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HERITAGE ADVISORY COMMITTEE
Wednesday, June 6, 2018 at 7:05pm
Salmon River Committee Room
th
4 Floor, 20338 – 65 Avenue, Langley, BC

MINUTES
Present:
T. Annandale, Community Co-Chair
Councillor P. Arnason, Council Co-Chair
C. Boughen, G. Doubleday, A. Johnson, T. Lightfoot, F. Pepin, and H. Whittell
Staff:
E. Horricks, Heritage Planner
K. Stepto, Recording Secretary
A.

APPROVAL AND RECEIPT OF AGENDA ITEMS
1.

Heritage Advisory Committee
June 6, 2018
Moved by G. Doubleday,
Seconded by A. Johnson,
That the Heritage Advisory Committee adopt the agenda and receive the agenda
items of the June 6, 2018 meeting.
CARRIED

B.

ADOPTION OF MINUTES
1.

Heritage Advisory Committee
May 2, 2018
Moved by G. Doubleday,
Seconded by H. Whittell,
That the Heritage Advisory Committee adopt the Minutes of the May 2, 2018
meeting, as amended.
CARRIED

C.

DELEGATIONS AND PRESENTATIONS
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REPORTS
1.

Co-Chairs’ Reports
Councillor Arnason commented that T. Lightfoot would be receiving an
Environmental Hero Award at the ceremony on June 9 in Fort Langley.
T. Annandale commented that F. Pepin was honoured with an Award of Merit
from the BC Historical Foundation. He further noted that Dr. J. Watt received a
Heritage BC award for her historical book on the City of Surrey.

2.

Heritage Planner’s Report
E. Horricks reported the following:




3.

Council will be considering the proposed Murrayville School revitalization
project by Lanstone Homes (Murrayville) Ltd., along with the proposed
Heritage Property Maintenance Standards bylaw on June 11.
The deadline for the next Heritage Building Incentive Program is Friday,
August 24 at 4:30pm. This will be the third and last call for applications
to the program for 2018.
The BC Farm Museum received an Award of Honour from Heritage BC in
the category of Heritage Education and Awareness, for their wall panels
depicting scenes related to Langley’s early history.

Museum Manager’s Report
F. Pepin reported following, on behalf of J. Chenatte:








4.

The Museum will be providing temporary office space in the Annex to the
Kwantlen First Nation Business Group, who may be displaced due to the
threat of flooding.
The Museum will be delivering approximately 475 school programs this
year.
The Museum’s Volunteer Luncheon is scheduled for June 8 at Redwoods
Golf Course, and the Volunteer Field Trip to the Gulf of Georgia Cannery
is scheduled for June 11.
The Museum has been asked to take over the Regional Heritage Fair.
Birthday Parties are still very popular at the museum with every weekend
booked, and Canada Day planning is currently underway.
The Syrian Art Exhibit will open on June 20.
The book on Philip Jackman has gone to print and will soon be available
online.

Heritage Review Panel
No report.

5.

Douglas Day 2018 Planning Committee Report
A. Johnson reported that the Douglas Day Committee will be using archival
photos from the Museum depicting sports and other activities for the event’s
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REPORTS
invitation and program this year. She further noted that the Township has lost
fourteen pioneers to date in 2018.
6.

Museum Advisory Group Report
See Item D.3

E.

CORRESPONDENCE

F.

2018 WORK PROGRAM
1.

Heritage Register Evaluation Methodology and Criteria
E. Horricks provided a brief summary of the Heritage Evaluation Workshop led by
Donald Luxton at the last meeting. She noted that the evaluation criteria and
assessment form included in the meeting package is very similar to the criterion
proposed for the City of Vancouver, but has been tailored to Langley as per D.
Luxton’s recommendation.
The proposed evaluation criterion improves on the one currently used by the
Township that was formulated in 1992 based on the 1979 Parks Canada’s
numerical evaluation criteria. The practice of heritage conservation has evolved
since then and the evaluation criterion used at both the national and international
levels has moved towards a values-based assessment model.
Moving to the proposed criteria follows from the work undertaken on the
Township’s Historic Context Statement and Thematic Framework in 2017 and is
consistent with the Standards and Guidelines for the Conservation of Historic
Places in Canada endorsed for use in the Township in 2012.
The proposed criterion addresses six categories: Thematic, Association,
Aesthetic, Landmark, Rarity, and Pattern. In order to receive a recommendation
to the Community Heritage Register, a resource would also need to meet two
additional thresholds related to the level of significance of the historic place and
the degree of integrity (or authenticity) evident in the site.
The proposed criterion would still capture the sites previously assessed for their
value, while providing a framework that is more consistent with Langley’s current
conservation practice. As noted by D. Luxton at the May workshop, moving to the
new criteria is largely a matter of housekeeping that brings our understanding of
Langley’s past together with best practice standards used in Canada today.
The new criterion would be used in place of what exists now, when assessing
new additions to the Community Heritage Register.
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2018 WORK PROGRAM
MOTION
Moved by G. Doubleday,
Seconded by H. Whittell,
That the Heritage Advisory Committee endorse the proposed evaluation
framework and criterion for assessing heritage resources.
CARRIED
COUNCIL
Moved by G. Doubleday,
Seconded by A, Johnson,
That the Heritage Advisory Committee recommends that Council endorse the
proposed heritage evaluation framework and criterion for assessing heritage
resources consistent with the Historic Context Statement and Thematic
Framework endorsed by Council in 2017, subject to submission of a staff report.
CARRIED
2.

Updated Statements of Significance
E. Horricks presented four updated Statements of Significance for the Matheson
Residence, Murrayville Cash Grocery, Murrayville Pumphouse, and Willoughby
Hall. The updated statements list the research sources for the information they
contain, and are cross-referenced to the Historic Context Statement and Thematic
Framework completed last year. This is the first batch of statements to be
updated and calibrated against the Township’s Thematic Framework. She added
that all of the updated statements will be made accessible online in future.
Any recommended revisions to the statements as presented should be provided
to E. Horricks by June 13, 2018.

3.

Heritage Building Recognition Program for 2018
E. Horricks commented that the Committee’s discussion of awarding plaques in
2017 was deferred to 2018 until three newly registered buildings were far enough
along in their restoration work to receive a Heritage Building Recognition Plaque.
They include the historic Flowerdew Residence (c.1910), Morrison/Hadden
Residence (b.1904), and historic St. Alban’s Church (b.1890). Statements of
Significance were prepared for these sites in 2016 and all have been in the
process of being restored. The Flowerdew Residence is still in process, but the
Morrison/Hadden Residence in Fort Langley and the St. Alban’s Church in Otter
are now complete.
MOTION
Moved by G. Doubleday,
Seconded by T. Lightfoot,
That the Morrison/Hadden Residence and the St. Alban’s Church receive
Heritage Building Recognition Plaques in 2018.
CARRIED
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2018 WORK PROGRAM
4.

Heritage Advisory Committee Terms of Reference
The Committee reviewed the Terms of Reference that were last updated in
October of 2016. No revisions or changes were recommended.

G. COUNCIL REFERRALS

H.

OTHER BUSINESS AND ITEMS FOR INFORMATION
1.

Report on the 2018 Heritage BC Conference
T. Annandale, T. Lightfoot and Councillor Long attended the Heritage Conference
in New Westminster in May. Everyone reported that it was an excellent
conference and particularly enjoyed the workshop on building restoration and the
tours of Queens Park and the New Westminster waterfront.

2.

Heritage BC Open Forum for Commissions 3 (Online)
Topic: “How the commission process is adapted in different communities: What
works and what doesn’t”
Friday, June 8, 2018, 12:00pm – 1:00pm
Register online at https://heritagebc.ca/learning-centre/upcoming-webinars

3.

Upcoming Free Webinars from the National Trust for Canada
Topic: “Recruiting and engaging volunteers for your historic place”
Tuesday, June 19, 2018 12:15pm – 1:00pm EDT
Topic: “Six steps to telling your heritage story”
Tuesday, June 26, 2018 12:15pm – 1:00pm EDT
Register online at https://regenerationworks.ca

4.

National Historic Trust: Find Funding Portal for Heritage Projects
https://regenerationworks.ca/resources/find-funding

5.

National Trust Conference 2018
“Opportunity Knocks: Heritage as a Social, Economic, and Placemaking Force”
October 18-20, Fredericton, NB
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NEXT MEETING
Date:
Wednesday, September 5, 2018
Location: Salmon River Committee Room
4th Floor, 20338 – 65 Avenue
Time:
7:00pm

O. TERMINATE
Moved by T. Lightfoot,
That the meeting terminate at 8:54pm.
CARRIED
CERTIFIED CORRECT:

_______________________________
Community Representative Co-Chair

_________________________________
Council Representative Co-Chair
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2018 DOUGLAS DAY PLANNING COMMITTEE
Tuesday, August 28, 2018, 10:00am
Township Civic Facility – Bertrand Creek Meeting Room
MINUTES
PRESENT
Albert Anderson, Rosemary Genberg, Jim McGregor, Ellen Worrell
TOWNSHIP STAFF
Sarah Regehr – Special Events Coordinator
REGRETS
Alice Johnson
A WELCOME
B
Item B-1
Invitations

Item B-2
Pins
Item B-3
Program Insert
Item B-4
Entertainment
Item B-5
Proclamation
Re-enactment
Item B-6
Newspaper Ad

Item B-7
Grace
Item B-8
Volunteers
Item B-9
Memorabilia Display

The meeting commenced at 10:05am.
The invitation was reviewed by the committee. Sarah will work with the
designer to add an additional embellishment under the Township logo on
the cover (i.e. a note identifying this is the 160th anniversary) or move the
logo down. No other changes required.
Invitations will be mailed out on Friday, October 5.
RSVP: Friday, November 2
The pin design was reviewed and finalized by the committee.
The committee reviewed and selected photo options for the program and
program insert. Sarah will look for a roller-skating photograph to also be
included.
Cypress Creek Duo and Joe McDonald (piper) are booked for this year’s
event.
Fort Langley National Historic Site has agreed to perform their reenactment again this year. Sarah will contact them to finalize the details.
Newspaper ad will run three times in the month of October in the Langley
Advance and Aldergrove Star.
 Thursday, October 4, 18, 25
Alice has given permission to have her photograph from the 2017 event
used for this year’s ad.
Jim will contact Verna Hickey to ask if she will say grace this year.
Sarah will contact the Langley Centennial Museum to inquire if they are
able to provide volunteers to assist at the event once again this year.
The committee discussed options for the display. Sarah will contact the
Langley Centennial Museum to inquire if they have any historic sports
equipment. Jim will contact Napier’s Antiques to inquire about borrowing
items. Albert has a baseball bat he is willing to display. Committee
members will give some thought to additional items to be included. To be
further discussed at the next meeting.
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D.5
Item B-10
Flowers
Item B-11
Tickets
Item B-12
New & Deceased
Pioneers
C
Item C-1
Next Committee
Meeting
D

A draw for the head table flowers will take place at the conclusion of the
event. The names of all pioneers in attendance will be entered in the draw.
The price for this year will once again be $32 per ticket. The ticket colour
will be green.
To date 18 deceased pioneers and 14 new pioneers.
NEXT MEETING
The Mayor will attend the next meeting. Sarah will contact the Mayor’s
office to confirm dates and will send out to the committee.
ADJOURNMENT
The meeting adjourned at 10:45am.

8 of 104

E.1
From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Paul Gravett
Elaine Horricks
Help us gain attention for heritage on Parliament Hill
Wednesday, July 25, 2018 10:20:58 AM

Dear Heritage Advisory Committee,
The National Trust, Heritage BC and heritage organizations across Canada are working
together on an exciting new phase in the Year of Action for historic places!
Liberal MP John Aldag has agreed to sponsor a parliamentary petition that calls on the
Minister of the Environment to ensure substantial funding for historic places in Federal
Budget 2019.
We are asking you to sign the petition so that your voice is heard. The only way heritage
will gain attention on Parliament Hill is through a groundswell of support from the heritage
community.
Our second request is to ask you to share the petition with your colleagues.
If signing the petition is a conflict with your employer, please consider signing as a private
citizen.
Why a parliamentary petition?
We need to show Government that support for historic places are worthy of attention in
Federal Budget 2019. With thousands of signatures, we can send a message that federal
investment is needed to save places of significance to Indigenous peoples, and help owners
and organizations save and renew historic places in ways that create green jobs, attract
investment, and help fight climate change.
What's the strategy?
The goal of the Year of Action to #changethegame4heritage is to secure thousands of
signatures, help you meet with your Member of Parliament this summer, and host a Day of
Action on Parliament Hill in the fall – just in time for MPs and cabinet ministers to include a
substantial fund for historic places in their priorities for Budget 2019. Stay tuned for updates
and instructions throughout the summer.
Be part of our Year of Action! Help ensure that MPs will have a reason to take action for
historic places this fall.
Thanks for your support.
Paul Gravett
Executive Director
Heritage BC
604-816-4183
www.heritagebc.ca
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RIZUN RESIDENCE
19678-80 AVENUE, LANGLEY, BC

CONSERVATION PLAN
AUGUST 2018
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The Rizun Residence. [Est. circa 1930’s]
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1.0 INTRODUCTION
HISTORIC NAME:		
CIVIC ADDRESS: 		
ORIGINAL OWNER(: 		
DATE OF CONSTRUCTION:

Rizun Residence
19678-80 Ave, Langley, BC
Rizun Family
Circa 1930’s

The Rizun Residence is an historic farmhouse that
was built circa 1930s and is located at 19678-80
Avenue, Langley, British Columbia. It is characterized
by its L-shaped plan, one-and-one-half storey
height, its side-gabled roof with projecting oneand-one-half storey height front-gabled wing, its
bevelled wooden siding, its front-gabled dormer,
its many original wood framed windows (doublehung and casement) with horizontal and vertical
wooden muntins, and its corner boards. A sidefacing staircase leads to the front entrance. An
overall rehabilitation and relocation scheme has
been prepared by Focus Architecture Incorporated.

This Conservation Plan is based on Parks Canada’s
Standards & Guidelines for the Conservation
of Historic Places in Canada. It outlines the
preservation, restoration, and rehabilitation that will
occur as part of the proposed development.

RIZUN RESIDENCE: 19678-80 AVENUE, LANGLEY, BRITISH COLUMBIA
CONSERVATION PLAN | AUGUST 2018 | DONALD LUXTON & ASSOCIATES
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2.0 HISTORIC CONTEXT
The Rizun family had this farmhouse constructed in the
1930s; it was presumably built by well-known local
contractor Mr. Starchuck, who owned the house to the
east at 19752-80 Avenue. The house was constructed
during a period of change in the Rizun family, when
father and mother Rizun had separated. Following its
completion, Mrs. Rizun and her three children, Mary,
William, and Steve, moved into the house; Mrs. Rizun
eventually remarried a member of the Starchuck
family and the couple raised two additional children
in the house. Steve Rizun remembers the house being
constructed when he was around four years of age
and Steve’s wife, Hilda, recalls that the family was still
living in the house when she and Steve were married.

Though little is known about the origins of the Rizun
family, several photographs dating to 1946 show Steve
Rizun as a student at Langley High School. Though
Steve’s last name is spelled Rizin, Hilda Rizun was able
to identify her husband immediately; the photographs
help to place the Rizun family in Langley in the 1940s.
Interestingly, the name Rizun does not appear in the
British Columbia Directories for the Langley area at
anytime between 1919 and 1946. However, Hilda
Rizun confirms that Steve Rizun was originally
from Langley and that the family spent many years
in the house. As misspellings of the name ‘Rizun’
were very common, it is possible that the name was

TOL Langley class of 1946, Steve Rizin bottom row left centre LCM 4791

RIZUN RESIDENCE: 19678-80 AVENUE, LANGLEY, BRITISH COLUMBIA
CONSERVATION PLAN | AUGUST 2018 | DONALD LUXTON & ASSOCIATES
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2.0 HISTORIC CONTEXT

misspelled in the directories; it is also possible that
Mrs. Rizun was going by her maiden name and later
by Starchuck, the name of her new husband.

reflects the farmhouse design aesthetic of the 1930s.
It is possible that this house was designed in a style
in which local contractor, and presumed builder of
the Rizun Residence, Mr. Starchuk was trained. The
Rizun Residence appears relatively intact having
undergone few major alterations since its expansion
in the 1940s.

The Rizun Residence features an early vernacular
farmhouse design. It is characterized by its L-shaped
plan, one-and-one-half storey height, its side-gabled
roof with projecting one-and-one-half storey height
front- gabled wing, its bevelled wooden siding,
its front-gabled dormer, its many original wood
framed windows (double-hung and casement) with
horizontal and vertical wooden muntins, and its
corner boards. A side-facing staircase leads to the
front entrance. The design of the Rizun Residence

TOL Langley High basketball team of 1946, Steve Rizin centre LCM 4790
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3.0 STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE
HISTORIC NAME: Rizun Residence
ADDRESS: 19678-80 Avenue, Township of Langley
DATE OF CONSTRUCTION: ca. 1931; expanded
in the 1940s

The Rizun Residence is also valued for its domestic
vernacular architecture, distinguished by its traditional
farmhouse character. Typical of the interwar and
postwar eras, the house was built using quality local
materials produced in local mills, and features a
mixture of traditional design elements, such as its
bevelled wooden siding and its many original woodframed windows. The design of the Rizun Residence
reflects the farmhouse design aesthetic of the 1930s.

Description of the Historic Place
The Rizun Residence is a one and one-half storey
vernacular farmhouse located in a previously rural area
of the Township of Langley. The house is characterized
by its L-shaped plan, side-gabled roof with projecting
front-gabled wing, and its bevelled wooden siding.

Character-Defining Elements
The elements that define the heritage character of
the Rizun Residence are its:
• location on 80 Avenue in the Willoughby
neighbourhood of the Township of Langley, set in
an historic rural area;
• continuous residential use;
• residential form, scale and massing as expressed
by its one and one-half storey height and side
gabled-roof with projecting one and one halfstorey height front gabled wing;
• wood-frame construction including bevelled
wooden siding and wooden cornerboards;
• vernacular farmhouse architecture including its
L-shaped plan, front-gabled dormer, and sidefacing staircase leading to the front entrance and
porch;
• original wood framed windows, double-hung
and casement, with horizontal and vertical
wooden muntins; and
• masonry chimney.

Heritage Value of the Historic Place
The Rizun Residence is significant for its association
with the interwar development of the Willoughby
neighbourhood in the Township of Langley, as well as
the Rizun and Starchuck families. The house is valued
additionally for its vernacular architecture.
The Rizun Residence was constructed in the early
1930s for Wacluna Rizun (née Kanlyk), former wife
of Peter Rizun, and her two sons. In 1939, Wacluna
remarried well-known local contractor Thomas
Starchuck, who eventually expanded the house in
order to accommodate the couple’s growing family,
which, by the 1940s, included two daughters.
The Rizun Residence was built in the Willoughby
neighbourhood during an important time in the area’s
development. Willoughby began to grow significantly
during the 1920s when a church and community hall
were constructed. During the early 1930s, when the
house was built, the community required additional
infrastructure, resulting in the construction of the
Willoughby Elementary School. Due to the relatively
isolated nature of the neighbourhood in the 1930s,
these community institutions would have been very
important to early Willoughby residents. The Rizun
Residence remains a tangible representation of the
historic development of Willoughby.

RIZUN RESIDENCE: 19678-80 AVENUE, LANGLEY, BRITISH COLUMBIA
CONSERVATION PLAN | AUGUST 2018 | DONALD LUXTON & ASSOCIATES
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4.0 CONSERVATION GUIDELINES
4.1 STANDARDS AND GUIDELINES

STANDARDS

The Rizun Residence is a significant historical
resource in the Township of Langley. The
Parks Canada’s Standards & Guidelines for the
Conservation of Historic Places in Canada is
the source used to assess the appropriate level
of conservation and intervention. Under the
Standards & Guidelines, the work proposed for the
Rizun Residence includes aspects of preservation,
rehabilitation and restoration.

Standards relating to all Conservation Projects
1. Conserve the heritage value of a historic place.
Do not remove, replace, or substantially alter
its intact or repairable character-defining
elements. Do not move a part of a historic
place if its current location is a characterdefining element.
2. Conserve changes to a historic place, which
over time, have become character-defining
elements in their own right.
3. Conserve heritage value by adopting an
approach calling for minimal intervention.
4. Recognize each historic place as a physical
record of its time, place and use. Do not create
a false sense of historical development by
adding elements from other historic places or
other properties or by combining features of
the same property that never coexisted.
5. Find a use for a historic place that requires
minimal or no change to its character defining
elements.
6. Protect and, if necessary, stabilize a historic
place until any subsequent intervention
is undertaken. Protect and preserve
archaeological resources in place. Where there
is potential for disturbance of archaeological
resources, take mitigation measures to limit
damage and loss of information.
7. Evaluate the existing condition of characterdefining elements to determine the appropriate
intervention needed. Use the gentlest means
possible for any intervention. Respect heritage
value when undertaking an intervention.
8. Maintain character-defining elements on
an ongoing basis. Repair character-defining
elements by reinforcing the materials using
recognized conservation methods. Replace in
kind any extensively deteriorated or missing
parts of character-defining elements, where
there are surviving prototypes.
9. Make any intervention needed to preserve
character-defining elements physically and
visually compatible with the historic place and
identifiable upon close inspection. Document
any intervention for future reference.

Preservation: the action or process of
protecting, maintaining, and/or stabilizing
the existing materials, form, and integrity
of a historic place or of an individual
component, while protecting its heritage
value.
Restoration: the action or process of
accurately revealing, recovering or
representing the state of a historic place or
of an individual component, as it appeared
at a particular period in its history, while
protecting its heritage value.
Rehabilitation: the action or process
of making possible a continuing or
compatible contemporary use of a historic
place or an individual component, through
repair, alterations, and/or additions, while
protecting its heritage value.
Interventions to the Rizun Residence should be
based upon the Standards outlined in the Standards
& Guidelines, which are conservation principles
of best practice. The following General Standards
should be followed when carrying out any work to
an historic property.

RIZUN RESIDENCE: 19678-80 AVENUE, LANGLEY, BRITISH COLUMBIA
CONSERVATION PLAN | AUGUST 2018 | DONALD LUXTON & ASSOCIATES
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Additional Standards relating to Rehabilitation
10. Repair rather than replace character-defining
elements. Where character-defining elements
are too severely deteriorated to repair, and
where sufficient physical evidence exists,
replace them with new elements that match
the forms, materials and detailing of sound
versions of the same elements. Where there is
insufficient physical evidence, make the form,
material and detailing of the new elements
compatible with the character of the historic
place.
11. Conserve the heritage value and characterdefining elements when creating any new
additions to a historic place and any related
new construction. Make the new work
physically and visually compatible with,
subordinate to and distinguishable from the
historic place.
12. Create any new additions or related new
construction so that the essential form and
integrity of a historic place will not be
impaired if the new work is removed in the
future.

4.2 CONSERVATION REFERENCES

Additional Standards relating to Restoration
13. Repair rather than replace character-defining
elements from the restoration period. Where
character-defining elements are too severely
deteriorated to repair and where sufficient
physical evidence exists, replace them with
new elements that match the forms, materials
and detailing of sound versions of the same
elements.
14. Replace missing features from the restoration
period with new features whose forms,
materials and detailing are based on sufficient
physical, documentary and/or oral evidence.

Preservation Brief 19: The Repair and Replacement
of Historic Wood Shingle Roofs.
http://www.nps.gov/tps/how-to-preserve/
briefs/19-wooden-shingle-roofs.htm

The proposed work entails the Preservation/
Restoration/Rehabilitation of the exterior of the
Rizun Residence. The following conservation
resources should be referred to:
Standards and Guidelines for the Conservation of
Historic Places in Canada, Parks Canada, 2010.
http://www.historicplaces.ca/en/pages/standardsnormes/document.aspx
National Park Service, Technical Preservation
Services. Preservation Briefs:
Preservation Brief 9: The Repair of Historic Wooden
Windows.
http://www.nps.gov/tps/how-to-preserve/briefs/9wooden-windows.htm
Preservation Brief 10: Exterior Paint Problems on
Historic Woodwork.
http://www.nps.gov/tps/how-to-preserve/
briefs/10-paint-problems.htm

Preservation Brief 31: Mothballing Historic
Buildings.
http://www.nps.gov/tps/how-to-preserve/
briefs/31-mothballing.htm
Preservation Brief 37: Appropriate Methods of
Reducing Lead-Paint Hazards in Historic Housing.
http://www.nps.gov/tps/how-to-preserve/
briefs/37-lead-paint-hazards.htm
Preservation Brief 45: Preserving Historic Wooden
Porches.
http://www.nps.gov/tps/how-to-preserve/
briefs/45-wooden-porches.htm
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4.3 GENERAL CONSERVATION
STRATEGY
The primary intent is to relocate and restore the
existing historic structure, while undertaking a
rehabilitation that will upgrade its structure and
services to increase its functionality for continued
single-family residential use. As part of the scope
of work, character-defining elements will be
preserved, while missing or deteriorated elements
will be restored.

•
•

Proposed Redevelopment Scheme
The development scheme for this property has been
prepared by Focus Architecture Incorporated, and
includes the relocation and rehabilitation of the
historic farmhouse.
The house is proposed to be relocated adjacent to
its existing location, in the northeast corner of the
site. It is to be located on a fee-simple lot at the
corner of 80th Ave and 197 Street. The proposed
single-family residential use is consistent with the
historic use of the building.

•

•
The major proposed interventions of the overall
project are to:
• Relocate the historic farmhouse onto a nearby
adjacent corner-lot location on a fee-simple
site;
• Rehabilitate the historic structure to
accommodate continued single-family
residential use;
• Preserve and restore the exterior characterdefining elements.

evaluated in accordance with the Conservation
Plan and reviewed by the Heritage Consultant.
This can involve removal of later additions
that are not enhancing the heritage value and
historic appearance of the historic building.
Only an experienced and qualified contractor
shall undertake the physical relocation of the
historic structure.
Preserve historic fabric of the exterior
elevations including the wood-frame structure
with horizontal wood siding, wood sash
windows and cross-gabled roof structure with
dormer as much as possible. Preserve brick
chimney in situ and relocate with the main
structure if possible. Alternatively, reconstruct
chimney with salvaged bricks to match historic
appearance, if unable to relocate with Rizun
Residence due to structural concerns.
Appropriate foundation materials shall be used
at the new site, which can include reinforced
concrete foundations and floor slab. The final
relative location to grade should match the
original as closely as possible, taking into
account applicable codes.
Provide utility installations for electricity,
communication and other service connections
underground if possible. All installations
located above ground should be incorporated
harmoniously into the design concept for the
relocated structure.

4.4 SUSTAINABILITY STRATEGY
Heritage conservation and sustainable development
can go hand in hand with the mutual effort of all
stakeholders. In a practical context, the conservation
and re-use of historic and existing structures
contributes to environmental sustainability by
reducing solid waste disposal, saving embodied
energy, and conserving historic materials that are
often less consumptive of energy than many new
replacement materials.

Relocation of Historic Building
The relocation of an historic building on an existing
lot is the least intrusive relocation approach with
regards to loss of historic context and invasive work
to the structure. The following Relocation Guidelines
should be implemented for the relocation of the
Rizun Residence:
• A relocation plan should be prepared prior
to relocation that ensures that the least
destructive method of relocation will be used.
• Alterations to the historic structure proposed
to further the relocation process should be

In 2016, the Federal Provincial Territorial Ministers of
Culture & Heritage in Canada (FPTMCHC) published
a document entitled, Building Resilience: Practical
Guidelines for the Retrofit and Rehabilitation of
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Buildings in Canada that is “intended to establish
a common pan-Canadian ‘how-to’ approach for
practitioners, professionals, building owners, and
operators alike.”

equipped with the necessary knowledge
and experience to ensure a balanced
consideration of heritage value and
sustainable rehabilitation measures.

The following is an excerpt from the introduction of
the document:

Building Resilience can be read as a standalone document, but it may also further
illustrate and build on the sustainability
considerations in the Standards and
Guidelines for the Conservation of Historic
Places in Canada.

[Building Resilience] is intended to
serve as a “sustainable building toolkit”
that will enhance understanding of
the environmental benefits of heritage
conservation and of the strong
interrelationship between natural and
built heritage conservation. Intended as a
useful set of best practices, the guidelines
in Building Resilience can be applied
to existing and traditionally constructed
buildings as well as formally recognized
heritage places.

The Township of Langley adopted a Sustainability
Charter in 2008 that presents a vision of the
community that meets the social/cultural, economic,
and environmental needs of current residents while
ensuring that those needs can continue to be met
for future residents, and contains the following
Sustainability Vision: “to build a legacy for future
generations by leading and committing the
community to a lifestyle that is socially, culturally,
economically, and environmentally balanced.”
The conservation of the Rizun Residence supports
the goals of the Sustainability Charter, including:

These guidelines are primarily aimed at
assisting designers, owners, and builders in
providing existing buildings with increased
levels of sustainability while protecting
character-defining elements and, thus,
their heritage value. The guidelines are
also intended for a broader audience of
architects, building developers, owners,
custodians and managers, contractors,
crafts and trades people, energy
advisers and sustainability specialists,
engineers, heritage professionals, and
officials responsible for built heritage
and the existing built environment at all
jurisdictional levels.

Social/Cultural Goals
• celebrate our heritage
Economic Goals
• develop livable and vibrant communities that
strengthen our economy
Environmental Goals
• respect our rural character and rural heritage
Parks Canada has incorporated sustainability
considerations in their Standards and Guidelines,
balancing conservation principles and sustainability
objectives:

Building Resilience is not meant to
provide case-specific advice. It is
intended to provide guidance with some
measure of flexibility, acknowledging
the difficulty of evaluating the impact of
every scenario and the realities of projects
where buildings may contain inherently
sustainable elements but limited or no
heritage value. All interventions must be
evaluated based on their unique context,
on a case-by-case basis, by experts

Both heritage conservation and sustainability aim
to conserve. In the case of heritage buildings, this
includes considering the inherent performance and
durability of their character-defining assemblies,
systems and materials, and the minimal interventions
required to achieve the most effective sustainability
improvements.
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4.5 ALTERNATE COMPLIANCE

The following considerations for energy efficiency
in historic structures are recommended in the
Standards and Guidelines and can be utilized at the
subject property:

The Rizun Residence may be eligible for heritage
variances that will enable a higher degree of
heritage conservation and retention of original
material, including considerations available under
the following municipal legislation.

General
• Working with sustainability and conservation
specialists to determine the most appropriate
solution to sustainability requirements with
the least impact on the character-defining
elements and overall heritage value of the
historic building.

4.5.1 BRITISH COLUMBIA BUILDING CODE
Building Code upgrading ensures life safety and
long-term protection for historic resources. It is
important to consider heritage buildings on a caseby-case basis, as the blanket application of Code
requirements do not recognize the individual
requirements and inherent strengths of each
building. Over the past few years, a number of
equivalencies have been developed and adopted
in the British Columbia Building Code that enable
more sensitive and appropriate heritage building
upgrades. For example, the use of sprinklers in a
heritage structure helps to satisfy fire separation
and exiting requirements. Table A-1.1.1.1., found in
Appendix A of the Code, outlines the “Alternative
Compliance Methods for Heritage Buildings.”

Envelope
• Adding new features to meet sustainability
requirements in a manner that respects the
exterior form and minimizes impact on
character-defining elements.
• Exercising caution and foreseeing the potential
effects of insulating the building envelope to
avoid damaging changes, such as displacing
the dew point and creating thermal bridges, or
increasing the snow load.
• Ensuring that structural, drainage and access
requirements to improve the roof’s energy
efficiency can be met without damaging
character-defining elements.

Given that Code compliance is such a significant
factor in the conservation of heritage buildings, the
most important consideration is to provide viable
economic methods of achieving building upgrades.
In addition to the equivalencies offered under the
current Code, the City can also accept the report of
a Building Code Engineer as to acceptable levels of
code performance.

Windows, Doors
• Complying with energy efficiency objectives
in upgrades to character-defining doors,
windows and storefronts by installing weatherstripping, storm windows, interior shades and,
if historically appropriate, blinds and awnings.
The energy efficiency of the building envelope
and systems as a whole should be considered.
• Maintaining the building’s inherent energyconserving features in good operating
condition, such as operable windows or
louvred blinds for natural ventilation.

4.5.2 ENERGY EFFICIENCY ACT
The provincial Energy Efficiency Act (Energy
Efficiency Standards Regulation) was amended in
2009 to exempt buildings protected through heritage
designation or listed on a community heritage
register from compliance with the regulations.
Energy Efficiency standards therefore do not apply to
windows, glazing products, door slabs or products
installed in heritage buildings. This means that
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exemptions can be allowed to energy upgrading
measures that would destroy heritage characterdefining elements such as original windows and
doors.

Amendments to the Homeowner Protection Act
Regulation made in 2010 allow for exemptions for
heritage sites from the need to fully conform to the
BC Building Code under certain conditions, thus
removing some of the barriers to compliance that
previously conflicted with heritage conservation
standards and guidelines. The changes comprised:
1. an amendment to the Homeowner Protection
Act Regulation, BC Reg. 29/99 that allows a
warranty provider, in the case of a commercial
to residential conversion, to exclude
components of the building that have heritage
value from the requirement for a warranty, and
2. clarification of the definition of ‘substantial
reconstruction.’ The latter clarification explains
that 75% of a home must be reconstructed
for it to be considered a ‘new home’ under
the Homeowner Protection Act, thus enabling
single-family dwelling to multi-family and
strata conversions with a maximum of 75%
reconstruction to be exempt from home
warranty insurance. The definition of a heritage
building is consistent with that under the
Energy Efficiency Act.

These provisions do not preclude that heritage
buildings must be made more energy efficient,
but they do allow a more sensitive approach of
alternate compliance to individual situations and a
higher degree of retained integrity. Increased energy
performance can be provided through non-intrusive
methods of alternate compliance, such as improved
insulation and mechanical systems. Please refer to
the Standards & Guidelines for the Conservation of
Historic Places in Canada for further detail about
“Energy Efficiency Considerations.”

4.5.3 HOMEOWNER PROTECTION ACT
The Homeowner Protection Act was implemented in
1998 as a means to strengthen consumer protection
for the purchase of new homes. The act was passed
following a commission of enquiry into the leaky
condo crisis, and was intended on protecting
homeowners by ensuring home warranty insurance
was provided on new construction, covering two
years on labour and materials, five years on the
building envelope and 10 years on the structure
of the home. As the Act was intended to regulate
new construction, considerations were not taken of
buildings that have remained in sound condition for
a many number of years that already far exceeded
what the HPA requires for a warranty on a new
home. The act did not take into consideration the
protection of heritage projects, and consequently
resulted in the loss of significant heritage fabric
through the requirement of new windows and
rainscreen wall assemblies on residential heritage
rehabilitation projects. An example being the
requirement to remove original wooden siding
that has successfully protected the building for 100
years, and replace it with a rainscreen assembly
that is only warrantied for five years. Not only was
valuable heritage fabric lost, but new materials will
likely not last nearly as long as the original.

The Rizun Residence falls into the second category,
as the proposed project involves retaining a high
degree of the original structure and less than 75%
of the house will be reconstructed. Consequently,
this project is not considered a substantial
reconstruction as per the amended definition
in the Homeowners Protection Act, and will be
exempt from the requirement of a warranty. This
amendment will enable a higher degree of retention
and preservation of original fenestration, siding and
woodwork.
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4.6 SITE PROTECTION & STABILIZATION

The following checklist will ensure that work items
for the protection during the temporary mothballing
of the historic structure are not inadvertently omitted
and the heritage resource secured:

It is the responsibility of the owner to ensure the
heritage resource is protected from damage at all
times. At any time that the house is left vacant, it
should be secured against intrusion and vandalism
through the use of appropriate fencing and security
measures. This is especially important if the building
is missing windows or doors or is left elevated for
any period of time. Security measure may include
mothballing the historic property and/or hiring a
security guard for the duration of the work. Generally,
once a heritage property is no longer undergoing
rehabilitation work and is under occupancy of its
owners, lockable doors and lower level windows
and continued monitoring by the owners should
be adequate protection. A comprehensive site
protection plan should be developed in discussion
between owner, contractor and/or architect. Plan
may be reviewed by Heritage Consultant, is desired.

Moisture
☐☐ Is the roof watertight?
☐☐ Is exterior cladding in good condition to keep
water out?
☐☐ Is the site of the temporary location properly
graded for water run-off?
Ventilation
☐☐ Have steps been taken to ensure proper
ventilation of the building?
☐☐ Have interior doors been left open for
ventilation purposes?
☐☐ Has the secured building been checked within
the last 3 months for interior dampness or
excessive humidity?
Pests
☐☐ Have nests/pests been removed from the
building’s interior and eaves?
☐☐ Are adequate screens in place to guard against
pests?
☐☐ Has the building been inspected and treated
for termites, carpenter ants, rodents, etc.?

In the event that the house is damaged or destroyed,
the owner will be required to pay the damages and
may face additional fines. Section 21.2 under the
Preservation Intervention category of the Heritage
Conservation Act states “if the minister considers
that property protected under section 13 (2) is
subject to damage or deterioration and is being
unreasonably neglected by the owner, the minister
may order the owner, on terms and conditions
and to specifications that the minister considers
appropriate, to preserve the property at the expense
of the owner or at the expense of the owner and the
government on a cost sharing basis”.

Security
☐☐ Are smoke and fire detectors in working order?
☐☐ Are wall openings boarded up and exterior
doors securely fastened?
☐☐ Are plans in place to monitor the building on a
regular basis?
☐☐ Are the keys to the building in a secure but
accessible location?
☐☐ Are the grounds being kept from becoming
overgrown?

The existing house at 19678-80 Ave is currently
vacant and the structure is temporarily boarded
up to protect it from the weather and to prohibit
unauthorized access. The building should be
continually monitored to ensure the above
guidelines are met.
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☐☐ Have the following been removed from the
interior: trash, hazardous materials such as
inflammable liquids, poisons, and paints and
canned goods that could freeze and burst?
☐☐ Is the site securely fenced and regularly
patrolled?
☐☐ Is the building signed identifying it as a
protected heritage building with a phone
number for citizens to call with questions or
concerns or report vandals?
The aforementioned items will assist in protecting
the heritage resource that is currently unoccupied
during the planning process until actual site work
commences.
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A condition review of the Rizun Residence was
carried out during a site visit in October, 2017.
The recommendations for the restoration and
rehabilitation of the historic façades are based
on the site review, material samples and archival
documents that provide valuable information about
the original appearance of the historic building.

This strategy maintains the front elevation of the
house in its original orientation north to 80th Ave,
and also provides good public visibility of the north
and east elevations of the house. Landscaping at
the south and west elevations will be lowered to
accommodate daylight into the lower level. The
detached garage is to be removed as part of the
redevelopment scheme.

The following chapter describes the materials,
physical condition and recommended conservation
strategy for the Rizun Residence based on Parks
Canada Standards & Guidelines for the Conservation
of Historic Places in Canada (2010).

All heritage resources within the site should
be protected from damage or destruction at all
times. Reference Section 4.6: Site Protection &
Stabilization for further information.
Conservation Strategy: Rehabilitation and
Relocation
• Retain the main frontage on 80th Ave.
• Any drainage issues should be addressed
through the provision of adequate site drainage
measures.
• A relocation plan should be prepared prior
to relocation that ensures that the least
destructive method of relocation will be used.
• Alterations to the historic structure proposed
to further the relocation process should be
evaluated in accordance with the Conservation

5.1 SITE
The development of the site proposes the relocation
of the historic structure to the northeast corner
of the existing property, directly adjacent to its
original location, and placed on an excavated new
foundation. It will be located on a single-family,
fee simple lot, adjacent to the proposed new
development.

Aerial view showing existing original location of Rizun Residence at 19678-80 Ave., Langley, BC.
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•
•

•

•

•

5.2 FORM, SCALE & MASSING

Plan and reviewed by the Heritage Consultant.
This may involve the salvage and reuse of
historic material, as necessary.
Only an experienced and qualified contractor
shall undertake the physical relocation of the
historic structure.
Preserve historic fabric of the exterior
elevations including the wood-frame structure,
siding and wood sash windows to the greatest
extent possible.
If the structure is temporarily stored prior to
final relocation, ensure that it is tightly secured
from ingress and vandalism, including a
secure perimeter fence. Post an appropriate
sign stating heritage status. Consider security
alarms and systems.
The final relative location to grade should
match the original as closely as possible,
taking into account applicable codes and
practical constraints.
Provide utility installations for electricity,
communication and other service connections
underground if possible. Any installations
located above ground should be incorporated
harmoniously into the design concept for the
relocated structure.

The Rizun Residence features an early vernacular
farmhouse form, scale, and massing, as characterized
by its one-and-one-half storey height, its side-gabled
roof with projecting one-and-one-half storey height
front-gabled wing and front porch. The original
simple rectangular farmhouse was likely extended
at some point early in its lifespan.
The existing form, scale, and massing will be
preserved as part of the rehabilitation scheme.
The early exterior form will not be altered during
relocation and rehabilitation. The north and east
elevations will maintain the same height relative to
grade following relocation. The site surrounding the
the rear south and west elevations will be lowered
to accommodate daylight, and will not be visible
from the main frontage on 80th Ave.
Conservation Strategy: Preservation
• Preserve the overall form, scale and massing of
the building.
• Preserve the height relative to grade on the
front north and east elevations.

North elevation, October 2017.
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North elevation demonstrating condition of exterior siding and boarded up windows.

5.3 FOUNDATIONS

Conservation Strategy: New
• A new foundation will be constructed.
Concrete is a suitable material. New material
should match original in appearance, as
viewed from the exterior.
• The house should retain its general appearance
relative to grade as viewed from north and east
elevations.
• Foundations should be reviewed by a
Structural Engineer. Once condition is
assessed, conservation recommendations can
be finalized.

The house currently sits on poured concrete
foundations, which will be demolished following
relocation of the structure. New foundations will
be poured in the proposed new adjacent location.
Appropriate concrete foundation materials will
be used at the new site. Careful attention should
be executed to ensure the exterior walls above
grade are not damaged during relocation and
rehabilitation work.
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•

To ensure the prolonged preservation of the
new foundations, all landscaping should be
separated from the foundations at grade by a
course of gravel or decorative stones, which
help prevent splash back and assist drainage.
New vegetation may assist in concealing the
newly exposed foundations, if desired.

5.4 EXTERIOR WOOD-FRAME WALLS
The one and one-half storey structure with raised
basement level is built in traditional wood-frame
construction, featuring original wooden drop siding
on all elevations, and surviving, original wood
features. All of these features are important characterdefining elements that should be preserved and
repaired as required.
In general, the exterior wood-frame walls appear
to be in fair condition, with signs of deterioration
in the form of discolouration and staining, broken
or missing pieces. The exterior walls also show
biological growth in localized areas, which indicate
moisture retention, and potential water ingress
particularly in areas where sun exposure is limited.
Further investigation is required to determine the
condition of existing wood-frame walls and exterior
wood elements.

Existing condition of wood trim.

a soft, natural bristle brush, without water,
to remove dirt and other material. If a more
intense cleaning is required, this can be
accomplished with warm water, mild detergent
(such as D/2 Biological Solution®) and a soft
bristle brush. High-pressure power washing,
abrasive cleaning or sandblasting should not
be allowed under any circumstances.

Conservation Strategy: Rehabilitation
• Due to the integrity of wood frame structure,
the exterior walls should be preserved through
retention and in-situ repair work.
• Preserve the original wood-frame structure of
the historic building.
• Preserve the wooden drop siding, depending
on assessment of condition. Repair, prime and
repaint in historic colour scheme. Salvage
any siding in good condition that needs to be
removed.
• Replace damaged siding to match existing in
material, size, profile and thickness.
• Design structural or seismic upgrades so as to
minimize the impact to the character-defining
elements.
• Cleaning procedures should be undertaken
with non-destructive methods. Areas with
biological growth should be cleaned using

5.4.1 WOOD TRIM
The Rizun Residence retains original wood trim,
including bargeboards, corner boards, belly boards,
window trim and sill, and other. In general, the
exterior wood trims appear to be in moderate
condition, with signs of deterioration in the form
of discolouration and staining, broken or missing
pieces. All wood trim elements should be evaluated
to determine full condition.
Conservation Strategy: Rehabilitation
• Any existing trim should be preserved.
• Replace in-kind any material that is too
deteriorated to retain. New material that
is visually physically compatible with the
original should be used. Combed and/or
textured lumber is not acceptable. Hardiplank or other cementitious boards are not
acceptable
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Original wood window with muntins.

Interior original boarded-up window.

5.5 FENESTRATION

5.5.1 WINDOWS

Windows, doors and storefronts are
among the most conspicuous feature of
any building. In addition to their function
— providing light, views, fresh air and
access to the building — their arrangement
and design is fundamental to the building’s
appearance and heritage value. Each
element of fenestration is, in itself, a
complex assembly whose function and
operation must be considered as part of its
conservation.
– Standards and Guidelines for the
Conservation of Historic Places in Canada.

The Rizun Residence features many original woodsash windows. Upper floor original wood-sash
window assemblies are intact and appear to be in
fair condition and feature original thin wood muntin
bars. Windows on the main and lower level are
currently boarded up. Original wood-sash windows
exist on main level in varying degrees of repair and
should be retained and rehabilitated as possible.
However, a number of the original windows on
the main level have been replaced with new
unsympathetic vinyl assemblies, which are to be
replaced with historic replica windows following
relocation. Further investigation is required to
establish condition of all existing original windows.
Conservation Strategy: Rehabilitation
• Inspect for condition and complete detailed
inventory to determine extent of recommended
repair or replacement.
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•
•
•
•
•

•
•

Preserve and repair as required, using in-kind
repair techniques where feasible.
Replace new unsympathetic windows with
wood-sash assemblies to replicate the historic
originals.
Overhaul, tighten/reinforce joints. Repair
frame, trim and counterbalances.
Each window should be made weather tight by
re-puttying and weather-stripping as necessary.
Retain historic glass, where possible. Where
broken glass exists in historic wood-sash
windows, the broken glass should be replaced.
When removing broken glass, the exterior
putty should be carefully chipped off with
a chisel and the glazier’s points should be
removed. The wood where the new glass will
be rested on should be scraped and cleaned
well, and given a coat of linseed oil to prevent
the wood from absorbing the oil from the
new putty. The new glass should be cut 1/161/8th smaller than the opening to allow for
expansion and irregularities in the opening,
to ensure the glazing does not crack due to
natural forces. Window repairs should be
undertaken by a contractor skilled in heritage
restoration.
Rehabilitated wood windows to be singleglazed to preserve the integrity of the the
original assemblies and detailing.
Prime and repaint as required in appropriate
colour, based on colour schedule devised by
Heritage Consultant.

Existing condition of chimney.

Existing condition of roof. North Elevation. Note heavy build-up
of organics.

5.6 ROOF
The original side-gabled roof with projecting oneand-one-half storey height front-gabled wing has
been retained. Original roofing material has been
replaced with asphalt shingles. The roof cladding
system appears to be in poor condition and will be
replaced as part of the rehabilitation scheme.

5.5.2 DOORS

Conservation Recommendation: Rehabilitation
• Preserve the roof structure in its current
configuration, as expressed by its side-gabled
structure with projecting one-and-one-half
storey height front-gabled wing
• If required, roofing membrane and cladding
system may be rehabilitated. Cedar shingles
are the preferred material, but Duroid 3-tab
shingles or Aged Cedar Enviroshingles™ are
also acceptable.
• Retain the original bargeboards and fascia
boards, as well as the soffit any exposed roof
elements, as possible. Replace in-kind any
material that is too deteriorated to retain.

Two original exterior front doors remain on the
Rizun Residence, one with octagonal textured glass
inset window and one with vertical glazing, and are
currently boarded up. Rear door has been removed.
Conservation Strategy: Rehabilitation
• Retain the front facade door openings in their
original locations, and retain and rehabilitate
all original doors.
• New doors should be visually compatible with
the historic character of the building.
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•

Design and install adequate rainwater
disposal system and ensure proper drainage
from the site is maintained. Wood gutters
with galvanized steel downspouts are
recommended. Aluminum in appropriate
colours is also acceptable. Paint or provide
specification of drainage system elements
according to colour schedule devised by
Heritage Consultant.

5.6.1 CHIMNEY
The Rizun Residence features two brick chimneys.
The south elevation external chimney is not original
and will be removed as part of the redevelopment
scheme. The internal original chimney has been
retained, but the topmost original brickwork has
been removed and replaced with unsympathetic
red brick. Further investigation is required into the
physical condition and structural integrity of the
internal chimney.

Existing south chimney to be removed..

Conservation Recommendation: Rehabilitation
• Remove unsympathetic external south
chimney.
• Preserve the internal yellow brick chimney in
its original configuration, if possible. Remove
unsympathetic new brick and replace with
yellow brick to match original. Rebuild historic
chimney-top appearance, as possible.
• Remove existing paint using approved heritage
paint removal techniques.
• Chimney may require structural stabilization.
• Investigate condition of brickwork. If required,
masonry may be repointed and cleaned
using a natural bristle brush and mild rinse
detergent.
• Masonry may require repainting. Paint
chimney according to colour schedule devised
by Heritage Consultant.
• Retain and stabilize chimney in place during
relocation, if possible. If required, chimney
may be dismantled and reconstructed
following relocation of historic house.

Internal original chimney. Red brickwork to be replaced.
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5.7 EXTERIOR COLOUR SCHEDULE
Part of the restoration process is to finish the
building in historically appropriate paint colours.
The following preliminary colour scheme has been
derived by the Heritage Consultant, based on onsite paint sampling and microscopic paint analysis.
The colours have been matched to Benjamin
Moore’s Historical True Colours Palette. Further onsite analysis is required for final colour confirmation
once access is available.
Prior to final paint application, samples of these
colours should be placed on the building to be
viewed in natural light. Final colour selection
can then be verified. Matching to any other paint
company products should be verified by the
Heritage Consultant.
Conservation Strategy: Restoration
• Restore with appropriate historic colour
scheme for exterior painted finishes.

PRELIMINARY COLOUR TABLE: RIZUN RESIDENCE, 19678-80 AVE, LANGLEY, BC
Element

Colour*

Code

Sample

Finish

Window Sashes

White Dove

OC-17

High Gloss

Siding

White Dove

OC-17

Eggshell

Caldwell Green

HC-124

Semi Gloss

Wood Trim

*Paint colours matched from Benjamin Moore’s Historical Vancouver True Colours
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6.0 MAINTENANCE PLAN
A Maintenance Plan should be adopted by the
property owner, who is responsible for the longterm protection of the heritage features of the Rizun
Residence. The Maintenance Plan should include
provisions for:
• Copies of the Maintenance Plan and this
Conservation Report to be incorporated into
the terms of reference for the management and
maintenance contract for the building;
• Cyclical maintenance procedures to be
adopted as outlined below;
• Record drawings and photos of the building
to be kept by the management / maintenance
contractor; and
• Records of all maintenance procedures to be
kept by the owner.

The assumption that newly renovated buildings
become immune to deterioration and require
less maintenance is a falsehood. Rather, newly
renovated buildings require heightened vigilance to
spot errors in construction where previous problems
had not occurred, and where deterioration may gain
a foothold.
Routine maintenance keeps water out of the
building, which is the single most damaging element
to a heritage building. Maintenance also prevents
damage by sun, wind, snow, frost and all weather;
prevents damage by insects and vermin; and
aids in protecting all parts of the building against
deterioration. The effort and expense expended on
an aggressive maintenance plan will not only lead
to a higher degree of preservation, but also over time
potentially save large amounts of money otherwise
required for later repairs.

A thorough maintenance plan will ensure the
integrity of the Rizun Residence is preserved. If
existing materials are regularly maintained and
deterioration is significantly reduced or prevented,
the integrity of materials and workmanship of the
building will be protected. Proper maintenance is
the most cost effective method of extending the life
of a building, and preserving its character-defining
elements. The survival of historic buildings in good
condition is primarily due to regular upkeep and the
preservation of historic materials.

6.2 PERMITTING
Repair activities, such as simple in-kind repair of
materials, or repainting in the same colour, should
be exempt from requiring city permits. Other more
intensive activities may require the issuance of a
Heritage Alteration Permit.

6.1 MAINTENANCE GUIDELINES

6.3 ROUTINE, CYCLICAL AND NONDESTRUCTIVE CLEANING

A maintenance schedule should be formulated
that adheres to the Standards & Guidelines for
the Conservation of Historic Places in Canada. As
defined by the Standards & Guidelines, maintenance
is defined as:
Routine, cyclical, non-destructive actions
necessary to slow the deterioration
of a historic place. It entails periodic
inspection; routine, cyclical, nondestructive cleaning; minor repair and
refinishing operations; replacement of
damaged or deteriorated materials that are
impractical to save.

Following the Standards & Guidelines for the
Conservation of Historic Places in Canada, be
mindful of the principle that recommends “using
the gentlest means possible”. Any cleaning
procedures should be undertaken on a routine basis
and should be undertaken with non-destructive
methods. Cleaning should be limited to the exterior
material such as concrete and stucco wall surfaces
and wood elements such as storefront frames. All of
these elements are usually easily cleaned, simply
with a soft, natural bristle brush, without water, to
remove dirt and other material. If a more intensive
cleaning is required, this can be accomplished
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with warm water, mild detergent and a soft bristle
brush. High-pressure washing, sandblasting or other
abrasive cleaning should not be undertaken under
any circumstances.

copies of the building’s elevation drawings on which
to mark areas of concern such as cracks, staining and
rot. These observations can then be included in the
report. The report need not be overly complicated
or formal, but must be thorough, clear and concise.
Issues of concern, taken from the report should then
be entered in a log book so that corrective action
can be documented and tracked. Major issues of
concern should be extracted from the report by the
property manager.

6.4 REPAIRS AND REPLACEMENT OF
DETERIORATED MATERIALS
Interventions such as repairs and replacements
must conform to the Standards & Guidelines for
the Conservation of Historic Places in Canada.
The building’s character-defining elements–
characteristics of the building that contribute to its
heritage value (and identified in the Statement of
Significance) such as materials, form, configuration,
etc.–must be conserved, referencing the following
principles to guide interventions:
• An approach of minimal intervention must be
adopted - where intervention is carried out it
will be by the least intrusive and most gentle
means possible.
• Repair rather than replace character-defining
elements.
• Repair character-defining elements using
recognized conservation methods.
• Replace ‘in kind’ extensively deteriorated or
missing parts of character-defining elements.
• Make interventions physically and visually
compatible with the historic place.

An appropriate schedule for regular, periodic
inspections would be twice a year, preferably
during spring and fall. The spring inspection should
be more rigorous since in spring moisture-related
deterioration is most visible, and because needed
work, such as painting, can be completed during
the good weather in summer. The fall inspection
should focus on seasonal issues such as weathersealants, mechanical (heating) systems and drainage
issues. Comprehensive inspections should occur at
five-year periods, comparing records from previous
inspections and the original work, particularly in
monitoring structural movement and durability of
utilities. Inspections should also occur after major
storms.

6.6 INFORMATION FILE
The building should have its own information file
where an inspection report can be filed. This file
should also contain the log book that itemizes
problems and corrective action. Additionally, this
file should contain building plans, building permits,
heritage reports, photographs and other relevant
documentation so that a complete understanding of
the building and its evolution is readily available,
which will aid in determining appropriate
interventions when needed.

6.5 INSPECTIONS
Inspections are a key element in the maintenance
plan, and should be carried out by a qualified
person or firm, preferably with experience in the
assessment of heritage buildings. These inspections
should be conducted on a regular and timely
schedule. The inspection should address all aspects
of the building including exterior, interior and
site conditions. It makes good sense to inspect a
building in wet weather, as well as in dry, in order
to see how water runs off–or through–a building.
From this inspection, an inspection report should
be compiled that will include notes, sketches and
observations. It is helpful for the inspector to have

The file should also contain a list outlining the
finishes and materials used, and information
detailing where they are available (store, supplier).
The building owner should keep on hand a stock of
spare materials for minor repairs.
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6.6.1 LOG BOOK

be viewed as a warning for a much larger and
worrisome water damage problem elsewhere and
should be fixed immediately.

The maintenance log book is an important
maintenance tool that should be kept to record
all maintenance activities, recurring problems
and building observations and will assist in the
overall maintenance planning of the building.
Routine maintenance work should be noted in the
maintenance log to keep track of past, and plan
future, activities. All items noted on the maintenance
log should indicate the date, problem, type of repair,
location and all other observations and information
pertaining to each specific maintenance activity.

6.7.1 INSPECTION CHECKLIST
The following checklist considers a wide range of
potential problems specific to the Rizun Residence,
such as water/moisture penetration, material
deterioration and structural deterioration. This does
not include interior inspections.
EXTERIOR INSPECTION
Site Inspection:
☐☐ Is the lot well drained? Is there pooling of
water?
☐☐ Does water drain away from foundation?

Each log should include the full list of recommended
maintenance and inspection areas noted in this
Maintenance Plan, to ensure a record of all activities
is maintained. A full record of these activities will
help in planning future repairs and provide valuable
building information for all parties involved in the
overall maintenance and operation of the building,
and will provide essential information for long term
programming and determining of future budgets.
It will also serve as a reminded to amend the
maintenance and inspection activities should new
issues be discovered or previous recommendations
prove inaccurate.

Foundation
☐☐ Moisture: Is rising damp present?
☐☐ Is there back splashing from ground to
structure?
☐☐ Is any moisture problem general or local?
☐☐ Is spalling from freezing present? (Flakes or
powder?)
☐☐ Is efflorescence present?
☐☐ Is spalling from sub-fluorescence present?
☐☐ Is damp proof course present?
☐☐ Are there shrinkage cracks in the foundation?
☐☐ Are there movement cracks in the foundation?
☐☐ Is crack monitoring required?
☐☐ Is uneven foundation settlement evident?
☐☐ Do foundation openings (doors and windows)
show: rot; insect attack; paint failure; soil
build-up;
☐☐ Deflection of lintels?

The log book will also indicate unexpectedly
repeated repairs, which may help in solving more
serious problems that may arise in the historic
building. The log book is a living document that will
require constant adding to, and should be kept in
the information file along with other documentation
noted in section 6.6 Information File.

6.7 EXTERIOR MAINTENANCE

Wood Elements
☐☐ Are there moisture problems present? (Rising
damp, rain penetration, condensation moisture
from plants, water run-off from roof, sills, or
ledges?)
☐☐ Is wood in direct contact with the ground?
☐☐ Is there insect attack present? Where and
probable source?
☐☐ Is there fungal attack present? Where and
probable source?

Water, in all its forms and sources (rain, snow, frost,
rising ground water, leaking pipes, back-splash,
etc.) is the single most damaging element to historic
buildings.
The most common place for water to enter a
building is through the roof. Keeping roofs repaired
or renewed is the most cost-effective maintenance
option. Evidence of a small interior leak should
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☐☐ Are there any other forms of biological attack?
(Moss, birds, etc.) Where and probable source?
☐☐ Is any wood surface damaged from UV
radiation? (bleached surface, loose surface
fibres)
☐☐ Is any wood warped, cupped or twisted?
☐☐ Is any wood split? Are there loose knots?
☐☐ Are nails pulling loose or rusted?
☐☐ Is there any staining of wood elements?
Source?

Doors
☐☐ Do the doors create a good seal when closed?
☐☐ Are the hinges sprung? In need of lubrication?
☐☐ Do locks and latches work freely?
☐☐ If glazed, is the glass in good condition? Does
the putty need repair?
☐☐ Are door frames wicking up water? Where?
Why?
☐☐ Are door frames caulked at the cladding? Is the
caulking in good condition?
☐☐ Are wood elements showing any signs of
moisture damage or deterioration?
☐☐ What is the condition of the sill?

Condition of Exterior Painted Materials
☐☐ Paint shows: blistering, sagging or wrinkling,
alligatoring, peeling. Cause?
☐☐ Paint has the following stains: rust, bleeding
knots, mildew, etc. Cause?
☐☐ Paint cleanliness, especially at air vents?

Gutters and Downspouts
☐☐ Are downspouts leaking? Clogged? Are there
holes or corrosion? (Water against structure)
☐☐ Are downspouts complete without any missing
sections? Are they properly connected?
☐☐ Is the water being effectively carried away
from the downspout by a drainage system?
☐☐ Do downspouts drain completely away?

Verandahs / Porches:
☐☐ Are steps safe? Handrails secure?
☐☐ Do any support columns show rot at their
bases?
☐☐ Attachment–are porches, steps, etc. securely
connected to the building?

Roof
☐☐ Are there water blockage points?
☐☐ Is the leading edge of the roof wet?
☐☐ Is there evidence of biological attack? (Fungus,
moss, birds, insects)
☐☐ Are shingles wind damaged or severely
weathered? Are they cupped or split or lifting?
☐☐ Are the nails sound? Are there loose or missing
shingles?
☐☐ Are flashings well seated?
☐☐ If there is a lightening protection system are
the cables properly connected and grounded?
☐☐ Does the soffit show any signs of water
damage? Insect or bird infestation?
☐☐ Are the drain pipes plugged or standing proud?

Windows
☐☐ Is there glass cracked or missing?
☐☐ If the glazing is puttied has it gone brittle and
cracked? Fallen out? Painted to shed water?
☐☐ If the glass is secured by beading, are the
beads in good condition?
☐☐ Is there condensation or water damage to the
paint?
☐☐ Are the sashes easy to operate? If hinged, do
they swing freely?
☐☐ Is the frame free from distortion?
☐☐ Do sills show weathering or deterioration?
☐☐ Are drip mouldings/flashing above the
windows properly shedding water?
☐☐ Is the caulking between the frame and the
cladding in good condition?
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6.7.2 MAINTENANCE PROGRAMME

Five-Year Cycle
• A full inspection report should be undertaken
every five years comparing records from
previous inspections and the original work,
particularly monitoring structural movement
and durability of utilities.
• Repaint windows every five to fifteen years.

INSPECTION CYCLE:
Daily
• Observations noted during cleaning (cracks;
damp, dripping pipes; malfunctioning
hardware; etc.) to be noted in log book or
building file.

Ten-Year Cycle
• Check condition of roof every ten years after
last replacement.

Semi-annually
• Semi-annual inspection and report with
special focus on seasonal issues.
• Thorough cleaning of drainage system to cope
with winter rains and summer storms.
• Check condition of weather sealants (Fall).
• Clean the exterior using a soft bristle broom/
brush.

Twenty-Year Cycle
• Confirm condition of roof and estimate effective
lifespan. Replace when required.
Major Maintenance Work (as required)
• Thorough repainting, downspout and drain
replacement; replacement of deteriorated
building materials; etc.

Annually (Spring)
• Inspect concrete for cracks, deterioration.
• Inspect metal elements, especially in areas that
may trap water.
• Inspect windows for paint and glazing
compound failure, corrosion and wood decay
and proper operation.
• Complete annual inspection and report.
• Clean out of all perimeter drains and rainwater
systems.
• Touch up worn paint on the building’s exterior.
• Check for plant, insect or animal infestation.
• Routine cleaning, as required.
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APPENDIX A: RESEARCH SUMMARY
HISTORIC NAME: Rizun Residence
ADDRESS: 19678-80 Avenue, Township of Langley
DATE OF CONSTRUCTION: ca. 1931; expanded
in the 1940s
Interview:
Interview with Hilda Rizun, wife of Steve Rizun,
who lived in the house for the majority of his
childhood and adolescence. Both Steve and Hilda
remember the house well.
British Columbia Vital Event:
Thomas Starchuck and Wacluna Rizun married June
11, 1939 in Vancouver;
Registration #1939-09-472426
Publication:
• The Place Between, Aldergrove and
Communities. Alder Grove Heritage Society, 2
volumes: 1993 and 2001.
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TOL Langley High basketball team of 1946, Steve Rizin centre (LCM 4790)
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Steve Rizin (sic), centre left, as part of his high school class, 1946 (Langley Centennial Museum 4791)
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Thomas Starchuk (sic) and Wacluna Rizun marriage certificate, June 11, 1939, B.C. registration number
1939-09-472426
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STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE:
McCRIMMON RESIDENCE AND TEMPERANCE HOTEL

NAME: McCrimmon Residence and Temperance Hotel
ADDRESS: 21641 48 Avenue, Langley, British Columbia
COMMUNITY: Murrayville
ORIGINAL OWNER: Archibald McCrimmon
DATE OF CONSTRUCTION: circa 1889
HERITAGE STATUS: Community Heritage Register
DESCRIPTION
The McCrimmon Residence and Temperance Hotel is a two storey, Late Victorian-era residence
located in the Langley community of Murrayville. The building features Carpenter ornamentation
and a wraparound verandah.
HERITAGE VALUE
The McCrimmon Residence and Temperance Hotel building, constructed circa 1889, is significant
as one of the earlier extant residences in the Murrayville community, built by pioneer Archibald
McCrimmon, and for its early use as a travellers hotel. The house is additionally valued for its Late
Victorian architecture with distinct Carpenter ornamentation.
The McCrimmon Residence and Temperance Hotel is significant for its association with the early
development of Murrayville, and Murray’s Corners specifically. This area was first settled in 1870,
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when Irish pioneer Paul Murray arrived in Langley and received crown grants of 65 hectares on
each corner of the New Westminster-Yale Road-Fort Langley Trail intersection, later known as
Murray’s Corners. In 1889, the brush was cleared for the construction of the first church in the
area. The adjacent fertile land was opened up for farming and homes, including the McCrimmon
Residence, were constructed, resulting in the development of one of the earliest settlements in
Langley. The house was an important structure in the Murray’s Corners area during the late 1800s
and early 1900s. The house was built by Archibald McCrimmon, who had arrived in Murrayville,
via Vancouver, from Kincardine, Ontario, in 1886. An active local citizen, McCrimmon operated a
travellers hotel as well as the community’s first postal outlet (1902-1909) from this house.
Archibald McCrimmon operated the ‘Temperance Hotel’ from the house beginning in 1900.
Following his death in 1913, the house was sold to James P. Smith, who continued the hotel
function. Hotels were essential in early Langley as they not only accommodated numerous
travellers, but also provided seasonal accommodation for workers in the resource industries. Early
hotels, like the Temperance Hotel, were often strategically located along Langley’s major
transportation routes, both to attract those utilizing the roadways and to offer convenient access to
local businesses and services.
The McCrimmon Residence and Temperance Hotel is additionally valued as an excellent example
of modest, Late Victorian architecture, constructed by one of Langley’s early settlers. Built from
readily available, local materials, this house reflects the era in which it was constructed and is
characterized by details such as its wraparound verandah and Carpenter ornamentation, including
scroll-cut brackets. Integral to the concept of many Victorian-era buildings was the use of such
ornamentation, the production of which was facilitated by improvements in construction
technology, including the invention of the steam-driven circular buzz saw that allowed for the fast
creation of decorative, repetitive features.
CHARACTER-DEFINING ELEMENTS
Key elements that define the heritage character of the McCrimmon Residence and Temperance
Hotel include its:
• location on a large landscaped corner lot in the centre of the Murrayville community;
• continuing commercial use;
• residential form, scale and massing, as reflected in the L-shaped footprint of the building,
wraparound verandah, asymmetrical massing, and compound gabled roof;
• Late Victorian style as exemplified by Carpenter ornamentation such as chamfered
verandah columns with scroll-cut brackets, and gable screens;
• wood frame construction including balloon framing, and dimensional window and door
trim;
• 2-over 2 double-hung wooden sash windows, with upper sash horns;
• one central internal red brick chimney; and
• early landscape features, including a row of five Lombardy Poplars planted by William
Lloyd Marr in 1929.
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RESEARCH SUMMARY
HERITAGE INVENTORY, 1992:
ARCHIBALD McCRIMMON RESIDENCE
21641 48 AVENUE
Built circa 1889
Built by Archibald McCrimmon, who arrived in Murrayville, via Vancouver, from Kincardine,
Ontario, in 1886. McCrimmon operated a postal outlet from the porch of this house between July,
1902, and November, 1909. The building was sold to James P. Smith, in 1910, who turned it into
a boarding house for overnight travellers. The form and detailing of the building remains virtually
intact, although a later siding has been applied over the original. The property contains remnants
of an old box hedge and some mature Lombardy Poplars, planted by William Lloyd Marr in 1929.
DIRECTORIES:
• 1899 – William’s Official B.C. Directory – Langley Prairie – McCrimmon, A., farmer
• 1900 – Henderson’s B.C. Gazetteer and Directory – Langley Prairie – McCrimmon, A.,
farmer; and McCrimmon, A.F. Temperance Hotel
• 1905 – Henderson’s Directory – Langley Prairie – McCrimmon, A. F. Temperance Hotel
• 1911 - Henderson’s Directory – Langley Prairie – McCrimmon, A. F. Temperance Hotel
• 1913 – Henderson’s Directory – Murrayville – McCrimmon A F hotel
• 1918 – Wrigley’s B.C. Directory – Murrayville – Smith James P rooming house
VITAL EVENTS:
• Death Registration: Archibald F. McCrimmon; April 25, 1913; Reg. #1913-09-088736;
B.C. Archives Microfilm #B13090
• Death Registration: Isabella McCrimmon; May 27, 1901; Reg. #1901-09-081223; B.C.
Archives Microfilm #B13088
ADDITIONAL RESEARCH:
• Library and Archives Canada: Post Offices and Postmasters
o Murrayville: Postmaster A.F. McCrimmon; 1902-07-01; 1909-11-12: Resignation
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“Buildings in Murrayville”, between 1920 and 1930, Langley Centennial Museum #1062

“James P Smith on the steps of the McCrimmon house in Murrayville, BC”, no date, Langley Centennial
Museum #1068
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“McCrimmon House, 21641 48 Avenue, Murrayville”, no date, Langley Centennial Museum #2008.055.001

“McCrimmon House, 21641 48 Avenue, Murrayville”, 1980s, Langley Centennial Museum #2008.055.002
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“Archibald McCrimmon House, 21641 48 Avenue, Murrayville”, 1982, Langley Centennial Museum #3621

Our Shared History: Township of Langley Historic Context & Thematic Framework, Donald
Luxton & Associates 2017:
COMPONENT 2.E.3: SERVICE INDUSTRIES
LODGING & HOTELS
Hotels accommodated numerous travellers, as well as providing seasonal accommodation
for workers in the resource industries. Early hotels were located along Langley’s major
transportation routes. The first hotel in Langley was the Fort Langley Hotel (originally known
as just the Langley Hotel).
There were three "long term" hotel keepers at the Langley: James Taylor, from the 1860s until
about 1889, Peter Stanley Brown, who ran it from 1891-1914, and Jack Webster, who ran it
from 1914 - circa 1938. After many years and several renovations, the hotel was the oldest
in B.C. at the time that it was burned to the ground in 1974. The Towle family established
the Commercial Hotel almost directly across from the Langley Hotel in 1871.
At the Five Corners intersection on Old Yale Road, a 'stopping house' was built in 1887 at a
distance of one day's journey from Vancouver. This was the first permanent structure at
Murray's Corners, on Old Yale Road. This structure still exists today, at the heart of the
Murrayville community. The hotel had a large annex (no longer extant), a bar (closed down
after one year of operation), a restaurant, and accommodation for about twenty people. It is
DONALD LUXTON & ASSOCIATES INC. AUGUST 2018
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a fascinating reminder of the earliest beginnings of the settlement, and is a very rare survivor
in the Lower Mainland of this building type.
As the regional transportation network developed, ‘motels’ developed along car-oriented
arterials that catered to motor tourists. Today, the need for increased tourist accommodation
is being met by a variety of different forms of lodging, including many chain hotels in
different locations.
COMPONENT 5.B.2: ARCHITECTURE
Catalogue illustration of a bandsaw machine, circa 1880s.
[John Henry Walker, delineator. McCord Museum
M930.50.1.334]
As many of the first settlers in the area had most recently
come from Ontario, Quebec and the Maritimes, many of
the first farmhouses display a marked Eastern Canadian
influence. At this time, the Gothic Revival style was very
popular, as may be seen in a number of surviving early
buildings in Langley. The Murdock McIver Residence is
such a building. Typical of eastern Gothic cottages, it has
an open front verandah with decorative brackets, a side
gable roof, and a distinctive steeply-pitched central front
gable wall dormer. The Gothic Revival was also the
preferred style for early churches in Langley. One
surviving example is Sharon Presbyterian Church, which
is a plain and utilitarian structure, but one that proudly
displays its alliance with the Gothic Revival through the use of decorative pointed-arch
stained glass windows.
New technology such as steam-driven circular ‘buzz’ saws and band saws, and the
standardization of lumber sizes revolutionized the construction industry. Integral to the
concept of many Victorian-era buildings was the use of scroll-cut and lathe-turned Carpenter
ornamentation. In addition to satisfying the need for picturesque visual delight, this detailing
also demonstrated – and celebrated – the introduction of steam-driven bandsaws and lathes
that facilitated the production of repetitive ornamentation.
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STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE:
PAYNE/PORTER RESIDENCE

NAME: Payne/Porter Residence
ADDRESS: 4786 217A Street, Langley, British Columbia
COMMUNITY: Murrayville
ORIGINAL OWNER: Richmond Archie Payne
LATER OWNER: Philip Young Porter
DATE OF CONSTRUCTION: 1912
HERITAGE STATUS: Community Heritage Register; Heritage Designation; Heritage Revitalization
Agreement
DESCRIPTION
The Payne/Porter Residence is a one and one-half storey, Edwardian-era house located in the
Langley community of Murrayville. The building is characterized by its gabled-roof with pent
return and full-width front porch with square columns.
HERITAGE VALUE
Constructed in 1912, the Payne/Porter Residence is significant for its association with the
Edwardian-era development of the Township of Langley, as well as with original owner Richmond
DONALD LUXTON & ASSOCIATES INC. AUGUST 2018
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Archie Payne and subsequent owner P.Y. Porter, who acquired the house in the 1930s. The house
is valued additionally for its Edwardian-era architectural style.
The Payne/Porter Residence was constructed at the height of the development boom occurring
across the Lower Mainland in the early 1900s, which reached Langley in 1905 with the arrival of
the Great Northern Railway and was furthered by the arrival of the British Columbia Electric
Railway and the Canadian Northern Railway, both in 1910. This access enabled widespread
community and economic development on a grand scale and shifted the centre of Langley from
the Fort (and the river) to Murrayville. Constructed in 1912 for municipal clerk, Lieutenant, and
Langley Magistrate Richmond Archie Payne, the house is significant as part of this major wave of
residential development in Langley.
Born in Scotland in 1881, Payne arrived in Langley in the early 1900s. He was appointed collector
in 1910 and became a municipal clerk in 1911, serving until retirement in 1945. Payne also
served in World War One, taking a leave from his municipal career during that time. Payne also
served as Magistrate from 1946-1957. Prior to the war, Richmond Archie Payne was among a
group of military minded horsemen in Langley who organized training sessions in order to prepare
for the rumoured war. Payne is also credited, along with Dr. Benjamin Butler Marr, with naming
Langley’s streets after their fallen war comrades. Payne returned from the war and remained in this
house until the 1930s.
The house was purchased by well-known local business owner and active Langley resident Philip
Young (P.Y.) Porter in the 1930s. The Porters had been living in the Langley area since the late
1800s when George Porter opened a blacksmith shop in Murrayville in 1894. In 1917, P.Y., son of
George, purchased the neighbourhood store at Murray’s Corners. Known as Porter’s General Store,
the corner store became a community landmark and social hub and its proprietor became a leader
in the Murrayville area. In addition to running the store, P.Y. and later his son, Eldie, served the
Murrayville community in the role of postmaster, collectively between 1916 and 1999. Together
the house and the general store act as reminders of the important role the Porter family played in
the development of the Murrayville community. The Porter family owned the house until 1999.
The Payne/Porter Residence is also valued as an example of Edwardian-era architecture. Typical of
the era, this house features wood-frame construction and finishings that reflect the quality wood
products produced in local sawmills. Featuring a distinctive gabled-roof with pent return and a
full-width front porch, the house illustrates the early, modest design tenets of the Edwardian-era
style in Langley.
CHARACTER-DEFINING ELEMENTS
Key elements that define the heritage character of the Payne/Porter Residence include its:
• location close to the Five Corners intersection of Old Yale Road, 216 Street, and 48
Avenue;
• continuous residential use;
• residential form scale and massing as exemplified by its one and one-half storey height,
symmetrical rectangular plan, front gabled roof with pent return, side gable dormers and
inset open front verandah;
• Edwardian-era features such as square verandah posts and closed balustrades;
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•
•
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wood frame construction including wooden drop siding with cornerboards, and
dimensional window and door trim; and
variety of wooden sash windows.
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RESEARCH SUMMARY
HERITAGE INVENTORY UPDATE 2006:
PORTER RESIDENCE
4786 217A STREET
circa 1910
The Porter Residence was built for Mr. Bracken, a Township engineer who sold it to Philip Y.
Porter and his wife Eleanor, in the 1930s. Porter was a local storeowner and postmaster who
owned the General Store at Five Corners and was a member of five generations of the Porter
family who were active in the social and economic life of the township. The house remained in
the family until 1999. In 2001, the house was relocated from its original location at 4766 217A
Street, to complement other heritage buildings near the Five Corners area of Murrayville, including
the 1939 replacement of the original 1917 P.Y. Porter Store. While the original windows have
been replaced, it has been sensitively rehabilitated by a developer, with lapped siding and a cedar
shingle roof.
ADDITIONAL RESEARCH:
• Original location: 4766 217A Street.
• Original PID: 010-764-429
• Original Legal: Lot 2 Section 31 Township 10 New Westminster District Plan 2822
• Current Location: 4786 217A Street.
• Tax Assessments
• Langley Centennial Museum: Payne, Archie Richmond Archibald Payne (Archie) was born
in 1881. He was appointed collector in 1910 and became a municipal clerk in 1911,
serving until retirement in 1945. He also served as Magistrate from 1946-1957. He served
in the army and was granted leave from his municipal career during the war years. In 1914,
prior to WWI, Archie Payne was one of a group of military minded horsemen in Langley
who organized training sessions in order to prepare for the rumoured war. While in France
during WWI, it was Archie Payne and Langley's Dr. Benjamin Butler Marr who decided
that if they ever returned to Langley they would have the streets named after their fallen
comrades. They both returned to carry out this project. Archie Payne died on October 15,
1957, at the age of 75. Term Source: HPC Record (HPC432/1188).
Our Shared History: Township of Langley Historic Context & Thematic Framework, Donald
Luxton & Associates 2017:
COMPONENT 5.B.2: ARCHITECTURE
The years just before the First World War were a time of exceptional prosperity in Western
Canada. Timber and other natural resources were readily available, and were exported
around the world. Langley was caught up in this economic boom, and throughout the
municipality are many buildings that survive from this era. In 1910 the B.C. Electric Railway
established commuter tram service between Langley and Chilliwack, opening up the Fraser
Valley and changing the entire settlement pattern through easy access to major town centres.
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1913 Tax Assessment, note R.A. Payne third from last

Articles regarding Richmond Archie Payne. Left: 1915-07-21 Vancouver Daily World, July 21, 1915, page 7
Right: Vancouver Sun, October 16, 1957, page 40
DONALD LUXTON & ASSOCIATES INC. AUGUST 2018
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Murrayville, showing the P.Y. Porter Residence, 1929, City of Vancouver Archives PAN N155 (detail below)
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Richmond Archie Payne, ca. 1950, Langley Centennial Museum #3320

“Girls Basketball team with P.Y. Porter”, 1926, Langley Centennial Museum #1081
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BLAIR SUGAR MAPLE TREE

CIVIC ADDRESS: 5404 216 Street
COMMUNITY: Milner
DATE OF CONSTRUCTION: ca. 1890
RECOGNITION/PROTECTION: Community Heritage Register, Heritage Designation
Description of the Historic Place
The Blair Sugar Maple tree is a single large mature specimen located opposite the Langley
Municipal Airport on 216 Street in the community of Milner.
Heritage Value of the Historic Place
The Blair Sugar Maple tree is significant for its historic, aesthetic, horticultural and
associative values, cherished most notably for its beauty and association with the Culbert
and Blair families.
The Blair Sugar Maple tree was planted by Johnathan Culbert, son of Thomas and Ellen
Culbert who settled in Langley in 1880. Jonathan had travelled back to his previous home
in Ontario and returned with sugar maple seedlings, which he planted in front of his
parents’ home on what later became Townline Road (now 216 Street) in Milner. After
Thomas’s wife died, Thomas sold the farm to his daughter Eliza and her husband George
Blair in 1902. The Blair family continued to care for the trees and had seven children,
including future Township mayor and Langview Farms owner Bill Blair. Stories of the
maple trees flourished, such as how George and Eliza’s only daughter Jean used to hide
from her brothers in the ‘cradle’ of one of the trees to read. In 1941, their son Bill married
REVISED JULY 2018
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Doris Livingston, and the young family continued to enjoy and care for the sugar maples,
with each subsequent generation of children adding their stories to what eventually
became one remaining tree.
The Sugar Maple is the most abundant of seven maple species found in Eastern Canada
and the Eastern and Mid-Atlantic States. Its historical and economic importance relates to
its production of maple syrup and timber, and its use as a primary symbol on the Canadian
flag reflects its national importance.
Although rare, old growth Sugar Maple trees can average 300 to 400 years in age and in
optimal growing conditions can attain heights in excess of 30 metres. This single
remaining tree is now approaching 130 years old, making it additionally significant for its
physical attributes and rarity in its current location. Sugar Maples are not native to British
Columbia and all the other maples originally planted on the property with this one
eventually died or were downed by strong winds.
The Blair Sugar Maple is celebrated for it stunning appearance in the autumn when it is
frequently photographed for its spectacular fall colour. Its designation to ensure its longterm protection additionally demonstrates the commitment of the Township and its citizens
in recognizing and preserving its natural heritage.
Character-Defining Elements
Key elements that define the heritage character of the Blair Sugar Maple include:
• Its cultural association with the Culbert and Blair families as pioneer families of
Langley
• Its siting and relationship to 216th Street and to what was historically the Blair
property
• Its longevity at this location
• Its striking form and stunning fall foliage
• Its trunk branches near the ground that form a wide-spread crown
• Its bark that due to its age has long plates that peel along the side edge and rough
dark brown vertical grooves and ridges or fissures
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Blair Sugar Maple, ca. 1900, LCM 2914.

Blair Sugar Maple in the fall adjacent to the W.C. Blair farm, 1960, LCM 2912.
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Sugar Maple Trunk Configuration, Photo 2018

Summer foliage, Photo 2018
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Sugar Maple Trunk, Photo 2018

On-site recognition plaque, Photo 2018
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FORT LANGLEY COMMUNITY HALL

CIVIC ADDRESS: 9167 Glover Road
NEIGHBOURHOOD: Fort Langley
ARCHITECT: Archibald Campbell Hope
DATE OF CONSTRUCTION: 1931
RECOGNITION/PROTECTION: Community Heritage Register, Heritage Designation
Description of Historic Place
The Fort Langley Community Hall is a large, wood-frame classic revival building set
back on a spacious property fronting Glover Road in central Fort Langley.
Heritage Value of the Historic Place
Designed by prominent Vancouver architect, Archibald Campbell Hope, and
constructed in 1931, the Fort Langley Community Hall is valued for its historic, social
and aesthetic significance.
Hope and his wife Mary came to Vancouver in 1908 from England via a two-year stay
in San Francisco, where he obtained his architect’s certificate. Primarily known for
designing schools in Vancouver, Hope is also known for designing municipal halls and
is best known for his design of Heritage Hall (formerly Postal Station C) at Main Street
and 15th Avenue in Vancouver.
REVISED JULY 2018
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It is believed that Hope received the commission to design the Fort Langley
Community Hall through his brother, Charles, who was a prominent long-time resident
in Fort Langley. Built by volunteers of the Fort Langley Community Improvement
Society, between the First and Second World Wars, the Hall played an important role
in the village by providing a place to meet and hold functions that encouraged a strong
and vital community life in the many decades that followed.
Through volunteer commitment, the Hall continues to accommodate a variety of social,
cultural and business events today. Its sustained use demonstrates the enduring
dedication and enthusiasm of both the Fort Langley community and the Fort Langley
Community Improvement Society who has always owned and operated the building.
To the residents of Fort Langley, this continuity of function is an important part of their
civic pride.
Noteworthy for its time when men tended to dominate civic life, the Society’s first
president was Mrs. Hector Morrison, a woman of dedication who was also the
president of the Fort Langley Women’s Institute. Since the beginning, women have
continued to be play strong lead roles in the management of the Hall, in both its
programming and its conservation.
The Fort Langley Community Hall is a fine and rare example of a wooden classical
revival building within the Fraser Valley. Its formality is emphasized by its symmetry
and placement at the rear and centre of a large open property from which the entrance
is approached via a sweeping semi-circular driveway. The rows of mature deciduous
Maple trees along the north and south property lines are also important as a direct
historic and symbolic link to the original directors of the Society, who planted the trees
to honour the men and women that contributed to the Hall’s construction.
Together with the Coronation Block and the Canadian Northern Railway Station, the
Fort Langley Community Hall has played an important role in focusing the community’s
attention on heritage conservation issues, resulting in the establishment of Langley’s
first Heritage Conservation Area in 1997.
Character-Defining Elements
Key elements that define the heritage character of the site include:
• The physical location of the site and building at the centre of the village;
• The extent and layout of the grounds with flat open spacious grassed areas
defined by a semi-circular driveway fronting Glover Road;
• The rows of deciduous Maple trees on both the north and south property lines that
create a natural colonnade between the edges of the site and its neighbouring
properties;
• Unaltered spatial orientation of the main formal entryway facing Glover Road;
• The architectural symmetry of the building’s massing and front façade;
• The grandeur and formality of the building’s exterior detailing that used local wood
building materials;
• The classical revival design of the building which includes elements including:
o Wood pilasters and engaged Doric columns on the front façade with
concrete plinths,
o Moulded frieze,
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Wooden plank trims,
Wooden clapboard exterior cladding,
Peaked hip roof,
Central gable entry with triangular front pediment finished with scalloped
wood shingles,
o Single hung rectangular double windows spaced evenly along the north
and south ends of the front façade, with a bank of three single
rectangular windows at the centre above three entry doors with three
light transom windows.
Original interior features such as the proscenium arch and the dance floor on the
upper floor;
Original colour scheme.
o
o
o
o

•
•

Main Entrance fronting Glover Road (Photo: TOL, 2004).
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(Above) Fort Langley Community Hall being constructed, 1931 (Photo: LCM 0932).

May Day Celebrations, 1931-1935 (Photo: LCM 4514).

REVISED JULY 2018

PAGE 4

68 of 104

F.3

TOWNSHIP OF LANGLEY STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

(Above) Entry façade displaying build date. (Photo: TOL, 2015).

Doric column detailing (Photo: TOL, 2015).
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(Above) Front Entry Doors, (Photo: TOL, 2015).

Trees flanking north side of property (Photo: TOL, 2015).
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(Above) Hall Interior and Stage. Upper Level (Photo: TOL, 2015).

Interior Entry Corridor, Main Level (Photo: Courtesy K.J. Watt).
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OLD YALE ROAD

CIVIC ADDRESS: Old Yale Road between 208 and 216 Streets
COMMUNITY: Murrayville
BUILDING/CONTRACTOR: A.B. Palmer
DATE OF CONSTRUCTION: 1922 - 1923
RECOGNITION/PROTECTION: Community Heritage Register, Heritage Designation
Description of Historic Place
Old Yale Road is a winding country road between 208th and 216th Streets in Murrayville
and the City of Langley in Langley, BC. It is comprised of a paved, two-lane, winding road
through residential areas and farmland, and includes the Five Corners intersection at
216th Street and 48th Avenue. The majority of the road is comprised of poured-in-place
concrete panels; this section of roadway is one of the oldest surviving concrete roads in
British Columbia.
Heritage Value of the Historic Place
This section of Old Yale Road is significant as one of the earliest inland transportation
routes in British Columbia, as part of the historic context and character of the Murrayville
Heritage Conservation Area, and as one of the oldest surviving concrete roads in the
province.
Prior to the establishment of roads in what is currently the Township of Langley, there
existed a series of trails, some which had been used by Aboriginal peoples and others that
had been established from landing along the Fraser River and between major centres and
the gold fields. Old Yale Road is a prime example of one of these trails that was upgraded
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throughout the development of the Township, from early settlement to modern times.
Originally, a sleigh route in the mid 1860s, serious construction began on the Yale Wagon
Road in 1872. The trail was only passable by foot or horseback until 1874-75 when it
made suitable for buggy traffic through some minor improvements. Yale Road was further
upgraded by being gravelled in 1897-98.
Old Yale Road continues to be an important transportation link through the Murrayville
area of Langley. Its physical appearance evokes a strong agricultural and rural history of
the community, one that has the unique appearance of a historic rural community in a fairly
urbanized environment. It is an important part of the community of Murrayville, which was
the earliest village centre to be created after Fort Langley. Called ‘Murray’s Corners’ at
first, the settlement of this area began in 1874-75 when the Paul Murray family arrived and
received crown grants of 160 acres on each corner of the New Westminster-Yale RoadFort Langley Trail intersection. The community grew up around, and continues to be
defined by, this important intersection.
In 1922, the two miles of Yale Road between Langley Prairie and Murrayville were further
upgraded by being cemented. This was one of the first uses of concrete as a road surface
in British Columbia. The work was completed by A.B. Palmer, who stamped his name and
the date in the concrete slabs at the end of each pour. The concrete portion of Yale Road
was poured in sixteen by thirty foot sections, and the road was officially opened from the
porch of the P.Y. Porter General Store in 1923, with Premier John Oliver presiding. The
original sections of the concrete road that remain comprise one of the oldest concrete
roads in the province.
Character-Defining Elements
Key elements that define the heritage character of Old Yale Road are as follows:
• Siting and Context elements include
o the route with its gentle curves and undulations,
o the narrow two-lane width of the roadway,
o its length between 208 Street and 216 Street,
o its relationship to a selection of small-scale older residential, commercial,
institutional and agricultural buildings that front the road, and
o the Five Corners intersection that marks its eastern edge.
• Landscape elements include the grass verges and open ditches, mature trees and
natural vegetation along the fence lines, the wide-open spaces afforded by the
adjacent privately owned farmland.
• General elements include views and vistas over the Nicomekl River flood plain to
Golden Ears and Mount Baker, the familiar historic long view looking eastward to
the Traveller’s Hotel (at the Five Corners intersection), and views of the road.
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Looking eastward with Old Yale Road running through Langley Prairie (LCM 0347)

View along Old Yale Road to Five Corners and the Traveller’s Hotel, Sharon Church on right, ca.1890 (LCM 2668)
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Old Yale Road winding through the bush, ca.1900 (LCM 0882)
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Building Old Yale Road, 1922 (LCM 1314)

Heavy equipment and one man working on the construction of Old Yale Road (LCM 1317)
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Heavy-duty equipment and seven men working on the construction of Old Yale Road, 1922 (LCM 1316)
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Maple Trees planted along Old Yale Road ca.1902 by J.W. Berry at the time his residence was constructed, (Photo 2007)

Culmination of Old Yale Road at the Five Corners intersection with Sharon Church behind, (Photo 2015)
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A.B. Palmer’s Stamp
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A.

PURPOSE

This report responds to the Council direction that Council Advisory Committees prepare an
annual report for Council’s information, which includes a summary of the activities undertaken in
the current year, suggestions for revisions to the Advisory Committee’s current terms of
reference or mandate, and a proposed work plan and budget requirements for the upcoming
year.
B.

SUMMARY OF ACTIVITIES UNDERTAKEN IN 2018

Although this has been a shorter year than usual for the Advisory Committees, it has been a
highly productive one for the Heritage Advisory Committee. Seven meetings were held in 2018
between January and September, which included the Committee’s year-end recognition event
held in conjunction with the September meeting.
An item of high priority for the Committee in 2018 was the exploration of protection instruments
to address the long-term maintenance and viability of heritage sites. During the first half of the
year, following on policies already established for the preservation and protection of heritage
sites within the Township, the Committee considered, formulated and made a recommendation
to Council regarding the adoption of a proposed Heritage Maintenance Standards Bylaw to
support the long-term conservation of designated properties by setting minimum standards for
their care and maintenance.
Additional items requiring the Committee’s focus in 2018 included addressing aspects of the
Community Heritage Register that required further examination and development as an
outcome of Council’s endorsement of the Historic Context Statement and Thematic Framework
for Langley in 2017, including:
• review of a gap analysis of the Register in relation to the themes identified in the
thematic framework, to determine what key themes are not currently represented;
• reconsideration of Langley’s current Heritage Register Evaluation Methodology and
Criteria for registered sites to reflect a more values-based approach in assessing
heritage significance; and
• updating existing Statements of Significance to align more closely with Langley’s
Thematic Framework.
As a key part of this work, the Committee participated in a Heritage Evaluation Workshop in
May to look at various evaluation models for assessing heritage sites. In June, they made a
recommendation to Council recommending the endorsement of an updated values-based
evaluation criterion for assessing heritage sites over that first used in 1993 that aligns more
closely with the Township’s Context Statement and Thematic Framework. This recommendation
completes Action 7.2.1 in the Heritage Strategy Implementation Plan to develop an improved
information base for identifying, understanding and evaluating heritage resources for the
Township’s Community Heritage Register.
In addition, the first phase of updating existing Statements of Significance for Registered Sites
to ensure that there is measurable community significance and that community themes are
comprehensively represented began this year with the review of multiple statements, and will
continue through to the end of 2019.
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Throughout 2018, the Heritage Advisory Committee (HAC) continued to meet its mandate by:
•
•
•

Undertaking or supporting heritage activities authorized by Council that contribute to the
promotion, appreciation, understanding and advancement of heritage conservation in the
Township;
Making recommendations to Council on matters related to the identification, preservation
and recognition of community heritage assets, and
Providing timely input as requested on heritage resources and areas impacted by
development.

All the items in the Committee’s 2018 eleven-point work plan have been addressed, and the
committee, including its subcommittees and committee liaisons, accomplished the following:
•
•
•
•
•
•

•
•
•
•
•
•

Received an update on the second phase of the Heritage Strategy’s Implementation
Plan as background in formulating the committee’s 2018 work plan.
Selected subcommittee members and liaisons to other Township committees for
Council’s endorsement, in accordance with the Committee’s mandate.
Received updates on the new ACUCC with respect to the heritage elements being
incorporated into the new development.
Received a presentation on heritage instruments to address the long-term maintenance
and viability of heritage sites and developed a Heritage Maintenance Standards Bylaw
for Council’s consideration.
Attended the “Langley in Transition – Portraits of a Changing Municipality” exhibition at
the Museum in April as part of the monthly meeting.
Participated in a Heritage Evaluation Workshop for the purpose of updating the
Township’s Register Evaluation Methodology and Criteria for Registered Heritage Sites
in May, and made a recommendation to Council in June to endorse updated valuesbased assessment criterion.
Received a presentation and provided preliminary comment on several Township
projects proposed for Fort Langley.
Reviewed applications through the Heritage Review Panel for two grant application
cycles of the Heritage Building Incentive Program, and recommended grant awards for
several historic buildings in Murrayville and Fort Langley.
Represented the Township’s Heritage Advisory Committee at the annual Heritage BC
Conference, “Rich Heritage, Telling our Stories” in May in New Westminster, and
reported back to those on the Committee unable to attend.
Reviewed updated Statements of Significance for multiple heritage sites located in
Willoughby, Murrayville, Northwest Langley/Fort Langley and Milner, as part of Phase 1
of a Statement of Significance Update for sites on the Community Heritage Register.
Reviewed the Committee’s Terms of Reference, as provided for in the Council Advisory
Committee Establishment Bylaw 2008 No. 4700, to ensure consistency with current
committee practices.
Recommended the awarding of heritage plaques to two recently registered buildings that
have undergone recent restoration work in Fort Langley and South Otter, as part of the
Heritage Building Recognition Program.
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•
•
•
•
•
C.

Reviewed and provided comment on a proposed Conservation Plan and Statement of
Significance for the Rizun Residence to be restored as part of a residential development
proposed for Latimer.
Received monthly updates from planning staff on the progress of heritage conservation
projects and initiatives currently underway.
Received monthly updates from museum staff regarding current programs, exhibits and
other initiatives that promote and celebrate Langley’s history, and attended some of the
annual events and programs.
Provided liaison to the Douglas Day Planning Committee, received monthly reports,
provided input as requested, and attended the annual November 19 event.
Provided liaison to the Langley Centennial Museum’s Museum Advisory Group and
received monthly reports on the group’s activities.
RECOMMENDED REVISIONS TO THE COMMITTEE’S MANDATE

Section 16 of the Council Advisory Committee Establishment Bylaw 2008 No. 4700, and its
associated amending bylaws, requires that Advisory Committees of Council review their terms
of reference every two years and present any suggested changes to Council for approval. The
committee’s terms of reference was last updated in 2016 through amending bylaw No. 4978,
and the Committee’s June review found them to remain consistent with current practices and
policies.
D.

PRELIMINARY WORK PLAN ITEMS FOR 2019

Suggested items for the committee at such time that it convenes in 2019 include the following
items, supplemented by additional projects or initiatives earmarked for Heritage Advisory
Committee involvement in the third phase of the Heritage Strategy’s Implementation Plan:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Continue to review updated Statements of Significance for sites on the Community
Heritage Register, as an outcome of the Historic Context Statement and Thematic
Framework for Langley completed in 2017.
Review applications to the Heritage Building Incentive Program for three grant
application cycles through the Heritage Review Panel.
Receive updates from staff regarding making heritage resources available online, as
work continues on updating components of the Community Heritage Register.
Provide timely input as requested on heritage resources and areas impacted by
development, or facing transition, through the Heritage Review Panel.
Continue to provide recommendations to the Community Heritage Register, providing
input on associated Statements of Significance as requested.
Continue to update the Township’s Heritage Inventory as an information base for further
development of the Community Heritage Register.
Maintain liaison to the Douglas Day Planning Committee, and participate in the annual
event.
Maintain liaison with the Langley Centennial Museum through the Museum Advisory
Group and staff.
Consider or inquire into matters as requested by Council.
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E.

CONCLUSION

The committee has been guided by the Heritage Strategy in formulating its annual work plans
since its endorsement by Council in 2012 by undertaking and implementing, as appropriate,
actions identified for HAC involvement within the Strategy’s implementation timelines.
The work undertaken in 2018 relates to three of the strategy’s key goals: Promoting Heritage
Conservation as a Sustainable Activity, Celebrating Langley’s Unique Heritage, and Updating
Heritage Policies within an Integrated Planning Framework. The Heritage Strategy will continue
to act as a guide for the HAC in finalizing its 2019 work plan, and in continuing to shape the
Township of Langley’s relationship to the heritage assets and cultural landscapes vital to its
identity and culture.
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Elaine Horricks
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

National Trust for Canada <info@nationaltrustcanada.ca>
Thursday, August 16, 2018 10:47 AM
Elaine Horricks
Will you ask 3 friends to sign this petition? 📋

#changethegame4heritage

HOME

CONTACT

Préférez-vous recevoir des communications de notre part en français? Cliquez ici pour mettre à jour vos
préférences linguistiques.

National Trust for Canada

Will you ask 3 friends to sign a parliamentary petition to
secure funding for historic places in Budget 2019?
Thanks to people who work in the heritage sector, own historic property or care
about Canada's history – people like you – over 1,300 signatures have been
secured for a parliamentary petition calling for funding for historic places in
Federal Budget 2019.
While the petition closes three months from now, there's still a ways to go to our
goal of gathering 10,000 signatures. This number is significant because it truly
demonstrates how serious Canadians are about their historic places.
Many of you signed the petition – now what?
We need your help to get to 10,000. Here's how:
1. Share the e-petition with your contacts – can you get three friends or
colleagues to sign it too?
•

Retweet our pinned tweet

•

Share our pinned Facebook post

•

Circulate the link to the e-petition

1
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AND/OR
2. Collect signatures on the paper version of the petition
By signing and sharing this petition sponsored by Liberal MP John Aldag, you
send a message that federal investment is needed to support the efforts of
Canadians including Indigenous Peoples, charities and not for profits to save and
renew historic places, and to encourage private sector investment and heritage
philanthropy.

BE PART OF IT

Become a member or donate to help save places that matter!

190 Bronson Avenue, Ottawa, ON, K1R 6H4
Charity Registration Number: 119237477RR0001
You're receiving this email because you asked to receive news from the National Trust. Vous recevez ce courriel
parce que vous avez demandé de recevoir des nouvelles de la Fiducie nationale.
update your preferences │ unsubscribe from this list

2
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I ntrocluction
Much of the advocacy work for historic places can
be characterized as “eleventh hour.” This is natural
enough as the true value of a historic place to a
community is often only drawn into relief at the
moment it is threatened. In other words, you don’t
know what you’ve got till it’s [almost] gone. But given
this often “last minute” dynamic, what are the qualities
that make for a convincing advocate? How can you
effectively work with others to push for the survival of
your special place?

This toolkit presents an overview of the heritage
landscape, including the various stakeholders and
forces at play. You will find strategies and tips on how
to navigate policies, find your advocates and amplify
your voice to champion a historic place at risk in your
c o m mu n i ty.

*

NationalTrust
for Canada
Bringing heritage to life

Since the day it was launched on April 2, 973,
the National Trust for Canada (then known as the
Heritage Canada Foundation) has been advocating
for the protection and wise use of Canada’s historic
places, whether they be grain silos or fishing
cottages, historic districts or landscapes significant
to Indigenous peoples. In fact, there are heritage
organizations across the country that promote
the preservation and wise use of these special
places, and every day they push against the forces
of insensitive development, inadequate funding,
or demolition by neglect. But, the “art” of heritage
advocacy is little discussed.

ABOUT THE NATIONAL TRUST
The National Trust is Canada’s national charitable
not-for-proII organization that leads and inspires
action for places that matter.
We love historic places and we love people too.
We love landmarks that tell our collective story,
and our work is equally essential for struggling
clowntowns, remote regions, anci diverse
communities. We know historic places are the
cornerstone of a vibrant and sustainable future. We
offer proven tools to save and renew historic places,
and a treasure trove of destinations to visit and
ciiscover.

3
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PART 1:

l-listoric Places 101
Canada’s I-Iistoric Places Are at RsI

Wkat Are l-Iistoric Places?

Canada’s communities are made up of historic places
that deftne our national identity and give shape and
texture to our urban and rural neighbourhoods.
Their social, historic, and environmental value goes
well beyond the economic value they hold for their
current owners. Polls have consistently shown that
the vast majority of Canadians think Canada’s historic
places are of vital importance and want to see them
preserved for future generations.1 Unfortunately, in
the past 30 years, 21% of Canada’s historic building
stock has been demolished due to factors such as
economic pressures, social changes, and lack of
public awareness.

Historic places are buildings, structures, districts,
traditional main streets, cultural landscapes,
archaeological sites or other places that have
either been formally recognized by governments
(designated), or that are simply valued by
communities for their heritage significance. They
come in all shapes and sizes: from historic houses,
lighthouses, places of worship, and ndigenous sites,
to government buildings, bridges, former residential
schools, and scenic coastlines. National Historic Sites
are unusual because their recognition by the federal
government is commemorative and does not carry
legal protection. Historic places are designated for
different reasons (often in combination), including
historical, architectural, contextual, and community
value.

II

UI

A 2007 Canada West Foundation poll asked “Your city should protect historic buildings rather than demolish them to make space for new buildings.” 8 out of 10
respondents from dmonton, Calgary and Toronto agreed with this statement; and 7 out of 10 in Vancouver, Winnipeg and Pegina. A 2000 nvironics poll found
that 96% of Canadians agreed that “it is important to preserve Canada’s historic and heritage buildings.”
1
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Part 1: Historic Places 101
I-low Many Are Pormally Recognized?

I-low Many Informally Valued Historic Places Are
There?

The Canadian Register of Historic Places an online
resource gathers together all of the municipally,
provincially/territorially, and federally recognized
historic places in Canada. There are currently 13,000
places on the Register, and there are projected to
be 25,000 places when it is fully populated. The
current Register includes 950 National Historic Sites
(including 720 owned privately or by charities), 166
Heritage Railway Stations, 92 Heritage Lighthouses,
and 1,260 federal heritage buildings. Many Canadian
provinces/territories and municipalities have their
own lists of designated buildings posted online.
In addition to publishing their lists of designated
buildings, municipalities often have an inventory
of places of heritage interest which is much larger.
Mississauga, for instance, has 292 designated historic
places, but 3,485 places on its heritage inventory.
—

There are many designated historic places in Canada,
but there are potentially many more that may
merit formal recognition in the future. Of Canada’s
437,000 pre-1960 commercial buildings, studies have
estimated 5,500 would have heritage potential. There
are also over one million pre-1946 houses in Canada,
a percentage of which may merit heritage status.
Canada is also home to 27,000 places of faith often
iconic landmarks and pivotal community gathering
places in Canadian communities. Heritage advocacy
groups like Heritage Montreal and Action patrimoine
play a crucial role by raising the proftle of historic
places in their communities and encouraging greater
recognition and protection.

—

—
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PART 2:

WIiy l-listoric Places Matter
Local/National Identity and
Community Impact

Sustaina6ility and Climate Cliange
-listoric places are central to
sustainable communities and
combatting climate change. The
message to maintain, repair and
reuse rather than to neglect, demolish, and
replace links heritage conservation with healthy
and afFordable lifestyle choices, such as walkability,
cycling, and public transportation, and enables
greater density, better energy performance, and
adaptive use in historic areas. By rehabilitating and
greening older buildings, communities are helping
to combat climate change, and conserve precious
natural resources. A recent study demonstrated that
it takes 10 to 80 years for a new building that is 30%
more efficient than an average-performing existing
building to overcome, through efficient operations,
the negative climate change impacts related to the
construction process.

Prom the humblest to the grandest,
heritage buildings tell the story of
Canada better than any textbook,
and represent our country in all its beauty and
diversity. But historic places perform other vital roles.
They frequently provide low-income housing, ofhce
space for innovative start-up businesses, and help to
contribute to the local creative economy. Areas with
older, smaller buildings host a higher proportion of
new, women-owned, and minority-owned businesses,
than areas with predominantly larger, newer buildings.

—

—

6
REGENERATION WORKS

A program of the National Trust for Canada
92 of 104

H.2
Pan: 2: Wly I-lisloric Places Malter

ENDANGERED PLACES TOOLKIT

Jobs and Economic VitaliI:y

Tourism

Heritage rehabilitation projects generate over
21% more jobs than the same investment in new
construction. The renewal of heritage properties
attracts new businesses and residents, and increases
property values in surrounding neighbourhoods.
A recent study showed that investments in the
rehabilitation of the historic Stanley Theatre in
Vancouver, BC stimulated:
• a 2l% increase in restaurants, cafes, and bars in
the nearby area;
• retail sale increases of 107.7%, or $112 million, which
generated an additional $8 million in sales taxes
and $9 million in GST; and
• real estate price increases of 72% outstripped
Vancouver residential market increases..

Part of the appeal of places
for residents and tourists is the
reflection of local/national identity
formed collectively by our historic
places. Historic places draw tourists to Canada, with
growth in US travellers seeking heritage experiences
in Canada expected to reach 12.3 million by the year
2025.

Useful Links:
•

Tlie Greenest Building: Quantifying Ike Environmental Value of Builcling Peuse:

kttp:/Iforum.sayjgjaces.org/connectIcommunjiy4omeJlibrarycJocuments/
iewclocument?Document_Key227592c13-53e7-4388-8a73-c2861f1070cI8&CommunityK
ey00000000-0000-0000-0000-000000000000&ta6libraryclocuments

•

Historic England Economic Impact of Heritage:
kttps://kistoricenglanciorg.uk/researck/current/social-ancl-economic-researck/value-ancl
impact-of-keritage/economçjpct-of4eritage/

•

Older, Smaller, Better: Measuring I-low Ike Character 0f Builclings and Blocks Influences Urban
Vitality:
kttp://forum.savingplaces.org/act/pgl/olcler-smaller-better

•

Canada’s Heritage Tourism Enthusiasts:

—

A 2002 Michigan study found that in new construction about 50% of cost is labour and 50% materials, whereas for rehabilitation projects the ratio is typically 70%
labour and 30% materials. Michigan State 1-listoric Preservation Office. Investing in Michigan’s Future: The Economic Benefits of Historic Preservation. October 2002.
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PART 3:

WIiat Roles Do Governments Play?
HERITAGE PROTECTION

Provincial/Territorial and Municipal

Pecleral Government

Canadian property and civH rights
including heritage protection
come under the exclusive jurisdiction of provincial!
territorial governments. Legal protection of individual
properties of heritage value (and sometimes
districts) resides with these governments and their
municipalities. Municipalities work within the authority
of provincial!territorial heritage legislation. Every
Canadian province and territory has given their
respective municipalities the ability to pass bylaws to
protect heritage buildings and sometimes districts.
Most large urban centres have heritage planning
programs within their planning departments. While
heritage designation by municipal bylaw provides
recognition and limited protection, it is often the key
to managing built heritage resources, as well as a pre
requisite for funding to assist in the rehabilitation or
restoration of such property.
—

Federal property cannot be designated by a lower
order of government (provincial!territorial or
municipal), but there is currently no legislation in
place for federal heritage only policy instruments.
The Historic Sites and Monuments Act (1953) provides
the federal Environment Minister with the power to
recognize historic places of importance as National
Historic Sites, but it is solely commemorative and
does not have any protection mechanisms. The key
mechanism for the identification and protection of
federal heritage buildings is the Federal Heritage
Building Policy (FHBRO) of 1982. It has evaluated
approximately 5,000 of the 36,000 buildings in
the federal portfolio, and has identified 1,260 as
having high (Classified) or low (Recognized) heritage
status. Each level has different policy requirements.
Unfortunately, FI-IBRO policy is not binding on
federal departments and is not enforced. In 2003,
the Auditor General of Canada assessed heritage
protection practices within several departments
and reported that federal built heritage will be lost
to future generations unless action to protect it is
taken soon.” Canada is the only G8 country without
laws to protect historic places owned by its national
govern ment.

—

—
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INCENTIVES FOP I-IISTOPIC PLACES

Provincial/Territorial and Municipal

Pecleral

Beginning in the 1970s and 1980s,
Canadian provincial/territorial
and municipal governments began offering incentives
to tip the balance in favour of retaining, rather
than demolishing, historic places. Most provincial
governments now offer funding incentive programs
of varying size. Municipalities play a pivotal role by
ensuring added protection for historic places by
incorporating measures within municipal planning
documents and processes. They can also provide
incentives that encourage property owners to
maintain and rehabilitate places important to the
community. These incentives can be nancial
including grants, property tax reduction, or the
waiving of municipal fees but can also take other
forms, such as density transfer, parking relaxation,
and free heritage conservation advice. In recent
years, there have been growing concerns that existing
heritage Hnancial measures at the municipal and
provincial/territorial levels do not provide sufhcient
assistance to counterbalance the relative ease and
familiarity of new construction.

At the federal level, the Parks Canada Agency’s
Historic Places Initiative a federal/provincial/
territorial collaboration (1999 circa 2008) had the
creation of tax-based incentives as one of its key
goals. The Commercial Heritage Property Incentive
Fund (CI-IPIF) was a $3oM pilot contribution
program launched in 2003 and closed to new
applications in 2006. It offered Hnancial incentives
to attract developers to rehabilitate historic
buildings so challenging or deteriorated that they
would otherwise be torn down. CHPIF funded 35
projects across Canada and gave empty, derelict
buildings sustainable new uses. Project costs totaled
$143.4 million, or $4.1 million per property (including
CHPIF contributions and additional refurbishment/
rehabilitation costs incurred). At the conclusion
of the program, a 2010 Deloitte study found that
CHPIF demonstrated the beneHcial effect of a
federal incentive to leverage private investment for
the rehabilitation of historic places. Despite this
exceptional impact, CHPIF was wound up shortly
thereafter.
—

—

—

—
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PART 4:

Understanding Advocacy
The threats facing historic places can be highly complex, so there is no fail-proof method to play the role of
heritage advocate. But here ore some of the approaches that often characterize successful campaigns to save

a place.

Unc1ersanchng tite Threat Before You Speak Out

U nclerslancling tlie Local Process and the Players

Make sure to have all the facts on why the place is
endangered:

Developing a thorough understanding of the process
around the advocacy issue will help make sure
that it is being duly followed and monitor whether
adequate consultation has taken place. This active
research will also provide clear insight into where
you can intervene and make your voice heard. Who
has decision-making power? Who has influence over
them? Start by examining the record of the elected
official closest to the situation; this will most often be
the municipal councillor, and you should get familiar
with their history of involvement in the historic place
and their voting record on Council or at municipal
committees. Are there other municipal elected
officials you should have on your radar and engage,
like the mayor or a councillor with a long-held interest
in heritage? You should also explore which municipal
committees or advisory bodies will have an interest or
say in this advocacy issue.

•
•
•

What exact changes are being proposed?
Who owns the historic place?
What is its current status on such matters as
municipal zoning, heritage designation, or physical
condition?

When you are ready to go public with your advocacy
case, develop your arguments ahead of time and
ensure that you identify several key messages. Think
about the advocacy situation from multiple angles
and prepare speaking notes. Working to craft these
key messages will inform how you speak to elected
officials, the media, property owners, and other
stake holders.

Building Your Credibility and Meeting with Stakeholders

•
•
•

Meet witli government officials responsi6le for the file and, if needed, their manager, chrector, or
CEO. While incliviciual voices are important, there is strength in numbers.
Who are your allies that already have a track record and credibility in the community? A well
regarded not-for-proIt organization often has better traction than a well-meaning individual.
Understand the role the media can play: h0 covers this kind of issue for the local media?
What sources have they used in the past on the issue?
Harness the power of social media: who is writing about this kind of issue in your town/city, and
who are the influencers working that sphere?
10
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Part 4: Uncierstancling Advocacy

Making Friends and Influencing
People

WHILE THERE ARE OVERNIGHT
MIRACLES, SAVING A PLACE CAN
SOMETIMES TAKE MONTHS OR YEARS,
DEPENDING ON THE NATURE OF THE
HISTORIC PLACE AND THE THREAT(S)
IT FACES.

It’s easy to get emotional and
harnessing emotions is important
to garnering public support but
before placing blame or publicly shaming anyone,
get the facts, and consider the strategic implications
of your actions. Understand that the government
ofhcial, private owner, developer, or representative
of a large institution may have little control over an
immediate decision. Don’t get personal or speculate
publicly about the motivations of the various players
in an advocacy issue this can make others feel
uncomfortable and undermine your long-term
effectiveness. Maintaining cordial and friendly
relations, and contributing actively to Hnding creative
solutions rather than simply throwing stones is
critical. Build allies for the long-term.., you may need
them later.
—

—

YOU MAY NEED TO OBTAIN
INDEPENDENT TECHNICAL
AND LEGAL SECOND OPINIONS TO
COUNTER ARGUMENTS
AND/OR EXPLORE POSSIBLE FUNDING
AVENUES.

—

—
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PART 5:

Strengt[iening Your Position
Get Your Facts Straight

Map out the Problem and the
Players

Do some research on the historic place’s heritage
status and determine whether it is designated or on
a heritage inventory. If it is, what aspects of the place
(for example, character-defining elements) have been
identified as important? If it hasn’t been officially
recognized, has there been work to understand
its historical, social, architectural, or contextual
significance? Delve into the municipal planning
context for the historic place in order to understand
the zoning for the property, community plans or
guidelines for the area, and the history of planning
decisions around the site in question.

You are concerned about the
fate of this historic place, but it
is also important to map out who
the other stakeholders are (for example, neighbours,
former occupants, or users). Are there influential
individuals associated with the place past or
present that can be useful in your cause? Gauge
the impact of the change to this historic place for
example, is this the best site for this development?
Get to know the planning system and playing field
(see Part 3: What Roles Do Governments Ploy) and
understand opportunities open to intervene. Try to
ascertain the size of the investment that will be going
into the historic place and the taxes it will generate;
this economic impact and your proposed alternative
will need to take this into consideration. Also,
assess the level of public support for your advocacy
initiative. If it is strong, how can you leverage this? If
it is weak, what is holding it back? Can you gather
and release information and insights that might help
change this?
—

—

—

Distinguish the people from the problem and
genuinely listen to the challenges around the historic
place and establish a flexible position with options
of mutual benefit to both the current owner and the
interests of your stakeholders.

‘\J17

Before you speak out on an advocacy issue, be very clear on the nature of the
changes proposed for the historic place. Ask yourself:
•
•
•

What is the decision-making process around the proposed changes, and what are the timelines?
Who currently owns the historic place and what is their record with other properties?
Where is the financing for the project coming from? If there is pubIc funding involved, there may
be an opportunity to flag concerns with the funcler about unintended heritage impacts.

12
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Build Your Team and Keep Tkem
Motivated

Develop a Compelling “Win-Win”
Vision and Be Plexible

Your local heritage organization
or historical society is an obvious
group to champion or link to your
cause; but if you are building a separate group, try
to think beyond the ‘usual suspects” of high-profile
heritage supporters when you are looking to put
together your advocacy team. Are there other allies
who value your historic place in a slightly different
way (for example, green space or natural heritage
supporters) who may broaden your support and
supply influential voices? How does the critical
situation with your historic place link with other
challenges in your community that may already have
an action group? It is also important to understand
the opposition to your position and to build your
team’s capacity to counter it. If the business case
for adapting your historic place is an issue, bring in
businesspeople or onboard those who understand
the economics of property development. Also keep
in mind that your group may eventually encounter
advocacy fatigue. It is important to generate a feeling
of momentum and keep your advocacy coalition
energized by building incremental steps into your
campaign.

Historic places need appropriate
new uses in order to survive.
While fighting to save a place
from demolition, you need to have a positive and
achievable goal in mind. Do your research on the
current changes proposed for your historic place,
and develop counter-arguments that propose
creative solutions. Are there other potential uses
for the historic place that leave important features
intact? What are the areas of greater flexibility for
change? If so, do your homework on the financial
viability of such a proposal, including rehabilitation
costs and operation of the property. Be respectful
yet strong question “facts,” present alternatives to
biased “expert” testimony, and beware of less than
full disclosure. Explore alternatives to the current
development proposal with the current owner and a
small negotiating team (select members with special
skills/influence). Work with the negotiating team in
advance to prepare a position statement, establish
the economic and social advantages of rehabilitating
a historic site, and develop best and worst case
scenarios.
—
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PART 6:

Shining a National Spotlight on Your Endangered Place
A major component of raising awareness for a place at risk is media coverage and social media engagement.
Often, saved sites attribute their success to the national attention received through their campaign. Through
this attention, local community groups working to save places that matter to them have found champions,
donors, partners and other forms of support. The following tips will help guide you through shining a spotlight
on your endangered place using free tactics.
Having done your homework on understanding the
issue and developed the key messages on your
position, you are now ready to share them widely.
Using a consistent message across all platforms will
help reduce misunderstanding, and keep the focus on
what’s most important to you.

Engage Ike Mecha

Sliare Your Opinion

Send a news tip, news alert, or
press release to print and online
newspapers near you. Include
the Hve Ws (who, what, when, where, and why), but
keep it simple journalists appreciate factual, easily
digestible information to decide whether they want
to pursue a story or not. Make yourself available
for an inteview, and be prepared to back up your
key messages with a short, concise summary of the
relevant facts.

You care deeply about this place,
so tell others in compelling
ways why they too should care:
an opinion piece sent to a local print or online
newspaper can reach a broad audience; a regular
blog or vlog that explains the issues and posts regular
updates can generate interest and momentum; a
well-crafted (and practised) presentation to the
local government council can garner political allies.
Assert yourself as a subject matter expert and offer
solutions.

—
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Get Talking on Social Media
ngage your community on Twitter, Facebook, and
Instagram and get people talking about your historic
place and the issues surrounding it. Twitter is a
powerful social media platform that makes advocacy
easy, and facilitates reaching influencers such as
journalists, politicians, and advocacy groups. Paired
with relevant hashtags (your town/city and key terms),
your tweets can be effective in getting people talking.
Identifying any nationally prominent individuals that
may have a connection to the place, and asking them
to share your story can exponentially expand your
reach.
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PART 7:

Meeting with Elected Officials
Be an Informed and Measured
Source

Developing and Maintaining Ongoing Relationsitips
Give credit where credit is due and build good
will. Publicize your meeting with the elected
representative they want to be seen consulting with
community members. Also, make efforts to publicly
recognize the contributions they make to progress
on your issue. Remember the names of the official’s
assistants and keep them updated on your advocacy
issue at regular intervals. Invite them to your issue
related events or organizational conferences as
speakers.

Remember, all politics is local.
Undertake research on the issues
that the elected ofhcial supports and think about how
they can intersect with your advocacy concern. If they
are part of a political party, look into their election
platform or priorities documents to look for similar
points of connection. When you are meeting with
elected oflcials, ensure your information is up-to-date
and that you are aware of new policies, changes, and
debates. Knowing the lay of the land helps bolster
your position as a knowledgeable, diligent, and
credible source. If you don’t know something, let them
know that you will follow up with the information they
are seeking and make sure you follow through.

—

—

Be Aware!

—

Political Activity Rules for Charities

If you are a cItarita6le organization you will need to limit your “political activities” to 10% of your
resources, or risk jeopardizing your ckarita6le status. Cliarities may make tlieir positions known
on political issues 1: tkey connect to tkeir cliaritable purpose. Political activity can take many forms
including calls to political action encouraging die public to contact their elected representatives or
calling for a law or plcy to be retained or cliangeci. For more detailed information, please consult the
Canacia Revenue Agency’s Resources for Charities about Political Activities.
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Tips for a Successful Meeting
Iected officials have many
competing demands, so keep
track of time and make the Hrst
move to leave when your allotted time is up this will
be appreciated and may assist with your next meeting
request.

THE QUESTIONS ELECTED OFFICIALS
ASK WILL GIVE YOU VALUABLE
INSIGHTS INTO THEIR PERSPECTIVES
AND PRIORITIES AND ARE THE MOST
VALUABLE PART OF THE MEETING.

—

Present your advocacy issue in a clear way. What
action do you want from your elected official?

THE DIALOGUE CAN ALSO PROVIDE
INSIGHTS INTO MISUNDERSTANDINGS
THAT YOU WILL NEED TO ADDRESS
HEAD ON WITH YOUR ADVOCACY
CAMPAIGN.

Put your ask” on a PowerPoint deck of about seven
or eight slides, with a limited number of bullets or
images per slide, make copies, and bring it along to
guide discussion. Don’t forget that images can be
powerful communication tools.
Most meetings are only half an hour in length, so keep
your presentation to 10-15 minutes, and maximize the
dialogue time with your elected official.
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conclusion
Thank you for your interest in advocating for historic
places and for making a difference in your community.
We want to hear from you!
Are there any topics or details that you would like to
see added? Please contact us with your thoughts at
info@nationaltrustcanada.ca or phone us at
1-866-964-1066.

Regeneration Works
The National Trust’s Regeneration Works program
helps passionate and dedicated people working
to save and renew great historic places across the
country.
Whether you are interested in downtown
revitalization, the regeneration of historic sites and
buildings, or fundraising, Regeneration Works has
tools, tips, and training and coaching opportunities to
help improve the vitality of your historic place.

www.regenerationworks.ca
Top 10 Endangered Places List
The Top 10 Endangered Places List shines a national
spotlight on historic places at risk due to neglect or
lack of funding. The List brings media attention and
gives a welcome shot in the arm for local groups
involved in challenging campaigns to save places that
matter.

https://nationaltrustcanada.ca/
what-we-offer/endangered-places
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