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Kelly by furnishing names of persons who were presently involved with
the United Way. Mr. Kelly indicated that Mr. Murphy had called and
would have a list of names prepared by April 24, 1984,

It was moved by Councillor Mont and seconded by Councillor DeRoche:

“THAT Councillor Snow be nominated as a representative to the
Board of Directors of the United Way for a one (1) year term."
Motion Carried.

Councillor Eisenhauer inquired if it had been requested that
politicians not be elected to the Board of Directors. Deputy Warden
Adams indicated that Councillor Poirier had been a member of the Board
of Directors. Councillor Poirier indicated this was correct and the
meetings were held on the same Tuesday of the month and as a result she
was unable to attend many of the meetings.

APPOINTMENT OF WEED INSPECTOR

It was moved by Councillor Gaetz and seconded by Councillor Gaetz:
"THAT Mr. Alun Jones be appointed as Weed Inspector for the
Municipality for he year 1984."

Motion Carried.

RENOVATIONS TO SIR JOHN A. MACDONALD HIGH SCHOOL GYMNASIUM

Mr. Kelly indicated that the Schopl Board had advised in the spring of
1982 the Board investigated the possibility of repairing the gymnasium
floor at the Sir John A. MacDonald High School. It was reported in the
memorandum that part of the gym floor has been uneven since the school
was constructed. It was also reported in the memo that the cost of
repairs to the gymnasium floor would be in the vicinity of $50,000 and
therefore was not approved.

Mr. Kelly also indicated he had examined capital expenditures for 1981
and that item was included in the 1981 capital requirements at an
estimated cost of $50,000. Mr. Kelly also reported there was no
response from the Department of Education indicating approval of this
item.

Councillor Walker (...inaudible)

Mr. Meech indicated that it would be necessary to determine if there
was ever a Minister's Minute authorized for that particular project.

Councillor Walker (...inaudible...)

211 SYSTENM

Councillor Larsen and Councillor Eisenhauer declared a conflict of
interest and left the meeting.

Councillor Lichter indicated he was satisfied with the report.
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DAYLIGHT SAVINGS TIME

Councillor Gaetz expressed an interest in having Daylight Savings Time
begin the first of April instead of the end of April and suggested the
Municipality approach the Province in this regard.

Councillor DeRoche indicated he would have no personal objection to
advancing the change.

It was moved by Councillor Gaetz and seconded by Councillor DeRoche:

“THAT the beginning of Daylight Saving Time be moved to April 1,
from the present date." '

Councillor Poirier indicated she believed the whole Country changed
their time at the end of April and this would put us out of kilter.

Councillor Eisenhauer indicated he would prefer if we move ahead now
and the time not change to move back one hour in the fall,

Motion Defeated.

ADDITION OF ITEMS TO THE MAY 1, 1984 AGENDA

Councillor Snow requested that the topic of Kennels be added to the
next agenda.

Warden MacKenzie presented his report indicating the three voting
delegates and the alternate and the delegates selected were: Warden
MacKenzie, Councillor DeRoche, Councillor Reid, and Councillor Baker as
an alternate,

It was moved by Warden MacKenzie, seconded by Councillor Eisenhauer:

“THAT the delegates for the FCM Conference as named above be
approved by Council."
Motion Carried.

Warden MacKenzie indicated that he would be leaving for the conference
on June 2, and suggested that the delegates leave at the same time.
Warden MacKenzie indicated the conference would begin on June 4, and
would finish on June 7.

Warden MacKenzie wished everyone a pleasant holiday weekend.
Councillor Larsen asked if the area rate would be set at the May 1,
Session of Council. Mr. Meech indicated that it was the intent to be
prepared to set the tax rate on May 1.

There being no further business the annual session of Council was
adjourned until May 1, 1984,
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CALL TO ORDER

Warden MacKenzie called the meeting to order at 7:10 p.m.

Lord's Prayer.

ROLL CALL

Mr. Kelly called the roll.
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APPOINTMENT OF THE RECORDING SECRETARY

It was moved by Councillor McInroy,

“THAT C.

Lynn Weeks

Motion Carried.

seconded by Councillor DeRoche:

be appointed as recording secretary.”
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PROCEDURES FOR THE PUBLIC HEARING

Warden MacKenzie outlined the procedures for the public hearing for the
people present in the gallery.

STAFF REPORT--REZONING APPLICATION RA-24-52-83-10

Mr. Hannusiak presented the report indicating a request by Dennis Day
to rezone the lands of Dennis Day and a portion of the lands of
Clarence J. Mitchell from an unzoned status to SD (Salvage Yard and
Dump) Zone.

Mr. Hannusiak indicated the purpose of the rezoning was to allow the
salvage and storage of derelict vehicles and to allow the existing
garage to continue in an accessory capacity to the main salvage yard
capacity.

It was indicated there was support for the rezoning from the residents
in the area.

Staff's recommendation was to rezone the lands of Dennis Day and a
portion of the lands of Clarence J. Mitchell from an unzoned status to
SD (Salvage Yard and Dump) zone be approved by County Council. .

SPEAKERS IN FAVOUR OF APPLICATION RA-24-52-83-10

Mr. Arnold Renouf, Salvage Yard Inspector for the Eastern Shore area
spoke in favour of the application. He indicated he had completed the
initial inspection of the salvage yard and once the rezoning was
granted the license could be granted as everything was in order.

Councillor MacKay asked if it was normal that a license be issued prior
to the granting of the rezoning. Mr. Renouf indicated the final
license approval would be contingent upon the site receiving approval
of the rezoning application.

Councillor MacDonald asked how often after the license was issued the
yard was inspected. Mr. Renouf indicated that they were examined every
three weeks.

SPEAKERS IN OPPOSITION TO APPLICATION RA-24-52-83-10

None.

QUESTIONS FROM COUNCIL

It was moved by Councillor Lichter, seconded by Councillor Snow:

"THAT the rezoning application for the lands of Dennis Day and a
portion of the lands of Clarence J. Mitchell, Application No.
RA-24-52-83-10, be approved."

Motion Carried.
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STAFF REPORT FOR APPLICATION RA-24-51-83-04

Mr. Hannusiak presented the staff report for the request to rezone lot
109B of the George Yeadon Subdivision, located on the Brookside Road at
Brookside, be rezoned from R-2 to C-1.

Mr. Hannusiak indicated the purpose of the rezoning was to allow a
beauty salon in conjunction with the existing single family dwelling.
It was recommended by staff this application be rejected.

Mr. Hannusiak indicated there was particular concern regarding this
application as the area was rezoned in 1972 as R-2 and this action was
initiated for three reasons: 1. To prevent the establishment of
mobile homes and mobile home parks in the area; 2. To discourage
apartment buildings and commercial uses from locating near the existing
dwellings; and 3. To prohibit business uses other than those permitted
by the by-law such as professional uses. Professional designation
includes a doctor, lawyer, engineer, etc.

Councillor Walker asked what was on the lot next to the lot in
question. Mr. Hannusiak indicated he was not certain but felt it may
be vacant. Councillor Walker indicated he felt there was a commercial
garage there.

Councillor Walker asked how the word professional should be
interpreted. Mr. Hannusiak indicated there was not any indicatein
indication in the by-law as to how to interpret the word professional.

Mr. Hanusiak indicated the Planning Act states if an item is not dealt’
with specifically, then it is not included under the Planning Act.
Councillor Walker asked if, since a hairdresser requires a license and
the planning act when dealing with professions in the home, could this
profession not be included under this purvue. Mr. Hanusiak indicated
it could not. Mr. Cragg confirmed this. < VE

Councillor Walker asked if there was anybody opposed to this
application. Mr. Hanusiak indicatgd there was not.

Councillor Poirier inquired what precipitated the R-2 zoning request. by
the residents in the area. Mr. Hanusiak indicated that approximately
85 to 90 per cent of the residents in that area requested R-2 or
supported this type of zoning. :

Councillor MacDonald inquired if the beauty parlour was now operatingin
the home. Mr. Hanusiak indicated it was not. )

Councillor Margeson inquired if this area had an MDP in place how would
this situation be handled. Mr. Hanusiak stated he could not answer
this question as he had no indication from the residents of their views
on this particular home occupation. Councillor Margeson asked if there
were other areas which did allow a beauty parlour as a home

occupation. Mr. Hanusiak indicated that the reaction of the residents
would vary from area to area.
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Mr. Hanusiak indicated that the question of zoning for this residence
to allow a beauty parlour bordered on the larger question of home
occupations and what would be permissible in one area would not
necessarily be acceptable to the residents in another area.

Councillor Margeson inquired if an MDP was being developed for this
area. Mr. Hanusiak stated he was not aware of one being developed.
Councillor Margeson asked if there was any intention to develop a
strategy. Mr. Hanusiak indicated he was not in a position to answer
that question,

Councillor Margeson asked how many home beauty salons had to close
down as the result of an MDP being put into place. Mr. Hanusiak
indicated they would not close down but they could possibly be put
into a non-conforming use situation. Councillor Margeson asked if
the beauty salon could be allowed to operate through a contract.

Mr. Hanusiak indicated there was no avenue to consider that type of
development. Councillor Margeson asked if this building had been
used by a professional person prior to this. Mr. Hanusiak stated it
had not been to his knowledge.

Councillor Margeson asked if it was necessary to have a license to
operate a beauty parlour. Mr. Hanusiak indicated there may be a
necessity for a license from the Executive Office, but Mr. Hanusiak
was not sure. '

Councillor Margeson asked if a Provincial license was necessary.

Mr. Hanusiak indicated he was not aware of any provincial licensing.
Warden MacKenzie indicated that the Executive Office and the Province
do not require a license.

Warden MacKenzie indicated that no doubt there was a Provincial
Association License which would be required. Councillor Margeson .
asked if Mr. Cragg was aware of any Provincial License requirements.
Mr. Cragg indicated he was not aware of any licensing requirement.

Councillor Baker stated he felt this beauty salon would provide a
service in the community and for the surrounding area. Mr. Hanusiak
stated that from the staff point of view there would be no problem
with the beauty salon itself, but rather it was the implications of
the altered zoning opening the whole property for other
applications. Mr. Hanusiak indicated he did not feel it was the
applicant's desire to activate that property to any higher degree
than what was being requested in the application, and this request
was contrary to the long established pattern of zoning in the area.

Councillor Margeson asked if it was possible to have two zones on the
one property. Mr. Hanusiak indicated it was not possible to do that
under by-law 24. Mr. Cragg indicated that only in one or two cases
was this practice approved where dual zoning was instituted on a
property. Councillor Margeson inquired if this could not be
instituted here to allow residents the convenience of the C-1 zone
for a beauty salon. Mr. Hanusiak indicated the application could be
reduced to involve only the house. However, the problem was with
allowing home occupations and the C-1 zone.
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SPEAKERS IN FAVOUR OF APPLICATION NO. RA-24-51-83-04

Mr. Michael Price, 37 Brookside Road, spoke in favour of the
application. He indicated last fall the application was activated to
amend the zoning by-law No. 24 to include the occupation of
Hairdressers under the the definition of professional people. It was
rejected by the County due to the fact it would open every house in an
R-2 zone to every hairdresser who wished to open a business. It was
recommended at that time by the Planning Committee to attempt to
rezone the Tot to commercial designation. Mr. Price indicated his wife
had completed a petition of the surrounding neighbors, 35-40 people,
and all were in favour.

Mr. Price indicated that when they approached PAC it was indicated all
that was requested was a commercial zone to open a beauty zone and not
necessarily for the whole property. Mr. Price indicated this was
turned down because there was no planning strategy for th area.

Mr. Price indicated there were no beauty salons in the Prospect Area
until you get into the City of Halifax and felt they would be providing
a service to the residents of the area with no visible negative effects
on the property itself. Mr. Price indicated there would be no change
in the house, the property would not change, there would be no strain
on the city services as they were on a well and septic system. The lot
would not change and there would be ample room for parking for ten
cars. Mr. Price indicated he did not feel there would be an increase
in the traffic in the area and there would be no visibile sign of a
businecs in the area other than a car in the driveway.

Councillor Snow asked what licenses are required for a beauty salon.
Mr. Price indicated the hairdresser is required to have a Master's
Hairdresser License to run her own beauty shop and he was under the
assumption that it was necessary to have a business license to operate
a business.

Mr. Price indicated in answer to Councillor's Walker's question
regarding the property next door was commercial and a garage was being
run there to repair heavy equipment, graders, tractors, etc. Mr. Price
also indicated this person resided in the first residential lot.

Councillor Larsen asked when the Municipal Planning Strategy was
developed for that area would there be any difficulty at that time
entering into a contract for development. Mr. Price indicated there
would not be any difficulty in that regard.

SPEAKERS IN OPPOSITION TO APPLICATION NO. RA-24-51-83-04

None.

QUESTIONS FROM COUNCIL

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

"THAT this application for rezoning Lot 109B located on the
Brookside Road be approved as requested for a C-1 zone.
Motion Carried.
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FOR APPLICATION NO. RA-SA-06-84-20

STAFF REPORT

Mr. Hanusiak presented the staff report indicating the recommendation
from staff was for approval of the application. Mr. Hanusiak indicated
that this application to rezone Lot 12F Phase 2, Sackville
Developments, located at 67 Mowat Crescent, Lower Sackville, to R-2
from an R-1 designation had been advertised in accordance with the
planning act.

The purpose of the application was to bring an existing basement
apartment in the dwelling into conformity with the zoning by-law for
the Sackville area. Mr. Hanusiak indicated there were letters of
support from two people, one being located across the street and the
other adjacent to the lot.

Mr. Hanusiak indicated that Policy P-31 outlines the basis underwhich
the re-zoning can be considered and granted. The criteria and analysis
of the re-zoning application are outlined in the report and indicated
that the proposed rezoning would be in conformity with all applicable
provisions of Policy P-104.

Councillor Wiseman asked how long the present owners have owned the
house. Mr. Hanusiak indicated they have only owned the property for
about two years. Councillor Wiseman asked for how many years the
property had been assessed as a two dwelling property. Mr. Hanusiak
indicated the assessment for a two dwelling residence goes back
approximately four years. Mr. Hanusiak indicated he had an affidavit
from the original owner indicating the basement had been there for a
great number of years, perhaps as long as the building itself has been
in existance.

Councillor MacKay indicated when this item came to PAC the basement
apartment was in existence since the building was constructed. He
inquired what year the area was zoned. Mr. Hanusiak stated it came
under R-1 zoning in the fall of '76 or the early part of '77.
Councillor MacKay asked Mr. Cragg if a person signed an affidavit that
could be proven to be wrong, what recourse would the Municipality have,
and, as well, the purchaser have. Mr. Cragg indicated it was possible
to give whatever weight the Municipality wishes to the affidavit in
question. The Municipality could choose to ignore or accept it at face
value or to determine whatever amount of weight it wishes to give to
its. There would be no avenue open to the Municipality for recourse if
the affidavit proved to be false.

Mr. Cragg also indicated there would be legal remedy available on the
civil level to the purchaser either through damages or having the
original contract to purchase rescinded.
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SPEAKERS IN FAVOUR OF APPLICATION NO. RA-SA-06-84=20

Mr. Harold Edwards, applicant, and Mrs. Eva Edwards, spoke in favor of
the application. Mr. Edwards indicated it was necessary to rent the
apartment to pay the mortgage on the premises and were under the
impression when they purchased the property that it conformed to all
the appropriate by-laws.

Mr. Edwards indicated the property had been assessed for a number of
years as a two family dwelling and the County had been aware of this
situation for a number of years. Mr. Edwards indicated that there had
been no objections to the use of this building for the years prior to
submitting the application for re-zoning to allow conformity with the
present zoning by-laws in the Sackville area.

Councillor Wiseman asked Mr. Edwards when he first became aware of the

fact that the house was not in conformity with the Sackville MDP. Mr.

Edwards indicated this came to light when a tenant in the apartment had
been evicted, Councillor Wiseman asked who the previous owner was.

Mr,., Edwards indicated it was David Gilbert.

Councillor MacKay asked if the tenant was acquired at the time the
house was purchased. Mr. Edwards indicated that was so. Councillor
Mackay asked if the lawyer had indicated it was a legal two unit
dwelling. Mr. Edwards indicated the lawyer did not say it was legal
but also did not inform him it was illegal.

SPEAKERS IN OPPOSITION TO APPLICATION NO. RA-SA-06-84-20

Mr. Calvin Bechard, resident, 128F spoke in opposition to the
application. Mr. Bechard's objection was to the parking arrangements
for the basement apartment. He indicated he had had a minor traffic
accident in the driveway and expense in erecting fencing on his
property.

He indicated the property was not surveyed properly, and when the
driveway was paved the people paving the property paved over the
surveyor's markers. Mr. Bechard also registered his' request for a
chain link fence to separate the two properties.

Councillor Wiseman asked how long Mr. Bechard had been living in his
home. Mr., Bechard indicated he had been a resident there for thirteen
years. Councillor Wiseman asked when the apartment was put in the
house. Mr. Bechard indicated it was approximately five years ago.

Warden MacKenzie asked if Mr. Bechard ever gave any thought to having
the survey completed by himself. Mr. Bechard indicated he had had no
reason prior to this to have the survey completed. He also indicated
now he would like to see the property surveyed and a proper boundary of
some type erected.
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Mrs. Bechard asked if there would be any increase in her assessment if
the property next to hers was zoned as an R-2. Mrs. Bechard indicated
the property was very well kept now but prior to Mr. Edwards owning the
property there were three tenants living upstairs and someone in the
basement and a repeat of this may occur if Mr. Edwards sells the
property.

Councillor MacKay indicated that assessment would not ba a matter the
County Council could deal with as assessments are completed by the
Provincial Department of Assessment. Councillor MacKay also indicated
that the owness would be on the Bechards to take action if they felt
their property was being infringed upon by their neighbor. Councillor
MacKay also indicated that according to the MDP for the Sackville area
it would be incumbant upon Mr. Edwards to provide two parking spaces on
this property if he was to gain approval for an R-2 zoning. This
information was confirmed by Mr. Cragg and Mr. Hanusiak.

Councillor Margescon asked if there was room on the other side of the
building for a second driveway. It was indicated there was not.

Councillor Wiseman indicated she would be interested in attempting to
have the families work out some solution to their problems.

Councillor MacDonald asked Mr. Hanusiak if the re-zoning could be
recommended without the proper parking facilities. (inaudible) Mr.
Hanusiak indicated there was space to satisfy the parking requirement
for two cars. Councillor MacDonald asked if the zoning was approved if
Mr. Edwards was required to provide an additional parking space. Mr.
Hanusiak indicated this was correct.

Councillor Wiseman stated it was her understanding if there was
adequate space in a driveway for two or three cars this would be
considered as adequate parking space. Mr. Bechard indicated the main
problem was that the driveway was too narrow and at the house the
driveway was approximately six feet.

Mrs. Bechard asked if there were any complaints in the future if there
are more than two tenants living in the building if she would have any
right to complain. Councillor Wiseman indicated if there was a problem
of this nature it would not be handled through a zoning situation.

Mr. Hanusiak stated if the unit continues in its present capacity as a
conforming piece of land some sections of the planning act will kick
into place indicating no physical alterations, expansions, or anything
could be done to that property except necessary repairs.

Councillor Margeson asked how far from the driveway the sideyard
clearance must be. Mr. Hanusiak indicated the sideyard clearance would
be measured from the building and the parking facilities could be right
up on the line.
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Councillor Margeson asked if it would be possible to institute a
contract situation. Mr. Hanusiak indicated there was no provision for
this type of activity under the development contract clauses.

Councillor Poirier asked if there was any provision in the planning of
this area that dictates that the two people must use this driveway or
is this just an arrangement that was made between two parties.
Councillor Poirier indicated it may be a solution to erect a fence
along the driveway. Mr. Bechard stated there was a covenant in
Sackville preventing people from erecting fences along this property
line.

Councillor MacKay indicated that people were allowed to erect fences
from the Department of Transportation right of way along your property
line. He also stated if the fence was under four feet a permit would
not be required, however, if it was over four feet it would require a
permit.

Councillor McInroy indicated he felt this discussion was off the topic

of the hearing and did not feel it was the purvue of the Council to
resolve the personal problems between these two individuals.

QUESTIONS FROM COUNCIL

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

“THAT Lot 12F, Phase 2, Sackville Developments, located at 67
Mowat Crescent be rezoned from R-1 to R-2."

Councillor MacKay there would be no difference to the Edwards' use of
this property regardless of whether the re-zoning was granted as the
property would simply remain as non-conforming And on that basis he was
in opposition to the application.

Motion Carried.

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned.
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CALL TO ORDER

Deputy Warden Adams called the meeting to order at 7:07 with the
Lord's Prayer.

ROLL CALL
Mr. Kelly called the roll.

APPOINTMENT OF RECORDING SECRETARY

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

“THAT C. Lynn Weeks be appointed as recording secretary."
Motion Carried.
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PROCEDURES FOR PUBLIC HEARING

Deputy Warden Adams outlined the procedures for the Public Hearing for
the spectators in the gallery and the participants

REZONING APPLICATION NO. ZA-24-09-84-01

Staff Report

Mr. Mike Hanusiak presented the staff report and indicated the
rezoning application had been advertised in accordance with the
planning act and no correspondence had been received either in favour
or opposed to the rezoning.

Mr. Hanusiak presented the report requesting rezoning of lands along
Boutilier's Road at Boutilier's Point from unzoned to R-5 for the
purpose of protecting against the intrusion of incompatible land uses.
Mr. Hanusiak indicated the recommendation from staff was to approve the
application.

Mr. Hanusiak indicated the application for the rezoning was accompanied
by a petition containing the names of twenty area land-owners in favour
of the rezoning and four individuals who were opposed to the zoning.
Mr. Hanusiak indicated there was a limit as to the amount of commercial
growth or expansion that can take place to a development under this
zone application.
Staff was recommending approval of this application for two reasons:
1. Area is experiencing moderate increase in development, and;
this zoning ensures a flexible yet consistent pattern of
development.
2. This zone is not likely to produce any non-conforming uses.

QUESTIONS FROM COUNCIL

None.

SPEAKERS IN FAVOUR OF APPLICATION NO. RA-24-09-84-01

None.

SPEAKERS IN OPPOSITION OF APPLICATION NO. ZA-24-09-84-01

None.
It was moved by Councillor Walker, seconded by Councillor Margeson:
“THAT Rezoning Application No. RA-24-09-84-01 be approved by

counctil,"
Motion Carried.
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REZONING APPLICATION NO. RA-SA-12-84-20

Staff Report

Mr. Hanusiak presented the staff report and indicated the application
had been advertised in accordance with the Planning Act and further
that no correspondence had been received either in favour of or opposed
to the application.

Mr. Hanusiak indicated the request was received from Mr. Wilfred Abbott
to rezone Lot 5-L of Phase 4, Sackville Developments, located at 8-10
Lynnville Drive, Lower Sackville, from R-1 to R-2 to change the status
from a legal non-conforming use to that of a conforming use.

Mr. Hanusiak presented the staff report indicating staff's
recommendation to approve the application based on Policy P-31 and that
the proposed rezoning is in conformity with all applicable provisions
of Policy P-104 and that a building permit was issued in 1975 to
construct a basement apartment which was at that time an allowable use
based on the property's unzoned status.

QUESTIONS FROM COUNCIL

Councillor DeRoche asked if this was an existing R-2 prior to the
development of the MDP even though it was not zoned as such. Mr.
Hanusiak indicated that was so.

Councillor DeRoche asked if this incorrect present zoning was an
oversight in the development of the MDP for Sackville. Mr. Hanusiak
indicated it could have been overlooked.

Councillor DeRoche asked what situation brought this fact to the
attention of the Planning Department. Mr. Hanusiak stated he had had a
phone call from Mr. Abbot or from the present property owners
expressing concern regarding the zoning as related to them by the real
estate agents. Councillor DeRoche confirmed it was the sale of the
property which brought this situation to light. Mr. Hanusiak agreed
with this.

Councillor MacKay confirmed that the zoning should have been as an R-2
residence when the MDP for Sackville was put into place.

SPEAKERS IN FAVOUR OF APPLICATION NO. RA-SA-12-84-20

None.

Councillor DeRoche asked the present owners of the property if the
property had the proper zoning when it was purchased.

Mr. Barry Johns, 10 Michael Drive, Lower Sackville, indicated when he
was about to purchase the property the Abbott's had no idea the
property was zoned R-1. They had purchased the property under the
assumption it was an R-2 Zone. Mr. Johns also stated it was during the
time he was requesting a mortgage it was discovered this property was
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zoned R-1.

Councillor DeRoche asked if the property was advertised at the time of
sale as a duplex. Mr. Johns indicated it was.

SPEAKERS IN OPPOSITION TO THE APPLICATION.

None.

It was moved by Councillor Wiseman, seconded by Councillor MacDonald:
"THAT Council approved the R-2 zoning for the property Lot 5-L,
Phase 4, Sackville Developments Ltd., located at 8-10 Lynnville
Drive, Lower Sackville.
Motion Carried.

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned.
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CALL TO ORDER

Warden MacKenzie called the meeting to order at 6:08 p.m. with the
Lord's Prayer.
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APPOINTMENT OF RECORDING SECRETARY

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

“THAT C. Lynn Weeks be appointed as recording secretary."
Motion Carried.

ROLL CALL
Mr. Meech called the roll.
APPROVAL OF MINUTES

It was moved by Councillor Snow, seconded by Councillor DeRoche:

"THAT the minutes of April 3, 1984 be approved as submitted."
Motion Carried.

ADDITIONS TO THE AGENDA

Councillor Larsen requested that the topic of "old schools" be added to
the agenda.

Councillor McInroy requested that the topic of “St. Mary's University"
be added to the agenda. '

MEETING WITH RCMP OFFICIALS

Superintendent Cal Bungay presented his report to the Council which
provided an overview of the statistics the RCMP had gathered over the
past year regarding crime rates in the County. It was indicated that
overall the crime rate is decreasing and this may in some cases be a
result of more stringent legislation and/or more effective education
programs for the public.

Many of the Councillors thanked the RCMP members for the service and
the programs which had been carried on in their areas and for the
community participation which the RCMP were involved with, Councillor
Snow expressed some concern about the availability of drugs to young
persons.

The RCMP officer in that area replied to the statement and informed
Councillor Snow that their detachment is well aware of this and would
be keeping an "open eye" on the situation and would hope that this
practice would be stopped.

Councillor MacKay expressed concern regarding vehicles which were
parking in what seemed to be dangerous areas, i.e. close to corners, at
stop signs, etc. The Sackville Detachment Officer informed Councillor
MacKay that there was nothing that could be done if there were no
signserected, i.e. no parking, if the vehicle was within the bounds of
Provincial Motor Vehicle Legislation.






