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There was discussion about the owners of private roads bringing them up to
public standard. Mr. Butler informed that there is no way the Municipality can
force private road owners to upgrade their roads, although they can be
encouraged. Councillor Horne suggested subdivision of lots not be permitted on
private right-of-ways. Mr. Butler informed that this will only be permitted
through the public hearing process, at the discretion of Council.

Councillor Horne expressed concern that 55 other private roads in the Plan area
will have to go through the public hearing process to deed or subdivide any
lands. He added that "paper roads" are also important in terms of considering
Department of Transportation standards when developing private roads for public
take-over. Mr. Butler informed that there are no construction standards for
private roads, but the Department of Transportation would not take-over roads
that did not meet their criteria. He reviewed the criteria for 'Schedule B'
roads, stating there is no guarantee that any of the private roads in this Plan
area would meet that criteria; therefore, if they are not approved by the
Department of Transportation in terms of meeting the criteria, no subdivision
will be permitted.

Councillor Snow stated there is a need for a policy whereby the road owner,
residents of the road, and the Municipality will work together to address this
situation. Otherwise, the developer is only out for his money, and the
residents are not willing to pay it.

Councillor Horne agreed that there should be a policy between the Department of
Transportation, the County, the residents, and the road owner to solve the
problem with private roads. He stated if the Plan and By-law is approved as it
now stands, the residents of Kings Road will be left out in the cold, although
the road must be improved, and there must be a commitment to do so. He
concluded that this should be addressed before the Plan and By-law is adopted
by Council,

Mr. Butler informed that a policy would not offer any guarantees, but it would
provide a statement that Council will make an effort to determine what will be
required in terms of legislation, cost-sharing, etc. to bring private roads up
to standard. He stated there are many ways to address this problem and a
number of other concerns.

Councillor Cooper asked what uses will be permitted on private roads that
become listed. Mr. Butler referred to Section 4.32 of the proposed Land Use
By-law, indicating that residential uses, open space, and resource use will be
permitted, allowing primarily forestry and agriculture uses. Councillor Cooper
expressed concern that heavy trucks will travel such roads to carry forest
products. He also clarified that residential development will be on lots a
minimum of 40,000 square feet. Mr. Butler informed that no mobile home parks
will be permitted: nor will commercial or recreation uses. There will be no
industrial uses or schools permitted. Councillor Cooper concluded that if
these roads are to be permitted at all, there must be a standard criteria
required to make them safe.

Ms. Spencer agreed with the concerns expressed by Council Members, but she was
concerned about the Plan and the existing regulations. She stated that if the
Plan and Bv-law are deferred, it will have no affect on the subdivision process
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as it now stands. She advised that subdivision based-on "paper roads" is
something that has been debated and permitted specifically by Municipal by-law
some years ago. She stated if Council wants to deal with the matter of
upgrading private roads, it is a matter of dollars including expropriation and
cost-sharing with residents. It is a very difficult decision to make - not a
matter of reviewing a policy, but determining if the Municipality wants to get
into the private road business. . Ms. Spencer agreed with Councillor Cooper's
comments, but she felt it would mean the County will be taking construction
standards and maintenance from the Province and putting it into the hands of

the Municipality because thevy would be the Municipality's standards. She
stated the County is not in a financial position to do this. Ms. Spencer
concluded that the matter of private roads was well discussed at all levels
during the planning process. She expressed hope that Council will allow the

Plan and By-law to proceed, because the matter of road standards and upgrading
would be a major amendment that can be dealt with more effectively at a later
date.

Councillor Horne maintained that there is a need for a policy statement

concerning the wupgrading of private roads to safer standards before this Plan
and By-law are approved.

Deputy Warden McInroy stated that other than a general policy statement to
endorse the intention to deal with private roads and the upgrading of such,
there is not much more Council can do. Ms. Spencer agreed, stating Council can
identify that they will pursue this issue, but she recommended that the word
"support" be eliminated, given its implications.

Councillor Cooper stated the Plan should not be delayed, but there should be a
response to the concerns. He asked if there is any means to restrict the use
of the lands on private roads to those that will create the least safety
hazards to the residents until something more is done. Ms. Spencer suggested
that would be a major amendment to the Plan without prior notice to the
residents. he stated before such an amendment could be approved by Council,
it would have to be presented to the people and to the solicitor for a legal
opiniofl.

Deputy Warden McInroy suggested that Council proceed to the public hearing
stage, and that in the meantime staff prepare a policy as suggested by
Councillor Horne. Mr. Butler expressed no difficulty with providing a policy
encouraging a solution to this problem, but he did not want to suggest in an
way that a commitment will be found.

Councillor Merrigan asked if it would be possible for the County to expropriate
a4 private road to bring it up to Department of Transportation standards if a
certain percentage of the land owners along the road were in agreement. Ms.
Spencer noted the financial commitment that would be involved in such a policy,
including expropriation. She suggested that the Minister of Municipal Affairs
would never approve such a policy because it would conflict with that of the
Department of Transportation.

Councillor Poirier suggested that legal advice be sought for any policy before
it is approved so the Municipality does not become financially responsible.
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It was moved by Councillor Sutherland, seconded by Counciller Fralick:
"THAT a public hearing be held on April 24, 1989 at 7 p.m. to
deal with the adoption of the Municipal Planning Strategy and
Land Use By-law for Planning Districts 14 and 17, including the
amendments are presented at this meeting;

ALSO THAT an attempt be made to implement a policy statement to
deal with standard criteria for private roads.”

MOTION CARRIED - 1 NO
ADJOURNMENT
It was moved by Councillor Sutherland, seconded by Councillor Adams:

"THAT this meeting adjourn."
MOTICN CARRIED

The meeting adjourned at 8:40 p.m.
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