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Planning Board Committee Meeting Minutes 

September 14, 2022 
 

Present 

 
Mayor Basil Stewart 
Deputy Mayor Norma McColeman 
Councillor Bruce MacDougall 
Councillor Barb Ramsay, Co-Chair 
Councillor Cory Snow 
Councillor Greg Campbell 
Councillor Brian McFeely, Chair 
Councillor Carrie Adams, Co-Chair 
JP DesRosiers, Acting Deputy CAO  
Linda Stevenson, Development Officer 
Brian Hawrylak, HR Officer 
Members of the Public  
 
 

Call to Order 

 
The meeting was called to order 12 noon 
 
Agenda was approved 
 
 

641 Wilmot Lane – Discretionary use 
and major site development 

 
SUPPORTING EXPLANATION:  

Purpose: The purpose of the application is to allow a town house (4 unit) as a Discretionary Use in the 
Medium Density Residential (R3) zone, a discretionary use requires Council approval.  
 
Town House means a building that is divided into three or more vertically adjacent dwelling units, 
separated by a vertical concrete or masonry fire-wall, with each unit being constructed directly on 
grade.  Town houses require individual public utilities and street frontage for each dwelling unit and can 
be further subdivided as per Section 8.15. 
 
Background:  An application was received from Doug Crossman for 641 Wilmot Lane (PID #1139757) to 
allow a “Townhouse” as a Discretionary Use in the Medium Density Residential (R3) zone. The applicant 
is proposing to build a town house – 4 units, on the property that is currently an approved vacant building 
lot.  
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Report:  Under section 5.7 of the zoning bylaw when Planning Board reviews a discretionary use, it has to 
consider the following general criteria, as applicable: 

 
a. Conformity with all requirements of this Bylaw (Zoning Bylaw). 

Staff Comment: This application conforms to the zoning bylaw as the use (town house - 4 units) is 
permitted as a discretionary use in the R3 zone, subject to Council’s approval.  

 
b. Conformity with the Official Plan. 

Staff Comment: The discretionary use conforms to the Official Plan 
 

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

vacant lot. There is sufficient on-site parking for the proposed discretionary use. 
 

d. Compatibility of the proposed development with surrounding land uses, including both existing and 
projected uses. 
Staff Comment: The property is zoned Medium Density Residential (R3), the existing R3 zone 

allows up to two units as of right. The surrounding land uses and proposed land 
uses are a mix of Single Family Residential (R1), Low Density Mixed Residential 
(R2), Medium Density Residential (R3), High Density Residential and Service 
Commercial (C2), the proposed development is compatible with the existing and 
projected surrounding land uses.   

 
e. Any comments from residents or other interested persons. 
 A public meeting was held on September 1, 2022. The public meeting notice was advertised in the 

August 20th edition of the Guardian.  Thirty-eight (38) letters were mailed to twenty-seven (27) 
property owners.             Staff Comment:  The Development Officer received a call (August 
22nd) from Ken Allen (637 Water St. East), Mr. Allan asked if there was a concept plan of the 
development and elevations drawings of the building, he was advised the concept plan would be 
presented at the public meeting and elevations drawings of the building are not required until a 
building permit has been submitted.    A call was also received (August 24th) from Roy Huestis (47 Clow 
Ct.), Mr. Huestis requested verification on the number of lots being considered for the discretionary 
use.  The Development Officer received an email (August 31) from Winnie and Wayne Moores (636 
Wilmot Lane), Ms. Moores requested a plan of the development and asked about further 
development on Wilmot Lane.  The Development Officer emailed a copy of the concept plan and 
indicated, currently there are no other applications for further development on Wilmot Lane, (emails 
attached to this report).  The applicant/property owner, Doug Crossman (29 Lawrence Rd, NS) spoke 
at the public meeting, providing an overview of his intent for the development and the reasoning for 
the discretionary use application.  Darrell Enman (635 Wilmot Lane) raised concerns about additional 
traffic as a result of this development and asked why this lot wasn’t developed as part of the Clow 
Court development (Bishops Landing). Ken Allan (637 Water St East), spoke at the public meeting and 
raised concerns of traffic, pedestrian safety, the adequacy of City services.  He also noted the City 
crew had to do some type of work on Wilmot Lane a few times. Winnie Moores (636 Wilmot Lane) 
also raised traffic concerns, as well as, potential impact on taxes as a result of this development and 
should Wilmot Lane be widened how much land would be required from the neighbours abutting 
Wilmot Lane.  Jannica Resurreccion (637 Wilmot Lane) raised concerns regarding the additional traffic, 
lack of street lighting and would this development impact the tree line between her property and the 
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subject property. The relative concerns raised by the public and Council have been addressed 
throughout this report.  

 
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 discretionary use. Wilmot Lane is currently 3.6m (12’) wide 
asphalt surface, with a 5.5m (18’) wide right-of-way and can accommodate the 
additional traffic as a result of the discretionary use (4 units).  Should the City 
consider widening Wilmot Lane, staff would recommend the asphalt street be 
widened to 6.1m (20’) width, with a 8m right-of-way. Staff estimate the street 
widening cost to be approximately $40,000 (street work only).  The widening would 
require the City to acquire approximately 1m on the east side of Wilmot Lane and 
1.5m on the west side of Wilmot Lane from the properties abutting Wilmot Lane.  
City (Municipal Works) records indicate, there was one sewer service call to Wilmot 
Lane in December 2019, staff are not concerned with the adequacy of the sewer 
main on Wilmot Lane.   City parking or parklands are not required for this 
development, the proposed development meets the parking requirements (1 
parking space per unit for a total of 4 spaces).    

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

generally. 
Staff Comment:  The applicant will be required to provide an emergency turn around to allow vehicles 

to turn around at the end of Wilmot Lane.  The proposed turn around will not meet 
City standards due to the surrounding properties being established. The proposed 
turn around will improve the current situation as currently, vehicles are forced to 
back out onto Water Street East or turn in a private driveway. There is a 3m 
pedestrian walkway at the end of Wilmot Lane that connects to Clow Ct.  A new 
power pole will be installed (near proposed turn around) to service this 
development.  A street light can be installed on the new power pole, to increase 
pedestrian safety.  

 
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:  Wilmot Lane will have to be extended to accommodate this development.  As per the 

Subdivision and Site Development bylaw, the applicant will be required to apply for 
a major development site plan approval, as there is a street extension required.  
The applicant is requesting a cost share of a portion (10m) of the Wilmot Lane 
extension, as this portion of the roadway should have been extended to the south 
property line of the subject property  when Wilmot Lane was established.  The 
applicant will be responsible for the remaining (28m) of the extension with an 
emergency turnaround.  Should an application for a major development site plan 
approval request public funding, Council must approve the funding prior to staff 
approving preliminary site plan approval. Staff have determined an approximate 
cost for the 10m portion of Wilmot Lane Extension to be $8400.  The applicant will 
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be required to provide the contractors costing for the street extension, should the 
contractors costing for the 10m portion be lower than $8400, the City would pay 
the contractors costing amount.   

 
 
j. Other matters as specified in this Bylaw. 

 Staff Comment: A major development site plan approval is required as noted in section i. and a the 
applicant required to obtain a building permit to construction the town house.  

 
 
k. Other matters as considered relevant.  
 Staff Comment: Prior to amalgamation, Wilmot Lane was a public street maintained by the Province, 

staff confirmed, via aerial photography, the street existed prior to 1958. The subject 
property was part of a larger parcel of land (Parcel B1).  In 2008, the Clow Ct/Murphy 
St. developer (aka Beaverbrook Developments – Bishops Landing) was comprised of 
two parcels, Parcel A and Parcel B1.  Beaverbrook Development originally presented 
a subdivision layout which connected Clow Ct. to Wilmot Lane.  City staff reviewed 
the layout and determined Wilmot Lane could not accommodate the possibility of 
64 units accessing Wilmot Lane, due to the existing asphalt width of 3.4m (12’).  The 
developer revised the layout and proposed to give the subject property (641 Wilmot 
Lane) to the City in lieu of parkland.  The City determined the land wasn’t required, 
as there was ample parkland in the area, the developer paid the City a monetary 
parkland contribution and the City approved the subject property as an approved lot 
with access onto Wilmot Lane. The lot was zoned CDA (number of units not to exceed 
4, subject to Council approval). The lot was designated as Medium Density (R3) as a 
result of the 2018 zoning bylaw review as the proposed use was   4 units, subject to 
Council approval, thus it was fitting to the R3 zone.  There is one lot being considered 
for a discretionary use, if the discretionary use for a 4 unit townhouse is approved, 
the property owner can apply to subdivide the townhouse into 4 individually owned 
properties. The applicant has indicated that the development should not impact the 
tree line along the south boundary line, other than some minor trimming for 
esthetics. This development should not impact taxes on properties, other than the 
property being developed. A discretionary use is valid for 12 months, if the property 
is conveyed to another party, the DU is as well, the discretionary use approval is 
associated with the property. 

 
 
STAFF REVIEW: City Staff support the application for a discretionary use to allow a town house (4 units) 
in the Medium Density Residential (R3) zone. 
 
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:    The application received from Doug Crossman for 641 
Wilmot Lane (PID #1139757) to allow a “Townhouse – 4 units max.” as a Discretionary Use in the 
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Medium Density Residential (R3) zone be recommended to be approved by Council.  The request for 
cost share of the Wilmot Lane extension up to $8400, be recommended to be approved by Council.   
 
 
Moved by: Councillor Ramsay Seconded by: Councillor Adams 
 
Discussion: 
 
 
Councillor Snow stated that he had a concern with the width of the road and if the development went 
ahead, proper improvements should be made to the road.   
 
Councillor McFeely read an email sent by Winnie Moores, sent on August 31, 2022,  “We just arrived 
home yesterday and received the letter of the proposed application.  We would like a property overview 
of the exact location of the application and if there will be any plans/space for future development to this 
or any property.  Also have there been any other access options looked at or denied previously to this 
application to access through Wilmot.  I expect a quick response to this email seeing that the meeting is 
tomorrow evening leaving us little time to prepare.” 
 
Councillor MacDougall stated that he is concerned with the width of the street and the left side of the 
street being zoned R4 if that side was ever developed.  He inquired if the paying of $8400 for extending 
the street was done for other developers.  
 
Staff stated that that lot was approved to be developer to up to 4 units.  The $8400 covers the cost of 
the extension and has been done in the past.  In the former community of Wilmot, roads were not built 
to the extent of the last lot and usually to the driveway.   
 
Staff stated that the lot was zoned CDA prior to 2018. 
 
Councillor Ramsay stated that she is concerned with the width of the road.  She would like to see it 
widened to make it safer.   
 
Deputy Mayor McColeman inquired if the province would share any responsibility as they owned the 
road until 1958.  Staff stated that the road would be the city’s responsibility.   
 
Staff stated that they would not be able to meet standards for a road without requiring land from 
residents.  The current proposal would allow to meet standards for garbage collection and emergency 
vehicles.  If the R4 property nearby was developed, they would have to look at widening the street. 
 
Council members had a discussion of the cost of widening of the road. 
 
Darrell Enman, Wilmot Lane, stated that widening of the street would have to be moved to widen the 
street.  Staff stated that the services would not be moved, the asphalt would just be extended.   
 
Ken Allen, stated that he is at the corner of Wilmot Lane and Water Street, he stated that poles would 
have to be moved if the lane is widened and the lane would move to almost the front door on some 
properties.  He stated he would lose part of his driveway, have to move some buildings.   
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Councillor McFeely proposed an amended recommendation: 
 
The application received from Doug Crossman for 641 Wilmot Lane (PID #1139757) to allow a 
“Townhouse – 4 units max.” as a Discretionary Use in the Medium Density Residential (R3) zone be 
recommended to be approved by Council.  The request for cost share of the Wilmot Lane extension up 
to $8400, be recommended to be approved by Council.  Planning Board also recommends that Council 
explores the implications and costs associated with widening Wilmot Lane. 
 
Council discussed deferring the item until they receive more information on the widening of the road. 
 
Staff suggested that Council deal with the recommendation in front of them rather than the road width 
as they are two separate issue. 
 
Planning Board decided to deal with the original recommendation that will go to Council: 
 
The application received from Doug Crossman for 641 Wilmot Lane (PID #1139757) to allow a 
“Townhouse – 4 units max.” as a Discretionary Use in the Medium Density Residential (R3) zone be 
recommended to be approved by Council.  The request for cost share of the Wilmot Lane extension up 
to $8400, be recommended to be approved by Council.   
 
Motion: 

Carried X  For 3 

     

Defeated   Against 0 

 
 
 
 

356 Maple Avenue – Discretionary use 

 
SUPPORTING EXPLANATION:  

Purpose: The purpose of the application is to allow a 3 unit apartment building as a Discretionary Use in 
the Medium Density Residential (R3) zone, a discretionary use requires Council approval.  
 
Apartment means a building containing more than two dwelling units. 
 
Background:  An application was received from 102801PEI Inc. (James Profit) for 356 Maple Avenue 
(PID #308353) to allow an “Apartment Building, up to 4 units” as a Discretionary Use in the Medium 
Density Residential (R3) zone. The applicant is proposing to convert the existing single family with a 
secondary suite into 3 apartments.  The home was built in the 1950’s, the addition was added in 1960’s 
and the secondary suite was added in the 70’s. 
   
Report:  Under section 5.7 of the zoning bylaw when Planning Board reviews a discretionary use, it has to 
consider the following general criteria, as applicable: 

 
c. Conformity with all requirements of this Bylaw (Zoning Bylaw). 
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Staff Comment: This application conforms to the zoning bylaw as the use (apartment building up 
to 4 units) is permitted as a discretionary use in the R3 zone, subject to Council’s 
approval. Should Council approve the discretionary use for an apartment building 
– 3 units, the applicant will be required to obtain a building permit.  

 
Conformity with the Official Plan. 
Staff Comment: The discretionary use conforms to the Official Plan 
 

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

single family with a secondary suite. There is sufficient on-site parking for the 
proposed 3 unit apartment  building, there is 6 parking spaces available on site. 

 
d. Compatibility of the proposed development with surrounding land uses, including both existing and 

projected uses. 
Staff Comment: The property is zoned Medium Density Residential (R3), the existing R3 zone 

allows two units as of right. The surrounding land uses and proposed land uses are 
mainly R3 with a mix of Institutional (I), Neighbourhood Commercial (C3), and high 
density residential (R4),  

   the proposed development is compatible with the existing land uses.   
 

e. Any comments from residents or other interested persons. 
 A public meeting was held on September 1, 2022. The public meeting notice was advertised in the 

August 20th edition of the Guardian.  Thirty-five (35) letters were mailed to twenty-four (24) property 
owners.              

 Staff Comment:  Staff did receive a phone call from Marcie Leard (390 Maple Av.), Ms. Leard was 
not opposed to the discretionary use (3 unit apartment), she wanted to express concerns regarding 
on street parking, increase in traffic and if this application is approved, does it set a precedent to allow 
others in the area to convert their homes as well. Sarah Bourgoin (336 Maple Ave) expressed her 
concerns (via an email to Councillor Snow - attached). Ms. Bourgoin’s asked how many apartments 
may exist in other single family dwellings in the area, she also has concerns of winter on street parking, 
hydrants in the area and the plans for renovation/addition.  James Profit spoke on behalf of the 
property owner/applicant (102801 PEI Inc.) providing an overview of the proposed intent for the 
discretionary use and history of the property, which belonged to his grandparents. Mr. Profit indicated 
he has been in contact with the City’s Building Officer, he also indicated that there will be 3 units in 
total (1 - 4 bedroom unit in the main house, 1 – 2 bedroom unit in the existing attached secondary 
suite and 1 – 1 to 2 bedroom proposed unit in the basement), there is no addition being made to the 
existing building footprint.   The existing attached secondary suite is intended to serve as 
accommodations for family when visiting (coming home) to Summerside.  

 

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 City’s water (including fire coverage), sewer, storm and electrical systems are 

adequate for this Discretionary Use development.  Parking requirements for this 
development is one parking space for each dwelling unit, a total of 3 parking spaces 
is required.  There is currently 6 on-site parking spaces.  Mr. Profit indicated they 
have parked as many as 8 in the existing driveway during family gatherings.  The 
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City’s policy on winter parking is no parking on streets and properties between 
November 1st and April 30th, between 1am and 6am. 

 

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

Staff Comment: This development will have minimal impact on pedestrian/vehicular access, as the 
number of units is increasing by 1 unit.  The property has an existing access on Maple 
Avenue and there is an existing sidewalk on the north side of Maple Avenue for 
pedestrian safety.  

 
h. Compatibility of the development with environmental, scenic and heritage resources. 

Staff Comment:   The development is compatible with environmental, scenic and heritage resources.  
The property is not a designated property under the Heritage SS-20, the property 
is not located within the heritage district.  

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

 
j. Other matters as specified in this Bylaw. 

 Staff Comment: Discretionary Uses are approved on a case by case basis, subject to meeting the 
applicable  criteria in section 5.7 of the zoning bylaw, subject to Council approval.  In 
November of 2021, Council approved for a similar Discretionary Use to allow a single 
family dwelling to be converted to a 4 unit apartment building, at 92 Summer Street.  

 
k. Other matters as considered relevant.  

 Staff Comment: The applicant will be subject to a building permit.  Regarding setting precedent, each 
discretionary use application requires public notification, each application is 
considered by Council, based on the criteria under section 5.7 of the zoning bylaw, 
all discretionary uses are subject to Council approval.  Staff confirmed, there have 
been no other discretionary uses (for 3 units or more) approved within 400m of the 
property, since 2004, based on City records.   There may be other single family 
dwellings in the area with apartments within the single family dwelling as two units 
were permitted in the R1 zone of the Town of Summerside Zoning Bylaw (prior to 
1995). 

 
STAFF REVIEW: City Staff support the application for a discretionary use to allow a 3-unit apartment 
building in the Medium Density Residential (R3) zone. 
 
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:    The application received from 102801PEI Inc. (James Profit) 
for 356 Maple Avenue (PID #308353) to allow an “Apartment Building, 3 units” as a Discretionary Use in 
the Medium Density Residential (R3) zone be recommended to be approved by Council. 
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Moved by: Councillor Adams Seconded by:  Councillor Ramsay 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Motion: 

Carried X  For 3 

     

Defeated   Against 0 

 
Email from Sarah Bourgoin to Councillor Cory Snow 
 
"Hi.  
Have a few questions regarding the meeting for the rezoing of a property 356 in maple ave.  
 
 On Maple how many single family homes are switch to apartments I know down at the end of maple 
there are a group of apartments on to Jennifer. Across Central onto maple is it all single family homes? I 
personally am not opposed to this, however I have a few questions about it. I may not be entitled to have 
the answers which I get, this is someone's property and owner should have some freedom to do what 
they want with it, with in reason. We do need more rentals in town.  
 
No on street parking in winter..? . Correct. Do we need any more fire hydrants on the street? Does this 
set a standard or precedent that if one changes, all homes will be allowed to visit this idea in the future? 
Do we get to see the idea/plans prior to renovation? Not the official plans, just how big...is it just the 
existing house or will they be adding a part onto the house. Regarding the planning , just one bedroom 
units. Or is it 3 units with multiple bedrooms. The idea of accessories buildings? What does that mean? 
How many persons will be allowed to live in each unit? I know I won't be able to attend meeting, so I 
forward my questions on to you.    
 
There is enough on street parking and speed on maple,  
the traffic is unreal on our street, the speed is very dangerous. I fear someone will get hurt bad, as the 
park is so much busier this past year, alot of families and children bike and walk on maple to the park. 
The speed is a big issue. But you are already aware of the traffic and speed, that has nothing to do really 
with this proposed rezoing unless they park on the side of road.  
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Please if you can just ask or see if you have answers to my questions. Please just direct these question as 
an interested community member. I do not want to discouraged people from creating apartments or 
having an investment, just needs to fit into our community, and ensure that this is on a case by case 
bases.  
 
I know how desperate our province is for affordable housing/rents. I would NOT want to be in anyway 
trying to stop from getting more housing/rentals. Just have these few questions.  
Thanks. I appreciate your hard work.  
Cheers. Have a great weekend." 
 
 
 

Adjournment 

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

September 14, 2022 
 

Present  

 
Mayor Basil Stewart 
Deputy Mayor Norma McColeman 
Councillor Bruce MacDougall 
Councillor Barb Ramsay 
Councillor Cory Snow 
Councillor Greg Campbell 
Councillor Brian McFeely 
Councillor Carrie Adams 
Linda Stevenson, Development Officer 
JP DesRosiers, Acting Deputy CAO 
Brian Hawrylak, HR Officer 
 
 

Call to Order / Approval of Agenda / Any Conflict of Interest Declaration 

 
The meeting was called to order by Mayor Stewart 
 
 
Motion   It was moved and seconded; 
That  The Agenda be approved as circulated. 
Motion Carried  
 
 
 

Resolution COS 22-112 Major subdivision Maple Grove Road 

 
It was moved and seconded 
WHEREAS an application for a major subdivision was received from Arsenault Bros. Holdings Inc. to subdivide PID 
#72983 (consolidation of PID #72983 and PID #662676), creating 4 lots (Lot 22-1A to 22-1D), a public street and 
easements (B & C) for a temporary cul-de-sac and the remainder of PID #72983 (consolidation of PID #72983 and 
PID #662676), as shown on the preliminary survey plan prepared by Locus Surveys Ltd., drawing number 22088-
S02, dated August 22, 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; 
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∙ 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; 
∙ 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 Arsenault Bros. Holdings Inc. to subdivide PID #72983 (consolidation 
of PID #72983 and PID #662676), creating 4 lots (Lot 22-1A to 22-1D), a public street and easements (B & C) for a 
temporary cul-de-sac and the remainder of PID #72983 (consolidation of PID #72983 and PID #662676), as shown 
on the preliminary survey plan prepared by Locus Surveys Ltd., drawing number 22088-S02, dated August 22, 
2022, subject to the following conditions: 
 

• The developer satisfies all municipal servicing requirements 

• The developer enters into a subdivision construction agreement with the City. 

• The developer shall satisfy the parkland dedication requirements. 

• The developer pays the outstanding water and sewer latecomer fees in the amount of $20,000 plus HST to 
the City.  
 

This bears the recommendation of the Planning Board meeting held on September 6, 2022. 
 
Motion carried 7-0 
 
 
 

Adjournment 

 
Motion   It was moved and seconded; 
That  The meeting be adjourned.   
Motion Carried 
 
 
Basil L. Stewart 
Mayor 
 
 
Brian Hawrylak 
HR Officer 


