HALIFAX

P.O. Box 1749
Halifax, Nova Scotia
B3J 3A5 Canada

Item No. 9.1.1
Heritage Advisory Committee
February 25, 2026

TO: Chair and Members of Heritage Advisory Committee

FROM: Erin MaclIntyre, Acting Executive Director Planning and Development

DATE: January 26, 2026

SUBJECT: HRTG-2025-00886: Substantial Alterations to the municipally registered

heritage property at 5820 Spring Garden Road, Halifax

ORIGIN

An application by DSRA Architecture Inc., on behalf of the property owner, to substantially alter the
municipally registered heritage property located at 5820 Spring Garden Road, Halifax (known as the
Convent of the Sacred Heart).

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

< This report reviews a substantial alteration application for the registered heritage property located
at 5820 Spring Garden Road, Halifax, which is part of a larger conservation project. The applicant
is proposing to:

0 Remove the existing wood window inserts on the original building (c.1851) and 1910 east
wing and replace them with aluminum-clad wood windows with simulated divided lites
(SDL); and

0o Remove the existing wood basement (single hung) windows on the original building
(c.1851) and replace them with aluminum-clad wood (hopper) windows.

- Staff advise that the proposed alterations comply with the Standards and Guidelines, as they
maintain the property’s integrity and character defining elements. The replacement window inserts
replicate the historic window appearance using compatible substitute materials, address ventilation
requirements without compromising historic character, and will be thoroughly documented before
installation.

e Staff recommend that the Heritage Advisory Committee recommend approval of the proposed
substantial alteration application.

RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended that the Heritage Advisory Committee recommend that Regional Council approve the
proposed substantial alteration to the municipally registered heritage property at 5820 Spring Garden Road,
Halifax as set out in this report.



HRTG-2025-00886: Substantial Alterations to
5820 Spring Garden Rd, Halifax
Heritage Advisory Committee -2- February 25, 2026

BACKGROUND

Existing Site Context

The subject property, 5820 Spring Garden Road, known as the Convent of the Sacred Heart, is now the
campus of the Sacred Heart School. Located on the south side of Spring Garden Road, between Summer
Street and South Park Street (see Map 1), the subject property was registered as a municipal heritage
property in 1982. After a series of alterations, the present-day Sacred Heart building consists of:

e The original building, which was built c.1851 (see Figure 1);
e An east wing that was constructed in 1910 (see Figure 2);

 An 1876 connecting wing, which was partially demolished and rebuilt as the current connecting
wing around 1962-1963 (see Figure 3); and

e Multiple additions between 1962 and 2008.

Staff note that the 1910 east wing and the 1876 connecting wing have become a character-defining element
over time and as such, it is part of staff's substantial alteration review. Conversely, the later additions have
not become character-defining elements over time. The property’s heritage value and list of character-
defining elements are summarized in Attachment A.

Figure 1: Original Building (c.1851) Figure 2: 1910 East Wing Figure 3: 1876 Connecting Wing
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Figure 4: Existing site plan showing the locations of the original building (c.1851), 1910 wing, and 1876
connecting wing
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Requested Substantial Alterations

The applicant is proposing an exterior conservation project that will maintain the heritage building and
extend its longevity; this proposal includes both substantial and non-substantial alterations. A full overview
of the conservation project can be found in Attachments C and D.

The applicant proposes the following substantial alterations to existing windows on the north fagade of the
original building and the 1910 wing, which the applicant states are deteriorating:

 Remove the existing wood window inserts on the original building (c.1851) and 1910 east wing and
replace them with aluminum-clad wood windows with simulated divided lites (SDL); and

 Remove the existing wood basement (single hung) windows on the original building (c.1851) and
replace them with aluminum-clad wood (hopper) windows, in order to improve ventilation and
moisture control. A lot grading reduction at the base of these windows is also a component of this
alteration.

Substantial Alteration Legislation

In accordance with Section 17 of the Heritage Property Act, a substantial alteration to a municipal heritage
property requires Regional Council approval. The Heritage Property Act defines a substantial alteration as
“any action that affects or alters the character-defining elements of a property”. The character-defining
elements are defined as “the materials, forms, location, spatial configurations, uses and cultural
associations or meanings that contribute to heritage value and that must be sustained in order to preserve
heritage value.”

Heritage value is defined as “the aesthetic, historic, scientific, cultural, social or spiritual importance or
significance for past, present or future generations and embodied in character-defining materials, forms,
locations, spatial configurations, uses and cultural associations or meanings.” Therefore, a determination
on the appropriateness of a substantial alteration lies in its effect on the property’s unique heritage value
and character-defining elements.

If Regional Council refuses the requested substantial alteration to the heritage property, the owners may
choose to alter the heritage property three years from the date of the application, but not more than four
years after the date of the application, in accordance with Section 18 of the Heritage Property Act. Should
the substantial alteration plans be revised, a new substantial alteration application will be required, which
will start a new three-year waiting period.

Heritage Value & Character-defining Elements

To determine the appropriateness of a substantial alteration, a full understanding of the property’s heritage
value and character-defining elements is required. As a point of reference, staff have prepared a heritage
property summary which outlines the heritage value and character-defining elements for the property
(Attachment A). This summary was created using the historic information contained in HRM'’s heritage
property files and documents provided by the applicant.

The Standards and Guidelines for the Conservation of Historic Places in Canada (2" Edition) are used to
perform an analysis of the appropriateness of a substantial alteration’s impact on a property’s heritage
value and character-defining elements. The Standards and Guidelines help to ensure that careful
consideration is given to how the proposed alterations may affect the heritage values and character-defining
elements of the building. The findings of this analysis are provided in Attachment E and summarized in the
discussion section of this report.

Non-substantial Alterations

The applicant’s conservation project includes several non-substantial alterations that are subject to staff
approval during the permitting process but are not subject to consideration by the Heritage Advisory
Committee (HAC) or Regional Council. The proposed non-substantial alterations are conservation work on
the north fagade, which are summarized below:
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* Repair deteriorating masonry on the north fagade, which includes
0 Cleaning the masonry;
o0 Installing concealed anchors to stabilize the masonry, when necessary;
0 Replacing missing bricks using in-kind material; and
0 Removing loose mortar and repoint joints with lime-based mortar;

* Restore gutters and their copper elements to prevent future water damage;

« Repair the 1850s portico, including soffit and architectural finishings, and replace materials, when
necessary, to prevent leakage; and

¢ Repair wooden entrance doors and stained-glass windows.

The applicant notes that in keeping with the Standards and Guidelines, they intend to repair existing
elements where possible and replace, when necessary, with the aid of photographic evidence.

DISCUSSION

The overarching term for protecting historic places in Canada is conservation, which is described by the
Standards and Guidelines as “all actions or processes aimed at safeguarding the character-defining
elements of an historic place to retain its heritage value and extend its physical life”. Conservation may
specifically involve preservation, rehabilitation, restoration, or a combination of these actions. Applying the
Standards and Guidelines to the applicant’s conservation proposal requires an understanding of the project,
and the project’s character-defining elements and heritage value.

The proposed substantial alterations on the Convent of Sacred Heart are classified as rehabilitation.
Rehabilitation involves the sensitive adaptation of a historic place by providing a continuing or compatible
contemporary use, while protecting heritage value. Rehabilitation can include the replacement of elements
or components of the building with an accurate replica or a new design compatible with the style, era, and
character of the historic place. The proposed substantial alterations also include preservation elements,
which is 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 the heritage value.

Rehabilitation projects are evaluated using general Standards 1 through 9, and three additional Standards,
10 through 12, that relate specifically to rehabilitation. Staff have completed an evaluation of the applicant’s
proposal using the Standards and Guidelines, which are summarised in Attachment E.

Existing Window Conditions

The applicant provided an assessment of the existing wood windows on the north fagade of the original
building and 1910 east wing (see Attachment B); this attachment indicates that the windows show
noticeable signs of deterioration. The ¢.1851 building’s tower windows show extensive water damage,
sealant failure, and wood frame degradation (and a previous inappropriate intervention has obscured the
original arch-top design of these windows with wood panels). Similar deterioration is evident on other
above-ground windows, as well. In addition to the deterioration, the attic windows are covered by aluminum
storm windows, which are non-original and detract from the building’s heritage character.

Basement-level windows on the original building have experienced more severe deterioration due to partial
burial by rising soil. This has resulted in moisture retention and accumulation of soil and debris against the
frames. In addition to water damage, sealant failure, and wood frame deterioration, the basement windows
also exhibit brick infill failure, missing glazing and sashes, inadequate ventilation, etc.

Upon review of the applicant’s submitted materials, staff note that the extent of window deterioration
requires intervention to prevent further window damage, prevent negative impacts on adjacent architectural
elements, and address previous inappropriate alterations. Based on analysis, staff advise that the
deteriorated window condition makes repair challenging from a design and engineering point-of-view. The
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window condition assessment evaluated the existing condition of character-defining elements to determine
the appropriate intervention needed, which meets the requirements of Standard 7.

Window Appearance & Detailing

The applicant proposes to retain the building’s historic window appearance, proportions, and detailing by
incorporating Simulated Divided Lites (SDL) in the replacement window inserts to reflect the original sash
patterns. All replacement window inserts will maintain the original window shape, including the arched top
on tower windows, and previously closed transom sections will be reopened and glazed to restore their
original design. Existing wood window trim, both exterior and interior, will be repaired where feasible, with
deteriorated portions being replaced with matching wood materials and profiles. Existing aluminum storm
windows will be removed to further enhance the building’s heritage appearance.

From a structural point-of-view, the applicant will prioritize the retention of original wooden window bucks
(i.e., the structural frames within the masonry openings), and any necessary repairs will use in-kind
materials. Traditional joinery and finishes will be applied to preserve the character of the original materials,
while modern weatherproofing will be discreetly integrated to improve durability.

The proposed substantial alteration will conserve the property’s heritage value by carefully replicating the
original windows in their appearance, portions, and detailing, and it will preserve existing wood trim and
other CDEs in accordance with Standard 1. Although replacement is proposed, the approach reflects a
recognition that the existing wood windows are in deteriorated condition.

Aluminum-clad Wood Window Replacement

The proposed replacement windows are aluminum-clad wood inserts. These windows are primarily
constructed of pine, with a 0.05-inch-thick extruded aluminum cladding applied to the exterior surface
(drawing A5.04 in Attachment D).

The applicant reviewed replacement window options, and they proposed aluminum-clad wood windows
based on considerations of historical authenticity, thermal performance, maintenance requirements, and
environmental impact. The applicants identified that aluminum-clad windows provide a balance between
preserving the visual authenticity of historical wood windows and meeting current building standards. Staff
note that the introduction of these new window inserts is reversible and would allow for future restoration
efforts.

Except for a close inspection, staff note the proposed aluminum-clad wood windows show no visual
differentiation from a solid wood window. Considering the accurate appearance replication and the fact that
most parts of the proposed windows utilize wood, staff believe that the use of aluminum-clad wood windows
in this situation is a permissible alternative under Standards 8 and 9, even though it does introduce some
modern materials to the heritage building.

The Standards and Guidelines also provide specific guidelines for conservation work on different types of
historic places, which the applicant referenced in their submission. Section 4.3.5 provides Guidelines for
Buildings: Windows, Doors and Storefronts:

Section 4.3.5 (16) Replacing in kind irreparable windows, doors or storefronts based on physical and
documentary evidence. If using the same materials and design details is not technically or
economically feasible, then compatible substitute materials or details may be considered.

Upon review of the application and the Standards and Guidelines, staff feel that the proposed aluminum-
clad windows are a compatible substitute material in this instance, which preserves the traditional window
appearance while improving overall durability. Further, the applicant’'s proposal appears to respond to the
building’s technical limitations and deterioration while protecting heritage value as required by Standard 3.

Basement Window Alteration
The existing basement windows are single-hung units, with one fixed sash and one moveable sash. This
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configuration restricts ventilation to only half of the window opening, which is problematic given the
windows’ below-grade placement and limited size. While this design may be functional in other parts of the
building, it fails to provide adequate airflow to the basement, contributing to poor ventilation and accelerated
deterioration of the window assemblies.

These limitations - combined with moisture retention and soil accumulation - constitute an inherent vice: a
built-in flaw that prevents the windows from performing effectively over time and impedes the adaptive
reuse of the basement space. According to the Standards and Guidelines, defective details or inappropriate
material choices should not be duplicated when improvements are possible without significantly affecting
the place’s heritage value. Addressing this issue is necessary to preserve the building’s heritage value
while improving functionality.

To resolve these concerns, the proposed intervention includes replacing the single-hung units with hopper-
style windows that offer improved ventilation while maintaining the original divided lite pattern. Adjacent to
basement windows, lot grading adjustments will expose buried stone sills and help manage moisture
moving forward. Salvaged granite from the chapel wing foundation will be repurposed for sills that require
restoration. The proposed basement window alteration addresses inherent vice and maintains the
traditional basement window profile and appearance.

Conclusion

Staff advise that the proposed substantial alterations to the municipally registered heritage property at 5820
Spring Garden Road are consistent with the Standards and Guidelines and will conserve the property’s
character-defining elements and heritage value. The condition of the existing windows has been assessed
and documented. Alternative window interventions were thoroughly explored, and based on this analysis,
staff suggest that the proposed changes are both appropriate and minimal. The proposed aluminum-clad
wood window inserts will replicate the historic appearance while enhancing durability. Basement window
modifications will address ventilation issues without compromising the building’s heritage value. All
alterations will be documented in the HRM Heritage Property Program file. For these reasons, staff
recommend approval of the application.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS
The HRM costs associated with processing this application can be accommodated within the approved

2025/26 budget for Planning and Development. HRM is not responsible for construction and renovation
costs.

RISK CONSIDERATION

No risk considerations were identified.

COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT

No community engagement was required.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

No environmental implications were identified.
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ALTERNATIVES

1. Heritage Advisory Committee may recommend that Halifax Regional Council approve the
substantial alterations to 5820 Spring Garden Road, Halifax, with conditions, and in so doing,
should provide reasons for the conditions based on applicable conservation standards.

2. Heritage Advisory Committee may recommend that Halifax Regional Council refuse part or all of
the proposed substantial alterations to 5820 Spring Garden Road, Halifax. This is not
recommended as staff advise that the proposed substantial alterations be approved for reasons
outlined in this report.

Note: The Heritage Property Act does not include appeal provisions for decisions of Council regarding
substantial alterations, however, if the substantial alteration application is refused, section 18(3) of the
Heritage Property Act provides that the owners would be permitted to proceed with their proposal three
years from the date of the application.

LEGISLATIVE AUTHORITY

Heritage Property Act, R.S.N.S. 1989, c. 199

17 (1) Municipal heritage property shall not be substantially altered in exterior or public-building
interior appearance or demolished without the approval of the municipality.

By-law H-200, the Heritage Property By-Law

4. The Committee (HAC) shall, within the time limits prescribed by Council or the Act, advise the
Region respecting:

(c) applications to substantially alter the external appearance of or demolish a municipal heritage
property.

12. Applications for alteration of a registered heritage property shall be evaluated in accordance with
the Standards for the Conservation of Historic Places in Canada, 2" Edition, as set forth in Schedule
‘B-1". The Guidelines for the Conservation of Historic Places in Canada, 2nd Edition shall be used to
interpret and apply the Standards.

ATTACHMENTS

Map 1 Location Map

Attachment A Heritage Building Summary

Attachment B Window Assessment

Attachment C  Rationale Letter & Window Specifications
Attachment D  Conservation Drawings

Attachment E  Standards and Guidelines Evaluation

Report Prepared by: Shaogqiu Gong, Planner Il, Heritage Property Program, Strategic Projects, 902.233.9826

















































































































































CLIENT

(

SACRED HEART

SCHOOL of HALIFAX

1%
o| | . .
™~ SR T\N CONSULTANT LOGO
0 OF 107\‘
¥ T
£ £ ) u
% % = —
TYPE A0 TYPE A.02 TYPE A.03
v85p —
[r2oon
ARCHITECTURE
L ] i 100-Purdy's Tower 1, 1959 Upper Water
(@] .
ik 4 | <> » 2 Halifax, NS, Canada  B3J 3N2
N K wn .
S i t 902-420-9990  email@dsra.ca
TR ”
M
| ™ KEY PLAN
e — = - — ] A
= — TYPE A05 TYPE A.06 TYPE A.07 TYPE A.08
A A A A A A A R N
m  m m m m m o ooy || T LT LT I e & P L T QNWEIELL : uu :
el alals alas alast e R L EW-4.11 EW4.12>  <EW4.13 EW417>  <EW-4.18 EW-4.19 é
L i 1 i il il - s —> -
— — CEW-3.08 EW-3.10 | L]
= [ ] ‘ S o = ‘ r— —— ‘ ‘ o COLLEGE STREET
Wl < Wl < Wy <l — e Ll L A S 2 T T G
S/ AN Sn/ N R ain (I 51 I L Ll | el el Bl | I LI L L | / 4 |
EW-3.16 T =
H H H H H H H H H H H H [ [ EW-3.12 EW-3.13 EW-3.14 ﬂ m EVYEW EW-3.18 EW-3.19 EW-3.20 © . .
T EW-3.01 EW-3.02 EW-3.03 EW-3.4 EW-3.05 EW-3.06 EW-3.07 /J\ /J\ EW-3.09 u u N ﬁ'
B | B B == B B I b HH N R
C - C - C - ﬂﬂ — C - C - C - ? ©
| C . - . - . - . — ———] EW-208% <EW-2.09 S g T — — |
- = - = = ———
Ly i i W\ M l TYPE A.09 TYPE A.10 TYPE A11 TYPE A12
N rUTELTEL e 125 ol T
AL EW-2.12 EW-2.13 EW-2.14 EW-2.16 EW-2.17 EW-2.19 EW-2.20 EW-2.21 e —
m ) o
L C | C | C | — HEN — C | C | C | L
[]
| 7 E : — 1T [ T 1 ] ., KEY PLAN
T W08 Bl EW1 15 EW1 16 EW1 17 »
. T‘L 7L [ T [ T T T J\ ‘
77777777777777777777777777777777 © %
SRS v p‘)
h("\f \\\ / ’
m EXISTING WINDOWS TYPOLOGY - PARTIAL NORTH ELEVATION 41 41 3’6" 36"
\a501/ SCALE: 1:100 TYPE A13 TYPE A14 TYPE A15 TYPEA16
SCALE : 1:100
Om 1m 2m 3m 4m 5m 6m 7m 8m 9m 10m T
T
S
(@)
N &
™~
0
ki
™
\ | ] ’ \ _ \ _
m ...@ | 3-8 | 3 3-6 41
w A W TYPE A17 TYPE A.18 TYPE A19 TYPE A.20
|| /"4 _EXISTING WINDOWS TYPOLOGY 01 | RE_ISSUED FOR FERTAGE REVEW |DECO!
EW-5.04 @ SCALE: 1:50 2025
l.‘.' SCALE : 1:50 revisions date
Om im 2m 3m 4m 5m oroject orojet
e (A A A A A A AR QA R SACRED HEART SCHOOL
‘E!‘ F! F! F! F! F! F! F! F! F! F! F! F! F! F! IO, [T EXISTING WINDOW SCHEDULE
W mmmm || O F HAL‘ FAX
I DIMENSION WINDOW ‘
D e WINDOW TYPE | MATERIAL | WINDOW FRAME TYPE — = 1 LEVEL cope |COUNT| SUM COMMENTS
R FIRST LEVEL EW2 | 4 ALUMINUM STORM WINDOWS OVER THE
Q LU A01 W0oD SINGLEHUNG | 144" | 86" | eVEL | Ews | 2 | © | EXISTING/ORIGINAL WOODEN FRAMES**
N ALUMINUM STORM WINDOWS OVER THE
— A.02 WO00D SINGLE-HUNG | 1-11"| 59 THIRD LEVEL EW4 | 2 2| EicTING/ORIGINAL WOODEN FRAMES** 5820 SPRING GARDEN RD, HALIFAX, NS
[T
Iy iy ALUMINUM STORM WINDOWS OVER THE . .
| 1qn 144N 5 d i d i
A03 WO0OD SINGLEHUNG | 441" | 5411 THIRD LEVEL EW4 | 1 | 1 | yicTING/ORIGINAL WOODEN FRAMES** rawing essin
EW-3.21 EW-3.22> A EW311 A.04 WO0O0D SINGLE-HUNG 1-11"| 4 ATTIC LEVEL EW-5 2 2
F . , A.05 WO0OD SINGLEHUNG | 41" | 4'2" ATTIC LEVEL W5 | 1 | 1
— 1 EXISTING WINDOW
L] L] A.06 WO0OD SINGLEHUNG | 41" [3-14%"  SECOND LEVEL W3 | 1 | 1
— SCHEDULE
g | A.07 WO0OD SINGLE-HUNG 3' | 36" | UNDERGROUND LEVEL | EW- | 10 | 10
[ == ‘
: ﬁ = \ ] o | Eam _ ALUMINUM STORM WINDOWS OVER THE
[ 1 1 g B _— il T T A.08 WO0OoD SINGLE-HUNG 32" | 5-10 THIRD LEVEL EW4 | 9 9 | EXISTING/ORIGINAL WOODEN FRAMES**
@ﬂ j & R LY m N FIRST LEVEL EW-2 ALUMINUM STORM WINDOWS OVER THE
il b il A09 WooD SINGLEHUNG | 3-2" | 86" —— o IvEL | Ews 18 ' EXISTING/ORIGINAL WOODEN FRAMES** | | designed p o congu
EAE YY) EW-2.23 EW.0.24 XE T o ALUMINUM STORM WINDOWS OVER THE 2025.10.31
5 A10 WO0OD SINGLEHUNG | 2-7" | 541} THIRD LEVEL EW4 | 6 | 6 | pyicTING/ORIGINAL WOODEN FRAMES** | | %°'° .10.
NN il 1 drawn S.G/ M.A dessiné
L All WO0OD SINGLEHUNG | 28" | 5-2%" ATTIC LEVEL W5 | 1 | 1
L————1
R AR AR AR AR AR LR R KRR 1A RO RRARR = = o o ALUMINUM STORM WINDOWS OVER THE date 2025.11.03
L M AL2 WOoD DOUBLEHUNG | 4-1" /10:2" ~ SECONDLEVEL | EW3 | 6 | 6 | pyis7iNG/ORIGINAL WOODEN FRAMES** | [ approved p approuvé
T = — ALUMINUM STORM WINDOWS OVER THE ©
- [ EHJ TM ‘ — A14 ALUMINUM HOPPER 4-1" | 2'8" | UNDERGROUND LEVEL| EW-1 | 6 6 EXISTING TO REMAIN project number 24156 no. du projet
ﬁ_,—f A15 ALUMINUM | SINGLEHUNG | 3-6" | 46" THIRD LEVEL EW4 | 3 | 3 EXISTING TO REMAIN
- A16 ALUMINUM | SINGLEHUNG | 36" | 3-9" |  SECOND LEVEL W3 | 2 | 2 EXISTING TO REMAIN p —
Ing no. no. u essin
/Q\ EXISTING WINDOWS TYPOLOGY - PARTIAL WEST ELEVATION /3\ EXISTING WINDOWS TYPOLOGY - PARTIAL EAST ELEVATION A17 ALUMINUM SINGLE-HUNG 36" | & SECOND LEVEL EW3 | 2 2 EXISTING TO REMAIN
A5.01, SCALE: 1:100 A5.01/ SCALE:1:100 A18 ALUMINUM | SINGLE-HUNG 3' | 36" |UNDERGROUND LEVEL| EW-1 | 2 | 2 EXISTING TO REMAIN
SCALE - 1:100 SCALE : 1:100 A19 ALUMINUM | SINGLE-HUNG 36" | 72" FIRST LEVEL w2 | 2 | 2 EXISTING TO REMAIN A 5 O W
I ———— A.20 ALUMINUM | RADIUS WINDOW | 4-1" | 9-1" FIRST LEVEL w2 | 2 | 2 EXISTING TO REMAIN ‘
Om 1m 2m 3m 4m 5m 6m 7m 8m 9m 10m Om m 2m 3m 4m B5m ©6m 7m 8m 9m 10m TOTAL NUMBER OF WINDOWS 88
TTTTTTTTT
ARCH D (2025) [ I N A D Y Y A B
10 20mm 40 60 80 1 120 140 1 1 200mm




CLIENT
. ¢
AN ( SACRED HEART
< SCHOOL of HALIFAX
[ A7 A~ A
M S
R © CONSULTANT LOGO
o0 | 2
~ o)} =
NS TR
| | [ie) VT
< -~
5 5 5 ]
= A
K . 5> TYPE B.01 TYPE B.02 TYPE B.03 TYPE B.04
g
ARCHITECTURE
L ] 100-Purdy's Tower 1, 1959 Upper Water
NZihiRiRibliRN' Halifax, NS, Canada  B3J 3N2
t 902-420-9990  email@dsra.ca
KEY PLAN :] *
SRR R R R e AR AR AR AR RAEE % ) o : | N
ﬂWMWMWl ﬂWMWMWl N/ vV ] iy g
[TT1 [TT1. [TT1 [TT1. [TT1 [TT1. | L IR / h i =
NW-4.01 NW-4.02 NW-4.03 NW-4.04 NW-4.05 NW-4.06 | | | | | | = N ® —|
NW-4.11 NW-4.12 NW-4.13 NW-4.17 NW-4.18 NW-4.19 s 0 | &
T T N [} o
(L) i i il BT i R i & = 1. -
i i Y
= v o T T :
— “‘ | E—
i ” : : : : TYPE B.05 TYPE B.06 TYPE B.07 TYPE B.08 COLLEGE STREET
I I I I I
T T T e T L e L e L L
“ “ “ “ “ “ “ “ “ “ “ “ NW-3.12 NW-3.13 NW-3.14 NW-3.18 NW-3.19 NW-3.20
T CNW-3.01 NW-3.02 NW-3.03 PW-10.4 NW-3.05 NW-3.06 QI <
T T T T T T S
C 1 C 1 C 1 C 1 C 1 C 1 ] T
] ]
A . A . A . A . A . A . gl il
oy gy || gy gy || gy gy 1 e W ey W e [ ] ] |
Y
Q]
T CNW-2.01 NW-2.02 NW-2.03 NW-2.04 NW-2.05 NW-2.06 > T AL NW-2.12 NW-2.13 NW-2.14 NW-2.19 NW-2.20 NW-2.21 I % " ] (‘3
I ©
[ [ 1 [ 1 [ 1 [ 1 [ 1 [ 1 [ i[z‘ LEN
C ] L ] C ] C ] — Q ] % H H u‘) (\)
T 7 T ! : KEY PLAN
N N N N N N ) - . ]
| i | i — s T D D e B -
[ | | I TYPE B.09 TYPE B.10 TYPE B.11 TYPE B.12
"
/1" NEW WINDOWS TYPOLOGY - PARTIAL NORTH ELEVATION
@ SCALE: 1:100 7
SCALE : 1:100
Om im 2m 3m 4m 5m 6m 7m 8m 9m 10m
y
0
A A
TYPE B.13
o' |
[[[ecas 8060
\V NV /"4, NEW WINDOWS TYPOLOGY
A5.02, SCALE: 1:50
SCALE : 1:50
NW-5.04 e == ————— 01 |RE-ISSUED FOR HERITAGE REVIEW ngég'
Om 1m 2m 3m 4m 5m
revisions date
project projet
T e T T T T AT T T T : ]
e e i | LA R AR AR AR AN ﬂﬂ_-H‘
H F! F! F! F! F! F! F! F! F! F! F! F! F! F! [ T T T T T T T T T T T T A T T (T SAC R E D H EA RT S C H O O L
r [T A O F HAL‘ FAX
I NEW WINDOW SCHEDULE
NW-4.21
WINDOW TYPE QUANTITY MATERIAL STYLE GLASS DV'VMENS'?_IN
i B.01 6 W-EAC* DOUBLE-HUNG | DOUBLE GLAZED - TEMPERED | 1-11" | 86"
— B.03 1 W-EAC DOUBLE-HUNG | DOUBLE GLAZED - TEMPERED | 41" | 511"
T g B.04 2 W-EAC DOUBLEHUNG | DOUBLE GLAZED - TEMPERED | 111" | 4 Srowing .
B.05 1 W-EAC DOUBLE-HUNG | DOUBLE GLAZED - TEMPERED | 41" | 4-2"
1 n 1 1"
NW-3.21 Nws2> L TR B.06 1 W-EAC DOUBLE-HUNG | DOUBLE GLAZED - TEMPERED | 41" |3-11%
| ‘ ' B.07 10 W-EAC HOPPER DOUBLE GLAZED - TEMPERED | 3' | 36" NEW WINDOW
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— — A B.09 18 W-EAC DOUBLE-HUNG DOUBLE GLAZED -TEMPERED | 3-2" | 86" SCHEDULE
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GE'HE ) \‘ | | _ _Qn n_ in
= = T i 7 B = = B.11 1 W-EAC DOUBLE-HUNG | DOUBLE GLAZED - TEMPERED | 2'8" |5"21
:M W 1T T L H o — — B.12 6 W-EAC DOUBLE-HUNG DOUBLE GLAZED - TEMPERED | 4-1" | 10-2"
il Sl m B.13 6 W-EAC DOUBLE-HUNG | DOUBLE GLAZED - TEMPERED | 41" | 8-4" |
i QD i TOTAL NUMBER OF 69 designed P C congu
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1] i *  W-EAC-WOOD WINDOWS AND WOOD FRAME WITH EXTRUDED ALUMINUM CLADDING ON EXTERIOR - PREFINISHED WHITE drawn  S.G/ M.A dessiné
I C . COATING. date 2025.11.03
= o : ) Ji, GENERAL NOTES: approved P approuvé
I NW-1.09 1. DEMOLISH EXISTING WOOD WINDOWS AND STORM SCREENS AT ALL LOCATIONS WHERE EXISTING WINDOWS ARE TO BE REPLACED WITH gote  2025.11.03
L] H EHJ j‘“ M\/M H”‘i L] NEW. project number no. du projet
2. ALLNEW ALUMINUM CLAD WOOD WINDOWS TO BE FABRICATED ACCORDINGLY: 24156
E‘_:—H a)  TOFIT WITHIN EXISTING ROUGH OPENINGS
= b)  MATCHING THE NEW WINDOW DESIGN TYPOLOGY PROVIDED IN DETAIL 4/A5.02 R —
¢ DESIGNED GLAZING WITH SIMULATED DIVIDED LIGHTS AND INTERNAL PANE DIVIDERS ' '
/"2 NEW WINDOWS TYPOLOGY - PARTIAL WEST ELEVATION /"3 NEW WINDOWS TYPOLOGY - PARTIAL EAST ELEVATION d)) REFER TO SPECIFICATION 08 52 13 - WOOD WINDOWS FOR ADDITIONAL DETAILS
A5.02, SCALE: 1:100 A5.02, SCALE: 1:100 :
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DESCRIPTION

®

EXISTING GRANITE STONE WINDOW HEAD TO BE RETAINED

A: EXISTING WOOD BUCK - REPAIR & RESTRAIN WHERE POSSIBLE/ REPLACE

DETERIORATED WOOD BUCKS WITH IN-KIND MATERIAL

B: EXISTING WOOD BUCK - TO BE DEMOLISHED

C:NEW WOOD BUCK AND BLOCK AS REQUIRED, USE EXISTING WOOD BUCKS

IN-KIND MATERIAL

EXISTING EXTERIOR WINDOW WOOD TRIM - REPAIR & RESTRAIN WHERE POSSIBLE/
REPLACE DETERIORATED WOOD TRIMS WITH IN-KIND MATERIAL AND SAME PROFILE

EXISTING WOOD WINDOW TO BE DEMOLISHED

EXISTING GRANITE STONE WINDOW SILL ABOVE EXISTING GRADING TO BE RETAINED

EXISTING BRICK KNEE WALL BLOCKED BASEMENT WINDOW UP TO EXISTING GRADE

TO BE DEMOLISHED

EXISTING CEILING TO BE RETAINED, MAKE GOOD & REPAINT EXISTING

DRYWALL/PLASTER AT WINDOW HEAD, EXTENDED DRYWALL/PLASTER TO THE NEW

WOO BUCK IF REQUIRED.

EXISTING DRYWALL/ PLASTER TO BE RETAINED, MAKE GOOD & REPAINT EXISTING

DRYWALL /PLASTER AT WINDOW JAMB TO MATCH EXISTING

EXISTING INTERIOR SILL TO BE RETAINED - MAKE GOOD AND REPAINT

® |@® O®G®E  ®

EXISTING MASONRY STONE WALL (APPROXIMATE)
- 8"STONE
- 4" MORTAR
- 8"STONE
- AIRSPACE
- HORIZONTAL & VERTICAL WOOD STRIPS
- PLASTER/ SAND/HORSE HAIR RENDER

&)

NEW HOPPER ALUMINUM CLAD WOOD WINDOW (SEE CONSTRUCTION NOTE 5)

®)

A: APPLY AIR BARRIER TO NEW WOOD BUCK AND SEAL INTO WINDOW FRAME

B: SEAL AIR BARRIER TO EXISTING MASONRY OPENING WHEN NEW WOOD BUCK

/WOOD TRIM INSTALLED

C: APPLY AIR BARRIER BETWEEN WINDOW WOOD FRAME & ALUMINUM CLADDING

GENERAL : SEE CONSTRUCTION NOTE 3 FOR MORE INFORMATION

&)

A: NEW FOAM ROD AND SEALANT, FRONT AND BACK

B: EXTERIOR PERIMETER SEALANT-TYPICAL

C: INTERIOR PERIMETER SEALANT-TYPICAL

SEE CONSTRUCTION NOTE 4 FOR MORE INFORMATION

SPRAY FOAM FILL ALL CAVITIES

NEW INTERIOR PERIMETER WOOD TRIM-TYPICAL, , PROFILE AND SIZE WILL BE

REVIEWED BY CONSULTANT

EXISTING INTERIOR WINDOW WOOD TRIM - REPAIR & RESTRAIN WHERE POSSIBLE/
REPLACE DETERIORATED WOOD TRIMS WITH IN-KIND MATERIAL AND SAME PROFILE

EXISTING GRANITE STONE WINDOW SILL TO BE RETAINED

NEW DOUBLE-HUNG ALUMINUM CLAD WOOD WINDOW (SEE CONSTRUCTION NOTE 5

EXISTING YELLOW BRICKS - TO BE DEMOLISHED (SEE CONSTRUCTION NOTE 8)

SHONOHONORONE)

NEW YELLOW BRICK - REPLACE WITH IN-KIND MATERIAL AND SAME PROFILE(SEE

CONSTRUCTION NOTE 8)

HEAD

SILL

SCREEN

PROFILE AND WIDTH
TO MATCH EXISTING

Masonry Opening

GLAZING

PROFILE

%D D<7SIMULATED DIVIDED LITE(SDL),

ALUMINUM CLAD WOOD

)

CONSTRUCTION NOTES

1.GENERAL NOTES

ALL WORK AND MATERIALS SHALL CONFORM TO THE REQUIREMENTS ALL WORK AND
MATERIALS SHALL CONFORM TO THE REQUIREMENTS SET OUT IN THE 2020 NATIONAL
BUILDING CODE OF CANADA.

ALL WORK IS TO BE CARRIED OUT IN ACCORDANCE WITH NOVA SCOTIA OCCUPATIONAL
HEALTH & SAFETY ACT.

THE CONTRACTOR SHALL SUBMIT THE SHOP DRAWINGS, SAMPLES, PERMITS,
COMPLIANCE CERTIFICATES, TEST REPORTS, WORK MANAGEMENT PLANS AND OTHER
DATA REQUIRED AS PART OF THE WORK FOR CONSULTANT REVIEWS.

THE CONTRACTOR SHALL EXAMINE ALL DRAWINGS, CHECK ALL DIMENSIONS, AND
REPORT ANY DISCREPANCIES BEFORE PROCEEDING WITH WORK.

CONTRACTOR TO CONFIRM EXISTING STRUCTURE-RELATED DIMENSIONS IN THE FIELD
BEFORE PROCEEDING WITH THE WORK.

2. MORTAR

2.1. REPOINTING MORTAR

USE PREMIXED, FACTORY-BAGGED LIME-BASE MORTARS OR TYPE N MORTARS,
SPECIFICALLY DESIGNED FOR USE IN REPOINTING HISTORIC BUILDINGS, COLOR AND

PROFILE MATCHING EXISTING. PRODUCTS: KINGZHLM-350 BY SIKA CANADA OR OTHER
EQUIVALENT PRODUCTS OFFERING THE SAME FUNCTIONALITY.

2.2. BEDDING MORTAR

USE PREMIXED, FACTORY-BAGGED LIME-BASE MORTARS OR TYPE N MORTARS FOR
BEDDING OF CONCRETE MASONRY UNITS, SPECIFICALLY DESIGNED FOR USE IN HISTORIC

BUILDINGS, MATCHING EXISTING. PRODUCTS: KING®HLM-500 MORTAR BY SIKA CANADA
OR OTHER EQUIVALENT PRODUCTS OFFERING THE SAME FUNCTIONALITY.

3. AIR BARRIERS

3.1. SHEET SEALTYPE 1:

SELF-ADHERED WALL/ROOF AIR BARRIER. SELF-ADHESIVE RUBBERIZED ASPHALT BONDED
TO SHEET POLYETHYLENE, REGULAR OR LOW TEMPERATURE, NOMINAL TOTAL
THICKNESS OF (1IMM) 40 MIL. PRODUCT: BLUESKIN SA, MANUFACTURED BY BAKOR OR
OTHER EQUIVALENT PRODUCTS OFFERING THE SAME FUNCTIONALITY.

3.2. SHEET SEALTYPE 2:

SELF-ADHERED THRU-WALL FLASHING. SELF-ADHESIVE RUBBERIZED ASPHALT BONDED
TO SHEET POLYETHYLENE, REGULAR TEMPERATURE, NOMINAL TOTAL THICKNESS OF
(1IMM) 40 MIL. PRODUCT: BLUESKIN TWF, MANUFACTURED BY BAKOR OR OTHER
EQUIVALENT PRODUCTS OFFERING THE SAME FUNCTIONALITY.

3.3. SHEET SEALTYPE 3:

SELF-ADHERED BELOW-GRADE AIR BARRIER. SBS RUBBERIZED ASPHALT, HEAVY-DUTY,
FULLY ADHERED WATERPROOF MEMBRANE, NOMINAL TOTAL THICKNESS OF (1.5MM) 60
MIL. PRODUCT: BLUESKIN WP200, MANUFACTURED BY BAKOR OR OTHER EQUIVALENT
PRODUCTS OFFERING THE SAME FUNCTIONALITY.

4. JOINT SEALANTS
4.1. EXTERIOR SEALANTS:
MEDIUM-MODULUS SILICONE SEALANT (TYPE S3): ASTM C920-14 - STANDARD

SPECIFICATION FOR ELASTOMERIC JOINT SEALANTS.; TYPE S, GRADE NS; CLASS 50; USE
NT, M, G, A, AND O; SINGLE COMPONENT, NON-SAGGING, NON-STAINING,
NON-BLEEDING, PAINTABLE; COLOUR: AS SELECTED

ACCEPTABLE PRODUCT: SPECTREM 2, MANUFACTURED BY TREMCO OR OTHER
EQUIVALENT PRODUCTS OFFERING THE SAME FUNCTIONALITY.

4.2. INTERIOR SEALANTS:

SINGLE COMPONENT URETHANE SEALANT (TYPE S5): ASTM C920 TYPE S, GRADE NS,
CLASS 25, USES NT, M, A, O; SINGLE COMPONENT, MOISTURE CURING, NONSTAINING,
NON-BLEEDING, COLOR AS SELECTED.

ACCEPTABLE PRODUCT: DYMONIC, MANUFACTURED BY TREMCO OR OTHER EQUIVALENT
PRODUCTS OFFERING THE SAME FUNCTIONALITY.

5.WO0D ALUMINUM CLAD WINDOWS
5.1. WINDOW FRAME:

WOOD FRAME WITH EXTERIOR ALUMINUM CLADDING, INWARD HOPPER, OUTSIDE
SCREEN, SIMULATED DIVIDED LITE (SDL) TO REFLECT EXISTING HERITAGE WINDOWS
CONFIGURATION,

FINISHES: WHITE CLAD (EXTERIOR), CLEAR FINISH - PINE (INTERIOR)
5.2. GLAZING:

DOUBLE GLAZED INSULATING GLASS UNIT: CAN/CGSB-12.8, DOUBLE PANE; OUTER PANE:
6 MM CF, HS GLASS WITH SUNGUARD SN 68 ON SURFACE NO.2; 13 MM INTER-PANE
SPACE FILLED WITH ARGON GAS WITH BLACK CLOSED-CELL POLYMER FOAM WARM
EDGE; INNER PANE OF 6 MM CF, TP GLASS, SEAL GLASS WITH ELASTOMER; TOTAL UNIT
THICKNESS OF 25 MM.

CF (CLEAR FLOAT GLASS): CAN/CGSB-12.3 M91, GUARDIAN CLEAR, 6MM UNLESS NOTED
OTHERWISE.

HS (HEAT STRENGTHENED GLASS): CAN/CGSB-12.9, TYPE 2, CLASS A 6MM CLEAR, UNLESS
NOTED OTHERWISE. TEMPERING SHALL BE PERFORMED USING THE HORIZONTAL
TONG-FREE METHOD. IF ROLLER LINES ARE APPARENT WITHIN ACCEPTABLE LIMITS AS
SPECIFIED, THEY SHALL BE IN THE HORIZONTAL DIRECTION AFTER INSTALLATION.

TP (TEMPERED GLASS): CAN/CGSB-12.1, TYPE 2, CLASS B, CLEAR, 6MM UNLESS NOTED
OTHERWISE. TEMPERING SHALL BE PERFORMED USING THE HORIZONTAL TONG-FREE
METHOD. IF ROLLER LINES ARE APPARENT WITHIN ACCEPTABLE LIMITS AS SPECIFIED,
THEY SHALL BE IN THE HORIZONTAL DIRECTION AFTER INSTALLATION.

5.3. ACCEPTED PRODUCT:

ULTIMATE WINDOWS MANUFACTURED BY MARVIN CANADA OR OTHER EQUIVALENT
PRODUCTS OFFERING THE SAME FUNCTIONALITY.

JAMB

ALUMINUM CLAD WOOD
PROFILE

SIMULATED DIVIDED
LITE(SDL), PROFILE AND
WIDTH TO MATCH EXISTING

GLAZING

SCREEN

/é\ HOPPER ALUMINUM CLAD WOOD WINDOW FRAME DETAILS

A5.03 SCALE: 1:5
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Standard

Staff Comments

Conserve the heritage value and character-defining
elements when creating any new additions to an historic
place or any related new construction. Make the new
work physically and visually compatible with,
subordinate to and distinguishable from the historic
place.

Standard 12

Create any new additions or related new construction
so that the essential form and integrity of an historic
place will not be impaired if the new work is removed in
the future.

N/A
No addition is proposed in the application.
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