-·....scJ=:....:../7!..l..' ,·....:.k_=---- DATE,_....,$"-'/:........c..1'--'1 k~Q-1,___ 
REVIEWED BY DATE. _______ _ 

New Westminster Heritage Management Plan DRAFT 29/06/93 
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CITY OF NEW WESTMINSTER HERITAGE DATA MANAGEMENT 

FORM B: SITE FIELD RECORDING FORM 
ROLL# _______ _ 

SITE NAME __________ ADDRESS f;of · J: '1j-bf~).....l..Ut;;_ 
HERITAGE GROUPC'.ilfoU:nt'QO!L. NEIGHBOURHOOD ___________ _ 

REVIEW FOR: _ BUILDING PERMIT 
_DESIGNATION 

_DEMOLITION 
_HISTORIC RECORD 

..'..:::_OTHER (SpecifyJ._1 _·c"',:~·· __ ✓=-~---•--'._"-"->--''-· _____ _ 

SITE MAP/DESCRIPTION 
Map/sketch appended yes no 

Site Dimensions -~ r ' • :: • ~; 
1 

LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION 
Landscape Date __________ _ Original intact yes no some 
Intact elements ______________________________ _ 

Outstanding Plant material (Append additional pages) 
A. Botanical name __________ Common name ~ ~UC · 

Height l?-' Diameter ______ Crown Width ________ _ 
Comments. ______________________________ _ 

8. Botanical name _________ Common name _____________ _ 
Height Diameter ______ Crown Width ________ _ 

Comments -------------------------------
ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION 
Architect fl\(l~S · S1 M P<;o(.J,1$ y"?11~­
Craftsmen/ Artisans 

Builder --------------
Date ! ~ 31, --,-Bu_i_ld-in-g-pe_r_m_i_t~~~~~~~~~~~~~-W-a-te_r_c_o_n_n_e_ct-io_n ____ ~---_-_-_-_~---_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-
Alterations _______________________________ _ 
Architectural style context _________________________ _ 
Exterior Details &/1 VJ I f.L1::C1J\/S. 
Interior Details ------------------------------Comments -------------------------------
RESOURCE CONDITION (ENG/G/F/P) 
Landscape Resources: 

)/Ci Plant material Vy Fences/walls v4 Built elements ___ Views 
Architectural Resources: 
-4-Roof __ Walls __ Foundation/Floor __ Windows/Doors __ Details 
Comments on condition: ---------------------------
SITE HISTORY (Identify significant) 
First title Owner . .::, ' ' >: :- · Occupation_·•_-_··.c::.:_-_' ,_· .,,.:.c'_: ....:.... _______ _ 

First occupant/date __________ Occupation _____________ _ 

People ---------------------------------Events 

~ '?, 1r 
. j 

l 
. l 

l 
i 

. ' 

------,-c---------------~---,-------------
C om me nt s ~l...\fl ,op~,- cy..Jl-.l.mC. (t112_ i ~!JIUG" - \"Aig.f" Of: 1,..J...vJ. "? CbT VF/;=-1a= 

l)J,I& µIIµ ftZ_oµ q-hZ..ACtE;. 

Reviewed by: ~~ 
;J 

Date: ?Wj ~f:5'. 

New Westminster Heritage Management Plan DRAFT 29/06/93 

THESE WERE THE ORIGINAL FORMS THAT WERE USED TO TEST THE 
METHODOLOGY. 



FORM B -CONTINUED-

CONTEXT 
Neighborhood character ___________________________ _ 

Streetscape, ________________________________ _ 

Comments. ________________________________ _ 

SOURCES/REFERENCES 
Library __________________________________ _ 
Photographs. ________________________________ _ 
Archives _________________________________ _ 
Other __________________________________ _ 

PHOTOGRAPH RECORD: Roll/Negative number, date 
Survey ______________ Designation, ________________ _ 

INVENTORY STATUS 
CNW ______________ CIHB....,,.. _____________ _ 
BORDEN OTHER. _____________ _ 

*** * * * * * **********PLANNING DEPARTMENT ONLY********************************* 

NAME OF REVIEWER: __________ DATE: ___________ _ 

AL TERA TION compatible with existing architecture 
DESIGN is appropriate with existing design 
CONDITION of existing structure 
CHANGE compatible with existing streetscape 
Change compatible with neighborhood 
Change compatible with adjacent structures 
Cost-effectiveness of proposal 

Identify outstanding features: 

E VG G F P 
E VG G F P 
E VG G F P 
E VG G F P 
E VG G F P 
E VG G F P 
E VG G F P 

DESIGN ____________________________ _ 
MATERIALS. _________________________ _ 

RECOMMENDATIONS:. ______________________ _ 

LEGAL ST ANDING 

__ NONE __ APPLICATION PENDING Specify:~-------------
__ VOLUNTARY DESIGNATION __ MINICIPAL DESIGNATION BYLAW# ___ , date _ 
__ PROVINCIAL ( __ MUNICIPAL ACT __ HERITAGE CONSERVATION ACT) 
__ COVENANTS __ EASEMENTS Specify: _______________ _ 

**************************************************************************** 

RECORDED BY __________ DATE. _______ _ 
REVIEWED BY DATE. _______ _ 

New Westminster Heritage Management Plan DRAFT 29/06/93 
Page 3 



, . 
CITY OF NEW WESTMINSTER HERITAGE DATA MANAGEMENT 

FORM B: SITE FIELD RECORDING FORM 
ROLL# i/1:JZ.DDO 

SITE NAME ADDRESS £3/3 0 'f-!:. STte.e:ET, ·===-----------: 
HERITAGE GROUP NEIGHBOURHOOD Ql&'.b-J. ~!? OQ k'. 

REVIEW FOR: _BUILDING PERMIT DEMOLITION 
_DESIGNATION HISTORIC RECORD 
-l<'.'.'._ OTHER (Specify) FCIW.J? :ST• 1 !:> Y 

SITE MAP/DESCRIPTION 
Map/sketch appended 

Site Dimensions 6o 1 ')( 1.36 1 
yes no 

LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION 
Landscape Date I Cl I Z - 13 Original intact . .§) no some 
Intact elements UA'Ti \J 1;, ::R<Xi Woob ; ±::½:7A. U.v T. 1 E'i:-14 Usi--1 I-+ YJ>t'AJJ.CiM. 
2. LA,-¼€ f-\:ol-1L-I ta? . 

Outstanding Plant material (Append additional pages) 
A. Botanical name c.:o,eµu.,; N,JJ,z?,.LJ..;. Ii Common name ""Dex:{ W oob · 

Height ..5o I Diameter 07 1; Crown Width_________ , 1 
CommentsC-ITY !:<JZ,ool,tST ""DA,El> --r1?1~ To -A:f'i?EoK.. 6o yes.-

B. Botanical name /t.e:r,k-QilRJ/_;l)H. Common name-'-'"-"U-""-''1~·· ---,-,-------
Height -Z;J• Diameter ______ Crown Width,_,.:.1.... ______ _ 

Comments ~{-'f :p1 AfJftt;- lid: ·rH-~ -i::=1 ~T1e-S . 

ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION 
Architect. _______________ Builder foaag_r "PA:og.So 't--1.. 
Craftsmen/ Artisans ----------------------------Date ______ Building permit _______ Water connection.~1~9~1~1 ______ _ 
Alterations ________________ ~~~------~------
Architectural style context P/?Atil;'.'(€; O-/fTA(/6 vJ/ qv&m,.1. ztN./..LE -:1::b~ 5 7 ~ 

. l 

' 

Exterior Details~H-tl..J?{IE E?C[. Ori'.ic;;_Sy.4/N. 6Lllc:£ :t:Hf :i?Ac:P 
Interior Details 81<'. FL.ooe.,s 4: "I:b-rAtL,S · oP-19,~ r-<f? 'FOCiLeT ·=-c£::> ,t IW,:f E;>:fZ:.<>e<e 

Comments OU<4 H·t½QW'Ae,..e: ?re:.,, . 

RESOURCE CONDITION (E/VG/G/F/PJ 
Landscape Resources: 

Vt:'j Plant material ?i Fences/walls ({ Built elements Ci Views 
Architectural Resources: 

6'- Roof ~Walls ~Foundation/Floor _LWindows/Doors ~Details 
Comments on condition: ,cTAU... "( 12.e;;([t;, ?s"t> • 

,·1 

SITE HISTORY (Identify significant) ~Sc 1--1., 
First title Owner~-, $ f-\:£l.-s_.-,.J... -pA, Dccupation'"J3,(J/t.."i;;\ZIZ/C.A,g.f!a,J. Te¥: · 1 

First occupant/date _____ ~----Occupation_~---·------==---
People 1.,1 N-DS!p:( A- ,:;A,(} Pt-H W-€&- lv7)6~ ~W~ oWIJ..67!L iq i 9 - l'/:51 . 
Events -----------------~---------------Comments Mf?.i rne.s :PMU,Sol.J, tot.¾ 1t-r Pfcr'a-rY "'4oo- ,410 reo1-1 me. sAt...-r, WfJ:OC./4 
4w:r:,soLl Sf11...L, u ues i::,ow-W --rH-G -s 1 ~. · 

''"''"'" ,, ~ Dow, /],!!j 4"93 
New Westminster Heritage Management Plan DRAFT 29/06/93 

THESE WERE THE ORIGINAL FORMS THAT WERE USED TO TEST THE 
METHODOLOGY. 



.. 
FORM B -CONTINUED-

CONTEXT 
Neighborhood character ___________________________ _ 

t\.J..COM?AT,6i31E. \-1:H sy/v/PA.nter1c. { 'N-RLL Streetscape f,-le -:S""(e.=T~ IS 

l-\-oL1£f!'K, t=- J;,$1 N4 Af-WW@. 
Comments, ________________________________ _ 

g/3 -P>DIZ./v/ Ho USG ?;;eSfCE Z/~ "8T::>ei-J Hous.e-s. 

SOURCES/REFERENCES 

Library _______________ =------------------
Photographs,k[§'.t±@ C::-f'oH O-N l'-lell..~ · 
Archives _________________________________ _ 
Other __________________________________ _ 

PHOTOGRAPH RECORD: Roll/Negative number, date 
Survey ______________ Designation. ________________ _ 

INVENTORY STATUS -'i-Jc,--r C'\..l ~y /'NVaJ.Tu~y. 

CNW CIHB.=--------------BORD_E_N _____________ OTHER. ______________ _ 

*** * * * * * * *********PLANNING DEPARTMENT ONLY********************************* 

NAME OF REVIEWER:. __________ DATE: ___________ _ 

AL TERA Tl ON compatible with existing architecture 
DESIGN is appropriate with existing design 
CONDITION of existing structure 
CHANGE compatible with existing streetscape 
Change compatible with neighborhood 
Change compatible with adjacent structures 
Cost-effectiveness of proposal 

Identify outstanding features: 

E VG G F P 
E VG G F P 
E VG G F P 
E VG G F P 
E VG G F P 
E VG G F P 
E VG G F P 

DESIGN ____________________________ _ 
MATERIALS. _________________________ _ 

RECOMMENDATIONS: ______________________ _ 

LEGAL STANDING 

__ NONE __ APPLICATION PENDING Specify:c-=---,------,-,-,---,----------
__ VOLUNTARY DESIGNATION __ MINICIPAL DESIGNATION BYLAW# ___ , date _ 
__ PROVINCIAL ! __ MUNICIPAL ACT __ HERITAGE CONSERVATION ACT) 
__ COVENANTS __ EASEMENTS Specify: _______________ _ 

**************************************************************************** 

RECORDED BY __________ DATE. _______ _ 
REVIEWED BY DATE. _______ _ 

New Westminster Heritage Management Plan DRAFT 29/06/93 
Page 3 
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CITY OF NEW WESTMINSTER HERITAGE DATA MANAGEMENT 

ROLL # Of, 77-g. <JOO 
FORM B: SITE FIELD RECORDING FORM 

220-,fo-01-1 

SITE NAME. __ ~,----~-,----A□DRESS fog 23&UT (!,ou£,, 
HERITAGE GROUP ;8e4-r Colli!., T· NEIGHBOURHOOD__,,iJP11.,_,_"'o..,_Wy,"'-"-_,_I ~------

REVIEW FOR: BUILDING PERMIT DEMOLITION 
DESIGNATION HISTORIC RECORD 

_,£_ OTHER (Specify I i::-1!:'k-1261J I J:? Y. 

SITE MAP/DESCRIPTION 
Map/sketch appended 

Site Dimensions 9-tl o I x_ Bo 1 

LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION 
Landscape Date. __________ _ 

yes no 

Original intact yes@some 
Intact elements ______________________________ _ 

€latst N~iA~ Plant material (Append additional pages) 
A. Botanical name: __________ Common name._6=0=-¥-'---'v./--'--=t-=O'-'"Dec_ _____ _ 

Height £2' Diameter Crown Width. ________ _ 
Comments. _____________________________ _ 

B. Botanical name .1-k. lviA:::,fZO P;.!YU..,LGommon name H'{OCAl:::,LC. cA 
Height. ______ Diameter Crown Width ________ _ 

Comments. ______________________________ _ 

ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION 
Architect _______________ Builder _____________ _ 

Date~=-"=rii-
7 

r connection .JI' :2 
Alterations LL C/ ~ISO. 
Architectural style context ?:LA:'.261?- :e:,ox -f''{<..c 
Exterior Details-O,AV\04'"t:> ~OO'D M \J 1-J•n N. VV I 'b-4:t>OW $ · l-EA~E'.):) '4 L.A6$ 
Interior Details. _____________________________ _ 
Comments ______________________________ _ 

RESOURCE CONDITION (E/VG/G/F/P) 
Landscape Resources: 

(:'.' Plant material _f~_Fences/walls ___ Built elements ___ Views 
Architectural Resources: 
__ Roof __ Walls __ Foundation/Floor __g_ windows/Doors ../4_ Details 
Comments on condition: I v-i <MDow , t..J. 'J:>Oe.A,.ja:'.. M l.z,1 U'1 

SITE HISTORY (Identify significant) 
First title Owner ___________ Occupation. _____________ _ 
First occupant/date. __________ Occupation. _____________ _ 
People ________________________________ _ 
Events. ________________________________ _ 

Comments -------------------------------

Reviewed by: ,VF 
New Westminster Heritage Management Plan DRAFT 29/06/93 

THESE WERE THE ORIGINAL FORMS THAT WERE USED TO TEST THE 
METHODOLOGY. 



FORM B -CONTINUED-

CONTEXT 
Neighborhood character C:Hf::€.Mi l/4 Bev<:; µ:i:,oe. 1::\-oob WIT.+1 Al- a TY 
Streetscape. ________________________________ _ 

Comments ________________________________ _ 

SOURCES/REFERENCES 
Library __________________________________ _ 
Photographs ________________________________ _ 

Archives 
Other ----------------------------------

PHOTOGRAPH RECORD: Roll/Negative number, date -/4'.,-~- i-li'2. i 
Survey ______________ Designation ________________ _ 

INVENTORY STATUS 
CNW ·wt pt Ve::;, CIHB _____________ _ 

BORDEN OTHER --------------- -----------------

******************PLANNING DEPARTMENT ONLY********************************* 

NAME OF REVIEWER: __________ DATE: ___________ _ 

AL TERA Tl ON compatible with existing architecture 
DESIGN is appropriate with existing design 
CONDITION of existing structure 
CHANGE compatible with existing streetscape 
Change compatible with neighborhood 
Change compatible with adjacent structures 
Cost-effectiveness of proposal 

Identify outstanding features: 

E VG 
E VG 
E VG 
E VG 
E VG 
E VG 
E VG 

G F p 

G F p 

G F p 

G F p 

G F p 

G F p 

G F p 

DESIGN ___________________________ _ 

MATERIALS ------------------~------------
RECOMMENDATIONS: ______________________ _ 

LEGAL STANDING 
__ NONE __ APPLICATION PENDING Specify: _____________ _ 
__ VOLUNTARY DESIGNATION __ MINICIPAL DESIGNATION BYLAW#....,..... __ , date _ 
__ PROVINCIAL ( __ MUNICIPAL ACT __ HERITAGE CONSERVATION ACT) 
__ COVENANTS __ EASEMENTS Specify: _______________ _ 

**************************************************************************** 

RECORDED BY DATE REVIEWED BY __________ DATE _______ _ 

New Westminster Heritage Management Plan DRAFT 29/06193 
Page 3 
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l?ER:'<11'1 IkHlHMATION: 06/30/1993 

·-----------------------

Roll No.: 6778000 Address: 403 
BENT COURT 

----------------------------
Penni t No.: 2994 
Date of Permit: 11/30/1923 
Buil-:.ing No. : , 

Permit Type: BUILDING 

Cost of Permit: 
Note: ERECT GARAGE 

·-·---·--------------
Fermi t No.: 9669 

05/09/l!H;­
l 

DUPLEX 

Permit Type: BUILDING 
Date of Permit: 
Buil:'ing No.: cost of Permit: 
Note: CONVERT TO 

---·------------. ···- ----------------------

-----

1/1) 

403 Bent Court 
1911 

l; I 
',· '.! 

. "- ,· . ~ 

Classic Box Style, Colonial Revival --- Eclectic 
Period 

An exce!lent example of the Classic Box style, 
this house has a simple rectangular plan, with 
hipped roof and hipped dormer. The entry 
porch is unusual, because most examples of 
the Classic Box style have a full-width porch. 
As in many Colonial Revival houses, the 

· entrance is accentuated by a triangular 
pediment which extends out, supported by 
classical columns, to form the entry porch. 

I 
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06/J0/9J L6:0J 'l:1'604 521 J895 ,; ITY OF NEW WEST ~018 ' 

SITE ; \'.:?C-RH!I.TION: 06/30/ 19!. 

----------------··--------------------------
---------------------------------------· ,-
Roll No.: 6778000 Address: 403 

BENT COURT 

---------------------------------
Neigt,borhood: C Zoning: C-3 
Bloc~ No: U-046 Land Use: R-CONVERSION 
CenSL:S Track: 205 

No. E•uildings: 1 .. 
FronLage: 49.5 ft. Site Coverage: 22.44 % 
Avg. Depth: 80. ft. Total Coverage: 889. sq. f·._ 
Site Area: 3960. sq. ft. Floor. Space: 2579, sq. ~ ,. 

FSR: 0.651262 
Open Space: sq, ... , .. A'.)ove Grade Floor Spac:;i: 1734. sq. i 
Open Type: LN B•,low Grade Floor Space: 845. sq. ft. 

No. !-:es. Units: 6 No. Loa·! Bays: O Strata Title: N 

--------------------·-
BUILDJNG I~FORMATION: 06/30/199.o 

---------------·····---------------------
-------------- ------------------------
Roll No.: 6778000 

------------- ·-- ·-

Build.ing Name: 
Deve:oper: 
Arch.'.:tect: 

Buil.:.ng Dim. : 
Builcing Area: 
Grour.d Floor Area: 
Tota: Floor Space: 

Type of Structure: 
Builc:ling Condition: 
Altel:'ations: 

No. of Units: 

26.5X36.0 
889 
889 

2579. 

FRA:>!E 
G 

,\.::love 
B~low 

Address: 403 
BENT COURT 

Age: 1911 
Heritage: Y 

No. of Floors: 2+B 
Building Height: 

Ground Floor Space: 
Ground Floor Space: 

Yr. of Demolition: 

No. of Buildings: 

ft. 
1734. sq. 
845. sq. J:. 

1 

----------------------------------------
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CITY Of NEW WESTMINSTER HERITAGE DATA MANAGEMENT 

FORM A: SUMMARY FORM 

ROLL# OhJ:J:-::/-.0OO -z:io- ,t,o- 01/ 

SITE NAME. ______ ~ ADDRESS fe<T-1- ]?ei-J..r COtJ t:.f 
HERITAGE GROUP:B6'b,l.,-( Coul-::(NEIGHBOURHOOD-""-U"---'-P(l.-=-ow=-=-=f..l~----

LOCATIONAL INFORMATION/OWNERSHIP from Planning Department Records 
Leg a I : Lot t~ 11;,.a.,.J:j I 09!.<_=+'1 , LS Dkllvf\ PI an 

.\._..,.,lf,reyoA.W=F0 :fk4.J., uw N·-.w~.-4~R=p-. -I ~/M_;J)_l,_/5~[-. ~LD--r:---S Of T+il: 
LAND USE.@ ~,J:>el-H-f"sL_ M~ IJ '/.3of'-w77-
ZoningC,8 FSR/8. (eG, 3/o 50'.?'"&k'.. "1 +' /'"J;r-1:i 

RESOURCE TYPE (Check ALL appropriate) 
...$....Architecture/Buildings __ ! nd ustrial Archaeolo gy __ La ndscape 
__ Aboriginal Archaeology __ Views __ Trees __ lndustrial sites 

l!J {'5-4<"<;'- 24 9, 

Other(specify): _________________ _ 
Outstanding features: _____________________ _ 

THEMATIC ASSOCIATIONS (Check ALL appropriate) 
./ Settlement __ Industrial __ Transportation 

_LCommercial Judicial __ Legislative 
Institutional Education __ Recreation 

__ Planning __ Religion __ Other _______ _ 

RESOURCE HISTORY 
Date of first construction: IC/ 30 a5 /11o / I q 30 
Context period: Pre-1860 1860-1865 1865-1887 

_1887-1920 ~1920-1939 _1939-1947 _1947-1960 .... 

CROSS-REFERENCED to other SITES 

4-03, roo91 (ell, 014 :&4-J-r CoUR.f. 

'i LEGAL STANDING 
__ NONE __ APPLICATION PENDING Specify: ___________ _ 

VOLUNTARY DESIG. MINICIPAL DESIG. BYLAW# , date ___ _ 
__ PROVINCIAL (_MUNICIPAL ACT_HERITAGE CONSERVATION ACT) 
__ COVENANTS __ EASEMENTS Specify: ____________ _ 

RESEARCHED By r 
New Westminster Heritage Management Plan DRAFT 29/06/93 

THESE WERE THE ORIGINAL FORMS THAT WERE USED TO TEST THE 
METHODOLOGY. 



CITY OF NEW WESTMINSTER HERITAGE DATA MANAGEMENT 

FORM B: SITE FIELD RECORDING FORM 
ROLL# 0/4 7°?J, 000 22<}-,fo-Of/ 

SITE NAME ADDRESS 6CJ? :/:;aJT C!,out:::,, 
HERITAGE .G_R_O_U_P--:l3@..J.,,,.--,--fu)::a--(?""J:-=-. -NEIGHBOU_R_H_O_O_D_1=/F17.-~0-Yx_N-______ _ 

REVIEW FOR: _ BUILDING PERMIT DEMOLITION 
_DESIGNATION HISTORIC RECORD 

~OTHER (Specifyl~t==,_,_) t?~lcP"""'""-:'2~-V .... U~D~Y~----

SITE MAP/DESCRIPTION 
Map/sketch appended 

Site Dimensions H' )<. 104 
1 

yes no 

LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION 
Landscape Date ~ i qSlc:, Original intact yes no~ 
Intact elements ______________________________ _ 

Outstanding Plant material (Append additional pages) 
A. Botanical name __________ Common name HYD/2.A.Wye.66. 

Height ______ Diameter ______ Crown Width ________ _ 
Comments _____________________________ _ 

B. Botanical name Common name -----,----- -,,---,------------
Height Diameter ______ Crown Width ________ _ 

Comments -------------------------------
ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION 
Architect _______________ Builder _____________ _ 

. 1 

• j 

Craftsmen/Artisans :J, 
Date ______ Building permit -IL7q_5q_ 2-.:;ov 
Alterations / i:J 3b 

Water connect~ -..Jv4ec f / 19.3<,a ( i.f-,.1-1) 0f1/[, 
A/-ZZZ. ~o. 19.:i:s Cj,A~c. Bl,, i 

~ "'PEE1- ; Architectural style context --------,,.,--c--------:,-----c-cc-------
E xt er i or Details og.1y1 t,.lAL .::3/i '-NI 1--l;DOV,($ I A~-r :r?e>U2 ;DQcL,WAY. 
Interior Details ------------------------------Comments -------------------------------
RESOURCE CONDITION IENG/G/F/PI 
Landscape Resources: 
Vu Plant material ----- Fences/walls --- Built elements ___ Views 

Architectural Resources: 
jJ{j__ Roof J!.(i_ Walls I/ u Foundation/Floor ::!Ji_ Windows/Doors JLQ_Details 
Comments on conditio~ia::..Y WEIL CAf6D doe.. 1-p,n TH /::lQLle;: 

SITE HISTORY (Identify significant) 
First title Owner Occupation ----------- --------------First occupant/date Occupation --------------Pe op I e ________________________________ _ 

Events ---------------------------------Comments ·-------------------------------

THESE WERE THE ORIGINAL FORMS THAT WERE USED TO TEST THE 
METHODOLOGY. 

New Westminster Heritage Management Plan DRAFT 29/06/93 
Page 2 
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FORM B -CONTINUED-

CONTEXT 
Neighborhood character ~ lt-J.<,r. 'HE:rq H:Bor?:.H.oc::,"J:> Wt1H-) W.., --n~ 
c:%1 ,-y ?-@.,L.'TJ' fS. 
Streetscape. ________________________________ _ 

Comments. ________________________________ _ 

SOURCES/REFERENCES 
Library. ________________________________ _ 
Photographs. ________________________________ _ 
Archives. _________________________________ _ 
Other ________________________________ _ 

PHOTOGRAPH RECORD: Roll/Negative number, date .;:£'. 1'1 Pi I l Z: • j 

Survey ______________ Designation ________________ _ 

INVENTORY STATUS 
CNW CIHB 
BORD~E~N:--------------OTH=ER=--------------

******************PLANNING DEPARTMENT ONLY********************************* 

NAME OF REVIEWER: __________ DATE: ___________ _ 

AL TERA Tl ON compatible with existing architecture 
DESIGN is appropriate with existing design 
CONDITION of existing structure 
CHANGE compatible with existing streetscape 
Change compatible with neighborhood 
Change compatible with adjacent structures 
Cost-effectiveness of proposal 

Identify outstanding features: 

E VG G 
E VG G 
E VG G 
E VG G 
E VG G 
E VG G 
E VG G 

F p 

F p 

F p 
F p 
F p 
F p 

F p 

DESIGN 
MATER'.1-:A-:-L-=S--------------------------

RECOMMENDATIONS: ______________________ _ 

LEGAL STANDING 

__ NONE __ APPLICATION PENDING Specify:=:-=c--:-=-=-:-,--,=c-,----,--------
__ VOLUNTARY DESIGNATION __ MINICIPAL DESIGNATION BYLAW# ___ , date _ 
__ PROVINCIAL ( __ MUNICIPAL ACT __ HERITAGE CONSERVATION ACT) 
__ COVENANTS __ EASEMENTS Specify: _______________ _ 

**************************************************************************** 

RECORDED BY DATE 
REVIEWED BY __________ DATE·--------

New Westminster Heritage Management Plan DRAFT 29/06/93 
Page 3 



SI'TE ::}!70R:1ATION: 06/30/1993 
! ----------------------------------

Roll No.: 6777000 Address: 607 
BENT COURT 

------------ ··- - ·----------------
Neigt.borhood: c 
Block: No: U-046 
Cens~s Track: 205 

No. c-uildings: l 

Frontage: 44, ft. 
Avg. Depth: 104. ft. 
Site Area: 4576. sq. ft. 

Open Space: sq, :: t: • 
Open Type: LN 

Above 
Ecilow 

Zoning: C-3 
Land Use: R-HOUSE 

Site Coverage: 
Total Coverage: 

Floor Space: 
FSR: 

Grade Floor Space: 
Grade Floor Space: 

18.66 
854. 

1708. 
0.373251 

854. 
854. 

No. 3es. units: l No , ~aoad Bays : O Strata Title: N 

% 
sq. 
sq. t' 

. ' sq. 
sg. J._ 1 

BUILD/ NG LlFORMATION: 06/30/19'. 
------------ ·--------------------------
-------------------- - ---------------------· ,_ 

Roll No.: 6777000 Address: 607 
BENT COURT 

-------- ---- --- - -----------------
Buil:!ing Name: 
Developer: 
Arch i. tect: 

Builing Dim.: 
Builc!ing Area: 
Grour,d Floor Area: 
Total Floor Space: 

32. 0;{2:3. 5 
35~. 
351 . 

1103. 

Type of Structure: FRAI{E 
Building Condition: 
Alterations: 

No. of Units: I . 

Age: 1936 
Heritage: N 

No. of Floors: l+B 
Building Height: 

A:~ove Ground Floor Space: 
Salow Ground Floor Space: 

Yr. of Demolition: 

No. of Buildings: 

ft. 
854. sq. 1~ 
854. sq~ _,,_ 

l 

----------------------------------------



PEF'l4l 'f :a: FC·!'™ATION; 06/30/1993 

------------·--·-----------------------­
' . --------------------------

Roll N'o. : 6777000 

Permit No.: 7959 
Date of Permit: 05/16/E 3f 
Build.ing No. : 
Note: ERECT HOUSE 

Address: 607 
BENT COURT 

Permit Type: BUILDING 

cost of Permit: 

--------·--·-·-------------------
Perm.l t No. : A1222 
Date of Permit: 05/25/U1,.:: 

Buil-~.ing No. : 
Note: ERECT GARAGE 

Permit Type: BUILDING 

Cost of Permit: 



CITY OF NEW WESTMINSTER HERITAGE DATA MANAGEMENT 

FORM A: SUMMARY FORM 

ROLL# Olo1 + !,;, . o oo :Z2o -1-o - 04\ 

SITE NAME 1--f.J . .f>eu-r /--lOLloGZ ADDRESS {,o9 b£1-l-T coue,-r 
HERITAGE GROUP &---w -r Cov g,,, NEIGHBOURHOOD~U_?~fi~o~w_u. _____ _ 

LOCATIONAL INFORMATION/OWNERSHIP from Planning Department Records 
Legal: Lot 4cqJ./1t3Block -=1- LSD __ Plan 26:ZO IJ.ev v-l£6n111-JsT1:e..., 

?jR.oi.Jf',Ll--M-n J)IST~Ic.--r 1 :PIP -¼l. 002-.:3.:.2.-001: 
LAND USE y €:fz 11?E.bl-Tt6 ,< 
Zoning ,e;, FSR~?-~"-'-'-l ... !5"----%un.., _______ _ 

RESOURCE TYPE (Check ALL appropriate) 
~Architecture/Buildings __ lndustrial Archaeology __ Landscape 
__ Aboriginal Archaeology __ Views __ Trees __ lndustrial sites 
__ Other(specify): __________________ _ 
Outstanding features: ______________________ _ 

THEJVIATIC ASSOCIATIONS (Check ALL appropriate) 
_✓ $ettlement __ Industrial __ Transportation 
---;?' __ rcrommercial __ Judicial __ Legislative 
__ Institutional __ Education __ Recreation 

Planning __ Religion Other _______ _ 

RESOURCE HISTORY 
Date of first construction: Ill 11 ---------------------Context period: _Pre-1860 _1860-1865 _1865-1887 

V 1887-1920 1920-1939 1939-1947 1947-1960 .... 
Q) H-J 5aJ--;- ( CAR.PE.\ kIEe,_ -CbW--r/Z.Ac:rog.., -

CROSS-REFERENCED to other SITES 
Id:] 1:;@-+ ,-- Ccu R,S . Ip II 1', ew-T Cc l) e. r la llo :n /<'ANT F: C e.]:;, . 

LEGAL STANDING 
__ NONE __ APPLICATION PENDING Specify: ___________ _ 
__ VOLUNTARY DESIG. MINICIPAL DESIG. BYLAW# , date ___ _ 
__ PROVINCIAL (_MUNICIPAL ACT_HERITAGE CONSERVATION ACT) 
__ COVENANTS __ EASEMENTS Specify: ____________ _ 

RESEARCHED By ~J 
THESE WERE THE ORIGINAL FORMS THAT WERE USED TO TEST THE 
METHODOLOGY. 

New Westminster Heritage Management Plan LJHAFT :.!9/Uti/93 
Page 1 

... 



-- 1 

CITY OF NEW WESTMINSTER HERITAGE DATA MANAGEMENT 

FORM B: SITE FIELD RECORDING FORM 
ROLL# Ot,,z,-<,, ·000 ZZo-4-0- 04/ 

ADDRESS 60C/ '13c---UT CoL)R,T. SITE NAME /-1 .j . OGC"-1-T He l.l56' 
HERITAGE GROUP -P,e::t,.1,r GOU R,I. NBGHBOURHOOD ___________ _ 

REVIEW FOR: __ BUILDING PERMIT DEMOLITION 
_DESIGNATION HISTORIC RECORD 
_LOTHER (Specify)_._f:-"l!aecat.-=1>'--Tj.,_,.g:~S'-T'--------

SITE MAP/DESCRIPTION 
Map/sketch appended 

Site Dimensions I O I 
yes no 

LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION 
Landscape Date, __________ _ Original intact yes no some 
Intact elements ______________________________ _ 

Outstanding Plant material (Append additional pages! 
A. Botanical name~ _________ Common name t'.JL -r,0::e 

Height {p6 1 Diameter ______ Crown Width ________ _ 
Comments -------------------------------
8. Botanical name _________ Common name _____________ _ 

Height Diameter ______ Crown Width ________ _ 
Comments ______________________________ _ 

ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION 

Architect Builder--'H-'-· J~--·~l:,~<=-ec~='--'-''-------­
Crahsmen/Artisans,-=-,,--:-:-----:--,-===.fba:----:-:-:-------,--,----,cr:-,=-rr-=-=,-,-,,,.,-
Date 19 II 1-\:, ~- I- Building permit /33?8 oo Water connection - /C// I 
Alterations ~ MA.¥ /Cl~! - IA.JS 
Architectural style context Q U~ A i-J..1:--\..E . 
Exterior Details b~ G(A61E e,por:: ~J 1-n-1- ~ieoo:r: OZ.OS':> 4ABLE-L tzTo U.Y T3A '{ vJ / 
Interior Detalis !:.!±AIZ:l:>~ooD~O!;Z / Q(,j()l:'t:!61,c :,-CAI e~ Nb-Wf'2,,.S, · f/1PPt:-,;> CAI 
Comments F?(f. Ai--'.®4-v PRD:B It-,(__ 1940 'S- S1UCLQ ff Pot'.C,H ~E:D · 

RESOURCE CONDITION IENG/G/F/PJ 
tO ,AJ?..CI+~-

Landscape Resources: 
tj Plant material ___ Fences/walls ___ Built elements ___ Views 

Architectural Resources: 
_E_ Roof_£_ Walls __ Foundation/Floor_£__ Windows/Doors __ Details 
Comments on condition: (cTY??o /5 fAU-1 Li& Off I ti -PL.µ:.eS-

Gv'AL UA--rl:c At1<...L'Y­
SITE HISTORY lldentify significant) 

HM.;D To 

First title Owner 1-l .J 'B~T. Occupation CAg;PaLrge,. / ,~n-1 ~ 0 ,e_i . 
First occupant/date __________ Occupation _____________ _ 
People. ________________________________ _ 
Events 

Comm·e_n_t_s_==============================================================--

Reviewed by: ~ N~ Date:~_/ ,5?.;s79:::?.; • 

THESE WERE THE ORIGINAL FORMS THAT WERE USED TO TEST THE 
METHODOLOGY. 

New Westminster Heritage Management Plan DRAFT 29/06/93 
Page 2 



FORM B -CONTINUED-

CONTEXT 
Neighborhood character--<?.:;..;t)MM4!==--"lk/::w,<j.,___,_Y-J,="'ttJ..,q'-f-l-1:f-&:je.-'--'-',u::,""tf:o'--'-'-"'Q""'i]),.,____,Vv,=-<Z--'Rh~u5J"""'-, __ arv 4"¥+-r( 8 
Streetscape ________________________________ _ 

Comments ________________________________ _ 

SOURCES/REFERENCES 
Library __________________________________ _ 
Photographs ________________________________ _ 

Archives ----------------------------------0th er -----------------------------------
PHOTOGRAPH RECORD: Roll/Negative number, date 
Survey ______________ Designation ________________ _ 

INVENTORY ,STATUS 
CNW~_V _____________ CIHB=--------------
BORDEN OTHER _____________ _ 

** * * * * * * **********PLANNING DEPARTMENT ONLY********************************* 

NAME OF REVIEWER: __________ DATE: ___________ _ 

ALTERATION compatible with existing architecture 
DESIGN is appropriate with existing design 
CONDITION of existing structure 
CHANGE compatible with existing streetscape 
Change compatible with neighborhood 
Change compatible with adjacent structures 
Cost-effectiveness of proposal 

Identify outstanding features: 

E VG 
E VG 
E VG 
E VG 
E VG 
E VG 
E VG 

G F p 

G F p 

G F p 

G F p 

G F p 

G F p 

G F p 

DESIGN ____________________________ _ 

MATERIALS -------------------------------
RECOMMENDATIONS: ______________________ _ 

LEGAL STANDING 
__ NONE __ APPLICATION PENDING Specify: _____________ _ 
__ VOLUNTARY DESIGNATION MINICIPAL DESIGNATION BYLAW #-=c---' date _ 
__ PROVINCIAL { __ MUNICIPAL ACT __ HERITAGE CONSERVATION ACT) 
__ COVENANTS __ EASEMENTS Specify: _______________ _ 

**************************************************************************** 

RECORDED BY DATE REVIEWED BY __________ DATE _______ _ 

New Westminster Heritage Management Plan DRAFT 29/06/93 
Page 3 
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H.J. Bent House 
609 Bent Court 
1911 
Queen Anne Style --- Late Victorian Period 

H.J. Bent was a carpenter and contractor in 
New Westminster. He built this house on the 
block, Bent Court, which he subdivided in 
1 911. His house has a side gabled roof with 
front cross gable and two-storey bay with a 
hipped cap. The exterior has been stuccoed. 

:ii 
I 

I 
11 

I 
I 

I 
I 

1: 
I 

! 



SI'.1.'E l!·IFCRKi\TION: 06/30/19'. 

-----------····-------------------------------------------------------------
Roll '.'l'O. : 6776000 

Neigh::)orhood: C 
Blocl: No: U-04 6 
Censt,:J Track: 205 

No. E1.1ild1ngs: 1 

Front.age: 44. ft. 

Address: 609 
BENT COURT 

··-··-·-----------------
zoning: c-3 

Land Use: R-HOUSE 

Site Coverage: 25.15 % 
Avg. llepth: 104. ft. Total Coverage: 1151. sq. ft. 
Site hrea: 4576. ,q.:: L. Floor Space: 2495. sq. fi :',• 

FSR: 0.545236 
Open i_;pace: sq. f~ .. Ab•Jve Grade Floor Space: 1823. sq. ft. 
Open '..'ype: LN De.~ow Grade Floor Space: 672. sq. f, . .L.., 

\-

No. Ri,s. Units: l No. L:Js,d Bays: 0 Strata Title: N 

--- ------------·- ---------------------------· ' 

BUr,n::110 :NJ-'ORMATION: 06/30/199:\ 

--- ------------- ··-------------------------- ----------------
Roll No.: 6776000 Address: 609 

BENT COURT 

------------------------------
Building Name: 
Develr.per: 
Arch1i::ect: 

Builing Dim.: 
Building Area: 
Ground Floor Area: 
Total Floor Space: 

29.5X!5.5 
11!1. 
11;-:.. 
24~S. 

Type of Structure: FRAME 
Build~ng Condition: G 
Al tern ·::.ions: 

l'lo. of Units: 1 

Abcve 
Eel ow 

Age: 1911 
Heritage: Y 

No. of Floors: 2+B 
Building Height: 

Ground Floor Space: 
Ground Floor Space: 

Yr. of Demolition: 

No. of Buildings: 

ft. 
1823. sq. fi 

672. sq. ft 

1 



c· l 

: L-. ~06/30/93 :a:02 'Zl'604 521 3895 ,; ITI OF ~"EW l\"EST 14)015 

• I 

PEF:HIT lNl:C.H.MATION: 06/30/1993 

·---·--·-------------------­
----------------·--·-----------------------
Roll ::.o. : 6776000 Address: 609 

BENT COURT 

---------------·-·----------------
Perm:. : No . : 
Date ·Jf Permit: 
Bui lei Lng No. : 
Note: ALTER FOR 

13378 
05/22/ 19 !il 

l 
DUPLEX 

Permit Type; BUILDING 

Cost of Permit: 

--------------·------------------
Perm:.-~ No_ : 
Date •)f Permit: 
BuildLng No.: 

486 
05/29/19:1 

1 
Note, ALTER HOUSE 

Permit Type: BUILDING 

Cost of Permit: 

--- -------------·-·- - ----------------------



CITY OF NEW WESTMINSTER HERITAGE DATA MANAGEMENT 

FORM A: SUMMARY FORM 

ROLL# ()01-1-':i.OOO ,Z, 'ZO -4-o - 04 f 

SITE NAME ___ ,_ ____ ADDRESS h / / lS~ T LO cJ C-C-
HERITAGE GROUP:13elit Q2Url,,:[ NEIGHBOURHOOD~(~{P-_c.ri~o=W~'I-(.~-----

LOCATIONAL INFORMATION/OWNERSHIP from Planning Department Records 
Legal: Lot,8o?--:r-"1 1/3Block -:/-- LSD __ Plan tk/20 1 f.J·w' yf/'.P I /..Alf-It, :P/Sf. 
Pm -::1:1: 001 -280- fo'24 

LAND USE i?:'¥?iDG'i::+:TAL--
Zoning-'=<....<----------- FSR_2,,.,_,_,$.,_, ~I Ca""'-'%_,,o~-------

RESOURCE TYPE (Check ALL appropriate) 
.::f:_Architecture/Buildings __ lndustrial Archaeology __ Landscape 
__ Aboriginal Archaeology __ Views __ Trees_lndustrial sites 

Other(specify): _________________ _ 
Outstanding features: ____________________ _ 

THEMATIC ASSOCIATIONS (Check ALL appropriate) 
Vsettlement Industrial _Transportation 

L Commercial Judicial __ Legislative 
Institutional Education Recreation 

__ Planning _Religion Other _______ _ 

RESOURCE HISTORY 
Date of first construction : ______________ ~Yf'--1/2-=e,'----'/-'q_/3=-·-
Context period: _Pre-1860 _1860-1865 _1865-1887 

:f=-1887-1920 _1920-1939 _1939-1947 _1947-1960 .... 

CROSS-REFERENCED to other SITES 
405 I (? oq , 0 /4-, . :1?f:Hl J 00 U e'._,L 

LEGAL STANDING 
NONE APPLICATION PENDING Specify: 

-- -- --------------__ VOLUNTARY DESIG. __ MINICIPAL DESIG. BYLAW# , date ___ _ 
__ PROVINCIAL (_MUNICIPAL ACT_HERITAGE CONSERVATION ACT) 
__ COVENANTS __ EASEMENTS Specify: ____________ _ 

RESEARCHED_By ~ 
THESE WERE THE ORIGINAL FORMS THAT WERE USED TO TEST THE 
METHODOLOGY. 

-·-·· ·•-- .. ,, .. ,,,...,..,, ,,..,,, ..... 1:1~ 1wu;:111e11,1t;;111i;:;11L r1c1111 unArl L.~/UC/~;j 

Page 1 

C l. 
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CITY OF NEW WESTMINSTER HERITAGE DATA MANAGEMENT 

FORM B: SITE FIELD RECORDING FORM 
ROLL#00"1-"1-5·00D 2'2-0-,f0-04/ 

SITE NAME ADDRESS &II Btn .. .1,-r c.ou/Z.,--r 
HERITAGE G_R_O_U_P_o_a.t. __ :T __ C.O~u-~~,..,---NEIGHBOURHOOD_U""P_:[(...,Oe...W:....=..l..l...=-------

REVIEW FOR: _BUILDING PERMIT DEMOLITION 
_DESIGNATION HISTORIC RECORD 

$_ OTHER (Specifyl--'1-:'.c...ul 8=_-;r:,~_-&~:ti~'-'~12~f~------

SITE MAP/DESCRIPTION 
Map/sketch appended 

Site Dimensions 11: )( /04 

LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION 

yes no 

Landscape Date.__________ Original intact yesc§)some 
Intact elements, ____________________________ _ 

Outstanding Plant material (Append additional pages) 
A. Botanical name __________ Common name ___________ _ 

Height ______ Diameter ______ Crown Width ________ _ 
Comments, ____________________________ _ 

8. Botanical name. ____ --,.,-__ Common name ____________ _ 
Height Diameter ______ Crown Width ________ _ 

Comments _____________________________ _ 

ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION 
Architect.----,--,__,. ____________ Builder:,'1 )(2,"'fob,). ~M 1TH fce1 H:,b. ~w 
Craftsmen/Artisans. __ c..· ------~.,;,,~~-------~---~--

Date 1q1,3 1:1.(. I Building permit L.-113' ~?zsOlwater connection i:1-/ 3 / I 3 01<'.. -3 I l'Z./ i 3 © -If ..316'7 
Alterations ·------~-------~---------------
Architectural _style context ~-/..D ~~~I AL,- , 
Exterior Details ..fJ. i~ (j6 v'1 7)<,£.M Ef ,vJ...L~ W ( '1, .. r:DCIA/ b · 
Interior Details Fie=wAn~~T!SIZAtL? i bii£1=il. yo(k pT '1:x:x;),e,s_; 
Comments AB:'Sol,-,UTL-Y o&,q I YN.- / \....l..-ry;::rZ..1 o,e;... - 'Ll,E&'eI(., p PiJD 1/k{e't:>, 

RESOURCE CONDITION IE/VG/G/F/P) 
Landscape Resources: 
___ Plant material ___ Fences/walls ___ Built elements ___ Views 
Architectural Resources: 
_LJ_Roof /J Walls /4-Foundation/Floor LI Windows/Doors _f:,_Details 
Colnments ~ondition: -=;--------------------------
SITE HISTORY (Identify significant) 
First title Owner ___________ Occupation. ____________ _ 
First occupant/date Occupation. ____________ _ 
People. ______________________________ _ 
Events. ______________________________ _ 
Comments. _____________________________ _ 

Reviewed bv: Date: 

THESE WERE THE ORIGINAL FORMS THAT WERE USED TO TEST THE 
METHODOLOGY. 

New Westminster Heritage Management Plan DRAFT 
Q) i 12. ~ I 1-Uj 1-1-o V~G 1,/ U6GV )-.( 

N'Pl-tCA 1-.l.-r N-A/.Ae: H- 6. J3e/4A.!<.e.,i:,U_. 



..,...,.,.. ,. ....... . . .__-.. ,, ' .. , .... 
CITY OF NEW WESTMINSTER HERITAGE DATA MANAGEMENT 

FORM A: SUMMARY FORM 

ROLL# ___ _ 

srrE NAMEF>f&u tfwrst ADDRess 12 z First S+r-.e.et 
HERITAGE GROUP :QAf;x'. &ow· NEIGHBOURHOOD G),,JE'€:N'S p~. 

LOCATIONAL INFORMATION/OWNERSHIP from Planning Department Records 

L · -=-==--:~-:-; -~,........-. w. C-a,upl; 
L 
Zoning ____ _i;;:~~-----

RESOURCE TYPE (Check ALL appropriate! 
J.}_ Arch itecture/Buildings_l nd ustriai/chaeology _0.a ndscape 
__ Aboriginal Archaeology =:v'.'.: Views Trees_lndustrial sites 

Other{specifyJ : _ ___,,......-,.-_,,,.,....,--,.--.,----~-----,-. 

Outstanding features: \!: W~:9?gA~AnnL$~f/L1AtS1~ 
Mlli. ~dJ.Jc,. 1 c. l~'f ~f~!n$t-tr::J[f411 Wt..<~~~ ~. 

ATIC ASSOCIATIONS {Check ALL appropriate) 
enlement _Industrial _Transportation 
ommercial _Judicial _Legislative 

__ Institutional Education .J.L_ Recreation 
__ Planning _Religion _Other _______ _ 

/} RESOURCE HISTORY 
Date· of first construction: _ _._/..,.8,_,i'-0...._ ______________ _ 
Context period: Pre-1860 1860-1865 1865-1887 

~1887-1920 _1920-1939 _1939-1947 _1947-1960 .... 
Biri'~ 

~s% 
~. CROSS-REFERENCED to other SITES 

. ban K- ~ M.Dn±rui R ) ~ w ~I 0-. ~. 

Li;G,AL STANDING 
~NONE __ APPLICATION PENDING Specify: __________ _ 
__ VOLUNTARY DESIG. __ MINICIPAL DESIG. BYLAW#_, date ___ _ 
__ PROVINCIAL (_MUNICIPAL ACT_HERITAGE CONSERVATION ACT) 
__ COVENANTS __ EASEMENTS Specify: ____________ _ 

RESEARCHED By _________ DATE ___________ _ 

THESE WERE THE ORIGINAL FORMS THAT WERE USED TO TEST THE 
MEIHODOLOGY. 

New Westminster Heritage Management t'lan UHA~ 1 z~tuti/!:13 

Page 1 

. 1 

"i 
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FORM B -CONTINUED-

CONTEXT 

Neighborhood character.....:U::...:..~..:.:....;=..J.Ji_,,,h!/4""""'f---'-'l:+errr-""""-"-i<+tfB+'-',,_r£.,,..Hf2....1.1..<e<,.QDa"'---'-H.J.=__,.C,_,_l~T'--'-Y---
l»t,L11'.-8. 

Streetscape ________________________________ _ 

Comments ________________________________ _ 

SOURCES/REFERENCES 
Library __________________________________ _ 
Photographs, ________________________________ _ 
Archives. _________________________________ _ 
Other __________________________________ _ 

PHOTOGRAPH RECORD: Roll/Negative number, date 
Survey ______________ Designation ________________ _ 

INVENTOR~TUS 
CNW ______________ CIHB. ______________ _ 
BORDEN OTHER. _____________ _ 

* * * * * ** * * *********PLANNING DEPARTMENT ONLY***************************•••*** 

NAME OF REVIEWER: __________ DATE: ___________ _ 

AL TERA Tl ON compatible with existing architecture 
DESIGN is appropriate with existing design 
CONDITION of existing structure 
CHANGE compatible with existing streetscape 
Change compatible with neighborhood 
Change compatible with adjacent structures 
Cost-effectiveness of proposal 

Identify outstanding features: 

E VG G F P 
E VG G F P 
E VG G F P 
E VG G F P 
E VG G F P 
E VG G F P 
E VG G F P 

DESIGN ___________________________ _ 
MATERIALS _________________________ _ 

RECOMMENDATIONS: ______________________ _ 

LEGAL STANDING 
__ NONE __ APPLICATION PENDING Specify: _____________ _ 
__ VOLUNTARY DESIGNATION __ MINICIPAL DESIGNATION BYLAW# ___ , date _ 
__ PROVINCIAL { __ MUNICIPAL ACT __ HERITAGE CONSERVATION ACT) 
__ COVENANTS __ EASEMENTS Specify: __ __; ____________ _ 

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

RECORDED BY __________ DATE:--------
REVIEWED BY DATE. _______ _ 

New Westminster Heritage Management Plan DRAFT 29/06193 
Page 3 



- --- -

SITE I,; !'OFl!-1.~TION: 
' )or 

06/30/19,2 

----------------·-------------------------
Roll J.fo.: 6775000 Address: 511 

BENT COURT 

----------- --- ·-·-----------------
Neighborhood: C 
Block No: U-046 
Censl:.r: Track: 2 05 

No. Enildings: 1 

Front.-,ge: 44. Et. 
Avg. Llepth: 104. et. 
Site ;.,rea: 4576. 3q.'t. 

Open 1:pace: sq. f·c: • 
Open '.'.'ype: LN 

,ib:ve 
.le low 

Zoning: c-3 
Land Use: R-HOUSE 

Site Coverage: 
Total Coverage: 

Floor Space: 
FSR: 

Grade Floor Space: 
Grade Floor space: 

23.16 
1060. 
2485. 

0.543050 
1465. 
1020. 

No. F., ,s . Uni ts : l So. Lo .. 1d Bays: 0 Strata Title: N 

% 
sq . --~ • · 1·. 
sq. 

sq. fr· 
sq. 

BUILDL:t; INE'ORMATION: 06/30/19' B 

----------·-··-
--- ----------·--•·••-·--•--------------------
Roll ~'lo.: 6775000 Address: 611 

BENT COURT 

--------•-·• ··--·--··-----------------
Building Name: 
Dcve:.. :)per: 
Arch.J. ':ect: 

BuiL.ng Dim.: 
Built!Lng Area: 
Groun:i Floor Area: 
Tota: Floor Space: 

34. 0X35. :: 
lCGO. 
lCfO. 
24115, 

Type ,:, f Structure: FRAM!; 
Bui lei Lng Condition: G 
Al te1:,,t.ions: 

NO. Of Units: 

-------------
1 

Age: 1913 
Heritage: Y 

No, of Floors: 
Building Height: 

Ar.ove Ground Floor Space: 
.Se :.ow Ground Floor Space: 

2+B 

Yr. of Demolition: 

No. of Buildings: 

ft. 
1465. sq .... 
1020. sq. f-c . 

. j 

1 

PER:1I'.'.' 1N1'0'.1MATION: 06/30/19~ 

-----------------------·--------------------~' 
------------------·-··------------------------
Roll !c°O. : 6775000 

Permit No.: 
Date ,:,f Permit: 

1194 
02/21/1913 

1 Builc:.: ng ·No. : 
Note: ERECT HOUSE 

Address: 611 
BENT COURT 

···---·-----------------
Permit Type: BUILDING 

cost of Permit: 



611 Bent Court 
1913; Burton Smith, builder 

H.S. Beharrell, developer 
Classic Frame Style, Colonial Revival --­
Eclectic Period 

This simple, side gabled Colonial Revival 
house was built in 1913 at a cost of $2,500 by 
Burton Smith, financed by H.S. Beharrell. 

Diet House 
616 Brantford Street 
1912 
Queen Anne Style --- Late Victorian_Period 

Built in 1912, 616 Brantford Street has the 
irregular roof line, characteristic of the Queen 
Anne style. Its shape is made up of- a hipped 
roof with cross gables. Detailing consists of_ 
patterned shingles, oval window, and classical 
column porch supports. 



Alden House 
614 Bent .Court 
1911 
Classic Frame Style, Colonial Revival 
Eclectic Period 

Part of the 1911 subdivision of Bent Court, 
this house has a gabled roof with slightly 
flared eaves. The entrance is accentuated by 
a triangular pedimented portico. Wide bands 
of trim emphasize the storey lines. 

. i 



CITY OF NEW WESTMINSTER HERITAGE DATA MANAGEMENT 

FORM A: SUMMARY FORM 
o & ·=r=t-4-, ooo 

ROLL# (}1r;l{::Jf,· '2.ZO-efo- 04/ 

SITE NAME/4l--Z:,cyJ, H-Qv>e ./-1-,J?./ADDRESS foJtf ~-J:( OJtJt..--(. 
HERITAGE GROUP,:@, CouLJ' NEIGHBOURHOOD (P:(011/:1:b-

LOCATIONAL INFORMATION/OWNERSHIP from Planning Department Records 
Legal: Lot. ____ Block. ____ LSD __ Plan. ___________ _ 

RESOURCE TYPE (Check ALL appropriate) 
\/' Architecture/Buildings __ lndustrial Archaeology_Landscape 

, Aboriginal Archaeology Views Trees Industrial sites 
.,j -- -- -- --

Other(specify): _________________ _ 
• 1 Outstanding features: ____________________ _ 

THEMATIC ASSOCIATIONS (Check ALL appropriate) 
"i-- Settlement __ Industrial __ Transportation 

_V_commercial __ Judicial __ Legislative 
Institutional Education Recreation 

__ Planning __ Religion Other _______ _ 

RESOURCE HISTORY 
Date of first construction: I C/ I ) ---------------------
Context geriod: _Pre-1860 _1860-1865 _1865-1887 

V 1887-1920 1920-1939 1939-1947 1947-1960 .... 

CROSS-REFERENCED to other SITES 
fr3, t:,01-. b09 <,11 e,eµ-r CouL.r ( 0/(,;, ~TFoe;p_ 

LEGAL STANDING 
__ NONE __ APPLICATION PENDING Specify: ___________ _ 

VOLUNTARY DESIG. MINICIPAL DESIG. BYLAW# , date ___ _ 
PROVINCIAL ( MUNICIPAL ACT_HERITAGE CONSERVATION ACT) 

__ COVENANTS __ EASEMENTS Specify: ____________ _ 

RESEARCHED By ~ 
THESE WERE THE ORIGINAL FORMS THAT WERE USED TO TEST THE 
METHODOLOGY. 
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CITY OF NEW WESTMINSTER HERITAGE DATA MANAGEMENT 

FORM B: SITE FIELD RECORDING FORM 
ROLL# Dk r-=f-4 :o O O 2:Jo-,fo- 04/ 

SITE NAME AL-17ffi f-lol.J5t::: J+, (( I_ ADDRESS 614- 8£1.J,1 Ct:JULt 
HERITAGE GROUP '.re"°N.,T CDU e., ,. NEIGHBOURHOOD__,i""f-_fa).,_,,_vJ!....:..)-.f'-"'-'-.-------

REVIEW FOR: _BUILDING PERMIT _DEMOLITION 
DESIGNATION HISTORIC RECORD 

-+--OTHER (Specify) f::/1:::1 .. .-D ::Z:Ct.JPY 

SITE MAP/DESCRIPTION 
Map/sketch appended 

Site Dimensions #. 5 1 'x t3c) I 

LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION 
Landscape Date __________ _ 

yes no 

Original intact yes no some 
Intact elements ______________________________ _ 

Outstanding Plant material (Append additional pages) 
A. Botanical name __________ Common name ___________ _ 

Height ______ Diameter ______ Crown Width ________ _ 
Comments. ______________________________ _ 

B. Botanical name Common name --------- ---------------Height Diameter ______ Crown Width ________ _ 
Comments -------------------------------
ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION 
Architect _______________ Builder _____________ _ 

Craftsmen/Artisans 

• 1 

Date _____ ~-Bu-i-ld-in_g_p-er-m-it-_~---_-_-_~~------~-_-W-a-te_r_c_o_n_n_e_ct-io_n_J_PS __ t/_6 ___ /_f_/_/ ___ qi+-13ei--J.. T · 
Alterations -Af'f'UO !'i. 
Architectur_a_l _-sty-le_c_o_n_t_ex_t_4_~--.-&-0£--J-&~--FZ,lM)-----~----e:.-S--c,----------

Extenor Details ~OL.b~<'.'.&~VAL. ___.....? 
Interior Details ------------------------------Comments -------------------------------
RESOURCE CONDITION IENG/G/F/P) 
Landscape Resources: 
___ Plant material ___ Fences/walls ___ Built elements ___ Views 
Architectural Resources: 
L Roof _{d_ Walls /4....Foundation/Floor _{1_ Windows/Doors __ Details 
Comments on condition: ---------------------------
SITE HISTORY (Identify significant) 
First title Owner(,@, f:f. n@. \,:(- Occupation 412U.11:Au10.e'.... C::IT"'( J>; &-c. 
First occupant/date __________ Occupation _____________ _ 
People ________________________________ _ 

Events ---------------------------------Comments -------------------------------
Reviewed by: ~ ___ Date: CJu£u ee24/'i(3 

THESE WERE THE ORIGINAL FORMS THAT WERE USED TO TEST THE 
METHODOLOGY. 
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FORM B -CONTINUED-

CONTEXT 

Neighborhood character a«-HtULj ~:tff"t::C. flaw '\IJIT+-H'i,, k CII'/ 

1~%ibw&Jt§g/~~~~t2@Y~P?E/€ 
Comments, ________________________________ _ 

SOURCES/REFERENCES 
Library, __________________________________ _ 
Photographs, _______________________________ _ 
Archives, _________________________________ _ 
Other -----------------------------------

PHOTOGRAPH RECORD: Roll/Negative number, date 
Survey ______________ Designation ________________ _ 

INVENTORY STATUS 
CNW ·✓ CIHB 
BORDEN _____________ OTH=ER=---------------

******************PLANNING DEPARTMENT ONLY********************************* 

NAME OF REVIEWER: __________ DATE: ___________ _ 

AL TERA Tl ON compatible with existing architecture 
DESIGN is appropriate with existing design 
CONDITION of existing structure 
CHANGE compatible with existing streetscape 
Change compatible with neighborhood 
Change compatible with adjacent structures 
Cost-effectiveness of proposal 

Identify outstanding features: 

E VG G F P 
E VG G F P 
E VG G F P 
E VG G F P 
E VG G F P 
E VG G F P 
E VG G F P 

DESIGN MATER•I_A_L..,.S _________________________ _ 

RECOMMENDATIONS: ______________________ _ 

LEGAL STANDING 
__ NONE __ APPLICATION PENDING Specify: 

V OLUNT ARY DES I G NA Tl ON MIN I Cl PAL D EccS""IG-,-N_A_T,...lc::0-cN,---B,...Y-LA---,-W.,.,--#-=--=--=--=--=--, -d-at-e-=.-=.=-
__ PROVINCIAL ( __ MUNICIPAL ACT __ HERITAGE CONSERVATION ACT) 
__ COVENANTS __ EASEMENTS Specify: _______________ _ 

**************************************************************************** 

RECORDED BY __________ DATE. _______ _ 
REVIEWED BY_ DATE. _______ _ 
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srn;; FlFCfll.:ATION: 06/30/19, 

Roll ,,o. : 6774000 

Neigt,:lorhood: C 
Bled: No: U-046 
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open '.'ype: 

49.5 
80. 

3960. 

sq. 
LN 

·-- ··-

ft. 
it. 
,q. 't. 

f·• -. 
.'\.b::-ve 
::Jelow 

Address: 614 
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Zoning: C-3 
Land Use: R-HOUSE 

Site Coverage:. 18.61 % 
Total Coverage: 737, sq. ft. 
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1· 

FSR: 0.648232 
ft; Grade Floor Space: 1847, sq. 

Grade Floor Space: 720. sq. f:ty 

No. Rt:S. Uni ts: l So. Lo,td Bays: 0 Strata Title: N 
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BUILDVG IN~ORMATION: 06/30/199 

------------------------------------------
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BENT COURT 

----------- ·---------------------
BuildJ.ng Name: 
Develc.per: 
Architect: 

Builir·.g Dim.: 
Building Area: 
Grounc' Floor Area: 
Total Floor Space: 

26,0XJO.O 
737. 
737. 

25~7. 

Type ~f Structure: FRAM'.c'l 
Buildi.ng Condition: G 
Al tera.tions: 

No. of Units: 1 

Age: 1911 
Heritage: Y 

No, of Floors: 
Building Height: 

i'.oove Ground Floor Space: 
:H.:.ow Ground Floor Space: 

3+B 

Yr, of Demolition: 

No. of Buildings: 

ft. 
1847. sq. ft. 
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CITY OF NEW WESTMINSTER HERITAGE DATA MANAGEMENT 

FORM A: SUMMARY FORM 

ROLL# 01:osz.000 1.Z'J.·40 - oo-=r-

SITE NAMEJ? IOL /.J:QtJ~6 1-t-flt'../ ADDRESS (oJ 0 "'Bf::A.'/-i 1Fo,e;D 
HERITAGE GROUP J:a';::::r::l:T COU~1NEIGHBOURHOOD UflT0'/11--l-

LOCATIONAL INFORMATION/OWNERSHIP from Planning Department Records 
Legal: Lot,5 of~ Block 1- LSD __ Plan tbZ.O IJW qRP/ 1,&.J.,"b 'DIST. 
::Pr-v -# o 13 -4:0,q - q4 I 
LAND USE. ________________________ _ 
Zoning _____________ FSR ___________ _ 

RESOURCE TYPE (Check ALL appropriate) 
~Architecture/Buildings __ lndustrial Archaeology_Landscape 
__ Aboriginal Archaeology __ Views __ Trees __ lndustrial sites 

Other(specity): _________________ _ 
Outstanding features: ____________________ _ 

THEMATIC ASSOCIATIONS (Check ALL appropriate) 
✓ Settlement Industrial Transportation 
/ Commercial --Judicial =Legislative 
__ Institutional Education _Recreation 

Planning __ Religion Other --------

RESOURCE HISTORY 
Date of first construction-!- 1gq5 --""'---'-=-------------------Context period: Pre-1860 1860-1865 1865-1887 

X,1887-1920 _1920-1939 _1939-1947 _1947-1960 .... 

CROSS-REFERENCED to other SITES 

fo5 loOq, fol I, b 14 l2eJ r: eooe-r. 
I • 

LEGAL STANDING 
__ NONE __ APPLICATION PENDING Specify: __________ _ 
__ VOLUNTARY DESIG. MINICIPAL DESIG. BYLAW#_, date. ___ _ 
__ PROVINCIAL (_MUNICIPAL ACT_HERITAGE CONSERVATION ACT) 
__ COVENANTS __ EASEMENTS Specify: ____________ _ 

RESEARCHED By ~~-- DATE&¥r b?fL'~ , 

THESE WERE THE ORIGINAL FORMS THAT WERE USED TO TEST THE 
Ne, METHODOLOGY. 



CITY OF NEW WESTMINSTER HERITAGE DATA MANAGEMENT 

FORM B: SITE FIELD RECORDING FORM 
ROLL #D-:/-()S'Z ,00O 2.20-40-0 O=t-• 

SITE NAME --o,a 1-\ou¼ 1-\. e. \ . ADDRESS 0/le 13~ ,..F-O/Z.,J::> . 
HERITAGE GROUP 1?fil-C m12l--C NEIGHBOURHOOD_{)~f'~f-'~o~"-""-+~~------

REVIEW FOR: _BUILDING PERMIT DEMOLITION 
_DESIGNATION HISTORIC RECORD 

-f-OTHER (Specify)__.8'--'l'-=~""?Q--'<-_,,,?fi'-""IJ""'Jt{--+-----

SITE MAP/DESCRIPTION 
Map/sketch appended yes 

Site Dimensions <f/00 ¢ 49,;? I )( 9 CJ -

LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION 
Landscape Date _________ _ Original intact yes no some 
Intact elements ____________________________ _ 

Outstanding Plant material (Append additional pages) 
A. Botanical name __________ Common name ):,;;ppt.E :::rteE:. 

Height f'.20 1 Diameter ______ Crown Width ________ _ 

Comments -----------------------------
B. Botanical name Common name -------- -------------Height Diameter ______ Crown Width ________ _ 
Comments ------------------------------
ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION 
Architect ______________ Builder J..\e!J:R.'f M . 

Comments 

,. 1 

' ) ----------------------------W1>,l!/l COO"-!, Af"PUC- <!) 
HY, M, MAteSHAu.., · /.If M RESOURCE CONDITION (E/VG/G/F/PJ 

Landscape Resources: 
___ Plant material ___ Fences/walls ___ Built elements ___ Views 
Architectural Resources: 
__f'._Roof __f'._walls ? Foundation/Floor __E__windows/Doors -::P Details 
Comments on condition:fjQt Efi lool<S ~16]? ~ 7:-Bs ~ 

---To SiT VU--n::,~-c -f-0~ y~ · 
SITE HISTORY (Identify significant) 
First title Owner f/el--HLY 1--,f 1-,f~J--t;Al,v Occupation ;Bu /L-"PEJl;.-
First occupant/date __________ Occupation ____________ _ 
People ______________________________ _ 

Events -------------------------------Comments ------------------------------
Reviewed by~,{)lif/t ) 

THESE WERE THE ORI GIN AL FORMS THAT WERE USED TO TEST THE 
METHODOLOGY. 
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FORM B -CONTINUED· 

CONTEXT 
Neighborhood character ___________________________ _ 

Streetscape ________________________________ _ 

Comments, ________________________________ _ 

SOURCES/REFERENCES 
Library ________________________________ _ 

Photographs ________________________________ _ 
Archives, _________________________________ _ 
Other __________________________________ _ 

PHOTOGRAPH RECORD: Roll/Negative number, date 
Survey ______________ Designation ________________ _ 

INVENTORY STATUS 
CNW / CIHB =-----------------80 RD EN _____________ OTHER. ______________ _ 

** * * * ** * * *********PLANNING DEPARTMENT ONLY********************************* 

NAME OF REVIEWER: DATE: 
. l 

ALTERATION compatible with existing architecture E VG G F p 
DESIGN is appropriate with existing design E VG G F p 
CONDITION of existing structure E VG G F p 
CHANGE compatible with existing streetscape E VG G F p 
Change compatible with neighborhood E VG G F p 
Change compatible with adjacent structures E VG G F p 
Cost-effectiveness of proposal E VG G F p 

Identify outstanding features: 
DESIGN 
MATERIALS 

RECOMMENDATIONS: 

LEGAL STANDING 

__ NONE __ APPLICATION PENDING Specify:~-------------
__ VOLUNTARY DESIGNATION __ MINICIPAL DESIGNATION BYLAW# ___ , date _ 
__ PROVINCIAL ( __ MUNICIPAL ACT __ HERITAGE CONSERVATION ACT) 
__ COVENANTS __ EASEMENTS Specify: _______________ _ 

**************************************************************************** 

RECORDED BY __________ DATE. _______ _ 
REVIEWED BY DATE. _______ _ 
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CITY OF NEW WESTMINSTER HERITAGE DATA MANAGEMENT 

FORM A: SUMMARY FORM 

ROLL#061-t-B-~oo 2;t.o · '1-0-0-fl 

SITE NAME ________ ADDRESS 403 "'J3£.N.r Co uf;.r 
HERITAGE GROUP1;gi...J,, eou~:r. NEIGHBOURHOODltP-'--'--''Jf,_,,_D-=W-=--1::±ci-___ _ 

LOCATIONAL INFORMATION/OWNE]~IP from Planning Deg_2rtment Records 
Legal: Lot 6 Block -:,-141/.3 ~_3:_Plan_Zb~~----------
1.J-W{iR.P I LA!i..JJ) --n,s- -P1-:rx+'co4:-f3Z1- -1:Z.-=t-
LAND USE °/<E:.S r:oeµ.r1AL-

Zoning C-3 C0-4 M uN1, y c.oM M -;,,s l!:148 FSR 1 ? • ," ?j', , Z3 ;2- foZ---
Jl/..1s~- · ' 

RESOURCE TYPE (Check ALL appropriate) 
✓ Architecture/Buildings __ lndustrial Archaeology __ Landscape 

__ Aboriginal Archaeology __ Views __ Trees __ lndustrial sites 
__ Other(specify): _________________ _ 

Outstanding features: ---------------------

THE,MATIC ASSOCIATIONS (Check ALL appropriate) 
✓ Settlement Industrial Transportation 
✓ Commercial --Judicial --Legislative 

Institutional Education __ Recreation 
__ Planning Religion Other _______ _ 

RESOURCE HISTORY 
Date of first construction: ~~------------------- I-\- (2_ . \ 

Context period: Pre-1860 1860-1865 1865-1887 
.JL1887-1920 _1920-1939 _1939-1947 _1947-1960 .... 

CROSS-REFERENCED to other SITES 
&o1, t:;o<J t:,// tf 614- BEft..J-r' Coute.1 f t:,;i::, "73/:A'i---1.7 RJ/!.D. 

LEGAL STANDING 
__ NONE __ APPLICATION PENDING Specify: __________ _ 
__ VOLUNTARY DESJG. MINICIPAL DESIG. BYLAW#_, date ___ _ 
__ PROVINCIAL (_MUNICIPAL ACT_HERITAGE CONSERVATION ACT) 
__ COVENANTS __ EASEMENTS Specify: ____________ _ 
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Brow-of-the-Hill Geographical Context 
The Brow-of-the-Hill is defined as the area located between Queen's Avenue to the 
south, Stewardson Way to the west, 6th Avenue to the north and 8th Street to the 
east. The neighbourhood is characterized by steep slopes on the west which rise to a 
plateau to the east. The area features many view corridors of the Fraser River. 

Brow-of-the-Hill Neighbourhood Context 
Brow-of-the-Hill is one of New Westminster's original suburban areas continuing 
the residential character of the west side of Downtown. Colonel Moody's plan of 
1859 intended this to be a "working class" neighbourhood. The surrender of St. 
Andrews Square by the Province to the City in 1884 encouraged surrounding private 
land holders to subdivide their land. 

Due to the absence of serviced lots and utilities, however, little construction took 
place until the 1890's. The City constructed a large waterworks in 1889 and in 1890 

.. J established an electrical utility, both of which provided the catalyst for new housing 
construction. By 1892, streets were cleared and graded and 167 houses were 
connected to the utilities. 

The pace of development slowed later in the 1890's. Interurban tracks were laid on 
12th Street in 1893, but as there were no scheduled streetcar stops along 12th Street, 
related residential development was minimal. Several groupings of homes reflect 
early residential development in Brow-of-the-Hill. Homes along 3rd Avenue from 
9th to 11th Streets range in age from 1891 to 1916 and reflect a range of building 
styles and form. Two "double houses" along 3rd Avenue illustrate early attempts to 
provide higher density housing. Other residential groupings are evident on 9th 
Street, 11th Street and Cornwall Street. 

The pace of development revived in 1906 and most of the remaining large lots in 
the neighbourhood were subdivided. Many houses were constructed in anticipation 
of the delivery of additional services and, as a result, the housing stock increased 
from 240 units in 1906 to 606 units by 1913. Capital works improvements began in 
1906 with additional sewer connections and the clearing and groveling of roads. 

With the provision of services and growing residential population, institutional 
uses such as churches were established. The Immanuel Lutheran Church was 
constructed in 1909 to serve the local Swedish community. The 10th Street Grocery 
opened in 1912 by Harold Disney and in the following year the Ambrose 
Apartments, a block of stores and apartments, opened on 13th Street. 
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During the First World War, the North Arm waterfront became industrialized, 
influencing the character of the Brow neighbourhood. Factory workers, who wished 
to live close to their places of employment, were attracted to Brow-of-the-Hill. Few 
large houses were built in the neighbourhood after this time and the area became 
increasingly characterized by the provision of affordable housing. Housing 
construction revived again in the 1920's. The subdivision of the Thomas Ovens 
property in 1927 marked the end of the process of subdividing original lots. 

After the Depression, neighbourhood infill continued. The Second World War 
resulted in an industrial boom which created a severe housing shortage, as the 
population increased by twenty-five percent in five years. The federal government 
passed an order suspending municipal zoning bylaws during WWII. As a result, an 
increasing number of large older homes were converted into suites and boarding 
houses. After the war, vacant land west of 14th Street along 6th Avenue and west of 
12th Street and south of 5th Avenue was developed. By the 1950's, the Brow had 
reached a saturation of developed property. 

Apartment buildings were constructed during the 1950's and by 1964, only one third 
of all units in the Brow were single family units. In the 1960's, a shift occurred in 
the location of new development activity. Prior to 1965, new construction occurred 
west of 12th Street. With the opening of Stewardson Way in 1965, the level land 
and proximity to the Uptown shopping and parks resulted in the areas closest to 6th 
Avenue and 8th Street becoming more valuable. By 1969, 75 percent of the housing 
units in Brow-of-the-Hill were located in apartments. The condominium boom 
began in 1972. Various federal housing programs encouraged rental unit 
construction during the 1970's and 1980's. 

In the 1980's, development activity shifted from the Uptown core to the Downtown 
area and new construction occurred south of 3rd Avenue on sites which offered 
spectacular views, access to shopping and the Skytrain. In the late 1980's, opposition 
to multiple family development emerged in the Brow. Council adopted a policy in 
1989 to develop the area south of 3rd Avenue with family-oriented housing and no 
highrises. Development shifted to the area west of 12th Street. Council repealed the 
policy for rezoning to multiple family development in the RS-2 area in 1993. 
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Brow-of-the-Hill Historical Chronology 

1860 ................ Official survey of neighbourhood. 

1884 ............... .Surrender of St. Andrews Square by Province to City. 

1889 ................ City Council approved waterworks installation. 

1890 ................ City Council established electrical utility and proceeded 
with street improvement program. 

1892 ................ Streets cleared, graded and houses connected to water and 
electrical systems; 167 dwellings. 

1893 ................ Interurban Rail tracks laid on 12th Street. 

1906 ................ Subdivision of most remaining large lots; 240 dwellings; 
6th Avenue between 10th to 13th Streets was graveled; 

1910 ................ Total of 392 dwellings; sewer provided east of 10th Street. 

1913 ................ Total of 606 dwellings in neighbourhood. 

1914-19 .......... Industrialization of North Arm waterfront area; few large 
homes constructed. 

1927 ................ Subdivision of the Thomas Ovens property. 

1930's ............. New construction/infill proceeded. 

1939-45 .......... Privy Council Order (1957) suspended municipal zoning 
bylaw; increase in number of homes converted into 
rooming houses. 

1946-50 .......... Continued conversion and development of vacant lands. 

1950's ............. Apartment buildings constructed; 50-100 units 
constructed each year. 

1958 ................ 50% of housing stock one family units; apartment units 
18% of housing stock. 

1964 ................ 32% of housing stock one family; apartment units 
increased to 38% of housing stock or 630 units; new 
construction west of 12th Street. 
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1965 ................ 900 apartment units; Stewardson Way opened; area closest 
to Uptown desired apartments. 

1966 ................ Brow-of-Hill problems identified; 1,158 apartment units; 

1967 ................ New arterial road linking Stewardson Way to Royal 
Avenue at 8th to buffer the neighbourhood. 1,581 
apartment units. 

1968 ................ 2,062 apartment units. 

1969 ................ 75% of housing units in apartments; 2,583 apartment 
units. 

1972-74 .......... Rent controls; area deterioration. 

1974 ................ Federal Assisted Rental program provided capital 
assistance to builders; 200 apartment units built under this 
program. 

Source: City of New Westminster Planning Department. 
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Brunette Creek Geographical Context 
Brunette Creek is defined as being the area between the Fraser River and Brunette 
Avenue in Sapperton. It includes the foreshore and delta of the Brunette River as 
well as the area north of Brunette River and east of Braid Street. 

Brunette Creek Neighbourhood Context 
Brunette has primarily been an industrial area since 1874 when Brunette Saw Mills 
were founded near the mouth of the Brunette River. The waterfront area contained 
a variety of industrial uses including several canneries, a glassworks, and other 
small manufacturing operations. 

In 1887, a Canadian Pacific Railway branch line track was laid which bisected the 
Brunette area. The Great Northern Railway constructed a second branch line 
through the area in 1904. 

Numerous industries had their early start in this area. The most well known was 
the B.C. Distillery on Braid Street and the Swift's Slaughterhouse on Brunette 
Avenue. These industries were attracted to the area in the early 1900's by a policy of 
tax exemptions, low water and electricity rates and access to transcontinental rail 
lines. 

The Depression had a severe impact on the area. A major casualty was Brunette 
Sawmills which closed in the 1930's. In 1938, Pacific Veneer was founded by the 
Bentley family, which grew during the war years to become one the leading plywood 
manufacturing companies in the province. Pacific Veneer became the largest 
employer in the city during the 1950's. 

In the 1970's, New Westminster experienced a loss of comparative advantage by 
local firms. Railways became a barrier instead of an asset to many firms. Truck 
traffic was assisted with the construction of the Port Mann Bridge in 1960 and, in 
1976, the Brunette Overpass opened. During this period, there was a trend away 
from heavy manufacturing toward light industry. The New Westminster Industrial 
Park, the city's first and only industrial park, was opened in 1976. Prior to the 1970's, 
many older firms closed as labour and material costs increased, including Swift's 
Slaughterhouse and Pacific Veneer. B.C. Distillery, part of Seagrams for many years, 
was due to an expansion of a sister plant in Eastern Canada. 

The increasing importance of warehousing and multi-tenant warehouse complexes 
which required highway access continued in the 1980's and into the 1990's. The 
industrial importance of the City was diminishing, as the impetus driving the 
economy shifted into other sectors. 
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Brunette Creek Historical Chronology 

1874 ................ Brunette Saw Mills established. 

1887 ................ Canadian Pacific Railway track laid. 

1904 ................ Great Northern Railway track laid. 

1900's ............ .Swift's Slaughterhouse, B.C. Distillery founded. 

1938 ................ Pacific Veneer established. 

1976 ................ New Westminster Industrial Park opened. 

1978 ................ Brunette Overpass opened. 

1980's ............. Opening of the Woodward's Warehouse on the former Distillery site. · , 

Source: City of New Westminster Planning Department. 
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Connaught Heights Geographical Context 
The Connaught Heights neighbourhood is located in the northwest corner of the 
City on District Lot 172. It is bounded by 10th Avenue on the north, 20th Street on 
the east, Marine Drive on the south and Fenwick Street on the west. The 
neighbourhood is roughly 75 hectares in area. Burnaby borders on the north and 
west boundaries of the neighbourhood. 

The Connaught Heights area is located at the bend of the North Arm of the Fraser 
River and is afforded panoramic views of the river flats to the south. The original 
layout and survey for the railway corridor and local roads were influenced by the 
topography to maintain grades and slopes between Burnaby and New Westminster. 

Connaught Heights Neighborhood Context 
The Connaught Heights neighbourhood was surveyed by the Royal Engineers as 
District Lot 172 in the original subdivision of the city in 1859. The first purchase of 
land occurred in 1864 by Rev. Edward White, however no buildings were 
constructed at that time. The area was resurveyed by Engineer Albert H. Hill in 1890 
and again in 1915. The area officially received its name in 1948 as the Connaught 
Heights Regulated Area. 

In 1907, the British Columbia Electric Railway line was constructed along the Fraser 
River foreshore to connect New Westminster to Marpole. Two years later, a fifty 
foot right-of-way was established through DL 172 to permit the building of a bypass 
route for the Interurban Railway and a north-south 150 foot wide right-of-way for 
four rows of wooden power poles. This bypass, called the "Highland Park Cutoff" 
was completed in 1912, enabling trains to avoid the steep grades to the north. 

Residential development of Connaught Heights proceeded slowly. The first house 
on DL 172 was constructed in 1910, but development didn't began in earnest until 
the 1930's, when 63 houses were constructed. Most of the homes built at this time 
were small bungalows on gravel streets with grass boulevards. Until 1938, the area 
was administered directly by the Province. Street names were later changed to 
coincide with streetnames in New Westminster. The largest institutional land use 
in Connaught Heights was the Schara Tzedek Jewish Cemetery, which opened in 
1929. 

With increasing growth, residents of Connaught Heights petitioned for increased 
services, resulting in the installation of a domestic water system in 1939 and the 
installation of street lights in 1948. Stricter building regulations were also 
introduced. Amalgamation with New Westminster was pursued and, after several 
attempts, Connaught Heights was incorporated in 1964. A new elementary school 
was constructed in 1964 in anticipation of joining the City. After annexation in 1965, 
a large capital works needs program was initiated. 
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Connaught Heights benefited from various community improvements programs 
during the 1970's. In 1972, the capital works program to upgrade the physical 
environment of the area was initiated. Federal Neighbourhood Improvement 
Programs (NIP) improved neighbourhood recreation facilities and a new 
neighbourhood park was created in B.C. Hydro right-of-way lands. The quality of 
the local housing stock was improved between 1974-83 as a result of the Federal 
Residential Rehabilitation Program (RRAP). 

Work began in 1983 on two major transportation projects which impacted the area. 
The Annacis Highway created a new interchange system while 20th Street was 
upgraded to handle more than double the previous amount of traffic. The Skytrain 
was constructed on an elevated guideway above the existing railway line. A station, 
constructed at 22nd Street and 7th A venue, became the terminus for numerous bus 
routes. Both projects were completed in 1985. Concern over commuter parking led 
to a parking plan. Despite improved accessibility, zoning in the Connaught Heights 
area was not changed to encourage higher density apartments. 
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Connaught Heights Historical Chronology 

1859 .......... DL 172 surveyed by Royal Engineers. 

1864 ......... First purchase of Crown land, no building occurred. 

1890 .......... Resurvey by Albert J. Hill. 

1915 .......... Resurvey under Special Surveys Act of 1899. 

1907 ......... B.C. Electric Railway to Marpole along Fraser River. 

1909 .......... 50 foot right of way through DL 172 for Interurban Railway. 

1910 .......... First home in Connaught Heights constructed. 

1912 .......... Highland Park Cutoff completed avoiding steep grades on 12th Avenue. 

1938 .......... Beginning of construction boom; area provincially administered. 

1939 .......... Connaught Heights Waterworks District formed; 150 homes serviced. 

1940 .......... Connaught Heights Village proposed. 

1948 .......... Street lights installed; Area officially named Connaught Heights Regulated 
Area; stricter building regulations and a zoning plan for area. 

1957 .......... Queensborough Bridge construction starts; bridge opened in 1960. 

1959 .......... Petition to join City of New Westminster. 

1961 ......... Plebiscite vote 56% votes in favour. Defeated. 

1965 .......... Plebiscite vote 90% in support of amalgamation with New Westminster. 

1972 .......... Capital works program initiated, sewer, water, paving. 

1974 .......... Park established on Hydro right-of way; 22nd Street closed. 

1985 .......... ALRT Skytrain stop at 22nd Street opened. 

Source: City of New Westminster Planning Department. 
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Glenbrooke South Geographical Context 
The Glenbrooke South neighborhood is roughly 90 acres in area. It is bounded to 
the north by Cumberland Street, to the east by Columbia Street, to the south by 
McBride Boulevard and to the west by Sixth Avenue. 

Glen Creek is the most dominant topographic feature with steep sloping sides. 
Located at the bottom of the ravine is the Glenbrooke Trunk sewer. 

Glenbrooke South Neighborhood Context 
Glenbrooke South neighborhood is the site of New Westminster's pre-history and 
early history. The major native village of Skiametl was located on the banks of the 
Glen River, now known as Glenbrooke Ravine. The historic landing of the Royal 
Engineers occurred on the south shoreline of the neighbourhood along the Fraser 
River. Royal Engineer surveyors of the Columbia Detachment determined the 
absolute value of longitute for New Westminster, which is identified with the 
Royal Engineers' Base Observatory 1859-1860. 

With the entry of British Columbia into Confederation, the federal government 
agreed to construct a penitentiary and a mental hospital in New Westminster. The 
Glenbrooke South lands were chosen for both of these facilities. The Penitentiary 
was located on the east side of the Glenbrooke Ravine and the hospital on the west 
side. These buildings opened in 1878. 

The City initiated a sewer program in 1914 which required the filling of Glen River 
to construct a large diameter trunk sewer. This facility, which became part of the 
Greater Vancouver regional sewer network, served the City and surrounding areas. 
The periphery of the neighborhood was developed with single-family dwellings in 
the years following WWII. A number of commercial buildings were built at the 
north-east corner of 8th Avenue and McBride Boulevard during the 1950's. 

The City grew rapidly during the 1960's, and a small portion of the former 
Penitentiary gardens in the Glenbrooke South neighborhood was developed for 
single family accomodation. Most of the area remained in institutional uses. The 
Royal Square Shopping Centre was developed during the 1960's on McBride 
Boulevard. 

Over time, the Penitentiary property increased in value and the need for a penal 
institution in New Westminster was questioned. The City acquired a parcel of land 
on 6th Avenue East from the Penitentiary in the 1960's to develop a Community 
Centre. Successive additions enlarged the Community Centre, the largest being for 
the Canada Games Pool and Royal City Curling Club in 1973. In 1981, the provincial 
government announced its intention to close Woodlands School in the 1990's for 
redevelopment. 
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Douglas College opened in 1970 in temporary facilities at 8th Avenue and McBride 
Boulevard and more buildings were gradually added to the site. The facility moved 
to a permanent campus on Royal Avenue in 1982. 

The southeast comer of 6th A venue East and McBride Boulevard was purchased by 
Bosa Construction Ltd. in 1983, and a development plan and rezoning application to 
construct 346 units of housing on the site was approved by the City. 

The Penitentiary property was closed by the federal government in 1980 and 
acquired in 1985 by the Fraserview Development Corporation. The property was 
rezoned and an Official Community Plan was adopted. A 73-lot singlefamily 
subdivision was developed in the first phase and a further 820 multiple units were 
to be constructed by the end of 1994. A 15 acre park was dedicated to the City. Two 
elements of the historic Penitentiary, the original block built in 1878 and the 1924 
Gate House were retained. In 1990, the Gaol Block building was designated as a 
heritage resource and renovated for commercial use. 
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Glenbrooke South Historical Chronology 

1800's ....... Glen River banks possible location of the Indian village of Skiaimetl. 

1859 .......... Royal Engineers determined absolute value of longitude for New 
Westminster. 

1878 .......... Construction of federal penitentiary and provincial Insane Asylum. 

1914 .......... Construction of large diameter trunk sewer in bed of Glen River. 

1950's ....... Commercial buildings erected on McBride Boulevard. 

1960's ....... Small scale single family homes. 

City acquired part of Penitentiary land on north side of 6th Avenue East 
for community centre. 

1973 ......... Canada Games Pool opened. 

1980 .......... Penitentiary closed. 

1981 .......... Intention to close Woodlands made large redevelopment sites available. 

1982 .......... Douglas College relocated to Downtown site. Site subdivided into 82 
single-family lots. 

1983 ......... .South-east comer of 6th Avenue East and McBride Boulevard purchased 
by Bosa Construction Ltd.; development plan and rezoning approved for 
346 units of multiple housing. 

Source: .... New Westminster Planning Department. 
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Kelvin Geographical Context 
The Kelvin neighbourhood is located in the area between 6th Avenue to the south, 
12th Street to the west, 10th Avenue to the north and 6th Street to the east. 

It is located on a relatively flat plateau with a slight slope to the south toward the 
Fraser River. 

Kelvin Neighbourhood Context 
The Kelvin neighbourhood was effectively established when two large parcels of 
land were dedicated for public use. In 1863, the Royal Engineers set aside an area for 
park use (which later became Moody Park) as well as a large area devoted for 
cemetery use bounded by 10th Avenue, 6th Street, 8th Avenue and 8th Street. 
These two large vacant parcels later reflected the changing fortunes of the 
community. 

Kelvin takes its name from the elementary school, Lord Kelvin, which opened in 
1909 on Hamilton Street. Lord Kelvin was a scientist, professor of philosophy and 
inventor of the Kelvin scale of measuring temperature. The site was joined by 
another school called Lord Lister and together the schools functioned respectively as 
an elementary and junior high school. They were replaced by the present school in 
1963. The 6th Avenue Church was established in 1890 at the corner of 6th Avenue 
and 12th Street to meet the needs of the growing west end community. 

Residential construction in the Kelvin neighbourhood began in 1890 along Sixth 
Avenue. The largest expansion of housing stock occurred prior to World War I, 
when the area below 8th Avenue was settled and services such as sewers were 
installed. Numerous examples of fine Craftsman bungalows from this period 
remain in the Kelvin neighbourhood. Small commercial nodes were developed on 
12th Street to meet local community needs. 

The northern portion of Kelvin was developed in the 1920's and 1930's. During the 
Second World War, the former cemetery site was used for barracks and drill field. 
In 1948, works yards were removed and the site was developed for the public 
secondary school. A portion of the site was developed as the Loyal Protestant Home 
for Children, which opened in 1925 and has operated as an orphanage, home for 
mentally handicapped, and crises centre over time. The building was renovated in 
1978 and has operated as the Royal City Christian centre since 1984. It was 
designated a municipal heritage site in 1988. 

The Royal Engineers set aside the area now known as Moody Park in their original 
survey. It was officially procliamed as "Moody Square" by City Council in 1863. 
Development of Moody Square began in 1889 when a bylaw was passed approving 
its development. A baseball diamond was laid out in 1912 and the Kiwanis Club 
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built a wading pool and playground in 1921. Due to a disastrous fire in 1929 which 
destroyed the facilities in Queen's Park, May Day celebrations were instead hosted at 
Moody Park the following year. The New Westminster Bowling Club located its 
grounds to Moody Park in 1948, and in 1954 the club hosted the British Empire 
Games lawn bowling tournament. Construction of a recreation club house was 
sponsored by the Kiwanis Club in 1938 and in 1957 it became the headquarters of the 
City Parks and Recreation Department. Century House opened in 1958 as a seniors 
recreational facility. 

With a movement toward urban renewal in the 1960's and 1970's, a number of 
apartment buildings were constructed south of 8th Avenue and along 12th Street. 
The City, however, no longer accepts development permit applications for multiple 
dwelling complexes in the Kelvin neighbourhood. 
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Kelvin Historical Chronology 

, 1 1859 .......... Royal Engineers survey. 

1864 ......... First purchase of land from Crown to Rev. Edward White, no building 
occurred. 

1889 .......... Bylaw to develop Moody Park. 

1890 .......... West End Church established. 

1907 ......... B.C. Electric Railway connecting Marpole with New Westminster. 

1909 .......... Lord Kelvin Elementary School opened. 

" i 1912 .......... Baseball diamond laid out in Moody Park. 

• l 

1925 .......... Loyal Protestant Home for Orphaned Children opens. 

1938 .......... Clubhouse constructed in Moody Park. 

1939 .......... Armed forced barracks constructed. 

1957 .......... Moody Park Clubhouse became Recreation Commission headquarters. 

1958 .......... Century House constructed. 

Source: New Westminster Planning Department. 
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North Arm North Geographical Context 
The North Arm North community includes Poplar Island and the Fraser River 
frontage south of Stewardson Way. 

North Arm North Neighborhood Context 
The North Arm North neighborhood was historically a heavy industrial district. 
The first lumber mill in British Columbia started in 1862 near the foot of 18th Street, 
but did not succeed. Except for the section west of 20th Street, the area was 
incorporated into the City in 1888. Little development occurred until 1886, when a 
gas plant was established near the comer of 3rd Avenue and 12th Street. A few years 
later, wood manufacturing and shipbuilding plants were established on the North 
Arm foreshore. 

The Interurban Railway was constructed in 1893 on 12th Street, encouraging limited 
residential, commercial and industrial development along the railway line. The 
B.C. Electric Railway also emerged as a major focal point in the area with the 
opening in 1904 of a car construction shop in the 200 block 12th Street. In 1913, rail 
car yards were opened on 16th Street. The route along the North Arm connecting 
New Westminster to Marpole on what is now Stewardson Way opened in 1907. 
The Highland Cutoff provided further railway access to the area. 

During WWI, two shipbuilding plants were established on the east end of Poplar 
Island in order to build vessels for the Navy. These plants closed in 1919. The 
industrialization of the North Arm foreshore began in the 1920's, with the 
construction of the Triangle Chemical plant in 1921 and the Westminster Paper 
company in 1922. Although Westminster Paper, which later became Scott Paper, 
was destroyed by fire in 1929, it was rebuilt and enlarged during the 1930's. The 
Triangle Chemical plant also burned down in the fire of 1929. 

Additional large manufacturing plants were constructed in the 1930's, including 
Trio Woodworking and the Dabney Foundry. In 1938, the Alaska Pine Corporation 
was founded to become one of New Westminster's largest employers. 

The area in the vicinity of 12th Street and Royal Avenue was increasingly used for 
automobile sales and services during the late 1940's and throughout the 1950's. By 
the late 1950's, most of the land occupied by the B.C. Electric Railway was converted 
into automobile use and the auto industry bec~me the second largest user of land in 
the neighborhood. 

Stewardson Way opened in 1965 as part of an urban renewal program. This major 
thoroughfare clearly separated the Brow-of-the-Hill neighborhood and North Arm 
North industrial area. In the 1970's, heavy manufacturing was becoming less 
popular, while warehouses and services were identified as more appropriate 
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activities in the neighbourhood. A major fire destroyed the Rayonier Mill complex 
in 1966, which was partially rebuilt. A number of modem general industrial 
buildings were constructed on Levi Street and the ICBC Claim Centre opened on 3rd 
Avenue in 1974. 

The Skytrain was constructed between 1983 and 1985 using the old BC Electric Rail 
right-of-way. Although a prominent addition to the landscape, the Skytrain did not 
locate stations in North Arm. 

Although wood product industries were experiencing difficulties, the paper and 
allied industries were prosperous. Between 1982 and 1984, Scott Paper undertook at 
$63 million expansion to double its output. This expansion included the purchase 
of nine acres of the Alaska Pine (now Doman Industries) property. 

The remaining Doman property was rezoned in 1988 to accommodate plans for a 
1411-unit residential development known as the Renaissance. By the end of 1992, 
three projects, totaling 382 units were completed. These projects are changing the 
form and character of the New Westminster waterfront from its historical industrial 
base into residential use. 
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North Arm North Historical Chronology 

1862 ................ J.A. Homer started first lumber mill in B.C. at foot of 18th Street. 

1860 ................ Indian Reserve established on Poplar Island. 

1879 ................ Reserve Status confirmed by Commissioner Sproat, land retained 
· provincial ownership. 

1888 ............... North Arm and Poplar Island annexed to the City. 

1891. ............... Gas plant established comer of 3rd Avenue and 12th Street. 

1892 ................ Interurban Railway constructed on 12th Street and limited residential, 
commercial and industrial development emerged along the line. 

1904 ................ Car construction shop for BC Electric Railway at 200 block 12th Street. 

1907 ................ Rail Route to Marpole opened along present Stewardson Way. 

1912 ................ Highland Cutoff railway access. 

1913 ................ 16th Street yard with capacity for 300 rail cars opened by BC Electric. 

1914-19 .......... Two Shipbuilding plants erected on east end of island to construct 
vessels for the Navy. 

1921 ................ Triangle Chemical opened. 

1922 ................ Westminster Paper Company opened on site of present Scott Paper. 

1929 ................ Fire destroyed Triangle Chemical and Westminster Paper. 

1938 ................ Alaska Pine Corporation opened, one of largest employers. Poplar 
Island ownership conveyed to Government of Canada in trust for use 
and benefit of Indians. 

1940 ................ Poplar Island zoned industrial use. 

1940's ............. Car sales lots opened along 12th Street and north side of Royal Avenue. 

1945 ................ Govemment of Canada sold Poplar Island to City of New Westminster. 

1948 ................ Poplar Island sold to Alaska Pine Company Limited. 

October 26, 1993 New Westminster Heritage Management Plan 1 8 
DRAFT DOCUMENT 2 . 



.. i' 

, I 

1950's ............. B.C. Electric Rail lands converted to car sales use, second largest land 
use in neighborhood. 

1965 ................ Stewardson Way opened separating Brow of Hill and North Arm 
North Neighborhoods. 

1966 ............... Official Regional Plan designated Poplar Island for industrial use. 
Alaska Pine destroyed by fire, partially rebuilt. 

1973 ................ Poplar Island rezoned from M-2 Heavy Industrial District to AG-1 
Limited Agricultural District. 

1974 ................ Warehousing trend on Levi Street, ICBC Claim Centre opened on 3rd 
Avenue. 

1977 ................ Lower Mainland Natural Areas Inventory identified Poplar Island as 
area of outstanding vegetation and wildlife character. 

1979 ................ GVRD redesignated Island to RESERVE from Industrial. 

1980 ................ Rayonier site sold to Western Forest Products. 

1981 ............... .Scott Paper began modernization program. Part of Alaska Pine site 
(now Doman industries) was acquired. 

1987 ................ Doman Forest Products mainland property acquired by Andre Molnar 
for Quayside II residential development. Island owned by Western 
Forest Products, foreshore log storage leases. 

1988 ................ Portion of Doman Industries site rezoned to residential. 

Source: New Westminster Planning Department. 
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Queen's Park Geographical Context 
Queen's Park is defined as that area of the City of New Westminster lying south of 
6th Avenue, north of Royal Avenue and east of the 6th Street commercial district. 
It is bounded by the 75.5 acre Queen's Park on the east. 

Queen's Park is higher in elevation that the Downtown area to the south or the 
Glenbrooke North neighbourhood to the north. The area does not contain steep 
slopes or rapid topographical change. 

Queen's Park Neighborhood Context 
At the time of the original settlement, the neighbourhood was covered by dense 
forest. The 1859 survey of the area marked street right-of-ways and established 
reserves and squares. Queen's Park was included in the 1859 survey of the Lower 
Mainland by J.B Landers of the Royal Engineers, which established the road 
allowances for the major streets and avenues in the Queen's Park neighbourhood. 
The first house in the Queens Park neighbourhood was constructed in 1864 by 
William Clarkson, a local merchant, on property presently occupied by Carleton 
Court Apartments. 

By the 1880's, larger homes were located in the sparsely settled area north of Royal 
Avenue. In 1887, the arrival of the Canadian Pacific Railway branchline, plans for 
the Interurban Electric Railway and expansion of river based activity, resulted in a 
development boom. The City also auctioned off three land reserves in Queen's Park 
that year. Development began along the eastern and southern edges of the 
neighbourhood along Queen's Avenue and 3rd Avenue. Some of the oldest homes 
in Queens Park near St. George's and 4th Street date from 1890. 

The commercial and industrial growth of New Westminster as a regional centre in 
the 1860's created a group of wealthy entrepreneurs who desired accommodation 
away from the noise and pollution of the downtown. The Queen's Park 
neighbourhood was considered to be a prestigious location. The construction of 
Breezehurst in 1888 by Bank Manager George Brymner marked the elite character of 
the neighbourhood with architecturally designed unique houses. Water, power and 
transit services were supplied to the Queen's Park neighbourhood. By 1892, the area 
contained 104 houses with 658 people. Queen's Park was the first fully serviced 
neighbourhood in New Westminster. Large Italianate and Queen Anne homes 
featured in the area were designed by prominent local architects such as Samuel 
Maclure and George Grant. 

In 1891, interurban railway tracks were laid in Queen's Park, running from Royal 
Avenue to 2nd Street then up Park Row to 1st Street down 3rd Avenue to 6th Street. 
The railway ceased operation in 1937. Henry Edmonds constructed a large home on 
1st Street called "Blossom Grove" immediately adjacent to the railway. When 
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Edmonds passed away in 1893, his house was converted into the Columbian 
Methodist College, a prominent educational institution until it closed in the 1930's. 

The presence of wide streets and landscaped boulevards, as part of the original plan 
of the Royal Engineers, created the ambiance of today's Victorian Queen's Park 
neighbourhood. John Blackman, City Engineer, was instrumental in the design of 
the sanitary sewer system installed on 4th Street in the Queen's Park 
neighbourhood. Under Blackman's direction, concrete sidewalks and paved streets 
were also introduced. The most enduring Blackman legacy was the design of the 
2nd and 5th Streets with treed boulevards on central medians. The street trees, 
many of which survive today, were imported from England. These streets have 
come to symbolize the grace and beauty of the Queen's Park neighbourhood. 

Although Queen's Park is typically known as a prestige neighbourhood with large 
homes, modest homes were also constructed on the western and northern parts of 
Queen's Park. Large lots were subdivided to provide affordable building sites and 
modest houses (600 sq. ft) were constructed by labourers, the trades and craftsmen. 
By 1912, the neighbourhood was largely settled and contained 379 houses. 
Following 1912 to the mid-1920's, little or no construction occurred as the economy 
remained depressed. After 1925, a second period of prosperity enabled the 
construction of a new series of architecturally designed homes. These structures 
often replaced earlier homes from the 1880's. 

WWII resulted in major changes to the Queen's Park neighbourhood. Housing 
shortages resulted in home conversions into suites. By 1955, when Privy Council 
Order 2000 was repealed, many homes had been converted and the character of the 
area altered. Further conversions were authorized by the Zoning Board of Appeal to 
use what was considered obsolete structures whose multiple stories were not desired 
by families seeking one storey living. The southern part of the Queen's Park 
neighbourhood was identified as being suitable for apartments and two apartment 
buildings were constructed in 1963 and 1967. 

From 1970 on, a number of houses were acquired by persons who appreciated the 
architectural quality of larger homes, returning them to single family use. A 
resident's association was formed in 1977 and Queen's Park residents founded the 
City's Heritage Preservation Society. 

The Queen's Park neighbourhood has retained a strong character, which continues 
to be reinforced by single family dwellings. Well-maintained homes and yards 
reflect community pride and Queen's Park is valued by the larger community. The 
importance of the architectural heritage of the neighbourhood is shared with the 
community through Home Tours, publications and walking tours on a regular 
basis. It is worth noting that Queen's Park contains the highest concentration of 
buildings with heritage significance in New Westminster. 
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Queen's Park Historical Chronology 

1859 ................. Queen's Park surveyed by JB Landers; street right-of-ways were 
secured; reserves established at Clinton Place, St. George's Square and 
St. Patricks Square. 

1860 ................. 75.5 acre Queen's Park surveyed. 

1863 ................. Queen's Park area acquired under NW Municipal Council Extension 
Act, No. 3. Suburban Block 5, 6, 7 petitioned to join City. 

1864 ................. William Clarkson, constructed first house on site at present Carleton 
Court Apartments; construction remained sparse. 

1868 ................. Capital moves to Victoria. 

1872 ................. Letters of patent issued to confirm New Westminster's status as a city 
after British Columbia joined Confederation in 1871. 

1884 ................. Indian Reserves acquired under New Westminster Act, 1884. 

1887 ................. Indian Reserves auctioned for private development. 

1888 ................. "Breezehurst" constructed on part of Clinton Place Reserve by Bank 
Manager; established neighbourhood as prestigious locality. 

1891.. ............... Interurban Railway acquired property for laying track extension into 
Queen's Park. 

1892 ................. Water, power, transit services to area; house construction boomed. 
High proportion of homes designed by architects for professionals. 

1905 ................. BC Mills Timber and Trading Co. pre-fabricated houses constructed as 
demonstration homes. 

1906 ................. John Blackman, City Engineer, designed sanitary sewer system for 4th 
Street area; introduced paved streets and concrete sidewalks. 

1909 ................. Construction of Fisheries Building in Queen's Park, only survivor of 
1929 fire. 

1912 ................. Queen's Park first area of city to be completely sewered. 
Neighbourhood largely developed, reputation of elite district. 

1912-20 .......... Little construction, economy depressed. 

October 26, 1 993 New Westminster Heritage Management Plan 
DRAFT OC>CUMENT 2 

22 



1925-42 ........... Period of prosperity, new construction. 

1929 ................. Fire destroyed the Exhibition Buildings (Womens Building and 
Industrial Building) and Agriculture Building in Queen's Park. 

1942-55 ........... Privy Council Order permitted local zoning by-laws to be overruled; 
one family houses converted into suites to meet housing needs. 

1955-70 ........... Further conversions authorized to utilize "obsolete structures". 

1963- 67 .......... Southern part of Queen's Park rezoned where apartment construction 
entertained, two apartment buildings were constructed. 

1970 ................. Houses acquired and reconverted to single family homes. 

1977 ................. Queen's Park Neighbourhood Association formed. 

1979 ................. New Westminster Heritage Preservation Society formed. 

1987 ................. Single family zoning RS-1 returned to neighbourhood. 

Source: New Westminster Planning Department. 
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Uptown Geographical Context 
Uptown is the area located between Royal Avenue to the south, 8th Street to the 
west, 8th Avenue to the north and 5th Street to the east. Uptown is a rectangular 
shaped neighborhood which contains some of New Westminster's highest density 
of land use as well as the administrative centre of the municipality. 

The topography gradually rises from Royal Avenue to a level plateau. The grid 
pattern was uniformly applied however the area is characterized by small short 
blocks mixed with long blocks. 

Uptown Neighborhood Context 
, , The Uptown area was surveyed in 1863 as part of the New Westminster survey. 

.. j 

Little development occurred in the area until the late 1880's when residential 
development moved up the slopes. A number of large houses were built in the area 
along Queen's Avenue to capitalize on the views of the waterfront. 

The major impetus to develop Uptown came in the early 1900's. The streetcar line 
connecting Downtown to Marpole in Vancouver was located on 6th Street in 1912. 
By 1914 a commercial strip emerged on 6th Street. Uptown was created from stores 
along 6th Street and 6th Avenue along the natural crossroads of the streetcar line. 
Development along 6th Street above Queen's Avenue included a mixture of houses 
and little shops. A Safeway store was established on the corner of 6th Street and 6th 
Avenue during the 1930's, with Davis Drugs across the street. 

A major Council decision which shaped Uptown's development was the rezoning 
of the property at 610 6th Street to allow construction of Woodward's Department 
store. After two years of planning and construction, the new store opened in 1954. 
A new library was opened on 6th A venue in 1958 which encouraged the growth of 
Uptown. The Library was substantially renovated in 1977. In 1952, Council decided 
to vacate their downtown location on Columbia Street and construct a new City Hall 
on a vacant site on Royal Avenue. Across 6th Street from the City Hall, the central 
school was replaced by a new bus depot. This building became a component of a 
new hotel built in 1962. 

Apartment development was attracted to Uptown due to its central location and 
more level ground than Downtown. Much of Uptown was rezoned during the 
Second World War for higher density multiple family use and in the late 1950's, a 
number of frame apartment buildings were built. The City's first modern seven 
storey apartment building was constructed in 1957 on Ash Street. Higher concrete 
buildings were erected in the 1960's along 7th Avenue and along Ash Street. 

Plans for apartment blocks on 6th Avenue and 5th Street were studied in 1961 to 
define the edge of the residential area and provide a natural buffer between 
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commercial areas, such as the 6th Street shopping area, and residential areas. City 
zoning and building regulations were revised in 1965 to encourage the construction 
of quality apartments, resulting in a spurt of construction during the housing 
shortage. The new apartment zoning scheme set out four different categories of 
apartment districts, including two highrise districts (one with lower density than the 
other) a low-rise district and garden apartment district. 

A major change in Uptown was the opening of Westminster Mall in 1978 on the 
site of the Hollywood Sanitarium. This mall offered ample parkade parking, 
theatres and shopping in one complex. A new Woodward's and Safeway complex 
opened in 1991 and a new two level mall was added in 1992. Due to the extensive 
redevelopment pressure on Uptown, few heritage resources remain. However, the 
history of the area is reflected in the adaptability of buildings and the creation of 
pockets of heritage groupings such as Bent Court. 
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Uptown Historical Chronology 

1863 ................. Uptown area surveyed. 

1880's .............. Residential development. 

1912 ................. Streetcar line established on 6th Street. 

1930 ................. Safeway store located on corner of 6th Avenue and 6th Street. 

1952 ................. New City Hall constructed at corner of Royal Avenue and 6th Street. 

1954 ................. Opening of Woodward's Store. 

1957 ................. First high-rise apartment building constructed in New Westminster. 

1958 ................. 0pening of New Westminster Public Library. 

1978 ................. Westminster Mall built. 

1991 ................. New Woodwards Store built at comer of 6th Avenue and 6th Street. 

Source: New Westminster Planning Department . 
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West End Geographical Context 
The West End is defined as the area between 12th Street to the east, 6th Avenue to 
the south, 20th Street to the west and 10th Avenue to the north. 

The central heights portion is level between 12th Street and 20th Street and slopes 
toward the south and the Fraser River. This slope affords spectacular views along 
13th and 14th Streets to the river flats. 

West End Neighbourhood Context 
The land comprising the West End of New Westminster were first identified as part 
of the Royal Engineers survey in 1859. The West End remained relatively 
undeveloped until the early 1900's, with much of the area used for agricultural 
purposes. Development of the area between 12th and 14th Streets occurred as a 
result of the construction of the British Columbia Electric Rail line in 1912. The 
earliest construction occurred along 6th Avenue, where several farmhouses dating 
from the 1890's remain. Remnants of pre-World War I construction remain along 
13th and 14th Street at Hamilton Street and along 7th Avenue. With the growth of 
the community, several churches were constructed beginning in 1909 in the West 
End. 

The Providence St. Genevieve Orphanage and School operated from 1901 until 1959. 
The building, which was demolished in 1960, was designed by Sister Joseph who is 
recognized as the first woman architect in the Pacific Northwest. The block 
remained vacant until 1978 when redevelopment plans were approved for 48 
townhomes constructed by the Greater Vancouver Housing Corporation. The 
commercial-residential complex at London Square fronting on 12th Street was 
completed in 1984. 

Large scale single family residential development occurred west of 13th Street 
between 1920 and 1940. Several excellent examples of intact streetscapes from this 
period remain on Dublin and Edinburgh Streets. In order to accommodate the 
growing population, Lord Tweedsmuir Elementary School was constructed in 1936 
on 8th Avenue. 

Commercial development along 12th Street occurred in the 1950's. A number of 
apartments were erected on the eastern edge of the neighbourhood near 12th Street. 
The 12th Street commercial area received federal Neighbourhood Improvements 
Program (NIP) funds for street beautification in 1981. A number of new commercial 
buildings were erected during the 1980's. 

The Melrose Estate, located on 6th Avenue and one of the last large New 
Westminster properties, was sold for redevelopment in 1979. Originally constructed 
in 1900 for James Wilson, this large estate was converted to a private hospital in the 
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1950's. Although the buildings were demolished in 1980, the large interior stained 
glass dome was salvaged by the Vancouver Museum as an example of Bloomfield 
stained glass work. The site was subdivided into 16 single family lots and the only 
surviving remnant of the estate is the estate wall and cornerstone. 

As land values continued to rise, the issue of large new infill houses has become 
important in the West End. Since 1989, Council has received many applications 
regarding this issue. The streetscape of the West End has started to change as new 
large unrelated buildings are constructed. View corridors are evident down 13th 
and 14th Streets, reinforced by the grid pattern which crosses the slope. 
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West End Historical Chronology 

1859 .......... Royal Engineers survey. 

1865 .......... Incorporation of West End into New Westminster. 

1890's ....... Farmhouses on 6th Avenue. 

1900 .......... Melrose Estate constructed. 

1901. ......... Sisters of Providence Orphanage opened. 

1909 ......... .St. Aidan's Presbyterian Church opened. 

1912 .......... B.C. Electric Railway line. 

1936 .......... Lord Tweedsmuir Elementary School opens. 

1940's ....... Tract housing constructed. 

1960 .......... Demolition of Providence Orphanage. 

1979 .......... Melrose Estate sold for redevelopment. 

1981.. ........ Neighbourhood Improvement Program funds for 12th Street. 

1983 .......... Orphanage site redeveloped with Townhouses; West End Residents 
Association formed. 

1989 .......... Monster house issue. 

Source: New Westminster Planning Department. 
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Downtown Geographical Context 
The Downtown of New Westminster is defined as being the area between the Fraser 
River to the south and west, Royal Avenue to the north, and the Pattullo Bridge to 
the east. The topography of the area is marked by extreme changes in elevation with 
bench lands resulting in panoramic views of the Fraser River. The variation in 
elevation was intended to emphasize the dominance of the government buildings. 
At one time, the Fraser River covered what is now known as Front Street and the 
area west of 10th Street was a marsh that was prone to flooding. 

Downtown Neighbourhood Context 
Downtown New Westminster has always been the heart of the Royal City. The 
original boundary of the incorporated municipality in 1860 was the Downtown area. 
By 1864, the Downtown had been cleared of trees and most streets graded. The 
oldest residence in New Westminster, Irving House, was constructed in 1864-65 
across from the proposed government centre. When New Westminster became the 
capital of the united colony of British Columbia in 1866, the population swelled. 
When the capital moved to Victoria in 1868, New Westminster suffered a severe 
depression. 

The establishment of salmon canneries, lumber mills and metal fabricating plants 
in the 1870's helped to revive the economy of Downtown. Front Street was filled in 
and docks extended further into the river. Construction of the Canadian Pacific 
Railway brought crews and shipping activity to the Downtown during the 1880's. 
Regular ferry service began in 1884 on the Fraser River between New Westminster 
and Surrey, enabling residents to purchase fresh produce grown in Surrey. 

Water supply, electricity and telephone service were installed to homes in the late 
1880's. The Interurban Railway connecting New Westminster to Vancouver further 
encouraged growth and industrialization. With the opening of the Farmer's Market 
in 1892, New Westminster became the distribution centre for the surrounding 
agricultural community and the City became the site of food processing and storage 
facilities. 

The eastern side of the Downtown developed as a residential suburb while 
commercial activities were concentrated on Columbia Street. During the railway 
boom period of 1887 to 1892, many multi-storied brick buildings were developed for 
commercial uses along Columbia Street between 4th and 8th Streets. The area below 
Columbia Street near the foot of 4th Street developed as a thriving Chinatown, 
while industrial plants located along Front Street. The Great Fire in 1898 destroyed 
all but two buildings in the Downtown, the Burr Block (1892) and the Guichon 
Block (1887). Merchants rebuilt almost immediately and many buildings were 
designed by G. W. Grant. 
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The first decade of the Twentieth Century saw an unprecedented boom in New 
Westminster. An auto and rail link between New Westminster and Surrey was 
developed in 1902. The Fraser River Bridge was completed in 1904. New 
Westminster also became the terminus of the B.C. Electric Railway network serving 
the Fraser Valley. The streetcar system expanded and Downtown New Westminster 
became the focus with lines extending to Chilliwack, Sapperton, Queensborough, 
Uptown and the North Arm. The Dominion Trust Block of 1907 and the 
Westminster Trust Block of 1912 reflect expectations of the times. Columbia Street 
was repaved in 1911 and many local improvements including sewers, sidewalks, 
and paved streets were made. 

Anticipating the opening of the Panama Canal in 1914, Council decided to maximize 
the deep-sea port opportunities of New Westminster. Extensive harbour 
improvements were made, and in 1913 the New Westminster Harbour 
Commission was formed. In 1914, many of the industrial buildings on Front Street 
were demolished to make way for a second set of tracks, Great Northern Railway. 

During the First World War, Downtown suffered a decline. The early 1920's 
marked the beginning of automobile era and hotels in New Westminster lost 
business to the newly opened Kingsway. After many years of lobbying, Downtown 
became an international port in 1929 with the opening of the Pacific Coast 
Terminals. This marked the end of another era of rapid growth. 

Preparations for the opening of the Pattullo Bridge in 1937 heralded another 
recovery. The street car tracks were removed from Columbia Street and the 
approaches to and from the Bridge and 4th Street were redeveloped and gradually 
assumed their present shape. Several streamlined buildings of Moderne heritage 
appeared Downtown, including the Mac and Mac Block and the Cunningham Block. 

During the World War II, commercial floorspace was restricted. Industrial activity, 
however, was not limited and the entire western area of Downtown was devoted to 
industrial activities. After World War II, Downtown New Westminster, as an 
established centre of commerce, was in an excellent position to capture commercial 
growth from the surrounding area. Downtown sales were the highest in the 
province and Columbia Street became known as the "Miracle Mile". The area to the 
north of Columbia Street witnessed a change in land use from residential to 
commercial use. 

By 1954, Downtown's stock of older freestanding buildings was not as attractive as 
newer suburban structures with off-street parking. In order to retain the market 
share, the Downtown Business and Property Owner's Association lobbied the City to 
construct a collective parking facility. The Front Street Parkade opened in 1959 and 
was enlarged in 1966. Beginning in the mid-1950's, the eastern half of Downtown 
was redeveloped with apartment buildings. The City Hall and Public Library 
relocated in the 1950's from Downtown to new sites Uptown. 
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Downtown New Westminster was prosperous in the 1960's. In the 1970's, however, 
new shopping malls in Coquitlam and Surrey intercepted much of the retail income 
and caused a dramatic decline in business. In 1975, the provincial government 
assembled land in New Westminster to serve as the site of the Insurance 
Corporation of B.C. The facility was relocated, however, and Douglas College was 
built on the proposed site. After three years of study, a new plan and zoning bylaw 
were introduced and the First Capital City Development Company Ltd. was founded 
to guide development. 

During the late 1960's and early 1970's, old multi-storey industrial buildings on 
Front Street were demolished to make way for one storey warehouses. The port was 
at a disadvantage, as operations were shifting from general cargo to bulk and 
container shipments. The $38 million Surrey-Fraser Dock development created a 
modem facility across the Fraser River. As the City docks were inadequate for 
container shipping, Pacific Coast Terminals closed in 1979, creating an opportunity 
for waterfront redevelopment. 

In 1978, Downtown New Westminster started to experience an increase in 
construction. The new Court House opened in 1979, the Queen's Court office 
building in 1981 and Douglas College in 1982. In May of 1985, construction of the 
first housing on the waterfront began and by 1987, 755 units had been completed. 
The New Westminster Public Market opened in 1986. Skytrain opened in 1985, 
linking Downtown with other regional centres. 
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Downtown Historical Chronology 

1859 ................ Colonel Moody survey of townsite. 

1860 ................ Incorporation as municipality included area below Royal A venue. 

1864 ................ Downtown street cleared and graded; docks built at Front Street. 

1866 ................ New Westminster capital of united colony of British Columbia. 

1868 ................ Capital moved to Victoria. 

1870's ............. Canneries, lumber mills and metal fabricating plants constructed. 

1887-92 .......... CPR branchline prosperity: Columbia Street between 4th and 8th Street 
assumed present appearance; Columbia Street below 4th Street 
developed as Chinatown. 

1891 ............... .Interurban railway connection. 

1898 ................ Great Fire of 1898 destroyed all but two buildings in Downtown. 

1899 ................ Reconstruction after the Great Fire. 

1902 ............... Modest boom; completion of an auto and rail link to Surrey; terminus 
of B.C. Electric Railway network. 

1904 ................ Completion of Fraser River Bridge. 

1907 ................ Dominion Trust Block constructed. 

1912 ................ Westminster Trust Block, City's first skyscraper constructed. 

1913 ................ Harbour improvements to make deep sea port, creation of New 
Westminster Harbour Commission, Panama Canal opened. 

1914 ................ Canadian Northern Rail connection, buildings along Front Street 
demolished to make way for tracks. 

1929 ................ Opening of Pacific Coast Terminals, rapid growth. 

1937 ................ Opening of Pattullo Bridge, street car tracks removed from Columbia 
Street, eastern edge of Downtown from bridge to 4th Street was 
redeveloped. 

1939-45 .......... Western edge of Downtown used for industrial activities. 
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1945-54 .......... Rapid commercial development along Columbia Street "Miracle Mile" 

1954 ................ Woodward's store opened in Uptown. 

cc 1 1959 ................ Front Street Parkade opened; enlarged in 1966. 

c- -, 
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1970's ............. Malls in Coquitlam and Surrey intercepted retail trade. 

1975 ............... .ICBC land assembly on site of present Douglas College. 

1978 ................ New plan and zoning bylaw, new agency the First Capital City 
Development Company Limited founded to guide development. 

1979 ................ Pacific Coast Terminals docks closed. 

1979 ................ New Court House opened. 

1981 ............... Queen's Court office building opened. 

1982 ................ Douglas College opened. 

1985 ................ Construction of first housing on waterfront on Doman Site; Skytrain 
station opened downtown. 

1986 ................ Public market opened. 

1987 ................ Waterfront Hotel completed; Second Skytrain station opened. 

Source: .......... New Westminster Planning Department. 
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Glenbrooke North Geographical Context 
The Glenbrooke North Neighbourhood is located in the area between 10th Avenue 
to the north, McBride Boulevard to the east, 6th Avenue to the south and 6th Street 
to the west. 

Glenbrooke North Neighbourhood Context 
Glenbrooke Creek and its ravine were once prominent features of the topography. 
The former creek bed cut across the north-east corner of the neighbourhood with 
the ground rising away in either direction of its banks. The Glenbrooke North area 
was surveyed by the Royal Engineers. The survey plan superimposed the grid 
pattern on the natural features of the topography and, as a result, built elements 
such as roads, sidewalks and houses cut across instead of follow the steep natural 
contours. The Glenbrooke Trunk Sewer, which now occupies the creek bed, was 
installed in 1914 to provide sewage outflow for New Westminster. 

Although a few houses were constructed in the Glenbrooke North neighbourhood 
before the turn of the century on acreages, most building activity occurred during 
the boom period preceding WWI (1910 - 1914). The area is characterized by a variety 
of housing sizes and styles, as well as diverse lot sizes. A number of houses were 
located on double or split lots, which conveyed an appearance of spaciousness. 
Initial development occurred in the area below 8th Avenue, while building activity 
was slower near the former creek bed. The style of homes in this area reflected the 
shingle style popular in Queen's Park. 

To serve the growing population of the Glenbrooke North and Queen's Parks 
neighbourhoods, the Herbert Spencer Elementary School was built in 1912. A new 
Herbert Spencer school was constructed on the school yard site in 1992 and the old 
school closed in 1993. The Public Works Yard and the New Westminster Substation 
were erected at their present location in 1948. The Royal Square Shopping Centre 
opened in 1960 on McBride Boulevard. Infill housing has recently been built on 
vacant lots in the neighbourhood. The compatibility of this housing to the size and 
form of existing homes in the neighbourhood has generated complaint. 

Glenbrooke North was also characterized by the presence of large tracts of under 
developed land. Vacant land north of Queen's Park was acquired by the federal 
government for wartime uses. The federal government constructed the 133-unit 
Glenview Apartment complex for returning veterans in 1945. Another site, now 
known as Terry Hughes Park, was never developed and was leased back to City in 
1956 for park purposes. In 1970, Douglas College opened in temporary buildings at 
8th A venue and McBride Boulevard. 
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Glenbrooke North Historical Chronology 

, , 1860's ...... .Survey by Royal Engineers. 

1912 .......... Herbert Spencer Elementary School opened. 

, ; 1914 .......... Glen Ravine filled for sewer system. 

' I 1945 .......... Glenview Apartments constructed for returning veterans. 

1947 .......... Public Works yard and substation constructed. 

1956 .......... Terry Hughes Park established. 

1960 .......... Royal Square Shopping Centre opened. 

1970 .......... Douglas College opened tempoarary campus. 

1993 .......... New Herbert Spencer School opened. 

Source: New Westminster Planning Department. 
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North Arm South Geographical Context 
North Arm South is defined as being that part of Lulu Island within the City of New 
Westminster that has been used for industrial purposes. 

North Arm South Neighbourhood Context 
After the linking of Queensborough to the rest of New Westminster by a bridge in 
1890, several resource based manufacturing plants were established in the north 
Arm South neighbourhood. Land use tended to be extensive and capitalized on the 
water and rail access. Industrial operations in the neighbourhood included wood 
manufacturing, metal finishing and shipyard operations. B.C. Box, which was 
Canada's first box manufacturing plant, was founded near the tip of Lulu Island in 
1900. This site became the main operations for MacMillan Bloedel in New 
Westminster. 

Industrial operations prospered in the North Arm South neighbourhood during 
WWI. McGillivray Pipe Works, one of the early industries in the area, 
manufactured the metal pipes used in the City's water works system. The 
Westminster Shook Mill opened in 1919 on the 1909 site first developed by the 
Hamilton Nail and Wire Manufacturing Company. Fire destroyed the plant in 1919, 
and the site was acquired by B.C. Manufacturing who rebuilt the plant and renamed 
it Westminster Shook Mill. Westminster Shook operated as a box, dressed lumber 
and shake manufacturer for over forty years. In 1956, the mill became Martin Paper 
Products, which produced corrugated paper products and was acquired by MacMillan 
Bloedel in 1964. The site was one of two mills operated by MacMillan Bloedel in 
Queensborough. The International Forest Products' Mill opened in 1938 as 
Canadian Forest Products Ltd. Both the MacMillan Bloedel Mill and the Canadian 
Forest Products Mill continue to operate. 

During the interwar years, more industries were founded and the North Arm South 
area was regarded as one of the principal industrial areas of the City. In response to 
the pent up demand of the war years, there was a a boom in primary manufacturing 
and further industrial expansion occurred after WWII. Canadian Pacific established 
an aircraft repair facility in 1943. The growth of New Westminster's industrial base 
reached its peak about 1956, when roughly 60 percent of the city's employment was 
in the industrial sector. The development of industrial areas elsewhere in the 
Lower Mainland and the development of new techniques increasingly made New 
Westminster's industrial structure obsolete. New developments included the 
dominance of truck over rail transportation, cheaper land in the suburbs, the trend 
to one floor industrial operations and the trend toward industrial parks. 

The opening of the Annacis Island Industrial Estate in 1954 , a planned industrial 
development in Greater Vancouver, marked the decline in North Arm South 
industrial preeminence. Industrial users were offered fully serviced large sites set 

October 26, 1993 New Westminster Heritage Management Plan 
DRAFT DOCUMENT 2 

37 

" l 



on landscaped grounds with adequate parking and loading facilities elsewhere. In 
response to the emergence of competing industrial areas, the City of New 
Westminster commissioned a study in 1958 to investigate the possibility of turning 
the entire area of Queensborough into industrial land. The study concluded that the 
industrial development potential of Queensborough was limited due to the poor 
load bearing capacity of the soils. Lack of services and bridge access were identified 
as additional factors limiting development. To act as a catalyst for new industrial 
development, the Queensborough Bridge was opened in 1960. 

New Westminster attempted to maintain its industrial dominance. In 1964 the City 
sold extensive areas in Queensborough to Columbia Estates, a B.C. Hydro land 
development subsidiary in anticipation of industrial development. In the 1970's, 
there was a trend to more extensive uses. Vancouver Auto Auction was founded 
on Boyd Street and the ICBC Salvage Yard was constructed immediately adjacent to 
the Queensborough Bridge in 1977. The railway line was removed from the 
residential section of Ewen Avenue and relocated in the industrial area as part of 
the separation of industrial and residential land uses in Queensborough. 

The success of Downtown revitalization induced MacMillan Bloedel, owner of the 
lands at the tip of Lulu Island to apply for rezoning and official community plan 
amendment. In 1990, after three years of processing, the application was approved 
by City Council. 
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North Arm South Historical Chronology 

1889 .......... City purchased Queensborough land from province. 

1909 .......... BC Hydro and Power Authority right-of-ways. 

Source: .... New Westminster Planning Department. 
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Queensborough Geographical Context 
Queensborough is a flat low-lying area on the northeastern end of Lulu Island. The 
North Arm of the Fraser River is situated to the north; the Annacis Channel to the 
south and the Municipality of Richmond on the west side. For the purpose of this 
report, Queensborough applies to the residential portion of the Island. 

With the exception of the South Shore area, Queensborough soils consist of peaty 
material resting on clay overlying marine sand. A high water table, relatively 
impervious soils and highly absorptive peat creates major drainage and soil 
settlement problems in the neighbourhood. 

Queensborough Neighbourhood Context 
Queensborough was unoccupied when the City of New Westminster purchased the 
land from the Province in October 1889. Conditions of the sale included protecting 
the land with dykes and connecting Queensborough to the City by a bridge. The first 
bridge was completed in 1891 and, in the following year, Council arranged the 
dyking of 600 acres of swamp on Lulu Island. Early land uses were for agricultural 
and industrial purposes. Island lands were owned by few individuals who 
constructed industrial complexes for sawmill, wood product manufacture, and 
shipyards. These early activities established the industrial character of the island. 
Rapid industrial expansion in 1908 encouraged adjacent residential development, 
which was laid out on a grid pattern. Residential expansion was further aided when 
a streetcar line was installed down Ewen Avenue in 1912. 

Inexpensive land, low taxes and rural atmosphere attracted an ethnic mixture of 
residents to Queensborough. Population growth was initially slow, and there were 
only about 200 residents until the mid-1920's. By 1931, the population increased to 
1000 persons, and by 1941 to 2000 persons. During World War II, industrial activity 
rose dramatically, as did the residential construction. The City, concerned with the 
increased density in a non-sewered area, passed a bylaw limiting the minimum lot 
size created by subdivision to one-half acre. 

With the growth of New Westminster and presence of fertile lands, agricultural 
development in Queensborough occurred on acreage and small farm holdings. 
Chinese and Japanese market gardens developed along Ewen Avenue. Spagnol's 
maintained a 100 cow dairy herd which provided milk to New Westminster. Berry 
and vegetable farms were common agricultural land uses. This rural character is 
still evident in Queensborough. 

The majority of the historic resources in Queensborough relate to the rapid 
population growth prior to World War I and during the inter war years. The 
structures relate to the needs of the community and reflect the ethnic mix. A fire 
hall was constructed in 1915 to meet the industrial and community needs. Early 
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residences reflect the modest working roots of their owners. The Slovak Home was 
constructed in 1939 as a community centre for a large Slovak community. Spagnol's 
grocery is a local landmark and illustrates the early Italian roots of the community. 

The Fraser River Flood of 1948 threatened the survival of Queensborough. With 
federal and provincial assistance, the dykes were rebuilt with two feet of freeboard 
above the 1894 or 1948 flood levels. Development slowed in Queensborough during 
the 1950's due to the opening of the Annacis Island Industrial Estate, a planned 
industrial development. A City Council study in 1958 concluded that 
Queensborough industrial development potential was limited due to the poor 
bearing capacity of the soils, lack of services and lack of bridge access. Council 
worked toward the construction of a new bridge which opened in 1960, however the 
neighbourhood continued to face heavy traffic volumes. 

The lack of sanitary services became the major factor limiting development in 
Queensborough during the 1950's and 1960's. Septic tank disposal and open sewers 
resulted in fill regulations which stopped residential and commercial building in 
Queensborough in 1966. Three feet of fill was required for new construction, which 
was raised to four feet in 1967. In its Official Regional Plan, the GVRD zoned 
Queensborough as Undetermined Reserve Area (RSV-3). 

In 1967 the Planning Department reported to Council that the problems of 
floodproofing, poor foundations and poor drainage were regarded as the major 
constraints to development. The report suggested that the residential area be 
rezoned to industrial and that residential areas be confined to south of Ewen and 
West of Campbell. In 1969, Council placed a moratorium on residential 
construction and instructed staff to prepare a development plan for Queensborough. 

The draft long range development plan was presented in December, 1970. The 
Queensborough Concept Plan was adopted in June, 1971 and the GVRD approved 
the amendment for Established Urban Area (URB-1) with the condition that 
floodproofing was required. The plan recommended building a new 
neighbourhood centre with park and school facilities at the middle of the 
community. Other recommendations included separating industrial and residential 
uses, constructing an industrial ring road, and relocating the railway tracks from 
Ewen Avenue to north of Boyd Street. 

Queensborough benefited from improvements such as the rebuilding of the dykes, 
federal assistance under the Neighbourhood Assistance Program (NIP) and 
Residential Rehabilitation Assistance Programs (RRAP), and the construction of 
sewers on the eastern part of the area. A new community centre was constructed 
using NIP funds, opening in 1978 on a site consolidated from BC Hydro 
transmission line properties and road closures. Between 1974 and 1982, 151 housing 
units received RRAP assistance. The Annacis Island Treatment Centre was opened 
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by the Greater Vancouver Sewerage and Drainage District, allowing the installation 
of sewers in Queensborough. The floodproofing issue, however, required 

, 1 satisfactory resolution if sewers were to be successfully installed. 

Construction on the Annacis Freeway began in 1984, isolating 40 houses from the 
" ' remaining residential area and destroying Ryal! Park. The road modifications and 

the railway relocation more clearly separated the industrial and residential areas. A 
new elementary school was constructed near the community centre. 

If 1 

., 1 

The north side of the Annacis Channel from Boundary Road to Pembina Street was 
recommended for residential and marine development. Council supported this 
concept in 1982. The first large modem subdivision, Queensgate, was approved in 
1990. The sit eof the redundant Queensborough Bridge approach was sold in 1991 
and later became the 33-lot Woodside Estates subdivision. A 30 lot subdivision was 
approved on the former golf course lands in 1992. 

The Queensborough community values its rural atmosphere. It identifies the grid 
pattern as an important element in the community form. Many residents feel that 
recent development ignores the historic character and form of the community . 
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Queensborough Historical Chronology 

1889 .......... Island incorporated into City of New Westminster. 

1891 .......... BC Hydro Swing Bridge completed. 

1892 .......... 600 acres dyked. 

1912 .......... Tramline on Ewen Avenue; Queensborough School opened. 

1915 ......... .Fire Hall constructed. 

1930's ....... Agricultural intensification. 

1939 Slovak Hall completed; Queen Elizabeth School opened. 

1943 Canadian Pacific Plant opened; fish processing disallowed. 

1948 .......... Fraser River flood. 

1954 .......... Competition from Annacis Island Industrial Park. 

1958 .......... Council study on future of Queensborough. 

1960 .......... Queensborough Bridge completed. 

1966 .......... Lack of sewers/septic systems halted residential building. 

1969 .......... Moratorium on residential construction. 

1970 .......... Railway relocation. 

1971.. ........ Queensborough Plan adopted. 

1977 .......... Dyke reconstruction. 

1978 .......... New Community Centre opened. 

1979 ......... .Sewer construction began. 

1984 .......... Annacis Freeway opened; Alex Fraser Bridge. 

1990 .......... Official Community Plan amendments; first new subdivision opened. 

Source: New Westminster Planning Department. 
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Sapperton Geographical Context 
Sapperton is defined as the area between the former Penitentiary site to the west, the 
Fraser River to the south, the Brunette River and Coquitlam boundary to the east 
and Burnaby to the north. 

The topography rises gently to Richmond Street and then more steeply to a plateau 
in Victory Heights. Sapperton enjoys upstream and downstream panoramic views 
of the Fraser River. 

Sapperton Neighbourhood Context 
Sapperton was laid out by the Royal Engineers as part of the larger land survey of 
the New Westminster Townsite in 1858. Sapperton takes its name from the 
location of the Royal Engineer's original camp on the former Penitentiary site 
known as Sapper's Town. 

Sapperton was surveyed into blocks in 1860 and major streets such as the North 
Road and Brunette Road were marked. When the Sappers were disbanded in 1863, 
many of the Royal Engineers were offered 160 acres of land as compensation, others 
took town lots and became the primary settlers of the communities in the region. A 
number of buildings were erected in Sapperton in the 1860's. The most prominent 
was the Saint Mary the Virgin Anglican church which opened in 1865. Remnants of 
the early land subdivision are evident in Sapperton street layout. 

Much of Sapperton, though divided into blocks, was not further subdivided until 
the 1880s and the arrival of the railway. The first real estate development in the 
1880s was on Subdivision Block I along the Fraser River. Surveyed plans were also 
prepared for Subdivision Block II to IV moving up from the river. The Akers 
Reserve, located on Block 6 of Subdivision Block III interrupted the subdivision of 
real estate lots. It is the clearest remnant of this period. Lots were surveyed into 25 
ft, 33 ft., 40 ft. and 50 foot lots depending on the landowner. Water Connection (WC) 
records indicate that residences in Sapperton began to connect to water and sewer in 
1893, however homeowners were not obliged to hook up their homes. 

The early history of Sapperton was closely tied to the history of the Brunette 
Sawmill. Established in 1878, the mill not only provided substantial local 
employment, it also housed the Post Office for nearly twenty years, maintained 
boardinghouses, and operated a general store for theSapperton residents. Brunette 
Sawmills employed 25-30 men in 1882 and by 1903 the mill employed 200 men. The 
mill site extended 1/2 mile along the riverfront at the mou.th of the Brunette River. 
Fire destroyed the mill facilities in 1895 and they were subsequently rebuilt. 

The North Road connection to Port Moody and Vancouver encouraged other 
industrial activity. The Sapperton Brewery was established in 1879 and by 1882 
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Sapperton contained the brewery, the Laidlaw and Co. cannery, the Brunette 
Sawmills and Rousseau's Tannery. However, there was little growth in the 
community until 1889 when Sapperton joined the City. 

The most dramatic change to Sapperton was brought about by the arrival of the CPR 
branchline to New Westminster in 1887. For Sapperton, it meant that the rail line 
traversed its waterfront. The railway located a station stop on Brunette to provided 
passenger connection to Vancouver. Sidings were constructed to serve the growing 
industrial community and enabled the distillery and the packing plant to establish 
and expand their operations. The potential for rapid growth brought an immediate 
increase in population. 

As a result of the rapid growth of New Westminster, the Royal Columbian Hospital 
relocated from downtown to a large site in central Sapperton in 1889. The 
Sapperton location was considered "too far from the centre of things" but the 
completion of the streetcar line and the residential development of Sapperton 
meant that the location became more desirable. A maternity cottage, a nurses' home 
and three isolation cottages for patients were added to the RCH complex in 1908. The 
rapid growth of New Westminster meant that construction began on the new three 
storey hospital in 1912. 

Businesses and residences were erected along Columbia Street and up the hill. The 
B.C. Electric Railway tramline extension to Sapperton in 1897-1898 as part of the 
Burnaby Lake line, resulted in commercial and residential growth. East Columbia 
Street became the major commercial street in Sapperton with a bank, a grocer, and a 
butcher, interspersed with residential construction. The commercial centre located 
between Keary Street and Braid Street in larger tenant merchant buildings. 
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The first official school opened during the mid-1880's on Hospital Street. The first 
Sapperton school was situated in the bush during boomtimes as the authorities 
anticipated a prosperity and a population that was slow to materialized. The school 
was intended to meet the requirements of the workers at the Ross-McLaren mills 
settlement as well as the Sapperton area. By 1903 the school population was 109 
students. McBride School opened in 1912 at its present site in a building designed by 
Gardiner and Mercer. Fire destroyed the original McBride School in 1929. A second 
school was later rebuilt using a design by J.B. Whitburn. 

Substantial underdeveloped land meant that local residents did not need recreation 
grounds until the population grew sufficiently to warrant their development. The 
original 1861 survey notes a triangular parcel as Reserve land at the intersection of 
East Eighth Street and East Columbia as the only park holding. By 1901, residents 
pushed for Park development and parkland acquisition was planned. Land was 
purchased in 1904-1905 and Sapperton residents continued to petition for the 
development of the 5 acre site in 1907. This is now known as Sapperton Park. 
Community organizations such as the Kiwanis Club (1920s) and the Gyro Club in 
the 1930's developed the park space. 

Hume Park was created during the 1930's as a community employment project. The 
park was created out of the gravel quarry at the north end of the distillery site. 

Portions of north and east Sapperton was developed by real estate developer S.B. 
Buchanen. Buchanan had extensive real estate holdings in New Westminster and 
owned a large residence on Blair Street. He donated his "home and garden" in 1947 
to the Salvation Army in memory of his wife. The forest.adjacent to the Buchanen 
residence was developed into Sunset Park in 1965 by the municipality and continues 
to be owned by the Salvation Army. 

Early landscaped gardens were constructed at the distillery, the hospital, McBride 
School and at St. Mary's Church and Knox Presbyterian Church. Pioneer Lodge, 
south of the hospital, was constructed by the city for seniors in a large landscaped 
site during the 1950's. 

The Fraser Cemetery was established in 1868. Sections were laid our reflecting the 
early social organization of New Westminster. Names such as Pioneer Cemetery, 
the Masonic Cemetery, the Anglican Cemetery, the Catholic Cemetery and the 
Oddfellows Cemetery reflected community structure. 

Sapperton after the second World War grew into its present industrial and 
residential form. A large scale program of public improvements was launched to 
provide sidewalks and paved streets in the neighbourhood. The development of 
Victory Heights subdivision adjacent to Sapperton into housing for returning war 
veterans created the first major construction boom since World War I. This 
continued into the 1960's with the erection of houses on the former B.C. Electric 
lands. 
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A comparable change occurred in the development of the East Columbia Street 
commercial area to meet the needs of the local community. Three medical 
buildings were erected on Columbia Street East from 1966 to 1980. The number of 
retail business also increased. Sapperton received federal Neighbourhood 
Improvement Program (NIP) funds for sidewalk improvements and street tree 
planting to improve the image of the area. 

Change in density occurred beginning in the late 1950's with the construction of 
walk-up apartment buildings along Hospital St. and Keary St. The increased staffing 
at the hospital created an opportunity for multiple family accommodation. With 
the construction of apartments, the area north of Knox Street was zoned to entertain 
such redevelopment applications. This area was rezoned to single family in 1965 to 
give council control of redevelopment. 

The issue of change has been a major concern in Sapperton. The residential 
character is predominantly single family with a small town character to the 
community. In the absence of an Official Community Plan for Sapperton, the 
community has been forced to deal with change on an item by item basis. 

Further intrusion into the East Columbia streetscape occurred with the construction 
in 1982 of the two storey provincial buildings at Simpson and East Columbia to 
house the Ministry of Human Resources. The site was rezoned to accommodate the 
new development. 

Parking around the Royal Columbian became a major issue after its expansion in 
1978. By 1986 the community was suffering due to the loss of their streets to 
employee and visitor use of their street. 

The history of Sapperton offers the unique opportunity for residents to be born, 
work, live and die all in the same community. The historic context of Sapperton 
reflects the industrial base of the community which created visual landmarks by 
virtue of their size, massing, intensity of land use, and historical occupancy. Many of 
these structures and sites are not considered architecture landmarks however, they 
continue an association with the community which spans over 100 years. Large 
blocks of land were acquired for industrial and institutional uses and have 
continued in their historical uses. The location of streets perpendicular to the slope 
meant that particular resources became more visually defined. McBride School, by 
virtue of its size and massing with its associated playing fields created a dominant 
element in the community skyline. The Brewery signs such as "Lucky Lager" beer 
became visual identifiers and a landmark of the community. 
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, Sapperton Historical Chronology 
. ' 
• , 1858 .......... Royal Engineers camp. 
- ! 

1860 .......... Survey of Sapperton into Lots/Blocks. 

1865 .......... St. Mary the Virgin Church founded. 

···- 1 1878 .......... Brunette Sawmill established. 

1879 .......... Brewery established. 

1880's ....... Sapperton School established. 

1887 .......... CPR branchline reaches New Westminster. 

1889 Sapperton joins New Westminster; Royal Columbian Hospital opens. 

1891 .......... Water/Sewer system established. 

1897 .......... BC Electric Railway reaches Sapperton. 

1905 ......... .Sapperton Park constructed. 

1912 Royal Columbian Hospital addition; McBride Elementary School opened. 

1929 .......... McBride School rebuilt due to fire damage. 

1947 .......... Buchanan donates property to Salvation Army. 

1965 ......... .Sunset Park constructed. 

Source: .... New Westminster Planning Department 
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Victory Geographical Context 
Victory Heights is located directly west of Sapperton. The boundaries of the 
triangularly-shaped neighbourhood are between Richmond Street, Cumberland 
Street and 10th Avenue to the north. 

Victory Heights is characterized by steep slopes and panoramic views of the Fraser 
River. The grid was superimposed on the topography with the exception of Cherry 
and Carnegie Streets, which follow the natural contours. 

Victory Heights Neighbourhood Context 
The neighbourhood has two distinctive development histories. The area between 
8th Avenue East, 6th Avenue East and Cumberland Street was first developed 
because of its proximity to Sapperton. The majority of the area remained as vacant 
uncleared land until after World War II. The dominant land use in the 
neighbourhood was the water reservoir constructed by the City in 1890. 

The City of New Westminster embarked on an ambitious program of replotting and 
servicing vacant areas in the late 1940's. After the Second World War, Victory 
Heights was developed for single family residential use, with some apartments 
adjacent to the commercial area. In 1945, the Glenbrooke Apartments were 
constructed on 6th Avenue west of McBride Boulevard. McBride Boulevard was 
opened to 10th Avenue and commercial buildings were erected at the north-east 
comer of 8th Avenue and McBride Boulevard in the 1950's. Three medium rise 
apartment buildings were erected to the north in the mid-1950's. 

The area between 8th Avenue East and 10th Avenue East west of Richmond Street 
was developed in response to housing demands made after World War II. The 
name "Victory Heights" was identified with the war and the many returning 
veterans. To serve the growing population F.W. Howay School opened in 1963. The 
City subdivided and sold the remaining vacant lands in the 1970's. 

Victory Heights Historical Chronology 

1890 ........... City constructed a water reservoir north of Sapperton. 

1945 .......... Glenbrooke Apartments constructed at 6th Avenue and McBride Avenue 
by federal government for returning veterans. 

1963 ........... F.W. Howay Elementary School opened. 

1970's ....... Subdivision of remaning vacant land in Victory Heights. 

Source: New Westminster Planning Department. 
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HOW TO USE HERITAGE ASSESSMENT FORM 

Steps in Completing the Form: 
1. Information requested on the top portion of the form is available from the Planning 

Department 

2. The Evaluation is to be completed at the site. 

3. Heritage Character Statement should be written up after 1 & 2 have been completed. 

1 . Purpose of Review 
Check the appropriate section which identifies the purpose for the review. A site may be 
documented for HISTORIC RECORD initially and have subsequent BUILDING PERMIT 
applications. Note date of review. 

2. Inventory Status 
These review to other Inventories conducted relating to historic resources in New Westminster. 
CNW refers to the City of New Westminster inventory work conducted during 1984, 1985, 
and 1986. Note the volume and page number of the site. CIHB refers to the Canadian 
Inventory of Historic Buildings conducted during the 1970's. New Westminster does not have 
copies of the CIBH forms at this time. BORDEN refers to Archaeological sites which are 
inventoried through the relevant Provincial ministry. The City of New Westminster does not 
have copies of this inventory at this time. OTHER refers to inventories conducted by citizen 
groups, colleges, etc. 

3. Legal Status 
Check appropriate category regarding legal protection of site. Municipal designation, voluntary 
or by City, is registered by bylaw of Council. Note bylaw number and date. Provincial 
legislation for heritage sites can occur under the Municipal Act or the Heritage Conservation 
Act, check appropriate authority. Where appropriate note Covenant or Easement with details. 

4. Site Evaluation 
This is done on site or by HAC volunteers or Planning Department as part of building pennit 
review processes. 

S. Heritage Character Statement 
Refer to Chapter 4 - HMP context for decision making. 
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HERITAGE ASSESSMENT FORM 
CITY OF NEW WESTMINSTER 

Roll Number: 
Site Name: Address: 
Heritage Group: _______ _ Neighbourhood: 

REVIEW FOR: 

(Specify) 

INVENTORY STATUS 

HISTORIC RECORD 
DESIGNATION 
OTHER 

DEMOLITION 
BUILDING PERMIT 

CNW 
BORDE=Nc-:------------ CIHB =-----------OTHER _________ _ 

LEGAL STANDING 
NONE __ APPLICATION PENDING Specify: ________ _ 

VOLUNTARY DESIGNATION __ MUNICIPAL DESIGNATION BYLAW# 
date: .-:-:-:cc---,------,-, 
PROVINCIAL \.--- MUNICIPAL ACT __ HERITAGE CONSERVATION ACT) 
COVENANTS __ EASTMENTS date: _____ _ 

Specify: ____________________ _ 

SITE .EVALUATION 
AL TE RATION compatible with existing architecture 
DESIGN is appropriate with existing design 
CONDITION of existing structure 
CHANGE compatible with existing streetscape 
Change compatible with existing streetscape 
Change compatible with adjacent structures 
Cost-effectiveness of proposal 

Identify outstanding existing features 

E VG G F P 
E VG G F P 
E VG G F P 
E VG G F P 
E VG G F P 
E VG G F P 
E VG G F P 

DESIGN _________________ _ 
MATERIALS _______________ _ 

HERITAGE CHARACTER STATEMENT (use separate sheet if necessary) 

RECOMMENDATIONS: ____________________ _ 

Reviewed by: _________ _ DATE: __________ _ 
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VICTORIA NEIGHBOURHOOD DEVELOPMENT POLICY 
1993 

"Committed to a vision of a strong Downtown and strong neighbourhoods, the City of 
Victoria, in partnership with the community, will through open, responsive government 
enable citizens to live in a socially responsible, environmentally responsible, artistically rich, 
and people-oriented city that is economically viable." 

I. 

Mission Statement, City of Victoria 

NEIGHBOURHOOD DEVELOPMENT 

Neighbourhood development is a process whereby local people are effectively 
involved in the continuing determination of those decisions, policies, and programs 
that affect all their lives. Neighbourhood development is a shared process in which 
the City and the neighbourhood work together. These partnerships will maximize 
this involvement and determination in order to satisfy neighbourhood needs and 
aspirations in the context of overall City goals. 

PRINCIPLES FUNDAMENTAL TO THE NEIGHBOURHOOD DEVELOPMENT 
PROCESS 

Self determination requires local involvement in change and preservation. 
Identification of needs and aspirations to be satisfied and the potential solutions are 
generated primarily from within the neighbourhood. 

Diversity of a neighbourhood is fully recognized. 
The differences within irs borders provides rhe basis for rhe strength of the whole 
neighbourhood. 

Inclusiveness incorporates all people in neighbourhood development. 
Neighbourhood richness results from the participation of all its people and the 
response to their needs and aspirations. It is important to reach out, for example, 
to children. women, minorities, disabled, Firsr Nations people, and those with low 
incomes, and to develop mutual projects for community better:nent. 

Empowerment results from involvement. 
People who have lacked power, both personal and in the system, when successfully 
taking on new responsibilities, realize their p0tential and gain greater access to arrd 
control over valued resources. 



Self sufficiency enables local access to valued resources. 
Neighbourhoods provide services and facilities for meeting and gathering, shopping, 
recreation, learning, health, employment and transit. Ideally these mixed uses cluster 
around neighbourhood nodes. 

Sustainability maintains •quality or life" conditions for future generations. 
As pan of the larger Victoria community, the neighbourhood will move towards 
integrated sustainability of all its biologic, economic and social systems. · 

III. CHARACfERISTICS OF NEIGHBOURHOOD DEVELOPMENT 

Physical Identity - The neighbourhood's perception of itself as a place or group of 
places guides the definition of its physical boundaries, and thereby defines it for 
purposes of all its relations with the larger community. 

Social Identity - A neighbourhood identity develops that recognizes, respects and 
knits together the component·identities of individuals and groups; this is experienced 
as a sense of belonging and cohesiveness. 

Organization - A neighbourhood develops associations, organizational structures and 
procedures to reconcile differences, establish agreements through consensus, connect 
neighbours and represent its diversity. 

Communications and Connections - The neighbourhood maintains communication 
methods that enable its organizations and associations to include all residents in their 
representation. identity and goals. The neighbourhood encourages connections 
between people with such elements as: front porches, clotheslines, group projects, 
informal networks. community newsletters, cycle and pedestrian paths, benches and 
community celebrations. 

Safety & Health - A neighbourhood should foster a personal and collective sense of 
security, both in the home and in the street. A healthy community is one in which 
people's skills and capacities are fully utilized by the neighbourhood, and the 
neighbourhood's resources ( citizen tale ms, local associations and institutions) are 
maximized. 

Accessibility - Safe movement within and between the neighbourhoods by pedestrian 
and cycle modes and easy access to public amenities are priorities. Movement of 
people takes precedence over movement of traffic. Non-resident generated motor 
traffic within the neighbourhood is discouraged. Arterial traffic has limited effect on 
the· neighbourhood. 

Planning & Programming - As well as being involved in the updates to 
neighbourhood plans. residents participate in the consideration of day-to-day land use 
and ,ocial issues. Overall planning strategy for the Downtown and the whole City 
involves local neighbourhoods. Recrearional. sccial and educati:mal programming 
is responsive to neighbourhood priorities with new programs being developed ~'1d 
facilitated by the approprime agency, in response to gaps in e.xisting service. 



SUGGESTIONS FOR DEVELOPMENT OF NEIGHBOURHOOD CHARAcrERISTICS 

To be read in conjunction with the Victoria 
Neighbourhood Development Policy, adopted by 
Council on June 24, 1993. 

PHYSICAL IDENTITY • The neighbourhood's perception of itself as a place or group of 
places guides the definition of its physical boundaries, and thereby defines it for purposes 
of all its relations with the larger community. 

• Research history of neighbourhood's development. 

• Identify the! natural boundaries that define the neighbourhood for its residents and 
neighbours and work to have City Planning area definition conform to the community 
perception of those boundaries. 

• Identify significant features (historical, social, commercial, recreational, service) and 
incorporate on neighbourhood map. · 

• Organize walking tours to familiarize residents with their neighbourhood's physical 
form and features. 

• Develop unique signage/identification for the neighbourhood and its features. 

SOCIAL IDENTITY• A neighbourhood identity develops that recognizes, respects and lmits 
together the component identities of individuals and groups; this is experienced as a sense 
of belonging and cohesiveness. 

• Research social history of neighbourhood. 

• Analyze current demographic information and identify specific social components. 

• Work to strengthen identity of individual social components. 

• Discover elements common to several social groups. 

Facilitate the sharing of realities by the social components. 

• Discover needs specific to individual social groups. 

Planning and zoning should support specific identities. 

• Organize social events that celebrate individual identities as well as the 
rreighbourhood's wholeness. 



ORGANIZATION - A neighbourhood develops associations, organizational structures and 
procedures to reconcile differences, establish agreements through consensus, connect 
neighbours and represent its diversity. 

• Emphasize collaboration over hierarchy - share power and responsibility. 

• Strengthen the existing organization by reaching out through surveys, study groups 
and newsletters. · 

• Make meetings open to include all residents including the disabled and shut-ins. 
Publicize broadly. 

• Respect all viewpoints - rely on feedback. 

• Represent all sub-areas and social groups, particularly youth. Consider block or 
street representation. 

• Ensure City Hall hears and understands the neighbourhood viewpoint. 

• Maximize neighbourhood influence on neig!ibourhood planning. 

• Liaise with the Community Association Network and other neighbourhood and 
merchant groups. 

COMMUNICATIONS AND CONNECTIONS - The neighbourhood maintains 
communication methods that enable its organizations and associations to include all 
residents in their representation, identity and goals. The neighbourhood encourages 
connections between people with such elements as: front porches, clotheslines, group 
projects, informal networks, community newsletters, cycle and pedestrian paths, benches 
and community celebrations. 

• Maintain active participation in CAN. (Community Association Network). 

• Establish policy regularly informing all residents using phone network, community 
calendar or newspaper, newsletters and notice boards. 

Respond to other language or impaired vision needs with information when 
appropriate. 

• Give equal emphasis to receiving neighbourhood feedback as is given to informing. 

• Provide friendly response to new contacts and enquiries. 

• Establish a welcoming committee. 

• Renew notice board information regularly. 

Organize local projects such as clean-up, recycling and volunteer services to residents. 

Do door-to-door surveys and membership drives. 



• 

• 

• 

Facilitate groupings around common interests. 

publish neighbourhood's historical information. 

Install signs at historical elements.· 

Collaborate with C.AN. on City wide Issues, Events and Celebrations . 

• Develop allotment gardens. 

• Encourage application for relaxation of street setbacks for installation of OPEN 
porches. 

• Make rc:::c;ommendation to City on developmem of waiking :ind ,;yde paths. 

SAFETY & HEALTII • A neighbourhood should foster a p,.!rSonal and collective sense of 
security, both in the home and in the street. A healthy community is one in which people's 
skills and capacities are fully utilized by the neighbourh01.\d, and the neighbourhood's 
resources (citizen talents, local associations and institutions) ··are maximized. 

• Support Neighbourhood Watch and Block Parents. 

• 

• 

• 

Work with Traffic Analysis Committee and promote adjustment of Traffic 
Department guidelines. 

Develop peer-group behaviour modelling program. 

Start neighbourhood networks (phone and personal) and resident patrols where 
necessary. 

• Develop buddy system where appropriate. 

• Support school safety training program. 

• Work with local Community Police Station. 

• Organize Safety and Emergency Planning workshops and information distribution. 

• Assess inequities in available access to local services and resources like health, 
housing, education and meaningful work as a basis for recommending changes. 

• Sponsor nutrition and other self-help health workshops . 

ACCESSIE[LITY • Safe movement within and between the neighbourhoods by pedestrian 
and cycle modes and easy access to public amenities are priorities. Movement of people 
takes precedence over movement of traffic. Non-resident generated motor traffic within the 
neighbourhood is discouraged. Arterial traffic has limited effect on the neighbourhood. 

• Forni Transponation Advisory Comrrijnee. 



• 

• 

Do local traffic surveys and recommend changes to street and path system . 

Work with City to establish a pedestrian/cycle orientation policy within 
neighbourhood, safe convenient cycle routes, improved transit routes, schedules and 
stops and traffic calming measures. 

• Identify physical barriers that limit participation in the neighbourhood and work to 
rectify. 

• Start neighbourhood based local transit service . 

• Organize and support a volunteer driving service. 

PLANNING & PROGRAMMING . As well as being involved in the updates to 
neighbourhood plans, residents participate in the consideration of day-to-day land use and 
social issues. Overall planning strategy for the Downtown and the whole pty involves local 
neighbourhoods. Recreational, social and educational programming: is responsive to 
neighbourhood priorities with new programs being developed and l.'lcilitated by the · 1 

appropriate agency, in response to gaps in existing service. \. . r 
• 

• 

• 

Regularly assess the neighbourhood needs and aspirations. Identify need for specific 
facilities and community projects. 

Regularly establish goals for new projects . 

Survey and utilization of human and other resources in neighbourhood • publish 
where appropriate or organize a local skills exchange/barter network. 

• Develop neighbourhood based recreation and social programs using available 
resources. 

• Establish learning programs. 

• Stimulate block water saving projects. 

• Encourage home-based businesses and establishment of appropriate local retail 
centres. 

• With the cooperation of City Hall, advance the neighbourhood planning process. 

• Participate in City-wide Planning workshops and committees. 

• Work on neighbourhood-based recycling that goes beyond the institutional service 
by providing block depots and local pick-ups. 

C.A.N., September 1993. 
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Proposed 
NEIGHBOURHOOD DEVELOPMENT 

FUNDING GUIDELINES 

Citv of Victoria 



NEIGHBOURHOOD DEVELOPMENT FUNDING GUIDELINES 

Neighbourhood Funding contributes to the implementation of the Neighbourhood 
Development Policy. Neighbourhood funding is not intended to replace any existing 
arrangements or commitments. It is intended to reinforce and complement what may 
already be in place in the neighbourhoods. It is further intended to support needs and 
potentials not met through Community Recreation and Leisure funding, which is already 
fully committed to existing programs in the neighbourhoods. 

I. NEIGHBOURHOOD FUNDING WTLL TAKE nvo FORMS: 

A Neighbourhood Development Base Fund 

Each id,entified neighbourhood must be assured of ongoing access to: 

• a "neighbourhood space" or meeting place; 
• some form of local coordination of activities; and 
• appropriate means of communication with its members. 

Base Funding - The need for the above three minimum requirements is 

rr , 

recognized through the Neighbourhood Development Base Fund which will 'l 
make annual funding available to all neighbourhoods on a per capita basis. _ 1 

In addition a contingency sum will be allocated to provide for individual 
partnership agreements between the City and neighbourhoods whereby the 
responsibility for specific additional ongoing functions and resources is 
established. 

B. Neighbourhood Improvement Matching Fund 

Neighbourhoods may wish to sponsor one-time individual improvement 
projects to which the members contribute through labour. expertise or 
donations_ Applications to the Neighbourhood Improvement Marching Fund 
will make possible specific projecrs not otherwise achievable. 

II. GENERAL REQUIREMENTS 

A Only one application from each identified neighbourhood for Neighbourhood 
Development Base Funding will be considered in each City budget year. 

B. ln areas of rhe City where nverlaoping or gun:, in jurisdiction exist, the 
concerned neighbourhoods will determine primary jurisdiction over Base 
Funding betw:!en themselves_ 



- .) -

C. Calculation of per capita Base Funding will be determined using population 
information derived from and adjusted to correspond to Federal Census 
figures_ 

D. The a.mount of funding per capita and the pool amount allocated to 
contingencies will be determined from time to time·by Council in consultation 
with City staff and the Community Association Network_ 

E. The amount of funding available for matching grants will be determined by 
Council annually. 

F. Each application for funding shall be:' from a neighbourhood non-profit 
association. duly constituted and registered under the B.C. Societies Act, the 
membership in which is open to all persol<l.s in the neighbourhood, residents, 
property owners and operators of businesses. Such an association may apply 
for and administer funding on behalf of an idemified neighbourhood 
organization not so constituted. 

G. The application for each form of funding shall indicate. in addition to its 
congruence with Neighbourhood Development Policy and the proposed basis 
for its sustainability, the following information: 

l) Base Funding - how this minimal funding will be allocated to 

"neighbourhood space" access. local coordination, and member 
commumc:mon. 

Requests for contingency funding of an additional ongoing function will 
include a detailed description of the purpose, implementation process, 
budget and anticipated results of a proposed function or activity. 

2) Matching Funding - a detailed description of the projec:. its value to 

the neighbourhood. the projected time line for completion, and the 
proposed budget including the nature of the neighbourhoods' matching 
concribution. 

H. A Neighbourhood Development Advisory Committee, cons1snng of 
Community Association Network representatives. City Staff Liaison, and with 
City provision of resource and staff support of its process, will be formed: 

1) to provide ongoing review of the process anJ guideline~ for 
Neighbourhood Development Administration. 
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2) to advise on neighbourhood budget priorities and policy relative to the 
overall community needs, 

3) to review all applications for funding and ensure the applications' 
congruence with the Neighbourhood Development Policy, and to make 
recommendations to Council, and 

4) to receive, review and advise on the annual reports required from each 
Association receiving funding. 

III. MATCHING FUND APPLICA':rIONS 

A Eligibility 
\ 

1) . Applications will be welcome from neighbourhood based non-profit 
associations as described under II-F. 

2) Joint applications from more than one neighbourhood organization, 
working together on a project. are encouraged. 

3) Applications cannot be considered from individuals or single 
businesses, institutions. religious organizations. government agencies or 
political groups. 

4) Satisfactory completion of previous projects will be a condition for 
acceptance of new applications. 

5) Applic:uions must also meet the following Project. Neighbourhood 
Contribution and Appiic:1tion requirements. 

B. Project Requirements 

1. To receive support Projects must: 

a) Be specific and one-time. 

b) Provide a public benefit and create a new tangible product 
beneficial to a neighbourhood a:; oorosed to maintaining a 
project previously created using Matching Funds or providing 
for ongoing services or operating -budgets. 
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c) Be feasible for completion within six months following award of 
funds for requests under $5,000 and within twelve months for 
requests over $5,000. 

d) Involve neighbourhood people in the identification, planning, 
and execution of the proposed activity, emphasizing self-help. 

e) Be a neighbourhood planning project, neighbourhood 
improvement project, public school partnership pilot project, 
programme development project, or programme and capital 
equipment acquisition. 

f) Add to rather than duplic:ue existing private· or public 
programming. \ 

- g) Be compatible with existing City policy. 

h) Identify the source of maintenance and operating support. if 
required. 

2. Neighbourhood Planning Projects must: 

a) Work with City staff and be coordinated with existing City 
policies relative to that neighbourhood. 

b) Demonstrate the potential for action and finance to complete 
the plan. 

c) Describe the particular acnons that will result from their 
planning. 

d) Be managed and carried out by the applicant organization. 

3. Neighbourhood Improvement Projects shall include: 

a) Time-limited design or construction projects such as park 
improvements, playground equipment, traffic circles, children's 
summer activities, light pole banners. building murals, tree 
planting, :mprovement of the natural environment. et::. 
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(Design and construction could be phased over several years for 
larger complex projecrs. bearing in mind that approval of an 
initial phase lends no special standing to subsequem 
applications). 

b) Developed plans for future maimenance of the improvement 

c) Permission from the owners of the specific property affected by 
the improvement and compliance with all regulations normally 
associated with the particular activities. 

4. Public School Partnership Pilot Projecrs shall: 

a) Recognize the need to develop closer relationships betweea 
schools and neighbourhoods and generate benefitS to both. 

b) Involve an active relationship between a neighbourhood and a 
public school. 

c) Include a feasible plan for gaining funding past the first year. 
(The Matching Fund will not fund succeeding years). 

C The Neighbourhood Contribution 

1. Match Requirernenrs - to gain support from the Marching Fund, 
applications must include a pledge to provide neighbourhood resources 
for implementing the project_ 

2. A ne1ghbourhood match may include: 

a) Volunteer labour pledged to a Marching Fund project and 
valued at the cost necessary we,e the required workers to be 
hired. Fund raising by volunteer time is not considered part of 
the match. 

b) Donated professional services necessary to the project and 
vulued in proportion to the project's needs. As the City has an 
open selection policy for consultants. applicants c:1nnot promise 
that a particular professional wiE be paid our of the Matching 
Fund proceeds. 
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c) Donated materials and supplies such as office supplies, 
landscaping materials or construction supplies valued ac the cosc 
necessary if they were to be purchased. 

d) Borrowed equipment such as computers or trucks valued at the 
cost necessary if they were to be reri:ed. 

e) C:ish. Note thac other funds from the City of Vicrcria ·Nill act 
be accepted as pan of the match. 

3. The total value of the march must at least equal the amoum requested 
from the Matching Fund. 

4. The applicant must c.Jemonstrate how' .. each element of the match is 
required to complete the projecL 

5. The proposed match elements are to be expended during the project's 
implememation. 

6'. At least 25% of the resources provided as the neighbourhood's match 
must come from the neighbourhood as distinct from oucside sources. 

7. Match contribution may be pledged by donors as opposed to being in 
hand but each element mu~t be supported by written evidence from 
the c.Jonor of the pledge :.inc.J the c.Jate of its availability. 

8. Acceptability of c:ish matching pledges based on furure fund raising 
activity will be determined from the applicant's previous fund_ raising 
experience and record. 

9. Match resources only count :is eligible aiter the award of Matching 
Funds and should not be spent until the :iward is made. However, 
design time, which is included in the match anc.J which is necessary for 
the preparation of the application may be spent prior w award. 

D. The Application Process 

l. A pre-application shall be submitted by the posted c.Jeadline on the 
prescribed form outlining the general eligibility, scope and feasibiiicv 
of the proposed project. 



2. The pre-application wilt be reviewed by the Advisory Committee and 
the appropriate City Department where necessary and written 
comments will be provided to the applicant suggesting possible ways 
the proposal could be made eligible or improved for the final 
applic:uion. 

3. A final application shall be submitted by the posted deadline on tb.e 
prescribed form and provide the required details of the projec:. 

4. 

5. 

Attachments co the final application shall include all appropriate · , 
design information. pledges of donateci and other neighbourhood 
match and evidence of the applicant organization's full support of the 
pro3ect. 

All applicants will be informed of the date and time when the Advisory 
· Committee will hear presentations from applicants. 

All applications will be evaluated and rated using a rating system that 
looks at: 

a) the proportion of the neighbourhood's match and its security, 

b) the degree of active community participation in terms of the 
involvement of the number or· volunteers. the number of 
neighbourhood orgarnzanons and the diversity of interest 
groups. 

c) the degree co which the project addresses a documented need 
and addresses an environmental problem or improves a 
neighbourhood's environment. and 

d) the quality of the project's planning, its budget representation 
and its innovative response co the problem. 

6. Based on this analysis of the applications, the Advisory Committee will 
make its recommendation to Council regarding the list of proposed 
awards of matching grams. The total of these awards will not exceed 
the total budgeted co the Neighbourhood Matching Fund that year. 



APPENDIX SI 
Examples of Interpretive Signage 

DRAFT 
New Wesaninster Heritage Management Plan 





" 

;-:::'(· 
' ! 

! 
.c..1 

:; -
l' i 

,·r 
' j 

r 
:i ,_ 

-~ 

f 

l ; i 
C.,l ., 



Enameltec is exclusively 
dedicated to custom 
fabrication of environmental 
and architectural signs in 
porcelain enamel. 

What is porcelain enamel? 
Porcelain enamel combines the 

lasting beauty and easy maintenance 
of glass with the strength and dur­
ability of steel. Special glass, called 
frit, is mixed with pigments (colours), 
then pennanently fused to sheet steel 
at temperatures 011100• to 1soo• 
fahrenheit. The molten glass and red 
hot steel are inseparably bonded, 
forming a smooth, rock-hard finish, 
which is virtually vandal proof, won't 
scratch, rust, fade or peel. 

Incredibly durable-
history proves it! 

The exact origin of porcelain 
enamel is lost to time, but it is thought 
to have begun with the ancient Egyp­
tians, and has been handed down 
through the ages. Artisans used 
porcelain enamel to fabricate some 
of Cleopatra·s jewellery. Impressed 
with its beauty and durability, the 
Celts used porcelain enamel to create 
elaborately decorated shields. The 
technique is similar to cloisonne, 
used by Leonardo da Vinci and 
Faberge. Today, Enameltec has 
resurrected the ancient craft, 
using the traditional processes 
in combination with advanced 
new graphic techniques to 
produce outstanding effects. 

EnameJtec panels grace the walls of many 
walkways. museums, restaurants and parks. 

I] 

q u 

Orientation and interpretive signage, dean, bright and built to endure the elements. 
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Enameftec signs ore complementary to their surroundings, and remain bright and colourful in 
anydimate . 

Enameltec 
Picture it-bold, beautiful colours 

and incredible images, rendered in 
a medium that's as flexible as the 
artist's canvas, yet as durable as 
steel. Enameltec signs will be as 
fresh and vivid as today, for a long 
time to come. 

Enameltec signs won't stain, dis­
colour or scratch. Over 2,000 colours 
are available as well as customized 
colours to your specifications. Two 
and four colour process graphics and 
multi-colour interpretive graphics can 
be achieved through photographic 
and screen printing processes. As a 
result of extensive research Enameltec 
has developed a photo process to 
make the porcelain panel photo­
graphically sensitive. Using darkroom 
techniques, black and white images 
are contact printed with a negative, 
so very fine detail - as fine as 
200 dots per inch (DPl)-can capture 
all the subtle shading and resolution. 

Signs are weatherproof, easy to 
install and maintain. Graffiti is no 
problem - spray paint or markers 
wipe off with a household cleaner. 

For striking, memorable signage 
that is cost-effective and durable, the 
choice is Enameltec. 



Interpretive zoo graphics are a prime example of 
Ename/tec put to ideal uses by telling the story 
crisply and dearly. 

ROOSEVEI:I'ELK 

--...... .... , __ __ .......,. ____ ., ... 
c---.-----­------_,,__ __ _ ..... _& ___ ., .... --,..,. ______ _ 
....,._n.. __ , _ _ ...,. __ ~-·-·-· .. __ .... .,.. ___ 

1111-,...--r,.,..., _...,_ .. ___ _ ____ ,..tr_ _,,_, ____ .. __,,, ____ _ 
~---

Call or fax for a free estimate: 
Enameltec 
60 Armstrong Avenue 
Georgetown, Ontario 
Canada 
L7G 4R9 

* Tel: (416) 873-1677 
• Fax: (416) 873-9617 

U .5. 1-800-663-8543 

*Area Code change to 
(905) after October 4, 1993. 
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A Division of Jannock Steel Fabricating Co. 
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'Go look at the map' at the library corner 
I had an Interesting experl• 

cncc on a misty Friday eve• 
ning last week on the Rlver­
wolk, and Jt dcacr,cs notice. 

I went to the fountnln, and 
romembcrcd thnt I wanted to 
sec the new piece ol artwork 
laid into the bricks near the 
Library. I crossed on tho 
pedcstrio.n walks and heodcd 
tor tho map-eorner. A man 
wllh a stroller and I con• 
verged nt tho map almultn• 
neous!y, and we both stared 
In wonder at the \fOtk. Within 
two minutes we had struck up 
a conversation, ahar!ng 
where we lived and pointing 
out tho clever details o!' tho 
piece. Withln 5 mlnutoJ, there 
were ton people gathered 
around, nil cha tung and shnr• 
Ing. In 10 minutes there roW!t 
have been thirty of u.s all told, 
stnrlng, chatting, pointing 

end adding whatever blt., o! 
Naperville lot'e we knew to 
lamlalorlzti some new Naper• 
vllllana with their town. 
· We actually' <ireated quite a 
commotion tbere on the map 
corner, so much so that two 
aeemlngly dl41ntercaled teen• 
agars with· punk culs and 
laded Jeans Jackets actually 
came over and asked "what 
all tho exellemant was 
about'', ('Where la lt written In 
stone that heavy metal Ls all 
they are lnlerested in?) A 11· 
brary lady Joined us with fur• 
!her explanations. the most 
Important being 'that yes, we 
could l.n £net walk on It, and 
the group Immediately 
ehnrgod onto the thin;, touch• 
Ing It and gotllnti down to look 
olose at the details and !eel• 
Ing the relief work with their 
Ii ands and feet. 

As I walked away I remem• 
bcr thinking to mysell how · 
nloo It w111 to boo port or thl! 
spontaneous oceurancc, and 
once again I marvelled at the 
power a ploco or 11rt has on 
people. Total atrangers cam& 
togethtr !or a space In tlme 
a_nd because they .bad the art. 
In common, they touched one 
another ror a few brief mo­
ments. Thls In a nutshell b 
lhe purpose o! art. It I.! sltn• 
pie, dtroct, personal nnd 
power tu!, 

I won't aoon forget mr ex• 
psrlence on that-mt.,ty Frlder 
evening, nor should any 
NapenilUan miss the oppor­
tunity to go lo the map-eorner 
and touch a pleea o! what we 
are, 

Chr!J Schulz 
321 N, Center 

Hapec'fllle Sun, 9/116 
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The art of G.W. Lefevre is owned by the 
following cities, institutions, and corporations: 

AETNA 

BOSTON SYMPHONY ORCHESTRA 
BOSTON UNIVERSITY 

THE CITY OF BOSTON, MASS. 

THE CITY OF HIGHLAND PARK, ILLINOIS 

DEAN WITTER REYNOLDS 
DOMINION BANK 

DECORDOVA MUSEUM 
FITCHBURG MUSEUM 
HARTFORD NATIONAL BANK 

HEWLETT PACKARD 

THE JAMES CENTER, RICHMOND 

JOHN HANCOCK INSURANCE CO. 
NAPERVILLE LIBRARY, ILLINOIS 

NATIONAL ACADEMY OF ENGINEERING 
NASA. WASHINGTON, D.C. 
PRICE WATERHOUSE & CO. 

THE RENAISSANCE HOTEL 

ROLM CORP. 

SHERATON WORLD HEADQUARTERS 

SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION 
STATE UNIVERSITY OF NEW YORK 

THE TOWN OF BROOKLINE, MASS. 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF ST A TE 

WARNER COMMUNICATIONS 

TWA. SAN FRANCISCO AIRPORT 

' : ~ ' ~ ' ~-'ililii' ' '"~ ' . ..i!!lililiii ; 
----.J ..,__J i....-.,,,..J ...__~ -.,._,,,"_;r-

• 
~~ft Ji <!llfft IMil<!l~i are: 

INTERACTIVE Pedestrians enjoy using the maps to 
figure out where they are or where they live. In the 
process, they discover the artist's many historical, cultural, 
humorous and geographical rererences. 

HISTORICAL Each map is dotted with relier illustrations 
or local historical interest--some serious, some humorous. 
LeFevre's Naperville, Ill., map includes a small illustration or 
a 1916 train wreck that still evokes powerful memories for 
older townspeople. His work in the streets or Boston rep­
resents the Boston Tea Party with flow-through tea bags. 
TI1e focally famous Molasses Explosion of 1919, when two 
million gallons or molasses broke loose. is also rendered. 

ARTISTIC Art-loving passersby enjoy the fine, detailed 
renderings or other public artworks in an area, as well as 
architectural and cultural landmarks. LeFevre's Richmond 
map, ror example, reatures the neo-classical sculptures or 
the city's Capitol Square and the facade or the state capitol. 

LOCAL Local color, myth and humor are brought to He in 
many or the relief details. In Boston, the infamous Boston 
driver is represented as a gorilla behind the wheel. The 
Waukesha, Wisc., map ( now being crafted), includes the 
nickname "'Mad-City," which many area residenls use to 
describe their liberal, big city neighbor, Madison. 

MULTICULTURAL Diverse historical and cultural events 
are literally "put on the map." On the Waukesha map, a 
local Underground Railroad station is noted in relier. as 
are various Native American sites. 

MULTIPLE USE Unlike other public artworks, the maps 
are embedded. Because City Art Maps can be walked 
upon, the space they occupy can continue to serve many 
public uses, from book fairs and concerts to political 
rallies and arts restivals. 

LOW MAINTENANCE Bronze is a low-maintenance 
material. The silicon bronze used in the maps wears well 
and the heavy pedestrian traffic drawn to the maps helps 
keep the details highlighted and polished. 

ADAPTABLE The maps can be adapted to various kinds 
or sites. Besides being set in city parks and plazas, they can 
also bring their information and appeal to campuses, 
lobbies. boardrooms and exterior walls and walkways. 

C~••• f. ,.,;-t~ I, 1.,~•~. o~ fO ~·•::ii? 

~ 

~~~)7 ~rr~ mm~~~ 
in bronze 

by G. W. Lefevre 



' «:~~JJ ~If~ IJilil~[f)i make a public art 
choice that appeals to the whole communi­
ty. Pedestrians of all ages enjoy walking 
on and around the maps, figuring out 
where they are and where they live, while 
discovering the many surprise details that 
bring the maps to life. 

The history of an area, its cultural and 
architectural landmarl<S, its ethnic heritage, 
even its popular myths and local humor 
are all "put on the map"-
rendered with hundreds of hand-carved 
details, then cast in bronze. 

0 HISTORICAL 
0 MULTICULTURAL 
0 INTERACTIVE 
0 LOW-MAINTENANCE 
0 SITE-SPECIFIC 

' - - -- • 'j/!l/lfJ - .,....-. 



APPENDIX Tl 
Tree Keeper's Program 

DRAFT 
New Westminster Heritage Management Plan 
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Dear Franklin Community School TREEKEEPERS, 

Thank you for taking on and caring for Rotary Heritage Forest #5 

Here is some information on the forest that may be of help to you with your research 
and understanding. Some of the Information you may want to put in your journal. 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

Approximately 7000 trees are planted in the ROTARY HERITAGE FOREST . 

72 classes from 39 schools in Vancouver and Burnaby 
participated in tree planting. 

The six areas chosen for the Rotary Heritage Forest were made available for 
tree planting by the B.C. Ministry of Transportation and Highways. The trees 
as they grow, will help screen the busy traffic along the Trans Canada 
Highway and connecting on-off ramps and streets from the houses along the 
route, The trees will take in some of the pollution produced by cars and trucks 
and give back oxygen for all of you to breathe. 

Money to pay for the buses, the shovels and protector tubes, the hats for the 
Rotary Volunteer Foresters and the teachers, the Tree Planter Certificates, the 
Video everyone watched ln class and on the bus and some of the trees like the 
Bigleaf and Vine Maples along with the tea bags of Gromax fertilizer came from 
the, The Environmental Partners Fund · 

A Green Gold Grant 
Kerrisdale Lumber Company 
Rotary Club of Vancouver South 
Tree Plan Canada 
Royal Bank of Canada 
Rotary Club of Vancouver East 
Rotary club of Vancouver Quadra 

Most of the trees for the Rotary Heritage Forest were donated by, 
MacMillan Bloedel Limited 
Forest Trust- New Growth Nurseries 
Ministry of Forests, Surrey Nursey 

Many other Companies and lndi vid uals made donations and helped with the 
Project. Canner Nurseries Ltd., and Reid Collins Nurseries Ltd.,(trees) Grayline 
Vancouver,(buses), Colortec Screenprinting Ltd, (banners for the bus), 
Bushpro Supplies Inc., (shovels), Kerrisdale Equipment Ltd, (tools), 
Gromax,(packets of fertilizer). Envirotectural Services Ltd, (site storage), 
Gordon K. Grodzki, Photographer, (class pictures), Gary Kasmar Professional 
Videos, (How to plant video), SNC FENCO,FENCO LAVALIN (1991) Corp.,(site 
access and safety), Catherine Berris and Associates Inc., (designated forest 
planting areas), Tads Sporting Goods, (hats), Way Out West Video Productions­
BCIT Broadcast Centre, (Video of Rotary Heritage Forest Story), Mellor­
Ligget/Bolt-Liggett Insurance, (Van & Trailer), Zippy Print, (tree labels & 
certificatesJ,and the B.C. Ministry of Transport and Highways,(Signs, Safety 
vests and aftercare and maintenance of the Rotary Heritage forest. 

Red Alder, Vine Maple and Bigleaf Maple will grow from 6 to 9 meters,(20-30 
feet),in height in 15 years. Because they grow quickly these deciduous trees 
will provide shade for the slower-to-start conifers, Western Red Cedar, 



Douglas Fir, Silver Fir and Western Hemlocks. The Yellow Cedar is the slowest 
growing of the evergreen conifers. When ~he Red cedars and firs get going 
they outstrip the Alders and the Maples· in rate of growth and size. The 
Douglas Fir, The Yellow Cedar and the Western Red Cedar can live for over a 
1000 years or 12 to 16 man lifetimes and reach heights or 40 meters, ( 150 feet). 
The oldest tree in Canada is a Yellow Cedar that was 1700 years old when it was 
cut down five years ago on a mountain top on the Sechelt Peninsula. 

You might look in your library or ask your teacher for a book by Gerrald Straley, 
titled, The Trees Of Vancouver, or another book by Hosie R.C., Native Trees of 
Canada. They will tell you all about the trees you have in your care in the the Rotary 
Heritage Forest #5 and their correct l:..Jtanical/scientllic names along with many other 
trees you can see along the streets in the city. All of tht!se trees t,;gether go to make 
Vancouver's Urban Forest so the Rotary Heritage Forest is also part of it. 

Thank you for your help in taking care of your portion of the Rotary Heritage Forest 
-- we hope you will always be interested in the trees around you. 

Sincerely, _ 

Donna, Clive & Cec' 
Vancouver South Rotary Club 
Rotary Heritage Forest 
7950 Gran ville Street 
Vancouver, V6P 4Z2 
Fax #261-6905 
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July 12, 1991 

Nicki-Lee, Editor 
Kla How Ya, 
~otary Club of Vancouver south. 

Dear Nicki,' 

Since I will be unable to report officially in person as I had hoped to do on the first 
year go around for the \lancouver South Rotary sponsored Treekeeper Program for 
the two Grade five classes at Sexsmith Community Elementary School, Ontario Street 
and 59th Avenue, perhaps you can include something about it in the Klahowya so that 
the VSRotary members will be informed of this continuing program. 

The Sexsmlth Community School Treekeeper Program began last fall when each of the 
students in the two grade 5 classes where given a card with the name of a tree on it, 
both botanical and common names. These corresponded to trees on the Sexsmith 
School grounds along Ontario Street and Fifty ninth Avenue around the Rotary 
Playground,in the southeast corner of the adjoining Langara Golf Course and in 
Winona Park to the west of the :;chool along Fifty ninth. 

At the graduation day ceremonies ln the Gym at Sexsmith the morning of June 26th 
in my .full Scot's kilt and regalia representing Archibald Menzies, Surgeon -Botanist 
I had the honour of presenting books, to the three boys and three girls who were 
judged by their teacher to have kept the most interesting/creative/neatest/beautiful 
Journals. These 6 were Jimmy Weng, Nicole Vliegenthart, Lisa Wolff, Carey Yada, 
Holden Hoy and Dennis Sam. Each received a copy of Native Trees of Canada inscribed 
with their names along with congratulations from the Vancouver South Rotary Club.· 

Come September I look forward to the rather sad and touching but also exiting 
ceremony when last term's Treekeepers will hand over the trees they have had in 
their keeping over the past year to a new group of Sexsmith Grade 5 Treekeepers. 

For this handover of trees we will be presenting a cclour-it-yourself 
Treename/Treekeeper name card and a hard cover Journal before the walkabout to 

· handover ceremonies. 

Next Year's prizes will be Gerald Straley's new book Trees of Vancouver. 

Yours in Rota Service, 

Clive L. Justice, Rotary Club of Vancouver South 

I Am' 

-1,RE for .1.993-94 i.s 
\ 

TREEKEEPER 

,,c;t'anical (scientific) name 
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Sexsmith community school, at 159th. and Ontario, has embarked upon a Tree Keepers program.. lnooli>­
ing 64fourth and.fifth grade students. Each child will watch ooer a tree for a year. Jim Harrison photo 

64 kids adopt Ontario St. trees 
By SEAN MAGEE 

Slxty-four lucky trees near 
Ontario Street are prospering 
under the watchful eves of 
newly-appointed guardians. 

Sex~ :n.ith community 
school, at 59th and Ontario, 
has embarked upon a Tree 
Keepers program, involving 

64 fourth and fifth grade Stu· 
dents. The brainchild of re• 
tired landscape architect Oive 
Justice, the ,.irogram is de­
signed to teach children the 
importance of trees in an ur­
ban environment by making 
them respansib!e for the well· 
being o( a particular tree for 
an entire year. 

'1 was involved in a similar 
project some years ago in 
Haney that was designed to re­
duce the level of vandalism of 
trees," Justice said. "We found 
that the adoption program not 
only provided tremendous op­
FOrtunitics for the kids to apply 
their rurriculum srudjes to the 
real world, it also t&i:ches them 
lmw trees contribute to th<.· ur­
biln t•nvin1tuncnt.R 

At Ow ht•ginninb of (\·to­
bt•r, Jw,tlLl' took !ht· student:; 
on n lour of tht• St•x:-imilh 
~(.:h1 1<1I r.r11und•, ,11,d nct}!:.h• 
hnunn1: \V11u111.1 P.ir~ I It·., .. 
·,11'.1\l"I, ! . ,l• 11 ·-!: h h•11! ,I •• , 't'- ·111,· 

10-year-o!d with an owner· 
ship certificate describing the 
scientific and common name 
of the adopted tree. 

For the rest of the school year, 
the young horticulturalists are 
obliged to visit their tree once a 
week. recording its growth and 
development in a journal The 
school's teachers have also 
agreed to incorporate the tree 
program within the students' 
regular subject areas. 

"Part of the philosophy of 
community education is to 
take the curriculum to the 
community; to relate Jean,jng 
tt> the real world and give the 
kid!> a sense of community 
ln.m~rship," said community 
~chool co-ordinalor Pierri? 
We!hc.,foi;t. "The J,jds will per• 
foml Cl'rt;un heic,ht and mcr1-
su1l.'"Tlll'nt ('Jk1.1l,1tit1n.-. on their 
tn..•~•:-. ,b ;1 m.1lh \'.omponL•nl, 
\,

1hik l,rng·,rn~1.• ,,nd hi.story 
,111d1t-:,, will I""· p,1rl 111 lht· )',•ur-
11.1! rh,·v ~.,.!' 

corporating the trees will be 
designed to give the students 
direct insight into the impor• 
tance of trees in a big city." 

Justice and We!bedagt hope 
this pilot project may soon be­
come p.art of the community 
school cun:icuJum. In addition 
to presenting a valuable learn­
ing opportunity, they believe 
the· project will ereure the ed· 
ucation of a generation sym­
pathetic to the need for tree 
in an urban setting. 

Opera ting a Kerrisda le 
business for 35 years, Justice 
has long been committed to 
the preservation of trees in 
Vancouver. It was he who, 
over a two-year period, ad­
ministered the compilation of 
Vnncouver's herit~ge tree in• 
ventory by t,,,,·o landscape ar­
chilL"CI studtmts. 

Now St•mi-retircd, Justice 
h,1~ ti!\,1Jlv i\,und the time to 
11nplr1m•111 lht· t,l11<.:Jbon pro­
i:1,n11 ht• h.1~ lnn 1•. Jri:Jmt 



August 3, 1993 

TREEKEEPERS 

Treekeepersis an awareness-education-conservation-protection program for ten and 
eleven year old elementary school children centered around existing trees in their 
local community. 
The treekeeper program is initiated, fitted into and carried on as part of the Grade 
4/5 curriculum. 

Sometime in the fall, September/October each girl and boy in the class will be formally 
"given", with due ceremony, an existing tree that is found on the school grounds, in 
the adjoining or nearby park or on nearby streets. The formal giving over ceremony 
should be headed by someone in authority, both important and respected in the 
community. 

The tree selected for each student will be identified, with both scientific and common 
name on an identity card given out to the student at the time of the ceremony. They 
also recieve a ... I am a Treekeeper, My tree is ... ID card. This will occur during a tree 
awarenesss walkabout led by the Urban Forester, in this case the writer, prior to the 
formal giving over ceremony assembly on the school grounds. 

Basic to the Tree keeper program is the journal kept by each Tree keeper over the one 
year each has the tree in his or her keeping. In the second year of the program each 
student who has had the tree in care for the past year gives it with due ceremony to 
a new Grade 4/5 Treekeeper for the next year's care and keeping. The VIP giving 
over ceremony should be repeated at the start of each school year. 

The journals become the Treekeepers record, memento, souvenir and yearbook of the 
time they had the trees in their care. The journal must have recorded in it some 
basics regarding the tree: 

• Scientific, (botanical}, name and common names, 
* The calculation of trunk diameter, height and spread, 
• Biographical data (geographic origins, discoverer or originator etc), 
• The tree's seasonal changes, climate responses etc, 
• Biological-environmental data and comparisons etc. 

Most importantly, the journal should also record and display each Treekeepers 
creative and artistic, talents and responses as related to the tree in their care. 
The Treekeepers' journals should also record the values of their tree in particular 
and trees in general to our urban habitat and to themselves and their families in 
providing a more healthful, beautiful and spiritual environment in which to live. 
Much of what the each Treekeeper's journal includes will reflect how each of the 
Teachers fit the Treekeeper program into the grade 4/5 curriculum. 

Important also, will be the formation of a Treekeeper support group. Beside finding 
sources that will provide the ID Cards & the Journals, the support group's resources 
and re.sourcefulness will be planning and undertaking activities such as guided field 
trips of urban trees in such places as Sunset Nurseries, Queen Elizabeth Park, 
VanDusen Gardens or the Urban Forest in the school neighbourhood or in Stanley 
Park. 

The school's Treekeeper support group could initiate and participate in establishing 
and monitoring a School Grove of Vancouver's Centennial Tree, the White Wonder 
Dogwood or the giving a series of prizes for the best of several catagorles of 
Treekeeper journals or Urban Tree awareness projects. 

The Vancouver South Rotary Club will be pleased to provide the initial impetus and 
resources to get a Treekeeper Program going in your school. Contact: Rotarian Clive 
L. Justice, Landscape Architect & Urban Forester, Telephone & Fax No. 327-1851. 
Yours ln Rotary Service, 
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