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It was moved by Councillor Eisenhauer, seconded by Councillor
MacDonald:

"THAT the matter of representation to the Board be referred to
Policy for study and report to Council.” Motion Carried.

Councillor Wiseman voiced concern over the fact that perhaps any member
being appointed to the Board would be involved in a conflict of
interest. Mr. Cragg stated that as residents of the Hospital would be
drawn from all Municipalities he could not see where there could be a
conflict of interest.

Mr. Meech stated that he felt it would be to the benefit of the County
to encourage the Province to build Homes for Special Care on the basis
that this one was being built. He also stated that it was his belief
that the case load for Homes for Special Care would increase if an
additional facility was built.

Councillor Deveaux questioned as to what the role of Dartmouth would be
in the facility. Mr. Meech stated that he could see the role of
Dartmouth as no different than that of Halifax County.

Councillor Margeson stated that as far as fearing that Oceanview Manor
would not be running with a full complement this was an area which
could not be projected as the turnover of patients changed rapidly.

It was moved by Councillor Gaetz, seconded by Councillor Eisenhauer.

"THAT supper be ordered.”
Motion Carried.

Council then recessed for five minutes.
It was moved by Councillor Benjamin, seconded By Councillor Stewart

"THAT the Management Committee Report be received."”
Motion Carried.

Mr. Meech outlined the items on the Management Committee Report.

The first item included a recommendation to approve the renewal of
certain temporary borrowing resolutions related to borrowings for
school construction. The three identified are: Harry Giles Elementary
- $1,600,000, Cole Harbour Senior High $4,300,000, and A. J. Smeltzer
Junior High $3,100,000.

It was moved by Councillor Margeson, seconded by Councillor Baker:

"THAT the temporary borrowing resolutions be approved."”
Motion Carried.

The second item relates to tenders which have been received on the
Mechanical Equipment, Mill Cove Treatment Plant. The Committee
recommends that Mar-Land Engineering Limited be awarded the contract.
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Mr. Meech explained the procedure followed with technical equipment.
It was moved by Councillor Margeson, seconded by Councillor MacKay:

"THAT approval for the summary of the estimate of equipment costs
and the recommendations for the award of tenders be given."
Motion Carried.

Councillor Margeson asked whether the items concerning schools which he
had sent to the Management Committee had been discussed. Warden
Lawrence informed that they had and has been referred to the Staff
Technical Committee. Mr., Meech explained that the Staff Technical
Committee had discussed this and Mr. Gillis was investigating criteria
for the sites of the new schools. Councillor Margeson advised that two
people had been selected from the area to make suggestions on a
possible site.

It was moved by Councillor Gaetz, seconded by Councillor Baker:

"THAT the Supplementary Report of the Management Committee be
received.” J
Motion Carried. -

Mr. Meech outlined the items in the Supplementary Management Report.
The first item dealt with property tax exemptions.
It was moved by Councillor Deveaux, seconed by Councillor MacKay:

"THAT a tax reduction from commercial tax rate to the residential
tax rate be approved for the Eastern Passage and Cow Bay Lions
Cluba

Motion Carried.

It was moved by Councillor Eisenhauer, seconded by Councillor McCabe:

"THAT a grant of $440.00 to cover approximately one-half of the
current years' taxes on the Cathedral Church of All Saints
(Anglican Youth Club, Mason's Point) property be approved.”
Motion Carried

It was moved by Councillor MacKenzie, seconded by Councillor MacKay:

"THAT a tax reduction of 1980 taxes from commercial tax rate to
the residential tax rate and further that a grant of $107.00
toward the 1980 taxes on this property be approved for the East
Preston Day Care Centre."

Motion Carried

It was moved by Councillor MacKay, seconded by Councillor Deveaux:

“"THAT a tax reduction from the commercial tax rate to the
residential tax rate be approved for the South Shore Regional
Recreational Association.”

Motion Carried.
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It was moved by Councillor Lichter, seconded by Councillor MacKenzie:

"THAT a grant in the amount of $387.36 to cover the 1980 taxes on
land assessed to the Black Cultural Society at Westphal be
approved."”

Motion Carried.

The next item referred to the 1979 Financial Statements.
It was moved by Councillor MacKenzie, seconded by Councillor McCabe:

"THAT Mr. Wilson give an assessment of the 1979 Financial
Statement on the September 2, 1980 Council Session.”
Motion Carried.

It was moved by Councillor Eisenhauer, seconded by Councillor Gaetz:

"THAT the Municipal School Board report be received.”
Motion Carried.

Mr. Meech outlined the Municipal School Board report.

It was moved by Councillor Smith, seconded by Councillor Wiseman:

"THAT the Municipal Council request Provincial sharing, as
Capital from Revenue for the previous requests made and also
$6,000 for Lakeside-Beechville Elementary and $12,000 for Jeddore
Lakevill Elementary.”

Motion Carried.

Mr. Meech informed that Mr. Gillis has been advised by the Department
of Education that the provisions made for the alterations to the Sidney
Stephen School in order to accomodate handicapped children is not the
normal procedure and that the County begin to negotiate a rental basis
to use the space and that Bedford do the alterations.

Councillor Deveaux asked what progress was being made on the Charles
P. Allen School. Mr. Meech replied that he intended to meet with Mr.
Cragg and convey to him what we would like incorporated in the
agreement. Mr. Cragg will then prepare a draft agreement. Mr. Meech
stated that he had a meeting with Dan English to discuss the matter.

Mr. Meech informed the Council that a comparison report of the Building
Inspector would be available at next month's Council session as
previously requested.

It was moved by Councillor Eisenhauer, seconded by Councillor
MacDonald:

"THAT the lesser setbacks in the Building Inspectors Report dated
August 19, 1980 be approved.”
Motion Carried.

The Social Assistance Report was for information purposes only.
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Councillor MacDonald introduced the policing of Mobile Parks.
It was moved by Councillor MacDonald, seconded by Councillor MacKay:

"THAT a letter be written to Mr. Howe asking the government to
amend the legislation concerning .the Policing of Mobile Home
Parks."

Motion Carried.

There was some question on whether or not correspondence had been
received stating that under the present legislation policing of Mobile
Home Parks could be carried out. Councillor MacDonald stated that
whether or not this was true an amendment was needed to force the
police department to do this.

Councillor MacKay requested that the Municipal Staff. ensure that the
R.C.M.P. units in the Municipality were aware of the Mini-bike law.
Mr. Meech stated that he would see that this was done.

It was moved by Councillor Walker, seconded by Councillor Margeson:

"THAT the Nova Scotia Housing Commission be requested -to do a
need and demand study concerning additional Senior Citizens

' Housing in the Hubbards area.” .
Motion Carried.

Councillor Margeson introduced the matter of Council endorsing the use
of fish in the Municipality. Councillor Margeson felt that fish, as a
tourist attraction and as a native food, was not promoted sufficiently.

Council recessed for supper.

Councillor Margeson stated that he felt that fish rearing plants should
be accessible to the public and visitors to the Province.

It was moved by Councillor Margeson, seconded by Councillor Wiseman:

"THAT a letter be sent to the Provincial Minister of Fisheries
urging him to promote increased rearing of fish within the
Province making use of voluntary groups.”

Motion Carried.

It was moved by Councillor Margeson, seconded by Councillor Wiseman:
"THAT a letter be sent to the Federal Minister of Fisheries
urging him to promote increased fish hatcheries within the
Province making use of voluntary groups.”

Motion Carried.

Councillor Margeson introduced the matter of streetlighting, and the
cost to repair and install street lights.

It was moved by Councillor Margeson, seconded by Councillor Adams:
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"THAT the Policy Committee be requested to come up with some
recommendations concerning the costs of installation and repair
of street lights.”

Motion Carried.

Councillor Margeson recommended that amber lights be placed at
intersections.

Councillor Margeson introduced the matter of the present Post Office in
Sackville. Councillor Margeson stated that as Councillor Wiseman was
more familiar with the circumstances perhaps she should be the one to
describe the conditions now prevailing. Councillor Wiseman did this
stating that the present Post Office was too small and that parking was
a problem as well as security.

It was moved by Councillor Wiseman, seconded by Councillor Margeson:

"THAT a letter be directed to the Postmaster General, Jack
Fraser, requesting that construction commence on the proposed
Sackville Post Office building and that consideration be given to
expanding the facility to make room for other Federal Departments
such as the R.C.M.P. -

Motion Carried.

It was moved by Councillor Deveaux, seconded by Councillor MacDonald:

"THAT the Taxi By-Law be amended to include District 6."
Motion Carried.

Councillor Deveaux introduced the problem of sewer charges for lots on
lanes. Councillor Deveaux stated that either the Department of
Highways be prodded to make a special regulation covering this or that
the Municipality declare these cases exempt from sewer charges.

Councillor Deveaux introduced the problem of the odour emanating from
the treatment plant in his area.

It was moved by Councillor Deveaux, seconded by Councillor Wiseman:

"THAT the Municipal Engineering Department take immediate steps
to eliminate the odour emanating from the treatment plant at
Eastern Passage and that a report be brought before Council next
month."

Motion Carried.

Councillor MacKenzie requested that an item referred to as Salmon Stock
be placed on the agenda for next Council Session.

Councillor MacKay requested that two items referred to as Fire Hydrants
and Cats be placed on the agenda for next Council Session.

It was moved by Councillor Eisenhauer;

"THAT Council Adjourn.”
Motion Carried.
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PUBLIC HEARING

SEPTEMBER 22, 1980

PRESENT WERE: Warden Lawrence Deputy Warden Poirier

Councillor Williams Councillor Baker
Councillor Deveaux Councillor Stewart
Councillor Topple Councillor Adams
Councillor Gaetz Councillor Smith
Councillor MacKenzie Councillor Walker
Councillor Lichter Councillor Benjamin
Councillor Margeson Councillor MacKay

Councillor Eisenhauer Councillor MacDonlad
Councillor Wiseman

Secretary: Sherryll Hussey

Warden Lawrence opened the Public Hearing with the Lord's Prayer at
7:00 p.m. and Mr. Kelly called the roll. The Public Hearing adjourned
at 9:30 p.m.

Warden introduced the first Public Hearing stating that it was Rezoning
Application No. 17-80, a request by George Armoyan to rezone a portion
of the propery located at 238 No. 1 Highway, Lower Sackville from R-1l
to C-l.

Ms. Smith stated that the application had been advertised as prescribed
under the terms of the Planning Act. She stated that the Planning
Department recommends approval of this application. She informed the
Committee that Mr. Armoyan proposed to put a 20 unit apartment building
on the property in question with commercial space on the first floor.
She stated that the Department of Transportation had no objection to
such a use. The Department of Public Works did have one misgiving. If
Mr. Armoyan should put more than a 20 unit apartment building on this
property this would over tax the present sewage system. If, however,
Mr. Armoyan was to follow his proposal they would have no objection.
She stated that Mr. Armoyan had assured the Planning Department that he
was not proposing anymore than a 20 unit building. She stated that
recommendation for approval of this application was for the following
reasons: 1) The area surrounding the proposed rezoning is primarily
undeveloped lands and commercial use, 2) The request to rezone is in
fact an extension to an existing commercial zone, and 3) In the past
the Municipality has granted similiar applications.

Councillor Topple: Public Works is not opposed to this application,
they are just concerned over the possibility of more units going on
this lot. If you knew that there was an application for 26 units,
would this change the position of the Planning Department?

Ms. Smith: No, I don't think so. We are concerned with the impact of
the use in the location. I think the density problem is something that
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can be sorted out at the building permit stage. There is liaison
between the Department of Engineering and Works and the Department of
Building Inspection.

Councillor Wiseman asked to have the driveway of the Rock Church
pointed out on the map. Ms. Smith pointed out the church but was not
sure where the driveway was. Councillor Wiseman noted that the Church
does not extend to the highway. Ms. Smith indicated where she thought
the driveway might be located.

Councillor MacDonald: Does this property run back to the Sackville
River?

Ms. Smith: No. It extends back from the highway about 400 feet deep.
Councillor MacDonald: What is the front portion going to be used for?

Ms. Smith: The entire lot is going to be used for the apartment. If
the back was to remain R-1 it couldn't even be used for parking.

Councillor Deveaux: Is this an already approved lot?

Ms. Smith: Yes, as far as I understand it is.

Councillor Deveaux: Does it have frontage to the highway?
Ms. Smith: There is 152 feet of frontage on the highway.

Councillor Benjamin: I am a little concerned with the zoning along
there. What is the type of zoning that should be on that land? We are
putting in residential type use. Why do we have C-1 and C-2 zoning all
mixed up in that area.

Ms. Smith: I think it is pretty much consistent all the way along.
There are just a few non—-commercial uses.

Councillor Benjamin: Would you see this apartment use going downhill
in the future? I don't want to see tenament use going there.

Ms. Smith: I certainly hope it doesn't become tenament use. We don't
have control over the style of the building but I think this particular
use we would support given its proximity to the highway which ensures
easy access.

Mr. Murtha: My name is Dick Murtha, I am the solicitor for Mr. Armoyan
who is with me tonight. We are pleased this evening to be before
Council to speak on this application for rezoning. There are number of
questions that have arisen from Councillors as a result of the
presentation by Ms. Smith. We would be most happy to amplify on the
answers given by the Department. Basically, it is a rezoning to extend
a piece of land Mr. Armoyan now owns. He is intending to construct an
apartment dwelling on this site as has been explained. 1In answer to
Councillor Benjamin's question as to the future development of the
dwelling, Mr. Armoyan presently owns and operates an apartment building
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on Cobequid Road. He has 30 units there and it has been operational
for approximately four years. It is in A-l condition and there have
never been any complaints. In this particular situation we have a
drawing which was prepared by Mr. Armoyan's architect, Mr. Keith L.
Graham. Mr. Graham has been a practising architect in the City of
Halifax for some time now. The building will be a two storey complex.
On the ground floor, 8,144 square felt will be used for apartments, on
the second floor there will be a similar amount of apartment use, for a
total apartment use of 16,288 square feet. Approximately 20 units are
planned. There is no intent to go any higher than 20. The final
number of units would be decided after the building permits were made.
There will be basement parking for this building with space available
of 8,144 square feet. There will be a vestibule portion at 500 square
feet. There will be a commercial use portion of 21,000 square feet.
There is a health spa proposed for this building. The health spa is
approximately 4200 square feet on the first floor and 6300 square feet
on the second for a total of 10,500 square feet. The building area
will be 37,532 square feet. The lot coverage would be 14,944 square
feet. The building that I am describing has the front portion proposed
as commercial use. This could be a number of things. It is not going
to be a grocery store or a poolhall, or anything offensive to the uses
surrounding. Behind this would be the health spa area. The main
entrance to this building would be at the side and there is a glass
vestibule in this area. A key is necessary to get into the apartment
use area and a separate key is necessary to get into the health spa
area. The plan is a very logical and interesting plan, especially so
for the Sackville area which doesn't have too many uses such as this.
The second floor of the building will have apartments as well above the
first floor apartments and the rest will be used for the health spa.
The health spa is proposed to have a lunch bar, racquet ball courts,
saunas and a whirlpool. That is basically it. Mr. Graham has stated
that he will be happy to appear before Council at any time. (Mr.
Murtha then passed around the plan which he had been describing to the
Councillors.) Mr. Armoyan has been in operation operating a similar
facility for the past four years. His apartment building with 30 units
has been filled to capacity and he maintains a waiting list. There are
a number of other apartment buildings in the Sackville area. In doing
a canvas of some of them we have learned that virtually all those have
full capacity. Some hold waiting lists, others do not bother. I think
it can be easily established that there is such a need in Sackville for
such a use. I don't believe any offensive use could happen. There 1is
a buffer lot between the apartment building and the entrance to Rock
Church. As far as traffic goes, I think it might be a very nice area
to have a bus stop. Speaking to these items on an overview, I think it
is a worthwhile application and it certainly deserves the full
consideration of Council. 1If there are any further questions I would
be happy to answer them.

Councillor Benjamin: I wonder if you would mind relating how much
parking you are providing for this proposed apartment unit?

Mr. Murtha: I cannot answer that directly. However, in looking at the
drawing this evening it was 56 parking spaces plus underground
parking. This would appear to be sufficient parking.
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Councillor Benjamin: My point is that you are suggesting that the
developers mean to mix commercial with the apartments and I am
wondering if there is an allocation for the apartment users only. I
can see where the commercial use could take up all the parking lot and
the apartment would be left looking for parking space.

Mr. Murtha: There are twenty-two pafking spaces designated for the
apartment users presently. Mr. Armoyan has pointed this out to me.

Councillor Benjamin: Do you see any traffic problems as a result of
this. I mean above the normal problems. I recognize that most of the
Rock Church traffic would be in the off hours. Will this mean left
hand turns. Can you see this as being a problem because of the curve
of the highway at this point. :

Mr. Murtha: I cannot direct myself to the expertise as to whether
there will be a problem. Certain requirements have to be passed befor
this thing could be put into use. Honestly I don't see any problem,
but again my opinion does not have too much bearing.

Councillor MacDonald: Mr. ‘Murtha, what apartments does Mr. Armoyan own
now on the Cobequid Road.

Mr. Murtha: The one located at 70 Cobequid Road.

Councillor MacDonald: That is the one with the pool hall. What type
of entrance were you expecting to have off the main highway.

Mr. Murtha: The entrance would have to be decided between the
architect and the traffic control people.

Councillor MacDonald: I will say that Mr. Armoyan's apartments are
well maintained.

Councillor MacKay: I certainly welcome commercial development in
Sackville. One reservation I have is concerning the entrance to the
main highway. This will be worked out with the Department of
Transportation at some point in time. Another concern is the size of
the apartments.

Mr. Murtha: Mostly two bedrooms.

Councillor MacKay: Apartment buildings must be welcomed in our area.

I certainly like to see it spread out because apartments there would be
a number of children involved. The reason for my concern is on the
main highway at that point Cobequid Road, the children that live in
that sector must attend the Hillside Elementary School, which means
they have to transverse a four lane highway with no protection, or they
must walk down Cobequid Road on that side of the Highway without
sidewalks. Certain corrective steps should be carried out before the
apartment building went in there. For example, sidewalks, crosswalks
and/or means of transportation for school children. I think the
apartment must be compatible with the area. I think in this instance
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they can be. I don't know if you had the problem with sidewalks but if
you haven't and this goes through we must some way come up with a
solution.

Mr. Murtha: I do share your concern. There are no three bedroom
apartments planned for this complex. I suppose you could say lightly
that the building will be an adult building. However, this is not
true. I suggest however, the requirement of sidewalks and crosswalks
and other such things are not only the requirements of developers who
pay taxes but also of branches of government who must find it among
themselves to supply those things for certain areas. There are many
places in the County where things are less than adequate concerning
children crossing roads. In this particular situation, Mr. Armoyan did
not address himself to that, but I really don't think that concern
should rest solely on the shoulders of the developer. I think it
should be solved with the cooperation of the developer and the
government offices involved.

Councillor MacKay: Keeping this in mind, this type of thing takes a
great deal of time.

Warden Lawrence called three times of further speakers in favour, three
times for speakers in opposition with no response.

It was moved by Councillor MacKay, seconded by Councillor MacDonald:

"THAT the Application No. 17-80, request by George Armoyan to
rezone a portion of the property located at 238 No. 1 Highway,
Lower Sackville, from R-1 (Residential Single Family Dwelling
Zone) to C-1 (Commercial General Zone) be approved.”

Motion Carried.

Councillor Margeson: Is a health spa in a C-1 zone a permissible use?
Ms. Smith: Yes it is.

Warden Lawrence introduced the second Public Hearing for the evening.
She stated that this Hearing dealt with proposed amendments to the
Municipality's Zoning By-Law on Day Care facilities.

Warden Lawrence asked staff to outline the proposed amendments to the
Zoning By-Law.

Ms. Spencer: The proposed amendments to the Zoning By=-Law respecting
the provision of Day Care facilities in Residential Zones has been
advertised as per the provisions of the Planning Act. We have not
received any correspondence either in favor of or against the proposed
amendments. As the Warden outlined this has been in the works for some
time. Council may, therefore, be aware these amendments would not be
the only regulations which would approach the subject of Day Care in
Residential Zones. The Provincial Department of Social Services
currently licenses Day Care facilities under the Day Care Act. In that
Act there are provisions respecting the amount of outdoor and indoor
play space required, medical and nutritional requirements, and there
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are also requirements as regards to pupil-teacher ratio. In your
report you will notice a substantial number of amendments, most of
these are to work the proposed amendments into the By-Law. The
substance of changes which we are interested in are on Page 2 of the
report. This outlines changes in three zones. The R-1 (Single
Family), the R-2 (Two Family), and the R-4 (Residential General Zone).
In the R-1l zone if these amendments are approved Day Care facilities
will be permitted in single family dwellings in which the operator of
the Day Care is a resident. A fenced play area must be provided under
the Day Care Act, however, in the R-1 zone this would not be permitted
in the front of the lot. Signs are comparable to those permitted any
professional person who is operating a business in an R-1 zone. In the
R=1 zone no two Day Care facilities may be located within 300 feet of
each other. Similarly in the R=-2 (Two Family) dwelling zone Day Care
facilities may be permitted in two family dwellings in which the
operator is a resident. The fenced play area must not be located in
the front of the lot. In the Residential General Zone where there is
much higher density and commercial uses are permitted our restrictions
are not so stringent. Day Care facilities are permitted in dwellings,
but the operator need not live in the dwelling. The signs are in
accordance with the zone as it stands right now. There is no limit to
the number of Day Care uses which could locate in any one area.

Councillor Eisenhauer: Can you describe to me what signs are permitted
in the R-1 zone now.

Ms. Spencer: We permit one sign board, not to exceed 6 square feet and
that is pertaining to the rental or sale of a property. We also permit
a non-illuminated No Trespassing, Safety, or Caution sign that can't be
larger than one square foot in size. One sign not exceeding one square
foot in size indicating the name and profession of a professional
person who would have an office in their home. A bulletin board for a
church and there is an all encompassing clause one sign of reasonable
proportions for a non-residential park or playground which has to be
approved by Council. The signs are basically transient in nature, the
only one that would be permanent would be the professional person

sign. Signs as regard to day care are exactly the same as for the
professional person.

Councillor MacKay: I would think that the general population in which
I reside would certainly welcome this as a much needed facility. It is
a funny thing in the way which human nature works, everyone agrees that
it is needed but only if it is down the street. How much feedback have
you had from the public if any? This would be the most crucial part of
it. For instance, if we adopted this and someone wished to put it in
his home and all the other residents on the street thought it was a
great idea except those who lived adjacent to the applicant. I would
probably suggest that this would be the only hindrance involved.

Ms. Spencer: We have received just about any comment you can imagine.
Regarding the Cities of Halifax and Dartmouth we have had no comment
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from them of any kind. Our amendments are closest to the Dartmouth
regulations.

Councillor MacDonald: Is there any thought as to how many Day Care
centres you would have on one street.

Ms. Spencer: In the R-l1 or R-2 zone we are suggesting that they be |
about 300 feet apart. That figure was come upon arbitrarily by looking |
at what we considered to be one Day Care for every 20 or so homes. In |
the R-4 zone there is no limit. I would imagine this would be governed |
on the need for them. They are a service and a business. Whether it

is economical for five people living side by side to start Day Care is

not known.

Councillor Wiseman: There was some talk awhile ago that included in a
request for a permit that a canvas of the immediate area or having the
approval of the people in the ad jacent homes at least in order to get

that permit. Has that been considered.

Ms Spencer: Our Zoning By-Law right now is prohibitive to the extent
that we must specify what is and what isn't permitted within the zone.
Whether or not we could write into the zone some kind of a mechanism
whereby people would be canvassed, I think that would be a question for
the Solicitor.

Councillor Topple: That is one concern I have always had and I will
not accept Day Care centres in all zones. I feel that the very fact
that you mention in the report the restrictions in R-1 zones it is
obvious that you consider the R-1 zone to be a more restrictive zone.

I feel that we must provide some type of protection to the residents
there. I would like to ask the Solicitor if we could put a clause like
that in the By=-Law. I would like to see that all residents within 1000
feet of the proposed Day Care centre approve it before it is
established.

Mr. Cragg: That is a possiblity.

Councillor Topple: What would happen if one person owned five homes on
a block, what protection would the rest of the residents have.

Ms. Spencer: In the R-1l and R-2 zone there is a 300 foot division
between any two uses. Presently in our Commercial Zone Day Care is
permitted. I suppose, therefore, if one person owned five homes in the
area, could get the licenses, the facility was needed, and the
residents supported the use, he could go ahead and use his homes in
that way.

Councillor Deveuax: Do I understand that these establishments are
going to be limited to 14 children.

Ms. Spencer; Yes, sir.

Councillor Deveaux: Who is going to police that?
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Ms. Spencer: Under the Day Care Act in order for someone to get a
license to run a Day Care facility they have to prove that they have
conformed with the Municipal requirements or else they can be
prosecuted by the County. Therefore, the Provincial Government are
being made aware that our requirements state 14 children as a maximum.
Anything above that is a violation of our Zoning By-Law and if we
received a complaint and didn't define that there were more than 14
children we would be within our right to prosecute.

Councillor Deveaux: What is the prosecution? 1Is that part of our
By-Law? How much can we fine them?

Ms. Spencer: I am not quite sure to the exact figure. Perhaps the
Solicitor is aware of the fines that are levied.

Mr. Cragg: There is provision in other Provincial Legislation for
violation of any Municipal By-Laws. It provides for minimum fines and
maximum fines which would cover such violation of our By=Law without
having to have it spelled out in the By=-Law.

Councillor Deveaux: You do not know off hand what the minimum and
maxXximum are?

Mr. Cragg: That would be $100.
Councillor Deveaux: That's minimum?
Mr. Cragg: Unless otherwise specified.

Councillor Benjamin: I'm not quite sure of the term being used here to
define Day Care centre. Day Care centre infers to me a much wider use
than a Day Nursery. There are other things in the Province in which a
mother can have three or four children in her home. This would lead me
to believe that Day Care is declining.

Ms. Spencer: Under the Day Care Act the Province licenses a facility
having more than three children. Anything up to three would be
babysitting or some other special use. Day Cares are referred to as
Day Nurseries, Nursery School, Kindergarten, or Play Schools. There
are several names, which are included under the definintion on Page 2
of the report. :

Councillor Benjamin: The signs would be on the propery and not on the
Highway.

" Ms. Spencer: Yes.

Councillor MacDonald: People working in these Day Care centres do they
have to have special qualifications.

Ms. Spencer: There are qualifications called for under the Day Care
Act as to knowledge of first aid, knowledge of nutrition, learning. It
is not specific within the Act whether or not there has to be a medical
doctor on the premises but I know in the licensing procedures and in
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the regulations that were made pursant to the Act the things mentioned
previously are included.

Councillor MacDonald: That comes under a permit.
Ms. Spencer: Yes, that is enforced by a yearly license.

Councillor Eisenhauer: Have we considered what demand is going to be
on the facilites of sewer and water. If a house is designed for a
single family operation how do I know it was designed to handle 14 or
15 youngsters throughout the day.

Ms. Spencer: The answer to that question would be that the Department
of Health would consider a man and wife having 14 children as being a
health hazard. The way that the approvals work in-the Department of
Health, I would assume that a lot is safe if it is so stated. How the
Health Department evaluates the number of flushings per day I don't
know.

Councillor Eisenhauer: If we allow these things to happen it is not
going to be long before the Department of Health is going to say that
the minimum requirements are not great enough. I don't have any
problem with the Day Care being in a residential zone but the numbers
do concern me.

Ms. Spencer: I don't know what part the Department of Health would
play in the licensing, but it seems to me that a Day Care licensed by
Social Services would have to have Health approval.

Warden Lawrence then asked Ms. Spencer how many children could a Day
Care accomodate in the standard size lot and home under the Provincial
regulations.

Ms. Spencr: That is almost impossible to answer. The Provincial
regulations call for a certain number of square feet of indoor and
outdoor space per child. This has to be unobstructed area.

Warden Lawrence stated that perhaps l4 was an uhrealistically high
number.

Ms. Spencer: With 30 square feet of unobstructed indoor play area and
60 outdoor in the back yard you would be looking at a lot with over 900
square feet in the rear. The 14 ratio would permit two teachers and
their parking. It would have to permit something under 500 square feet
that was completely unobstructed, probably on the ground floor.

Whether or not that would reduce the number of homes eligible I
wouldn't know.

Deputy Warden Poirier: Wouldn't that mean that in an urban area there
would be no possiblity of such a Day Care facility.

Ms. Spencer: The regulations of the Provincial government are I assume
based on something close to a realistic figure. If you think of it as
14 as a maximum enrollment but not necessarily 1l4. This number may be
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an oddity, but even so there are a number of lots large enough to
accomodate this.

Deputy Warden Poirier: The point I'm trying to make is that is this
going to be a By-Law for mainly rural or fringe areas.

Ms. Spencer: This is very hard to say. These are Provincial
regulations. Whether or not we amend our zoning By-Law these
regulations are not going to change.

Councillor Deveaux: I presume except for the zoning regulations anyone
applying would have to abide by the Provincial regulations.

Ms. Spencer: Yes, and in order for the license to be issued there
should be proof that the County is aware of this and that is in
conformity.

Ms. Spencer stated that under the Act the following had to be abided
by: '"Every facility shall comply with the regulation, order or
direction of the appropriate authority respecting fire, safety, health
and sanitary requirements and any Municipal By-Law respecting such
facilities.

Councillor MacKenzie: Is there any part of those regulations which
would apply in areas which no zoning is in place.

Ms. Spencer: Under our Zoning By-Law Day Care facilities are permitted
in unzoned and General Building Zone areas. These have to be licensed
by the Provincial Government for more than three children.

Councillor MacKay: I had the opportunity to sit down with an operating
Day Care facility and going through those regulations. If you look at
this in a home in which a person must reside in an R-1 area besides
that 30 square feet indoors and 60 square feet outdoors, I believe you
also are required to have a certain amount of sleeping area and a bed
provided for each child, a washroom for a certain amount of children, I
believe 10, and they have to have a certain standard of kitchen
facility. This operator surmised that if you took an average sized
home, that the maximum you probably could accomodate would be eight.
Are we realistic in surmising this.

Ms. Spencer: Much of the footage that you are speaking of could be
duplicated. For instance the play area could be turned into the
sleeping area. The washroom facilities are provided at the rate of one
for every ten children and they have to be immediately acéessible.

They have to provide a supervised quiet space for children that are
ill. The kitchen space could not be the place where the children
played. Generally I believe that most of the space could be
accomodated readily in a residential home.

Councillor Smith: Is there a limitatibn to the age.

Ms. Spencer: We assume that children go to school between the ages of
5 and 6. Under the Day Care Act there are certain provisions for pupil



