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He requested that the Director of Public Works investigate whether or not this is the actual
site that the blasting is taking place and in the business of this blasting By-laws if he
would use some means of persuasion to get a little more control as far as the blasts are
concerned. He said he understood that Municipal Spraying is one of the better companies as
far as blasting is concerned. They keep records, but he said he would like an investigation
made and a report brought back to the Municipal Clerk. He said he would be quite happy to
get a report either from Mr, Gallagher or Mr, Bensted to see if we can get this problem
settled. It was therefore moved by Councillor Dunbar, seconded by Councillor Hudson:

"THAT the Director of Public Works be requested to investigate
the problem of blasting in the area of a new railway cut by
Municipal Spraying Contracting in the Bedford Area." Motion
carried.

Councillor Fader brought up the subject of an Unsightly Premises Officer and asked if we still
had to wait untilthe budget is presented to us or can we have any information as to what has
been done.

Mr. Bensted advised that the Committee has not made any recommendations as yet. He stated
that it was hoped that it would be in the May Session of Council.
L}

Councillor Killam advised that with the non-shareable items that the County i$§ now looking at,
there is no way that the County can do anything until we have had word as to what the Province
is going to do.

Councillor MacKanzie commented that the unsiéhtly problems are getting progressively worse and
that something would have to be done. He stated that there are a few real bad ones - cars along
the side of the road, etc. He stated if these are on highway property then highways will have
to report to the R.C.M.P. and they will endeavor to have them taken away but if off the
highway,property, they are left dismantled.

With regard to the R.C.M.P., Councillor MacKenzie, reported that in the past two or three
years, we have had a lot of damage to private property, fisherman's freezer plants, throwing
of traps on rocks, damage to cottages on the Mooseland and Musquodoboit Roads. He advised

enough in the area from Ecum Secum to Musquodoboit. It was moved by Councillor MacKenzie,
seconded by Councillor Smith:

"THAT the Royal Canadian Mounted Police be requested by letter
with copies to Attorney General and the Hon. A. Garnet Brown,
to consider adding one or more members to the Sheet HarlLcur
detachment in order to cope with the demand for police service
re vandalism, break § entry." Motion carried.

Councillor Deveaux asked when the sewer and water costs would be finished and was advised by
the Municipal Clerk that it was hoped to be finished in the near future. Councillor Deveaux
asked what effect the interest would have on the individual and asked if a report could be
brought in next month.

Councillor Deveaux also spoke on in-camera meetings. He felt that people are entitled to know
what is going on at meetings, that there were too many in-camera meetings going on, and he
suggested that no more in-camera meetings be held without the full consent of the Members of
Council.

Mr. Bensted, Municipal Clerk, advised that there was nothing within the By-laws that says
that Committee Meetings are public meetings. Council Meetings, he commented, are public
meetings.

Councillor Killam pointed out that the concern of many people is that when a person is not
allowed to attend a meeting or hear what is going on, that they suspect, and he expressed the
hope that our Committees would be sensitive to that area. He stated that in his judgment,
there should be very few occasions when a Committee would say '"this is not for publication"
and he expressed the hope that all in-camera meetings would be held to a minimum.

Councillor Smith asked if this applied to Boards as well,.

The Municipal Clerk advised that Ocean View Manor and the Halifax County Hospital are cov.sed
by their own By-laws and whether or not they allow persons in, is their own decision.
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It was moved by Councillor Hudson, seconded by Councillor Nicholson:

"THAT the April 20th., 1976 Session of the Municipal Council
be adjourned. Motion carried.
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The May Session of the Council of the Municipality of the County of Halifax convened at .the..y
Municipal Administration Building at 10:00 a.m., Tuesday, May 18th., 1976 with Warden Ira S.
Settle presiding. rabie¥

s "xuvesW
Following the Lord's Prayer, the Municipal Clerk called the Roll. "

It was moved by Councillor Anderson, seconded by Councillor Williams;

"THAT Miss Doris Leonard be appointed as Recording
Secretary for this Session of Council." Motion
Carried.

Mr. Bensted advised that, as indicated in the Report of the Finance and Executive Committee,
that Committee was hoping to meet with the Minister of Education and the Minister of Finance
of the Province of Nova Scotia prior to this Session of Council. This meeting could not be
arranged before this Council Session and it has now been arranged for eleven o'clock today.
The Municipal Clerk commented that this was not the best hour to meet with them but the
Finance and Exective Committee feel that this meeting is most desirable and will recommend to
Council that this meeting be proceeded with in order to discuss the nor-shareable items of the
Municipal School Board Budget and the Committee will recommend to Council that this Session
adjourn at eleven o'clock and re-convene at one o'clock in order to allow the Committee to
have this meeting. This recommendation will be brought forward at 10:40.

Councillor MacKenzie reminded Council that there was another function taking place at 4:30 p.m.
He was advised by the Municipal Clerk that if it is necessary for a meeting of the Finance
and Executive Committee on their return, it will be a very short meeting.

Councillor MacKenzie wondered if it would not be advisable to adjourn until tomorrow morning
but was advised by the Municipal Clerk that it would not appear necessary at this time.

Mr. Bensted, Municipal Clerk then introduced the letters and communications commenting that
there was just one letter received from the Minister of Transport with regard to correspondence
from the residents of Porter's Lake area referring to an application under the Navigable Waters
Protection Act. .

Approval of the Minutes was the next item dealt with. It was moved by Councillor McCabe,
seconded by Councillor MacKenzie:

"THAT the Minutes of the April Session of the
Municipal Council held on April 20th., 1976, be
approved.”" Motion carried.

The Municipal Clerk stated that the next item was a Resolution which had been deferred from
the April Session of Council but as there were a number of people in the gallery interested in
the Report of the Planning Advisory Committee, it might be advisable to deal with the Report
of the Planning Advisory Committee at this time.

Council agreed and the Report of the Planning Advisory Committee was then dealt with. Mr.
Bensted, outlined the report advising that the Committee had held Public Hearings on three of
the items.

With regard to Application No. 25-74 - Garfield Drake, who was requesting rezoning at Glen
Margaret from G - General Building Zone to T-Mobile Home Park Zone the Committee was recommending
rejection of this zone request as a result of the Public Hearing.

It was moved by Councillor Nicholson, seconded by Councillor Lawrence:

"THAT the Report of the Planning Advisory Committee
be approved." Motion carried.

It was moved by Councillor Gaetz, seconded by Councillor Slauenwhite:
"BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Zoning By-law be and the
same is hereby amended by rezoning lands of
Ewart Wiseman, Being Lot "E" of the Stanley Ernst
Havil Subdivision, Highway No. 1 (Middle Sackville)
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013 25, from R-1 (Residential Single Family Dwelling Zone)

HELE to C-1 (Commercial Local Business Zone).
Application No. 51-75." Motion carried.

-‘It'was moved by Councillor Gaetz, seconded by Councillor Fader:

“"BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Zoning By-law be and the
same is hereby amended by rezoning lands of C.H.S.
Developments Limited on Highway No. 101 at Sack-
ville from R-1 (Residential Single Family Dwelling
Zone) to TH (Townhouse Zone). Application No. 9-76."
Motion .carried. ‘

'Daputy Warden Streatch apologized for being a few minutes late and advised that he had been

7 :held up in traffic. He asked in dealing with the Report of the Planning Advisory Committee

what action had been taken with regard to the Garfield Drake property and he was advised by
Warden Settle that the Planning Advisory Report had been approved by Council and that it had
contained the Committee's recommendation to reject this request.

‘Deputy Warden Streatch asked if the first part of the Agenda had been dealt with and was ad-
vised by Warden Settle that certain parts had been dealt with but asthere were people in the
gallery interested in the Planning Advisory Report, it was decided by Council to deal with
it.. ’

Deputy Warden Streatch asked if there had been any discussion with regard to the Drake
property and stated that them were some points he would like to bring out. He stated he was
quite concerned at the time of the Public Hearing and fully intended to speak on this appli-
cation and asked if it were possible for him to do so at this time.

Mr. Hooley, Municipal Solicitor, advised that it was a rather difficult situation and it
would necessitate the unanimous consent of Council, in order to proceed.

Peputy Warden Streatch said he had no desire to change the decision of Council but would like
the opportunity to make a few comments.

The Municipal Solicitor advised that this' would require the full consent of Council.

Councillor Gaetz stated that he had tried to get up to speak but that the motion was put be-
fore he had an opportunity to rise.

Affer some discussion, it was agreed to allow Deputy Warden Streatch to speak on this item.

Deputy Warden Streatch commented that it had always appeared to him that in dealing with
Public Hearings the Planning Advisory Committee has tried to come to a fair conclusion. He
commented that with regard to this particular Public Hearing there had been a great deal of
input. He stated that in this Public Hearing, we had the difference of a man who has been
in business for six years and because of the system he was in the "General" zone and because
of the requirements he is required to be in a Mobile Home Park Zone. He commented that this
man's business is his investment and thatis why he,Deputy Warden Streatch, is concerned.

Deputy Warden Streatch commented that our Department of Development, had not objected

to this development; the Building Inspector would have no objection to issuing a Building
Permit; the Health Department after bringing several items to the attention of the owner, is
satisfied with the health requirements - and,commented Deputy Warden Streatch, those are the
three requirements needed to get a building permit, but before he gets this the land has to
be rezoned. i

Deputy Warden Streatch said he visited the site concerned. He said he had spoken to a couple
of people and met Mr. § Mrs. Drake and viewed the camp site and was reasonably impressed. He
said he did not care particularly for the size of the site. He thought the type of operation
was good and it was a good place for the operation. He noted that Mr. Drake had a boat which
he used for deep sea fishing, and he wondered why he should vote this man out of business. He
added that the Department of Tourism givesthis park a high rating and he added that with all

these points why the Planning Advisory Committee objected to this operation and felt that the

. only thing he could come up with was compassion for the people of the area who had spoken

.against the operation. He added that the people had a good submission and the Planning Advisory
Committee with the facts they had before them, came to the right decision, however, he felt

that the fact that one member did go and visit the site should warrent some reconsideration. He
felt it should be under the Department of Tourism and that the man should not be put out of
business because it.is objectional to some people in the area.
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He added that he was a farmer in Elderbank but if any of his neighbours objected to any odours
coming from his barn, did this justify their coming in and putting him out of business? He

felt if the Members of this Council did not reconsider:this application it is a serious matter.
Tourism, he added, is very prime in that area, and the amount of business that camp sites are
doing is good for our economy, and he asked that this application be reconsidered and deferred.

Mr. Bensted, Municipal Clerk, commented as to the procedure in dealing with the Planning
Advisory Report. He stated that the Report has been brought to Council and has been adopted.
He stated that if some member of Council wishes to make a resolution to approve the applica-
tion, it would be in order provided the mover of the resolution could get a seconder.

Councillor Lawrence stated that as Councillor for the District - she was of the opinion, that
debating the Planning Advisory Committee's Report was out of order. Coun¢il had had a long
discussion as to whether Public Hearings would be held by Council as a whole, or by the Planning
Advisory Committee and it was agreed to have all Public Hearings conducted by the Planning
Advisory Committee and she commented that this had all the aspects of being a Public Hearing.
g

Councillor Lawrence commented on the remarks of Deputy Warden Streatch with regard to tourism,
She agreed that tourism is of prime importance but wanted to point out that Mr. Drake's ":™
camping gound was started six years ago. It was objected to in a community that was almost
totally residential. This is a business, she stated, that has come into the community and the
community acted strongly at the Public Hearing. She wanted to make it quite clear that there
were strong objections against it. She commented, that she, herself, before the Public Hearing
had not been approached by anyone who was in favour of approval of this operation.

Councillor Gaetz commented that he heartily concurred with Deputy Warden Streatch, that we
were throwing this man out of business, that he appeared to have met all the requirements.

Deputy Warden Streatch asked if it would be in order to introduce new evidence if there was any.

The Solicitor advised that under the Planning Act, the Council of the Municipality of the
County of Halifax has the authority to enact the Zoning By-law. Council has delegated this
authority to the Planning Advisory Committee. The Planning Advisory Committee had held a
Public Hearing - it was advertised - people had the opportunity to speak. It was well known
in the area that this Public Hearing was being held, and it was his opinion that it would be
undermining the authority the Council has placed on the Planning Advisory Committee to bring in
new evidence.

Deputy Warden Streatch asked if therewere a petition by the people of Glen Margaret, could it
be introduced.

Councillor Lawrence commented that the Solicitor had already ruled on this matter.

Deputy Warden Streatch stated that he lived in Elderbank but if he had not gone to Glen
Margaret and viewed the operation, he would not be speaking on the matter today.

It was moved by Councillor Hudson, seconded by Councillor Killam:

"THAT Counzil adjourn until 1:00 p.m."
Motion carried.

AFTERNOON SESSION

Council re-convened at 1:00 p.m. with Warden Ira Settle presiding.
The Municipal Clerk called the Roll.

The Warden announced that Council Members had been in the middle of a discussion on the Garfield
Drake Application when Council had adjourned. !

Deputy Warden Streatch advised that he would like to make a couple of remarks. He wanted to
apologize to Council Members for statements he had made which may have caused Members to' feel
that he was unduly criticizing them for bringing the Report of the Planning Advisory Committee
forward on the Agenda and hoped that they would appreciate his concern when he entered the
Council Chambers, that he did not realize at the time, that it had been brought forward to
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facilitate those people attending in the gallery. He also wanted to thank Council for allowing
‘him to bring the issue to the floor. !e stated that as far as he was concerned, he had done
“what he felt, as a representative of Halifax County on the Planning Board, was needed to be done
and hoped that Councillors would follow their own convictions. He said it was his understanding
that the application could be appealed to the Provincial Planning Appeal Board and knowing this,
he did not feel that Councillors were "pulling the ropes" on this man.

The Solicitor, advised that the applicant does have an appeal available to him before the

Provincial Planning Appeal Board if he is not satisfied with the decision of this Council. He

advised that there are higher authorities that can judge on this action, and He did not feel

that Council should allow this Session to become a Public Hearing and should vote on the matter

@S ‘quickly as possible, If there is new evidence, he stated, the applicant could

make a new application to the-County, and if there is new information the wheels can be set in
motion once again.

Councillor Gaetz wondered how expensive this would be to this gentleman - he is already in an
established business. He commented that he sympathized with Councillor Lawrence but said that
many of the Districts are faced with similar circumstances. He stated that he was proud that
the matter had been discussed on the floor of Council.

Councillor Slauenwhite said that Council was not holding a Public Hearing andthat it was correct
that this matter should be discussed at this time.

The Solicitor, commented that his remarks had been miscomstrued, that he had meant that Council

should not let this matter become a Public Hearing. He commented that Council has a responsibility

to discuss issues before making a decision.

Councillor Hudson stated that she could not vote against the decision of the Planning Advisory
Committee until we had all the information, and she felt there was no way we could get that,
that certainly not all the information available was contained in the Report of the Planning
Advisory Committee. She stated she could not go against the decision of the Committee as they
had held the Public Hearing and they made the decision.

Councillor Dunbar stated that he concurred with the remarks of Councillor Hudson. He said there
were many points that had arisen at the meeting of the Planning Advisory Committee and the Public
Hearing that had not been brought forth today. He felt that this Council should not become a
Public Hearing. He commented that if Council wished him to bring out any further points he

could do so and if this was the wish of Council he would continue otherwise he thought that
Council should vote and leave it at the decision of the Committee.

Councillor Lawrence stated that, as Councillor for the District and a Member of the Planning
Advisory Committe, she felt that the matter should be voted on now.

Councillor Deveaux agreed with Councillor Lawrence, and said there was no reflection on the
Planning Advisory Committee. He stated there was a lot more information placed before the
Committee and felt that this was one case where he felt that Public Hearings should be held by
the full Council. He commented that he felt sure there would be other instances such as this

and if Public Hearings were held by Council, there would be no excuse for Councillors not knowing
the whole story. He commented that Councillors had to base their decision on the facts that

were placed before them.

Councillor Anderson expressed the opinion that the discussion this morning proved that the system
of Public Hearings before a Committee should be abolished, and held by the Municipal Council.
He stated he would support the decision of the Committee.

Deputy Warden Streatch agreed with Councillor Slauenwhite that Council presumably is the place
to discuss these matters. He said he believed that Councillors had the right to question any
decision made by any Committee., He said he did not feel that this had turned into a Public
Hearing, that we were merely discussing the decision made by the Committee.

It was moved by Deputy Warden Streatch, seconded by Councillor Gaetz:

"THAT the Application No. 25-74 - Garfield Drake,
Highway No. 333, Glen Margaret, to change Lot "A"
Lands of Garfield Drake, at Glen Margaret from
"G" - General Building Zone to "T" - Mobile Home
Park Zone, be approved."

A sfanding vote was taken on this motion with the result three (3) for; fourteen (14) against.
Warden Settle declared the motion defeated. .
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Councillor Hudson requested that the Planning Adv1sory Committee have a look at the minimum sié 3
for camping grounds, also suggestingthat there - should be a buffer zone of trees around a camp_ § §e.
It was moved by Councillor Hudson, seconded by Deputy Warden Streatch: '-,;rf

"“"THAT it be recommended that the Planning Advisory

Committee consider the size of the area of proposed AT
camping sites." Motion carried. o
Counc1110r Nicholson advised that a report is being prepared by the Provincial Government for 'i:

Dalhousie University on this matter and as soon as this comes in we shall receive copies if 1t'Ha§
been approved by the Provincial Government. 1

Warden Settle announced that the Solicitor, Mr. Hooley, had a matter which he wished to bring to the
attention of Council at this time. il

3rh D
Mr. Hooley advised that there is presently a Bill before the House to amend the financing of the,
Halifax-Dartmouth Bridge Commission which would mean that any operating deficits of the Bridge
Commission would be shared by the three municipalities - Halifax, Dartmouth, and the Mun1c1pallty
of the County of Halifax, their share being forty percent (40%) - the City of Halifax (22%) , the
City of Dartmouth (13%) and the Municipality of the County of Halifax (5%). He stated if this
amendment goes through the Municipality would be responsible for 5% of the operating deficit of
the Halifax-Dartmouth Bridge Commission.

Councillor MacKenzie asked if we had an opportunity to present an alternative. He felt it was high
time the Province assumed the full responsibility of the bridges across the Harbour.

It was moved by Councillor Nicholson, seconded by Councillor Anderson:

"THAT the Municipal Solicitor and the Warden be
authorized and are hereby so authorized to appear
before the Law Amendments Committee with respect
to proposed legislation re amendments to the
Halifax-Dartmouth Bridge Commission." Motion
Carried.

Mr. Bensted announced that the following resolution had been deferred from the April Session of
Council. It was moved by Councillor Williams, seconded by Councillor Deveaux:

"THAT the Municipal Council recommend to the Chairman
of the Nova Scotia Power Corporation that consideration
be given to establishing the o0il surcharge re power

bills as follows: uld
"Any homeowner using 800 kilowatt hours or less, pay ne i
no fuel adjustment charge and those over 800 kilowatt 11133
hours be charged a maximum of $15.00 re fuel adjustment : 21f3
charge, and that a copy of this resolution go to the Loons
Chairman of the Board of Public Utilities and the Members i1
of the Legislative Assembly of the Province of Nova FToN

Scotia." Motion carried. o
Councillor Williams stated that what he had said was that they not be allowed to charge the home-'°
owner anymore than $15.00. He said he had picked up a couple of bills from widows and stated ~°
that the homeowners were being hit pretty hard, though he and everyone else realized that they
must pay something. He stated that the gasollne taxes are the highest in Canada and the Governﬁant
should show a little compassion. He felt they could take half of the gasoline tax and put it iﬁto
the energy tax. Homeowners and Senior Citizens would benefit by this motion going through. He'’"
said he personnally felt that we should ask the Power Corporation for this to be reacted. *‘“*J

Councillor Nicholson commented that he was not saying that it would be accepted but it would be’a’
good thing if it were. He felt there was nothing wrong with the motion and he would support it.

Councillor Slauenwhite stated that you just don't transfer a bill from one pocket to the other and
felt that the Corporation had made a mistake when they showed the energy adjustment.

Councillor Killam said he was not completely aware of the increased cost and stated that future
cost factors are now in the hands of the Board of Commissioners of Public Utilities and asked if
it would be valid to make a submission to that Board. G
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Councillor McCabe commented that he had not been concerned with the o0il charge in his District
but that the kilowatt hours had increased to such an extent that some had gone up as much as
four and five times, and no way was it possible for people to use that much power. He stated
he would like to have the discrepancies in kilowatt hours looked into.

Councillor Williams said that it has not been explained where this increase is - the contract
was signed in 1971 and does not end until the end of this year, and he felt it was time we let
the Government know we had been led "down the garden path".

Mr. Bensted then brought up the three By-laws which had been deferred from the April Session of

Council.

After some discussion on the By-law with regard to blasting, it was moved by Councillor

Nicholson,
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seconded by Councillor Dunbar:

"BE IT RESOLVED THAT the following be and the same is
hereby adopted and enacted as a By-law of the

Municipality of the County of Halifax when and if the

same has received the approval of the Minister of Municipal
Affairs, and that the Municipal Clerk be and he is

hereby instructed to forward the same to the Minister

and request his approval hereof." Motion carried.

1976 ‘SESSION
BY-LAW NO.

A BY-LAW RESPECTING BLASTING AND DANGEROUS MATERIALS

1. (1) This By-law shall be known as and may be cited as
the "Blasting and Dangerous Materials By-law"

(2) This By-law shall apply to the following Districts
of the Municipality: 1, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 10, 14, 15, 16, & 17,

PART 1 - BLASTING

2, No person shall in the Municipality commence blasting
operations or discharge or cause to be discharged in the
Municipality any blast resulting from the use of an explo-
sive without first obtaining from the engineer a permit
therefore.

3. The applicant for a blasting permit shall state in his
application:

(a) the name, occupation and address of the applicant;
(b) the purpose of the proposed blasting;
(c) the depth to which it is proposed to blast;

(d) the date upon which it is proposed to commence
blasting and the probable duration thereof;

(e) the contractor engaged in the work, if any;

(f) such plans of the property where the blasting is
to take place and of adjoining properties and
showing the locations of the proposed blasts as
the engineer may require; and

(g) such other information as the engineer may require,

4., (1) The engineer may issue a permit to the applicant and may
impose such terms and conditions as to the period during which
such permit shall be in effect, which shall not exceed one year
from the date of the issue thereof, methods of blasting, size of
charges, period during which blasting may be carried on and such
other matters as he deems necessary for the protection of lives
and property. The engineer may refuse to issue a permit if he is
of the opinion that the same will endanger lives or property.
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(2) The engineer may, before issuing a permit, refer the
application therefor, to the Public Works Committee of the
Municipality, with a report and a recommendation and the
Committee shall consider the same and may direct the engineer
to either issue or refuse to issue such permit. The engineer
shall thereupon -obey the direction of such Committee and if the
Committee has directed the issuance of a permit the same shall
be issued subject to the terms and conditions imposed by the
Committee.

(3) The fee for such permit shall be five dollars ($5.00).

5. (1) The applicant, if the engineer refuses to grant a permit or
if the applicant is aggrieved by the terms and conditions so
imposed, may appeal to the Council from the refusal of the
engineer or such terms and conditions by notice in writing filed
with the clerk stating the grounds upon which he appeals and a
copy of such notice shall be delivered by the Clerk to the
engineer.

(2) The Council shall hear such appeal at a time and place to
be decided by the Clerk and may grant or refuse the application
or may grant the application upon such terms and conditions as in
the absolute discretion of the Council are considered proper for
the effective carrying out of the purposes of this By-law and the
decision of the Council thereon shall be final and without review
or appeal, and the failure to comply with such terms and conditions
imposed by such Council shall constitute a violation of this By-law.

6. (1) the holder of a permit shallj;

(a) maintain a continous record showing the total weight
of explosives and the number of detonators delivered each
day to the work and the disposal made of the explosives
and detonators not used.

(b) maintain a record of each blast, indicating the number
of holes, times, location, weight of explosives and timing
period,

(c) make a return at the end of each month to the engineer
clearly setting forth the above information.

(2) The records referred to in subsection (1) shall at all
times be available for checking by the engineer.

7. (1) Every application for a permit shall be required to produce
evidence that he has in effect public liability coverage in an
amount not less than fifty thousand dollars ($50,000.00) for any one
claim and one hundred thousand dollars ($100,000.00) for more than
one claim on account of any one accident and for property damage

coverage in an amount not less than fifty thausand dollars ($50,000.00)

for any one accident and no permit shall be issued by the engineer
until the applicant has produced such evidence.

(2) If the engineer is satisfied that any holder of a permit
under this By-law has improperly stored, handled or transported
explosives or has not used explosives carefully, competently or
safely, he may suspend the permit and shall report his action to
the Public Works Committee and the Public Works Committee shall
report thereon to the Council and the Council may continue or
terminate the suspension or revoke the permit. If the conditions
giving rise to the suspension of the permit have been remedied,
Council shall restore the permit.

~ (3) The engineer shall not issue a permit to any person whose
permit has been suspended or revoked without the approval of the
Council.
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8. No explosive charge used in blasting shall be set off except
by means of an electric blasting cap; provided however, that
the engineer may by special permission in writing, permit the
use of fuse for this purpose,

9. Without special permission in writing therefore, no blast
shall be set off except between the hours of eight o'clock
in the forenoon and six o'clock in the afternoon.

10. It shall be a violation of this by-law to employ any person
under the age of sixteen years in any capacity or about any
place where blasting operations are being conducted.

PART 11 - DANGEROUS MATERIALS

11. No person shall-accumulate or cause to be accumulated inaa
place where a fire arising from it might be reasonably expected
to spread any damp hay, straw or any other material which is
liable to cause spontaneous combustion.

12. No person shall store or cause to be stored any wood, coal,
paper, sawdust or any other inflammable material near a stove, a
furnace, an engine, gasoline or other inflammable spirits, ex-
plosives or any other source of fire where a fire originating from
such source might be reasonably expected to be aggravated by the
presence of the inflammable material.

13. No person shall install, cause to be installed, or use in
premises which he owns or occupies any electrical wiring, fixtures,
or appliances the conducting parts of which are not adequately
insulated according to proper engineering standards.

14, (1) No person shall process or use pyrotechnic or explosive
fireworks without the permission of the engineer and in accordance
with the conditions which the engineer may impose.

(2) Any permission granted by the engineer under subsection (1)
of this section shall not affect any civil liability which might
arise as the result of the possession or use of pyrotechnic or
explosive fireworks.

15. (1) No person shall use a building for the storage or manufac-
ture of high combustibles or explosives in the Municipality unless
he has first obtained a permit from the building inspector to do so.

(2) Every application for a permit under this Section shall be
made in writing and be filed with the building inspector.

(3) The application shall set forth the character of the building
to be used, and of the combustibles or explosives to be stored or man-

ufactured therein, and any other information the building inspector
may require.

(4) The building inspector shall, after an examination of the
building described in the application and after hearing the applicant
and any person objecting to the granting of such permit, issue or
refuse 'to issue the permit.
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Penalty (5) Every person who fails to comply with this Section shall
be guilty, of an offence and liable on summary conviction to a
fine not exceeding five hundred dollars ($500.00) and in default
of payment to imprisonment for a period not exceeding two months,.

Appeal from (6) An appeal shall lie to the Municipal Building Board by
Building any person affected by the decision of the building inspector made
Inspector under the provisions of this Section. The Municipal Building

Board shall either uphold or alter the decision of the building
inspector. Notice of any such appeal shall be sent by prepaid letter
to all persons who have given notice of theéir objections to the
decision of the building inspector.

PART 111 - PENALTY

Penalty 16. Every person who violates any of the provisions of this By-law
or who fails to comply with the terms and conditions of any permit
issued under the authority of this by-law shall be liable to a
penalty not exceeding one hundred dollars ($100.00) and in default
of payment thereof to imprisonment for a period not exceeding sixty
(60) days.

PART 1V - REPEAL

Repeal 17. All former Fire and Explosives By-laws passed by Council are
hereby repealed and this by-law substituted therefore.

~

It was moved by Councillor Hudson, seconded by Councillor Dunbar:

"BE IT RESOLVED THAT the following be and the same is hereby
adopted and enacted as a By-law of the Municipality of the

County of Halifax when and if the same has received the approval
of the Minister of Municipal Affairs and that the Municipal Clerk
be and he is hereby instructed to forward the same to the
Minister and request his approval hereof." Motion carried.

1976 ) ' SESSION
BY-LAW NO.

A BY-LAW RESPECTING GRAVEL PITS AND EXCAVATIONS

Title 1. (1) This By-law shall be known as and may be cited as the
"Excavations By-law'".

(2) This By-law shall apply to the following districts of
the Municipality: 1, 3, 6, 7, 10, 14, 15, 16, and 17.

Prohibited 2. No person in the Municipality shall own, operate or work, or
without a prepare to operate or work, or commence to operate or work a
permit gravel pit, or cause the same to be done, or make or cause to be

made an excavation for the purposes of quarrying or otherwise,
without first obtaining from the Engineer, a permit therefor.

Application 3. The applicant for a permit under this By-law shall state in
for permit his application for such permit:

(a) the name, occupation and address of the applicant;
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(b) the location of the proposed gravel pit or where
the proposed excavating or quarrying is to be carried out;

(c¢) the purpose of the proposed excavating or quarrying
the area to be involved in the excavating or quarrying and
the depth to which it is proposed to excavate or quarry;

(d) the date when such excavating or quarrying is prﬁ-
posed to commence and the probable duration of the same;

(e) the name and address of the owner of the land upon
which such.excavating or quarrying is to take place;

(f) if the applicant is not the owner of the said land,
the written consent of the owner to such excavating and
quarrying;

(g) the name of the contractor engaged in the work, if any;

(h) whether blasting will be necessary in connection with
the work and if so to what extent;

(i) such other information as the Engineer may resasonably
require to determine whether the proposed excavation meets the
requirements of this By-law, including, if deemed necessary,
maps, plans, drawings, test results, and surveys.

4. The Engineer may issue a permit for the carrying out of such work

to the applicant and may impose such terms and conditions for the
carrying on of the proposed work and the restoration of the surface of
the land upon which any excavating or quarrying has been or is proposed
to be carried on as he deems necessary. The Engineer may refuse to
issue a permit hereunder if he is of the opinion that the same is
unnecessary or that it will result in the creation of a public Huisance.

5. The Engineer before issuing a pexmit hereunder and as a condition
precedent to his doing so may:

(a) require the applicant or the owner of the property
upon which such quarrying or excavating is proposed to be
carried on to provide a bond to the satisfaction of the En-
gineer conditioned upon compliance by the applicant for such
permit, the owner of the property and the contractor engaged
in the work (if any) with the provisions of this by-law and
the terms and conditions prescribed by the Engineer or the
Public Works Committee of the Municipality as herein provided
in an amount satisfactory to the Engineer.

(b) require the applicant and the owner of the said property
to agree to comply with such other terms and conditions as the
Engineer may from time to time impose for the purpose of protecting
health, lives and property from injury as a result of such quarrying
or excavating operations and from the creation of a public nuisance.

6. (1) The applicant, if the Engineer refuses to grant a permit
hereunder or if the applicant is aggrieved by the terms and conditions
so imposed, may appeal to the Council from the refusal of the Engineer
or such terms and conditions by notice in writing filed with the

Clerk stating the grounds upon which he appeals and a copy of such
notice shall be delivered by the Clerk to the Engineer.

(2) The Council shall hear such appeal at a time and place to
be decided by the Clerk and may grant or refuse the application or may
grant the application upon such terms and conditions as in the abso-
lute discretion of the Council are considered proper for the effective
carrying out of the purposes of this By-law and the decision of the
Council thereon shall be final and without review or appeal and the
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failure to comply with such terms and conditions imposed by such
Council shall constitute a violation of this by-1law.

7. Any person who has operated or is operating a gravel pit or
quarry or who has conducted or is conducting quarrying operations
in the Municipality, or who has made any excavation in the Munici-
pality, and the owner of the land upon which such operations are
being or have been conducted or upon which an excavation has been
made, if the person operating such gravel pit or quarry or conduct-
ing such quarrying operations or who has made such excavation is
not the owner of such land, shall restore the surface of such land
to such condition, no more unsightly than before the operations
were conducted, as the Engineer, or the Council if an appeal has
been made as hereinbefore provided, may require, within such time,
but not'less than thirty (30) days, as the Engineer or the Council
may direct and failure to comply with such requirement-and direction
of the Engineer or the Council shall constitute a violation of this
by-law.

8. The Council may direct the Engineer to report upon any gravel
pit, excavation or quarry in the Municipality, or the Engineer may,
without such direction, make such a report.

9. If the Engineer reports that, in his opinion, such gravel pit,
excavation or quarry is a blighted, unsightly or disfigured area or
if the Council of its own motion so considers it to be, the Council
may appoint a time and place for a hearing upon such report or

motion and shall give the owner of the land upon which such quarrying
operations are being or have been conducted or upon which such
excavation has been made, the operator of such gravel pit, quarry, or
the person making such excavation,:not less than ten (10) days notice
in writing of the time and place so appointed and shall furnish him
at the same time with a copy of such report or motion.

10, Such owner, operator or person may appear at the hearing and be

heard respecting the matter of such report or motion.

11. The Council may, upon the conclusion-6f the hearing:

(a) instruct the Engineer to revoke or suspend any permit
issued in respect of such gravel pit, excavation or quarry;

(b) order such owner, operator or person to restore the
surface of such land to such condition, no more unsightly than
before the operations were conducted, as the Council may direct
within such time, but not less than thirty (30) days, as the
Council may require.

12. The provisions of Sections 7 to 11 inclusive do not apply
to an excavation or gravel pit opened before the coming into force
of this By-law.

13. A copy of any order made by the Engineer, the Public Works
Committee or the Council directing the restoration of the surface
of such land shall be served upon such owner, operator or person

if resident in the Municipality, or mailed to him if not so re-
sident and his address is known; if his address is not known a

copy of such order shall be published in one newspaper published

in the Municipality by one insertion, and a copy of the order shall
be posted on the land in question.

14, If any person fails to comply with an order made uuder this
By-law directing the restoration of any land the Municipality may
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