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The Mississauga News " ^

. m . editorials
R^. Pleasanl Valley s' ________

After the considerable effort Mississauga council —=-—------ - - | °7 II /*
yjSoW> has expended to assist the 127 families who live in the -----— ----- lH 1 1 I l It \ \ __'

Pleasant Valley trailer court, it comes as a jolt to - x ~r * j V_c±i \ |\ /
[, ‘ « have the Mississauga planning board recommend " r \ Us

against establishing an alternate site. -------------------- I —"L-~a—* r~^~~ ' "—-»
Council and the Peel County board of health have ' 5 fr<Wijfry both dealt with the problems facing these people with f\] "SR Lw-^J^A

ywfc 1 understanding of their Situation. Rezoning of the site ~ u-'y 'nlf 3 Ulir^<X W/'\T~i
they presently occupy is sought by the owners in order ZjT'vLr----- — ------  ——">v

MpJA' that apartments may be built there, and the existing —ifjN0 * ° Tr R, tlTOqcr A
sewage facilities available are not considered suitable —IKBL 7) ) -rJ g /^zfrn
by the board of health. Yet the owners of the property, jjlllflH. - ' - r=—J^
council and the board of health have all tackled this (^5\ttVr Tv^*A-vA/ l ....7 ‘ * / ‘ —

w j problem from the standpoint that these are people, not /----- />——'-------  '
statistics, and that there should be some place in the ''ll I ^
110 square miles which is the Town of Mississauga in A "t^l I

§V ^be planners, at council's request, have prepared )PQ6*| N' x~ 1 \ ( t rT ia
a report listing six possible alternate sites, one of ’ II ■%, i \ I A // \ \\PTyv 11?^”

-:>V , which is an industrial property occupied by Cooksville "* ft ' \ lyMj [{ \ 1 \ V
Brick; a part of the company’s shale reserves on rrrrt ---------- { _\B] H u Jlf~\\\ AA n
which council has been told it is possible a 15-to-20 W|l U I J Mr \ V V Q)m\ \L-sS
year lease could be obtained The best site of all, from 111 v jipff

pE’ the planners viewpoint, is a 30-acre site on the------ ----- —w \Tlt H™V \\\, JC — A / \ |\ )
soutttern portion of lands owned by Canadian Arse- \\J! IlmUfi ' " ' JA ■. J—A *\ V
nals. not far from the present Pleasant Valley site. _______________\7MlmjnS.

Most of these people are not transients, and l_yOVJA|0 •
Pleasant Valley is a neat and well-kept community in _____ rsf-EOMM /vews SERVtCf______________ ___________________________________
Wh,Nor,S smedryntSistakthePr Town of Mississauga so ^ YEAR VIE GO CAMPING AND EVERY YEAR I GET THE FEELING THAT VY

mjmi,! cramped for space that it cannot provide for what is _ # _
an accepted type of accommodation in any large f -f- . J ^ a „ 7 4. - J J _

?fe, community^ These aren't overnight campers; they are (, t %£& g, Clfjf'Sfl l llClfl 1
/RtyT' , mobile homes, conipletely equipped. And the people J „

B
.v who live in them are hardly welfare cases;«they are i7^^======i

simply people whose livelihood may involve moving Sir:
from^one location to another on a semipermanent I am writing in regard T nize Mississauga So
basis or people who like to be able to settle down to two unrelated items. JL/CLlClO what? I'm quite sure peo-
without being-tied down to ownership of a home which 1. I do not agree, or ___ ___ nie have a ml.ch better
can' be moved if they so choose. rather you appear not to Trt idea even th^se who

Council, the health board, the Department of agree, with your election J. O X IlG don., know Toron(o and
<■' Municipal Affairs and the owners of the land have all results on a poll by-poll _ Mississauga too well of

Msi> done their best to work out an equitable solution for basis I've enclosed a where I live when I sav
xfy \ the Pleasant Valley people We suggest that the copy of a worksheet I did .E/CUlOr Malton
H8»Kr Mississauga planning board take another look at their and as you will note, the ____________________ Thp same hcJHc ini»

proposal from a human standpoint, this time total votes for each candi- the people who live in
JSfilpj.; ___ date dt> not agree with ports have exactly the Cooksville, Meadowvale,

rr\ 1 4 f • • the offical return totals same number of ballots etc. To my way of think-
\ f f| 4* lift Y&ft I FI y giv,en , P61- candidate and poll 13 ing. berating the Post Of-Wm& * M-VOV vUI CU'I'lfO Also your breakdown of is completely different in fice for their slowttess in
K, how many polls were won your issue of July 3 than zoning Mississauga is
\ „ I-an,dAT Ued b-v each it originally was in the only a front by local poli-

fJLftitl/ l ttllMjdt'S candidate does not jibe. June 26 issue. ticians (and editors?) so
J Presumably this is a re- 2. I do not agree with that people will think

Klti In view of a decided nnswino in the nnmher „f ?“!*of “^JET1?*8 e g P°,ls y.our_ fixat.ion on Ketttag they are progressive and


