
 

 

 

April 20, 2021         
 
Mr. Craig Barton 
University Architect 
Brown University 
Via email 
 
RE: April 7th Brook Street Dorm Review at PAR 
 
Dear Craig: 
 
Thanks again to you and your team from Brown, Deborah Berke Partners, and Stimson 

for returning to the Providence Preservation Society’s Planning and Architectural Review 

Committee (PAR) on April 7th with revised plans for the two new dormitories on Brook 

Street. This letter contains a summary of our comments.  
 
Upon reflection, we find that many of our concerns from our previous letter dated March 

29, 2021, remain unanswered and still stand, unless they have become irrelevant due to 

the change in the project footprint and program. 
 
We have been consistent in our support of this dormitory project at this location in 

principle because of the university’s intention to increase on-campus housing and reduce 

pressures on College Hill created by private, off-campus student housing. However, we 

want to reiterate our position that your new buildings, especially those that are near areas 

that are residential in character, should reflect the size, scale and massing of those 

adjacencies. The design of the dorm on the east side of Brook Street should be 

reconsidered. The mass should be truly broken down. The scale should reflect or be 

slightly taller than Barbour Hall, on the north end and reflect the residential scale (2-1/2 

stories) on the south end. 
 
We understood that property ownership of the assembled parcels necessitated the 

demolition of five structures to accomplish this building project, but we also worked with 

Katie Silberman to help identify parties to relocate the three houses slated for demolition-

- an effort that was ultimately unsuccessful. 
 
Now that we have learned that Brown is in the process of acquiring 126 Power Street and 

has removed the building footprint from the local historic district, we urge you in the 

strongest possible terms to reconsider the demolition of 245 Brook Street and to rotate 

and relocate it to the vacant portion of the parcel at 126 Power Street. According to the 

assessor’s website, the depth of the 245 Brook Street building is 45 feet and the depth of 

the existing house at 126 Power is 41 feet. If more land is needed for the relocation of the 

house at 245 Brook to face Power, this becomes possible because of Brown’s ownership 

of the adjacent property (245 Brook), and the parcel line can be redrawn accordingly. We 

have also been told by HDC staff that in a situation like this, an effort to save a historic 

structure, the commission would likely support acceptance of a building into the local 

historic district. 
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Far more than a green space, a house at the southeast corner of Brook and Power will reinforce the largely 

residential character of the historic district to the south and provide a transitional buffer for the institutional 

zone to the north. Relocation and preservation of this house would also be a wonderful gesture to the 

community and a worthy mitigation effort.  
 
As stated at the Ward 1 community meeting on April 8th, demolition is not set to begin until the fall of 2021. 

While you have outlined Brown’s ambitious development schedule, the acquisition of the corner parcel at 

126 Power Street resets the parameters of the project. With Brown owning all of the parcels on Brook Street 

between Charlesfield and Power, we find that it is incumbent upon the university to approach this as an infill 

and not clearance project. 
 
With the demolition of the two commercial buildings at 250 and 252-54 Brook Street and the relocation of 

the 245 Brook Street house to 126 Power Street, Brown has plenty of area on each side of the block to design 

off-set buildings-- on the west meeting Power Street and on the east meeting Charlesfield Street. This would 

allow for the preservation of the twin shingled houses (66-68 and 70-72 Charlestfied) and the c. 1895 house 

at 245 Brook Street.  
 
These locations on alternate ends of the block would more naturally encourage the two new dormitories to 

appear less like a mirror image-- a result we strongly discourage. Aligning the now three-story volume of the 

western dormitory with Vartan Gregorian Quad along Power Street is a far better solution for that streetscape 

than an empty corner, albeit a well-landscaped one. With the eastern dorm offset to the north along 

Charlesfield and aligned with Barbour Hall as currently planned, the creation of an homogenous canyon on 

Brook Street is avoided.  
 
As to the proposed twin pocket parks on the southern corners, we have heard no true community desire for 

these, and they would create an intersection with near-vacant lots on all four corners, hardly an acceptable 

outcome by urban planning standards. The recommended siting plan above would knit these dormitories into 

this handsome neighborhood in a far more compatible way, and we would strongly support this project were 

it thus proposed. 
 
Brown’s Facilities Management department mission states under Stewardship, “we strive to preserve the 

character of our buildings and grounds.” The community knows that Brown can be a leader in preservation 

when it wants to be-- as evidenced by the relocation of the Sharpe House to Brown Street and the Watson 

Institute addition to the rear of 63 Charlesfield. Why then can this current project not address the need for 

student housing through new construction and preserve and reuse three century-old houses? 
 
Thank you again for presenting your plans to PPS. We appreciate you keeping us, and other stakeholders in 

the community, apprised of Brown’s plans for this dormitory and future projects. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
 
Brent Runyon 
 


