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RECOMMENDATION - 1988 STIPENDS ADVISORY COMMITTEE
REPORT REGARDING REDUCTION OF COUNCIL MEMBERSHIP ON
VARIOUS COMMITTEES/BOARDS/COMMISSIONS

By memorandum Joan Pryde, Deputy Clerk, requested
Council's consideration to the recommendation by the
Stipends Advisory Committee 1988 Report respecting
the possible reduction of Council appointees to
serve on various Boards/Committees/Commissions.
Noting that this matter was now being considered by
the By-Law Review Committee, it was suggested by
Mrs. Pryde, that the Committee could defer
consideration of recommendations respecting
amendments to By-Laws which would be required in
several cases, 1if Town Council would prefer to work
for a year or two under the existing framework oprior
to considering reductions of representation.

It was agreed that this matter should be deferred
for a period of at least one vear.

PROPOSED FENCING - RIDGEVALE PARKLAND

By memorandum, Council was advised of the desire of
a property owner of land abutting the tot lot in

Ridgevale Subdivision to have fencing erected
between the two properties. It was noted that the
total cost of the desired fencing was in the

vicinity of $3,200 and that the property owner was
willing to share to the extent of 25 percent of the
cost if the Town would pay the balance of 75 percent.

In speaking to the matter Deputy Mayor Kelly
expressed the opinion that it was an obligation of
the Town to consider the cost-sharing of this

expenditure.

ON MOTION of Deputy Mayor Kelly and Councillor
Goucher it was “‘moved that Town Council agree to the
erection of a fence between the Ridgevale Parkland
and the abutting property owner with the cost to be
divided 75 percent to the Town and 25 percent to the
abutting property owner.™
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CON'T

During discussion of the Motion it was suggested by
the Chief Administrative Officer that cost-sharing
in the amount suggested might set a precedent for
future situations given the absence of any
established policies.

The Motion was put to the meeting and was defeated.
Councillor Walker, Councillor Draper, Councillor
Huntington and Councillor Cosgrove voted against the
Motion.

NOTICE OF RECONSIDERATION

Deputy Mayor Kelly served Notice of Reconsideration
of the Motion at the next Regular Session of Council.

ON MOTION of Councillor Walker and Councillor

Huntington it was moved that the Chief
Administrative Officer be authorized to undertake
negotiations with the Ridgevale Resident's
Association to ascertain the interest of the

Association in this manner.

During discussion of the Motion the Chairman of the
Resident's Association expressed some concern with
respect to whether or not the residents would wish
to undertake responsibility for the <cost of the
fencing.

The Motion was put to the meeting and approved.

Deputy Mayor Kelly voted against the Motion.

MOTION OF SUPPORT FOR PROPOSED SUN RADIO - FM
STATION - TOWN OF BEDFORD

Deputy Mayvor Kelly requested the approval of Council
for the following Motion respecting a proposed new
radio station in the Town of Bedford:

WHEREAS: an application 1is ©presently before the

C.RaT.Ch (Canadian Radio and Television
Commission) proposing a new F.M. radio
station for the Halifax/Dartmouth,

Bedford/Sackville Metropolitan Area, and




REGULAR SESSION - TOWN COUNCIL - JANUARY 16, 1989

135

13,1

1311

13.1.2

Page 14

WHEREAS: if approved the establishment of this new
F.M. radio station will fill a present
void 1in the metro area with respect to the
type of '"easy listening' music being
proposed by Sun Radio, and

WHEREAS: if approved, this new radio station 1is
proposed to be located within Bedford, and

WHEREAS: the proponents of this application are
soliciting support for same,

BE IT THEREFORE RESOLVED, that the Town Council of
the Town of Bedford provide their official support
by way of a letter to the C.R.T.C.

The Motion was put to the meeting and was approved

unanimously.

REPORTS: BOARDS/COMMITTEES/COMMISSIONS

RECREATION COMMISSION

APPOINTMENT OF CHAIRMAN

Robert Nauss, Director of Recreation, advised
Council that, at a meeting of the Recreation
Commission, Ann MacVicar was re-elected Chairman of
the Commission for the ensuing vyear. He requested

the concurrence of Town Council to this appointment.

ON MOTION of Deputy Mayvor Kelly and Councillor
Goucher it was moved that Town Council confirm the
appointment of Ann MacVicar as Chairman of the
Bedford Recreation Commission for the vyear 1989,
Motion approved unanimously.

APPOINTMENT OF CO-CHAIR - BEDFORD DAYS

Robert Nauss, Director of Recreation requested the
appointment of a member of Town Council to act as
the Co-Chair of the Bedford Days Committee for the
year 1989. Mr. Stephen Oickle has already been
appointed by the Commission as one of the Co-Chairs.
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CON'T
ON MOTION of Deputy Mayor and Councillor Walker it
was moved that Councillor Anne Cosgrove be appointed

as the Co-Chair of the Bedford Days Committee for
the year 1989. Motion approved unanimously.

BEDFORD PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO TERMS OF REFERENCE

By memorandum Chris Nolan, Chairman, Bedford
Planning Advisory Committee requested the
concurrence of Town Council for revisions to the
Terms of Reference for the Bedford Planning Advisory
Committee same would accomodate the extension of
terms of office for three members of the Committee
pending the completion of the Municipal Planning
Strategy.

ON MOTION of Councillor Walker and Councillor
Goucher it was moved that, in recognition of the
workload generated by the Municipal Planning
Strategy Review, Council hereby amends the Terms of
Reference of the Bedford Planning Advisory Committee
as follows:

Clause 3.1 - the Committee shall consist of eleven
members: 3 Councillors, at least 1 Council member
appointed to B.P.A.C. shall also be appointed to the
Bedford Waters Advisory Committee, and 9 residents
of the Town.

Clause 3.2 a quorum shall be a simple majority of
seven.

These temporary Terms of Reference shall expire at
the time the Municipal Planning Strategy in draft
form is directed to Town Council for consideration.

The Motion was put to the meeting and approved
unanimously.
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REPORT OF JANUARY 12, 1989 B.P.A.C MEETING

By memorandum Steve Moir, Senior Planner, reported
to Town Council with respect to details of the
recent meeting of the Bedford Planning Advisory
Committee which took place on January 12, 1989.

ON MOTION of Councillor Walker and Deputy Mayor
Kelly it was moved that Town Council authorize the
Chief Administrative Officer to set a date and time
for a Public Hearing respecting the application of
Redden Brothers for a Contract Development Agreement
respecting development of lands 1located 1in the
Oakridge Subdivision. Motion approved unanimously.

EXTENSION OF TIME OF MEETING

ON MOTION of Deputy Mayor Kelly and Councillor
Goucher it was moved that the time of the meeting be
extended to 11:00 p.m. Motion approved unanimously.

BEDFORD VOLUNTEER FIRE DEPARTMENT - ELECTION OF

OFFICERS

Town Council was advised of the election of the
following officers for the ensuing vyear of the
Bedford Volunteer Fire Department:

Chief - David Selig

Deputy Chief - Peter Dickinson

Assistant Deputy Chief - Don McCarthy

Captains - Marc Lavoie, Nevil Wheaton, Jim Gates,
Lieuts. Gary Burke, Steve Crooks, Gordon Long
Secretary - Peter Selig

Treasurer - Lloyd Mitchell

ON MOTION of Deputy Mayor Kelly and Councillor
Huntington it was moved that the Town Council
approve and confirm the officers of the Bedford
Volunteer Fire Department for the vyear 1989 as
elected by the Department. Motion approved
unanimously.

FIRE CHIEF'S MONTHLY REPORT - BEDFORD FIRE DEPARTMENT

The Fire Chief's monthly report for the month of
December 1988 was received for information.
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STAFF REPORTS

PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT CONTROL YEAR END REVIEW

By memorandum Barry Zwicker, Director of Planning
and Development Control submitted a summary of all
subdivison activity within the Town of Bedford for

the calendar year 1988. In particular, he noted
that there were 86 applications for subdivision
approvals processed during the vyear and that the
total number of 1lots approved through these 86

applications was 428,

CON'T

During discussfion of the report Mr. Zwicker was
asked if, some time in the future, a report could be
developed indicating the historical trend of
development over a four or five year period. Mr.
Zwicker responded in the affirmative.

BUILDING INSPECTOR'S YEAR END REVIEW

Copies of the Building Inspector's Report for the
year 1988 were circulated to members of Council,
During a review of this report which indicated all
activity for the year 1988, Mr. Zwicker advised
Council of his opinion respecting the variation in
the statistics from those of 1987.

CORRESPONDENCE

MR. DON BOWER - RESIGNATION AS CO-ORDINATOR/CHAIRMAN
- E.M.O0.

Copies of correspondence from Mr. Don Bower,
Co-Ordinator/Chairman of the E.M.0., were circulated
to members of Council in which Mr. Bower submitted
his resignation from the positon

Co-Ordinator/Chairman of the E.M.O.
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155501 CON'T
ON MOTION of Deputy Mavor Kelly and Counciller
Cosgrove it was moved that the resignation of Mr.
Bower be accepted with regret and that this matter
be deferred to the E.M.0. Executive Committee for
recommendation; futher, that Dan R. English be
appointed as interim Co-Ordinator/Chairman pending a
new appointment. Motion approved unanimously.

16. NOTICES OF MOTION
NIL

17. QUESTIONS

17.1 STATUS SHEET
The Status Sheet dated January 16, 1989 was received
for information.

18. ADDED ITEMS
NIL

19, OTHER
NIL

20. ADJOURNMENT
ON MOTION of Councillor Huntington and Councillor
Draper the meeting adjourned at approximately 11:00
p.m.

ol
MAYOR"

£ Yz
CHIEF AD

HINISTRA;}V




y a\ TOWN OF BEDFORD

PUBLIC HEARING #89-01
MONDAY, FEBRUARY 13, 1989

A Public Hearing of the Town Council of the Town of Bedford was
held on Mondavy, February 13, 1989, 74 . DMy in the Council
Chambers, Suite 400, Bedford Tower, Bedford, Nova Scotia, Mayor
Peter Christie presiding.

Deputy Mayor Peter Kelly and Councillors Anne Cosgrove, Peggy
Draper, Len Goucher, Don Huntington and Grant Walker were in
attendance at the commencement of the Session. Staff members
in attendance included Barry Zwicker, Director of Planning and
Development Control; Steve Moir, Senior Planner; Rick Paynter,
Director of Engineering and Works and Joan Pryde, Deputy Clerk.

Approximately 50 members of the general public were 1in
attendance at this Session.

PURPOSE OF PUBLIC HEARING

Mayor Christie advised that the purpose of the Public
Hearing was to receive written and verbal submissions
relative to a proposed Contract Development Agreement
between Redden Brothers Development Limited and the Town

of Bedford to permit the construction of two-family
dwellings on the 28 1lots in the Oakridge Subdivision
which are zoned R-1. The proposal includes the
construction of link homes on 12 1lots - #1, #9-14, and
#30-34, For 1lots #35-50 inclusive the Developer wishes

to be permitted to construct homes which would have
basement apartments.

STAFF REPORT

Steve Moir, Senior Planner, reviewed for the benefit of
Council details of the proposed agreement.

In particular Mr. Moir advised that the Development
Agreement Application is consistent with the residential
designation and the residential objective of the M.P.S.
which calls for the provision of high quality, mixed
housing types to meet the needs of a range of income
groups. He also noted that provisions are made for
buffering, screening and access control to reduce
potential incompatibility with adjacent land wuses and,
that it has been determined by staff, that the existing
services 1in the area are sufficient for the proposed
development.
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CON'T

He noted that there 1is some concern with respect to
traffic on the Rocky Lake Drive, in particular the
interesection with the Bedford Highway.

Mr. Moir also advised that, currently, the Waverley Road
School is under-populated and the School Board has
expressed the opinion that the proposed development will
actually be of benefit to the school.

QUESTIONS FROM COUNCIL

In response to some inquiries and concerns expressed by
Councillor Huntington and Councillor Walker respecting
this development, Mr. Moir read the text of the Motions
which were approved at a recent B.P.A.C. meeting
concerning this development proposal:

L Moved that B.P.A.C. recommend that Council consider
entering into a development agreement for the
present Redden Brothers proposal for construction of
two family dwellings on the 28 1lots 1in Oakridge
Subdivision which are zoned R-1.

2% Moved that B.P.A.C. strongly recommend to Council
that, if Council enters into a development agreement
with Redden Brothers as proposed, a provision for a
satisfactory buffer be introduced at the back of the
properties between Duffus Drive and Rockmanor Drive.

Councillor Goucher expressed some concern with respect to
the recommendations of staff and B.P.A.C. and reviewed
the objections previously stated with respect to the
original application for development approval.

In response to these concerns it was noted by staff that
the traffic problems at the intersection of Rocky Lake
Drive and the Bedford Highway are being addressed, that
the bulk and scale of the proposed building abutting the
single family development is not as imposing as that of
link homes and that the proposal is consistent with the
current M.P.S. and the current draft of the proposed
revised M.P.S. However, Council was cautioned that a
decision on any development proposal currently before
Council must be based on the current M.P.S., not the
proposed draft M.P.S.
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CON'T

In response to a request from Councillor Cosgrove, Barry
Zwicker, Director of Planning and Development Control
indicated the areas which have been deeded to the Town to
be wused as recreational areas. He noted that no piece of
such recreational land 1is actually the property or
dedicated to the use of any one subdivision, but is meant
to be parkland to be used and enjoyed by the whole of the
Town.

DEVELOPER'S SUBMISSION

Peter McDonough, Barrister and Solicitor, addressed
Council on behalf of Redden Brothers Development
Limited. He reviewed the history of the ©project and

noted that Mr. Redden was trying to develop the land with
some prospect of an economical return and also provide a
development that would be compatible with what currently
exists in the abutting areas.

Mr. McDonough suggested that the principle objection, in
his opinion, was the concern of abutting property owners
that this new development would be occupied by,
"renters," rather than, "owners'". He suggested that such
is not a wvalid arguement and also expressed the opinion
that, in all likelihood, these two-family dwellings would
be owner occupied as they would not be considered a
particularly good investment medium.

Mr. McDonough pointed out that it was general knowledge
that the housing industry has gone into a decline during
the past couple of years and that the proposed plan would
provide a wider range of more affordable types of
residential housing in the area.

Mr. McDonough also noted that the M.P.S. at this time
indicates the need for high quality, mixed housing types
to meet the needs of a range of 1income groups. He
expressed the opinion that this particular development 1is
compatible with this need.

Mr. McDonough concluded his comments by noting that there
are no servicing problems in the area, that the traffic
problems are being addressed whether or not the
development goes ahead, that the proposed homes have been
re-designed in order that the height and scale will have
no impact on Oakmount Subdivision homes and that B.P.A.C
and staff have recommended approval. In his opinion the
development proposal should be approved.
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J SUBMISSIONS FROM THE GENERAL PUBLIC

DAVID GOODMAN, addressed Council expressing the opinion
that the proponents are painting too «cozy a picture of
the possibility of parents and children living in these
homes. He suggested that the major criteria from the
Developer's point of view was financial viability.

IVAN BLAKE, addressed Council expressing the opinion that
the existing housing mix in the total area involved was
already a healthy balance and should not be changed. He
also noted that the homeowners in the Oakmount
Subdivision are also good businessmen and want to
preserve the value of their homes. It is the opinion of
the existing homeowners that there 1is no necessity to
change what is already a good mix (balance).

Mr. Blake also suggested that many people had bought
their homes 1in the Oakmount Area with the understanding
the abutting area would be developed as R-1. However,
during the past few months these same homeowners have
tried to work out a compromise with the Development
Company and have agreed that a percentage of the new lots
be developed for 1link homes with the proviso that the
balance of the lots remain R-1. For the benefit of those
in attendance at the meeting Mr. Blake indicated those
lots for which a change in designation would not be
opposed by the homeowners of Oakmount.

ROBERT BEARD, addressed Council advising that he would
like to see the development proposal approved in order
that he might buy such a home using the rental income of
the second unit to support his mortgage payments.

ATILEEN MCCORMICK, addressed Council asking for the
opinion of staff with respect to the approval of blocks
of R-1 or R-2 zoning in various subdivisions, suggesting
that in many cases this does not provide a mix of housing
types as suggested in the M.D.P. She also requested the
opinion of staff to the original plans for the Oakridge
Subdivision.

Mr. Zwicker reviewed the various plans which have been
suggested and expressed the opinion that the current
proposal is reasonable for that particular area.

IVAN BLAKE, addressed Council again suggesting that there
currently exists a good mix of housing in the area and it
does not need to be re-adjusted.
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y Some discussion between Mr. Blake and Town Council
indicated that residents were not opposed to the idea of
providing extended facilities in a single family home
neighborhood for separate units of the same family, ie.
granny flats. At the same time they were opposed to the
initial development of these homes as two family wunits 1in
a single family neighborhood.

‘ DAVID BETHUNE, addressed Council expressing a negative
opinion of the proposed development.

ELLIE STALKER, addressed Council advising that she was
speaking on behalf of the Ridgevale Homeowners
Association. Mrs. Stalker expressed the opinion that the
proposed development agreement should not be approved and
noted that residents of her subdivision could be in the
same position due to the fact that there is still a great
deal of R-1 zoned land which has not yet been developed.

PETER MCDONOUGH, addressed Council suggesting that the

idea that the mix is already there is erroneous. He also
questioned the concern with respect to R-2 housing asking
the question, "what is the concern with the idea that two

family homes will be built when it is well known that the
| quality of the building will be high?"

| A general discussion ensued between Town Council and

staff, and it was mnoted by Mr. Zwicker that, at the
present time, a granny flat in a R-1 zone 1is either
non-conforming or illegal. This opinion was offered in

response to a suggestion that the proposed two dwelling
unit houses be built without finishing the lower level in
the initial stage, leaving it up to the buyer to finish
the 1lower level as a separate apartment if he or she
wished.

IVAN BLAKE, again addressed Council noting that the
Oakmount Homeowner's have tried to take a principled

approach in 1looking at the whole area to determine
whether the housing mix 1is balanced and appropriate at
the present time. He also noted that the residents of

Oakmount did not raise the question of whether these
units would be owner occupied or renter occupied.

SONYA VERABIOFF, addressed Council expressing the opinion
that, in the case of blocks of R-2 development, some
control is 1lost with respect to who will buy and occupy
the homes.
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) JOHN MERRICK, addressed Council noting that there is a
difference with respect to a lot of 1land which is zoned
R-1 containing a single family home and another property
which is a piece of R-1 zoned land which wup to now has
not been developed. He expressed the opinion, that the
Town should act to ensure that there is a stabilizing of
the real meaning of R-1 zoning.

TAN PALMER, addressed Council asking for information with
\ respect to the probable purchase price of one of the
proposed wunits. He was informed that they would, in all
likelihood, sell in the area of $135,000,

JIM MACRAE, addressed Council advising that he was not 1in
favour of the ©proposal. In response to an inquiry he
received an explanation of the difference between a
change 1in =zoning to R-2 and the requested development
agreement.

Mr. MacRae also requested information respecting the
construction and occupancy of R-2 homes in the area. He
further questioned the usefullness of the proposed buffer
between the two subdivisions.

AL, CHAISSON, addressed Council, speaking in favour of the

| proposed agreement and mnoting that there 1is a current
demand for the type o0f homes which are being proposed.
He further noted that the proposed change 1is a commonly
accepted change that 1is occuring across Canada and
illustrates the type of development that is needed in the
Town at this time.

DAVID BETHUNE, addressed Council questioning whether or

not a proposed price of $135,000 can be considered a

reasonable cost for a moderate home noting, that in his

opinion, the basement apartment income will not assist in
, arranging a mortgage.

ARNOLD JONES, addressed Council suggesting that, when
people move into amn area, they are given assurance of
what the future planning will be in the adjacent areas.
The residents would 1like to see some consistency and
credibility in the planning of the Town on an on-going
basis.

AILEEN MCCORMICK, addressed Council asking whether or not

link homes are selling quickly. The developer did not
elect to answer this question. In response to her
' inquiry as to whether or not the bungalow style homes
with basement apartments will sell quickly, he answered,
"I hope so."
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QUESTIONS FROM COUNCIL

In response to an inquiry from Deputy Mayor Kelly as to
when Council might discuss possible alternatives to the
contract development agreement proposal, he was informed
that this would be possible when consideration of the
contract goes before Council.

ADJOURNMENT

In response to three calls from the Mayor there were no
further submissions from the general ©public and the
Public Hearing was declared adjourned at approximately
8:45 p.m.

CHIEF

/'\%/ b %/fﬂ?éq

ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER




Meeting #10 Fourth Council

TOWN OF BEDFORD
REGULAR COUNCIL SESSION
MONDAY, FEBRUARY 13, 1989

A Regular Session of the Town Council of the Town of Bedford
took place on Monday, February 13, 1989, 8:45 p.m. in the
Council Chambers, Suite 400, Bedford Tower, Bedford, Nova
Scotia, Mayor Peter Christie presiding.

L LORD'S PRAYER

Mavor Christie opened the Session by the leading of
the Lord's Prayer.

2. ATTENDANCE

Deputy Mavyor Peter Kelly and Councillors Anne
Cosgrove, Peggy Draper, Len Goucher, Don Huntington
and Grant Walker were in attendance at the
commencement of the Session.

Staff members attending this Session included Dan R.
English, Chief Administrative Officer; Joan Pryde,
Deputy Clerk; Barry Zwicker, Director of Planning
and Development Control;g Steve Moir, Senior Planner
and Rick Paynter, Director of Engineering and Works.

3 APPROVAL OF MINUTES

3.1 REGULAR SESSION - JANUARY 16, 1989 NO. 8

ON MOTION of Deputy Mayor Kelly and Councillor
Huntington it was moved that the minutes of the
Regular Session of January 16, 1989 be approved.
Motion approved unanimously.

4. ADDITIONS/DELETIONS TO ORDER OF BUSINESS

ON MOTION of Councillor Cosgrove and Deputy Mavor
Kelly it was moved that Item # 9.1 - Public Hearing
- #89-01 re Contract Development Agreement
Application - Oakridge Subdivision - be removed from
the agenda and deferred to the next Regular
meeting. Motion approved unanimously.
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CON'T

On the request of Councillor Goucher it was agreed
that an item, "By-Law Respecting Rules of Order," be
placed on the agenda as Item 19.1.

On the request of Councillor Walker it was agreed
that an item, '"Motion Relative to Designation of
International Day for the Elimination of
Discrimination," be placed on the agenda as Item 19.2

APPROVAL OF ORDER OF BUSINESS

ON MOTION of Deputy Mavor Kelly and Councillor
Cosgrove it was moved that the Order of Business as
amended be approved. Motion approved unanimously.

NOTICE OF RECONSIDERATION

NOTICE OF RECONSIDERATION SERVED BY COUNCILLOR
WALKER RESPECTING MOTION APPROVED JANUARY 16, 1989
RELATIVE TO APPROVAL OF CONTRACT DEVELOPMENT
AGREEMENT BETWEEN TOWN OF BEDFORD AND BEDFORD
VILLAGE PROPERTIES LIMITED

By memorandum Joan Pryde, Deputy Clerk, advised
Council with respect to the text of a Motion that
was approved at the Town Council meeting held on
January 16, 1989 and for which subsequently Notice
of Reconsideration was served by Councillor Walker:

"Moved that the Town of Bedford approve in principle
the entering into of a Contract Development
Agreement with Bedford Village Properties Ltd. for
the development of lands abutting Moirs Mill Road as
proposed subject to:

it The development being, 'phased-in" over three
years.
2 That the density of the &entire development be

no greater than ten units per acre.

3. That concerns respecting minimum site
disturbance and the placement of sidewalks
within the development be reviewed by the

Director of Planning and Development Control."
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CON'T

Councillor Goucher raised a point of order with
respect to the Notice of Reconsideration expressing
the opinion that a Councillor who had originally
abstained from voting on the question should not be
able to serve Notice of Reconsideration.

Mayor Christie advised that in his opinion the
Notice of Reconsideration was in order given his
interpretation of Section 41 (1) of the Rules of
Order By-Law.

Councillor Walker moved the Motion of
Reconsideration.In speaking to the Motion he
expressed the opinion that the proposed development
was appropriate for the site involved and would
provide the town with additional high quality
housing of varying types as recommended by the M.P.S.

The Motion was seconded by Councillor Huntington.

The Motion was put to the meeting and was approved.
Councillor Goucher and Councillor Draper voted
against the Motion.

Mayvor Christie read the text of the original Motion
and advised Council that it was now open for further
discussion.

In response to an 1inquiry from Council, Barry
Zwicker, Director of Planning and Development
Control, reviewed the densities of various

residential developments throughout the metro area
including the Town of Bedford, and also explained
for the benefit of Council the difference between
gross and net density .

In response to a further inquiry from Council, Mr.
Zwicker advised the reasons why the development, as
proposed, is suitable for the location involved, but

might not be suitable for alternative sites.

During the ensuing discussions some concern was
expressed by Council that the overall density of
development in the Bedford Village Property area is
increasing slowly.
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b 6.1 CON'T

ON MOTION of Councillor Walker and Councillor
Huntington it was moved that the Motion be amended
by the elimination of paragraph 2, "that the density
of the entire development be mno greater than ten
units per acre."

The amendment was put to the Motion and was
approved. Councillor Goucher and Councillor Draper
voted against the Motion.

The amended Motion was put to the meeting and was
approved. Councillor Goucher and Councillor Draper
voted against the amended Motion.

6.2 NOTICE OF RECONSIDERATION SERVED BY DEPUTY MAYOR
KELLY RESPECTING MOTION RELATIVE TO COST-SHARING OF
FENCING BETWEEN TOT LOT AND ABUTTING PROPERTY IN
RIDGEVALE SUBDIVISION

Mayor Christie advised Council that Notice of
Reconsideration was served by Deputy Mavor Kelly
with respect to the following Motion which was

defeated at a recent meeting of Town Council:

"Moved that Town Council agree to the erection of a

fence between the Ridgevale Parkland and the
abutting property owner with the cost to be divided
75 percent to the Town and 25 percent to the

abutting property owner."

Deputy Mayor Kelly moved the Motion to reconsider
expressing the opinion that the ©property owner
involved is not being treated fairly, and it is in
the 1interest of the Town and the property owner to
review this matter with the desire to come to an
equitable solution.

The Motion to reconsider was seconded by Councillor
Walker.

The Motion was put to the meeting and was approved.
Councillor Huntington voted against the Motion.

Mayor Christie advised that the original Motion was
now open for further discussion







