
Submissions Received after the July 22, 2021 12:00 p.m. deadline 

LATE SUBMISSION FOR the proposed bylaw: 

3a)  Sandra Stepien – 11 Bay Drive 

3b)  John Stepien ‐  11 Bay Drive 

3c)  Bob Tildesley – 3 Cedar Avenue 

 

 

 

Submissions Received after the July 22, 2021 12:00 p.m. deadline 

LATE SUBMISSION AGAINST the proposed bylaw: 

4a)  David Neil & Margaret Blue / Bruce, Colin & Keri Blue / Jeanette  Blue – 19 Aspen Avenue 

4b)  Danny & Louise Billett – 16 Poplar Avenue 

4C)  Garth & Goldie Brown – 18 Aspen Avenue 













Garth and Goldie Brown

18 Aspen Avenue

Summer Village of Silver sands

Verbal Letter request for July 30
th

 meeting

Re: Proposed Bylaw 319-2021

Dear Council,

There are variances in how the submissions are recorded.

Is it regulated by: 

Individual Submission

By Lot
By Registered Owner

By Couple

By Individual person whom may or may not live there 

This is the inconsistency that I had mentioned during previous surveys as to what are the parameters for 

harvesting information.

On the OPPOSED side, most have submitted a letter that is addressed/signed by both partners which by 

consent is the opinion of both persons, but is only counted as one.

On the IN FAVOR side, many have submitted by individual persons equaling 2 counts per lot and in a 

couple instances there would be up to 4 counts per owner.

In fairness if the polling is done per person named in the submissions, the variance in the numbers of 

persons counted would not be as drastic as the stated number in the agenda package. 59 In Favor - 18 

Opposed

The green cells show the second person on the submission. In fairness,  I have done both sides.

We are all certainly entitled to our opinions, so as I am patient with yours please have patience with me 

when I comment on the fact that it appears by the date and template letters that directive canvassing was 

done to spike the numbers to off set the scales from the previous attempt at passing the bylaw.  Which 

yes they are entitled to do so.

A decision based on this survey will still cause divisiveness and strife in the community as the numbers are 

not conclusive and perceived as skewed because of a segregated canvasing target.

All invested persons would have to submit that with the validity and accuracy of the numbers recorded 

could not be contested . (assistance by a non bias non invested persons)

With saying that, I have to wonder would everyone have taken the time to participate on their own 

without the encouragement of lobbing by an electronic means of petitioning. 

I do look forward to be able to see all the people attend the meeting.

Tuesday, July 27, 2021

If a directive survey poll was conducted where EVERY registered land owner (inclusive) was given a 

platform, setting out clear guidelines as to whom may put forward a ballet confirming their stand on the 

matter by verifying  IN FAVOR - OPPOSED - ABSTAIN. (100 Land owners = 100 ballots recorded)

Garth and Goldie Brown






