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Planning Board Committee Meeting Minutes

June 7, 2022

Present

Mayor Basil Stewart
Deputy Mayor Norma McColeman
Councillor Bruce MacDougall
Councillor Justin Doiron
Councillor Barb Ramsay, Co-Chair
Councillor Cory Snow
Councillor Greg Campbell
Councillor Brian McFeely, Chair
Councillor Carrie Adams, Co-Chair (via Zoom)
Rob Philpott, Chief Administrative Officer
Kristen Dunsford, Director of Financial Services
Aaron MacDonald. Director of Technical Services
Linda Stevenson, Development Officer
Brian Hawrylak, HR Officer
Members of the Media
Members of the Public

Call to Order

The meeting was called to order

Councillor McFeely:

“This evening we continue the process of reviewing the application by Atlantic Human Services Inc., a

Moncton-based not-for-profit organization, for a proposed “Community Residential Facility” for

offenders who are ending periods of federal incarceration. This type of facility is perhaps more

commonly known as a “halfway house”. So just to be clear. The City did not initiate this application.

Having received it we have a legal obligation to process it in accordance with legislation and our bylaws.

To that point, the advertisements which were sent out to advise the public about this application

referred to the proposed facility as a “group home”. This is technically the definition that is provided in

our Zoning Bylaw. The Zoning Bylaw as it is currently written does not differentiate between the sorts

of group homes we currently have in the community, and the type of group home being proposed in
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this case. They all meet the current definition of a “group home” in our Bylaw. So, while the

advertisement was technically correct, it is that the applicant proposes to operate a residential facility

for offenders who are ending periods of federal incarceration, or, as it is perhaps more commonly

known, a “halfway house”.

This process has certainly pointed to a significant gap in the Bylaw. It also highlights others like the 60

meter notification that Council has debated in the past, but perhaps needs to be revisited. To this end I

will be asking that the Bylaw be placed on the agenda for discussion at our July Committee Meetings.

We can’t do anything about the past, but we can and should improve things for the future.

Our intent tonight was to hear from the public and continue our process of gathering information and

allowing stakeholders to weigh in on the public safety and aspects of this proposal and deal with it at a

future meeting date. Staff would make a recommendation for it at that time, who would then vote on

the recommendation. It is my understanding, and this surfaced today since the package went out on

Friday that staff feel that they have now completed their due diligence and are prepared to make a

recommendation this evening. So our goal this evening is to ensure that citizens feel that they have their

voice heard. We have received countless telephone calls and emails and people have presented their

position very, very, very well. I think Council and Planning Board understand that position. We will

provide the opportunity tonight for people to provide additional information. Council, I think,

understands the position of the public in relation to this application. This is the opportunity for council

to continue to learn and listen. We didn’t initiate this process, but we have a legal obligation to work

through the process in a way that respects the process and ensures we are moving forward in a way that

limits the risk of appeal. I don’t think the applicant or the citizens want this to go through an appeal

process and have a decision reversed because we didn’t follow the right process. Part of my role as the

chair of Planning Board is to ensure that the process is fair to all parties and get to a decision that is

based on good process. We will seek Planning Board’s agreement to move forward. We will review the

report that Council has received from staff. We won’t be reading all the emails into the record, there is

just too many of them, we will acknowledge all the emails and telephone calls received that we have

recorded. We are going to miss some people.”

Councillor Adams requested that the item for 766 Wildon Street be moved to first item on the agenda

Agenda was approved as amended

Councillor McFeely explained that the voting members of Planning Board are himself, Mayor Stewart,
Councillors Adams and Ramsay.
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766 Wildon Street – major variance
(accessory building)

SUPPORTING EXPLANATION:

Purpose: The purpose of the variance(s) is to allow an accessory building 24’ x 30’ (720 sq. ft. or 67 sq.
m) where the allowable area of an accessory building is 600 sq ft. or 55 sq. m.

Background: The City received a building permit application from Cory Raynor to build an accessory
building (detached garage). Upon review, staff determined a variance (20%) would be required to allow
the accessory building area to be 67 sq. m (720 sq. ft), where 55 sq. m (600 sq. ft.) is permitted. To
process a major variance (more than 10%, subject to Council approval), the Development Officer shall
provide written notice to all assessed property owners within a radius of 30 m (98.4 ft) from the subject
lot, describing the variance sought and inviting written comments within 7 clear days. The application is
reviewed by the Planning Board. The Planning Board makes a recommendation to Council, and Council
may approve, deny, or approve a variance(s) less than requested. Twenty (20) letters were mailed to
eleven (11) property owners with a written comment submission deadline of June 6, 2022. No
comments were received as of June 3, 2022 (end of working day). The applicant did reach out to the
abutting neighbours prior to applying for the variance.

Report: Under section 7.2 of the zoning bylaw, variance applications shall be considered by Council,
Planning Board or the Development Officer, as applicable, against the following tests for justifying a
variance. All applicable criteria must be met:

a. That the hardship is due to unique physical conditions of the lot or property, including small
lot size, irregular lot shape, existing building location on the property, or exceptional
topographical conditions, which make it impractical to develop in strict conformity with
Bylaw standards. Exceptional topographical conditions may include, but are not limited to:
trees, slope of the land, etc.

Staff Comment: Yes, this variance request would meet this test. The proposed garage
depth is 30’ (9.14m) which allows Mr. Raynor to park his truck with allowance to walk
around the vehicle to access the remaining garage (passenger trucks can be 23’ or 7m+ in
length).

b. That the proposed variance meets the general intent of the official plan.

Staff Comment: Yes, this variance request would meet this test. The variance meets the
intent of the official plan.

c. That the proposed variance meets the general intent of the zone.
Staff Comment: Yes, this variance request would meet this test. An accessory building is
permitted in the zone (R1).

d. That the proposed variance would not impact negatively on adjacent properties, or on the
essential character of the surrounding neighborhood, including taking into consideration
any comments from neighbors.
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Staff Comment: Yes, this variance request would meet this test. Twenty (20) letters were
mailed to eleven (11) properties within 30m of the boundaries of the subject property.
Comments from adjacent property owners were due on or before June 6, 2022. No verbal or
written comments were received from the notified property owners.

TECHNICAL SERVICES STAFF REVIEW: City staff support the accessory building area variance application
from Cory Raynor.

As per Section 7.3 of the Zoning Bylaw, the Planning Board shall make a recommendation to Council on
this application before it is approved or denied.

The planning board recommendation whether carried or defeated will be brought forward for Council
for a final decision.

PLANNING BOARD RECOMMENDATION: The application received from Cory Raynor to allow an
accessory building area of 720 sq. ft. (67 sq m), resulting in a 20% variance, be recommended to be
approved by Council:

Moved by: Ramsay Seconded by: Mayor Stewart

Motion:

Carried X For 3

Defeated Against 0

658 Water Street east – Restricted use

SUPPORTING EXPLANATION:

Purpose: The purpose of the application is to allow a group home as a Restricted Use in the Service
Commercial (C2) zone, a restricted use requires Council approval.

GROUP HOME means a building for accommodating individuals who are not a family, live under
supervision in a single housekeeping unit because of their special physical, social, or mental needs, and
may also include a caretaker family.

Background: An application was received from Atlantic Human Service Inc. (agent for property owner,
DTT Home Craft Inc.) for 658 Water Street East (PID #73494) to allow a “Group Home” as a Restricted Use
in the Service Commercial (C2) zone (Development Standards attached, Appendix A). The applicant is
proposing to utilize the existing building for transitional housing for parolees. Atlantic Human Service Inc.
operate a 20 bed transitional housing facility in Moncton, NB.
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Report: Under section 5.7 of the zoning bylaw when Planning Board reviews a restricted use, it has to
consider the following general criteria, as applicable:

a. Conformity with all requirements of this Bylaw (Zoning Bylaw).
Staff Comment: A Group Home use conforms with the bylaw, subject to Council approval for a

restricted use approval in the C2 zone. The current zoning, Service Commercial
(C2) does not change. One of the purposes of the Restricted Use designation is to
accommodate unique uses where rezoning would result in undesirable land uses
due to the “as of” rights in that zone. The proposed restricted use is permitted in
other zones, if the property were to be rezoned to one of these zones, to
accommodate the restricted use being sought, it would result in other undesirable
land uses in the area. The specific uses can be achieved by designating the
property as a restricted use allowing only the restricted use.

b. Conformity with the Official Plan.
Staff Comment: The proposed restricted use would conform to the Official Plan, as the land use will

remain as Commercial. Should the restricted uses cease to operate for 12 months,
the restricted use lapses and the zoning remains as Service Commercial (C2) and
can be utilized as such. The restricted use is property specific.

c. Suitability of the site for the proposed development.
Staff Comment: This site is suitable for this development, as the applicant is utilizing an existing

building. There is sufficient on-site parking for the proposed restricted use.

d. Compatibility of the proposed development with surrounding land uses, including both existing and
projected uses.
Staff Comment: The property is zoned Service Commercial (C2). The restricted use (group home)

may be compatible with surrounding residential and commercial land uses.

e. Any comments from residents or other interested persons.
A public meeting was held on May 24, 2022. The public meeting notice was advertised in the May 9th

edition of the Guardian. Nineteen (19) letters were mailed to seventeen (17) property owners.

Staff Comment: No written comments were received, prior to the public meeting, regarding this
application. Joffre Theriault, provided an overview of the proposed intent for
the restricted use. Brenda MacQuarrie (654 Water St. East) raised concerns over
the restricted use impact on neighbouring property values. She also expressed
concerns about safety of her family, her property and the surrounding
neighbours. After the public meeting Mrs. MacQuarrie had further questions
about the maximum numbers of beds that would be allowed and whether or
not the applicant would have the ability to expand the building to create more
beds. Mayor and Council also had questions for the applicant, which Mr.
Theriault addressed at the public meeting. Following the public meeting, several
residents reached out to staff, Mayor and Council providing comment on the
restricted use application. The major concerns raised were mainly public safety
and impacts on the property values of properties in the area. The comments
received are attached to this report as Appendix B (16 emails and a list of 40
residents names opposed to the restricted use). As well as two petitions were
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submitted and both are attached as Appendix C and D . The Development
Officer received calls from Barbra MacAusland (May 30, 2022) and Denise
Murchison (May 31, 2022) requesting clarity and an explanation of the process
going forward (next steps after the public meeting) and expressed their
opposition to the restricted use. Mayor and Council also received a number of
calls from residents regarding this restricted use application.

f. Adequacy of existing water, sewer, road, storm water and electrical services, city parking and parklands
for accommodating the development, and any projected infrastructure requirements.
Staff Comment: The existing water, sewer, road, storm water and electrical services, can

accommodate this restricted use. The Wilmot Community Centre park is located
within 300m of the subject property, the property has existing on-site parking.

g. Impacts from the development on pedestrian/vehicular access and safety, and on public safety
generally.

Staff Comment: The property has an existing access on Water Street East. Pedestrians have access
to the existing sidewalk the south side of Water Street East. Public safety was raised
as a concern by several residents in the area. Police Services are reviewing the
matter of public safety and will present their findings/comments to council prior to
Council making a decision on the restricted use.

h. Compatibility of the development with environmental, scenic and heritage resources.
Staff Comment: The development is compatible with environmental, scenic and heritage resources.

i. Impacts on City finances and budgets.
Staff Comment: This application does not impact City finances or budgets.

j. Other matters as specified in this Bylaw.
Staff Comment:

k. Other matters as considered relevant.
Staff Comment: The applicant would be subject to a building permit to change the building use. Staff

was unable to determine whether or not the restricted use would create a negative
impact on neighbouring property values. The subject property is assessed at
$231,300 and is currently listed at $485,000 (as per real estate listing). The issues of
public safety were addressed by the applicant during the public meeting and Mr.
Theriault offered to meet with the MacQuarries’ to alleviate their concerns
regarding public safety. The west and south side of the property has a mature tree
line. A designated smoking area will be provided for the residents at the rear of the
building. The applicant is intending to have 8 beds maximum and has no intention of
expanding the building itself.

Councillor McFeely stated that the report from last week, the staff review was ongoing and additional
information was required prior to staff making a recommendation to Planning Board. As of today, staff
have done their due diligence and are in a position to make a recommendation.
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Councillor McFeely read the Police Report prepared by Chief Dave Poirier:

June 7, 2022

“As Chief of Police, I would have a number of concerns around the proposed facility at 658 Water St
East, by Atlantic Human Services.

First, as a residential facility for parolees, the police service would have concerns around the convictions
that generated a federal sentence for the potential occupants of the facility. In order for an offender to
serve time in a federal facility there has to be a sentence of at least two years. Any criminal activity
garnering a sentence of this nature would have to have been significant and can range anywhere on the
scale of severity from homicide, sexual offences down to property crimes at the lower end of the scale.

Second, how manageable have the clients been during their time in custody? How compliant have they
been with institutional rules? Have there been internal disciplinary actions handed out? Eventually,
almost everyone serving a federal sentences get released on mandatory parole regardless of their
behavior while in custody. For those that are not compliant inside the institution, how manageable will
they be outside the institution?

Next, recidivism. A large number of offenders who receive federal sentences have had numerous
convictions within the justice system prior to being given a federal sentence. Most offenders would have
had several convictions prior to receiving federal time that were served at a provincial jail. Further, there
is a significant percentage of people who will remain in conflict with the justice system after serving a
federal sentence. Will those future victims be in our community?

Anecdotally, as a police service, we have had dealings with many parolees who have been placed in the
Summerside area over the years. Some have successfully completed their sentences while others have
violated released conditions and committed further criminal offences.

Lastly, and maybe most importantly, the impact on the community’s perception of public safety. It is
widely recognized that a community’s perception of how safe their city is relies not on data or statistics
but how safe one feels in their community. In this case, the citizens in the surrounding area of this
proposed facility appear to have spoken loud and clear in that they do not and will not feel safe with this
facility in their neighborhood. For reasons ranging from their being a school bus stop right outside of the
facility that is used by students from K-12(again, there could be sex offenders housed in this facility?),
from elderly persons in the neighborhood who have expressed no longer feeling safe in their homes at
just the thought of the facility (fears of property crimes, break-ins, etc) to business owners expressing
fears of being victimized.

Certainly in reference to public safety. one needs to keep in mind our staffing levels in order to be able to
police this type of facility to keep our citizens safe.

To be clear, our police service fully supports those in their efforts and journey to rehabilitation, however,
based on the above noted factors, we feel that there could be a better location sought for a facility of
this type that can reduce public opposition and concerns.

J. David Poirier
Chief of Police, Summerside Police Service”
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Councillor McFeely stated that coming in late this afternoon, they did not have the recommendation
and it was unlikely that they would have been able to vote this evening because they did not have all the
information they needed to make the decision. He stated that with this information they are prepared
to vote this evening, make a recommendation to Council and then make a decision at the Special Council
meeting this evening.

Councillor McFeely stated that with the agreement of the Planning Board, they will allow members of
the public to speak to say a few words. He read names of individuals who have reached out to Council
members with emails or phone calls and wanted to make sure that they were acknowledged.

Councillor McFeely opened the floor to members of the public in attendance:

Barry Copeland – 82 St. Clair St. – Chairman and Committee members, thank you for permitting me to
speak – and Councillors Adams and McFeely and the CAO for their prompt reply to my emails. Also want
to thank the person who dropped the note off at my front door enlightening me to what was going on
since I was out of the country when this started. A lot of what I was going to say has been covered; I just
want to make a couple of points. I looked at the bylaws for Stratford, Cornwall, Charlottetown. They all
have allowances for group homes but every one of them has a restricted number. 4 in Charlottetown, 6
in Cornwall, 6 in Stratford. All require 24-hour supervision. Council, as you said, Mr. McFeely, need to do
some work on the bylaws. Secondly, I just wanted to speak to the inmates. To the best of my
knowledge, PEI has very few people serving time in federal prison. I highly doubt that 8 of them would
be eligible for parole at any one time. Therefore, those convicts must be from other than PEI. Do we
need them from other provinces? I don’t think so. Third, I’m not opposed to the reintegration for sure,
but I think when subjects like this come up that could be highly contentious that a small ad in the
Guardian and Journal Pioneer and notice to local residents is not enough. I think you need to find a way
to inform us of these controversial things, such as a write-up in our electric bill. Thank you for allowing
me to speak.

Denise Murchinson – 629 Murphy Street – Well Councillor McFeely, if I knew what your motion was, I
wouldn’t have to go through this. Therefore, I’m going to go through with this. Good evening Mayor
and Councillors and thank you for giving me the opportunity to speak. And thank you to all of you who
have showed up to support here tonight. Thank you. Some of this will be repeated, Councillor McFeely,
because there’s stuff that I’ve learned that’s not addressed. I strongly object to the proposal to approve
restricted use for the property at 658 Water St. E. Based on comments and questions asked in the May
24 special meeting and in the community over the past week, I believe that some misunderstandings
exist that I would like to question. A comment in the May 24th meeting was made that Summerside will
actually be safer as a result of introducing a federal halfway house. As parolees who are supported and
closer to their families are more likely to succeed. Looking closer, this could not be further from the
truth. Mr. Theriault of Atlantic Human Service Inc. himself acknowledged that introducing a federal
halfway house has “some” risk to the community. Some believe that this facility will support primarily
Prince Edward Islanders, as Mr. Copeland just said, from federal prison into society. Percentage wise,
few Islanders are sentenced to federal custody. Inevitably, this halfway house would bring into
Summerside men from across Canada who have committed very serious offences, who otherwise, might
never have come to PEI. Some believe that this facility would be no different from St. Eleanor’s House
on South Drive, which is a residential facility for men who are receiving mental health and addictions
treatment, and that St. Eleanors House has had no real trouble so to speak of. Not true. Firstly, St.
Eleanors House is operated by the government of Prince Edward Island and is managed by qualified
Health PEI employees. This proposed facility is a private business. St. Eleanors House has in fact had
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serious issues. A resident has been charged with stabbing a staff member just last November. And in the
past, some federal parolees have been returned to federal prison for violation of parole. So, some
federal parolees have been back here near their families. Unlike St. Eleanor’s House, this private
proposed new halfway house will be home to men who have committed more serious and often
multiple repeated crimes from the federal prison system. Not the provincial. The federal. Mr. Theriault
has asserted that the risk to safety in the community posed by the halfway house is very low. This is
simply not true. When taking into consideration our small community size and a 2019 publication on the
correctional services of Canada site. This publication reports on real offence rates of individuals
following release from federal custody. This study reported that 24.2% of men released from federal
prisons will be reconvicted of new offences within 2 years of their release from prison. That is almost 1
in 4. This means that 2 of 8 men living in the proposed halfway house at any given time will have a
strong likelihood of committing new crimes within 2 years. Sometimes these crimes are committed
while on parole. To quote Mr. Theriault, his Moncton facility has had issues with 15% of parolees
violating their conditions as well as 6.5% walking away and being at large in the community. These are
real risks. Will video surveillance, sign in sign out logbooks and curfews make a difference? Let’s
consider – what will this mean to Summerside? I would like to read from one of the many letters of
concern included in this meeting package. This should help you understand the real potential outcome
of approving this proposal.

“One of my neighbours lived in another province a few years ago. Her home was on the same street as a
halfway house. Her home was broken into, and she was victimized by one of the residents of the
halfway house.”

Are we prepared in Summerside to knowingly and willingly assume this new risk to our community?
Mr. Theriault shared that he primarily recruits people with degrees from a local university. We looked at
a website where Mr. Theriault advertises his job postings in Moncton. These showed a wage of $15 to
$16 per hour for positions of halfway house worker and case worker. Is he really able to attract
individuals with degrees – he actually used the word “degreed” “degreed individuals” when he replied
to you, Councillor Ramsay – who are qualified to be responsible for men who have committed federal
offences at this wage?

Summerside is clearly not a suitable location for this facility. We know that some of these men will pose
a risk for committing new crime. Does our small city have the policing capacity for increased monitoring
and responding to other potential incidents? Mr. Theriault acknowledged that there was a potential
high-risk offenders that they could be housed at the proposed halfway house in Summerside. He did. So
there are potential high-risk offenders. This could include paedophiles who can not be cured. They can
be managed, but they can not be cured. This poses a real threat to our children. One of the letters of
concern pointed out that paedophiles present as friendly and caring people. Are we really going to
jeopardize the safety of our children by allowing a potential convicted paedophile to have such close
proximity and access to them? At the school bus directly across the street? At summer activities at the
Wilmot Community Centre? At the playgrounds nearby? At the College of Piping that hosts activities for
young people? At Three Oaks Senior High School that’s 2.1 km away? On the bike routes to school from
Lefurgey subdivision? Awareness of the potential risks posed from men living at this halfway house will
clearly alter the way of life for our young families in this area. Many have already said that they would
no longer be able to allow their children to be unaccompanied at the bus stop across the street or play
at the parks in our area. Other parents have stated that children would no longer be able to bike,
rollerblade or even walk around town. The majority of residents in the immediate area are senior
citizens – many of whom live at home and are widowed. In the past week I have listened to many of
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these seniors express a fear of being alone and in close proximity to this proposed halfway house. Some
elderly men say they’d be unable to defend themselves if they were attacked in their own homes. They
are feeling vulnerable. The Confederation Trail is at the end of the street across from this proposed
halfway house. The parolees will be out and about. Will we be able to continue to walk the trail alone
and feel safe? Wondering if the man we pass on the trail is a violent offender or not? Many people have
commented that they have carefully selected their homes based on Summerside being a safe place to
live. News of this proposal has caused alarm. People are fearful and we are worried about losing our
sense of safety and security. Already, many have reported losing sleep and increased anxiety and are
talking about moving to other communities. And how many Summerside residents have been victims of
violence? And of people who would possibly come back to this halfway house? We don’t know that, but
I’m sure there’s some. How will they feel if this is brought into Summerside? A recommendation from
this planning board to approve this special restricted use application that will allow for PEI’s very first
federal halfway house poses a real risk to our present way of life here in Summerside. As the first of its
kind in PEI we can’t fully appreciate the extent of the full impact and the risks to public safety. What will
we do when the unthinkable happens? Some may judge the strong community reaction to this proposal
as a simple case of “not in my backyard.” That we do not believe in supporting people in trying to make
a fresh start at life. This is not the case. Everyone deserves a chance to live well. This includes individuals
who have served their sentences for past crimes and the residents of Summerside. In this case, the
benefits for a relatively small number of federal offenders and a few low paying high stress jobs do not
outweigh the cost of a very real loss of safety and security for Summerside residents. We need to
balance supporting the needs of federal offenders in rejoining society with the needs to protect
vulnerable children, seniors, and citizens as a whole. This is not a suitable location to balance these
needs. I urge you to end the worry of hundreds of residents tonight and set our minds at ease by
approving a recommendation to reject this special restricted use application for 658 Water St. East.
What we’re talking about here is not a group home; it is a halfway house. Thank you.

Charles Brown – 737 Flamingo Dr. – I’m just curious now – is this supposed to be manned 24 hours a day
with personnel, because the hospitals don’t have workers, the manors don’t have workers, everybody’s
trying to hire. Where’s he getting all these workers? We can’t find workers, so where’s he going to
workers to man a facility where you need people 24 hours a day to be there. And also, so we say, not my
backyard, and we win. So any of you councillors want to put it in your backyard? Anyone want to step
up? When we say, we don’t want it. Well? Who wants to step up? Which one? Who wants it in their
backyard.

Councillor Ramsay – that’s not a fair question.

Councillor McFeely – that’s not the issue tonight, sir.

Charles Brown– well it is the issue tonight. We don’t want it, so we’ll give it to anyone here, and why
was that location picked?

Councillor McFeely – the issue tonight, sir, is we have an application that came in through the City. The
City didn’t choose the application.

Charles Brown - But why that location?

Councillor McFeely - I have no idea.
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Charles Brown - Why not the young offenders building that’s empty?

Councillor McFeely – I don’t know that, sir.

Charles Brown – maybe Bobby Morrisey should be here to tell us why the location, why the federal
government decided this.

Councillor McFeely – I don’t know that, sir.

Charles Brown – so should Bobby Morrissey have been invited? Was he invited?

Councillor Ramsay – it’s a private business

Charles Brown – but it’s still tied in with the federal government

Councillor McFeely – it’s a public meeting

Charles Brown – but shouldn’t he be a special speaker?

Councillor McFeely – I don’t know.

Jonathan Vickerson – 236 South Dr. – I don’t understand how this all even came to light. When you
want to open a business you need to get a change of occupancy, you need to do a whole pile of
paperwork that I have been through. I have been drug through the mud on paperwork and I have no
clue how these guys got this far along without anybody finding out about it. It makes no sense. The
Municipal Government Act. Do we know what the Municipal Government Act is? Councillors. Did you
read it like I asked you to months ago? Did you?

Councillor McFeely – I mean, I’ve read the Municipal Government Act.

Jonathan Vickerson - and you are aware of the power of what these people can do to stop you. And I
will let every one of them know. And every one of them can write a letter to the ombudsperson and
every one of them can stand up to you because it looks like they already are. You have yourself a good
day.

Councillor McFeely – well thank you for your comments. We are working through a process here that’s
defined that we need to work through. I think generally people respect that we have a process that we
need to work through and that we will ensure that the process is followed appropriately.
If there are any other comments.

Marianne Lefleur – 561 Notre Dame – I’m actually new to the area but I’m here to talk to you about my
experience. We had a beautiful neighbourhood and we had lots of children. Suddenly they put one of
those group homes into the neighbourhood. Within 6 months, the kids were (terrorized or terrified –
can’t tell), girls could not walk down the street, I’m from Hamilton Ontario, and the crime rate in
Hamilton in the last 3 years has gone up to 76%. And there are so many “group homes” which actually
turn into, there’s drug addictions, all kinds of sexual predators, we have all kinds. So when I heard today
from a friend of mine that told me that you guys were going to try and get a group home – don’t do it.
Don’t do it for your children. Don’t do it for anybody because I’m sorry, there are places they can put
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these people. And like you said, if it’s not coming from PEI people, why do you have to bring the
criminals from other places. Like, you can get criminals from Hamilton and it’s really bad. You read the
statistics in Hamilton and crime rate is crazy. People are scared to walk to be in their homes. I came to
this place because it is peace, its loving and people are so kind. When I’m finding out that people are
going to be scared again, it brings back horror stories. Please do no let this happen in this city.

Aaron MacDonald stated that he had talked to the applicant today and were not anticipating having the
full information for this evening so he wanted to keep them aware of the discussions. Since staff was
going to have additional information to the Planning Board today, they reached out to the applicant to
advise the additional information would be brought forward to the committee today. They would not
know if there would be a vote until the committee meets and reviews all the information. The applicant
wasn’t able to come to the meeting today, but wanted the committee to know that they could provide
written responses to any questions they may have. The applicant was advised that the meeting would
be live streamed. MacDonald stated that the general consensus of staff was that they supported what
Chief Poirier had said about not recommending it for this location.

As per Section 5.10 (b, iii) of the Zoning Bylaw, the Planning Board shall make a recommendation to
Council on this application before it is approved or denied.

The planning board recommendation whether carried or defeated will be brought forward to Council for
a final decision.

PLANNING BOARD RECOMMENDATION: That the Planning Board support the recommendation made
by staff and to recommend that this be sent to a Special Council meeting for a formal vote.

Moved by: Councillor Adams Seconded by: Councillor Ramsay

Motion:

Carried X For 3

Defeated Against 0

Mobile Sales Establishments

Will be discussed at the Technical Services meeting later this evening.

Adjournment

Motion It was moved and seconded;
That The meeting be adjourned.
Motion Carried
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Technical Services Committee Meeting Minutes

June 7, 2022

Present

Mayor Basil Stewart
Deputy Mayor Norma McColeman
Councillor Justin Doiron, Chair
Councillor Barb Ramsay
Councillor Cory Snow, Co-Chair
Councillor Greg Campbell
Councillor Brian McFeely
Rob Philpott, Chief Administrative Officer
Kristen Dunsford, Director of Finance
Brian Hawrylak, HR Officer
Members of the Media

Call to Order

The meeting was called to order

Agenda was approved

Mobile Sales Establishments

Councillor Doiron stated that he had a vendor who contacted him seeking to have a mobile sales
establishment for a couple of weeks and at a festival and was wondering if anything can be done for a
short duration instead of paying a fee for a permit for a year.

CAO Philpott stated that this can be discussed at the Bylaw and Policy Review Committee and bring back
a recommendation.

South Drive crosswalk

Deferred to the monthly meeting of June 20, 2022
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McGee & South Drive crosswalk

This item will be deferred to another meeting as Councillor MacDougall is not present to speak to the
item.

Adjournment

Motion It was moved and seconded;
That The meeting be adjourned.
Motion Carried
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Police, Fire & Emergency Planning Committee Meeting

Minutes

June 7, 2022

Present

Mayor Basil Stewart
Deputy Mayor Norma McColeman
Councillor Justin Doiron
Councillor Barb Ramsay, Chair
Councillor Cory Snow
Councillor Greg Campbell, Co-Chair
Councillor Brian McFeely
Rob Philpott, Chief Administrative Officer
Kristen Dunsford, Director of Financial Services
Dave Poirier, Chief of Police
Brian Hawrylak, HR Officer
Members of the Media
Members of the public

Call to Order

The meeting was called to order

Agenda was approved

Fire Service Presentation – Family of the
Late Leo Stewart

Fire Chief Ron Enman on behalf of Summerside Fire Services made a presentation of a portrait of late
Firefighter Leo Stewart. One portrait will hang in the Summerside Fire Hall Station 2 and one presented
to the family.

Fire Chief Enman read the following citation:

“Thank you everyone for attending Leo Stewart’s portrait presentation. Special thanks to Leo’s family for

being here today, Mayor Basil and Council for taking part in this presentation, Also Summerside Fire

Department members, retired members, and members of the public.
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This dedication is honoring a valuable and respected member who served the residents of St. Eleanor’s

and Summerside for many, many years.

On April 25th, 2020, Summerside Fire took part in a drive-by celebration for Leo. It was a very touching

day for everyone involved. The sheer number of people that took part was unbelievable. Fire Department

members, schoolboard personnel, co-workers, children, and friends to name a few. I think this showed,

what Leo meant to our community.

Just a little history for those who aren't familiar. When an active member of the Summerside Fire

Department passes, there is a portrait done and this portrait will hang on the wall of the fire hall in which

he served.

As with many things, Covid delayed this presentation, so as soon as the portrait was finished, and CPHO

guidelines eased, we scheduled this date.

Leo joined the St Eleanor’s Fire Department on January 28th, 1991, and served there and Summerside for

a total of 29 years, a lot of those years as a pump operator on Engine 4. Some people have the gift of

making the trucks perform to their maximum output, Leo was one of those guys. Always the guy that you

could count on.

Being a firefighter was one of Leo’s gifts, but he was also a very skilled golfer and curler. Always taking

part in the many provincial and maritime tournaments that Summerside hosted over the years, plus

representing our department across Canada.

Summerside Fire Department is also well known for hosting the Maritime Fire Chiefs Conference, many

times over the years. Leo always had a lead role, not only organizing buses and scheduling

transportation to many events for large groups, but also drove many groups for shopping trips, tours of

PEI, and other events. I'm sure they enjoyed the many activities that they attended.

Most have said the drive to and from these events was the most entertaining of all. No one would ever

get off a bus that Leo was driving, without a big smile on their face.

Leo also represented PEI many times at the National Championships for Firefighter Curling. Summerside

teams were always very popular on the team-entertainment evenings and Leo was certainly a very big

part of the many skits that provided lots of chuckles for people across Canada.

Always entertaining, he could take command of a large group, but on a serious note, when you went to a

fire scene and had to deal with some pretty hazardous situations, he was the guy that you would want

on the pump panel controlling your water flow. He was someone you could trust with your life.

He represented our department and the province as Team PEI at 6 National Curling Championships, with

a best finish of 4th in the country during the 2015 championship held in Valleyfield Quebec. Also, during
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that championship Leo was voted by the curlers from across the country as the all-star skip for the

championship.

As a fierce competitor, the games on the ice were important to Leo. He wore the provincial jacket with

pride and wanted to do his best to represent island curlers. It was his ability off ice to bring his real

passion through…he loved meeting people, telling stories and generally wanted to enjoy every

moment. It was this side of Leo that other curlers saw and recognized him for it.

In 2015 Leo was presented with the Aubrey Neff Award, an award that is voted on by the players. The

award identifies the curler at the championship that best exemplifies curling ability, sportsmanship, and

camaraderie. Leo’s teammates are here with us tonight with their curling jackets on to show how much

Leo meant to firefighter curling here on PEI and the many friends they made across Canada.

This painting will hang on the wall of station 2, where Leo served. It will serve as a reminder to all

firefighters in the future, of the commitment and dedication in which he served. New members will join

SFD, stories will be told, and memories will live on forever.

- I'd like to ask Mary to come up for the portrait presentation.

- Captain Paul Kelly and Firefighter Chris Ross from Engine 4 will take part in the presentation ,

both long serving members with Leo.

- Mayor Basil Stewart and Fire Counselor Barb Ramsay

In closing, once again I’d like to thank the everyone for taking part in this dedication today.”

Fire Service presentation – COVID
recognition

Fire Chief Enman, presented an award that was accepted by the Summerside Fire Service from the
Province of PEI for the efforts in providing fire and medical coverage during the COVID pandemic.

No Parking sign (Poplar and Elm Street)

Councillor Snow stated that this item is in the process of being addressed

Willow Ave (Elm Street School)

This item will be deferred to the July committee meetings
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Jason/Tanton Drive corner

This item will be deferred to the July meeting as Councillor MacDougall is not at the meeting to address.

Parking space request

Deputy Mayor McColeman had a request from a resident seeking a street parking spot by her home as
the resident has mobility issues.

Chief Poirier stated that it would be something that would be difficult to police if street parking is
assigned. He stated that she could possibly use a couple of pylons to mark off a spot when she is expecting
a medical service provider appointment.

Adjournment

Motion It was moved and seconded;
That The meeting be adjourned.
Motion Carried
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Special Council Meeting Minutes

June 7, 2022

Present

Mayor Basil Stewart
Deputy Mayor Norma McColeman
Councillor Bruce MacDougall
Councillor Justin Doiron
Councillor Barb Ramsay
Councillor Cory Snow
Councillor Greg Campbell
Councillor Brian McFeely
Councillor Carrie Adams (via Zoom)
Rob Philpott, Chief Administrative Officer
Kristen Dunsford, Director of Financial Services
Brian Hawrylak, HR Officer
Members of the Media
Members of the Public

Call to Order / Approval of Agenda

The meeting was called to order by Mayor Stewart

Motion It was moved and seconded;
That The Agenda be approved as circulated.
Motion Carried
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Resolutions

COS 22-086
It was moved and seconded
Be it resolved that Council supports the Planning Board recommendation at the Planning Board meeting of June 7,
2022, and this application (658 Water Street) is hereby denied

Discussion:

Councillor McFeely stated that the process restricts Council from expressing an opinion until this point in time. He
stated that he felt it is his duty and responsibility to represent citizen views at Council and know that this was a
difficult issue. He thanked resident s for taking the time to get involved and it was his intent to support the
residents.

Councillor Ramsay stated that they have to follow a process. She stated that she thought it was a group home
and didn’t realize until the last meeting date that it was not a group home and thanked residents.

Councillor Adams thanked those for coming out tonight. She stated that the feedback was consistent from
residents in not wanting this in the community.

Councillor MacDougall stated that it means a lot when the public shows up and this was a topic of conversation
where he went and thanked those for the support.

Councillor Doiron stated that he didn’t want this in anyone’s backyard and is all for rehabilitation and
reintegration but the message tonight showed that it was not welcome here.

Deputy Mayor McColeman stated that it does make a difference when people become engaged. It is the
residents that have put them in their role and have to be held accountable. The reports received allow them to
make an informed decision.

Councillor Snow thanked residents for coming tonight and no one wants residents feeling unsafe in the
community so it was important to deal with this in a timely manner. He stated that the notification range used for
applications is something that is being looked at.

Councillor Campbell stated that everyone was polite and is humbled to serve residents.

Mayor Stewart stated that the Mayor can only vote when there is a tie and stated that he has the same thoughts
as Council.

Staff confirmed that there is a 21 day appeal period where anyone can make an appeal to IRAC.

Motion carried 8-0
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Councillors Adams and MacDougall were absent for resolutions COS22-067 to COS 22-085

COS 22-075
It was moved and seconded
WHEREAS an application was initiated by the City of Summerside to amend the future land use plan, for a portion
of PID # 322339 from Parkland land use to Residential land use under the City of Summerside Official Plan;

AND WHEREAS in accordance with section 5.7 of the zoning bylaw, Council shall consider the following general
criteria, as applicable:

∙ Conformity with all requirements of this Bylaw;
∙ Conformity with the Official Plan;
∙ Suitability of the site for the proposed development;
∙ Compatibility of the proposed development with surrounding land uses, including both existing and

projected uses;
∙ Any comments from residents or other interested persons;
∙ Adequacy of existing water, sewer, road, storm water and electrical services, city parking, and parklands

for accommodating the development, and any projected infrastructure requirements;
∙ Impacts from the development on pedestrian/vehicular access and safety, and on public safety generally;
∙ Compatibility of the development with environmental, scenic and heritage resources;
∙ Impacts on City finances and budgets;
∙ Other matters as specified in this Bylaw;
∙ Other matters as considered relevant.

Be It Resolved That official plan amendment 125, to amend the City of Summerside Official Plan be hereby
formally adopted.

[schedule B is attached]

This bears the recommendation of the Planning Board meeting held on May 24, 2022.

OFFICIAL PLAN AMENDMENT 135
TO AMEND THE CITY OF SUMMERSIDE OFFICIAL PLAN

The Council of the City of Summerside under authority vested in it by Section 18 of the Planning Act R.S.P.E.I. 1988
Cap. P-8 hereby enacts as follows:

I. The land use for a portion of PID # 301259 as shown on Schedule B of the Future Land Use Plan, is designated as

Residential land use, hereby excluding it from its former designation of Commercial land use under the City of
Summerside Official Plan;

Motion carried 4-2 (Councillors Ramsay and Campbell voted against)

COS 22-076
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It was moved and seconded
WHEREAS an application was initiated by the City of Summerside to amend the Parks and Greenspace Plan, for a
portion of PID # 322339 from Parkland land use to Residential land use under the City of Summerside Official Plan;

AND WHEREAS in accordance with section 5.7 of the zoning bylaw, Council shall consider the following general
criteria, as applicable:

∙ Conformity with all requirements of this Bylaw;
∙ Conformity with the Official Plan;
∙ Suitability of the site for the proposed development;
∙ Compatibility of the proposed development with surrounding land uses, including both existing and

projected uses;
∙ Any comments from residents or other interested persons;
∙ Adequacy of existing water, sewer, road, storm water and electrical services, city parking, and parklands

for accommodating the development, and any projected infrastructure requirements;
∙ Impacts from the development on pedestrian/vehicular access and safety, and on public safety generally;
∙ Compatibility of the development with environmental, scenic and heritage resources;
∙ Impacts on City finances and budgets;
∙ Other matters as specified in this Bylaw;
∙ Other matters as considered relevant.

Be It Resolved That official plan amendment 127, to amend the City of Summerside Official Plan be hereby
formally adopted.

[schedule B is attached]

This bears the recommendation of the Planning Board meeting held on May 24, 2022.

OFFICIAL PLAN AMENDMENT 135
TO AMEND THE CITY OF SUMMERSIDE OFFICIAL PLAN

The Council of the City of Summerside under authority vested in it by Section 18 of the Planning Act R.S.P.E.I. 1988
Cap. P-8 hereby enacts as follows:

The Parks and Greenspace map amendment is to delete a portion of the Tower Street Mini-Park - 140.

Motion carried 4-2 (Councillors Campbell and Ramsay voted against)

COS 22-077
It was moved and seconded
WHEREAS an application was initiated by the City of Summerside for a zoning amendment for a portion of PID #
322339 from Parkland (P) zone to High Density Residential (R4) zone under the City of Summerside Zoning Bylaw;

AND WHEREAS zoning bylaw amendment 126, a bylaw to amend the City of Summerside Zoning Bylaw was read
and declared as read a first time at the Council meeting held on March 11, 2022;
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AND WHEREAS in accordance with section 5.7 of the zoning bylaw, Council shall consider the following general
criteria, as applicable:

• Conformity with all requirements of this Bylaw;
• Conformity with the Official Plan;
• Suitability of the site for the proposed development;
• Compatibility of the proposed development with surrounding land uses, including both existing and

projected uses;
• Any comments from residents or other interested persons;
• Adequacy of existing water, sewer, road, storm water and electrical services, city parking, and parklands

for accommodating the development, and any projected infrastructure requirements;
• Impacts from the development on pedestrian/vehicular access and safety, and on public safety generally;
• Compatibility of the development with environmental, scenic and heritage resources;
• Impacts on City finances and budgets;
• Other matters as specified in this Bylaw;
• Other matters as considered relevant.

BE IT RESOLVED THAT zoning amendment 126, a bylaw to amend the City of Summerside Zoning Bylaw be hereby
declared as read a second time.

This bears the recommendation of the Planning Board meeting held on May 24, 2022.
[schedule B is attached]

ZONING AMENDMENT 126
A BYLAW TO AMEND THE CITY OF SUMMERSIDE ZONING BYLAW

The Council of the City of Summerside under authority vested in it by Section 18 and Section 19 of the Planning
Act R.S.P.E.I. 1988 Cap. P-8 hereby enacts as follows:

I. The zoning for a portion of PID # 322339 shown on Schedule B of the City of Summerside Zoning Bylaw, is
designated as High Density Residential (R4) zone, hereby excluding it from its former designation of Parkland (P).

Motion carried 4-2 (Councillors Campbell and Ramsay voted against)

COS 22-078
It was moved and seconded
WHEREAS an application was initiated by the City of Summerside for a zoning amendment for a portion of PID #
322339 from Parkland (P) zone to High Density Residential (R4) zone under the City of Summerside Zoning Bylaw;

AND WHEREAS zoning bylaw amendment 126, a bylaw to amend the City of Summerside Zoning Bylaw, was read
and declared as read at two separate meetings of Council held on different days;

BE IT RESOLVED THAT zoning bylaw amendment 126, a bylaw to amend the City of Summerside Zoning Bylaw be
hereby formally adopted.

Motion carried 4-2 (Councillors Campbell and Ramsay voted against)
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COS 22-079
It was moved and seconded
WHEREAS an application was initiated by Boys & Girls Club of Summerside Inc. for a zoning amendment for PID #
303859 from Medium Density Residential (R3) zone to High Density Residential (R4) zone under the City of
Summerside Zoning Bylaw;

AND WHEREAS zoning bylaw amendment 130, a bylaw to amend the City of Summerside Zoning Bylaw was read
and declared as read a first time at the Council meeting held on March 11, 2022;

AND WHEREAS in accordance with section 5.7 of the zoning bylaw, Council shall consider the following general
criteria, as applicable:

• Conformity with all requirements of this Bylaw;
• Conformity with the Official Plan;
• Suitability of the site for the proposed development;
• Compatibility of the proposed development with surrounding land uses, including both existing and

projected uses;
• Any comments from residents or other interested persons;
• Adequacy of existing water, sewer, road, storm water and electrical services, city parking, and parklands

for accommodating the development, and any projected infrastructure requirements;
• Impacts from the development on pedestrian/vehicular access and safety, and on public safety generally;
• Compatibility of the development with environmental, scenic and heritage resources;
• Impacts on City finances and budgets;
• Other matters as specified in this Bylaw;
• Other matters as considered relevant.

BE IT RESOLVED THAT zoning amendment 130, a bylaw to amend the City of Summerside Zoning Bylaw be hereby
declared as read a second time.

This bears the recommendation of the Planning Board meeting held on May 24, 2022.
[schedule B is attached]

ZONING AMENDMENT 130
A BYLAW TO AMEND THE CITY OF SUMMERSIDE ZONING BYLAW

The Council of the City of Summerside under authority vested in it by Section 18 and Section 19 of the Planning
Act R.S.P.E.I. 1988 Cap. P-8 hereby enacts as follows:

I. The zoning for PID # 303859 shown on Schedule B of the City of Summerside Zoning Bylaw, is designated
as High Density Residential (R4) zone, hereby excluding it from its former designation of Medium Density
Residential (R3).

Motion carried 6-0

COS 22-080
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It was moved and seconded
WHEREAS an application was received from Boys & Girls Club of Summerside Inc. for a zoning amendment for PID
# 303859 from Medium Density Residential (R3) zone to High Density Residential (R4) zone under the City of
Summerside Zoning Bylaw;

AND WHEREAS zoning bylaw amendment 130, a bylaw to amend the City of Summerside Zoning Bylaw, was read
and declared as read at two separate meetings of Council held on different days;

BE IT RESOLVED THAT zoning bylaw amendment 130, a bylaw to amend the City of Summerside Zoning Bylaw be
hereby formally adopted.

Motion carried 6-0

COS 22-081
It was moved and seconded
WHEREAS an application was received from Boys & Girls Club of Summerside Inc. for a zoning amendment for PID
# 303867 from Medium Density Residential (R3) zone to High Density Residential (R4) zone under the City of
Summerside Zoning Bylaw;

AND WHEREAS zoning bylaw amendment 133, a bylaw to amend the City of Summerside Zoning Bylaw was read
and declared as read a first time at the Council meeting held on March 11, 2022;

AND WHEREAS in accordance with section 5.7 of the zoning bylaw, Council shall consider the following general
criteria, as applicable:

• Conformity with all requirements of this Bylaw;
• Conformity with the Official Plan;
• Suitability of the site for the proposed development;
• Compatibility of the proposed development with surrounding land uses, including both existing and

projected uses;
• Any comments from residents or other interested persons;
• Adequacy of existing water, sewer, road, storm water and electrical services, city parking, and parklands

for accommodating the development, and any projected infrastructure requirements;
• Impacts from the development on pedestrian/vehicular access and safety, and on public safety generally;
• Compatibility of the development with environmental, scenic and heritage resources;
• Impacts on City finances and budgets;
• Other matters as specified in this Bylaw;
• Other matters as considered relevant.

BE IT RESOLVED THAT zoning amendment 133, a bylaw to amend the City of Summerside Zoning Bylaw be hereby
declared as read a second time.

This bears the recommendation of the Planning Board meeting held on May 24, 2022.
[schedule B is attached]

ZONING AMENDMENT 133
A BYLAW TO AMEND THE CITY OF SUMMERSIDE ZONING BYLAW
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The Council of the City of Summerside under authority vested in it by Section 18 and Section 19 of the Planning
Act R.S.P.E.I. 1988 Cap. P-8 hereby enacts as follows:

I. The zoning for PID # 303867 shown on Schedule B of the City of Summerside Zoning Bylaw, is designated
as High Density Residential (R4) zone, hereby excluding it from its former designation of Medium Density
Residential (R3).

Motion carried 6-0

COS 22-082
It was moved and seconded
WHEREAS an application was received from Boys & Girls Club of Summerside Inc. for a zoning amendment for PID
# 303867 from Medium Density Residential (R3) zone to High Density Residential (R4) zone under the City of
Summerside Zoning Bylaw;

AND WHEREAS zoning bylaw amendment 133, a bylaw to amend the City of Summerside Zoning Bylaw, was read
and declared as read at two separate meetings of Council held on different days;

BE IT RESOLVED THAT zoning bylaw amendment 133, a bylaw to amend the City of Summerside Zoning Bylaw be
hereby formally adopted.

Motion carried 6-0

COS 22-083
It was moved and seconded
WHEREAS an application for a major subdivision was received from MacDuff Holdings Inc., to subdivide PID #
615286 into 38 lots, shown on preliminary subdivision plan prepared by HGE Engineering Ltd., dated April 15,
2022;

AND WHEREAS in accordance with section 3.6 of the Subdivision and Site Development Bylaw, Council shall
consider the following general criteria, as applicable:

∙ Conformity with all requirements of this Bylaw;
∙ Conformity with the Official Plan;
∙ Conformity with the Zoning Bylaw;
∙ The ‘orderly and following’ nature of the development;
∙ Physical suitability of the site for the proposed development, including avoidance of natural hazards, un-

due water run-off, or environmental damage;
∙ Compatibility of the proposed development with the present and future surrounding patterns of streets,

lots and services, including conformity with any City concept plans;
∙ Adequacy of the applicant’s proposal for traffic circulation, parking pedestrian access, water supply,

sewage disposal and storm drainage, including the adequacy of City streets and services to handle
increased loads;

∙ Suitability of Parkland provisions;
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∙ Impacts on City finances and budgets;
∙ Proof of conformity with any applicable Provincial legislation and regulations;
∙ Other matters as considered relevant.

Be It Resolved That Council grant preliminary subdivision approval in accordance with Section 8.5 of the
Subdivision and Site Development Bylaw, to MacDuff Holdings Inc., to subdivide PID # 615286 into 38 lots, shown
on preliminary subdivision plan prepared by HGE Engineering Inc., dated April 15, 2022 subject to the following
conditions:

• The developer satisfies all municipal servicing requirements
• The developer satisfies the parkland dedication
• The developer enters into a subdivision construction agreement with the City.

This bears the recommendation of the Planning Board meeting held on May 24, 2022.

Motion carried 6-0

COS 22-084
It was moved and seconded
Whereas Todd MacKinnon is requesting Council approval in accordance with Section 13 of the Licensing Bylaw CS-
21 to operate a mobile sales establishment at 245 Heather Moyse Drive (Summerside Port Corporation Inc.,
property owner).

And Whereas Section 13 of the Licensing Bylaw provides that Council shall allow or refuse an application based on
the following considerations:

• safety;
• desirability;
• impact on established businesses in the City;
• public convenience; and
• such other considerations as it deems appropriate.

Be It Resolved that Council grant approval to Todd MacKinnon to operate a mobile sales establishment at 245
Heather Moyse Drive (Summerside Port Corporation Inc., property owner). The license is subject to,

• Paying a license fee of $500 for a non-local business as per Licensing Bylaw CS-21 Regulations;
• Special events require written approval of the event organizer, submitted to the City three days in

advance.
• A food health permit is approved by the Province;
• Litter disposal containers are provided on- site;
• Hours of operation 11:00 am to 9:00 pm;
• Letter(s) of permission from property owner(s).
• Connection of any pipe, hose, etc. to the City system requires City approval.

This bears the recommendation of the Planning Board Meeting of May 31, 2022.

Motion carried 6-0
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COS 22-085
It was moved and seconded
Whereas an application was received from Corey Raynor at 766 Wildon Street,
PID #461103.

And Whereas Section 8.4 of the City of Summerside Zoning Bylaw states that an accessory building cannot exceed
a maximum building area of 55 sq. m (600 sq. ft).

And Whereas Section 7.2 of the zoning bylaw allows for a variance to be granted after Council has considered the
following tests:

a. That the hardship is due to unique physical conditions of the lot or property, including small lot size,
irregular lot shape, existing building location on the property, or exceptional topographical conditions, which
make it impractical to develop in strict conformity with Bylaw standards. Exceptional topographical conditions
may include, but are not limited to: trees, slope of the land, etc.

b. That the proposed variance meets the general intent of the official plan.

c. That the proposed variance meets the general intent of the zone.

d. That the proposed variance would not impact negatively on adjacent properties, or on the essential
character of the surrounding neighborhood, including taking into consideration any comments from neighbors.

Be It Resolved that Council grant a variance of 20%, to allow an accessory building with a floor area of 67 sq. m
(720 sq. ft.)

This application bears the recommendation of the Planning Board Meeting of June 7, 2022.

Motion carried 6-0

COS 22-067
It was moved and seconded
WHEREAS an application was received from Tyler MacDonald (agent for property owner G. Morris Caseley Ltd.) to
amend the future land use plan, for PID # 301259 from Commercial land use to Residential land use under the City
of Summerside Official Plan;

AND WHEREAS in accordance with section 5.7 of the zoning bylaw, Council shall consider the following general
criteria, as applicable:

∙ Conformity with all requirements of this Bylaw;
∙ Conformity with the Official Plan;
∙ Suitability of the site for the proposed development;
∙ Compatibility of the proposed development with surrounding land uses, including both existing and

projected uses;
∙ Any comments from residents or other interested persons;
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∙ Adequacy of existing water, sewer, road, storm water and electrical services, city parking, and parklands
for accommodating the development, and any projected infrastructure requirements;

∙ Impacts from the development on pedestrian/vehicular access and safety, and on public safety generally;
∙ Compatibility of the development with environmental, scenic and heritage resources;
∙ Impacts on City finances and budgets;
∙ Other matters as specified in this Bylaw;
∙ Other matters as considered relevant.

Be It Resolved That official plan amendment 134, to amend the City of Summerside Official Plan be hereby
formally adopted.

[schedule B is attached]

This bears the recommendation of the Planning Board meeting held on May 31, 2022.

OFFICIAL PLAN AMENDMENT 134
TO AMEND THE CITY OF SUMMERSIDE OFFICIAL PLAN

The Council of the City of Summerside under authority vested in it by Section 18 of the Planning Act R.S.P.E.I. 1988
Cap. P-8 hereby enacts as follows:

I. The land use for PID # 301259 as shown on Schedule B of the Future Land Use Plan, is designated as
Residential land use, hereby excluding it from its former designation of Commercial land use under the City of
Summerside Official Plan;

Discussion:

Councillor Snow stated that he met with many residents in that area and have met with the developer and said he
is willing to work with the neighbors and will do some fencing around the property so it doesn’t affect the
neighbors.

Motion carried 6-0

COS 22-068
It was moved and seconded
WHEREAS an application was received from Tyler MacDonald (agent for property owner G. Morris Caseley Ltd.)
for a zoning amendment for PID # 301259 from Neighbourhood Commercial (C3) zone to High Density Residential
(R4) zone under the City of Summerside Zoning Bylaw;

AND WHEREAS zoning bylaw amendment 136, a bylaw to amend the City of Summerside Zoning Bylaw was read
and declared as read a first time at the Council meeting held on May 24, 2022;

AND WHEREAS in accordance with section 5.7 of the zoning bylaw, Council shall consider the following general
criteria, as applicable:

• Conformity with all requirements of this Bylaw;
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• Conformity with the Official Plan;
• Suitability of the site for the proposed development;
• Compatibility of the proposed development with surrounding land uses, including both existing and

projected uses;
• Any comments from residents or other interested persons;
• Adequacy of existing water, sewer, road, storm water and electrical services, city parking, and parklands

for accommodating the development, and any projected infrastructure requirements;
• Impacts from the development on pedestrian/vehicular access and safety, and on public safety generally;
• Compatibility of the development with environmental, scenic and heritage resources;
• Impacts on City finances and budgets;
• Other matters as specified in this Bylaw;
• Other matters as considered relevant.

BE IT RESOLVED THAT zoning amendment 136, a bylaw to amend the City of Summerside Zoning Bylaw be hereby
declared as read a second time.

This bears the recommendation of the Planning Board meeting held on May 31, 2022.

ZONING AMENDMENT 136
A BYLAW TO AMEND THE CITY OF SUMMERSIDE ZONING BYLAW

The Council of the City of Summerside under authority vested in it by Section 18 and Section 19 of the Planning
Act R.S.P.E.I. 1988 Cap. P-8 hereby enacts as follows:

I. The zoning for PID # 301259 shown on Schedule B of the City of Summerside Zoning Bylaw, is designated
as High Density Residential (R4) zone, hereby excluding it from its former designation of Neighbourhood
Commercial (C3) zone.

Motion carried 6-0

COS 22-069
It was moved and seconded
WHEREAS an application was received from Tyler MacDonald (agent for property owner G. Morris Caseley Ltd.)
for a zoning amendment for PID # 301259 from Neighbourhood Commercial (C3) zone to High Density Residential
(R4) zone under the City of Summerside Zoning Bylaw;

AND WHEREAS zoning bylaw amendment 136, a bylaw to amend the City of Summerside Zoning Bylaw, was read
and declared as read at two separate meetings of Council held on different days;

BE IT RESOLVED THAT zoning bylaw amendment 136, a bylaw to amend the City of Summerside Zoning Bylaw be
hereby formally adopted.

Motion carried 6-0

COS 22-070
It was moved and seconded
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WHEREAS an application was received from Tyler MacDonald (agent for property owner G. Morris Caseley Ltd.) to
amend the future land use plan, for PID # 301259 from Commercial land use to Residential land use under the City
of Summerside Official Plan;

AND WHEREAS in accordance with section 5.7 of the zoning bylaw, Council shall consider the following general
criteria, as applicable:

∙ Conformity with all requirements of this Bylaw;
∙ Conformity with the Official Plan;
∙ Suitability of the site for the proposed development;
∙ Compatibility of the proposed development with surrounding land uses, including both existing and

projected uses;
∙ Any comments from residents or other interested persons;
∙ Adequacy of existing water, sewer, road, storm water and electrical services, city parking, and parklands

for accommodating the development, and any projected infrastructure requirements;
∙ Impacts from the development on pedestrian/vehicular access and safety, and on public safety generally;
∙ Compatibility of the development with environmental, scenic and heritage resources;
∙ Impacts on City finances and budgets;
∙ Other matters as specified in this Bylaw;
∙ Other matters as considered relevant.

Be It Resolved That official plan amendment 135, to amend the City of Summerside Official Plan be hereby
formally adopted.

This bears the recommendation of the Planning Board meeting held on May 31, 2022.

[schedule B is attached]

OFFICIAL PLAN AMENDMENT 135
TO AMEND THE CITY OF SUMMERSIDE OFFICIAL PLAN

The Council of the City of Summerside under authority vested in it by Section 18 of the Planning Act R.S.P.E.I. 1988
Cap. P-8 hereby enacts as follows:

II. The land use for PID # 301259 as shown on Schedule B of the Future Land Use Plan, is designated as Residential
land use, hereby excluding it from its former designation of Commercial land use under the City of Summerside
Official Plan;

Motion carried 6-0

COS 22-071
It was moved and seconded
WHEREAS an application was received from Tyler MacDonald (agent for property owner G. Morris Caseley Ltd.) for a
zoning amendment for a portion of PID # 301259 from Neighbourhood Commercial (C3) zone to High Density
Residential (R4) zone under the City of Summerside Zoning Bylaw;
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AND WHEREAS zoning bylaw amendment 137, a bylaw to amend the City of Summerside Zoning Bylaw was read
and declared as read a first time at the Council meeting held on May 24, 2022;

AND WHEREAS in accordance with section 5.7 of the zoning bylaw, Council shall consider the following general
criteria, as applicable:

• Conformity with all requirements of this Bylaw;
• Conformity with the Official Plan;
• Suitability of the site for the proposed development;
• Compatibility of the proposed development with surrounding land uses, including both existing

and projected uses;
• Any comments from residents or other interested persons;
• Adequacy of existing water, sewer, road, storm water and electrical services, city parking, and

parklands for accommodating the development, and any projected infrastructure requirements;
• Impacts from the development on pedestrian/vehicular access and safety, and on public safety

generally;
• Compatibility of the development with environmental, scenic and heritage resources;
• Impacts on City finances and budgets;
• Other matters as specified in this Bylaw;
• Other matters as considered relevant.

BE IT RESOLVED THAT zoning amendment 137, a bylaw to amend the City of Summerside Zoning Bylaw be hereby
declared as read a second time.

This bears the recommendation of the Planning Board meeting held on May 31, 2022.

ZONING AMENDMENT 137
A BYLAW TO AMEND THE CITY OF SUMMERSIDE ZONING BYLAW

The Council of the City of Summerside under authority vested in it by Section 18 and Section 19 of the Planning
Act R.S.P.E.I. 1988 Cap. P-8 hereby enacts as follows:

III. The zoning for PID # 301259 shown on Schedule B of the City of Summerside Zoning Bylaw, is designated as High
Density Residential (R4) zone, hereby excluding it from its former designation of Neighbourhood Commercial (C3)
zone.

Motion carried 6-0

COS 22-072
It was moved and seconded
WHEREAS an application was received from Tyler MacDonald (agent for property owner G. Morris Caseley Ltd.)
for a zoning amendment for PID # 301259 from Neighbourhood Commercial (C3) zone to High Density Residential
(R4) zone under the City of Summerside Zoning Bylaw;

AND WHEREAS zoning bylaw amendment 137, a bylaw to amend the City of Summerside Zoning Bylaw, was read
and declared as read at two separate meetings of Council held on different days;
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BE IT RESOLVED THAT zoning bylaw amendment 137, a bylaw to amend the City of Summerside Zoning Bylaw be
hereby formally adopted.

Motion carried 6-0

COS 22-073
It was moved and seconded

WHEREAS an application was received from Tyler MacDonald (agent for property owner G. Morris Caseley Ltd.)
for a zoning amendment for a portion of PID # 301234 from Medium Density Residential (R3) zone to High Density
Residential (R4) zone under the City of Summerside Zoning Bylaw;

AND WHEREAS zoning bylaw amendment 138, a bylaw to amend the City of Summerside Zoning Bylaw was read
and declared as read a first time at the Council meeting held on May 24, 2022;

AND WHEREAS in accordance with section 5.7 of the zoning bylaw, Council shall consider the following general
criteria, as applicable:

• Conformity with all requirements of this Bylaw;
• Conformity with the Official Plan;
• Suitability of the site for the proposed development;
• Compatibility of the proposed development with surrounding land uses, including both existing and

projected uses;
• Any comments from residents or other interested persons;
• Adequacy of existing water, sewer, road, storm water and electrical services, city parking, and parklands

for accommodating the development, and any projected infrastructure requirements;
• Impacts from the development on pedestrian/vehicular access and safety, and on public safety generally;
• Compatibility of the development with environmental, scenic and heritage resources;
• Impacts on City finances and budgets;
• Other matters as specified in this Bylaw;
• Other matters as considered relevant.

BE IT RESOLVED THAT zoning amendment 138, a bylaw to amend the City of Summerside Zoning Bylaw be hereby
declared as read a second time.

This bears the recommendation of the Planning Board meeting held on May 31, 2022.

ZONING AMENDMENT 138
A BYLAW TO AMEND THE CITY OF SUMMERSIDE ZONING BYLAW

The Council of the City of Summerside under authority vested in it by Section 18 and Section 19 of the Planning
Act R.S.P.E.I. 1988 Cap. P-8 hereby enacts as follows:

I. The zoning for PID # 301234 shown on Schedule B of the City of Summerside Zoning Bylaw, is designated
as High Density Residential (R4) zone, hereby excluding it from its former designation of Medium Density
Residential (R3) zone.
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Motion carried 6-0

COS 22-074
It was moved and seconded
WHEREAS an application was received from Tyler MacDonald (agent for property owner G. Morris Caseley Ltd.)
for a zoning amendment for PID # 301234 from Medium Density Residential (R3) zone to High Density Residential
(R4) zone under the City of Summerside Zoning Bylaw;

AND WHEREAS zoning bylaw amendment 138, a bylaw to amend the City of Summerside Zoning Bylaw, was read
and declared as read at two separate meetings of Council held on different days;

BE IT RESOLVED THAT zoning bylaw amendment 138, a bylaw to amend the City of Summerside Zoning Bylaw be
hereby formally adopted.

Motion carried 6-0

Adjournment

Motion It was moved and seconded;
That The meeting be adjourned.
Motion Carried

Basil L. Stewart
Mayor

Brian Hawrylak
HR Officer


