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Present were: 

Warden Settle opened the meeting at 7:00 p.m. with the Lord's Prayer followed by Mr. Kelly calling 
the roll. 

It was moved by Councillor Eisenhauer and seconded by Councillor Topple: 

"THAT Mrs. Cashen be appointed recording secretary." 
Motion Carried. 

warden Settle explained that this session was called to discuss two separate zoning applications and 
-he then informed the public present of the procedure involved in public hearings. 

8-79 - Paul W. Parsons request to rezone a portion of Lot A-2 of the Green 
Lower Sackville from R-1 (Residential Single Family Zone) to 
in District Number 16. 

Rezoning Application No. 
Hill Subdivision, 5 Florence Street, 
C-1 [Commercial Local Business Zone] 

Miss Smith of the Planning Department spoke about this application and stated that as Cfluncil could 
see on the map, the property is located just off Highway #1 on Florence Street near the Hillcrest 
Memorial Gardens and the Sackville Cross Road. Land uses in the area that are adjacent would be 
the Atlantic Trust building, which is across the street and it's a real estate office. There is 
a parking lot also at the corner of Highway #1 and Florence Street. Below Mr. Parsons'lot is the 
Kent Homes display. There are some single family dwellings on Florence and Margaret Street. 
Across the street are some commercial uses, i.e. a grocery store, a pizza shop, a denture clinic, 
et cetera. The zoning in the area as can be seen on the map is C-1 Commerial Local Business Zone 
to a depth of roughly 200 feet on either side of the main highway. The zoning on Florence Street 
and Raymond Drive and around that area is R-1 Residential Single Family Dwelling Zone and the 
Hillcrest Gardens is Parks and Institutional. Across the street is mixed residential R-1, R-2, 
and R-4. This illustrates roughly the depth of the C~1 zoning, the heavy dotted line there. It 
shows where the C-1 zoning ends on Mr. Parsons’ lot so the rear portion is what is still R-1 and 
is what he would like to have changed. He would like to have the zoning extended, in other words, 
to the back part of his lot. The Planning Department is recommending approval of this application. 
Hr. Parsons asked for this rezoning and in his letter he stated that the commercial strip zoning 
in Lower Sackville has divided his property into two zones, R-1 and C-1. The division of the said 
property is approximately ?0% commercial, 30% residential. If the commercial zoning is extended 
it is the intent of the applicant to provide additional parking for the office building which he 
has recently expanded. Mr. Parsons originally applied to have this zoning extended under Section 
72[c) of the Zoning By-Law which would enable Council, under the Special Powers of Council, to 
extend the zoning on the property, however it was the suggestion of the Planning Advisory Committee 
that this go through the normal rezoning process. The dimensions of the lot are roughly 71 feet 
along Florence Street and it's roughly about 100 feet deep. In all, it's about 7,171 square feet. 
The Public Works Department has said that they can see no reason why this application cannot be 
favourably considered. The Planning Department's reasons for approving this application are first 
of all, that this is not a spot zoning, as far as they're concermed, it's merely an extension of 
an existing zone and it is also merely to enable the applicant to use his property to its fullest 
and best use for commercial purposes. The portion that is presemtly R-1 and cannot be used is a 
hindrance to him because he's expanded his building. She stated that she thought the only word 
of caution Planning would like to mention is that they would not recommend approval of any further 
extensions of commercial zoning up into Florence Street. They feel that this was a legitimate 
request because the lot was cut in two by the zoning but they wmmld not recommend any further 
extension of the commercial into Florence Street, which is a residential community. 

Warden Settle called for any questions for Miss Smith. 

Councillor Poirier: Inaudible.



‘was a little confusing. She often had phone calls from people who didn't quite understand that 
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Miss Smith replied that yes, she thought they would probably take a similar view to that as they 
are taking to this, but any future - 

Warden Settle thanked Miss Smith and asked for anyone in favour of this application to come forward 
There was no reply. He then asked for speakers opposed to the application. There was no reply. 

Councillor Fader stated that he would move that this be approved. He stated he could appreciate 
the stand that the Planning Department have taken on this and he certainly appreciates their concer 
of any further applications extending the C-1 in that particular area. He realized this is tidying 
up a situation hereand he supports it. He'd just like to go on record supporting this motion and 
he supports what Planning have suggested here tonight, not to extend the C-1 any further. He also 
stated that he commends Mr. Parsons on the program he has carried out with this particular property 
He has just completed another storey to this present building and certainly made it an attractive 
looking building-so he would like to say at this time that he asks Council to support his motion. 

It was moved by Councillor Fader and seconded by Councillor Walker: 

"THAT Application No. 8-79 to rezone Lot A2 of the Green Hill Subdivision, Lands of 
Paul W. Parsons, 5 Florence Street, Lower Sackville from El {Residential Single Family 
Dwelling Zone) to C-1 (Commercial Local Business Zone} be approved." 
Motion Carried. 

Amendment to the Zoning By~Law, the County of Halifax, Industrial Uses Section 

Miss Smith stated that this is an amendment to the Industrial Uses section of the Municipal Zoning 
By-Law. It's an amendment to Section 49[e) and she read the By—Law as it reads before amending. 
"Notwithstanding any of the provisions of this By-Law, no person shall erect, alter, repair, main- 
tain or use any building in whole or in part or use any land for an industrial enterprise except 
in an 1-1, 1-2 or I-P Zone. Notwithstanding the provisions of Section 49{b) provisions of this 
By—Law dealing with non—conforming uses shall apply to industrial enterprises in existence at 
the time of the passing of this By-Law. The provisions of 49(b) shall not apply to an agricult- 
ural or forestry use." New this is the amended section, this is the way it reads presently. 
"Notwithstanding the provisions of Sections 49(b), 49[c} or 49(6) those sections shall not apply 
to the following districts of the Municipality: Districts 2, 4, 5, 8, 9, 10, ll, 12, 13 and 15." 
Now this By-Law was implemented in 1974. [lnaudible - moved away from the microphone). She said 
that Planning felt that 49{e) hy saying shall not apply to the Following districts and then naming 

the districts not mentioned in this section were the districts to which the By-Law did apply. In 
other words, Districts 1, 3'and 7 were the districts where you required Industrial Zoning, so 
Planning asked the Solicitor to revise this section of the Zoning By—Law to read as follows: 
"The provisions of Section 49[b], 49[c) and 49[d) shall apply to the following districts of the 
Municipality as amended" and then it goes on to list the districts which she has outlined in 
green on the second plan and those districts are Districts 1, 3, 6, 7, 7A, 8, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 
19 and 20. So the areas which can be seen to be outlined in greeen on that plan would be, if 
approved tonight, would be the areas of the Municipality that would be covered by this By~Law. In 
other words, within those areas anyone wishing to do industrial zoning in an unzoned or generally 
zoned area, or in any other area, would require Industrial 1, Industrial 2 or IP Zoning. That 
would affect, to some degree, existing industrial uses insofar as that those that exist now in 
those districts without Industrial Zoning would become non-conforling in that if they ever wished 
to expand they would require the Industrial Zoning. She stated that she guessed that's all. 

Councillor Deveaux asked if the basic reason for this rezoning is generally in order to take in 
the districts that weren't involved in this zoning prior to redistribution. 

Miss Smith replied in the affirmative. 

Councillor Deveaux asked what the difference was between I-1, l~2 and IP. 

Mr. Gough stated that I-1 islndustrial Zone, 1-2 is Industrial Zone that's actually Industrial 
Zone for radio transmitters, I-P is the Industrial Zone for thelhdustrial Park out in Lakeside. 
That's basically the three. One other point, is besides being the-housekeeping duties included 
the portion of Beaverbank and possibly the other part of SackvihD&:and there was also another 
district added which is District #8. (Mr. Cough was not at a nhmnophone so the recording sec- 
retary found it very difficult to transcribe this portion — it Ian not be verbatim.) 

Councillor Mackenzie: Microphone not activated - Inaudible. 

Miss Smith stated that if you had an Industrial use proposed tooperate in District 11, presently 
they could do so in the general or unzoned areas without having mnvhave industrial zoning. Your 
district is not included in this. The only problem you might rnniinto would be with the Regional 
Development Plan which required 100 acres for industrial uses unmade the regional development 
boundary, so in a way that's a bit of a deterrent right at the aent for industrial uses. 

Deputy Harden Gaetz stated that he didn't intend to go into this industrial zoning because he 
felt that this Municipal Development Plan, in process at the present time by the people concerned, 
and Therefore he was going to leave it to them to say well, we shuuld have industry here, there 
or somewhere else. Now if before that Plan is implemented, and huzunderstands there is an industr 
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coming in District 9, and he asked if they had to have a special requirement. He stated that he 
knows it now is general building and he didn't think there were any restrictions. 

Miss Smith replied that Deputy Warden Gaetz' district is also not included. 

Deputy Warden Gaetz replied that he understood that but he's wondering if he's getting himself in 
a schmozzle by not including it. Right now he wouldn't wan to specify you can have an industry 
here, there or some other particular area. 

Miss Smith replied that she thinks, unfortunately, this was presented to Council at some earlier 
point and they recommended that a hearing be held and Planning were instructed to hold a hearing 
on only the districts she mentioned to Council. She thinks that Planning cannot add Deputy Warden 
Gaetz' district to that at this point. 

Deputy Warden Gaetz stated that as he sees is now, industry can come in there and there's nothing 
can prevent them so why should he have to have industrial zoning in order to give them rights to 
come there. As it is now, he feels they're perfectly at liberty to come there unless we get 
opposition from nearby residents. 
Miss Smith stated that's right, well this has nothing to do with Deputy Warden Gaetz' district, 
so he's perfectly safe. 

Councillor Sutherland asked what the consequence might be of instituting this By-Law. He asked 
if we are getting a By—Law into a district which already had an industrial use in effect. It 
means the use becomes non-conforming at that particular time, except for forestry. In this case, 
he asked wouldn't it accept the operations of the Barrett Lumber Mill? 

Mr. Cough replied that technically it might. (lnaduible) 

Councillor Sutherland stated that what he was wondering is in fact if we have any obligation to 
proceed with trying to protect-an industry that has operated in an area and has built up an equity 
in a property and he's wondering if, in fact, you know we had any obligation to proceed with a 
hearing. In other words, we would take the application for rezoning rather than letting the 
property owner come forward in a couple of years time just to apply for zoning on his industrial 
use. 

Mr. Gough replied, that well we haven't endeavoured to identify how many industrial uses would be 
non-conforming. He stated that it would be an interesting exercise. 

Councillor MacKenzie: Inaudible. 

Miss Smith stated well if they would like to amend the Regional Development Plan, certainly, we 
would have no power to change it. 

Councillor Mackenzie asked okay now we've had an industry that was interested in locating in 
his particular district and there was a hundred acres of land made available to that particular 
industry, could that, at a later date, be subdivided and a second industry move on that lot of 
land? 

Miss Smith replied that that's something you'd have to have answered by the Department of Municipal 
Affairs. She wouldn't like to comment on that. 

Councillor MacKenzie asked if she didn't know whether that could be subdivided or not? It seemed 
to him if you have a hundred acres of land and it's serviced for one industry it would be sensible 
to centralize it and put a second industry on that. 

Harden Settle 
industry more 

stated that it would seem to him this hundred acres is merely an idea to keep the 
or less in one location rather than be scattered all over. 

Councillor MacKenzie: lnaduihle. 

Councillor Lichter stated that Miss Smith had indicated that the districts that come under the 
Zoning By-Law now, for outside of those districts a hundred acres are required by the Regional 
Development Plan. but that't outside the Regional Development Boundary. Even if his district was 
to come under this By—Law it would not change that hundred acres requirement, would it? 

Miss Smith replied in the negative. 

Councillor Licther replied okay, he just didn't want the implication to stay there, thank you. 

Councillor Walker asked can an industrial use repair or alter the buildings that they're in? 
Inaudible. ' 

Solicitor Cragg: lnaudible. 

Councillor Walker stated that the point is an industrial use in his particular district would the,
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say, the [inaudible] in Hubbards would be in an unzoned area. Would they have to apply for a 
rezoning to alter or repair that building? 

Solicitor Cragg: Inaudible. 

Councillor walker asked if any consideration was given to that at all by the Planning Staff. 

Miss Smith replied that well, Planning didn't change - that's the way the By—Law has read for, 
since 1974 and it's also applied to your district for some time. That was one of the things we 
were instructed to do,_we only changed the last paragraph. 

Councillor Walker: Inaudible. 

Warden Settle: Yeah. 

Councillor Walker asked if the Industrial Committee has given any consideration to (lnaudible). 

Harden Settle asked if the Industrial Committee is pretty well the Pac with some variations. He 
then asked Councillor Lawrence to respond. 

Councillor Lawrence stated that no, she was afraid they haven't. She thinks that's quite a good 
point Councillor Walker is raising and the Industrial Committee did not look at the wording of the 
By—Law in the extension of the coverage of it. They did not look at 49{b) for example, the one 
that you're reading from, she must admit, and she doesn't know ~ She doesn't think Dorothy actually 
answered the question about whether there'd been any difficulties with existing industrial uses, 
non—conforming industrial uses in districts where the industrial By-Law applies, it might have 
had difficulty getting building permits, for example, for repair. 

Miss Smith stated that she hadn't had any zone applications in the five years that she has been 
here. 

Councillor Lawrence stated that she couldn't recall any. 

Miss Smith stated that the Building Inspector would really be able to tell you that better than 
she could but she's not had any applications for industrial zoning on existing industrial uses 
so she would assume there has not been any problem. 

Solicitor Cragg: lnaudible. 

Councillor Walker stated that the whole point here is he's not objecting to the zoning of the 
Industrial Park, as a matter of fact he is pleased to have it in his district, but there are severa 
industrial uses (inaudible). But there are several industries in the area and he feels they need 
protection. He would like to see the Planning Committee [inaudible]. 

Warden Settle stated that there is a motion on the floor by Councillor Walker that says the entire 
zoning be deferred. 

Councillor Lawrence: (Inaudible}...for Councillor Walker to consider is that this goes against the 
whole principle of non-conforming uses, which applies to every one of our zoning By-Laws. The 
fact that a use in existence before a zone is changed or before zoning came in can proceed along 
as it is for as long as it continues to exist but if there is any substantial change to it it 
then needs to be rezoned to conform. She doesn't think, it seems to her she supposes she is 
getting into legal opinions, that we could alter it for one By-Law and not for others but she 
would like to have the solicitor‘s opinion. She doesn't know whether Council could exempt, 
because of this By-Law, could they exempt some uses from the whole process of non-conformity 
or whatever. 

Solicitor Cragg: lnaudible. 

Councillor Lawrence stated that she thinks Councillor Walker has raised a good point about to what 
extent could you repair a building and it wouldn't be, you know, structurally changed, it wouldn't 
be enlarged. If you had to put on a new roof or something would that mean you had to rezone and 
she doesn't know whether the intent, when this was drafted by the previous solicitor, was to 
automatically bring in non-conforming uses to make them rezone, whether the Building By-Law's 
provision that if something is destroyed more than 50 percent then the site has to be rezoned. 

Harden Settle stated that he doesn't think a new roof would - 

Councillor Lawrence stated that no, but technically if it just says repair, and if you need a 
building permit to put on a new roof, you're caught up in the cogs of having to rezone unless 
there's been any rulings on how this would be applied, Section 49(b). 

Solicitor Cragg: lnaudible.
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Councillor Lawrence asked if the Solicitor could just read that again because that, she thinks, 
answers some of Councillor Walker's - 

Solicitor Cragg stated that the operation or repair of any existing non-conforming building, 
provided that such alteration or repair will not materially increase the height, size or volume 
0r change the use of such building or in any way contravene any provisions of this By-Law in 
the opinion of the Building Inspector - it starts off, so you know, if the roof blew off or 
something they could do it without having to - 

Councillor Walker: inaudible. 

Solicitor Cragg asked if the concern is not really a legal one but one of speeding up the process. 

Councillor Walker: Inaudible. 

Solicitor Cragg stated that there has to be inherently a lot of discretion in dealing with such 
things as that. A lot of them are judgement calls. 

Councillor Walker: Inaudible. 

Solicitor Cragg stated that he thinks legally the process is proper and correct, it's just pretty 
time consuming. 

Councillor Walker: lnaudible. 

Councillor Deveaux stated that he'd like to agree with Councillor Lawrence. The way he reads 
49[bJ, if he's going to erect something on a piece of land in question, he would have to presume, 
although not necessarily so, that there is nothing on that piece of land in which case he'd 
have to apply for the proper rezoning. If there is something existing on there and he wants to 
erect, alter or repair then he would have to presume the point Councillor Walker brought up, 
said it's non-conforming, in which case this is no different, as Councillor Lawrence pointed out, 
than many other zonings. If it's non-conforming, in many cases, commercial or various other 
types of zoning and he can't see us having a look at or changing this unless Council looks at 
non-conforming for every other type of zoning that's involved. He has no objections to that. 

Councillor Sutherland stated that the point he wanted to make to Councillor Walker is the other 
side of the coin which says that if you establish a zone and there are several non-conforming 
uses within that zone then over a period of years you eventually sort of weed out the non-conform- 
ing uses amd, you know, that's the other side of the coin. Councillor Walker refers to the one 
of the use being burned out, or something by fire and then trying to reestablish. What he's 
saying to Councillor Walker is if you establish a residential zone covering an area and there are 
several commercial uses operating within that zone okay, they're non~conforming and from the point 
of view they'd be undesirable in that residential zone. Now over a period of years technically 
some of those businesses should go out of use so you're getting back to the intended zone, the 
residential zone that you're trying to establish. You're eliminating those non—conforming uses, 
gradually over a period of time. 

Councillor Topple stated that he was concerned also, as Councillor Walker is. He believes although 
he doesn't think we should be changing the zoning to eliminate uses. He doesn't necessarily agree 
with that. He thinks if we do change a zone then we should protect the use that is there and he 
would feel that what we really need is that section which covers damage beyond a certain percent 
to require a rezoning. He thinks we should change that to read that the building, no matter 
whether it burns right down, could be replaced to its same dimension, at least to allow that 
industry to continue to exist. He thinks that should apply to any zoning. That's one of the 
problems we ran into with that gentleman at Bedford, he thinks it was, who had the duplex under 
non-conforming use and had the By—Law read properly he thinks we wouldn't have put that gentleman 
through all the problems. He would think that's what perhaps the Industrial Committee should 
consider when they look at this By-Law. 

Deputy Warden Gaetz stated that he was a bit confused with this industry that's supposed to be 
coming in District 9. He asked if they were going to be required to have a hundred acres. If it 
is why they're out. They might be on perhaps five acres of land, he doubts if they are. He 
stated that there is a meeting tomorrow night in conjunction with the Municipal Development Plan 
and actually perhaps this question's going to be asked of us, those 9, 10, 11, he doesn't know 
what other districts, but however - so he'd like to be able to give them a confirmed answer of 
some kind. Not taking on this industrial use zone ~ as it stands do we have to have a hundred 
acres for an industry to come in? He's a bit muddled up with this. 

Warden Settle stated that he thinks that is a provincial regulation. 

Deputy warden Gaetz stated that that's what he's worried about right now. 

Mr. Cough: Inaudible.
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Deputy Warden Gaetz stated that that's the one he's referring to but he understands they're going 
to build - would you term it an industry? It's not a repair. 

Mr. Cough: lnaudible. 

Warden Settle stated that that sounds like a commercial operation. 

Councillor Margcson stated that he's not just sure exactly how this thing will work and he'd like 
perhaps, to direct this question to somebody that's better informed than he is. Supposing Council 
agree with 49(e) and he sees District 15 is a portion of that, would that mean that we would be 
zoned I for Industrial 1 or I for Industrial 2 or I for Industrial P or would it be some other 
zone? If we accepted this and somebody came in to operate the Industrial Park, for example, in 
District 15? ' 

Mr. Cough: Inaudible. 

Councillor Margeson asked what zone is that outlined in green. No Zone, okay. 

Mr. Cough: Inaudible. 

Councillor Margeson asked Mr. Cough what they would be called. 

Mr. Cough: Inaudible. 

Councillor Margeson stated that something in the I zone, okay, thank you very much Mr. Chairman. 

Councillor Lachancc asked on a point of clarification what happens in his area, for example, where 
he has an Industrial use which is falling into non—use, although the plant is still there it's 
not under operation. I was referring to the rock quarry down on Ponderosa Drive. Could he reopen 
without an application to rezone? 

Hr. Cough: lnaudible. 

Councillor Lachance stated that by non—operation he means he's operating but not commercially. 
Huuld that be a change — if 3 person‘; cutting stone for his own use or not working at the Bevel 
of full capacity? 
Mr; Gough: lnaudible. 

Harden Settle stated that as stated previously, this is a public hearing. He then asked if there 
were any letters or comments before we call the people down. 

Mr. Kelly replied that he had one letter dated May 28, 1979 and addressed to the Municipal Clerk, 
Mr. Kenneth Meech. "Please be advised I am unable to attend the public hearing on the Industrial 
Zone this evening. I wish to continue to have my district included in this as it has in the past. 
Sincerely Francene Cosman, Councillor District 1?." 

Harden Settle then asked for anyone in the audience who was in favour of this amendment_to come 
to the microphone. Hearing no response, he then asked for anyone from the audience who was 
opposed to come to the microphone. Hearing no response, he then stated that it is now a matter 
for Council to decide. 

Councillor Walker stated that he's not down on the application itself. He feels it's a good 
thing. As a matter of fact, he feels that his district has saved some lot of difficulty since 
it's been in. His point is there's a lot of alterations he would like to make to it and how he 
would go about doing that he would ask - 

Solicitor Cragg stated that we can always amend it further but we're in a position tonight where 
certain districts will have this amendment applied to them. You can opt out but you cannot opt 
in tonight. 

Councillor Walker stated that by no means did he want to opt out. He just wants some improvements, 
that's all. 

Warden Settle stated that all you want, he believes, is some protection to your present. 

Solicitor Cragg stated that there can always be future amendments. Say this passes tonight, there 
can always be further amendments. 

Warden Settle stated that he wants to be assured. He just doesn't want to talk about it tonight 
and forget about it. 

Solicitor Cragg stated that any By-Law is amendable at any time. 

Councillor Walker asked how does he go about getting this back into the Committee level, back to
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Planning and back to the Industrial Committee. 

Solicitor Cragg asked without passing it tonight? 
He feels a stall at this point would prob- Councillor Walker stated without passing it tonight. 

ably push this whole issue along a little further. 

Solicitor Cragg stated that there are several motions - you can have one to postpone, defer, defer 
to a Committee. 

Councillor Walker stated that probably a motion just to defer it back to the Industrial Committee 
for their feelings on it and probably some other amendments that could be implemented into the 
Zoning By—Law as_such. So move Warden. 

Harden Settle stated that we have a motion to defer this back to the Industrial Committee. 

Councillor Lawrence asked if there is a seconder for that motion first of all. She will vote 
against this motion to defer, not because she's opposed to the idea of considering alterations 
to this By-Law but she thinks the reason we're here tonight is that some districts discovered 
that they were not covered by the provisions of this By—Law and had previously thought they were. 
There is at least one whole new entire district who wanted to opt into the coverage of this 
By~Law and she would urge the rest of Council to pass this amendment to the Zoning By~Law tonight 
perhaps to be followed by a recommendation to the Industrial Committee or Planning Committee 
or whatever, that either of these committees look at possible future improvements or changes 
to this By-Law to make it clearer and to make it fairer but she would think that some districts 
who want the coverage of this By-Law would be most unhappy at the prospect of waiting, perhaps 
another month or so, before they could get that coverage. 

Councillor Eisenhauer stated that he can't support the motion either because first is that 
Councillor Walker's territory is now in effect and therefore by deferring the motion it does 
not change his status but it certainly is going to affect his own, one half of District 18, 
and he thinks that to change the wording of 49{b) is certainly going to be under debate as well 
because we do have some potential operations that, if expanded, can get out of hand and we 
certainly don't want to take the teeth out of the By-Law. But he would vote against the motion 
because it would leave the rest of us shorthanded in the meantime while we go back into further 
debate. 

Solicitor Cragg stated that if he could just clarify what he said to Councillor Walker. We can 
refer to it, if you want, but the substance of the amendment cannot be changed other than a 
district that is shown as opting in, in the proposed amendment, can opt out. No one else can 
opt in and that's all that can be done. We can't change what we have advertised in any way, 
shape or form. lt can be referred and discussed and discuss further amendments at some future 
time. The amendment as advertised is going to have to be as is except that some district can 
opt out. 

Councillor Deveaux stated that he can't support the motion either on the same basis as Councillor 
Lawrence and Councillor Eisenhauer stated. You know, he's like to see, with all due respect to 
Councillor Walker's motion, he would like to see Council approve this this evening and then 
Councillor Walker can bring in a motion, he doesn't know if that can be done this evening, but 
certainly, if not, at the next Council Session that it be referred and reviewed by the PAC and 
Industrial Committee or whichever committee he wishes to refer it to and bring back a recommend~ 
ation for changes at that time. 

lnaudible. Councillor Topple: [Microphone not turned on). 

Warden Settle stated that he supposed all we can have is some agreement. He's sure the PAC 
would - he asked if that was agreeable as a seconder. 

Councillor Licther said yes, he maybe a bit late but he just wanted to put this whole thing in 
perspective. He believes two months or so ago we debated this topic extensively in Council. 
At that time he was given the courtesy to stay out of it because he wanted his district out of 
it on the basis of what the people were saying. He doesn't think he has the right now to take 
any particular Councillor and his district that wanted to be under this particular By~Law and 
defeat their intention when they had good intentions bringing this to us. So he has to support 
the passing of this particular amendment. 

Deputy Warden Gaetz stated that just how is this going to go, these people who are very much 
concerned so far as planning and rezoning and what not concerns with the County now. It looks 
to him as though we might be jumping the gun. Those people new are in the process of bringing 
a recommendation to us as far as all the zoning is concerned, he understands they are, so it 
doesn't appear to him that until we hear from some of those people, and we are holding meetings, 
we're holding one now Thursday‘night, he thinks we have to attend_on tomorrow evening concerning 
how the people think in our area so eventually they'll be able to present their views to Council 
as a whole. It kind of seems to him that we're sort of rushing the growler here. He doesn't 
know, perhaps he's all confused in what he's saying. He was certainly wholeheartedly behind
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Councillor Walker in that it be deferred for the time being or referred to the Industrial Committee, 
he thinks, for further consideration. Now he's really confused tonight whether he should support 
this or not. 

Warden Settle stated that he thinks there has been some agreement that the Industrial Committee 
will take a look at, perhaps, some revision of the non-conforming uses, which he believes is what 
Councillor Walker is basically interested in. 

Councillor Sutherland stated that for the benefit of Deputy Warden Gaotz, maybe he would try and 
clarify what they're saying. If you're district comes in under this By-Law and what it means is 
that before industrial use sets up you're required to have a public hearing on industrial use in 
your district. It's not going to change a thing. In other words, as it stands now, ten chances 
to one there will be no public hearings for the people to voice their opinion. If you accept this 
By-Law as being fiart of your district then you are required to have a public hearing on the indust- 
rial use. Okay? 

It was moved by Councillor Lawrence and seconded by Councillor Deveaux: 
"THAT Section 49[e), Industrial Uses Section of the Zoning By~Law be hereby amended and 
the provisions of Section 49(b), 49[c) and 49(d) shall apply to Districts 1, 3, 6, 7, 7A, 
8, 14, IS, 16, 17, 18, 19 and 20." 
Motion Carried. 

It was moved by Councillor Walker and seconded by Councillor Topple: 
"THAT the matter be referred to the Planning Advisory Committee and the Industrial 
Committee to consider concern expressed re the approval.” 
Motion Carried. 

It was moved by Councillor Sutherland and seconded by Councillor Topplc: 

“THAT Council adjourn." 
Motion Carried.
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THE MUNICIPALITY OF THE COUNTY OF HALIFAX 

MINUTES OF MAY COUNCIL SESSION 
Tuesday! May 1, 1979 

Harden Settle opened the May 1st Session at 2:00 p.m. with the Lord's Prayer followed by Mr. Bensted 
calling the roll. 

It was moved by Councillor Baker and seconded by Councillor Deveaux: 

“THAT Mrs. Sandra 
Motion Carried. 

Cashen be appointed as recording secretary." 

Mr. Bensted took a moment to advise Council that he and his wife spent 14 days at Orlando, Florida 
and they appreciated the holiday very much but on adrival home, Nova Scotia looked very good to them. 

Councillor MacKenzio mentioned the accident which took place involving Councillor Williams. He stated 
that the reason for the accident was the fact that he had bought an 8 foor fibreglass boat and it was 
due to that particular size and make of punt that Councillor Williams almost lost his life and there 
should be a law against those size fibreglass boats being sold. 

It.was moved by Councillor Deveaux and seconded by Councillor Cosman: 
"THAT the Minutes of April 3rd, 
Motion Carried. 

1979 Council Session be approved." 

Councillor Lachance requested that he be allowed to add an item to the Agenda and Council agreed. The 
item was regarding the closing of illegal dumps within the Municipality to be dealt with at the end of 
the Agenda. 
Councillor Benjamin suggested that Council should have a report pertaining to the situation at the 
Correction Centre and asked that that be on the Agenda for today. Councillor Cosmnn stated that she 
would vote against that and as it requires unanimous consent by Council it may not be added to the 
Agenda. 

It was moved by Councillor Walker and seconded by Councillor Deveaux: 
"THAT the following revisal sections be approved: 7A, 8, 9, 10, 12, J8 and 20." 
Motion Carried. 

It was moved by Councillor Walker and seconded by Councillor Sutherland: 

"THAT the new agreement with CUPE 1083 be approved." 
(See deferral) 

Councillor Deveaux stated that at the last meeting it was agreed that Council would be given some 
details as to the agreement. 

Mr. Bensted suggested that if Council were to go into detail it should go ‘in camera‘ because it is 
under negotiation. While there is tentative agreement it should not be discussed in public until it 
is approved. 

It was moved by Councillor Cosman and seconded by Councillor Deveaux: 
"THAT this item be deferred to the last item on the Agenda." 
Motion Carried. ' 

Mr. Bensted stated that some items of correspondence are on the Agenda and he has also received a 
request from the Bedford Service Commission requesting permission to appear before Council at the next 
session with respect to the proposed River/Lake Management Board for the Sackville River. 

It was moved by Councillor Wiseman and seconded by Councillor Cosman: 
'"THAT the Bedford Service Commission be heard at the May 15th Session re proposed 
River Management Board." - 

Motion Carried. 
Councillor Cosman spoke of the letter from the Department of Municipal Affairs from the Minister 
about contract zoning. She stated that it mentioned that they will be meeting with Council at some 
point later this year and that part of the County submission would be to address the question of 
contract zoning. She asked if this had been turned over to the Planning staff or who is looking after 
the submission Council will make.
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Mr; Bensted answered that each Municipality will be contacted and advised as to when they will be 
able to make a submission before the Committee. No official communication has yet been received. 

It was moved by Councillor Margeson and seconded by Councillor Cosman: 
"THAT the letter of April 13, 1979 from the Minister of Municipal Affairs be referre 
to the Planning Advisory Committee and ask them to come back with recommendations." 
Motion Carried. 

Solicitor Cragg advised that he just received a letter from the Solicitor for the Dept. of uunicip 
Affairs and they advised that they could not recommend that Council be given the authority to contr 
zone until Council has a plan. 

fi"~d—— 

Councillor Margcson noted that in the letter from Ross Alexander, the Recreational Fisheries Biologist, 
Fisheries and Environment Canada are not endowed with a lot of money. They would like to broaden 
the scope of their program and would be looking to County Council for some encouragement and pethap 
Council should go to the provincial Minister of Environment recommending the stocking of lakes in a 
about this area. 

5% 

It was moved by Councillor Margeson and seconded by Councillor Baker: 
"THAT a letter go to the provincial Minister of Tourism with a copy to the federal 
"Minister of Fisheries encouraging the continual program of stocking lakes.” 
Motion Carried. 

Councillor Mccabe inquired whether an acknowledgement of the letter to the Premier has been received 
regarding the increased cost of power and energy. Mr. Bensted replied that the letter had been 
written and an acknowledgement had been received from the Minister of Labour but nothing had been 
received from the Premier. 
Councillor MacKenzie said he was quite concerned about the letter received from Mr. Holgate. He 
feels it should be pointed out to such people that there are many areas of the Municipality that 
are not served by any department of any Directors such as they have on the Eastern Shore and on the 
South Shore. He inquired where Council received the suggestion or recommendation that a Department 
of Tourism be established, 
Mr. Bensted replied that the suggestion came from the floor of Council and was approved by a resolu 
of Council. He stated that a letter was being written to Mr. Holgate advising him that the program 
being embarked upon will not interfere with any existing programs but will serve some areas which 
are not covered by any of the Area Associations. 

Tl 

Councillor Lachance noted that this department has no budget and it does not involve any substantia 
amount of money from the Municipality. 

u“nfi—— 

Councillor Deveaux stated that at the last meeting of the Recreation and Tourism Association, the 
heads of Eastern Shore and South Shore Tourist Association attended and the problems, hopefully, 
were ironed out. They had no objection, at that time, to some work being done in the urban area wh 
the efforts will be concentrated. 
There was more discussion regarding the subject of this letter. 

It was moved by Councillor Cosman and seconded by Councillor Topple: 
"THAT the Solicitor be instructed to prepare a draft amendment to the Commercial 
Zoning By-Law re proposed "Massage Parlour Zone“ for submission to Council." 
Motion Carried. 

Councillor Topple stated that he is not satisfied with the reply by L.F. Kirkpatrick of the Nova 
Scotia Power Corporation to Council's letter regarding the spraying of transmission line rights~of~ 
way in the County. 

It was moved by Councillor Topple and seconded by Councillor Walker: 

"THAT a letter be sent to the Minister of Environment with a copy to the Premier and 
Mr. Kirkpatrick requesting the Department to review the policy re spraying by the 
Nova Scotia Power Corporation.” 
Motion Carried. 

It was moved by Councillor Eisenhauer and seconded by Councillor Cosman: 
"THAT pending a review of the spraying policy by the Nova Scotia Power Corporation, 
that any time spraying is carried out the public be so advised, particularly near 
residential areas." 
Motion Carried. 

——————.—h
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lt_was moved by Councillor Walker and seconded by Councillor Williams: 
"THAT the report of Councillor Poirier re her visit to the Emergency Measures College 
be received." 
Motion Carried. 

There was much discussion regarding the schedule for public meetings to be held regarding the Municipal 
Development Plan. 

It was moved by Councillor Wiseman and seconded by Councillor Sutherland: 
"THAT the Report of the Director of Planning re Public Meetings regarding the proposed 
Municipal Development Plan be approved as amended.” 
Motion Carried. 

Councillor Wiseman stated that as far as the Sackville Councillors are concerned they feel it would 
be more beneficial to have one meeting in Sackvillc rather than to split them up into three districts 
so they would like that meeting for Sackville to be held at Knox Church Hall on June 14th. 

Councillor Cosman suggested that July 4th would be a better date for the Bedford public meeting. 

Mr. Cough of the Planning Department advised that all of the meeting places, with the exception of 
Knox Church are-Municipal Schools and all those dates have been tentatively agreed on. The Planning 
Department sees no reason, if the school is available, that the times could not be changed. Clearance 
is required by the Board of Education and the school administrators. 

It was moved by Councillor Cosman and seconded by Councillor Walker: 
"THAT the date of the Bedford meeting be changed to July 4, 1979." 
Motion Carried. 

It was moved by Councillor Wiseman and seconded by Councillor Sutherland: 

"THAT the date for the public meeting for Sackville be moved to June 14, 1979." 
Motion Carried. 

There was a great deal of discussion between Councillors and the Director of Planning, Mr. Cough, 
with regard to the amount of time and expense which was involved in the public meetings. 

It was moved by Councillor Lawrence and seconded by Councillor Eisenhauer: 
"THAT the Report of the Planning Advisory Committee be approved." 
Motion Carried. 

It was moved by Councillor Eisenhauer and seconded by Councillor Smith: 

"THAT a Public Hearing re Application #8—78 be held on May 28, 1979 at 7:00 p.m." 
Motion Carried. 

It was moved by Councillor Cosman and seconded by Councillor Eisenhauer: 
"THAT Council accept title to parcel P—1, Oakmount Park, Bedford subject to checking 
of title by the Solicitor and subject to the district being responsible for future 
costs of improvement and maintenance.” 
Motion Carried. 

It was moved by Councillor Lawrence and seconded by Councillor Topple: 
"THAT the Supplementary Report of the Planning Advisory Committee be approved." 
Motion Carried. 

There was discussion between Councillors regarding the Task Force Main Street Program. 

It was moved by Councillor Cosman and seconded by Councillor Topple: 
"THAT the Report of the Building Inspector be approved." 
Motion Carried. 

It was moved by Councillor Cosman and seconded by Councillor Sutherland: 
"THAT the Report of the Public Works Committee re Street Paving with the addition 
of Panorama Lane, Bedford be approved." 
Motion Carried.
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It was moved by Councillor Lachance and seconded by Councillor Poitier: 
"THAT the Report of the Municipal School Board be approved.” 
.Motion Carried. 

Councillor Lachance noted that the report speaks for itself and it's a tough pill to swallow and he 
suggested that all members of Council read it and re—read it. The School Board has attempted to 
outline the alternatives that are open. Although it was a wise move it was also a costly move and 
with money being right the overall picture must be looked at. He feels that it would be advisable, 
from an academic point of view, to continue the program and expand upon it as outlined but the cost 
is very high. From a monetary and political point of view the worth of the program to the Municipal 
must be looked at. 

I- 
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Council discussed the contents of this report at length. 

Councillor MacKenzie suggested that a reserve fund, in some way, should be started to upgrade high 
schools in the Municipality. 
Councillor Wiseman suggested that remedial teaching should be looked after before French is consider 
for grades 4 to 6. -

' 

Councillor Lachance responded that these arguments are valid but by taking away the French education 
system it does not necessarily mean the money would be re—allocatcd for another program. The money 
was set up specifically for the purpose of teaching French. Wheflmr it is taken or not taken. If 
it is not taken then the money is lost. 

Councillor Deveaux objected strenuously to the contents of the Report of the School Board and spoke 
at length against the funding for French Language instruction. 

Councillor Williams voiced his disapproval of the report. He stated that it was unfortunate that the 
program will cost the County more money and people in his district have already paid out of their ow 
pockets so that they may have their children acquire the French language but the schools in his 
district do not have the program. 

Councillors Lawrence, Baker and Topple spoke on the subject and Councillor Lachance responded. He 
stated that there is a record of schools which are lined up in identification of the need to intro- 
duce this program into the schools and have had a positive response from parents and students to the 
program. He stated that the School Board is trying to keep the matter up front and present all the 
facts and figures before Council. Council has the option to disallow the funds which would be their 
portion of the continuing program and thereby rule out the program. The School Board is pushing fo 
the program because it's a need that has been identifying and serving a need which the people have 
indicated they want. 

Councillors Smith, Fader and Margeson spoke of the pros and cons of the program. 

warden Settle reminded Council that they were only asked to approve this report. 
It was moved by Councillor Lachance and seconded by Councillor Lawrence: 

"THAT Council write to the Union of Municipalities and the School Board Association 
of Nova Scetia asking that the provincial Department of Education be requested to 
make the French Program from Primary through Grade 6 made a full cost sharing 
program under the Foundation Program." 
Motion Carried. 

It was moved by Councillor Cosman and seconded by Councillor Walker: 
"THAT Council adjourn from 4:30 until 6:00 p.m." 
Motion Carried. 

Council reconvened at 6 p.m. and Mr. Bensted called the roll. 
It was moved by Councillor Lawrence and seconded by Councillor Cosman: 

1II1_Zi 

"THAT the following resolution as amended re Maritime Energy Corporation and possible 
nuclear plants be adopted: ‘Be it resolved that the Council write the Premier, the 
Minister of Mines and Energy and all Halifax County MLA's respecting opposition to 
this Province's involvement in the Maritime Energy Corporation if this involves nucl 
plants or nuclear waste facilities in Nova Scotia unless adequate public hearings are 
held to discuss the potential health, environmental and economic hazards.‘"('opposition' 
to read concern’) Motion, as amended, Carried.

E 
Councillor Lawrence noted that it must be obvious that this is a topical issue right now because of 
the amount of coverage which had been given to the Harrisburg incident. '




