
 
 
 

DESIGN REVIEW BOARD AGENDA 

NOTICE OF MEETING 
 

Thursday, October 10, 2019 at 12:00 p.m.  

Sherwood Room, City Hall (199 Queen Street) 

 
1. Call to Order 

2. Declaration of Conflicts 

3. Approval of Agenda – Approval of Agenda for Thursday, October 10, 2019 

4. Adoption of Minutes - Minutes of Design Review Meeting on Monday, September 23, 

2019 

5. Business arising from Minutes 

6. Report:  
a. 60-66 Dorchester Street (PID #s 336826 & 336818) 

Request to review renderings of the proposed modifications from September 23, 
2019 meeting.  
 

b. 7-9 Pownal Street (PID #1105451) 
Request to review renderings of the proposed modifications from March 1, 2018 
meeting.  
 

7. Introduction of New Business 

8. Adjournment  
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PLANNING AND HERITAGE COMMITTEE – DESIGN REVIEW BOARD MINUTES 
MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 23, 2019 12:00PM 
PARDKALE ROOM, CITY HALL    
  
Included Councillor Greg Rivard, Chair  

Deputy Mayor Jason Coady, Vice-Chair 
Councillor Bob Doiron 
Councillor Julie McCabe 
Brian Gillis, RM 
Kenneth McInnis, RM  

Kris Fournier, RM  
Sharon Larter, RM 
Alex Forbes, PHM  
Todd Saunders, HO 
Laurel Palmer Thompson, PII 
Ellen Ganga, IA/AA 

Regrets Mayor Philip Brown 
Greg Munn, RM 

 
 

 
1. Call to Order  
Councillor Greg Rivard called the meeting to order at 12:00 pm.  
 
2. Declaration of Conflicts 
Councillor Greg Rivard asked if there are any other conflicts and there being none, moved to the 
approval of the agenda. 
 
3. Approval of Agenda 
Moved by Councillor Julie McCabe and seconded by Sharon Larter, RM, that the agenda 
for Monday, September 23, 2019, be approved.  

 CARRIED 
 

4. Adoption of Minutes 
Moved by Sharon Larter, RM, and seconded by Kenneth McInnis, that the minutes of the 
Friday, May 17, 2019 meeting, be approved. 

 CARRIED 
 
5. Business arising from Minutes 
There was no business arising from the minutes.  
 
6. 60-66 Dorchester Street (PID #s 336826 & 336818) 
The Planning & Heritage Department is advancing this to the Design Review Board to confirm 
and get approval from the Board that the construction drawings are generally in keeping with the 
approved design review submission. The property is located at 60-66 Dorchester Street (PID #’s 
336826 & 336818). Laurel Palmer Thompson, PII, presented the application. 
 
Ms. Thompson indicated that this application was before the Design Review Board in 2014. At 
that time, the design reviewer recommended for the proposal with a request for a few details to 
be clarified prior to building permit. The Heritage Board which was the Board overseeing the 
process in 2014 approved the application at that time.  
 
On August 2019, the applicants submitted a new set of drawings for the proposed building. The 
following changes are being proposed: 
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DRAFT UNTIL APPROVED BY COMMITTEE 

1. The front façade was originally to be clad in wood siding.  The drawings have changed to 
incorporate a combination of a dark brick and wood siding.  

2. The side elevations were originally to be clad in a metal siding that would run horizontal 
with a wood trellis over the siding.  The applicant has decided to clad the side elevations 
with brick and a metal trellis over the brick. 

3. The configuration of the roof top access has changed.  Originally it was to be built with 
vertical lines and a flat roof.  However, details about this feature were vague in the design 
submission.  The construction drawings show a slanted roof on the roof top access.  This 
may help to detract from giving an appearance of a 4th story which the design reviewer 
had concerns about.   

4. The trellis on the front façade of the building appears to be similar to the original 
proposal however it does not wrap the corners like originally proposed.  The side trellis 
now is comprised of metal and has been placed mainly to facilitate the growth of 
climbing vines. 

Overall, staff feels that the bulk, mass, scale and building design layout is generally in keeping 
with the design submission that was approved during the design review process in 2014.  
However, because of the changes in cladding materials and the modifications to the trellis which 
seemed to be a substantial design feature in the original submission, staff is advancing this to the 
Design Review Board to confirm and get approval from the Board that the construction drawings 
are generally in keeping with the approved design review submission. The Board has the option 
to a) approve the drawings as submitted; b) suggest minor modifications; or c) if the Board feels 
the construction drawings are substantially different from the design review submission than the 
Board can refer the drawings back to the design review process. Silva Stojak, architect for this 
application, is here to provide more details of the design and the reason for the changes. 
 
Ms. Stojak added that the original developer decided on metal siding to meet their budget 
requirements. The property has since been purchased by a private developer who had a larger 
budget for the project, hence allowing them to use better materials or a more substantial material 
than the initial metal siding. The adjacent buildings also have a brick façade and having a brick 
façade instead of a metal siding for this proposed development would also enhance the 
streetscape along Queen Street and Dorchester. Ms. Stojak also presented actual materials and 
colors of the proposed brick for the façade. Because the building is on the property line, the 
materials to be used must be non-combustible (brick or metal siding) and there should be no 
unprotected openings along that façade. To soften the look and add to the street view, trellis will 
also be located on the side of the building instead of just having a solid brick wall. Another 
change is redesigning the roof from flat to slant roof to give the appearance of a further step back 
which will make it even less visible from the street. The façade materials on the north elevation 
will be changed from wood to brick, glass and aluminum. Wood materials will be used for 
certain sections of this façade, around the entrances and around the garage to make it look softer 
and warmer. Bronze Aluminum color is proposed to be used around windows and doors. Mr. 
Gillis sent an email to staff on Friday with the following questions which were also answered by 
Ms. Stojak: 

1. Colour & sample of brick masonry. 
2. Colour / Finish of Aluminum Clad Garage Door 
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3. Fabrication Details of the Cedar Lattice on North Facade 
4. Stairway access to roof terrace are not rendered on the North Elevation 
5. Notation of material finish on East & West flanking elevations 
6. Detail of Galvanized Tube Trellis on East & West elevations 

 
Ken McInnis, RM, asked about the elevation if the roof access would just be an access to get out 
of the top floor and would the material that would be seen along Queen Street be metal. Ms. 
Stojack confirmed and explained that the small roof would be set back further and may not even 
be visible from Queen Street. 
 
Brian Gillis, RM, commented that there were a lot of details provided in the initial design 
analysis and asked if the image shown would be what is being proposed and Ms. Stojak 
responded that the image shown would be the original design of the project. Mr. Gillis also 
clarified that the image shown was what was approved at that time and both Ms. Thompson and 
Ms. Stojak confirmed. Mr. Gillis felt that based on the information provided, the changes are 
substantive on a design point of view and there are not enough working drawings to show what 
is being proposed. Councillor Rivard asked Mr. Gillis if he felt that this needs to go back to the 
Design Review Process which was one of the three options presented by staff earlier. 
 
Ms. Thompson felt that the bulk, scale and mass are in keeping with the project. Staff does not 
have the ability to just move ahead with the approval of the permit especially when there were 
modifications made to the approved design and whether the board feels that the changes are 
minor or not, and that is why staff is bringing this back to the board to provide their 
recommendations. Ms. Thompson also noted the recommendations provided at the time of the 
original review in terms of the materials. She indicated that some of them were incorporated in 
this new proposal.  
 
Mr. Gillis also clarified what he roof would look like from the corner of Queen and Dorchester. 
Ms. Thompson responded that instead of looking at a straight roof, it is now slanted back and 
will be harder to see from the street. The design reviewer also commented that if the roof was at 
90 degrees, it would give the appearance of a fourth storey. The slanted roof could be a response 
to the design reviewer’s comments. The design reviewer also commented on the material to be 
used for the garage and that it had to be of a good quality material. The proposed materials 
submitted would be an aluminum glazed garage door. Staff has difficulty gauging or 
commenting on what would be better or good architecture or whether the changes are better or 
not and therefore would like to get the board’s input.  
 
Councillor Rivard asked how many of the recommendations in 2014 were incorporated in this 
new proposal and Ms. Thompson confirmed that that was some changes to the current proposal. 
 
Councillor Greg Rivard asked for comments or questions; there being none, the following 
resolution was put forward: 
 
Moved by Brian Gillis, RM that the revised proposal for the four-unit, three storey townhouse at 

60-66 Dorchester Street (PID #s 336826 & 336818), be sent back for Design Review. 
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Alex Forbes, PHM, also added that if this project is sent back for Design Review, it will be 
reviewed by a different design reviewer.  
 
No one seconded the motion. 

 
Councillor Julie McCabe clarified that the applicant has gone through the design review process 
already but are back today to present changes to the project such as materials to be used. Mr. 
Gillis also added that aside from the materials, it would also be changes to the details of the 
project. Mr. Gillis commented that it would be easier to be able to see a rendering of what is 
being proposed at this time and be able to differentiate what was originally approved to what is 
being proposed. Councillor Rivard then clarified that another option may be made today which is 
to defer the application until drawings are presented. Ms. Stojak confirmed that they are able to 
provide revised concept drawings and further information. Ms. Stojak also added that the 
massing and proportions would remain as is and the proposed materials are more substantial than 
the original design.  
 
Councillor Greg Rivard asked for comments or questions; there being none, the following 
resolution was put forward: 
 
Moved by Councillor Julie McCabe and seconded by Kris Fourner, RM, that the revised 
proposal for the four-unit, three storey townhouse at 60-66 Dorchester Street (PID #s 
336826 & 336818), be deferred until working drawings be produced and presented to the 
board. 

CARRIED 
 
Moved by Councillor Julie McCabe and seconded by Councillor Bob Doiron, that the 
meeting be adjourned.  
 
The meeting was adjourned at 12:27 p.m. 
 
 
 
     
Councillor Greg Rivard, Chair 
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Catane, Ellen

From: Thompson, Laurel
Sent: Monday, September 30, 2019 4:04 PM
To: Saunders, Todd; Catane, Ellen
Cc: Forbes, Alex
Subject: FW: For the  Design Review Board
Attachments: Renderings.pdf

Hi Todd and Ellen: 
 
Silva just sent me this email and the new renderings for the project on Dorchester St.  In my absence would you both be 
able to send these drawings and the answers to Brian Gillis’s questions to the design review board for review and 
comment.  Silva is hoping to be able to keep the process moving so she is able to get a decision at the next Council 
meeting.  Ellen can you look and see if there are any dates available for another design review meeting prior to the next 
Council meeting? 
 
Thanks, 
 
Laurel 
 

From: Silva Stojak [mailto:silva@9ystudio.com]  
Sent: Monday, September 30, 2019 3:58 PM 
To: Thompson, Laurel 
Subject: For the Design Review Board 
 
Hi Laurel,  

Attached is the rendering and our answers to Brian’s question 

Hello Ellen, 
Did a further review of the drawing package and have these additional questions which should be available for the 
meeting on Monday. 
 
1) Colour & sample of brick masonry. Colour of brick is “Port Morian” by Shaw. Sample of colour and size of brick will be 
submitted. 
2) Colour / Finish of Aluminum Clad Garage Door. Colour will be dark grey/black. Approximate sample will be submitted. 
3) Fabrication Details of the Cedar Lattice on North Façade. HSS 2x3 beams to be span horizontal opening at top and 
bottom of each trellis section. Beam to bolt with end plates into brick veneer. Reviewed with Structural. 4 equally 
spaced Vertical 2x2 cedar members to be mechanically fastened to HSS member. 2X6 cedar slats with 6” spaces to be 
anchored to vertical 2x2’s. Detail typical. 
4) Stairway access to roof terrace are not rendered on the North Elevation Do not understand this question. 
5) Notation of material finish on East & West flanking elevations East and west elevation to be exclusively brick veneer 
finish with exception of the roof access which will be finished in standing metal cladding.  
6) Detail of Galvanized Tube Trellis on East & West elevations  This has yet to be completely worked through. It will be a 
simple tube structure that may actually be epoxy painted black to disappear into the finish of the brick. Intent is that the 
vertical members will be supported directly by the brick veneer.  
 
 
 
Silva Stojak, Architect 
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N I N E Y A R D S 
 
T: 902.566.4449 
C:902.393.6015 
http://9ystudio.com/ 

 

From: Thompson, Laurel <lthompson@charlottetown.ca>  
Sent: Thursday, September 26, 2019 4:00 PM 
To: Silva Stojak <silva@9ystudio.com> 
Subject: RE: Power Point from Design Review Board 
 
Sounds good Silva!   
 
Thanks, 
 
Laurel 
 

From: Silva Stojak [mailto:silva@9ystudio.com]  
Sent: Thursday, September 26, 2019 3:57 PM 
To: Thompson, Laurel 
Cc: Catane, Ellen; Saunders, Todd 
Subject: Re: Power Point from Design Review Board 
 
We hope to send this to you tomorrow afternoon or first thing Monday. 
 
Get Outlook for iOS 
 

On Thu, Sep 26, 2019 at 3:54 PM ‐0300, "Thompson, Laurel" <lthompson@charlottetown.ca> wrote: 

Hi Silva: 
  
Just wanted to let you know that I will only be in the office next Monday.  I am out on Tuesday onward so the sooner 
you can get me the revised concept drawing the better as Ellen will need to find a date to schedule another design 
review meeting prior to the Council meeting on October 15.  Dates are filling up fast for the meetings.  Once I receive 
something from you I will email it around to the Board for review.     
  
If you will be sending the revised drawings after I am away then please send them to Ellen and Todd and they will make 
sure they are forwarded to the Board.   
  
Best Regards, 
  
Laurel  
  

From: Silva Stojak [mailto:silva@9ystudio.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2019 5:19 PM 
To: Thompson, Laurel 
Subject: Re: Power Point from Design Review Board 
  
Thanks Laurel.  
Silva 
  
Get Outlook for iOS 
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On Wed, Sep 25, 2019 at 2:30 PM ‐0300, "Thompson, Laurel" <lthompson@charlottetown.ca> wrote: 

  

 
 
Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail! 

 
This e-mail and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom they are addressed. Any views or 
opinions presented are solely those of the author and do not necessarily represent those of the City of Charlottetown. If you are not the intended recipient, be 
advised that you have received this e-mail in error and that any use, dissemination, forwarding, printing or copying of this e-mail is strictly prohibited. Please notify 
the sender immediately by e-mail if you have received this e-mail by mistake and delete this e-mail from your system. 
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