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E-Poll dated July 4, 2016 re: Council approval of Tender 2016088 

 
SJMC2016-07-12/322R  
Moved – Councillor Hickman; Seconded – Councillor Breen 
 
That Council approve the tender 2016088 in the amount of 
$1,006,666.15 for cover material at Robin Hood Bay to Pennecon 
Heavy Civil Limited.   
  

     CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 
 

Decision/Direction Note of July 12, 2016 re: Proposed Extension of Liquor 
License to Existing Deck – Elk’s Club – 19 Carpasian Road  

SJMC2016-07-12/323R  
Moved – Councillor O’Leary; Seconded – Councillor Hann 
 
That Council approve the request for the approval of the liquor 
license to be extended to the deck. 
  

     CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 
 

Decision/Direction Note of June 30, 2016 re: Appliction to Change Roof 
Design – 159 Hamilton Avenue   

SJMC2016-07-12/324R  
Moved – Councillor Puddister; Seconded – Councillor Hann 
 
That Council approve the application to alter the style of the roof 
design for 159 Hamilton Avenue.   
  

       CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

 
Councillor Puddister 

• Referenced the story in the media regarding the recent dog attack and 
referred the matter to Animal Care and Control Experts Panel for review 
on the banning of breeds, specifically pitbulls. 
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Councillor Galgay 
 

• Requested that the recruitment process for the St. John’s Regional Fire 
Department, specifically in relation to female recruits, be referred to the 
Finance & Administration Standing Committee for review.  He also 
suggested that the RNC’s processes in this regard be reviewed. 

 
There being no further business, the meeting adjourned at 5:34 p.m.  
 
 

________________________ 
 MAYOR 
 
 
 

________________________ 
 CITY CLERK 





Re: 1 logy bay road extention   
City Clerk and Council   to: steve fagan 2016/07/06 03:24 PM
Sent by: Elaine Henley

Cc:
"cityclerk@stjohns.ca", Jason Sinyard, Ken O'Brien, Lindsay 
Lyghtle Brushett, Mark Hefferton, Dave Wadden, Gerard 
Doran, Andrea Roberts, Karen Chafe, Planning, Kathy Driscoll, 

Good Afternoon 

We acknowledge receipt of your email and advise that your concerns have been forwarded to the City's 
Department of Planning, Development and Engineering for consideration.

We thank you for your feedback.

Elaine Henley
City Clerk

steve fagan 2016/07/05 04:58:01 PMI am the property owner of 6 Dawes Avenue , jus...

From: steve fagan < >
To: "cityclerk@stjohns.ca" <cityclerk@stjohns.ca>
Date: 2016/07/05 04:58 PM
Subject: 1 logy bay road extention

I am the property owner of  Dawes Avenue , just received the letter in the  mail today of the 
expension on Logy Bay Road and wish to object to the project , others may have been late 
receiving letters also, 

Thank you, 
Stephen and Paula Fagan



Re: 1 Logy Bay Road. (Carpet Factory  
City Clerk and Council   to: Colin Haynes 2016/06/28 12:31 PM
Sent by: Elaine Henley

Cc:
"cityclerk@stjohns.ca", Jason Sinyard, Ken O'Brien, Lindsay 
Lyghtle Brushett, Mark Hefferton, Dave Wadden, Gerard 
Doran, Andrea Roberts, Melissa Bragg, Karen Chafe, Planning, 

Good Afternoon:

We acknowledge receipt of your email and advise that we have forwarded your comments to the City's 
Department of Planning, Development and Engineering for consideration.

We thank you for your feedback.

Elaine Henley
City Clerk

Colin Haynes 2016/06/24 05:34:47 PMGo for it.the present business appears to operat...

From: Colin Haynes < >
To: "cityclerk@stjohns.ca" <cityclerk@stjohns.ca>
Date: 2016/06/24 05:34 PM
Subject: 1 Logy Bay Road. (Carpet Factory

Go for it.the present business appears to operate with little or no issues.
A more valuable building with associate building permits will mean increased 
revenue to the city. (In other words me). More jobs,increased sales of 
building supplies, hopefully increased sales staff and so on, should mean more 
taxes to the city, the Prov. And so on. A Win Win   Project

Colin Haynes.       Carty  Place

Sent from my iPad





Fw: Submission concerning Non -Conforming Use at  #1 Logy Bay Road
Planning  to: Kathy Driscoll 2016/07/21 03:58 PM
Sent by: Donna L Mullett

History: This message has been replied to and forwarded.

----- Forwarded by Donna L Mullett/CSJ on 2016/07/21 03:58 PM -----

From: Peter Crocker 
To: planning@stjohns.ca
Date: 2016/07/04 07:36 AM
Subject: Fwd: Submission concerning Non-Conforming Use at #1 Logy Bay Road

At the outset, I wish to question why Council would even consider an expansion to a 
non-conforming use.  By definition, a non-conforming use is contrary to the zoning  of the 
surrounding properties ( in this case residential properties); a situation that is out of line with the 
character of the neighborhood.  While it may make sense to permit this condition for an existing 
building, it defies logic that an expansion should be considered, exacerbating the problems such 
an anomaly causes. Following are the concerns related to the existing non-conforming use and 
the impacts of the proposed expansion:

1) #1 Logy Bay Road (Carpet Factory) is located on a corner at one of the most dangerous 
intersections in the city where four lanes of traffic on Torbay Rd. (at the top of Kennas Hil) meet 
four lanes of traffic on Logy Bay Rd. There have been numerous accidents at this intersection, 
one of the most recent resulting in a car being propelled into the cast iron fence of the Belvedere 
Cemetery. The Carpet Factory receives frequent deliveries from large transport trucks, which at 
times block the traffic on Logy Bay Rd. at the intersection as there is not enough space for them 
to safely turn into the parking lot. This is an existing condition which should not be permitted in 
the first place.  Expanding the capacity of the Carpet Factory would no doubt increase the 
frequency of these deliveries. It should be noted that the proposed expansion is equal in size to a 
large bungalow, so the storage capacity will be significantly increased by the proposed 
expansion. This property was never designed to accommodate transport trucks.

2) The transport trucks are parked across several of the parking spaces on the property for 
periods of time (a day or more) while the trucks are being unloaded. This  renders the parking 
spaces unusable .  Where do the staff and customers park during those times?

3) The dumpster on the property is not screened from the street view and is frequently 
overflowing.  Is this permitted in a residential area?  There is no indication on the site plan 
(attached) to show where the dumpster would be located in the new configuration. Expanding 
the capacity of the Carpet Factory would ensure that there will never be vehicle access to the rear 
of the building, so the dumpster is no doubt still going to be in plain view.  It is my 
understanding that even in industrial zones, Council requires dumpsters to be screened and 
fenced. (See By-Law 618, section9).



4) Most of the parking allocated to this building is at right angles to the street. Eighteen of the 
spaces exit directly into oncoming traffic on the 4 lanes of Logy Bay Rd. Is this design compliant 
with regulations pertaining to parking lots?  Most parking lots have one access  point onto an 
adjacent street, and are at   na specified safe distance from an intersection.  Again, an existing 
condition that should not have been allowed in the first place.  Expanding the capacity of the 
Carpet Factory will do nothing to address this safety issue.

5) The Carpet Factory posts advertising signage on the Torbay Rd. side of the property,  at the 
top of Kennas Hill.  This signage presents a distraction to drivers just at a point where they need 
to be paying attention to traffic entering from Logy Bay Rd. and where lane changes are 
frequent.

In summary, the proposed expansion does nothing to address the existing irritants 
resulting from the non-conforming use at #1 Logy Bay Rd. and if approved, the new 
configuration will do nothing but exacerbate the situation.

Peter and Cheryl Crocker

1%20Logy%20Bay%20Road%20-%20Site%20Plan.pdf1%20Logy%20Bay%20Road%20-%20Site%20Plan.pdf





























Re: Discretionary Use Application  - 11 Barrow's Road - Submission re Slipway   

City Clerk and Council   to: Randy Walsh 2016/07/05 01:41 PM
Sent by: Elaine Henley

Cc:
AUDREY MCINNIS, "Judy Ryerson Quidi Vidi Foundation", 
"cityclerk@stjohns.ca", "Lorrainemichael@gov.nl.ca", Norman 
MITCHELL, Gerald Power, "Sherry & Mac Mccann", Jason 

Good Afternoon Mr. Walsh:

We acknowledge receipt of your email and advise that your concerns have been forwarded to the City's 
Department of Planning, Development and Engineering for consideration.

We thank you for your feedback.

Elaine Henley
City Clerk

Randy Walsh 2016/07/04 09:14:23 PMJuly 4, 2016 Office of the City Clerk

From: Randy Walsh 
To: "cityclerk@stjohns.ca" <cityclerk@stjohns.ca>
Cc: "Lorrainemichael@gov.nl.ca" <Lorrainemichael@gov.nl.ca>, "Judy Ryerson Quidi Vidi Foundation" 

>, AUDREY MCINNIS , Norman 
MITCHELL <nomtchll@nl.rogers.com>, "Sherry & Mac Mccann" <sharon.mccann@shaw.ca>, 
Gerald Power 

Date: 2016/07/04 09:14 PM
Subject: Discretionary Use Application - 11 Barrow's Road - Submission re Slipway

July 4, 2016
 
 
 
 
Office of the City Clerk
City of St.  John's 
City Hall
St. John's, NL
 
Dear Sir/Madam:

 
Submission re Discretionary Use application at 11 Barrow's Road (formerly the Flakehouse)
 
As Chairman of the Quidi Vidi Slipway Committee, I want to point out some of the concerns we 
have about this development.  

The mailout that was sent to some residents of Quidi Vidi Village was incorrectly drawn.  On the 
diagram, the old Flakehouse property is shown as owning the Slipway/Launchway.   The 
previous owner of the Flakehouse knowingly encroached upon the Slipway and the City didn't 



bother to show the correct boundary on the diagram they mailed out.   

We DO NOT WANT any encroachment on this Slipway to be carried into this new development.  
The new owner, Long Harbour Holdings Inc., Mark Dobbin, bought the property with the 
understanding that the Slipway is not part of the deal, so we want to make sure Council doesn't 
allow it to be absorbed by this new development.  The Consultant has taken liberties by 
showing trees and landscaping of property which is not theirs to develop.  The Plantation 
respected the Slipway when it was being developed; we expect this new development to do the 
same. 

I have had many calls from people who are worried about losing the Slipway; Tract Consulting 
in Section C of their Land Use Assessment Report done May 26, 2016, said, "In conjunction with 
rebuilding the wharf, the needed repairs to the adjacent boat launch are also planned.  Please 
see Landscape Plan, Appendix B."   In Appendix B, Tract is referring to landscaping part of the 
Slipway, which of course, reduces the width of the Slipway, making it very difficult for people to 
launch their boats.    If the proper boundaries are respected, the traffic flow to the Slipway will 
be more easily accommodated, thus enhancing an existing public service.
 
In Section H, the report states, "Due to the fact the generated trips equate to less than 100, a 
traffic impact study should not typically be warranted."   This computation obviously is skewed 
toward the low end of the trip rates.  Tourism generates traffic!!   Also, the report doesn't 
appear to take into consideration that the staff have vehicles;  they don't all live in Quidi Vidi 
Village!!   Where are they parking/driving in this computation?  

The new building will have its loading zone and service area on the same side as the Slipway.  
This will inevitably lead to traffic problems for the Slipway, the Plantation, and the residents 
who live on this street.   As part of the City's Police and Traffic Committee report of June 10, 
2016, in No. 12, it is stated that, "....Given that volumes in Quidi Vidi Village appear to have 
increased , it was suggested that a survey be conducted with area residents to determine if 
residents are now more supportive  of traffic calming measures."   Who said we were not 
supportive of traffic calming measures? and where is this traffic calming study that took place 
in 2013??   It stands to reason that traffic has increased due to the increased restaurant and bar 
business.  Has Council kept this traffic calming study hidden for some reason?  No one I have 
spoken to has seen it.   It makes sense to do this new traffic calming study before the approval 
is given for the development.    After the horse is gone, there's no sense in closing the gate!  

Our Committee hereby asks our Mayor, Deputy Mayor,  Ward Councillor Jonathan Galgay, as 
well as our other City Councillors, to intercede on our behalf in this matter, and call a Public 
Hearing as was originally planned.  This is a big deal in a little village,  and it should be treated 
as such!
 

 
 
 
___________________________________
Randy Walsh
Chairman, Quidi Vidi Village Slipway Committee
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4. Goulds Winter Carnival Funding Request 
 
The Committee considered the above noted. 
 
 Moved – Councillor Collins; Seconded – Councillor Breen 
 

The Committee approved funding in the amount of $1,200 for the Goulds Winter 
Carnival and noted on a go-forward basis that applications be made for future 
funding. 

 
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

 
 
 

Councillor Jonathan Galgay, Chair 
Finance & Administration Committee 
 
 







2016

Salaries 20,000.00$  

CPP Expense (exempt) -$              

EI Expense 530.00$        

Workers Comp WHSCC 860.00$        

Courier / Postage 50.00$          

Membership Fees 200.00$        

Insurance (D&O, G&C) 2,300.00$    

Hardware & Software 2,000.00$    

Office Supplies 500.00$        

Printing 300.00$        

Directors' Meetings (catering) 500.00$        

Bank Charges 200.00$        

Visa Fees (donations) -$              

Paypal Fees 560.00$        

Subtotal 28,000.00$  

Marketing/Communication Expense:

Website 10,000.00$  

Fund Development

Promotional Materials etc 22,000.00$  

Subtotal 32,000.00$  

Total 60,000.00$  

VP Foundation (Victoria Park) Draft Operations Budget







 

 
2. Partners or Other Stakeholders:  N/A 

 
3. Alignment with Strategic Directions/Adopted Plans: 

 Strategic Plan 2015-2018 Goals: Responsive and progressive; Fiscally Responsible. 
 

4. Legal or Policy Implications: N/A 
 

5. Engagement and Communications Considerations: N/A 
 

6. Human Resource Implications: N/A 
 

7. Procurement Implications: N/A 
 

8. Information Technology Implications: N/A 
 

9. Other Implications: N/A 

 
Recommendation: 
It is recommended that the above noted projects be funded through current capital reserves for Non-
Profit Housing. 
 
 
Prepared by/Signature: 
Leslie O’Brien, P.Eng., MBA 
Manager, City Buildings 
 
Signature:        
 
 
Approved by/Date/Signature: 
Lynnann Winsor, M.A.Sc., P. Eng. 
Deputy City Manager, Department of Public Works 
 
Signature:        

 



Attachments: 

N/A 









 
 

Faculty of Engineering and Applied Science 
 

Office of the Associate Dean (Graduate) 
St. John’s, NL, Canada, A1B 3X5 
Tel: 709 864 8900   Fax: 709 864 3480 
llye@mun.ca   www.mun.ca 

 
Ms. Elaine Henley 
City of St. John’s 
10 New Gower Street 
P.O. Box 908 
St. John's, NL, Canada 
A1C 5M2 

 
June 7th, 2016 

 
Dear Ms. Henley: 

 
Re:  Sponsorship from the City of St. John’s – Shad Memorial 2016 

 
We are writing to you again on behalf of the staff and students of Shad Memorial 2016 to request 
sponsorship from the City of St. John’s.  Shad Memorial is one of 12 campuses in Canada offering the 
Shad Valley program (www.shad.ca), a nation-wide program designed to offer high-potential high school 
students the opportunity to be surrounded by other talented youth from across the country. The 
program strives to hone the skills of tomorrow’s potential leaders and provide first-hand access to 
industry and career options to assist the students in choosing educational and career paths. This year’s 
program runs from July 3rd to July 29th, 2016.  

 
As a not-for-profit organization, Shad International relies on the support of public and private sector 
organizations to provide an expansive and high quality program.  Funding and in-kind contributions 
come from banks and companies, federal government agencies, provincial governments from all across 
Canada, and on a local level, municipal governments.  In terms of sponsorship, we are wondering if you 
could arrange for the Shad students and staff to visit City Hall for a briefing, meet and have lunch or 
breakfast with the mayor and/or councillors, and short tour of the city.  This will be for about 68 people 
in total. The preferred date and time of visit is July 27th.  Last year’s group enjoyed the breakfast and the 
city tour very much.  We hope that the City will again be able to showcase to these students from all 
over Canada what are fabulous city we live in. 

 
Thank you for your consideration of this request and we look forward to hearing from you soon.  Should 
you have any further questions, please do not hesitate to contact either me at your convenience.   
 
Sincerely, 

 
Dr. Leonard Lye, PEng, FCSCE, FEC, FCAE 
Program Director 
Shad Valley MUN.  Cell: 709-6850732 
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That items 1, 2, 3 and 6 of the report of the Built Heritage Experts Panel 
meeting of July 8, 2016 be adopted as presented and further to table item 
#4’s recommendation (8 Military Road) for approval at the July 8, 2016 
Council meeting as the soffits and eaves are exposed to weather. 
 
Furthermore, to defer item # 5 – Decision Note dated June 30, 2016 re:  12 
Unit Condominium – 21 Holloway Street until the Panel can meet with the 
applicant to discuss resubmitting a design to keep with Heritage. 
 

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 
 
3. Decision Note dated May 31, 2016 re:  Heritage Financial Incentives 
 
The Committee discussed the above noted.  The following three types of grants were 
noted: 
 

 Heritage Maintenance Grant:  This grant is for the maintenance and repair to 
façade elements abutting a public street.  A grant of up to 25% of the material 
and labour costs will be available to a maximum of $1,000.00 per building, per 
calendar year. 
 

 Heritage Conservation Grant:  This grant is for the preservation, restoration 
and/or replacement of façade elements abutting a public street.  A grant of up 
to 25% of the material and labour costs will be available to a maximum of 
$5,000.00 per building, per calendar year. 
 

 Heritage Design Grant:  This grant is for the retention of a design professional 
(architect, engineer or qualified restoration professional) to prepare design 
drawings, conservation plans, and/or Heritage Reports.  A grant of up to 25% 
of the design professional’s cost will be available to a maximum of $2,000.00 
per building, per calendar year. 
 

Discussion ensued and staff advised it was a modest program with a total yearly 
starting point of $50,000.00 combined for all three grants.  An application would have 
to be made yearly and then evaluated by the Built Heritage Experts Panel with 
recommendations being brought forward to the Planning and Development Standing 
Committee for consideration and approval.  The Acting City Manager confirmed that 
there is already $50,000 in the 2016 budget for this program. 

Councillor O’Leary noted that she would like the evaluation process to be fair and 
equitable and would count on the Built Heritage Experts Panel to balance the 
evaluation process out.  Councillor Hann further noted fixed-income pensioners 
cannot afford upgrades and should be given priority under the grants program.  In 
general discussion, the Committee recognized that income levels are not part of the 
City's mandate with respect to heritage applications.  Councillor Breen raised concern 
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with keeping the Heritage Design Grant as he did not agree with paying for consultant 
and architect fees and made the following motion: 

 Moved – Councillor Breen; Seconded – Councillor Tilley 

That the Heritage Financial Incentives Program proceed using only the 
Heritage Maintenance Grant and the Heritage Conservation Grant format 
when considering applications.  
 

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY             
 
 
 
 
 

Councillor Art Puddister 
Chairperson         

 





Decision/Direction Note  Page 2 
Curlew Place – Yellow Marsh 
July 8, 2016 

 

 
4. Legal or Policy Implications:  

The City does not allow new development in wetlands or floodplains, but the developer 
asserts that the area in question is not a significant wetland. 
 

5. Engagement and Communications Considerations:  
N/A 
 

6. Human Resource Implications: 
N/A 

 
7. Procurement Implications: 

N/A 
 

8. Information Technology Implications: 
N/A 
 

9. Other Implications: 
N/A 

 
Recommendations: 
It is recommended that the applicant be brought to the Committee as a delegation to state his case on 
why the boundary of the Yellow Marsh should be re-evaluated. 
 
 
Prepared by/Signature: 
David Wadden, M.Eng., P.Eng., Manager, Development Engineering 
 
 
Signature:___________________________________ 
 
Approved by/Date/Signature: 
Jason Sinyard, P.Eng., MBA - Deputy City Manager - Planning, Development and Engineering 
 
 
Signature:___________________________________ 
 
 
DW/jw 
 
Attachment: Map of the area 



   
   

 

Report to Planning & Development Standing Committee 
BUILT HERITAGE EXPERTS PANEL MEETING 
July 8, 2016 – 12:00 p.m. – Conference Room A

 
 

Present Glenn Barnes NLAA, MRAIC, Chair 
  Arthur MacDonald, Co-Lead Staff Member 
  Mark Whalen, Architecture Intern  
  Bruce Blackwood, Contractor 
  Garnet Kindervater, Canadian Homebuilders NL 

Lydia Lewycky, Atlantic Planners Institute  
Ken O’Brien, Chief Municipal Planner 
Sylvester Crocker, Dept. of Planning, Development and Engineering  

  Karen Chafe, Supervisor of Legislative & Office Services   
      
1. Decision Note dated June 13, 2016 re: Application to demolish 1 Forest 

Avenue 
The Panel spoke to the above noted.   
 
 Moved –  Bruce Blackwood;  Seconded – Lydia Lewycky 
 

That the recommendation outlined in the above cited decision note be 
approved to demolish 1 Forest Road.  

 
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

 
2. Decision Note dated June 21, 2016 re Application to demolish 158 Signal Hill 

Road 
The Panel discussed the above noted. 
 
 Moved –  Mark Whalen;  Seconded – Garnet Kindervater 
 

That the recommendation outlined in the above cited decision note be 
approved to demolish 158 Signal Hill Road.    Further, that the application to 
construct a new dwelling at 158 Signal Hill Road be approved with the 
following conditions: 

• That any exterior handrails and guards have its vertical members 
installed between top and bottom rail and not face nailed balustrades; 

• That there is no unfinished pressure treated wood at the front of the 
building or visible from a public street or private lane.  Any such 
pressure treated wood shall be painted or stained with solid colour 
stain; 

• That any basement windows be placed directly below the first storey 
windows on facades where there are windows on the first floor.   

• The finished first floor grade would be no more than a 0.3 of a meter 
above grade at the rear (western side of the building).   

 
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 
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3. Decision Note dated June 21, 2016 re: Retaining Wall – 8 Military Road 
The Panel spoke to the above noted.   
 
 Moved – Bruce Blackwood; Seconded – Lydia Lewycky 
 

The Panel recommends a modified Option 2, smooth faced concrete 
retaining wall be approved subject to the following conditions: 

• That the retaining wall be extended at least 30.5 cm above the upper 
grade with a beveled concrete top plate.  

• That the railing/guard in keeping with the Gothic Revival Style be 
installed on top of the beveled concrete top plate.  

• That the railing/guard be subject to design review and approval. 
• That the form work has to be architectural (smooth) grade creating a 

smooth exterior finish. 
•  

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 
 

 
4. Decision Note dated June 30, 2016 re Application to change roof design – 

159 Hamilton Avenue 
The Panel considered the above noted. 
 
 Moved – Garnet Kindervater; Seconded Lydia Lewycky 
 

That the recommendation contained within the above cited decision note be 
approved and that the application to alter the style of the roof design for 159 
Hamilton Avenue be approved as submitted. 
 

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 
 
 

5. Decision Note dated June 30, 2016 re: 12 Unit Condominium – 21 Holloway 
Street 

The Panel considered the above noted. 
 
 Moved – Lydia Lewcky; Seconded Mark Whalen 
 
 That the applicant resubmit a design more in keeping with the architectural 
 context of the neighbourhood. 
 

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 
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6. Decision Note dated July 8, 2016 re: 81 Cochrane Street & 42 Bannerman 

Street, Cochrane Street United Church and Annex Building 
The Panel considered the above noted. 
 

Moved - Bruce Blackwood; Seconded – Lydia Lewycky 
 
That the recommendation outlined in the above cited decision note be 
approved and that the proposed alterations to the upper floor windows 
along the southern elevation and eastern elevation of the Cochrane Street 
United Church Annex Building be approved as submitted. 
 

 
 
 
Glenn Barnes, NLAA, MRAIC 
Chairperson 
 





Decision/Direction Note  Page 2 
1 Forest Avenue 

 

 
 

5. Engagement and Communications Considerations: N/A. 
 

6. Human Resource Implications: N/A 
 

7. Procurement Implications: N/A 
 

8. Information Technology Implications: N/A 
 

9. Other Implications: N/A 
 

Recommendation: 
That the application to demolish 1 Forest Avenue be approved. 
 
Prepared by/Signature: 
Arthur MacDonald, MCIP – Planner III, Urban Design and Heritage 
 
Signature:    
 
Approved by/Date/Signature: 
Ken O’Brien, MCIP – Chief Municipal Planner 
 
Signature:    
 
AMD/dlm 
 
Attachments: 
Section 355 of the City of St. John’s Act 
Aerial Photo and Google Street View Photos 

 

G:\Planning and Development\Planning\2016\Built Heritage Experts Panel\BHEP - 1 Forest Avenue  June 24 2016(amd) docx 

 
 



 

 

 

 

The City of St. John’s Act 

Heritage preservation  

  355.   (1) The council may, by by-law, designate buildings, structures, lands or areas in whole or in part, 
as heritage buildings, structures, lands or areas for the purpose of preserving evidences of the city's 
history, culture and heritage for the education and enjoyment of present and future generations.  

  (2)  A building, structure, land or area designated by the council shall not be demolished or built 
upon nor shall the exteriors of the building or structure be altered, except with the approval of the council.  

  (3)  In exercising the power under this section, the council shall have regard to the following 
considerations:  

  (a)  the need of preserving heritage buildings, structures, lands or areas that collectively represent a 
cross-section of all periods and styles in the city's historic and cultural evolution;  

  (b)  the costs and benefits of the preservation; and  

  (c)  the compatibility of preservation with other lawful uses of the buildings, structures or lands.  

  (4)  The council may by by-lay, establish a Heritage Advisory Committee, whose members shall 
serve without remuneration and who shall advise the council on those matters coming within the scope of 
this section that may be referred to the committee by the council and, in particular, may make 
recommendations to council respecting designation of heritage buildings, structures, and lands and the 
demolition, preservation, alteration or renovation of those buildings, structures and lands.  

  (5)  In the by-law establishing the Heritage Advisory Committee there shall be set out:  

  (a)  the composition of the committee and the manner in which council shall appoint the members; 
and  

  (b)  the procedures governing the committee.  

  (6)  The council shall include in its annual budget the sums that may be necessary to defray the 
expenses of the Heritage Advisory Committee.  

  (7)  The council may withhold a permit respecting the application for demolition of a building for a 
period not exceeding 90 days pending the enactment of a by-law under this section, and where a by-law is 
enacted within that period, the application shall stand refused; and compensation shall not be payable with 
respect to a loss or damage suffered by the refusal.  

  (8)  Where a by-law referred to in subsection (7) is not enacted within the period of 90 days, then 
the permit may be issued subject to compliance with the relevant provisions of this Act and by-laws.  

  (9)  Where as a result of the approval of the council given under subsection (2), a person is required 
to spend more money in relation to a building, structure, land or area than if this section were not in force, 
the council may pay to that person the money that it considers appropriate to reduce the difference in the 
amount of the money spent.  



 

 

 

 
Aerial photo showing location of 1 Forest Avenue 

 

 
1 Forest Avenue 
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158 Signal Hill Road 
 
Key Considerations/Implications: 
 

1. Budget/Financial Implications: N/A 
 

2. Partners or Other Stakeholders: N/A 
 

3. Alignment with Strategic Directions/Adopted Plans: N/A 
 

4. Legal or Policy Implications: N/A. 
 

5. Engagement and Communications Considerations: N/A. 
 

6. Human Resource Implications: N/A 
 

7. Procurement Implications: N/A 
 

8. Information Technology Implications: N/A 
 

9. Other Implications: N/A 
 

Recommendation: 
That the application to demolish 158 Signal Hill Road, as submitted, be approved. 
 
That the application to construct a new dwelling at 158 Signal Hill Road be approved with the following 
conditions: 
 

1. That any exterior handrails and guards have its vertical members installed between top and bottom 
rail and not face nailed balustrades. 

2. That there is no unfinished pressure treated wood at the front of the building or visible from a public 
street or private lane.  Any such pressure treated wood shall be painted or stained with solid colour 
stain. 

3. That any basement windows be placed directly below the first storey windows on facades where 
there are windows on the first floor. 

 
Prepared by/Signature: 
Arthur MacDonald, MCIP – Planner III, Urban Design and Heritage 
 
Signature:    
 
Approved by/Date/Signature: 
Ken O’Brien, MCIP – Chief Municipal Planner 
 
Signature:    
 
AMD/dlm 
 
Attachments: 
Section 355 of the City of St. John’s Act 
Photos and Maps 
Survey Plan, Elevations and Floor Plans 
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158 Signal Hill Road 
 

 
 

Aerial photo showing location of 158 Signal Hill Road 

 
 

158 Signal Hill Road  
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8 Military Road 
 
 
The applicant has submitted five options for consideration.  Option 1 and 2 are concrete retaining walls; 
Option 3, 4 and 5 are Recon Block retaining walls.  All options included the permanent removal of the 
old retaining wall along the eastern side of the Military Road entrance way leading to the upper parking 
area. 
 
Pursuant to Section 5.9.4 of the St. John’s Development Regulations, the retaining wall style should be 
in keeping with the period style of streetscape.  Though Recon Block Wall is relatively new, they can be 
designed to blend with any style of streetscape.  Therefore, Options 3, 4 and 5 are preferred, provided 
that the wall is extended above the upper grade by at least 30.5cm with a top plate design.  The use of a 
top plate is in keeping with retaining walls throughout downtown St. John’s.  This section also states 
that the railing/guard style should be in keeping with the original style of the structure, the Gothic 
Revival Style. 
 
In light of the above, it is recommended that the request to demolish and replace the retaining wall at 8 
Military Road as be approved subject to conditions. 
 
Key Considerations/Implications: 
 

1. Budget/Financial Implications: N/A 
 

2. Partners or Other Stakeholders: N/A 
 

3. Alignment with Strategic Directions/Adopted Plans: Neighbourhoods Build our City; helping to 
maintain and position downtown as a distinct neighbourhood.  
 

4. Legal or Policy Implications: N/A 
 

5. Engagement and Communications Considerations: N/A 
 

6. Human Resource Implications: N/A 
 

7. Procurement Implications: N/A 
 

8. Information Technology Implications: N/A 
 

9. Other Implications: N/A 
 
Recommendation:  
It is recommended that the request to demolish and replace the retaining wall at 8 Military Road be 
approved with the following conditions: 
 

1. That a Recon Block concrete wall, in keeping with option 3, 4 or 5, be approved subject to the 
vertical extension of the wall, at least 30.5 cm above the upper grade with a top plate design in 
keeping with the recon block design. 
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8 Military Road 
 
 

 
2. That the railing and guard be in keeping with the Gothic Revival Style. 

 
Prepared by/Signature: 
Arthur MacDonald, MCIP – Planner, Urban Design and Heritage 
 
 
 
Signature:    
 
Approved by/Date/Signature: 
Ken O’Brien, MCIP – Chief Municipal Planner 
 
 
 
Signature:    
 
AMD/dlm 
 
Attachments:  

 Aerial Maps and Referenced Maps 
 Statements of Significance 
 Applicant’s Submission 
 Recon Block Wall Examples 
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8 Military Road, St. Thomas Anglican Church – Site Plan 



 

 

      

8 Military Road – Retaining Wall 
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Statement of Significance 

 

8 Military Road – St. Thomas Anglican Church 
 
Description of Historic Place 
St. Thomas’ Church is a timber-framed church built in the Gothic Revival style of architecture. This 
church, built 1834-1836, is the oldest church in the city of St. John’s. This designation is confined to the 
footprint of the building.  
 
Heritage Value 
St. Thomas’ Anglican Church is designated because it has aesthetic and historic values. 
 
St. Thomas’ Anglican Church is architecturally valuable as an excellent example of an early Gothic 
Revival building in Newfoundland. As the oldest Anglican Church in Newfoundland, St. Thomas’ 
exhibits a simpler plan than many of St. John’s other large churches. St. Thomas’ Anglican Church is 
constructed of local spruce and pine, with a simple shape and timber frame construction, and these 
features make St. Thomas’ unquestionably a pioneer church. Furthermore, in its application of Gothic 
motifs to the exterior of the church, St. Thomas’ is also an example of the early development of Gothic 
Revival architecture in Canada. The early Gothic Revival tradition in Canada involved the use of 
elements such as pointed arch windows on the exterior of traditionally simple buildings. Perhaps the 
most distinguishing Gothic feature of St. Thomas’ Church is its spire, which sets it apart from other 
Gothic Revival churches in British North America during this period. Other structures had the same 
central square tower façade but the spire did not become common until the 1840s.  
 
St. Thomas’ Anglican Church is also architecturally valuable for its association with locally renowned 
builder Patrick Keough. Keough came to Newfoundland from Wexford, Ireland and is noted for his 
work on Government House, Presentation Convent and the Harbour Grace Courthouse. St. Thomas’ 
Church is valuable as a rare, surviving example of this prominent builder’s work in wood.  
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8 Military Road 
 
St. Thomas’ Church is historically valuable as the oldest, continually used Anglican Church in 
Newfoundland, having survived both great fires of the 19th century in St. John’s. Built in 1836, the land 
for the church was secured by Governor Sir Thomas Cochrane with the stipulation that space in the 
church be reserved for officers and troops of the nearby Garrison. St. Thomas’ served as the Garrison 
church from 1837 until 1871 when the British Garrison in St. John’s closed. St. Thomas’ is also valuable 
for its association with Bishop Aubrey Spencer who commissioned the church and consecrated it in 
1840.  
 
St. Thomas’ Anglican Church is environmentally valuable for its location in St. John’s. This church 
forms part of a complex of select buildings which symbolize the early governmental, religious, and 
military history of Newfoundland.  
 
Source: City of St. John's Council meeting held 2005/05/30 
 
Character Defining Elements 
All those elements which are representative of the building's age and construction in the ecclesiastical 
Gothic Revival style of architecture, including: 
 

 central square tower, pointed arches, spire; 
 use of local materials; 
 mid-pitch gable roof; 
 layout of building; 
 window style and placement; 
 window and door trim; 
 narrow wooden clapboard sheathing; and 
 building height, massing, dimensions and size. 

 
Location and History 

Community St. John's 

Municipality City of St. John's  

Civic Address 008 Military Road 

Construction 1834 - 1836 

Builder Patrick Keough 

Style Gothic Revival 

Building Plan Rectangular Short Façade 

Website Link http://www.st-thomaschurch.com/  
 
  



Statement of Significance  Page 3 
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Additional Photos: 
 

 
Historic illustration of St. John's 
The illustration shows a portion of St. John's east, including St. Thomas' Church on the right. Date and illustrator unknown. 
HFNL 2007 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 



Examples of Recon Block Retaining Walls with Top Plates 

     

      

Examples of Retaining Walls in Downtown St. John’s 

       

Military Road     Church Hill 

    



Examples of Recon Block Retaining Walls with Top Plates 

     

      

Examples of Retaining Walls in Downtown St. John’s 

       

Military Road     Church Hill 
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159 Hamilton Avenue 
 
The proposed alteration in the roof design may be designed in a style compatible with the period 
streetscape. Along Hamilton Avenue there is a mixture of flat, mansard, and gable style roofs. Please 
refer to the attached streetscape photos. In light of the mixture of roof styles along the street, it is 
recommended that the application be approved. 
 
Key Considerations/Implications: 
 

1. Budget/Financial Implications: N/A 
 

2. Partners or Other Stakeholders: N/A 
 

3. Alignment with Strategic Directions/Adopted Plans:  
Neighbourhoods Build Our City; maintain and position downtown as a distinct neighbourhood. 
 

4. Legal or Policy Implications: N/A. 
 

5. Engagement and Communications Considerations: N/A. 
 

6. Human Resource Implications: N/A 
 

7. Procurement Implications: N/A 
 

8. Information Technology Implications: N/A 
 

9. Other Implications: N/A 
 

Recommendation: 
The application to alter the style of the roof design for 159 Hamilton Avenue be approved, as submitted. 
 
Prepared by/Signature: 
Arthur MacDonald, MCIP – Planner III, Urban Design and Heritage 
 
 
Signature:    
 
Approved by/Date/Signature: 
Ken O’Brien, MCIP – Chief Municipal Planner 
 
 
Signature:    
 
AMD/dlm 
 
Attachments: 
Aerial Photo and Google Street View Photos 
Applicant’s Submission 
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Aerial photo showing location of 159 Hamilton Avenue  
 
 

 
 

159 Hamilton Avenue 
 
 



 
 

 

 
 
 

 

 

Hamilton Avenue – Streetscape 
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21 Holloway Street 
 
 
In light of the above, it is recommended that the Panel have a discussion and provide direction. 
 
Key Considerations/Implications: 
 

1. Budget/Financial Implications: N/A 
 

2. Partners or Other Stakeholders: N/A 
 

3. Alignment with Strategic Directions/Adopted Plans: N/A 
 

4. Legal or Policy Implications: N/A 
 

5. Engagement and Communications Considerations: N/A 
 

6. Human Resource Implications: N/A 
 

7. Procurement Implications: N/A 
 

8. Information Technology Implications: N/A 
 

9. Other Implications: N/A 
 
Recommendation:  
It is recommended that the Panel have a discussion and provide direction. 
 
Prepared by/Signature: 
Arthur MacDonald, MCIP – Planner, Urban Design and Heritage 
 
 
Signature:    
 
Approved by/Date/Signature: 
Ken O’Brien, MCIP – Chief Municipal Planner 
 
 
Signature:    
 
AMD/dlm 
 
Attachments:  
Aerial Map and Photos 
Applicant’s Submission 
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21 Holloway Street 
 
 

 

21 Holloway Street – Site Map 

 

21 Holloway Street – View along Nunnery Hill 



Decision/Direction Note  Page 4 
21 Holloway Street 
 
 

     

View Down Nunnery Hill                                      View up Holloway Street 

 

 

      

                 View from Duckworth Street                                             Impact on Views 

 

 

 



21 HOLLOWAY STREET
COMMANDER VENTURES

JUNE 15,  2016

VIEW FROM EAST DUCKWORTH STREET



21 HOLLOWAY STREET
COMMANDER VENTURES

JUNE 15, 2016

VIEW FROM WEST DUCKWORTH STREET



21 HOLLOWAY STREET
COMMANDER VENTURES

JUNE 15, 2016

VIEW FROM SOUTHSIDE HILLS



21 HOLLOWAY STREET
COMMANDER VENTURES

JUNE 15,  2016

VIEW FROM HOLLOWAY STREET



21 HOLLOWAY STREET
COMMANDER VENTURES

JUNE 15, 2016

VIEW OF NUNNERY HILL ENTRY



21 HOLLOWAY STREET
COMMANDER VENTURES

JUNE 15, 2016

VIEW FROM NUNNERY HILL LOOKING EAST



21 HOLLOWAY STREET
COMMANDER VENTURES

JUNE 15, 2016

INTERIOR VIEW FROM UNIT B, LEVEL 5





































Decision/Direction Note  Page 2 
Heritage - Financial Incentives Program 

 

grants only to those buildings designated by Council. Therefore, eligible properties are those 
properties that are municipally designated as Heritage Buildings and those buildings in the City’s 
designated Heritage Areas, referred to as “Heritage Properties” in the proposed Incentives Program. 
 
Financial incentives can only be used to defray some of the development cost difference attributable 
to the City’s designation. The proposed Incentives Program requires the applicant to substantiate the 
cost difference. 
 
Please refer to the Incentives Program attached in Appendix “A” for further details. 
 
Grants Compared with Tax Breaks: 
 
The two heritage grant programs that have not been funded since 1995 were straight-forward grants 
to property owners. The most recent heritage property-tax incentive from the late 1990s was, in 
essence, also a grant in that property tax increases were deferred by a set amount over five years. 
 
A tax break may seem to be more palatable than a grant. A grant implies that the City gives an 
owner a sum of money, whereas a tax break implies that the City does not actually give an owner 
money, the City refrains from requiring a certain amount of tax from an owner. However, under the 
City’s governing legislation, the City can provide grants but cannot reduce the taxes owing on a 
property. 
 
The City of St. John’s Act, Section 355, does empower the City to grant money to a property owner 
for heritage purposes. In contrast, the City of St. John’s Municipal Taxation Act does not permit the 
City to give tax breaks on taxes owed. 
 
Please note, that in practical terms, even with a grant program the City does not have to be seen as 
giving money to an owner. We can still decide to forgo certain tax revenues or other revenues (such 
as permit fees) that are counted as a grant. 
 
Key Considerations/Implications: 
 
1. Budget/Financial Implications: 

If approved, the City may partner financially with property owners to defray some of the costs 
of maintaining and conserving our built heritage. Council will set the Heritage Financial 
Incentive Program’s budget annually during budget deliberations. 

 
2. Partners or Other Stakeholders:  

The City may partner with the property owners through the Heritage Financial Incentive 
Program. 
 
 

3. Alignment with Strategic Directions/Adopted Plans: 
• Neighbourhoods build our City - Maintain and position downtown as a distinct 

neighbourhood.  
• Fiscally Responsible - Explore complementary public/private partnerships; deliver 

effective grant programs and services. 
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Heritage - Financial Incentives Program 

 

4. Legal or Policy Implications:  
The proposed Heritage Financial Incentives Program is contemplated in Section 355(9) of the 
City of St. John’s Act. The two policies on the books, the Residential Heritage Grant Program 
(Policy 04-04-02) and the Commercial Heritage Grant Program (Policy 04-04-03), will have to 
be repealed, as well as the property-tax deferral program for non-residential designated Heritage 
Buildings. 
 

5. Engagement and Communications Considerations:  
Upon Council adoption of the Heritage Financial Incentives Program, staff will work with the 
Office of Strategy and Engagement to publicize the Program. 
 

6. Human Resource Implications:  N/A 
 

7. Procurement Implications:  N/A 
 

8. Information Technology Implications: N/A 
 
 

9. Other Implications:  N/A 
 
Recommendation:  
To approve the Heritage Financial Incentives Program and rescind the Residential Heritage Grant 
Program (Policy 04-04-02), the Commercial Heritage Grant Program (Policy 04-04-03), and the 
Heritage Property-Tax Deferral Program for non-residential designated Heritage Buildings. 
 
Prepared by/Signature: 
 
Arthur MacDonald, MCIP – Planner III, Urban Design and Heritage 
 
 
Signature:    
 
 
Approved by/Date/Signature: 
 
Ken O’Brien, MCIP – Chief Municipal Planner 
 
 
Signature:    
 
AMD/dlm 
 
Attachments: 
Appendix “A” – Heritage Financial Incentive Program. 
Appendix “B” – Proposed Heritage Financial Incentive Program Application Form. 
Appendix “C” - Residential Heritage Grant Program (Policy 04-04-02) 

- Commercial Heritage Grant Program (Policy 04-04-03). 
Appendix “D” – City of St. John’s Act, Section 355 
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Heritage Financial Incentives Program 

This Program is enacted pursuant to Section 355 of the  
City of St. John’s Act  

 
 
1. Program:  
 
1.1 The Heritage Financial Incentives Program is intended to defray some of the development 

cost difference associated with maintaining and conserving municipally designated 
Heritage Buildings and those buildings located in the City’s designated Heritage Areas, 
hereinafter referred to as “Heritage Properties”. The applicant must substantiate the cost 
difference and the grant shall not exceed the amount of the cost difference. 

 
 

2. Financial Incentives: 
 
2.1  Heritage Maintenance Grant: This grant is for the maintenance and repair to façade 

elements abutting a public street.  A grant of up to 25% of the material and labour costs 
will be available to a maximum of $1,000.00 per building, per calendar year.  

 
2.2 Heritage Conservation Grant: This grant is for the preservation, restoration and/or 

replacement of façade elements abutting a public street. A grant of up to 25% of the 
material and labour costs will be available to a maximum of $5,000.00 per building, per 
calendar year.  

 
2.3  Heritage Design Grant: This grant is for the retention of a design professional (architect, 

engineer or qualified restoration professional) to prepare design drawings, conservation 
plans, and/or Heritage Reports. A grant of up to 25% of the design professional’s cost will 
be available to a maximum of $2,000.00 per building, per calendar year.  

 
2.4 Permit Waiver: Once a grant application is approved, Council may waive associated 

permit fees. 
 
 
3. General Conditions: 
 
3.1  All work funded by a grant shall comply with all applicable Federal, Provincial and 

Municipal legislation. 
 
3.2  Any work undertaken prior to grant approval shall be identified and may be considered 

for funding at Council's discretion. 
 
  



Heritage Financial Incentives Program Policy   Page 2 
Application Form 
 

 

 
4. Eligible Work Projects for the Heritage Maintenance Grant: 
 
4.1 Measures undertaken for the maintenance and repair to façade elements abutting a public 

street, including but not limited to: 
 

• Work to conserve the exterior such as: cornices, parapets, dormers, towers, windows, 
doors, canopies, and decorative features such as panels, mouldings, trims, carvings 
and similar architectural details. Subject to demonstrated need, cladding stabilization 
may also be eligible. This includes the repair and restoration of terracotta and the 
repointing of stone and brick masonry.  

• Work to reconstruct missing exterior elements. This work must be based on drawings, 
photographs, surviving physical remnants, or other acceptable evidence of the original 
design.  

• Repainting or re-coating of the exterior elements. 
• Replacement or repair of roofing shingles, rain gutters, downspouts, flashing, exterior 

caulking and chimneys to prevent further deterioration due to weather infiltration.  
 
  

5. Eligible Work Projects for the Heritage Conservation Grant: 
 
5.1  Measures undertaken for the preservation, restoration and/or replacement of façade 

elements abutting a public street, including but not limited to: 
 

• Preservation of existing exterior architectural elements. This may include the 
preservation of deteriorated windows and doors, cladding, roofing, foundation, 
cornices, mouldings, architectural trim and other significant features. 

• Restoration of exterior architectural elements which have been lost but for which the 
appearance can be clearly determined from physical evidence or documentary sources 
such as historic drawings or photographs. 

• Replacement of existing exterior architectural elements that still exist but which are 
beyond preservation or repair. This includes replacement of deteriorated doors and 
windows, cladding, roofing, cornices, mouldings, architectural trim, and other 
significant features. 

 
 
6. Eligible Work Projects for the Heritage Design Grant:  
 
6.1 Any work project in which a design professional (architect, engineer or qualified 

restoration professional) has been retained to prepare design drawings, conservation 
plans, and/or Heritage Reports. 
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7. Not Eligible for Assistance: 
 
7.1 The following works shall not be eligible: 
 

• New construction; 
• Demolition; 
• The removal, storage and/or reuse of façade of demolished Heritage Buildings; 
• Signage; 
• Fences, outbuildings, and landscaping; 
• Building relocation; 
• Legal fees and borrowing costs; and 
• Owner’s labour. 

 
 
8. Application for a Heritage Grant: 
 
8.1  An application for a Heritage Grant shall be made in writing to the City between Sept. 1st  

and Nov. 1st  for the following calendar year. 
 
8.2  An application shall be signed by the property owner or a person operating under the 

owner’s written consent. A copy of the written consent shall accompany the application. 
 
8.3.  Applications shall include: 
 

(a) a completed application form; 
(b) current, coloured photographs of the façade abutting a public street, with close-ups of 

the areas of work, for which the grant is applied. Photographs may be submitted 
digitally by e-mail or USB drive;  

(c) two cost estimate quotes for the proposed work with the exception of a Heritage 
Design Grant where one quote will suffice; and, 

(d) supporting documentation substantiating the amount of increased costs attributed  to 
the designation as a municipal Heritage Building or due to its location within one of 
the City’s Heritage Areas.  
 

8.4 Late or incomplete applications will not be considered. 
 
 
9. Priority of Grant Applications: 
 
9.1  Priority will be given to: 

 
(a) designated municipal Heritage Buildings; 
(b) first-time applications; 
(c) the preservation, restoration and weatherproofing historic elements rather than 

cosmetic improvements; and 
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(d) applications supported by a Conservation Plan or a Heritage Report prepared by a 
design professional (architect, engineer or qualified restoration professional).  

 
10. Review Process:  
 
10.1  Applications will be evaluated based on eligibility of work and the work’s positive impact 

to the public streetscape. 
 
10.2  The Heritage Planner, or his or her designate, shall review and make recommendations to 

the Built Heritage Experts Panel on grant applications. 
 
10.3  The Built Heritage Experts Panel shall make recommendations to Council with respect to 

grant applications. 
 
10.4 Council may, in its sole discretion approve, approve with conditions, or refuse a grant 

application. 
 
10.5  Applicants shall be notified in writing of Council’s decision. 
 
 
11. Applicant’s Responsibilities on Approval of a Heritage Maintenance Grant or a 

Heritage Conservation Grant 
 
11.1  Upon approval of a Heritage Maintenance Grant or a Heritage Conservation Grant 

application the applicant shall: 
 

(a) submit all costs and work plans to the City; 
(b) obtain a building permit, if one is required, from the City; 
(c) notify the City when there is any deviations to the costs and/or work plans; 
(d) provide any other information as may be requested by Council; and, 
(e) complete the project as set out in the grant application.  

 
 

12. Funding: 
 
12.1  Funding for the Heritage Financial Incentive Program may be established by Council on 

an annual bases during budget deliberations. 
 
12.2  Each property shall be limited to one (1) grant per calendar year, and two (2) grants in any 

four (4) consecutive calendar years. 
 
 
13. Conditions for Grant Payment 
 
13.1 For Heritage Design Grant applications, the reference to “work” herein shall refer solely 

to the work associated with undertaking the design drawings, conservation plans, and/or 
Heritage Reports. 
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13.2  Applicants are required to complete all work and submit proof of payment of all paid 

invoices pertaining to the work within 24 months from the date of Council’s approval of 
the grant.  

 
13.3  For a Heritage Maintenance Grant or a Heritage Conservation Grant, recipients shall 

submit coloured photographs of the completed work for which the grant is applied. 
Photographs may be submitted digitally by e-mail or USB drive. 

 
13.4  All work and documentation must be deemed satisfactory upon inspection by the City 

prior to the disbursement of the grant. If upon final inspection it has been determined that 
the work has not been completed as per approved plans; and/or, has not been completed 
in compliance with all applicable legislation, the grant will be cancelled. 

 
13.5  The grant may be cancelled should the work associated with it remain incomplete 24 

months after approval of the grant. 
 
13.6 In addition, once a grant is approved, the City may waive any associate permit fees on 

the application. 
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Appendix “B”  

Heritage Financial Incentive Program Application Form 
 
 

Program 
 

The Heritage Financial Incentives Program is intended to defray some of the development 
cost difference associated with maintaining and conserving municipally designated Heritage 
Buildings and those buildings located in the City’s designated Heritage Areas, hereinafter 
referred to as “Heritage Properties”. The applicant must substantiate the cost difference and 
the grant shall not exceed the amount of the cost difference. 
 

Financial Incentives: 
 
1  Heritage Maintenance Grant: This grant is for the maintenance and repair to façade 

elements abutting a public street.  A grant of up to 25% of the material and labour costs 
will be available to a maximum of $1,000.00 per building, per calendar year.  

 
2 Heritage Conservation Grant: This grant is for the preservation, restoration and/or 

replacement of façade elements abutting a public street. A grant of up to 25% of the 
material and labour costs will be available to a maximum of $5,000.00 per building, per 
calendar year.  

 
3  Heritage Design Grant: This grant is for the retention of a design professional (architect, 

engineer or qualified restoration professional) to prepare design drawings, conservation 
plans, and/or Heritage Reports. A grant of up to 25% of the design professional’s cost will 
be available to a maximum of $2,000.00 per building, per calendar year.  

 
4 Permit Waiver: Once a grant application is approved, Council may waive associated 

permit fees. 
 
 
Application Requirements  
 
The Application Form must be completed and submitted to the City of St. John’s between Sept. 
1st and Nov 1st of each calendar year and shall be directed to: 
 
Heritage Planner 
Department of Planning, Development and Engineering 
City Hall 
10 New Gower Street  
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P.O. Box 908 
St. John’s NL  A1C 5M2 
planning@stjohns.ca 
Phone: 576-8220 
 
Note: Applications will not be considered complete unless all required, supporting documentation 
has been submitted. Late or incomplete applications will not be reviewed.  
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Applications must include:  
 

1. a completed application form; 
2. current, coloured photographs of the façade directly abutting a public street, with close-

ups of the areas of work, for which the grant is applied. Photographs may be submitted 
digitally by e-mail or USB drive;  

3. two cost estimate quotes for the proposed work with the exception of a Heritage Design 
Grant where one quote will suffice; and, 

4. supporting documentation substantiating the amount of increased costs attributed  to the 
designation as a municipal Heritage Building or due to its location within one of the 
City’s Heritage Areas.  
 

Priority Criteria:  
 

1. Priority will be given to designated municipal Heritage Buildings. 
2. Priority will be given to first-time applications. 
3. Priority will be given to preservation, restoration and weatherproofing historic elements 

rather than cosmetic improvements. 
4. Priority will be given to applications supported by a Conservation Plan or a Heritage 

Report prepared by a design professional (architect, engineer or qualified restoration 
professional).  
 
 





 

 

 

 

Appendix “C” 

 

Residential Heritage Grant Program (Policy 04-04-02) 
 

And 
 

 Commercial Heritage Grant Program (Policy 04-04-03)  



Corporate and Operational Policy Manual 
 

Passed By Council on: 1993/03/03  
Policy: 04-04-02 
 

Residential Heritage Grant Program 

 
PURPOSE 
 
The purpose of the Residential Heritage Grant Program is to encourage the restoration of 
dwelling facades in the Heritage Area and by this means to enhance the attractiveness of and 
foster the conservation of the City's Heritage Area. 
 
 
POLICY STATEMENT 
 
Amount 
The maximum grant is $3,000 or 30% of the cost of the work, whichever is the lesser. If, however, 
the application is for a designated heritage structure, the maximum grant allowed is $6,000. 
 
Applied Matters 
The Residential Heritage Grant Program applies to any residential property situated within a 
Heritage Area as identified under the 1990 Municipal Plan or a designated Heritage structure. 
 
The Residential Heritage Grant may be applied to the restoration of siding, windows, doors 
and/or roof of a dwelling to the materials and design of buildings erected prior to 1914 and 
pertains only to renovations which are visible from a City street or public laneway. 
 
Grant Qualifying 
Insofar there is only limited funding available, the funding shall be made only for the restoration 
of owner-occupied dwellings. If there are funds available near the end of the fiscal year - 
December 31, consideration may be given to assisting in the restoration of (1) partially rental 
residential property, and (2) wholly rented residential property. 
 
Grant Applications 
The application for the Residential Heritage Grant shall be made to the Director of Building and 
Property Management, and shall contain the following information: 
 

- the ownership and occupancy of the structure 
- the existing exterior of the structure (photographs, drawings) 
- a description of the work to be carried out in written and plan form, including three written 

estimates, as well as photos and an elevation sketch 
- the approximate start and completion dates of the work. 
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The application shall be reviewed by the Heritage Advisory Committee, which then shall make 
a recommendation to Council. All applications are subject to the approval of Council. 
 
Disbursement 
No funds are disbursed until all applicable permits have been obtained, the work has been 
completed, inspected and deemed to be in conformity with the approval granted by Council. 
Work must be completed within 60 days of the date of Council approval. 
 
Note 
Any work carried out prior to the approval of the Heritage Advisory Committee will not be 
covered under the Heritage Grant Funding. 
 
 
APPROVALS 
 
Heritage Advisory Committee Meeting, February 17, 1993; Regular Meeting of Council, March 
1, 1993. 
 
 
RESPONSIBILITY 
 
Department of Building and Property Management.  



 

 

Corporate and Operational Policy Manual 
 
Passed By Council on: 1993/03/01 
Policy: 04-04-03 
 
Commercial Heritage Grant Program 
 
PURPOSE 
 
The purpose of the Commercial Heritage Grant Program is to encourage the restoration of 
commercial facades in the Heritage Area and by this means to enhance the attractiveness of 
and foster the conservation of the City's Heritage Area. 
 
 
POLICY STATEMENT 
 
The City of St. John's may grant up to $7,000 or 10% of the cost of renovating a building 
(whichever is the lesser), provided: 
 
1) it is a commercial building; 
2) it is a designated "heritage building" approved by the Heritage Advisory Committee and 

Council; 
3) it was erected prior to 1892, and is one of several buildings in the Heritage Area that were 

erected immediately after the 1846 fire; 
4) the renovation plan (design and costs) is reviewed by the Heritage Advisory Committee, 

approved by Council and all plans and execution thereof are approved and inspected by the 
Director of Building and Property Management; 

5) funds are only released after all appropriate permits are obtained, inspection and certification 
of completion of certain stages in a work, and only then on the authority of the Director of 
Building and Property Management; 

6) all work must be completed in the year of approval; 
7) funds released upon completion of the project.  
 

 
APPROVALS 
 
Heritage Advisory Committee Meeting, February 17, 1993; Regular Meeting of Council, March 
1, 1993. 
 
 
RESPONSIBILITY 
 
Department of Building and Property Management.  
  



 

 

Appendix “D” 
 

City of St. John’s Act, Section 355 
 

Heritage preservation  
 
355.   
 

1. The council may, by by-law, designate buildings, structures, lands or areas in whole or in 
part, as heritage buildings, structures, lands or areas for the purpose of preserving evidences 
of the city's history, culture and heritage for the education and enjoyment of present and 
future generations.  

2. A building, structure, land or area designated by the council shall not be demolished or 
built upon nor shall the exteriors of the building or structure be altered, except with the 
approval of the council.  

3. In exercising the power under this section, the council shall have regard to the following 
considerations:  

(a) the need of preserving heritage buildings, structures, lands or areas that collectively 
represent a cross-section of all periods and styles in the city's historic and cultural 
evolution;  

(b) the costs and benefits of the preservation; and  
(c) the compatibility of preservation with other lawful uses of the buildings, structures 

or lands.  
4. The council may by by-lay, establish a Heritage Advisory Committee, whose members 

shall serve without remuneration and who shall advise the council on those matters coming 
within the scope of this section that may be referred to the committee by the council and, 
in particular, may make recommendations to council respecting designation of heritage 
buildings, structures, and lands and the demolition, preservation, alteration or renovation 
of those buildings, structures and lands.  

5. In the by-law establishing the Heritage Advisory Committee there shall be set out:  
(a) the composition of the committee and the manner in which council shall appoint 

the members; and  
(b) the procedures governing the committee.  

6. The council shall include in its annual budget the sums that may be necessary to defray the 
expenses of the Heritage Advisory Committee.  

7. The council may withhold a permit respecting the application for demolition of a building 
for a period not exceeding 90 days pending the enactment of a by-law under this section, 
and where a by-law is enacted within that period, the application shall stand refused; and 
compensation shall not be payable with respect to a loss or damage suffered by the refusal.  

8. Where a by-law referred to in subsection (7) is not enacted within the period of 90 days, 
then the permit may be issued subject to compliance with the relevant provisions of this 
Act and by-laws.  

9. Where as a result of the approval of the council given under subsection (2), a person is 
required to spend more money in relation to a building, structure, land or area than if this 
section were not in force, the council may pay to that person the money that it considers 
appropriate to reduce the difference in the amount of the money spent.  
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grants only to those buildings designated by Council. Therefore, eligible properties are those 
properties that are municipally designated as Heritage Buildings and those buildings in the City’s 
designated Heritage Areas, referred to as “Heritage Properties” in the proposed Incentives Program. 
 
Financial incentives can only be used to defray some of the development cost difference attributable 
to the City’s designation. The proposed Incentives Program requires the applicant to substantiate the 
cost difference. 
 
Please refer to the Incentives Program attached in Appendix “A” for further details. 
 
Grants Compared with Tax Breaks: 
 
The two heritage grant programs that have not been funded since 1995 were straight-forward grants 
to property owners. The most recent heritage property-tax incentive from the late 1990s was, in 
essence, also a grant in that property tax increases were deferred by a set amount over five years. 
 
A tax break may seem to be more palatable than a grant. A grant implies that the City gives an 
owner a sum of money, whereas a tax break implies that the City does not actually give an owner 
money, the City refrains from requiring a certain amount of tax from an owner. However, under the 
City’s governing legislation, the City can provide grants but cannot reduce the taxes owing on a 
property. 
 
The City of St. John’s Act, Section 355, does empower the City to grant money to a property owner 
for heritage purposes. In contrast, the City of St. John’s Municipal Taxation Act does not permit the 
City to give tax breaks on taxes owed. 
 
Please note, that in practical terms, even with a grant program the City does not have to be seen as 
giving money to an owner. We can still decide to forgo certain tax revenues or other revenues (such 
as permit fees) that are counted as a grant. 
 
Key Considerations/Implications: 
 
1. Budget/Financial Implications: 

If approved, the City may partner financially with property owners to defray some of the costs 
of maintaining and conserving our built heritage. Council will set the Heritage Financial 
Incentive Program’s budget annually during budget deliberations. 

 
2. Partners or Other Stakeholders:  

The City may partner with the property owners through the Heritage Financial Incentive 
Program. 
 
 

3. Alignment with Strategic Directions/Adopted Plans: 
• Neighbourhoods build our City - Maintain and position downtown as a distinct 

neighbourhood.  
• Fiscally Responsible - Explore complementary public/private partnerships; deliver 

effective grant programs and services. 
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4. Legal or Policy Implications:  
The proposed Heritage Financial Incentives Program is contemplated in Section 355(9) of the 
City of St. John’s Act. The two policies on the books, the Residential Heritage Grant Program 
(Policy 04-04-02) and the Commercial Heritage Grant Program (Policy 04-04-03), will have to 
be repealed, as well as the property-tax deferral program for non-residential designated Heritage 
Buildings. 
 

5. Engagement and Communications Considerations:  
Upon Council adoption of the Heritage Financial Incentives Program, staff will work with the 
Office of Strategy and Engagement to publicize the Program. 
 

6. Human Resource Implications:  N/A 
 

7. Procurement Implications:  N/A 
 

8. Information Technology Implications: N/A 
 
 

9. Other Implications:  N/A 
 
Recommendation:  
To approve the Heritage Financial Incentives Program and rescind the Residential Heritage Grant 
Program (Policy 04-04-02), the Commercial Heritage Grant Program (Policy 04-04-03), and the 
Heritage Property-Tax Deferral Program for non-residential designated Heritage Buildings. 
 
Prepared by/Signature: 
 
Arthur MacDonald, MCIP – Planner III, Urban Design and Heritage 
 
 
Signature:    
 
 
Approved by/Date/Signature: 
 
Ken O’Brien, MCIP – Chief Municipal Planner 
 
 
Signature:    
 
AMD/dlm 
 
Attachments: 
Appendix “A” – Heritage Financial Incentive Program. 
Appendix “B” – Proposed Heritage Financial Incentive Program Application Form. 
Appendix “C” - Residential Heritage Grant Program (Policy 04-04-02) 

- Commercial Heritage Grant Program (Policy 04-04-03). 
Appendix “D” – City of St. John’s Act, Section 355 
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Heritage Financial Incentives Program 

This Program is enacted pursuant to Section 355 of the  
City of St. John’s Act  

 
 
1. Program:  
 
1.1 The Heritage Financial Incentives Program is intended to defray some of the development 

cost difference associated with maintaining and conserving municipally designated 
Heritage Buildings and those buildings located in the City’s designated Heritage Areas, 
hereinafter referred to as “Heritage Properties”. The applicant must substantiate the cost 
difference and the grant shall not exceed the amount of the cost difference. 

 
 

2. Financial Incentives: 
 
2.1  Heritage Maintenance Grant: This grant is for the maintenance and repair to façade 

elements abutting a public street.  A grant of up to 25% of the material and labour costs 
will be available to a maximum of $1,000.00 per building, per calendar year.  

 
2.2 Heritage Conservation Grant: This grant is for the preservation, restoration and/or 

replacement of façade elements abutting a public street. A grant of up to 25% of the 
material and labour costs will be available to a maximum of $5,000.00 per building, per 
calendar year.  

 
2.3  Heritage Design Grant: This grant is for the retention of a design professional (architect, 

engineer or qualified restoration professional) to prepare design drawings, conservation 
plans, and/or Heritage Reports. A grant of up to 25% of the design professional’s cost will 
be available to a maximum of $2,000.00 per building, per calendar year.  

 
2.4 Permit Waiver: Once a grant application is approved, Council may waive associated 

permit fees. 
 
 
3. General Conditions: 
 
3.1  All work funded by a grant shall comply with all applicable Federal, Provincial and 

Municipal legislation. 
 
3.2  Any work undertaken prior to grant approval shall be identified and may be considered 

for funding at Council's discretion. 
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4. Eligible Work Projects for the Heritage Maintenance Grant: 
 
4.1 Measures undertaken for the maintenance and repair to façade elements abutting a public 

street, including but not limited to: 
 

• Work to conserve the exterior such as: cornices, parapets, dormers, towers, windows, 
doors, canopies, and decorative features such as panels, mouldings, trims, carvings 
and similar architectural details. Subject to demonstrated need, cladding stabilization 
may also be eligible. This includes the repair and restoration of terracotta and the 
repointing of stone and brick masonry.  

• Work to reconstruct missing exterior elements. This work must be based on drawings, 
photographs, surviving physical remnants, or other acceptable evidence of the original 
design.  

• Repainting or re-coating of the exterior elements. 
• Replacement or repair of roofing shingles, rain gutters, downspouts, flashing, exterior 

caulking and chimneys to prevent further deterioration due to weather infiltration.  
 
  

5. Eligible Work Projects for the Heritage Conservation Grant: 
 
5.1  Measures undertaken for the preservation, restoration and/or replacement of façade 

elements abutting a public street, including but not limited to: 
 

• Preservation of existing exterior architectural elements. This may include the 
preservation of deteriorated windows and doors, cladding, roofing, foundation, 
cornices, mouldings, architectural trim and other significant features. 

• Restoration of exterior architectural elements which have been lost but for which the 
appearance can be clearly determined from physical evidence or documentary sources 
such as historic drawings or photographs. 

• Replacement of existing exterior architectural elements that still exist but which are 
beyond preservation or repair. This includes replacement of deteriorated doors and 
windows, cladding, roofing, cornices, mouldings, architectural trim, and other 
significant features. 

 
 
6. Eligible Work Projects for the Heritage Design Grant:  
 
6.1 Any work project in which a design professional (architect, engineer or qualified 

restoration professional) has been retained to prepare design drawings, conservation 
plans, and/or Heritage Reports. 
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7. Not Eligible for Assistance: 
 
7.1 The following works shall not be eligible: 
 

• New construction; 
• Demolition; 
• The removal, storage and/or reuse of façade of demolished Heritage Buildings; 
• Signage; 
• Fences, outbuildings, and landscaping; 
• Building relocation; 
• Legal fees and borrowing costs; and 
• Owner’s labour. 

 
 
8. Application for a Heritage Grant: 
 
8.1  An application for a Heritage Grant shall be made in writing to the City between Sept. 1st  

and Nov. 1st  for the following calendar year. 
 
8.2  An application shall be signed by the property owner or a person operating under the 

owner’s written consent. A copy of the written consent shall accompany the application. 
 
8.3.  Applications shall include: 
 

(a) a completed application form; 
(b) current, coloured photographs of the façade abutting a public street, with close-ups of 

the areas of work, for which the grant is applied. Photographs may be submitted 
digitally by e-mail or USB drive;  

(c) two cost estimate quotes for the proposed work with the exception of a Heritage 
Design Grant where one quote will suffice; and, 

(d) supporting documentation substantiating the amount of increased costs attributed  to 
the designation as a municipal Heritage Building or due to its location within one of 
the City’s Heritage Areas.  
 

8.4 Late or incomplete applications will not be considered. 
 
 
9. Priority of Grant Applications: 
 
9.1  Priority will be given to: 

 
(a) designated municipal Heritage Buildings; 
(b) first-time applications; 
(c) the preservation, restoration and weatherproofing historic elements rather than 

cosmetic improvements; and 
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(d) applications supported by a Conservation Plan or a Heritage Report prepared by a 
design professional (architect, engineer or qualified restoration professional).  

 
10. Review Process:  
 
10.1  Applications will be evaluated based on eligibility of work and the work’s positive impact 

to the public streetscape. 
 
10.2  The Heritage Planner, or his or her designate, shall review and make recommendations to 

the Built Heritage Experts Panel on grant applications. 
 
10.3  The Built Heritage Experts Panel shall make recommendations to Council with respect to 

grant applications. 
 
10.4 Council may, in its sole discretion approve, approve with conditions, or refuse a grant 

application. 
 
10.5  Applicants shall be notified in writing of Council’s decision. 
 
 
11. Applicant’s Responsibilities on Approval of a Heritage Maintenance Grant or a 

Heritage Conservation Grant 
 
11.1  Upon approval of a Heritage Maintenance Grant or a Heritage Conservation Grant 

application the applicant shall: 
 

(a) submit all costs and work plans to the City; 
(b) obtain a building permit, if one is required, from the City; 
(c) notify the City when there is any deviations to the costs and/or work plans; 
(d) provide any other information as may be requested by Council; and, 
(e) complete the project as set out in the grant application.  

 
 

12. Funding: 
 
12.1  Funding for the Heritage Financial Incentive Program may be established by Council on 

an annual bases during budget deliberations. 
 
12.2  Each property shall be limited to one (1) grant per calendar year, and two (2) grants in any 

four (4) consecutive calendar years. 
 
 
13. Conditions for Grant Payment 
 
13.1 For Heritage Design Grant applications, the reference to “work” herein shall refer solely 

to the work associated with undertaking the design drawings, conservation plans, and/or 
Heritage Reports. 
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13.2  Applicants are required to complete all work and submit proof of payment of all paid 

invoices pertaining to the work within 24 months from the date of Council’s approval of 
the grant.  

 
13.3  For a Heritage Maintenance Grant or a Heritage Conservation Grant, recipients shall 

submit coloured photographs of the completed work for which the grant is applied. 
Photographs may be submitted digitally by e-mail or USB drive. 

 
13.4  All work and documentation must be deemed satisfactory upon inspection by the City 

prior to the disbursement of the grant. If upon final inspection it has been determined that 
the work has not been completed as per approved plans; and/or, has not been completed 
in compliance with all applicable legislation, the grant will be cancelled. 

 
13.5  The grant may be cancelled should the work associated with it remain incomplete 24 

months after approval of the grant. 
 
13.6 In addition, once a grant is approved, the City may waive any associate permit fees on 

the application. 
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Appendix “B”  

Heritage Financial Incentive Program Application Form 
 
 

Program 
 

The Heritage Financial Incentives Program is intended to defray some of the development 
cost difference associated with maintaining and conserving municipally designated Heritage 
Buildings and those buildings located in the City’s designated Heritage Areas, hereinafter 
referred to as “Heritage Properties”. The applicant must substantiate the cost difference and 
the grant shall not exceed the amount of the cost difference. 
 

Financial Incentives: 
 
1  Heritage Maintenance Grant: This grant is for the maintenance and repair to façade 

elements abutting a public street.  A grant of up to 25% of the material and labour costs 
will be available to a maximum of $1,000.00 per building, per calendar year.  

 
2 Heritage Conservation Grant: This grant is for the preservation, restoration and/or 

replacement of façade elements abutting a public street. A grant of up to 25% of the 
material and labour costs will be available to a maximum of $5,000.00 per building, per 
calendar year.  

 
3  Heritage Design Grant: This grant is for the retention of a design professional (architect, 

engineer or qualified restoration professional) to prepare design drawings, conservation 
plans, and/or Heritage Reports. A grant of up to 25% of the design professional’s cost will 
be available to a maximum of $2,000.00 per building, per calendar year.  

 
4 Permit Waiver: Once a grant application is approved, Council may waive associated 

permit fees. 
 
 
Application Requirements  
 
The Application Form must be completed and submitted to the City of St. John’s between Sept. 
1st and Nov 1st of each calendar year and shall be directed to: 
 
Heritage Planner 
Department of Planning, Development and Engineering 
City Hall 
10 New Gower Street  
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P.O. Box 908 
St. John’s NL  A1C 5M2 
planning@stjohns.ca 
Phone: 576-8220 
 
Note: Applications will not be considered complete unless all required, supporting documentation 
has been submitted. Late or incomplete applications will not be reviewed.  
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Applications must include:  
 

1. a completed application form; 
2. current, coloured photographs of the façade directly abutting a public street, with close-

ups of the areas of work, for which the grant is applied. Photographs may be submitted 
digitally by e-mail or USB drive;  

3. two cost estimate quotes for the proposed work with the exception of a Heritage Design 
Grant where one quote will suffice; and, 

4. supporting documentation substantiating the amount of increased costs attributed  to the 
designation as a municipal Heritage Building or due to its location within one of the 
City’s Heritage Areas.  
 

Priority Criteria:  
 

1. Priority will be given to designated municipal Heritage Buildings. 
2. Priority will be given to first-time applications. 
3. Priority will be given to preservation, restoration and weatherproofing historic elements 

rather than cosmetic improvements. 
4. Priority will be given to applications supported by a Conservation Plan or a Heritage 

Report prepared by a design professional (architect, engineer or qualified restoration 
professional).  
 
 





 

 

 

 

Appendix “C” 

 

Residential Heritage Grant Program (Policy 04-04-02) 
 

And 
 

 Commercial Heritage Grant Program (Policy 04-04-03)  



Corporate and Operational Policy Manual 
 

Passed By Council on: 1993/03/03  
Policy: 04-04-02 
 

Residential Heritage Grant Program 

 
PURPOSE 
 
The purpose of the Residential Heritage Grant Program is to encourage the restoration of 
dwelling facades in the Heritage Area and by this means to enhance the attractiveness of and 
foster the conservation of the City's Heritage Area. 
 
 
POLICY STATEMENT 
 
Amount 
The maximum grant is $3,000 or 30% of the cost of the work, whichever is the lesser. If, however, 
the application is for a designated heritage structure, the maximum grant allowed is $6,000. 
 
Applied Matters 
The Residential Heritage Grant Program applies to any residential property situated within a 
Heritage Area as identified under the 1990 Municipal Plan or a designated Heritage structure. 
 
The Residential Heritage Grant may be applied to the restoration of siding, windows, doors 
and/or roof of a dwelling to the materials and design of buildings erected prior to 1914 and 
pertains only to renovations which are visible from a City street or public laneway. 
 
Grant Qualifying 
Insofar there is only limited funding available, the funding shall be made only for the restoration 
of owner-occupied dwellings. If there are funds available near the end of the fiscal year - 
December 31, consideration may be given to assisting in the restoration of (1) partially rental 
residential property, and (2) wholly rented residential property. 
 
Grant Applications 
The application for the Residential Heritage Grant shall be made to the Director of Building and 
Property Management, and shall contain the following information: 
 

- the ownership and occupancy of the structure 
- the existing exterior of the structure (photographs, drawings) 
- a description of the work to be carried out in written and plan form, including three written 

estimates, as well as photos and an elevation sketch 
- the approximate start and completion dates of the work. 
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The application shall be reviewed by the Heritage Advisory Committee, which then shall make 
a recommendation to Council. All applications are subject to the approval of Council. 
 
Disbursement 
No funds are disbursed until all applicable permits have been obtained, the work has been 
completed, inspected and deemed to be in conformity with the approval granted by Council. 
Work must be completed within 60 days of the date of Council approval. 
 
Note 
Any work carried out prior to the approval of the Heritage Advisory Committee will not be 
covered under the Heritage Grant Funding. 
 
 
APPROVALS 
 
Heritage Advisory Committee Meeting, February 17, 1993; Regular Meeting of Council, March 
1, 1993. 
 
 
RESPONSIBILITY 
 
Department of Building and Property Management.  



 

 

Corporate and Operational Policy Manual 
 
Passed By Council on: 1993/03/01 
Policy: 04-04-03 
 
Commercial Heritage Grant Program 
 
PURPOSE 
 
The purpose of the Commercial Heritage Grant Program is to encourage the restoration of 
commercial facades in the Heritage Area and by this means to enhance the attractiveness of 
and foster the conservation of the City's Heritage Area. 
 
 
POLICY STATEMENT 
 
The City of St. John's may grant up to $7,000 or 10% of the cost of renovating a building 
(whichever is the lesser), provided: 
 
1) it is a commercial building; 
2) it is a designated "heritage building" approved by the Heritage Advisory Committee and 

Council; 
3) it was erected prior to 1892, and is one of several buildings in the Heritage Area that were 

erected immediately after the 1846 fire; 
4) the renovation plan (design and costs) is reviewed by the Heritage Advisory Committee, 

approved by Council and all plans and execution thereof are approved and inspected by the 
Director of Building and Property Management; 

5) funds are only released after all appropriate permits are obtained, inspection and certification 
of completion of certain stages in a work, and only then on the authority of the Director of 
Building and Property Management; 

6) all work must be completed in the year of approval; 
7) funds released upon completion of the project.  
 

 
APPROVALS 
 
Heritage Advisory Committee Meeting, February 17, 1993; Regular Meeting of Council, March 
1, 1993. 
 
 
RESPONSIBILITY 
 
Department of Building and Property Management.  
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City of St. John’s Act, Section 355 
 

Heritage preservation  
 
355.   
 

1. The council may, by by-law, designate buildings, structures, lands or areas in whole or in 
part, as heritage buildings, structures, lands or areas for the purpose of preserving evidences 
of the city's history, culture and heritage for the education and enjoyment of present and 
future generations.  

2. A building, structure, land or area designated by the council shall not be demolished or 
built upon nor shall the exteriors of the building or structure be altered, except with the 
approval of the council.  

3. In exercising the power under this section, the council shall have regard to the following 
considerations:  

(a) the need of preserving heritage buildings, structures, lands or areas that collectively 
represent a cross-section of all periods and styles in the city's historic and cultural 
evolution;  

(b) the costs and benefits of the preservation; and  
(c) the compatibility of preservation with other lawful uses of the buildings, structures 

or lands.  
4. The council may by by-lay, establish a Heritage Advisory Committee, whose members 

shall serve without remuneration and who shall advise the council on those matters coming 
within the scope of this section that may be referred to the committee by the council and, 
in particular, may make recommendations to council respecting designation of heritage 
buildings, structures, and lands and the demolition, preservation, alteration or renovation 
of those buildings, structures and lands.  

5. In the by-law establishing the Heritage Advisory Committee there shall be set out:  
(a) the composition of the committee and the manner in which council shall appoint 

the members; and  
(b) the procedures governing the committee.  

6. The council shall include in its annual budget the sums that may be necessary to defray the 
expenses of the Heritage Advisory Committee.  

7. The council may withhold a permit respecting the application for demolition of a building 
for a period not exceeding 90 days pending the enactment of a by-law under this section, 
and where a by-law is enacted within that period, the application shall stand refused; and 
compensation shall not be payable with respect to a loss or damage suffered by the refusal.  

8. Where a by-law referred to in subsection (7) is not enacted within the period of 90 days, 
then the permit may be issued subject to compliance with the relevant provisions of this 
Act and by-laws.  

9. Where as a result of the approval of the council given under subsection (2), a person is 
required to spend more money in relation to a building, structure, land or area than if this 
section were not in force, the council may pay to that person the money that it considers 
appropriate to reduce the difference in the amount of the money spent.  
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• Council representative to bring greetings at Memorial’s opening 
ceremonies September 5. 

• Sponsor a Welcome to St. John’s barbecue at 5:30 p.m. Monday September 
5 targeting first year students. 

• City information table at Memorial faculty orientation session (for new 
faculty), Tuesday September 6. 

• Info table/kiosk at Memorial’s Launch Forth: Academic Matriculation 
session at Arts & Culture Centre Tuesday September 6. 

• In partnership with Metrobus, offer a guided bus tour to students 
(undergraduate and graduate) of Memorial University on Wednesday 
September 7 during Orientation Week.  A bus would leave campus every 
hour from 11 a.m. to 4 p.m. Approximately 200 new students could be 
accommodated and introduced to areas of the City.  

• Volunteer@stjohns booth at MUN’s Get Involved & Volunteer Expo. 
• The City of St. John’s will host an information kiosk at the College of the 

North Atlantic’s Community Fair in mid-September.  
• Undertake a social media campaign in partnership with Memorial 

welcoming new students to the City. 
 

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 
 

 
 
Councillor Dave Lane 
Chairperson 
Economic Development, Tourism & Public Engagement Standing Committee 
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Title:    Welcoming post-secondary students – 2016 fall orientation 

Date Prepared:  July 13, 2016 

Report To:  Economic Development, Tourism and Public Engagement Standing 
Committee 

Ward:    N/A 

Decision/Direction Required:  Participation in fall orientation welcoming city events 

Discussion – Background and Current Status: 

The post-secondary student community in St. John’s is an immense source of talent. 
Connecting with students over the course of their studies is a first step in encouraging them to 
choose St. John’s as a place to live and work after graduation. Graduates can, and should, 
become the employees and employers of this place. 

In 2015, the Office of Strategy and Engagement worked with Memorial University to develop an 
expanded partnership to welcome new students and faculty.  One of the highlights was a 
Welcome to St. John’s barbecue which attracted close to 2000 students on campus, in addition 
to participating in information fairs.  After consulting with other city departments who participated 
last year and assessing the outcomes of the events, this fall the office of Strategy and 
Engagement proposes the following activities to welcome post-secondary students to St. 
John’s:  

• Council representative to bring greetings at Memorial’s opening ceremonies September 
5. 

• Sponsor a Welcome to St. John’s barbecue at 5:30 p.m. Monday September 5 
targeting first year students. 

• City information table at Memorial faculty orientation session (for new faculty), Tuesday 
September 6. 

• Info table/kiosk at Memorial’s Launch Forth: Academic Matriculation session at Arts & 
Culture Centre Tuesday September 6. 

• In partnership with Metrobus, offer a guided bus tour to students (undergraduate and 
graduate) of Memorial University on Wednesday September 7 during Orientation Week.  
A bus would leave campus every hour from 11 a.m. to 4 p.m. Approximately 200 new 
students could be accommodated and introduced to areas of the City.  

• Volunteer@Stjohns booth at MUN’s Get Involved & Volunteer Expo. 
• The City of St. John’s will host an information kiosk at the College of the North Atlantic’s 

Community Fair in mid-September.  
• Undertake a social media campaign in partnership with Memorial welcoming new 

students to the City. 

 

DECISION/DIRECTION NOTE 
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Currently, the Office of Strategy and Engagement is in discussions with Memorial’s 
Internationalization Office to host an event to welcome international students later in September. 

Key Considerations/Implications: 

1. Budget/Financial Implications:  
The Office of Strategy and Engagement, in delivering on the Economic Roadmap, has 
identified funds in the amount of $6,500 to support these activities. The City will also 
provide in-kind costs in the way of City staff on site on Labour Day and Metrobus’ 
contribution is valued at $1,150. 
 

2. Partners or Other Stakeholders:   

Metrobus, Memorial University, and other relevant City departments will assist in delivery 
of this initiative. 

3. Alignment with Strategic Directions/Adopted Plans: 

• Roadmap Goal #2 - St. John’s is a magnetic and desirable city for newcomers 
and young professionals 

Orientation is a key component in positioning St. John’s as a university city as well as 
enhancing St. John’s “welcoming” community profile.  Communicating with students is a 
first step in encouraging them to live and work in St. John’s. Orientation also provides an 
opportunity to build knowledge about St. John’s and provide information about the City 
and its services (employment/volunteer opportunities, 311, weekly garbage collection, 
recycling, recreation and cultural opportunities). 

• Strategic Plan 2015-2018 Goal: A Culture of Cooperation  

Orientation also supports the goal of creating effective collaborations with the education 
sector. 

• Strategic Plan 2015-2018 Goal: Responsive and Progressive 

Orientation provides a unique and focused opportunity to enhance our goal of becoming 
more welcoming and inclusive. 

 
4. Legal or Policy Implications:  

N/A 
 

5. Engagement and Communications Considerations:  

The Office of Strategy and Engagement developed a welcome to St. John’s brand for 
use with a variety of audiences in 2015. The brand-- St. John’s Bound – will be 
promoted at orientation events and through a variety of media which will demonstrate 
that the city understands the importance of the university and the students to the future 
of St. John’s. 
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• An ad promoting the St. John’s Bound brand will appear in MUN Students' Union 
agendas.  These yearly calendars are given to all students including new students. 

• Ensure www.stjohns.ca/bound webpage is up to date and promoted leading up to 
Orientation. 

 
6. Human Resource Implications:  

 
It is anticipated that approximately 2 or 3 city employees will be involved in the Welcome 
to St. John’s BBQ event on Labour Day.  The Recreation division, Department of 
Community Services, will provide staffing for the Volunteer Expo. All other activities will 
be staffed by employees from the Office of Strategy and Engagement. 
 

7. Procurement Implications: None identified at present 
 

8. Information Technology Implications: N/A 
 

9. Other Implications: N/A 

Recommendation: 

Approve the recommended approach to Orientation 2016.  

 

Prepared by/Signature:  

Wendy Mugford, Business & Research Officer, Strategic Development 

 

Approved by/Date/Signature:  

Victoria Etchegary, Manager, Strategic Development 
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Title:  Proposed Landscaping - 216-220 Oliver’s Pond Road, Town of Portugal 
Cove- St. Phillips’- INT1600094 

Date Prepared:  July 20, 2016 (Date of next meeting: July 25, 2016) 

Report To:   His Worship the Mayor and Members of Council 

Councillor & Role:   Councillor Art Puddister, Chair, Planning and Development  

Decision/Direction Required:  
To seek approval for a Scottish Walled Garden landscape feature located within the Windsor 
Lake Watershed.  

Discussion – Background and Current Status:  
The location of the proposed landscaping is within the Windsor Lake Protected Watershed, 
located on a Residential Building Lot. The proposed Scottish Walled Garden will be created on 
an existing 24’ by 38’ stone foundation and will be 7 feet high. 

Key Considerations/Implications: 

1. Budget/Financial Implications: N/A 
 

2. Partners or Other Stakeholders: 
City of St. John’s Residents 
 

3. Alignment with Strategic Directions/Adopted Plans: 
Regional Drinking Water Study 
 

4. Legal or Policy Implications: 
Section 106 of the City of St. John’s Act 
 

5. Engagement and Communications Considerations: N/A 
 

6. Human Resource Implications: N/A 
 

7. Procurement Implications: N/A 
 

8. Information Technology Implications: N/A 
 

9. Other Implications: N/A

DECISION/DIRECTION NOTE 



Decision/Direction Note                                                                                                          Page 2 
216-220 Oliver’s Pond Road 

 
 

 
Recommendation:  
It is recommended that the application be approved. 
 
Prepared by/Signature: 
Ashley Murray – Assistant Development Officer 
 
Signature: ________________________________________ 
 
 
Approved by/Signature: 
Jason Sinyard, P.Eng, MBA, Deputy City Manager - Planning, Development and Engineering 
 
Signature: ________________________________________ 
 
 
AAM/jw 

 









Mayor’s Advisory Committee on Crime Prevention (MACCP)  
Recommendations and Suggested Implementation Strategies  

(Updated July 2016) 
 
NEIGHBOURHOODS 
 
Recommendation from MACCP Report 
 

1. Host a Neighbourhood Forum in concert with the RNC, NL Housing and the St. John’s Citizen 
Crime Prevention Committee and include a discussion on reporting crime. 

 
City Response (09 2015) 
 
The City is committed to supporting neighbourhoods and identified, “neighbourhoods build our City”, as 
a strategic direction in the Corporate Strategic Plan and Envision.  The City’s Municipal Plan also speaks 
to having healthy neighbourhoods.  One of the goals to support this strategic direction is to promote a safe 
and secure City.  The City is in the early stages of developing approaches for neighbourhood-focused 
programs and services which connects with these plans as the Engage! St. John’s Report.  The concept of 
neighbourhood forums will be considered as part of this approach and ensure one component of the 
discussion focuses on creating safe and secure neighbourhoods. 
 
In the meantime, it would be worthwhile to investigate hosting with partners, a forum for organizations 
and groups involved in neighbourhood/youth-based organizations to share information and learn about 
programs and services.  It was noted in the focus group sessions with both of these stakeholder groups 
that there was value in getting together for these purposes. 
 
Update (03 2016) 
 
Community Services, OSE and PDE will work together to host neighbourhood forums. Representatives 
from Community Services will continue to collaboate with OSE and PDE on an approach.  
 
Recommendation from MACCP Report 
 

2. Continue to support the development of Neighbourhood Watch programs in the City.  Ongoing 
attention to raising the profile of Neighbourhood Watch through promotion of the Program across 
the City and disseminating information on relevant safety tips as detailed on the City’s 
Neighbourhood Watch webpage. 

 
City Response (09 2015) 
 
The City will undertake a review of the Neighbourhood Watch Program to ensure and enhance its 
effectiveness and make adjustments, where required.  
 
Update (03 2016) 
 
OSE to advance the development of evaluation framework, in association with Community Services, to 
support a review of Neighbourhood Watch.  This review will inform future promotion/awareness etc. 
 



There are currently 24 active Neighbourhood Watches established in the city.  Throughout the Fall a 
number of information sessions were held in various neighbourhood locations.  Seasonally, safety 
messages are sent through social media, advising the public during key periods of the year (i.e. 
Halloween, Christmas, Spring..  A Neighbourhood Watch newsletter is developed and circulated 3-4 
times/year.  Promotion also occurs in the City Guide, Metro Bus interiors and exterior and bus shelters. 
 
 
ENGAGING YOUTH 
 
Recommendation from MACCP Report 
 

3. The City consider ways and means of supporting community organizations that are effectively 
working with at-risk youth and create opportunities for positive engagement of their target 
groups. 
o Inviting community-based youth serving agencies to provide an overview of their programs 

and services with a focus on initiatives which are demonstrating evidence- based positive 
outcomes with at-risk youth.  Council to then consider how it can support those initiatives 
through its Community Grants Program which are clearly contributing to creating safe 
communities. 

o Identify with the Recreation Division and youth-serving agencies, mechanisms and 
opportunities for engaging at-risk youth in recreational activities that meet their needs. 
 

City Response (09 2015) 
 
Community Grants have historically supported organizations that service the at-risk youth population. 
Further consideration to this issue will be explored to determine other ways and means of supporting 
these organizations. 
 
Update (03 2016) 
 
In 2015, the City of St. John’s formed a partnership with the local Duke of Edinburgh organization.  A 
working committee was struck that allowed opportunity for youth from low socio-economic 
neighborhoods as identified by local community centres to participate and succeed in the program.  
Twelve (12) neighborhood areas have been identified and 35 youth registered in the Duke of Edinburgh’s 
Award program. 
 
 
Recommendation from MACCP Report 
 

4.  Encourage Council to continue to support and encourage the efforts of MACY.  
 
City Response (09 2015) 
 
As outlined in the City’s Advisory Committee Review, the recommendation for the Youth Advisory 
Committee included reference to the need for a youth strategy.  As part of moving towards a youth 
strategy, engaging at-risk youth will be added to the scope of that project to support this recommendation. 
 
 
 
 
 



Update (03 2016) 
 
A youth strategy to be advanced co-supported by Community Services and OSE.  This is identified in the 
MACY terms of reference. 
MACY's most recent success;  
On December 1 2015, over 30 youth ages 14 to 18 years attended a MACY Drugs and Driving Awareness 
Workshop at Hazelwood Elementary School.  The focus and goal of the workshop was to create 
awareness about the rise of a serious issue - youth driving under the influence of drugs.  MACY youth 
representatives identified that there is little to no awareness around this topic and more specifically none 
directed at youth.  The youth members developed a Youth Drugs and Driving Awareness Workshop 
which engaged other youth from local junior high, senior high schools and community centres  and 
provided a forum to exchange ideas on design, development and delivery of a Youth Drugs and Driving 
awareness campaign.  
 
Royal Newfoundland Constabulary and Eastern Health, Mental Health & Addictions Professionals 
provided support throughout the planning stages and participated in the delivery of this workshop.  
MACY is very passionate and determined to take some action concerning this topic and has a goal to 
assist in the initiative to develop a campaign against youth drugs  and driving that is planned and driven 
by youth for youth. 
 
 
CREATING A SAFE DOWNTOWN FOR RESIDENTS, BUSINESS OWNERS, 
PATRONS AND VISITORS  
 
Recommendation from MACCP Report 
 

5. The City, in concert with the Joint Committee of Council, the DDC and the RNC, collaborate on 
the development and implementation of an awareness campaign focused on the increasing 
individual and property safety in the downtown core. 

 
City Response (09 2015) 
 
A downtown awareness initiative to be considered, with partners, as recommended. 
 
Update (03 2016) 
 
The engagement work on the Water St. infrastructure project refresh identified some of the matters of 
safety/security.  The new Downtown Advisory Committee will also consider these matters in their work.  
 
 
Recommendation from MACCP Report 
 

6. The City, in concert with the Joint Committee of Council, the DDC, the RNC and Neighbourhood 
Watch Program staff, investigate the feasibility of initiating a “Neighbourhood Business Watch” 
Program in the downtown.  

 
City Response (09 2015) 
 
Research will be undertaken to learn about Business Watch Programs.  As well, lessons from the review 
of the Neighbourhood Watch Program may result in additional programs to be undertaken 
 



DISPERSING PATRONS FROM GEORGE STREET AT CLOSING TIME 
 
Recommendation from MACCP Report 

7. The City undertake a pilot project in concert with the taxi industry to streamline dispersal of 
patrons from George Street and Water Street at bar closing times.  It is suggested that the queuing 
system for taxis in the area be redesigned. 

 
City Response (09 2015) 
 
The City, in consultation with the taxi industry through the Taxi Committee as well as the RNC, will 
consider other options for redesigning a queuing system for taxis that will allow more efficient dispersal 
of patrons from George Street and Water Street at bar closing times. The suggestion for separate east-west 
queues will be studied for impacts on parking and traffic flow, as well as for the likelihood of effectively 
contributing to more rapid dispersal. 
 
Update (03 2016) 
 
Legal has provided Department Heads with the background information on how the existing laybys.    
This is under review by the PDE and the discussion regarding movement of the laybys will be added to 
the Taxi Committee agenda. 
 
Update (07 2016) 
 
This matter was discussed with Parking Services, PDE and the owner of the taxis on Adelaide Street.  
There are logistical difficulties with relocating the existing generic taxi queue on George Street West and 
the City Wide Taxi queue on Adelaide Street.  George Street West cannot be closed to vehicular traffic 
due to the two privately owned parking lots (see 9 below) and relocating these taxis to New Gower Street 
and Water Street may result in any negative issues associated with the taxi queue also being relocated to 
these areas.  There are difficulties in finding a suitable alternative location for the current taxi queue on 
Adelaide St.  It is recommended that the status quo be maintained. 
 
 
Recommendation from MACCP Report 
 

8. The City relocate the mobile vendors from George Street and/or restrict their hours. 
 
City Response (09 2015) 
 
The close proximity of both food vendors and waiting taxis has presented challenges to the quick 
dispersal of patrons at bar closing times.  
 
Consideration will also be given to moving mobile food vendors from George Street to location(s) more 
conducive to patron dispersal. This may also involve modified closing hours such that the vendors are 
closed at least in advance of the main bar closing time. 
 
Update (03 2016) 
 
Remains under review in conjunction with taxi layby. 
 
 
 



Update (07 2016) 
 
This matter was discussed with PDE and the owners of the mobile vending licenses. Currently the City 
licenses 10 vending push carts to two separate owners with 4 operating on George Street during the 
weekend nights from approximately 10:00 p.m. to 4:00 a.m. The two owners work collaboratively to 
ensure their businesses function effectively.  These push carts are licensed annually for $500 per unit.  
The City also has 4 motorized mobile vending units which operate from designated parking spaces. These 
owners pay an annual lease of $3000 plus HST and have spent between $8000-$10,000 on the installation 
of electrical services as generators are prohibited under the Mobile Vender Bylaw.  All venders state that 
the most profitable time for their operation is at bar closing time and that restricting their access to George 
Street or reducing their hours of operation would result in a major financial burden on their businesses 
and may result in closures. There are other permanent food venders on George Street and Adelaide Street 
without such restrictions.  It is recommended that the status quo be maintained. 
 
Recommendation from MACCP Report 
 
 

9. The West end of George Street between Queen Street and Adelaide Street be closed from 10:00 
p.m. to 4:00 a.m. to restrict vehicular traffic in this area. 

 
City Response (09 2015) 
 
Closing of George Street between Queen Street and Adelaide will be considered for effectiveness as well 
as associated impacts on overall area traffic flow and parking.  
 
Update (03 2016) 
 
Remains under review in conjunction with taxi layby. 
 
Update (07 2016) 
 
This matter was discussed with Parking Services and PDE.  The west end of George Street cannot be 
closed to vehicular traffic as access must be maintained to the two existing private parking lots.  Currently 
there is an evenings only taxi queue on the north side of this street and metered parking on the south side.  
It is recommended that on Thursday, Friday and Saturday nights the metered parking be removed from 
10:00 p.m. to 6:00 a.m. and the Queen Street access be signed and barricaded with access only permitted 
to patrons of the parking lots and taxis using the existing queue on the north side.  This will result in 
significantly less traffic and congestion in this area from vehicles dropping off / picking up patrons and 
will allow easy access by police and emergency response vehicles. 
 
 
MUNICIPAL ALCOHOL POLICIES 
 
Recommendation from MACCP Report 

 
10. The City undertake a jurisdictional review related to municipal alcohol policies in other Canadian 

towns/cities with a view to creating its own policy. 
 
City Response (09 2015) 
 
It is recommended that this recommendation not be pursued as this is under Provincial jurisdiction. 



REPORTING CRIME 
 
Recommendation from MACCP Report 
 

11. The City should engage in discussions with the RNC in relation to ways and means to encourage 
reporting crime in the City.  

 
City Response (09 2015) 
 
The RNC would take the lead on recommendations for reporting crime, and the City would work in 
support of these campaigns.   
 
Both the Neighbourhood Watch Program and possible downtown Business Neighbourhood Watch 
Program could consider these as well. 
 
 
Conclusion 
 
Encourage Council to link with new and/or long-standing committees on crime prevention to explore 
other opportunities for collaborative activity, (Premier’s Advisory Council on Crime and Community 
Safety, St. John’s Citizens Crime Prevention Committee). 
 
The City advocate to senior governments to invest in the protective factors which prevent crime. 





Building Permits List 

Council’s July 25, 2016 Regular Meeting 

 
                               Permits Issued:      2016/07/07 To 2016/07/20 

            Class: Commercial 

 26 Waterford Bridge Rd                Co   Lodging House 

 8 Military Rd                         Nc   Fence 

 Blackhead Road                        Sn   Recreational Use 

 342 Freshwater Rd                     Ms   Clinic 

 14 Hebron Way                         Ms   Restaurant 

 222 Lemarchant Rd                     Sn   Hotel 

 341 Main Rd                           Ms   Eating Establishment 

 22 O'leary Ave                        Ms   Take-Out Food Service 

 20 Peet St                            Ms   Car Sales Lot 

 6 Stavanger Dr                        Ms   Retail Store 

 3 Stavanger Dr                        Ms   Retail Store 

 3 Stavanger Dr                        Ms   Retail Store 

 655 Topsail Rd                        Ms   Retail Store 

 655 Topsail Rd                        Ms   Service Shop 

 657 Topsail Rd                        Ms   Retail Store 

 673 Topsail Rd                        Ms   Retail Store 

 673 Topsail Rd                        Ms   Clinic 

 673 Topsail Rd                        Ms   Place Of Amusement 

 340 Torbay Rd                         Ms   Retail Store 

 141 Torbay Rd                         Ms   Retail Store 

 145 Torbay Road-Torbay Rd.Mall        Ms   Other 

 Torbay Road-Torbay Rd Mall            Ms   Eating Establishment 

 Torbay Road-Torbay Rd Mall            Ms   Eating Establishment 

 411 Torbay Rd Sign #2                 Ms   Restaurant 

 411 Torbay Rd  Sign #1                Ms   Restaurant 

 585 Torbay Rd                         Ms   Retail Store 

 50 White Rose Dr                      Ms   Restaurant 

 35 White Rose Dr, Unit 1              Sn   Clinic 

 79-81 New Gower St                    Rn   Eating Establishment 

 65 Jetstream Ave                      Nc   Accessory Building 

 6 George St                           Rn   Tavern 

 202 Lemarchant Rd                     Cr   Clinic 

 90 Water St                           Rn   Office 

 88 Water St                           Rn   Office 

 430 Topsail Rd, Mommy & Me            Rn   Retail Store 

 34 New Cove Rd                        Nc   Fence 

 168 Major's Path                      Cr   Retail Store 

 286 Duckworth St                      Rn   Restaurant 

 189 Higgins Line                      Rn   Office 

 180 Southside Rd                      Nc   Accessory Building 

 180 Southside Rd Security Bldg        Nc   Accessory Building 

 80 Kenmount Rd                        Rn   Mixed Use 

 180 Southside Rd Fuel Storage         Nc   Accessory Building 

 106 Airport Rd                        Rn   Hotel 

 Avalon Mall                           Rn   Parking Lot 

 Avalon Mall, Telus                    Cr   Retail Store 

 106 Airport Rd                        Ex   Hotel 

 54 Kenmount Rd                        Rn   Eating Establishment 

 50 Ropewalk Lane                      Rn   Retail Store 

 211-213 Kenmount Rd                   Ex   Car Sales Lot 

 This Week $  4,094,491.00 

 



 Class: Industrial 

 564 Foxtrap Access Rd                 Sw   Light Industrial Use 

 This Week $           .00 

 Class: Government/Institutional 

 This Week $           .00 

 Class: Residential 

 309 Anspach St                        Nc   Fence 

 29 Ballylee Cres                      Nc   Accessory Building 

 363 Blackmarsh Rd, Unit A             Nc   Semi-Detached Dwelling 

 363 Blackmarsh Rd, Unit B             Nc   Semi-Detached Dwelling 

 375 Blackmarsh Rd                     Nc   Accessory Building 

 19 Bonavista St                       Nc   Accessory Building 

 19 Boncloddy St                       Nc   Fence 

 10 Branscombe St                      Nc   Accessory Building 

 7 Bulrush Avenue - Lot 4              Nc   Single Detached Dwelling 

 82 Cabot St                           Nc   Patio Deck 

 124 Circular Rd                       Nc   Fence 

 106 Diamond Marsh Dr, Lot 29          Nc   Single Detached Dwelling 

 52 Dunkerry Cres, Lot 264             Nc   Single Detached Dwelling 

 70 Eastaff St                         Nc   Fence 

 696 Empire Ave                        Nc   Patio Deck 

 114 Forest Rd                         Nc   Patio Deck 

 108 Frecker Dr                        Nc   Patio Deck 

 41 Frecker Dr                         Nc   Fence 

 2 Gerard Pl                           Nc   Accessory Building 

 51 Glenlonan St                       Nc   Fence 

 9 Halifax St                          Nc   Accessory Building 

 25 Lake Ave                           Nc   Accessory Building 

 126-128 Main Rd                       Nc   Accessory Building 

 16 Marigold Pl                        Nc   Patio Deck 

 67 Maurice Putt Cres, Lot 306         Nc   Single Detached Dwelling 

 22 Maxwell Pl                         Nc   Fence 

 9 Newtown Rd                          Nc   Patio Deck 

 2 Titania Pl                          Nc   Fence 

 89 Old Bay Bulls Rd                   Nc   Accessory Building 

 39 Orlando Pl                         Nc   Accessory Building 

 43 Orlando Pl., Lot 260               Nc   Single Detached & Sub.Apt 

 38 Ottawa St                          Nc   Patio Deck 

 38 Parsonage Dr, Lot 18               Nc   Single Detached Dwelling 

 64 Parsonage Dr                       Nc   Fence 

 25 Riverside Dr W                     Nc   Accessory Building 

 12 Solway Cres., Lot 348              Nc   Single Detached & Sub.Apt 

 2 Stanford Pl                         Nc   Fence 

 18 Stanford Pl                        Nc   Fence 

 35 Stanford Pl., Lot 47               Nc   Single Detached Dwelling 

 210 Stavanger Dr                      Nc   Fence 

 8 Stenlake Cres                       Nc   Patio Deck 

 41 Suvla St                           Nc   Fence 

 1 Tessier's Lane                      Nc   Single Detached & Sub.Apt 

 33 Topsail Rd                         Nc   Patio Deck 

 22 Sitka St                           Nc   Single Detached Dwelling 

 19 Waterford Hts S                    Nc   Patio Deck 

 30 Waterford Hts N                    Nc   Accessory Building 

 4 Waterview Pl                        Nc   Fence 

 35 Willenhall Pl, Lot 10              Nc   Single Detached Dwelling 

 39 Willenhall Pl                      Nc   Patio Deck 

 66 Della Dr                           Co   Home Office 



 22 Mcdougall St                       Co   Single Detached Dwelling 

 2 Solway Cres                         Co   Home Office 

 7 Renouf Pl                           Ex   Single Detached Dwelling 

 2 Rostellan St                        Ex   Single Detached Dwelling 

 210 Stavanger Dr                      Ex   Patio Deck 

 223 Waterford Bridge Rd               Ex   Single Detached Dwelling 

 4 Waterview Pl                        Ex   Single Detached Dwelling 

 18 Albany Pl                          Rn   Apartment Building 

 5 Appledore Pl                        Rn   Single Detached Dwelling 

 59 Autumn Dr                          Rn   Single Detached Dwelling 

 69 Berteau Avenue                     Rn   Single Detached Dwelling 

 17 Carnell St                         Rn   Semi-Detached Dwelling 

 44 Carrick Dr                         Rn   Single Detached & Sub.Apt 

 97 Elizabeth Ave                      Rn   Day Care Centre 

 3 Forest Rd                           Rn   Single Detached Dwelling 

 69 Gisborne Pl                        Rn   Single Detached Dwelling 

 11 Golf Ave                           Rn   Accessory Building 

 122 Barachois St                      Rn   Townhousing 

 16-72 Hamlyn Rd, Subway               Rn   Eating Establishment 

 41 Oakridge Dr                        Rn   Single Detached Dwelling 

 20 Queen's Rd                         Rn   Apartment Building 

 5 Rodney St                           Rn   Single Detached Dwelling 

 26 Signal Hill Rd                     Rn   Single Detached Dwelling 

 33 Topsail Rd                         Rn   Single Detached Dwelling 

 188 Waterford Bridge Rd               Rn   Single Detached Dwelling 

 8 Burdell Pl                          Sw   Single Detached Dwelling 

 16 Cherokee Dr                        Sw   Single Detached Dwelling 

 65 Gloucester St                      Sw   Single Detached & Sub.Apt 

 68 Holbrook Ave                       Sw   Single Detached Dwelling 

 8 Maypark Pl                          Sw   Single Detached Dwelling 

 107 Old Petty Harbour Rd              Sw   Single Detached Dwelling 

 38 Ottawa St                          Sw   Single Detached Dwelling 

 5 Rodney St                           Sw   Single Detached Dwelling 

 8 Wild Rose Lane                      Sw   Single Detached & Sub.Apt 

 This Week $  3,424,598.00 

 Class: Demolition 

 729 Fowler's Rd                       Dm   Other 

 This Week $     32,000.00 

 This Week' S Total: $  7,551,089.00 

 Repair Permits Issued:  2016/07/07 To 2016/07/20 $        134,600.00 

 Legend 

 Co  Change Of Occupancy        Sw  Site Work 

 Cr  Chng Of Occ/Renovtns       Ms  Mobile Sign 

 Ex  Extension                  Sn  Sign 

 Nc  New Construction           Cc  Chimney Construction 

 Oc  Occupant Change            Dm  Demolition 

 Rn  Renovations 
 

  



  

 

Respectfully Submitted, 

 

 

 

 

 

Jason Sinyard, P. Eng., MBA 

Deputy City Manger 

Planning & Development & Engineering 

 

                                 Year To Date Comparisons 

                                     July 25, 2016 

 

  

   

Type 2015 2016 

% Variance 

(+/-) 

Commercial $99,440,000.00 $74,723,000.00 -25 

Industrial $0.00 $0.00 0 

Government/Institutional $8,729,000.00 $6,000,000.00 -31 

Residential $48,063,000.00 $39,787,000.00 -17 

Repairs $2,446,000.00 $2,536,000.00 4 

Housing Units (1 & 2 Family Dwelling 123 130   

Total $158,678,000.00 $123,046,000.00 -22 













































 
E-Poll, July 19, 2016 

Travel for Councillor Hickman to attend the Canadian Capital Cities 
Organization (CCCO) annual conference in Quebec City from September 6 – 

9, 2016. 
 Agree Disagree 
Mayor Dennis O’Keefe X  
Deputy Mayor Ron Ellsworth X  
Councillor Danny Breen X  
Councillor Jonathan Galgay X  
Councillor Bruce Tilley X  
Councillor Wally Collins  X 
Councillor Tom Hann X  
Councillor Sandy Hickman X  
Councillor Dave Lane X  
Councillor Art Puddister X  
Councillor Sheilagh O’Leary X  

 



 
E-Poll, July 19, 2016 

 
Permission to Install Sign on Pearltown Road for 

Lester's Farm (advertising that Lester's is still open 
while bridge work in the area is ongoing)  

 
 Agree Disagree 
Mayor Dennis O’Keefe X  
Deputy Mayor Ron Ellsworth X  
Councillor Danny Breen X  
Councillor Jonathan Galgay X  
Councillor Bruce Tilley X  
Councillor Wally Collins X  
Councillor Tom Hann   
Councillor Sandy Hickman X  
Councillor Dave Lane   
Councillor Art Puddister X  
Councillor Sheilagh O’Leary X  

 










