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	PROCEEDING COMMENCED UNDER subsection 17(10) of the Development Charges Act, 1997, S.O. 1997, c. 27



	Appellant:
	Bronte Creek Developments Inc.

	Subject:
	Complaint against a Council’s refusal to recognize a credit claim for a development  charge imposed  

	Property Address/ Description:
	Lot 4, Concession 11 

	Municipality:
	City of Hamilton

	OMB Case No.: 
	DC000032-D000121

	OMB File No.: 
	D000121


	PROCEEDING COMMENCED UNDER subsection 41(12) of the Planning Act, R.S.O. 1990, c. P. 13, as amended



	Subject:
	Site Plan

	Referred by:
	Sierra Lane (2000) Developments Inc.

	Property Address/Description:
	Lot 4, Concession 11

	Municipality:
	City of Hamilton

	OMB Case No.:
	DC000032-D000121

	OMB File No.:
	PL090412


	PROCEEDING COMMENCED UNDER subsection 51(43) of the Planning Act,  R.S.O. 1990, c. P. 13, as amended



	Appellant:
	Sierra Lane (2000) Developments Inc.

	Subject:
	Conditions of approval of draft plan of subdivision

	Property Address/ Description:
	Lot 4, Concession 11

	Municipality:
	City of Hamilton

	Municipal File No.:
	25 CDM 99004

	OMB Case No.:
	DC000032-D000121

	OMB File No.:
	PL090740


	Heard:
	January 06, 2015 by telephone conference call
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	City of Hamilton
	Michal Minkowski

	
	

	Sierra Lane (2000) Developments Inc.
	Scott Snider


MEMORANDUM OF ORAL DECISION DELIVERED BY R. G. M. MAKUCH ON JANUARY 6, 2015 AND ORDER OF THE BOARD
[1] Counsel for the parties advised the Board that they had settled their differences and requested the Board to convene a settlement hearing via telephone conference call to finalize the settlement.
[2] It is noted that the appeal pursuant to s. 17(10) of the Development Charges Act had previously been withdrawn.
[3] The Board is satisfied based on the un-contradicted affidavit evidence of Ed Fothergill, the professional land use planning consultant for the Appellant, that the appeal pursuant to s. 51(43) of the Planning Act should be allowed.
[4] The City and Appellant have arrived at an agreement on a revised set of conditions for the proposed development and the Board is satisfied that such conditions adequately account for the necessary approvals and assurances regarding a private communal water and wastewater system and their incorporation into a Condominium Agreement.
[5] Furthermore, the Board is satisfied that the proposed conditions conform with the provincial plans that are in effect and are consistent with the Provincial Policy Statement, 2014.  These also conform to the City’s Official Plan and comply with the provisions of the City’s zoning by-law and as such are reasonable and represent good land use planning.
[6] Accordingly, the appeal is allowed and the Board hereby approves the conditions of draft approval as set out in Attachment 1 hereto.
[7] The appeal pursuant to s. 41(12) of the Planning Act is adjourned in order to allow these conditions to be fulfilled by the Appellant.
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