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REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING 

MINUTES 

 
Monday, August 12, 2024, 7:00 pm 

 
Members Present: Mayor Rob Campbell 
 Deputy Mayor Jason Gallant 
 Councillor Phyllis Bannister 
 Councillor Sarah Colwell 
 Councillor Joe D'Ettore 
 Councillor John-Wiebe Dykstra 
 Councillor Nathan O'Blenis 
 Councillor Stephanie Thorne 
  
Staff Present: Austin Henderson, CAO 
 Dianne Ayles, Clerk/Treasurer 
 Brad Doucette, Coordinator of Protective Services 
 Trevor Douthwright, Manager of Infrastructure and Public Works 
 Scott Landry, Assistant Clerk 

______ 

 

1. CALL TO ORDER 

Meeting was called to order at 7:00 pm. 

2. ADOPTION OF AGENDA 

Moved by: Deputy Mayor Gallant 
Seconded by: Councillor Bannister 

MOTION:  The Agenda be adopted. 

Motion Carried 
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3. CONFLICT OF INTEREST DECLARATIONS 

Mayor Campbell noted that Conflict of Interest Declaration forms are on the 
Council Table should any councillor need to fill one out for submission to the 
Clerk. 

4. ADOPTION OF MINUTES 

1. Regular Council Meeting - July 8, 2024 

Moved by: Councillor Thorne 
Seconded by: Councillor D'Ettore 

MOTION:  The Minutes for the Regular Council Meeting held July 8, 2024, 
be adopted. 

Motion Carried 
 

2. Special Council Meeting - August 7, 2024 

Moved by: Councillor Colwell 
Seconded by: Councillor Bannister 

MOTION:  The Minutes for the Special Meeting held August 7, 2024, be 
adopted. 

Motion Carried 
 

5. CONSENT AGENDA 

Moved by: Councillor O'Blenis 
Seconded by: Councillor Thorne 

MOTION:  Council adopt the Consent Agenda of August 12, 2024. 

Motion Carried 
 

1. Southeast Regional Service Commission/Plan 360 - Development & 
Building Permit List - July 2024 

Eight development and building permits were issued in the Town of 
Salisbury by Plan 360 (Southeast Regional Service Commission) in July, 
2024, carrying a total estimated project value of $617,208. Permits 
included the construction of two single dwelling units. 

2. Southeast Regional Service Commission/Plan 360 - Local Planning 
Revenues, Q2 

Received from Plan 360 (Southeast Regional Service Commission) was 
the Second Quarter 2024 Local Planning Revenues report for the Town of 
Salisbury. The Second Quarter payment to Salisbury for local planning 
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revenues was $36,561.37. The total for 2024 from January to the end of 
June was $44,914.74, of which $36,687 is from building permits. 

3. Southeast Regional Service Commission/Plan 360 - Variance - 3277 Main 
Street, Salisbury, New Brunswick File #24-1080 

Received was a notice of decision that Southeast Planning Review and 
Adjustment Committee (PRAC), at its meeting on July 24, 2024, approved 
a variance request to exceed the size for a proposed accessory building, 
from 900 square feet to 960 square feet, for a property located at 3277 
Main Street, Salisbury, PID 01092261, as the request meets the general 
intent of the Zoning By-law and Municipal Plan. 

4. Southeast Regional Service Commission/Plan 360 - Variance - Boyd, Kay, 
Horsman Street, Salisbury, New Brunswick File #24-1016 

Received was a notice of decision that Southeast Planning Review and 
Adjustment Committee (PRAC), at its meeting on July 24, 2024, approved 
a variance request for a property located at Boyd, Kay, Horsman streets, 
Salisbury, bearing the PIDs 00816660, 00817072, 00817403, 00815027, 
and 00818153, to reduce the minimum lot area size from 1,207.7 m2 to 
862m2 for lot 24-1, 862 m2 for lot 24-2, 988 m2 for lot 24-3 and 902m2 for 
lot 24-4 as shown on the subdivision plan. 

5. NB Department of Transportation and Infrastructure - Update to The Road 
Ahead plan 

Letter received from New Brunswick Department of Transportation and 
Infrastructure (NB DTI) notes that following the recently released 2024-
2026 update to its Road Ahead capital plan, preparations are underway for 
NB DTI's  2027 Provincial-Municipal Highway Partnership (PMHP) 
Program. To facilitate this, municipalities are asked to submit their funding 
applications, including updated five-year plans for improvements to 
provincial-municipal highways.  

6. NB Department of Justice and Public Safety - SCAN program, pamphlets 

A package of information pamphlets was received from the New 
Brunswick Department of Justice and Public Safety explaining its Safer 
Communities and Neighbourhoods (SCAN) program, which aims to 
reduce crime by targeting properties that are regularly used for illegal 
activities and shutting them down through a civil process. These 
pamphlets are available at the Salisbury municipal building located at 56 
Douglas Street. 

7. NB Power - Upcoming Environmental Field Studies, Proposed East Coast 
Interprovincial Clean Energy Project - Phase 2 

Letter and map received from NB Power advises that NB Power will have 
representatives in the Salisbury region conducting non-intrusive 
environmental field studies in the vicinity of existing transmission lines to 
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collect baseline data to support the potential construction of a new 
transmission line from this region to Point Lepreau, which would be the 
second phase of the proposed East Coast Interprovincial Clean Energy 
Project. Baseline information in the form of photos and notes would be 
gathered on birds and other wildlife, plants, and watercourses or wetlands. 

6. PUBLIC AND ADMINISTRATIVE PRESENTATIONS 

No public or Administrative presentations this meeting. 

7. REPORTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS FROM COMMITTEES AND PRIVATE 
MEETINGS 

No reports or recommendations from committees and private meetings. 
 

8. REPORTS FROM ADMINISTRATION 

1. Proposed Residential Development Incentive Program - Jamie Burke, 
Stantec   

Councillor Dykstra joined the meeting at 7:07 pm.  

In early 2024, Council awarded a consulting contract to Stantec to develop 
a Residential Development Incentive Program. This included a 
jurisdictional scan of municipalities across Canada that have had success 
with incentive programs and a developer focus group in order to develop 
the proposed incentive program being presented for Council's 
consideration. Background provided by CAO indicated that, if approved, 
such a program, laid out in the form of a by-law, would begin in 2025 and 
be budgeted accordingly. It was also noted that development of an 
incentive program meets Salisbury's objectives in its Strategic Plan and 
Economic Development Strategy.  

Jamie Burke then presented Stantec's report to Council, and 
recommended they proceed with such a program as a pilot project 
allowing for adjustments as needed, that Salisbury secure funding 
partners, conduct secondary planning for the expanded Town limits to give 
potential developers a better understanding of what the options and rules 
are, and focus any incentive program on areas that are already serviced. 
Further, it was recommended to have different grants for different stages 
of the development process and for different types of projects, ranging 
from building conversions and new accessory buildings to new residential 
buildings of three or more units and new developments with three-plus 
bedrooms per dwelling lot. 

Discussion and questions touched on administration of such a program 
(CAO), monitoring the program for potential abuse by applicants, and a 
suggested cost range to start ($75,000 to $100,000). 
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MOTION:  Council approve the Residential Development Incentive 
Program in principle and direct Staff to begin formalizing the incentive 
program in the form of a By-law for introduction at upcoming Regular 
Council Meetings.  

Moved by: Councillor Thorne 
Seconded by: Councillor Dykstra 

Motion Carried 
 

MOTION:  To enter into a recess. 

Moved by: Councillor Dykstra 
Seconded by: Deputy Mayor Gallant 

Motion Carried 
 

RECESS 

(Deputy Mayor Gallant stepped out of Council Chambers during the 
Recess.)  

  

MOTION:  Return to the Regular Meeting. 

Moved by: Councillor Dykstra 
Seconded by: Councillor Bannister 

Motion Carried 
 

2. Regional Waste Collection Contract 

Deputy Mayor Gallant returned to the meeting at 8:18 pm.  

Councillor Thorne had previously declared a conflict and left Council 
Chambers at 8:18 pm. 

The purpose of Agenda Item 8.2 was to seek formal direction from Council 
on approval to enter into an agreement with the Southeast Regional 
Service Commission (SERSC) for the administration and provision of 
waste collection services for the full Town boundaries under SERSC's 
proposed regional waste collection model, discussed by Council in March. 

Currently, all the Town’s waste collection contracts are with FERO. The 
former Local Service District (LSD) contract expires at the end of 
November, and SERSC is negotiating an extension until February with 
FERO directly. The former Village contract expires at the end of January, 
and staff have communicated with FERO for the one-month extension 
there as well. 
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This would streamline former Village and former LSD waste collection 
contracts under one contract, and pass that increasingly costly service 
requirement over to SERSC for a regional approach for SERSC's full 
coverage area, with the exception of only the larger municipalities. 

MOTION:  Council authorize the Clerk/Mayor to sign and affix the 
Corporate Seal on the Waste Collection Services Management Agreement 
between the Town of Salisbury and the Southeast Regional Service 
Commission (SERSC) to opt-into the regional waste collection model, 
subject to a contract award by the SERSC at the August Board Meeting 
AND hereby authorize the Town’s Manager of Infrastructure and Public 
Works to serve as the Municipal Contract Manager.  

Moved by: Councillor Dykstra 
Seconded by: Deputy Mayor Gallant 

On the question, Councillor Dykstra asked why Salisbury can't just buy a 
garbage truck and hire a collector and do the job themselves. CAO 
explained that several municipalities have discussed doing that, but the 
most significant challenges concern rising WorkSafe premiums and staff 
retention. It was also noted that the cost of buying a garbage truck has 
increased by 70 per cent since the former Village tendered its last 
contract. 

Motion Carried 
 

3. Crosswalk Request - Kay Street and Fredericton Road   

Councillor Thorne returned to the meeting at 8:27 pm. 

Item 8.3 sought the approval of Council to engage an Engineered 
Study/Report to identify crosswalk locations for subsequent planning and 
approval of Council. 

This followed an inquiry from Councillor Dykstra for a crosswalk at Kay 
Street/Fredericton Road near the Boys & Girls Club of Salisbury, and 
subsequent email inquiries from representatives of BGC. CAO noted that 
while crosswalks are the responsibility of municipalities, on provincially-
designated highways, such as Fredericton Road (Route 112), approval is 
required from the New Brunswick Department of Transportation and 
Infrastructure (NB DTI). Said approvals require assurances that 
crosswalks are installed and determined based on best engineering 
practices, which are outlined in the Transportation Association of Canada 
(TAC) manuals. Staff have requested a proposal with a wider scope 
considering a number of factors, including traffic counts, sightlines for 
roads, speed limits, type of traffic and frequency of traffic, from Englobe. 
Englobe is the firm of choice for capital projects (streets, etc.) for the 
Town, authorized to undertake traffic engineering services. Staff also want 
to stress that Staff are in support of looking at a crosswalk at the     
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initially-proposed location; however, are insistent that Council understand 
the process and the potential risk and precedent of not following this 
process. 

MOTION:  Council approve engaging Englobe Corp. to undertake a 
Crosswalk Priority Study at the cost of $14,500, excluding HST, to propose 
crosswalk locations on provincially-designated highways in the downtown 
area. 

Moved by: Councillor Bannister 
Seconded by: Councillor Thorne 

On the Question, discussion touched on liability and infrastructure costs 
with regards to crosswalks. CAO also elaborated on the plan for a larger 
look at crosswalk needs rather than just responding to a one-off crosswalk 
request. 

Motion Carried 
 

4. Salisbury Fire Rescue - SCBA Replacements 

The purpose of Item 8.4 was to seek approval from Council to begin, as 
requested by Salisbury Fire Rescue during the 2023 budget request 
process, a five-year replacement cycle for Self-Contained Breathing 
Apparatus (SCBAs) with Levitt Safety and purchase SCBA in light of 
existing SCBAs approaching expiration at the end of 2025. 

To make a recommendation to Council, Salisbury Fire Rescue created a 
committee to research and do a needs assessment for our current needs 
and invite demonstrations on a by-invite basis. Between February- April, 
three National Fire Protection Association (NFPA) approved manufacturers 
(MSA, Scott 3M, and Drager) made product presentations to the 
committee. 

Following the demonstrations, Scott 3M, which is also the department's 
current vendor, was determined from a lower-cost perspective to be the 
preferred product for the Department. 

This is budgeted for 2024. 

MOTION:  Council authorize Administration to replace the Salisbury Fire 
Rescue Self Contained Breathing Apparatus (SCBA) equipment over a 
five (5) year period, through Levitt Safety, following a by-invite proposal 
process with three (3) NFPA certified manufactures in the amount of 
approximately $65,000 per year for four years and approximately $32,000 
for the final year, subject to reasonable adjustments on an annual basis.  

Moved by: Councillor O'Blenis 
Seconded by: Councillor Thorne 
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On the Question, CAO confirmed for Councillor Colwell that the cost is 
$65,000 per year for four years. It was also noted that the motion required 
an edit to clarify the financial impact of the decision, which the mover and 
seconder approved of and was supported by Council. 

Motion Carried 
 

5. Grant Requests - Petitcodiac Watershed Alliance and AMP It Up Dance 
Studios 

During the May Committee of the Whole meeting, and as-ratified in July’s 
Regular Council Meeting, Council awarded a number of additional grants, 
including multi-year grants. At the initial COTW meeting, the Petitcodiac 
Watershed Alliance was considered; however, additional information was 
sought by Council. The Organization presented to Council in July. 

During the same July Council Meeting, Amp it Up Dance Studios also 
presented, requesting support through the grant program, with additional 
details sought after by Staff. The applicant asked to be considered for a 
one-time request this year and then a multi-year request thereafter. It was 
flagged by Staff that Amp it Up members are also eligible for the FAR 
program. 

MOTION:  Council approve a multi-year grant request to the Petitcodiac 
Watershed Alliance in the amount of $2,000 for 2024, and $3,000 annually 
thereafter for an additional four (4) years for ongoing operational activities 
in the Municipality, including but not limited to, water quality monitoring in 
the Petitcodiac River.  

Moved by: Councillor Colwell 
Seconded by: Councillor Thorne 

Motion Carried 
 

MOTION:  Council approve a one-time grant request from Amp it Up 
Dance Studios for their competitive team fundraising in the amount of 
$1,000 and direct the Organization to apply for a multi-year grant for any 
ongoing requests.  

Moved by: Councillor Colwell 
Seconded by: Councillor Bannister 

On the Question, CAO updated Council that there was $8,400 remaining 
in the Grants budget. 

Councillor Colwell requested the addition of a condition to the motion that 
the grant specifically support the dance studio's competitive team. 

Motion Carried 
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9. BY-LAWS 

In response to questions and concerns raised during the August 7 public hearing, 
CAO responded with the following report: 

1. Property Assessment Values 

Staff reached out to the regional director from Service New Brunswick on 
Wednesday evening and heard back today (Monday). The premise at this point is 
that it would be speculative to presume whether or not a project would increase 
or decrease a property value. 

As Council knows from the presentation from Service New Brunswick last year, 
property assessments are based on REAL AND TRUE VALUE BASED ON 
MARKET conditions and on-the-market sales. This means that Service New 
Brunswick does not determine the market and assessments, they reflect the 
market in their assessments (whether positive or negative). This means that any 
changes in assessment for the properties would not be changed until there is a 
concrete market change in the area, through homes selling.  

It is, of course, possible that a multi-unit development can negatively affect 
property value. However, SNB has stated that this has not been the case in the 
Southeast especially. If it were to be the case, it would usually be because 
homes on the market would not be selling near multi-unit developments. In this 
case, they have said especially since this is not a large-scale multi-unit building 
or series of buildings, it is unlikely to have this effect, even if the actual outcome 
is difficult to capture and/or predict. 

SNB has also said, and I quote: “The large blanket increases that have been 
happening throughout the entire province over the last few years have easily 
engulfed any negative market impact of multi unit developments in the area. 
Considering the proposed multi unit development in question is far from a large 
one (multi level apartment/condo building, etc.), while this is only my opinion, if 
what we’ve seen over the last few years for similar situations in other parts of 
southeastern New-Brunswick dealing with similar scenarios, I don’t see it having 
a significant enough impact as to see reductions in assessments, directly related 
to this. it is even possible that a development as such becomes a catalyst for 
market increases depending again on what the market sees and what other 
potential development this could lead to.” 

Staff are of the opinion that newly constructed units, adding a second exit to a 
subdivision, on what is now a vacant lot, in such proximity to key amenities (a 
school, trails, a park, baseball fields, etc.) would be reasonable, although not 
guaranteed, that property values would not decrease. It is also important to note 
that this project will not happen overnight - meaning any changes to assessment 
would not either if assessments were to change at all due to this project. 
Assessments also reflect the value as of January 1 of that taxation year, meaning 
the 2025 assessment will reflect January 1’s value of that property (meaning it 
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will not be complete) and is based on when the appraiser visits, usually in the fall, 
to determine the value as of January.  

It is also important to note that many properties in Salisbury are under Spike 
Protection Mechanism, meaning this essentially serves as a “buffer” of any 
adjustment to assessments and property taxes in the coming years. 

In the end, whether neighbours, the Town, the Developer, renters, etc. think this 
is going to negatively affect their market value will be essentially irrelevant, the 
“market” will decide the effect of the development. 

2. Responsibility for Private Wells  

As mentioned during the public hearing, private wells are the responsibility of 
homeowners. The Town takes the responsibility of protecting private water 
systems very seriously, which is why such strict process requirements are in 
place. The Town follows the expertise of licensed hydrologists who are bound not 
only by expertise, but also professional integrity and ethics as licensed 
engineers, when looking at water supply assessments, as opposed to anecdotes 
around water quality, water table changes, etc. In this instance, a licensed 
hydrologist has provided a stamped report based on a comprehensive well test 
involving three wells (one pump, two monitoring) pursuant to the provincial water 
supply assessment guidelines. This assessment determined that the proposed 8-
unit building, and I quote: “Based on the above information relating to water 
quantity it is concluded that Well PW1 [the well used for pump test that will feed 
the building]: 1. Has sufficient potential ground water resources for the intended 
use, and; 2. Will not aggravate any existing or create new water supply problems. 

The inorganic water quality sample collected at the end of the pump test did not 
indicate any water quality problems with the exception of fluoride. Groundwater 
from the well will require treatment to reduce measured concentrations of fluoride 
to acceptable levels compared to the NB Drinking Water Quality Guidelines.” 

For the sake of saying it into the record, we have received approximately 5 water 
studies, abbreviated and comprehensive, in the last two years… none of which 
have alluded to water quality or quantity concerns for their intended purposes.  

Nonetheless, the Municipality will continue to do our due diligence to ensure that 
protecting private water sources remains top of mind when looking at residential 
development, commercial development, etc.  

3. Previous Wells On-Site  

During the public hearing, comments were made on a specific alleged 
Development including naming a specific developer. The municipality is unable to 
discuss specific private information of this nature in a public session.  

However, the Municipality and Plan360 reviewed previous development files from 
as far back as 2006 to provide historical information on what has become several 
subdivided lots, none of which include what has become this specific parcel 
being discussed this evening. Based on the year, and since the Development did 
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not proceed, this means it is outside of standard record retention requirements, 
hence why staff were not able to provide immediate commentary.  

While we cannot divulge too many specifics on private development projects, we 
will state three factors:  

1. This is not a comparable development. The historical development 
changed intentions on a number of occasions, initially being for 11 single 
family dwellings with undersized lots (through variances) involving a public 
street, then a private street, then 9 lots, then a subdivision process without 
a street to combine with existing property owners. As suspected, our 
understanding had to deal with the fact that there was a requirement for a 
public road and a private road would not be entertained. As always, land 
use requirements continue to evolve over time, and this is normal.   

2. A water study WAS done for one of the proposed uses (11 single family 
dwellings) which confirmed sufficient water for the proposed development. 
This was an abbreviated study, meaning no wells were drilled. 

3. The primary issue, both based on public concern and on adherence to 
zoning requirements at the time (as would be the case today) was that the 
AVERAGE lot size was 777 square metres and the road construction. 

The development at-hand we are dealing with right now meets provincial lot size 
requirements, which means it will meet the multi-unit lot size requirements if 
amended as part of this process. These are not apples to apples developments. 

4.  Temporary Road Construction  

During the public hearing, concerns were raised around using the second half of 
MacDonald, Braemar, and Dundee to reach the project site. These types of 
matters are dealt with through the developer agreement process and not re-
zoning process, meaning that eventual part of the process, if the re-zoning is 
approved by Council, is contractual in nature. 

However, what we can confirm is that we have initiated these conversations with 
the Developer and explore reasonable alternatives, keeping in mind that 
requirements for temporary accesses would not be required for single-unit 
swellings, nor would they be/are they required for larger buildings and/or projects 
in the immediate vicinity of the proposed project site. 

  

CAO's report and recommendations were followed by Council's decisions on 
whether or not to proceed with first and second readings. 

1. First and Second Readings - By-law No. 50-1, A By-law to Amend By-law 
No. 50, Village of Salisbury Municipal Plan (PID 00816140)  

MOTION:  The Council of the Town of Salisbury give first and second 
readings of By-law No. 50-1, A By-law to Amend By-law No. 50, the Village 
of Salisbury Municipal Plan. 
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Moved by: Councillor O'Blenis 
Seconded by: Councillor Thorne 

On the Question, it was confirmed for Councillor Colwell that staff have 
determined that an abbreviated water study done at the time of a previous 
development attempt on this property did not support the allegation that 
there was a lack of water for the proposed development. 

Mayor Campbell said he appreciated the diligence of staff to find said 
information, adding it was great to see the public gallery filled last meeting 
on this topic. 

Motion Carried 

Clerk proceeded to give first reading in full to By-law No. 50-1, A By-law to 
Amend By-law No. 50 Village of Salisbury Municipal Plan. 

Clerk proceeded to give second reading in full to By-law No. 50-1, A By-
law to Amend By-law No. 50 Village of Salisbury Municipal Plan. 

Clerk then stated that By-law No. 50-1 can undergo third reading and 
enactment at the next meeting of Council, if Council so chooses, noting 
that there can be slight amendments up until the third reading. 

2. First and Second Readings - By-law No. 51-3 and By-law No. 51-4, By-
laws to Amend By-law No. 51, Village of Salisbury Zoning By-law (PID 
00816140) 

MOTION:  The Council of the Town of Salisbury give first and second 
readings of By-law No. 51-3, A By-law to Amend By-law No. 51, the Village 
of Salisbury Zoning By-law. 

Moved by: Councillor Bannister 
Seconded by: Councillor Thorne 

Motion Carried 

Clerk proceeded to give first reading in full to By-law No. 51-3, A By-law to 
Amend By-law No. 51 Village of Salisbury Zoning By-law. 

Clerk proceeded to give second reading in full to By-law No. 51-3, A By-
law to Amend By-law No. 51 Village of Salisbury Zoning By-law. 

Clerk then stated that By-law No. 51-3 can undergo third reading at the 
next meeting of Council, if Council so chooses, noting that amendments 
can be made anytime before then. 

MOTION:  The Council of the Town of Salisbury give first and second 
readings of By-law No. 51-4, A By-law to Amend By-law No. 51, the Village 
of Salisbury Zoning By-law. 
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Moved by: Councillor Colwell 
Seconded by: Deputy Mayor Gallant 

Motion Carried 

Clerk proceeded to give first reading in full to By-law No. 51-4, A By-law to 
Amend By-law No. 51 Village of Salisbury Zoning By-law. 

Clerk proceeded to give second reading in full to By-law No. 51-4, A By-
law to Amend By-law No. 51 Village of Salisbury Zoning By-law. 

Clerk then stated that third reading can take place at the next Council 
meeting, if Council so wishes, noting that it can be amended before the 
third reading and enactment. 

10. CLOSED SESSION - Land (68(1)(d) Local Governance Act), Land (68(1)(d) 
Local Governance Act), Personnel (68(1)(j) Local Governance Act), 
Financial (68(1)(c) Local Governance Act), Contractual (68(1)(c) Local 
Governance Act) 

Moved by: Councillor O'Blenis 
Seconded by: Councillor Bannister 

MOTION:  Council move into a closed session. (9:13pm) 

Motion Carried 
 

CLOSED SESSION 

  

MOTION:  Council return to public session. (10:09 pm) 

Moved by: Councillor Colwell 
Seconded by: Councillor Bannister 

Motion Carried 
 

11. MAYOR AND COUNCILLORS' STATEMENTS/INQUIRIES 

Mayor Campbell - Stated that Community Days is coming up later this week, and 
he is looking forward to seeing the community coming out to celebrate. 

Councillor O'Blenis - Congratulations to the community for being New 
Brunswick's Most Active Community through the ParticipACTION Community 
Challenge. Mayor Campbell noted that Salisbury has achieved this title for the 
third year in a row. 

Councillor Dykstra - Thanks to residents for coming to the Block Parties. 
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12. NOTICES OF MOTIONS AND RESOLUTIONS 

1. Cultural Policy Pilot Committee Terms of Reference 

CAO explained that this item is a formality, as the committee has already 
begun its work. 

MOTION:  Council approves the Terms of Reference for the Cultural 
Policy Development Committee. 

Moved by: Councillor D'Ettore 
Seconded by: Councillor Thorne 

Motion Carried 
 

2. Authorization to Increase Adjustment to Town of Salisbury Line of Credit   

CAO explained that the Town has had a line of credit based on a 
percentage of its operating budget, which is being recommended to 
increase from $50,000 to $200,000 to reflect the Town budget increasing 
from $2.5 million dollars (2022) to $6.9 million dollars (2024). It was made 
clear that the line of credit only exists as a rarely used back-up option to 
cover any interim shortage for a short-term period when moving on from a 
project while awaiting reimbursements from grants. 

MOTION:  Council authorize Clerk/Treasurer to request an increase to the 
current CIBC line of credit to a maximum of $200,000.  

Moved by: Councillor D'Ettore 
Seconded by: Councillor Colwell 

Motion Carried 
 

3. ACOA Agreement – Braemar to Parkin Trail Funding  

Administration has received approval from the federal Atlantic Canada 
Opportunities Agency (ACOA) for the trail, which has been outstanding 
since the application was re-submitted in February. While expected, this 
provides the formal confirmation. ACOA was advised that it would be 
ratified by Council at this meeting. 

MOTION:  Council authorize the Clerk and Mayor to sign and affix the 
corporate seal on the funding agreement between the Town of Salisbury 
and the Atlantic Canada Opportunities Agency (ACOA) for the purposes of 
constructing the Braemar to Parkin Trail. 

Moved by: Councillor Dykstra 
Seconded by: Deputy Mayor Gallant 

Motion Carried 
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4. Amendment to Residential Subdivision Agreement No. 1 (Eagleridge)   

Another formality, CAO explained, which was approved by Council over 
email based on timing. Previously-approved text indicating a warranty 
period of two years was in error, corrected to one year. It still required 
official ratification. 

MOTION:  Council authorize the amendment to the warranty period on the 
previously ratified developer agreement, given the Town will be 
undertaking the work as part of its capital plan with additional warranty on 
the asphalt wearing surface, and affix this resolution as a Schedule to the 
executed agreement to confirm the amendment as-approved by Council.  

Moved by: Councillor O'Blenis 
Seconded by: Councillor Thorne 

Motion Carried 
 

13. ADJOURNMENT 

Moved by: Councillor Thorne 
Seconded by: Councillor Bannister 

MOTION:  Adjourn the meeting. (10:14 pm) 

Motion Carried 
 

 
 
_________________________ 

Chair 

 

_________________________ 

Clerk 

 


