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one—way designation. she has witnessed drivers becoming very frustrated with the way 
traffic is re-directed. and that children playing on the street along Shoreview Drive 
(where she resides) have been affected by an increased flow of re-directed traffic. 

Councillor Goucher suggested this decision was made too quickly, and that the rights 
of other residents have been infringed upon. ‘ 

Councillor Cosgrove agreed. noting that Council should have checked with the 
Traffic Management or Fire Department on this decision. 

The Motion was put to the meeting and was CARRIED. (Deputy Mayor 
Oickle was opposed.) 

Pleasant Street - One Way Street Designation 

By memorandum dated January 20, 1993, Mr. Rick Paynter, Director of Engineering 
and Works and Town Traffic Authority, presented a Staff response to a petition 
against the one-way designation for Pleasant Street. 

ON MOTION of Counciitor Davies and Counciiior Goucher, it was moved that 
Councit support the cortciusions in the Director of Engineering ’s report, and that, 
under the direction of the Engineering Department, a Public Forum be heiti to 
receive input and suggested Soiutiorts from residents, to be brought back to 
Council within 30 days. 

ON MOTION of Courtcitior Gaucher and Councittor Cosgrove, it was moved 
to A.-IIEND the Motion such that Council direct the Engineering Department to 
take immediate steps to correct the sight-iiue problems on Pieasant Street by 
cutting back of shrubbeiy. The Motion was CARRIED. (Deputy Mayor Oiclde 
abstained.) 

The Amended Motion was then put to the meeting and was CARRIED. 
(Deputy Mayor Oickle abstained.) 

MOTIONS — NIL 

NEW’ BUSINESS 

Consideration - Resident 1993194 Tax Exemption 

By memorandum dated January 22, 1993, Mr. Ron Singer, Director Of Finance,
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presented the recommended 1993/94 Resident Tax Exemption for approval by 
Council. 

Mayor Kelly suggested to Council they consider raising the exemption to $400.00 
from $385.00. 

ON MOTION of Councillor Goucher and Deputy Mayor Oickle, it was moved 
that the 1993/94 Resident Tax Exemption be granted to all qualified applicants 
in the amount of $400.00, in accordance with the resolution attached, dated 
January 26, I993. The Motion was unanimously approved. 

Status Report - 1993194 Operating and Capital Budgets 

Mr. Dan English. ChiefAdrninistrative Officer, noted thata first draft of the 1993/94 
Operating and Capital Budget will be presented for discussion at a special meeting 
of Council on February 16, 1993- at 7:00 p.m. 

M.P.S. Review 

Mayor Kelly suggested that a review of the M.P.S., with translations of certain areas 
of the document. should be initiated. 

ON MOTION of Councillor Goucher and Councillor Cosgrove the matter of a 
review of the M.P.S. be referred to B.P.A.C., B.l/V'.A-C. and B.R.A.C. for 
comment and indication of each committee’: concerns. 

Deputy Mayor Oickle suggested it should be referred to all Town committees, 
commissions and boards. 

The Motion was put to the Meeting and was LOST. 

ON MOTION of Councillor Cosgrove and Councillor Goucher, it was moved 
that the matter of a review of the M. P. S. be referred to the Planning Department, 
to identify the appropriate committees that should be involved. The Motion was 
CARRIED. (Mayor Kelly and Deputy Mayor Oickle were opposed.) 

REPORTS 
COMMYITEESICOMMISSIONSIBOARDS
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Planning Advisory Committee 

A. BPAC Information Report 

The report dated January 14, 1993 was included in the agenda package for the 
information of Council. Councillor Davies suggested that Planning Staff provide an 
update on the status of the Sewage Treatment Plan expansion, including timing and 
cost factors. 

Mr. Zwiclter agreed, and suggested that an interim strategy plan also be developed 
by Staff. 

B. Bedford Park Development Agreement 

By memorandum dated January 21. 1993, Donna Davis-Lohnes reported the options 
available to Council on this matter, given that B.P.A.C. had voted to support a 
recommendation of the Planning Department that Town Council not amend the 
existing Development Agreement. 

ON MOTION of Councillor Goucher and Councillor Davies, it was moved that 
Town Council authorize the Chief Administrative Ojficer to schedule a Public 
Hearing on the Application for Amendment. The Motion was unanimously 
approved. 

Bv-Law{Policv Aclvisorv Committee 

By memorandum dated January 21, 1993. Mr. Dan English. Chief Administrative 
Office r, re ported on several Policy/Procedu re changes, and other items. brought forth 
by the committee. 

A. Proposed Policy - Roadside Improvements Works 

ON MOTION of Councillor Gottchcr and Councillor Davies, it was moved that 
Town Council adopt the proposed Poiicjv regarding Roadside Drainage Ditch 
!nfit'ling and/or improvement works, as provided in the package. The Motion 
was unanimously approved. 

8. Sewer Installation Policy #2420] 

ON MOTION of Councillor Cosgrove and Councillor Davies, it was moved that 
Town Council adopt Policy #P-2420i for Sewer Installation, as provided in the
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package. The Motion was unanimously approved. 

C. BPAC Terms of Reference 

By memorandum dated November 6, 1992, Mr. Dan English, Chief Administrative 
Officer, reported on suggestions that arose from discussion by and with the By- 
Law/Policy Advisory Committee and Planning and Economic Development Staff. 
with respect to the role and Terms of Reference of B.P.A.C. 

ON MOTION of Counciilor Cosgrove and Cotmciiior Davies, it was moved that 
a closer link between B.P.A. C. and the Town ’s Economic Development 
Commission be estabiished through the appointment of a committee member who 
serves on both. 

Mayor Kelly indicated this could not be acheived until next November, when 
committee appointments are again up for renewal. Councillor Cosgrove inquired 
whether a change in committee appointments could be worked out, since new 
committee appointments had only just commenced for 1993. Mayor Kelly indicated 
this would be looked into. 

Councillor Goucher suggested the matter be deferred until the receipt of a report 
from Councillor Cosgrove and himself, as members of a Bedford Board of Trade 
committee, which will be forthcoming. Council agreed to defer consideration on 
these matters until receipt of the BBOT report. 
D. Council Meetings with Advisory Committees 

ON MOTION of Councillor Gaucher and Councillor Davies, it was moved that 
Council, on an annual basis, meet with all members of each of the Advisory 
Committees to review the function and role of their respective grottp. This 
meeting shottid occur as soon as possible following the annttai November 
appointments by Town Council. The Motion was unanimously approved. 

F. Notices of Reconsideration Procedures 

Councillor Goucher noted this has been looked at before, when Council used to 
meet once a month, and the delay time after a Notice of Reconsideration was given 
was 30 days. It is now 14 days, and is within the Rules of Order. He suggested that 
the current procedure is a part of the process and is fair. 

Councillor Cosgrove suggested that one point that needs particular review, is how 
other municipalities deal with a Notice of Reconsideration when it is given by a
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Council member who abstains from voting. 

ON MOTION of Councillor Cosgrove and Councillor Davies, it was moved that 
the Notices of Reconsideration Procedures be reviewed by the By-LawiPoiicy 
Advisory Committee. 

ON MOTION of Counciiior Goucher, it was moved that the Motion be 
AMENDED such that the review deai with the matter of abstentions only. The 
Motion was LOST; no seconder. 

The Motion was put to the Meeting and was CARRIED. (Councillor Goucher 
voted against the Motion.) 

Bedford Board of Health - Annual Report 

ON MOTION of Councillor Cosgrove and Counciiior Goucher, it was moved 
that Councii accept the Bedford Board of Health Annual Report as tabled. The 
Motion was unanimously approved. 

Transit Advisorv Committee - Verbal - Councillor Len Goucher 

Councillor Goucher reported that B.T.A.C. had met for the first time in 1993 on 
Friday, January 22. 1993. Mr. Neil Smith was elected Chair; Ms. Bunty Hamilton 
was elected Vice-Chair. 

The committee passed a Motion of support for a Metropolitan Authority Motion 
against the elmination of Provincial transit funding. 

A draft of an Access-A-Bus study was tabled, and the committee will be reviewing 
the final report at the next meeting. 

ON MOTION of Deputy Mayor Oickie and Councillor Cosgrove. it was moved 
that the meeting be extended to IL-00 p.m. The Motion was CARRIED- 
(Councillor Goucher was opposed.) 

DEPARTMENTAL
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Finance Report - Information Item - 1993 Assessment Roll 

By memorandum dated January 8, 1993, Mr. Ron Singer, Director of Finance, 
provided an analysis report on the 1993 Assessment Roll. He also circulated a 
Supplementary Report dated January 22, 1993. 

Mr. Singer verbally noted that the Provincial Assessment Department’s new 
computerized system has meant increases or decreases in the assessed values of 
homes in Bedford, and that many calls and inquiries from residents expressing their 
concern have been received. 

Mr. Singer indicated the new system should “ensure fairness, uniformity and equity 
in the assessed values of commercial, residential and resource property." 

Mayor Kelly noted that the appeal process deadline on assessments is February 9, 
I993. 

CORRESPONDENCE 
Citizens Against Incineration - Proposed Metropolitan Waste to Energy Facility 

The correspondence was included in the agenda package for the information of 
Council. It was not discussed. 

Request for Support - UNSM - RCMP Cost Recoveries and Grants-in-Lieu 
The correspondence was included in the agenda package for the information of 
Council. It was not discussed. 

MOTIONS OF RECONSIDERATION 
Development AgreementApplication - Parcel M-1 - Bedford Village - Councillor Len 
Goucher 

The Motion to be reconsidered was read into the minutes:
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ON MOTION of Councillor Hutt and Councillor Macl_.ean, it was moved that 
Town Council agree to enter into a Development Agreement with Bedford 
Village Properties for Parcel M-1, subject to the amendment of Section 25 of 
the Agreement, to include the following sub-clauses (i) and (j) which have 
been agreed upon by the proponent: 

(i) The Developer agrees to engage P.Lane & Associates to prepare an 
Environmental Impact Study and to develop a detailed Environmental 
Protection Plan which would include the designing of all protection measures 
to be utilized during construction, phasing, amount of exposed areas. This 
report would then become Appendix "D" to this Development Agreement. 

(j) The Developer agrees to be responsible for maintaining the filter 
walkway system until all construction adjacent to that portion of the filter 
walkway is completed and the outside filter along that section is cleaned or 
replaced as appropriate. 

Councillor Goucher urged Council to think about the people of Bedford, who put 
their confidence and trust in Council. and think about the confidence and trust 
among Council members. He noted that Bedford is heavy with public committmeflt. 
and that Council asks people to become involved through Public Hearings, 
Information Meetings and Advisory Committees. He asked that Council think about 
the messages that are being sent out to the people. 

Discussion was then raised with respect to a letter that had been received in the 
Town office on January 25, 1993. addressed to the Mayor and Council, but which 
had not been circulated prior to this meeting. Mayor Kelly noted that a legal 
opinion as to whether the letter should be circulated had been sought. Mr. Peter 
Mclnroy, legal counsel, had advised that. in his opinion, it would be inappropriate 
for Council to read and discuss the letter prior to dealing with the Motion of 
Reconsideration. 

Councillor MacLean indicated that he wished it recorded that he had received the 
letter and read it, and also spoke to the person who wrote it. 

Councillor Goucher stated he felt the letter would not prejudice anything, and noted 
the letter could have been circulated before the meeting; there was nothing stopping 
the writer from delivering the letter to the homes of Council members. 

Mayor Kelly called a short recess in order to contact Mr. Peter Mclnroy for 
confirmation of legal opinion on the letter. When Council resumed, he indicated the 
legal opinion was still that Council is advised to not discuss the letter prior to dealing
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with the Motion of Reconsideration. 

ON MOTION of Councillor Goucher and Councillor Cosgrove, it was moved 
that Council RE CONSIDER the Motion of January 12, 1993 on a Development 
Agreement with Bed ford Village Properties. The Motion was LOST. (Councillor 
Goucher, Councillor Cosgrove and Mayor Kelly voted in favour; Councillor 
Davies, Councillor MacLcan and Deputy Mayor Oickle were opposed.) 

Councillor Goucher stated that he did not support the decision of Council, and that 
if an appeal is filed, he will support the appeal in any way possible. 

MOTION OF RESCISSION — NIL 
NOTICES OF MOTIONS - NIL 

DEPARTMENTAL INFORMATION REPORTS - Deferred 
Fire Chief's Monthly Report - Month of November and December, 1992 - Deferred 

Building lnspector’s Monthly Report Month of November and December, 1992 - 

Deferred 

QUESTIONS - NIL 

ADDED ITEMS - NIL 
AD OURNMENT 

ON MOTION of Councillor Gaucher and Deputy Mayor Oickle, it was moved 
to adjourn the 54th Regular Session of the Town of Bedford at approximately 
11-10 pm. The motion was unanimously approved. 

~ ~ fl "A /' 

CHIEF ADMINISTRATH7/OFFICER7'



MEETING #55 
TOWN OF BEDFORD 

Regular Session 

Tuesday, February 9, 1993 

A Regular Session of the Town Council of the Town of Bedford took place on Tuesday, 
February 9, 1993 at 7:00 pm. in the Council Chambers, Suite 400, Bedford Tower, Bedford, 
Nova Scotia. 

1. LORD’S PRAYER 

Mayor Peter Kelly opened the Session by the leading of the Lord's Prayer. 

ATTENDANCE 
Deputy Mayor Stephen Oickle and Councillors Anne Cosgrove, John Davies, Len 
Goucher, Harris Hutt and Bill MacLean were in attendance at the commencement 
of the Meeting. 

Staff members in attendance included Dan English, Chief Administrative Officer; 
Barry Zwicker, Director of Planning and Development Control; Rick Paynter, 
Director of Engineering and Works; and Ron Singer, Director of Finance. 

Approximately 30 residents and the 2nd Bedford Scout Troop were present. 

Mayor Kelly extended a special welcome to the 2nd Bedford Scout Troop and 
Leader Ron Hiltz. 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES - #54 - Regular Session - January 26, 1993 

ON MOTION of Councillor Gaucher and Councillor Cosgrove, it was moved 
to APPROVE the m1‘mue.s'f0r Rcgufm‘ Sc.s'.-n'0n #54 - January 26, I993. 
The Motion was unanimously approved. 

ADDITIONSQELETIONS TO ORDER OF BUSINESS 
The following additions were made to the Order of Business: 

Item 7.3 Letter - 2nd Bedford Scout Troop - Councillor Goucher
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APPROVAL OF ORDER OF BUSINESS 
ON MOTION of Councillor MacLean and Councillor‘ Gaucher, it was moved 
to approve the Order of Business as amended. The Motion was unanimously 
approved. 

DEFERRED BUSlNES§/BUSINESS ARISING FROM THE MINUTES 
Consideration - Proposed Lease to Purchase Agreement - Municipal Facilities - 

Boardwalk Development Ltd. re Bedford Waterfront 

Councillor Davies excused himself from discussion of this item due to a potential 
conflict of interest. 

By memorandum dated Februaiy 4, 1993, Mr. Dan English. Chief Administrative 
Officer. reported on the proposed lease to purchase agreement. Mr. Ron Singer, 
Director of Finance, also provided, by memorandum, a report on Financial 
Projections for the Boardwalk proposal (Appendix D). 

With the use of overheads, Mr. English reviewed the chronological history of the 
search for a Municipal Facilities site, noting the details were contained in Appendix 
A. He then reviewed a summary ofthe Boardwalk proposal, noting that Ron Singer 
would be verbally reviewing the financial details. Mr. English also showed a 
summary of the existing facilities and a space comparison of the two. The basic 
proposal is that the Town offices, Council Chambers and Bedford Branch Library 
will occupy 20,000 square feet of the 75.000 square foot Phase I facility. After 30 
years of lease payments, the Town will be able to purchase the entire 75,000 square 
foot building for the nominal fee of one dollar. 

Mr. English noted that there is a possibility of capital grants being available, 
particularly with respect to the Library. He also pointed out that the proposed 
Council Chambers, 4,518 square feet in size, would be designed for use as an 
auditorium or theatre, and could be revenue generating in that respect. 

Mr. Singer reviewed a summary of the Municipal Facility Options from year 1 to 40. 

Councillor MacLean questioned why the cost for the new facility is shown in "after 
tax" costs, while the costs for the current facility are not. He asked Mr. Singer to 
provide an example of comparing the two costs in "after tax" costs. 

Mr. Singer, using the year 5 figures, showed that the "after tax" costs would be almost
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identical for the two facilities. He pointed out that the Town will continue to receive 
taxes from the existing building even if the Town offices are not located there, but 
if the Town does not locate in the new Waterfront facility, it is not likely to proceed, 
and the Town will not receive any taxes from it. 

Councillor Goucher also reiterated the point that if the Town does not participate 
in occupying the new facility, the Town will not receive the projected tax revenue. 
He stated that this was an important factor, and should not be ignored. 

Councillor Hutt inquired about the proposed timing of the opening of Phase II of 
the facility. 

Mr. Bruce Christmas, representing Boardwalk Developments Ltd., was asked to 
speak to Council with regard to this. Mr. Christmas displayed a model of the full, 
three phase facility. He noted that the Clock Tower will now have enough revenue 
generating space in it to make an elevator economically viable. The elevator will 
take visitors to a top level viewing station. He noted other interesting ideas, such as 
placing a time capsule beneath the Tower, and also that the reflecting pool will have 
a self-draining mechanism to drain the pool at night for security reasons. 

He reported that, if the Town locates in Phase I, there is a strong interest in another 
35,000 square feet from other private sector tenants; 24,000 square feet of that is 
contingent on the Town being the lead tenant. This would leave 10,000 square feet 
to be rented. For Phase ll, an un-named organization has expressed strong interest 
in 36,000 square feet of space, which could accelerate it's development. Included in 
Phase II is a marina containing TF5 slips. Phase III is still speculative. 

Councillor Cosgrove inquired how funds for the Clock Tower elevator are proposed 
to be generated. Mr. Christmas indicated that a 1,700 to 1,800 square foot rental 
space has been added to the bottom of the tower, and it has been proposed that 
communications equipment be housed on the top of the tower. 

Councillor Hutt expressed concern that the Town might be asked to cover operating 
costs for unleased space in the facility, should no other tenants be found. Mr. 
Christmas stated that the Town will only be paying operating costs on the space they 
occupy. 

ON MOTION of C0ttt‘IClll()t‘ Goucher and Cottmillor Cosgrove, it was moved 
that Bedforcl Town Council authorize the Mayor and Chief Administrative Officer 
to execute, on behalf of the Town, a Lease to Purcltase Agreement with 
Boardwalk Development Ltd. for 20, 000 square feet of space to house the Town 
Office, Council Chambers/Cttltttral Centre and Libmty effective July I, 1994
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subject to a legal.’ review of the lease toipnrchase documentation and farther 
subject to Department of Municipal Affairs approval of the lease arrangements. 

Deputy Mayor Oickle stated that he could not support the Motion until Council has 
asked the residents of the town for input. He suggested that a Public Hearing should 
be held prior to a decision.

a 

Councillor Goucher noted that the concept of the new facility has not been a secret 
and is nothing new for the Town. He suggested that the proposal can only benefit 
the Town, which badly needs a multiple-use facility. Councillor Goucher suggested 
that since the bid to locate the waste-to-energy incinerator in Bedford has failed, the 
Town must find innovative means of offsetting the costs of such capital projects as 
the Mill Cove sewage treatment plan expansion, the proposed enhanced school 
facility, and the Burnside incinerator. He suggested that the money being currently 
spent on rent should be going toward ownership. 

Mr. Ron Singer, Director of Finance, was asked to estimate the cost to build the 
Phase I building, and to calculate the total expenditure of lease payments over 30 
years. He indicated that it would cost, roughly, $11 million to build and the Town 
would expend $18 million in lease payments over 30 years. 

Councillor Goucher pointed out that the future value of the building is roughly equal 
to the money expended. He stated that this was not a "foolish decision”, and he 
supports the Motion. He indicated that he understood Deputy Mayor Oickle’s 
concern, but that the concept has not been hidden from the public, and is nothing 
HCW. 

Councillor MacLean spoke to the Motion, indicating that the desire for the facility 
must be balanced with the ability to pay. He suggested that the Towns future is in 
question at this time by the prospect of municipal reform. He noted that various 
Ministers and the Implementation Commissioner, who spoke recently with Council, 
have all indicated that amalgamation of the four municipalities is definitely the plan 
for the future. Councillor MacLean suggested that this is not the time for the Town 
to be spending funds on a new facility. 

Councillor MacLean went on to suggest that it would be better to invest in some of 
the Town's other facilities, rather than in more attractive office space. He noted that 
the library and the offices are currently conveniently located compared to the 
proposed new location. 

Councillor MacLean furtl1er suggested that while the tax revenue is an important 
factor, he questioned whether the project would not survive without the Town’s
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participation. He suggested that it may be delayed, but that eventually the private 
sector would fill the space, which would put the Town in a "win/win" position. 

Councillor MacLean thanked the representatives of Boardwalk Developments, 
indicating that he felt they had done a good job on the proposal, but that he could 
not support it due to the political uncertainty, and the other needs of the Town. 

l 
Councillor Cosgrove spoke in su pport of the Motion. She recalled that twelve years 
ago, the Town had the opportunity to have it’s own school board, but they could not 
afford to do so. Consequently, the Town must share an over-crowded C.P.Allen 

' High School with the County. She suggested that the Town is in a similar position 
now with this decision. 

Councillor Cosgrove agreed that the political structure could change, but that the 
timing is uncertain. She indicated that the Town facility at the Waterfront could be 
the "flagship", of the project and that if the Town does not participate, neither will 
anyone else. 

Councillor Cosgrove went on to note the importance of the tax revenue and also the 
cultural facility, which even an enhanced school facility cannot fill the need for. She 
suggested that Council has to have "vision" for the future, take a positive approach 
and look at the long term. 

Councillor Hutt spoke in support of the Motion, noting that he has spent a great 
deal of time considering this subject. He pointed out that the Town has already 
invested $1 million in the waterfront project, and another half a million on the 
entrance and roadway. 

Councillor Hutt commented on the objections to the location, being at "the other 
end of the town". He noted that is the only direction the Town has left to grow, and 
that eventually, the "other end" of town could become the main part of Bedford. 

Councillor Hutt spoke on the advantages of eventually owning 75,000 square feet, 
the increased tax base, opportunities for employment, and the cultural centre. 

He indicated that Municipal Reform is a concern, but Halifax and Dartmouth both 
do not appear worried, and are proceeding with their business as though it will not 
happen. He further noted that he had a previous concern with respect to the library, 
but that officials there have indicated that they have grown much since the move to 
the Wardour Centre, and expect that growth to continue if they move to the new 
facility.
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Councillor Goucher again spoke to the Motion. He suggested that Municipal 
Reform is nothing but "smoke and mirrors" at this time, and that he does not feel 
it will happen. He urged Council to not be "fatalistic" about it. He noted that the 
Implementation Commissioner, who had spoken with Council recently, did not have 
any firm answers to their questions. 

Councillor Goucher suggested that, while it is something to think about, it shouldn't 
stop the business of the Town, and that the Waterfront project is a positive thing for 
the Town. 

Councillor MacLean suggested that Municipal Reform does have to be recognised 
as a definite possibility. He indicated that while he supports the idea of the new 
facility. he doesn’t support the Town paying for it. He further suggested that there 
seems to be an information gap, and that he would like to see some discussion at a 
Public Forum. 

ON MOTION of C0uncih'0r MacLean and Deputy Mayor Oickle, it was moved 
to DE FER ftutfter a’r'3cussi'cm of this matter, and that .61 Public Hearing be called 
w:’rl1z'n 30 days. The Motion was LOST. (Councillor MacLean and Deputy 
Mayor Oickle voted in favour; Councillors Goucher, Hutt and Cosgrove voted 
against the Motion.) 

Deputy Mayor Oickle spoke again, noting that this Council has had 32 in-camera 
meetings over the course of one year and three months, and suggested that this 
proposal should be considered a "back-room deal" if there is to be no public input. 
He indicated that he did feel it was a good project, but that it was wrong that the 
people do not have a say in it. He expressed surprise at the attitude of the Mayor 
and Councillor Goucher. noting that they have always put the public process first. 

Mayor Kelly stepped down from the Chair, turning it over to the Deputy Mayor, in 
order to speak to the Motion. He noted he had first raised this subject in 1986, 
when he expressed concern about the $125,000 per year being spent on rent at the 
time, and now, after ten years the Town has expended $1.6 million in rent with 
nothing to show for it. In 30 years time, it will have spent 11 million. He noted that 
he has always made it clear to anyone he spoke to that he felt the Town should have 
it’s own facility. He refuted Deputy Mayor Oickle’s suggestion that this was a back- 
room deal as being totally false. 

Mayor Kelly went on to say that this decision says that Council is taking this town 
seriously, and taking the tax dollars seriously. He commented that, with respect to 
Municipal Reform, the town cannot go on saying "what if"; the town needs it's own 
identity and it's own space. He reiterated that by June 1994, the Town will have
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spent $2.1 million dollars in rent. I-Ie stated that the "future starts here." 

Councillor Goucher also refuted Deputy Mayor Oickle’s suggestion that this was a 
“back-room deal". 

Deputy Mayor Oickle indicated that, while Council has been dealing with this matter 
within Committee over a long period of time, it has not been brought to the people. 
He noted that he had inquired to the Mayor when it would be brought to the people 
many times, and had expressed personal discomfort with it so privately discussed. 

Mayor Kelly indicated that the process that has been taking place up to now had 
been negotiations between the Town and the proponent, and that the Council has 
a legal responsibility to deal in good faith and in private. 

Cou ncillor MacLean inquired whether any individual or organization has approached 
the Mayor requesting public disclosure. 

Mayor Kelly indicated that A. J. Hustins had, and also that a letter from the Board 
of Trade requesting disclosure was received today. 

The Motion was put to the Meeting and was CARRIED. (Mayor Kelly, Councillor 
Goucher. Councillor Hutt and Councillor Cosgrove voted in favour; Councillor 
MacLean and Deputy Mayor Oickle voted against the Motion.) 

Deputy Mayor Oickle served Notice of Reconsideration for the next meeting. 

Sale of Peregrine Lots 

By memorandum dated October 30, 1992, Donna Davis—Lohnes, Senior Planner 
reported on the revised configuration for Lots 37 and 38 Peregrine Crescent. 

Mr. Barry Zwicker, Director of Planning and Development Control, spoke to Council 
and displayed a diagram of the revised configuration of the lots. The diagram also 
contained the footprints of the houses built on the lots adjacent to lots 37 and 38, 
in order to demonstrate how they would fit on the lots. He noted that both the 
setback and side allowances would be within the limits, and the change in elevation 
on the lots does not present a problem; in fact, it could be an advantage in that the 
back basement of the house could be exposed. He also noted that the lots have 
good views. Mr. Zwicker pointed out that the surrounding resident’s concern 
regarding the blocking of View planes may not be alleviated by making the two lots 
into one larger lot, as has been suggested, since, generally, the larger the lot, the 
larger the house will be.
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Mayor Kelly inquired whether any appraisal of value had been done on the two lots. 
Mr. Zwicker indicated that none had been done, in the interest of keeping costs 
down, but that, when comparing the sale price of similar lots in the area, it was 
reasonable to expect the lots to be worth $80 to $85 thousand each. One larger lot 
would not likely be worth much more than $100,000. 

A real estate agent in the audience was asked, by consensus of Council members, _to 
give an opinion as to the value of the lots. He noted that a recent sale of a large lot 
(approximately 90 ft by 130 ft) in that subdivision had been for $120,000. He 
indicated that Mr. Zwicker’s estimates were fairly accurate. 

Councillor Cosgrove inquired whether the residents had known about the walkway 
along the rear of the lots. Mr. Zwicker indicated that the walkway has always been 
the primary reason for the Town purchasing the lots: to link the school to the park. 
When it was proposed to sell the lots, keeping the walkway was considered essential. 

Councillor Goucher inquired whether it might be possible to move the lot line 
abutting the park over 15 feet. and re-divide the two lots so that they would both 
have 7 to 8 feet more frontage. Mr. Zwicker indicated that this would mean re- 
designating the parkland, wl1ich would involve 3 months of approval process time. 

Councillor MacLean inquired whether the lots as they are now, are any different in 
size or configuration than what they originally were before the Town purchased 
them. Mr. Zwicker indicated that the frontage and configuration are the same as 
they were then. 

Councillor MacLean noted that the common position of the surrounding residents 
that he spoke to was to have the two lots into a single lot. 

ON MOTION of Counrsillor MacLerm and Comzcillor Gaucher, it was moved 
that lots 37 and 38 Peregrine Crescent be combined and sold as one lot. The 
Motion was CARRIED. (Councillor Davies and Councillor Hutt were 
opposed.) 

Consideration — Funding Request - Citizens Against Incineration 

Mr. Fred Hall. on behalf of the Citizen’s Against Incineration, spoke briefly to 
Council noting that the group would like to request that the amount of the 
contribution be $1,000, increased from the previously indicated $847.00. and that the 
group will provide receipts and a refund of any extra money that is not spent.




