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Via Electronic Mail (mwalshdoucette@irac.pe.ca)

Michelle Walsh-Doucette

Island Regulatory and Appeals Commission
National Bank Tower

134 Kent Street, 5th Floor

Charlottetown, PE C1A 8RS8

Dear Ms. Walsh-Doucette:
Re: LA24-007 - Derek French v City of Charlottetown

We write in response to correspondence from the Commission dated 16 July 2024. We thank the
Commission for the opportunity to provide additional written submissions in advance of the
hearing of this matter.

Directly below is a non-exhaustive list of principles and cases to which we intend to refer in
advancing the grounds of appeal that relate to the insufficiency or inadequacy of the Council’s
reasons.

o There is an added obligation on the Council to demonstrate sound planning principles
when rejecting a proposal supported by the City’s planning staff. See: Deborah Dennis v
Charlottetown (City of), 2023 PEIRAC 5 (CanLll) at para 45.

o Council’'s decision-making process should clearly demonstrate what factors were
considered in rejecting a proposal by the City’s planning staff. See: Deborah Dennis v
Charlottetown (City of), 2023 PEIRAC 5 (CanLll) at para 45.

o Council’'s decision to reject the recommendation of planning staff must be rooted in
planning-based considerations. See: Deborah Dennis v Charlottetown (City of), 2023
PEIRAC 5 (CanLll) at para 50.

° Individual councilors must be “alive to the issue before them” and properly discuss the
proposal at hand. See: New Homes Plus Inc. v Charlottetown (City of), 2023 PEIRAC 3
(CanLll) at para 45.

o Individual councilors must demonstrate that they have sufficient knowledge of the
application before Council. See: Hanmac Inc. (Re), 2014 CanLIll 150459 (PE IRAC) at
para 38.

These statements of principle serve, at least in part, to particularize the general legal duty to
render decisions that are transparent, intelligible and justified. See: Canada (Minister of
Citizenship and Immigration) v. Vavilov, 2019 SCC 65.

CHARLOTTETOWN FREDERICTON HALIFAX MONCTON SAINT JOHN ST. JOHN'S



Michelle Walsh-Doucette
September 11, 2024
Page 2

Once again, we thank the Commission for the opportunity to provide these additional
submissions.

Yours truly,

Stewart McKelvey

=

Curtis Doyle
CD/dr
C. Philip Rafuse (pjrafuse@irac.pe.ca)

Jessica Gillis (jgillis@irac.pe.ca)
Melanie McKenna (mmckenna@coxandpalmer.com)



