
 CORPORATION OF THE TOWNSHIP OF ESQUIMALT 

 DESIGN REVIEW COMMITTEE 
AGENDA 

WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 9, 2016 
3:00 P.M.  

ESQUIMALT COUNCIL CHAMBERS 

MEMBERS: Jill Singleton (Chair) Wendy Kay 
Ally Dewji Richard Iredale 
Paul De Greeff Roger Wheelock 
Robert Schindelka 

RESOURCE MEMBER: Cst. Franco Bruschetta [Non-Voting] 

COUNCIL LIAISON: Councillor Susan Low 
Councillor Tim Morrison 

STAFF LIAISON: Bill Brown, Director of Development Services 

SECRETARY:  Pearl Barnard 

I. CALL TO ORDER 

II. LATE ITEMS

III. ADOPTION OF AGENDA

IV. ADOPTION OF MINUTES – OCTOBER 12, 2016

V. STAFF REPORT

DEVELOPMENT PERMIT APPLICATION 
“Esquimalt Town Square Project” 
1235 Esquimalt Road  
Lot 1, Section 11, Plan EPP32782 

PURPOSE OF APPLICATION: 

The purpose of this application is to ensure that the developer’s intentions are consistent 
with the Zoning Bylaw and the design guidelines for Development Permit Area No. 6 
“Esquimalt Town Square”.  The comments of the Design Review Committee are invaluable 
in helping Council in their decision making process vis a vis the application.  

RECOMMENDATION: 

That the Esquimalt Design Review Committee [DRC] recommends that the development 
permit application for the Esquimalt Town Square Project be forwarded to Council with a 
recommendation to approve, approve with conditions, or deny the application 
including reasons for the chosen recommendation. 



DESIGN REVIEW COMMITTEE 
AGENDA – MEETING – NOVEMBER 9, 2016 Page 2 of 2 

VI. STAFF LIAISON STATUS REPORT

VII. NEW BUSINESS

1. Nominations for New Stop of Interest Signs

VIII. NEXT REGULAR MEETING
December 14, 2016

IX. ADJOURNMENT



CORPORATION OF THE TOWNSHIP OF ESQUIMALT 

ADVISORY DESIGN REVIEW COMMITTEE MEETING MINUTES 
HELD  

OCTOBER 12, 2016 
ESQUIMALT COUNCIL CHAMBERS 

MEMBERS PRESENT: Jill Singleton, Richard Iredale 
Wendy Kay Paul De Greeff 
Ally Dewji Cst. Franco Bruschetta 

REGRETS: Roger Wheelock, Robert Schindelka 

STAFF LIAISON: Bill Brown, Director, Development Services 

STAFF: Karen Hay, Planner 

SECRETARY:  Pearl Barnard 

I. CALL TO ORDER 

The Chair called the meeting to order at 3:04 p.m. 

II. LATE ITEMS

No late items

III. ADOPTION OF AGENDA

Moved by Wendy Kay, seconded by Paul De Greeff: That the agenda be adopted as
distributed. Carried Unanimously

IV. ADOPTION OF MINUTES – July 20, 2016 Meeting

Moved by Paul De Greeff, seconded by Wendy Kay: That the minutes of July 20, 2016 be
adopted as distributed. Carried Unanimously.

V. STAFF REPORTS

DEVELOPMENT PERMIT
616 and 620 Lampson Street
PID 005-988-446, Lots 5, Section 11, Esquimalt District, Plan 4618
PID 005-988-497, Lots 6, Section 11, Esquimalt District, Plan 4618

PURPOSE OF APPLICATION:

Karen Hay, Planner outlined that the applicant is proposing to build twelve new townhouse
units, which will be constructed as a single row house style building.  The existing two
houses would be demolished and the twelve new dwelling units would be constructed. The
Design Review Committee had previously seen this application at the rezoning stage. Staff
are requesting that the Committee Members provide comments on the five points listed in
the Staff Report (form and character, landscaping, parking layout and driveway materials,
outdoor lighting and exterior façade of building).



ADVISORY DESIGN REVIEW COMMITTEE 
MINUTES – MEETING HELD OCTOBER 12, 2016 2 

John Keay and Nicole Baker from Keay Cecco Architecture Ltd., Keith Grant, Landscape 
Architect and the property owner were in attendance. 

John Keay gave an overview of the project outlining the building design and materials for 
the proposed development. Mr. Keay outlined some of the features; each unit would have a 
covered parking space/garage, a roof top patio and a rear yard. The building will be 
constructed to a Built Green Standard and there will be electric charging station in each 
unit.  A colour board and samples of façade materials were passed around. 

Keith Grant, Landscape Architect gave a brief overview of how the landscape design had 
evolved in response to comments received from meeting with the neighbours, the Design 
Review Committee and Advisory Planning Commission.   Mr. Grant outlined some of the 
changes. To give the project a more residential feel, the entry to the end unit was moved 
around to the eastern side facing Lampson Street. To buffer the garbage and recycling 
area, the planting area on the southern side of the driveway was increased. To break up 
the surface parking, a planting island has been introduced. To provide a buffer for the 
adjacent neighbours, a 1.8 metre wood fence has been added, as well as six larger trees 
along the southern property line.  All planting areas will be irrigated with water efficient 
irrigation systems. For stormwater management, permeable pavers will be used in the 
surface parking area on the southern portion of the site.   

Mr. Grant then summarized the Tree Resources report prepared by Talbot Mackenzie & 
Associates.  He explained that the trees that are indicated for removal are primarily 
ornamental species, and are either in the building footprint, driveway or parking area.  The 
one Garry Oak tree that has to be removed will be replaced with three Garry Oak trees as 
indicated on the landscape plan.   Some of the shared amenities for the site include a 
community garden, a small play area / structure and patio spaces for the Townhouse units.   

The Chair thanked the applicant for their presentation.   

Committee Members had the following questions and comments: 

• A member asked if the project had taken anything from the surrounding community in
terms of materiality in its design cues.  Mr. Keay explained that they see this as a
stepping down between the high-density corridor along Esquimalt Road and single
family housing in terms of an architectural cue. He then explained that they wanted a
contemporary building and took some of the design elements from buildings like the
Town Hall and more modern structures in the area.  He feels the area is in transition
and they are setting context as much as responding to it.

• What changes have been made since the last time the application was presented to
the DRC?  Mr. Keay advised that very little has changed.  Lighting has been
addressed.

• A Member commented on the massing and colour palate chosen for the project.   The
north side is broken up with different materials and the south side is very uniform.  The
more exposed side is the more bland side and it doesn’t have any change in its
materiality.   Was there a design approach for that?  Mr. Keay advised that the building
on the north side is buried into the hill, so the rear of the building is 2 ½ storey rather
than 3 so that affected the use of materials.   The north side has a much more solid
wall for energy reasons.  The intent was to use more colour to break up the space. The
south facing elevation features extensive glazing, therefore, there was less need for a
diversity of materials.

• A concern was expressed about the sidewalk on Lampson Street; the utility pole in the
middle of it can sometimes be a barrier for wheeled devices.
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• A member complimented the effort that was put forward to increase the modulation,
would have been nice if it was two buildings, nice job with the front, facing the street is
a nice piece of architecture.  Doesn’t fit the surrounding gable houses but maybe there
will be a new modern building to the south in the future.

• A question was asked about the water source for the community gardens? Mr. Grant
advised that the community gardens will be watered through an irrigation system, with
a spigot provided by the gardens.  A member expressed concerns that the protected
trees could be negatively impacted by too much water.

• A member asked if the pavers in front of the garages were permeable.   Mr. Grant
advised that permeable pavers are in the surface parking area and regular pavers in
the pedestrian delineation.

• A member asked if the finished grade on the south end of the site would be raised
more than it is now.  Mr. Keay advised there is an existing retaining wall there now and
their Civil Engineer is currently working on the site grades.

• It was suggested to consider using landscaping instead of a fence along the southern
property line. Mr. Keay advised that it is his understanding that the owner had spoken
with the neighbours and they had requested a fence.

RECOMMENDATION: 

Moved by Paul De Greeff, seconded by Richard Iredale:  That the Esquimalt Design 
Review Committee [DRC] recommends to Council that the Development Permit for twelve 
(12) townhouse dwelling units built as a single row house style building; as sited on the 
survey plans prepared by Bradley Cunnin Land Surveyor stamped “Received September 
20, 2016” and consistent with the architectural plans provided by Keay Cecco Architecture 
Ltd., stamped “Received September 20, 2016”, to be located at PID 005-988-446, Lots 5, 
Section 11, Esquimalt District, Plan 4618 and PID 005-988-497, Lots 6, Section 11, 
Esquimalt District, Plan 4618  [616 and 620 Lampson Street]; be forwarded to Council with 
a recommendation to approve the application for the following reasons: 

1. The proposed development is complimentary to the emerging architecture of the
neighbourhood; and

2. The landscaping plan is well presented and provides a good density of trees for the
site.  The Motion Carried Unanimously

VI. STAFF LIASON STATUS REPORT

1. The Development Permit Application for the Esquimalt Town Square will be
presented to the DRC Committee at either the November or December meeting;

2. The new Liquor store (on the old Tudor House site, 533 Admirals Road)  is currently
under construction;

3. A building permit application has been received for the Red Barn Market;

4. The Triangle Lands project is moving forward, there maybe a Development Permit
Application submitted soon;

5. Lance Berelowitz from Urban Forum Associates in Vancouver has been hired to
lead the Esquimalt Road Urban Design Guidelines, so there will be an opportunity
for the Committee to be involved at some point;

6. Continuing with the Official Community Plan Review, the Design Guidelines will be
presented to the Committee in early 2017.

A Member asked if there was any word on the Legion site (622 Admirals Road).  Mr. Brown 
advised he hasn’t heard anything.   
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VII. NEW BUSINESS

No new business.

VIII. NEXT REGULAR MEETING

Wednesday, November 9, 2016

IX. ADJOURNMENT

On motion the meeting adjourned at 3:40 p.m.

CERTIFIED CORRECT: 

____________________________________  ________________________________ 
CHAIR, DESIGN REVIEW COMMITTEE      ANJA NURVO,  

CORPORATE OFFICER 

THIS 9th DAY OF NOVEMBER 2016 



CORPORATION OF THE TOWNSHIP OF ESQUIMALT 

Municipal Hall, 1229 Esquimalt Road, Esquimalt, B.C.  V9A 3P1 
Telephone (250) 414-7100 Fax  (250) 414-7111 

DRC Meeting: November 9, 2016 

STAFF REPORT 

DATE: November 3, 2016 

TO: Chair and Members of the Design Review Committee 

FROM: Bill Brown, Director of Development Services 

SUBJECT: DEVELOPMENT PERMIT APPLICATION 
“Esquimalt Town Square Project”
 1235 Esquimalt Road  
Lot 1, Section 11, Plan EPP32782 

RECOMMENDATION: 

The Esquimalt Design Review Committee recommends that the development permit 
application for the Esquimalt Town Square Project be forwarded to Council with a 
recommendation to approve, approve with conditions, or deny the application 
including reasons for the chosen recommendation. 

BACKGROUND: 

Purpose of the Application 

The purpose of this application is to ensure that the developer’s intentions are 
consistent with the Zoning Bylaw and the design guidelines for Development Permit 
Area No. 6 “Esquimalt Town Square”.  The comments of the Design Review Committee 
are invaluable in helping staff in reviewing the application and Council in their decision 
making process vis a vis the application.   

The Esquimalt Town Square Project is a 13,109.0 m2 mixed-use project proposed for an 
8090 m2 parcel located in the heart of the Township of Esquimalt adjacent to the 
existing Municipal Hall (See Drawings in the Drop Box – Link to be provided separately).  
The Esquimalt Town Square Project is envisioned as a model example of exemplary 
mixed-use design that will be the catalyst for the rejuvenation of Esquimalt’s core.   

At their May 11, 2016 meeting, the Design Review Committee reviewed the Official 
Community Plan and Zoning Bylaw amendments.  The minutes of the meeting are 
attached as Schedule “A”.  The amendments were adopted by Council on July 11, 
2016.  Staff are now bringing the development permit application to the Design Review 
Committee for review.  This review will deal with issues such as form, character, colour, 
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materials, and design details related to both the architecture and the landscape 
architecture.   The Design Guidelines for this property are attached as Schedule “B”. 

Context 

Applicant/Owner: Aragon Investments Ltd./Township of Esquimalt 

Architect: D’Ambrosio Architecture + Urbanism (Franc D’Ambrosio) 

Property Size:  Metric: 8090 m2      Imperial:  87,085 ft2 

Existing Land Uses:  Parking lots, playground, fire truck bay, and pubic open 
space. 

Surrounding Land Uses: 
North:   Commercial and park. 
South: Residential (detached and duplex dwellings). 
West:  Commercial and institutional (public safety building) 
East:  Public health unit, day care, and future water park. 

Existing Zoning: Comprehensive Development District No. 99 [CD No. 99] 

Existing OCP Designation:  Esquimalt Town Square 

Existing Development Permit Area: DPA No. 6 – Esquimalt Town Square 
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Design Overview 

The applicant has provided a detailed narrative explaining the design philosophy of the 
project (Schedule “C”).  The Green Building Checklist is attached as Schedule “D”. 

While staff are very pleased with the submission they would appreciate the DRC’s 
comments on the proposed development.  In particular staff would like comments 
related to the following: 

1) Are the proposed materials and colours appropriate?

2) Is the relationship of building facades to the streets appropriate?  In particular,
staff are interested in the DRC’s comments related to the relationship of the north
façade of Building “D” to Esquimalt Road.

3) The architects have used a variety of techniques to identify the entrances.  Does
the DRC feel that the proposed entrance treatments make it easy for the public to
identify the entrances?

4) Does the relationship between the architecture and the landscape architecture
present as a harmonious integrated design?

5) Is site accessibility appropriately resolved for disabled users?

6) Is the fenestration appropriate?

7) Are the pillars supporting the arcades appropriate in terms of scale and
proportions (e.g. are the base proportions appropriate)?

8) Is the design of the plaza conducive to the promotion of public interactions?  Is 
the degree of enclosure appropriate?

9) Staff would appreciate any other comments that the DRC may have that would
contribute to design enhancements for the project.

Alternatives 

1. Forward the application for Rezoning to Council with a recommendation of
approval including reasons for the recommendation.

2. Forward the application for Rezoning to Council with a recommendation of
approval including specific conditions and including reasons for the
recommendation.

3. Forward the application for Rezoning to Council with a recommendation of
denial including reasons for the recommendation.

_________________________ 
Bill Brown 
Director of Development Services 



CORPORATION OF THE TOWNSHIP OF ESQUIMALT 

ADVISORY DESIGN REVIEW COMMITTEE 
MEETING HELD  

MAY 11, 2016 
ESQUIMALT COUNCIL CHAMBERS 

MEMBERS PRESENT: Jill Singleton  Wendy Kay 
Richard Iredale Carl Rupp 
Roger Wheelock 

REGRETS: Paul Newcombe, Paul De Greeff, Cst. Franco Bruschetta 

STAFF LIAISON: Bill Brown, Director, Development Services 

STAFF: Trevor Parkes, Senior Planner 
Karen Hay, Planner 

SECRETARY: Pearl Barnard 

I. CALL TO ORDER 
The meeting was called to order by the Chair, at 3:35 p.m. 

II. LATE ITEMS
No late items presented.

III. ADOPTION OF AGENDA
Moved by Wendy Kay, seconded by Richard Iredale: That the agenda be adopted as
distributed. Carried Unanimously

IV. ADOPTION OF MINUTES – April 13, 2016 Meeting
Moved by Wendy Kay, seconded by Richard Iredale: That the minutes of April 13, 2016 be
adopted as distributed. Carried Unanimously.

V. STAFF REPORTS
1) DEVELOPMENT PERMIT APPLICATION and DEVELOPMENT VARIANCE PERMIT

925 Esquimalt Road
[PID 003-329-127, Lot A, Section 11, Esquimalt District, Plan 22176]

Karen Hay outlined that the applicant is proposing to replace the existing flat roof with a new 
hip style roof; the new roof profile will increase the height.  Staff requested the Committee 
provide comments on whether the proposed change to the exterior of the building is 
appropriate. 

Matt Embury, Embury Steel Truss and Roof Supply and John Keay, Keay Cecco 
Architecture Ltd. were in attendance. 

John Keay gave a brief overview of the project and provided a colour sample of the 
proposed new roof.     

The Design Review Committee Members thanked the applicant for their presentation. 
Committee Members had the following question:  
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• A Member asked if there was going to be any other changes to the building.  Mr.
Keay advised not at this time.

The DRC Members felt the new roof design would have no negative impact on the 
neighbourbood. 

RECOMMENDATION: 
MOVED by Richard Iredale, seconded by Wendy Kay:  That the Esquimalt Design Review 
Committee [DRC] recommends to Council and the Director of Development Services that 
the application for a Development Permit and Development Variance Permit for the exterior 
alteration [new pitched roof] proposed for 925 Esquimalt Road as illustrated in the 
architectural drawings prepared by Keay Cecco Architecture Ltd., stamped “Received May 
3, 2016”, and including the following variances for the property at PID 003-329-127, Lot A, 
Section 11, Esquimalt District, Plan 22176 [925 Esquimalt Road] be forwarded to Council 
with a recommendation for approval. 

Zoning Bylaw, 1992, No. 2050, Section 44 (4)(a) - Building Height: A 2.0 metre increase 
to the requirement that no principal building shall exceed a height of 11 metres. [ie. from 11 
metres to 13.0 metres], specifically for a 3:12 pitch hip roof. 

Zoning Bylaw, 1992, No. 2050, Section 44 (5)(a)(ii) – Siting Requirements – Principal 
Building: A 1.17 metre decrease to the requirement that no principal building shall be 
located within 6 metres of an Interior Side Lot Line. [ie. from 6 metres to 4.83 metres], 
specifically for the balconies located on the east elevation and the north wall of the building. 
The Motion Carried Unanimously 

2) DEVELOPMENT PERMIT APPLICATION
826 Esquimalt Road
[PID 006-075-495  Lot 2, Section 11, Esquimalt District, Plan 4225]

Trevor Parkes, Senior Planner explained that DRC Members had previously considered the 
application at last meeting and at the Rezoning stage.  At that time, Members expressed 
concerns and asked the applicant to return with drawings that alter the parking garage 
access, lower the parking garage further into grade, revise the lobby entrance and prove 
compliance with the current Official Community Plan Guidelines.  The applicant has made 
some alterations to the drawings in order to address some of these concerns.     

Kristin Schulberg and Rob Rocheleau from Praxis Architects Inc., and Mark Eraut the 
property owner were in attendance. 

Kristin Schulberg gave a PowerPoint presentation outlining the changes Praxis Architecture 
Inc. had made to their application as a result of the recommendation and comments made 
by the Committee at the April 13, 2016 meeting.  Ms. Schulberg explained that depressing 
the parking garage further was considered, however it would sufficiently impact the number 
of parking spots that are required for this 30 unit development.   Some of the changes are: 

• A reduction in the height of the walls of the podium level.  Increased the thickness of
the wall in places, to allow for a more sculptured wall.

• The planting area along the east and west sides of the second floor terraces above
the parking garage has been recessed to create a greater sense of transparency
and solid railing have been replaced with a woven wire metal railing.

• Percentage of openings on the east wall were increased.
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• A panel screen was added to the east face of building to ensure that headlights from
vehicles do not spill out of the parking area onto the adjacent site.

• Removed the screen and increased the urban portal on south face of building to
improve the amount of light penetrating into the parking garage.

• The parking structure gate has been set back approximately 50 feet from the front of
the property.

• The material finish has changed from stained coloured concrete to painted concrete
to achieve a two tone finished and some accent tiles have also been added.

The Design Review Committee Members thanked the applicant for their presentation.  DRC 
Members had the following questions and comments: 

• Enthusiastic about seeing development in this area, DRC Members had concerns
that a project like this might set a precedent for future development along Esquimalt
Road and felt that not much had changed since they last reviewed it.

• Consider lowering the parking garage so that it doesn’t enter at street level.  If you
keep parking below grade then you don’t end up with a street of parking lots.

• Could the number of parking spots be reduced?  The location suits biking and
walking, with transit also located right there.

• Mr. Brown advised that staff would support a reduction in parking.  Mr. Parkes
clarified that as part of the zoning approval, a covenant was registered on the
property; and to accommodate any further reduction to the number of parking
spaces, the covenant would need to be amended and a variance would be required.

• The Members felt that the comments made by the DRC last time had not been
addressed.

RECOMMENDATION: 
MOVED by Wendy Kay, seconded by Richard Iredale:  That the Esquimalt Design Review 
Committee [DRC] resolves that the application for a Development Permit authorizing the 
form and character of the proposed development to that shown on architectural plans 
provided by Praxis Architects Inc. stamped “Received May 6, 2016”, and the landscape 
plan prepared by Lombard North Group Inc., stamped “Received March 29, 2016”, and 
sited as detailed on the survey plan prepared by J.E. Anderson and Associates, stamped 
“Received March 29, 2016” for the 6 storey, thirty unit, multiple family residential building 
proposed to be located at PID 006-075-495  Lot 2, Section 11, Esquimalt District, Plan 4225 
[826 Esquimalt Road], be presented again to the DRC, with a focus on addressing the 
following:

1) Altering the parking garage access;

2) Lowering the parking garage further below grade;

3) Revising the lobby entrance way;

4) Improving compliance with the current Official Community Plan Guidelines; and

5) Concerns that the proposed development will set a precedent for future
developments on Esquimalt Road.   The Motion Carried Unanimously

3) OFFICIAL COMMUNITY PLAN AND REZONING APPLICATION

“Esquimalt Village Project”
1235 Esquimalt Road
Lot 1, Section 11, Plan EPP32782

Bill Brown, Staff Liaison explained the project is currently at the Rezoning stage and 
typically complex project are presented to the DRC to help identify future problems and 
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issues.  The applicant has come up with a plan on how they wish to develop the site; Staff 
would appreciate the Committee’s comments and ideas on the proposed project. 

Franc D’Ambrosio and Julie Brown, from D’Ambrosio Architecture + Urbanism, and Scott 
Murdoch, from Murdoch de Greeff Inc. were in attendance. 

Franc D’Ambrosio gave a PowerPoint presentation outlining the development proposal for 
The Esquimalt Village Project.  Mr. D’Ambrosio explained the proposed project would 
incorporate a new Public Library, The Justice Institute, residential and commercial spaces; 
as well as an urban plaza, the Esquimalt Town Square.  A public Art Walk is also proposed 
for this development.  Mr. D’Ambrosio asked the DRC Members to give their comments and 
opinions on the development proposal as well as the proposed draft design guidelines  

Scott Murdoch, Landscape Architect gave a brief overview of the proposed landscaping and 
stormwater management plan for the site.  Mr. Murdock explained there is limited space, 
and they don’t want to impact the existing two big oak trees which will be retained.  Water 
management will use rain planters and rain gardens. Tree species are to be determined. 

The Design Review Committee Members thanked the applicant for their presentation. 
Members had the following questions and comments: 

• Design is beautiful, good work, happy to see this, the residential buildings are really
charming, the Public Market space is fantastic and the ariel view shows how it will
create a sense of a Town Centre;  a very attractive addition to Esquimalt.

• A Member asked how you get into the library from the parkade and whether there will
be disabled plus stroller friendly spaces.  Mr. D’Ambrosio advised you could come up
the public stairs or elevator and enter directly into the library.

• A Member asked whether there be handicap plus stroller friendly spaces? Mr.
D’Ambrosio advised that these will be taken into consideration.

• A member commented that users of the handyDART have varying abilities and tend
to go to the facility that have a drop off area close to the main door, if it is too far
away then they will not go to that facility.  Are there any designated handyDART
spots?  No spots are designated at this time.

• The location of garbage and recycling was discussed.  The Town Hall’s facilities will
be at surface level and all the other buildings will be underground.  Rolling bins will
be towed up the parking ramp for pick up on Park Place.

• Members noted a lack of connection between Park Place and the Art Walk at many
hours of the day.  Sketches show porosity but in reality that porosity might not exist.
Mr. D’Ambrosio advised this will be reviewed in the design stage.

• The atrium space off the library is going to be exciting; will it work if it is blocked off at
night?  Mr. D’Ambrosio advised that the library and the office lobbies can be blocked
off so it can be open to the public at both ends in the evening.

• Members commented that there is too much space being taken up for surface
parking with plenty of parking underground.  There is a chance to have a beautiful
park right in the middle of town, and potential for additional outdoor space.  Consider
having other options for people to view, might be a way of moving people away from
the idea that they have to get up as close as possible to drop off and pick up.  Mr.
D’Ambrosio advised he would look at this again.

• The Art Walk being children oriented is wonderful it creates family space especially
around the library.
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• A lot of great thought went into the pedestrian scale, like the flow to the north-south
and the east-west.  The additional sidewalk coming off Fraser Street is great; right
now we are walking on a driveway.

• Colonnades create a really exciting space.  The public space here is really beautiful.
Transparency at ground level is important.  Concerned that the colonnades might
start to become overwhelming and actually take over that transparency.  Mr.
D’Ambrosio clarified that the overhang in front of the library will be cantilevered and
the other one will be tucked under the building.

• Current big old trees have quite a large canopy.  Try and plant some smaller trees
there also.

The DRC Members were positive about the Esquimalt Village Project and considered it a 
very attractive addition to Esquimalt.   

RECOMMENDATION: 
MOVED by Carl Rupp, seconded by Wendy Kay:  The Esquimalt Design Review 
Committee recommends that the application to amend the Official Community Plan and to 
rezone the subject property to facilitate the development of the Esquimalt Village Project 
(EVP) be forwarded to Council with a recommendation for approval.  The Motion Carried 
Unanimously 

VI. STAFF LIASON STATUS REPORT

No reports

VII. NEW BUSINESS
No new business

VIII. NEXT REGULAR MEETING
Wednesday, June 8, 2016

The Chair advised that Carl Rupp is leaving and we have a new member Robert
Schindelka.  Mr. Brown advised that Mr. Schindelka has been appointed by the 
Architectural Institute of British Columbia.  Mr. Brown welcomed Robert and thanked Carl 
for all his work in this community; it is very much appreciated.    

IX. ADJOURNMENT
The meeting adjourned at 5:29 p.m.

CERTIFIED CORRECT: 

____________________________________  ________________________________ 
CHAIR, DESIGN REVIEW COMMITTEE  ANJA NURVO, CORPORATE OFFICER 

THIS 15th DAY OF JUNE, 2016 
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