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the interest of economy on the part of the builder that if the builder's gone too far in that 
direction basically he won't be able to sell the units and that's the built—in control, it's the 
marketplace. I've been hearing lately that there are extreme difficulties in getting the initial 
sale price back in the resale of townhousing units in the Cole Harbour area and I don't have the 
specifics for you but I've heard that. I think people will buy it, people are very hard-pressed for 
money to put together to buy a unit of their own to live in and I think they will buy it. Basically, 
you;re making two points which I think we should think of together. One is that we should not worry 
about front yard setbacks and that also we should consider a 16 foot wide unit and.when you think of 
what that back yard might look like in a 16 foot wide unit that looks to me like a long narrow race 
track for a child, from the back of the townhouse to the back yard line and then back again. If you 
were to put a townhouse right at the very front of its lot and have a very long thin narrow back yard 
certainly it's more space but that's not a very attractive or useable shape and those two together, 
I think, are not really very constructive in terms of how pleasant that place will be to live in for 
the people who buy the units. 

Councillor Sutherland: In relation to page 3, item (f) and again this is in relation to the 20 foot 
setback from the street line, I'm thinking in some areas of the difficulty caused by vehicles having 
to park on a street. 

Mr. Neate: In the reading of our suggestion, what we are saying, and this also follows Councillor 
Lawrence's suggestion, we are not in fact suggesting necessarily a zero setback. What we are suggest— 
ing is that we offer the availability of zero setback if the adjacent landholding has a zero setback. 
Now if that makes it 30, 55 feet then in fact, that may be the case but in all other cases, no front 
yard shall be required except where a car parking space, garage or carport is provided in the front 
yard, in which case the front yard shall be a minimum of 20 feet, so we are suggesting that there is 
allowance for cars. 

Councillor Sutherland: So what you're saying is, in fact, that you are prepared to accept an estab- 
lished line if one exists on the block? 

Mr. Neate: Oh yes, definitely. 

Councillor Sutherland: Be it 10 feet, 20 feet, 30 or whatever the case may be? 

Mr. Neate: And we're accepting very much what Staff is saying, all we're suggesting is that we recog- 
nize what is adjacent to it. 

Councillor Sutherland: The only thing I'm concerned about is, say if you were coming in on a new 
street where there were no buildings up there and saying yes, technically, by the word of the By—Law 
we can have a zero lot line there and the fact that you might make an application then and you might 
be able to defend it and say look, you've provided for that in the By—Law. 

just a few observations. One, I understood that there was some concern 
is that correct? 

Councillor Lichter: Yes, 
about the one acre lot minimum requirement, 

Mr. Neate: Yes, that's correct. 

Councillor Lichter: Now assuming that you could put on 3 dwellings, each dwelling would be close to 
2,000 square feet and that's not the lot size, I think Bill Campbell mentioned 2,000 feet lot size, 
that would be 2,000 feet actual building size. If you were to build with 20 feet on the frontage 
you would have to go back 95 feet in order to cover 2,000 square feet there or, if you were permitted 
to go 16 feet, you would have to go 119 feet back. In other words, what I have difficulty with, why 
do we say 35% when it's not conceivable that with other restrictions there you could ever get even 
close to that percentage. 

Mr. Neate: I think I follow your concern though I don't think that I'm probably the right one to 
respond to that. I think the 35% is really looking at an optimum use of land along a street frontage 
but certainly I can't speak for your staff. 

Councillor Lichter: Well, I could say 35% would be quite reasonable if you were talking about one 
half of an acre with the same restrictions that you have before but if you must have an acre and you 
can go up to 35 then it's not conceivable that you could ever cover it then I think the acre is 
probably too large. 

Councillor Cosman: I would urge Council to maintain a minimum of one acre in area. Literally the 
reasons given to me are that they want to be able to sell one side or the other side of their unit 
at a greater profit and my fear is that if we reduce that minimum area below one acre that we would 
have a tremendous number of people coming in with a spot here or a spot there with duplexes on them. 
I would urge Council to give that consideration and I would like to ask Mr. Cragg for comment on the 
"suggested wording change in the definition of attached housing in the brief. 

Solicitor Cragg: I wouldn't want any of the real meaning to be diminished and the final decision 
would have to come from Staff but I do agree that the wording that's in the proposed By-Law is perhaps 
not the best. 

Councillor Cosman: I just don't think that we can continue to build small units and then we, as a 
Council, have to deal with the problems that are created after the builder leaves and I really think
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there are problems there and that we're asked to pick them up and do something about them. 

Mr. Campbell: I guess two things, commenting on it. One is to look at the definition of an attachl 
housing unit within a building block, which usually refers to approximately 8 units. The other com nt 
is that if the developer or individual is attempting to obtain a rezoning for attached housing 
economically he's going to develop attached housing, he's not going to be building duplexes and it‘ 
just a matter of definition, two or more, three or more. D 
Councillor Fader: With respect to what Mr. Neate is suggesting here, in the letter to us pointing 
out different parts of the TH Zoning, I'm more or less inclined to support Mr. Neate because I look 
at Mr. Neate who is Chairman of this Committee who is representing HUDAC. There people are people 
who are in the business and they're not in this business to put a time limit on it, to milk it dry 
over a period of a short time. They're in this business, they're looking down the road to what 
people can afford. I think that he mentioned that they're looking at 18 foot clearances on the front 
yard, they're looking at 16, he's looked apparently, he's in the business and he must have a fair 
amount of knowledge with respect to 16 foot frontage-s and I kind of support the back yard with resput 
to creating more back yard. I for one, am not going to cross Mr. Neate's path here because I feel 
that they must have put an awful lot of time and effort into this and have an idea of what people are 
looking for. 
Councillor Smith: I was just wondering where the parking area is supposed to be for these townhous , 

is it going to be in the back of the buildings? . 

Mr. Neate: It could be either in the front yard or in a garage or in a carport. 

Councillor Smith: If you only have a 16 or 18 foot frontage there wouldn't be room in the front, 
would there? 

Mr. Neate: Oh yes, you would drive directly into it which would put your house front back 20 feet. 

Councillor Cosman: I just wanted to make reference to Councillor Fader's remarks in that he sort 0 
supported Mr. Neate's brief and supported the fact that HUDAC has done a great deal of work and I 

just wanted to thank the Planning Department for not only doing a great deal of work but putting a 
great deal of time and effort into this attached housing zone proposal. The first hearing was held 
10 months ago and in the interval we've reassessed and reassessed to the point that we're blue in 
the face looking at this attached housing zone and Staff have looked in other areas where they have 
zones of a similar kind and I think they've done a tremendous job trying to get out of those areas 
that they've researched a zone that could be workable in Halifax County and protect the people 
buying in Halifax County. 
It was moved by Councillor Sutherland and seconded by Councillor Fader: 

"THAT the Attached Housing By—Law be approved with the following amendments: Page 3, 
item (b) minimum lot frontage from 20 feet to 13; item [f] building of every block 
including carport and garage shall be located a minimum of 20 feet from any street line 
except where a building line has already been established." 
Motion Withdrawn. 

Councillor Lawrence: I want to ask the Solicitor if we're going to be voting on this By-Law as 
amended by Councillor Sutherland or if it's possible for us to vote on the amendments and, if they 
carry, then to vote on the amended By—Law. 

Zjjfjfji 

Solicitor Cragg: I rather think the proper way to do it would be that we have a motion to approve 
what we have here with the two amendments Councillor Sutherland has suggested. I would suggest the 
easiest way to do it would be to have number one, a motion which I believe you were going to make 
and then a motion similar to what Councillor Sutherland has made. 

Councillor Sutherland: I'm prepared to withdraw that motion. 

It was moved by Councillor Lawrence and seconded by Councillor Cosman: 
"THAT an amendment be made to the Zoning By-Law of the Municipality of the County of 
Halifax to include an Attached Housing Zone.” 
Motion Carried. 

Councillor Lichter: Solicitor Cragg, in Section 8(a), (b] and (c) where I asked the gentleman if he 
was objecting to the 7% and the 10% respectively, I was kind of sorry to see that he didn't because 
I would like to know what legal right do we really have to go above the 5% when it comes to a sub- 
division? 
Solicitor Cragg: Hhat we're doing here is establishing a completely new zone and having done that 
we can set forth the 7% and 10% which we have suggested here. 

Councillor Lichter: I have gone through the Planning Act and Section 49, Subsection 3[e)[1} says 
"in the area not exceeding 5% of the area subdivided in the final plan." They look upon this as s 
subdivision and this is the wording that's used in [b], there it says of the gross area subdivided



Public Hearing - 9 - June 12, 1979 

or money in lieu of, then I think, even though I am not a lawyer, that we are actually violating the 
Planning Act. 
Solicitor Cragg: No, what we're doing Councillor is, we are establishing a completely new section of 
the Zoning By-Law by amending it to include this AH zone. In it we can put 7 or 10 percent, we do 
not need Ministerial approval of it. We are not in contravention of either that section or Section 
14 of the Subdivision Regulations. 

Under the zoning By-Laws, which is Part 7 of the Planning Act, Section 33 does 
At least that's my understanding. 

Councillor Lichter: 
not set out any kind of donation that we can be paid. 

Section 33 Councillor, deals with Council adopting a By—Law. Shall, upon the Solicitor Cragg: 
It is a completely different animal adoption of a Municipal Development Plan, pass a zoning By-Law. 

than that which we are dealing with tonight. 

Harden Settle called for anyone wishing to speak in opposition to the proposed Attached Housing 
By-Law. There was no response. 

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

"THAT the following amendments be made to the By-Law: 
1. Definition of Attached Housing read "Attached Housing" means dwelling units attached 

vertically to one or more similar dwelling units in the same building block. 
2. Clause 66AA(3)[b) to read "18 feet". 
3. Item {f} by adding "except where a building line has already been established"." 
Motion Carried. 

unit. You're 
one lot 500 Mr. Campbell: The one acre is for a number of units, that is 15 units, not just one 

going to be placing a number of units on the 1 acre, therefore, it's not going to be 
feet back with 1 attached housing. One little 20 foot wide lot going back 500 feet, that's not the 
situation there. The thing is, the developer would not come in for rezoning, to ask for 1 acre, if 
he's only going to build 3 units. If the developer comes in with an acre in order to build 15 or 
so units, and remember this is only in a serviced area where the land is quite valuable, he's not 
going to want to do that type of development. Some of the rationale behind one acre designation is 
to, in some cases, prevent infilling which might be incompatible to the adjacent areas and as well 
not be the same architectural design, so between 2, say single family houses, say if you had 30 feet 
between 2 residential houses you could, or 40 feet, you could come in with 2 townhouses which are 
stuck between these 2 single family residences then from a design point of view it might not be the 
best type of design. 

I wondered whether Councillor Sutherland really intended the way I understood 
his second amendment. I wrote down that the building setback should be 20 feet except where an 
existing building line is present, have I got the wording right? There could conceivably be a 
building line established in line with our regulations which is 30 feet, in which case we would be 
not operating in the better interests of the developer if then the setback would be 30 feet where 
there's an existing building line. 

Councillor Lawrence: 

Councillor Sutherland: Yes, exactly, but I can't envision how 10 or 15 units would look where there's 
a row of houses which are 30 feet and would come along and say-okay, put these units in, put 10 
units in at 20 feet. 

Mr. Campbell: Possibly to clarify the situation we should come out and say the minimum of 2,000 
square feet per lot and that would clarify the situation. 

Councillor Sutherland: Building of every building block, including carports and garages shall be 
located a minimum of 20 feet from any street line except where there has already been a building line 
established. That's what I'm saying. I think it should be consistent with the building line that's 
there. If there's 10 or 15 or 20 houses 30 feet back from the street, why should we let these guys 
build 20 feet from the street, but on the other hand, we're giving them flexibility. If the houses 
are already abutting the sidewalk we can say okay, abut up with the area, the established building 
line. 

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

"THAT the public hearing adjourn." 
Motion Carried.
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THE MUNICIPALITY OF THE COUNTY OF HALIFAX 
MINUTES OF COUNCIL SESSION 

Tuesday, June 5, 1979 

Deputy Warden Gaetz opened the June 5th Session at 2 p.m. with the Lord's Prayer followed by Mr. 
Meech calling the roll. 
It was moved by Councillor Cosman and seconded by Councillor Baker: 

' "THAT Sandra Cashen be appointed as recording secretary.“ 
Motion Carried. 

It was moved by Councillor Deveaux and seconded by Councillor Baker: 
"THAT the Minutes of May 1st be approved.“ 
Motion Carried. 

There was some discussion among Councillors regarding the length of time before the minutes of each 
Session arrive for approval. 

Councillor Deveaux asked permission from Council to present a case which he brought before the Public 
Horks Committee a week ago. As well Mr. Gallagher was present and would like to be involved. The 
owner of the trailer court was also present and a Mrs. Berglund. He asked permisison for both of 
these people to be heard some time during the Session. Mr. Meech also had a letter from the MLA con- 
cerning the same problem. 

Councillor Deveaux stated that to begin with he doesn't approve and he stands to be corrected by mem- 
bers of the Committee, but when they met as a committee last week and he brought this item forward, 
he got the impression that the Committee felt that they were not able to approve extension of these 
services. With regards to extension of services, he's been fighting for the thing for years. At the 
meeting Martin made the presentation and stated that in his opinion, if the services were extended 
anywhere in the County beyond the serviceable area line, that we're going to be flooded with requests 
from Bedford, Sackville, Cole Harbour or wherever the case may be where the services are now in use. 
Just as a point Councillor Deveaux said he though it was 2 or 3 years ago the services were extended 
in the Atholea portion of Cole Harbour, which at that time was outside the serviceable area zone. 
Now he stated Martin will again back this up with the fact that it was a health requirement. Basically 
the sewer was allowed to be extended past the serviceable area zone and to the best of his knowledge 
the County hasn't been flooded with any requests for extending these services under that basis since 
then. Approximately two months ago the committee saw fit to approve the extension of the services 
for one person. Consultants were hired and so—called experts and they went to a lot of trouble to 
determine where the serviceable area line should lie. with all due respect to them when he looked at 
a portion of his area and other areas in the County where the serviceable area line ends, and saw 
that it's halfway up a hill, it didn't seem logical to him. For instance, in a portion of his area 
he knows the line ends where if a person wants to develop one lot bordering a highway he can build a 
house and hook into the service if he's at the bottom of a hill. If he wanted to come the next day 
and bought a lot in behind the first lot and wanted to build a house, he'd have to hook up to a septic 
system. Martin claimed that by giving permission to extend the services beyond this line, that we'd 
be contravening the Town Planning Act. Now regardless of whether we contravene it now, if that be the 
case, why wasn't it contravened in the cases that he's just mentioned in the past where services 
indeed had been extended past this serviceable area line. He pointed out the area where the people 
involved live at the present time. Approximately a year ago it was bought over by Autoport. He 
forgets how many trailers were there originally, probably around 20 or so. These people were ordered 
to move out. Now they're getting near the deadline. Some of them have tried to find other places to 
move their trailers and he's sure we all realize it isn't all that easy. Once those trailer courts 
are moved that sewer system which the trailers are now on will be virtually extinct, it won't be used 
anymore. Martin also made the point, on a number of occasions, that he was concerned about taxing the 
system. Hell, in this case there's no problem, Councillor Deveaux assured them, about overtaxing the 
system. As well, if he may point out, when this sewer system was laid in every lot in Eastern Passage, 
the system was laid to accommodate that. Now Martin also stated at the meeting that it's possible 
that Texaco might end up building a village there. Well, he can assure you, Texaco has no intention 
of putting a village there. They bought it to develop it as industrial some time in the future. So 
there, once again, there are a large number of acres which were originally intended to be hooked into 
the sewer system. He would also mention, and he'll point out that maybe near or two years or five 
years he may wish to extend further. Mr. Gough is here and Councillor Deveaux stated that he was sure 
that Mr. Gough will agree that we can come up with a PUD or some sort of agreement to insure that 
never takes place. Councillor Deveaux stated that he couldn't stress the point too greatly that this 
is not an engineering problem. He stated that Mr. Fredericks is quite willing to hook into the servicr 
which is going to cost him a heck of a lot of dollars, it's not going to be a cheap project by any 
means. He would also point out, which he forgot to mention it is not a hill, he's going down a hill, 
so it's going to require a pumping system and whatever other piping or whatever else is required by 
the Engineering Department in order for him to hook up. He's quite willing to do this in order to
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take in the extra trailers so that the people who are presently living in the old trailer court will 
have some place to move to. All that the people are asking is permission to be able to move to 
another section of Councillor Deveaux‘s district in the Eastern Passage area. People who come for-l 
ward to Council with a problem suchas thisone need our help. He stated that he knows that probably 
some Councillors hate to go against the recommendation of our Engineer or other Departments, but if 
we approve this or give the go ahead, we're elected people, we'll have to answer for it. Halifax 
County carries a lot of weight in the Province of Nova Scotia and whether it means changing the 
Planning Act or whatever the case may be we should be willing to make a decision of that type, de- 
pending on the circumstances involved, and do everything we possibly can to assist people who are in 
need or who have a logical problem. 
Councillor Lawrence asked if the trailer court was presently serviced and was informed it's service“ 
by a septic tank system. 
Councillor Cosman asked if there was a problem with the septic fields in the unserviced trailer par 
and why did he want them hooked up. I 
Councillor Deveaux replied that Mr. Fredericks has to extend his trailer park. 
unable to take the additional trailers. 

The septic service is 

stated that his job here as a County employee, being retained by Council, is to analytl 
situations and to present them to you with complete objectivity. The Official Town T 
lay down the broad outlook of what we should be doing in an endeavour to try to develop 

in an orderly fashion and then he outlined part of the Town Planning Act andabout six of the main 
points. He stated that he didn't have any input into this plan whatsoever. It was done objectivel 
by a firm of consultants and engineers that he had no contact with. Now in instances where a line 1 
put on paper that to find out where the actual line was, you would have to do an actual survey across 
country so it's considered to be reasonable that engineers plot the line on paper and after various 
studies and what have you, and after being checked by the particular planning team, then if it's l deemed to be reasonably as near as can be without having to go out to an actual thing of carrying i 
out by level across country, then it's adopted as a Plan. The situation that exists here is being 
put forward to you by himself in complete objectivity and this is the only way it can be done. Now 
Councillor Deveaux mentioned a situation in which there was a certain individual got permission to 

51 Gall e 

Mr. Gallagher 
the facts and 
Plan tried to 

extend the line for 70 feet and this was voted upon by committee at that particular time. Mr. 
stated that he advised the committee that this was only a forerunner of things to come. And these 
are things that he had to acquaint Council with. He stated that if we talk about the particular area 
itself, in 1968, was deemed to have a population within the serviceable area of 3613. The 1991 pop 
lation is being projected 9618. The year 2001 is 15,775 and the ultimate population as being 24,40“ 
So that anyone who has purchased land in here that isn't developed, then presumably they're paying 
taxes for that land and presumably when the time is opportune and when the services become near to 
this land then they will want to and they‘ have the right to be able to develop this particular la . 

The situation in which we talk about Texaco and some of these things the consultants weren't unawar 
of the existence of Texaco because they planned for it. Their planning is such that there's a real 
ization of the necessity of maintaining the industrial area. So these are some of the things that 
Council has to consider and some of the things that he had to bring to Council's attention. 
find dozens of cases where there's always a point where there's one lot or two lots which are beyon 
the existing serviceable area. ;He then stated that unless Council wanted him in a capacity to act 
as a rubber stamp then he shouldn't be here and he has no intention of doing that. 

area boundary is set, it's set keeping in mind the high points in relation to the numbers of homes 
and properties that it may encompass relative to the size of the sewer lines so that what you end u 
with, when you achieve maximum development, is a sewer line that can accommodate all of that area 
which is included within the serviceable boundary. Well, that's okay. Now when you withdraw some 
of those properties from within the serviceable boundary, we then have the surplus in ability in 
terms of the maximum capacity of the sewer line. Mr. Gallagher replied but his reply was inaudible 
Councillor Lachance then asked why not allow those lands, if you take out ten acres now, allow the 
serviceable boundary area to bulge out in an appropriate spot and take in an equal amount of property 
that was taken out. Mr. Gallagher's reply to this was also inaudible. 

Councillor Lachance asked Mr. Gallagher how does he react to the suggestion that when the serviceabl 

asked Mr. Gallagher what the hook thing was between the Frederick's Trailer Courtl 
Mr. Gallagher replied that it was the MacDonald Trailer Court. 

Councillor Deveaux 
and Cow Bay Road. 

Councillor Deveaux 
serviceable area. 

stated that's the MacDonald Trailer Court, so in other words, 
There are some areas past the serviceable area in that trailer court. 

that's past the 

Councillor Lichter congratulated Mr. Gallagher on his ojectivity and stated that he would also like 
Mr. Gallagher to appreciate Council's subjectivity. He then stated that Mr. Gallagher made refer 
ence to one particular lot that's 70 feet beyond the boundary approved some time ago and he asked h 
long ago it was approved. 
Mr. Gallagher said he was 
in this area. 

Councillor Lichter stated 
of a landslide of similar 

that he knew it wasn't in that area but he just wanted to guage what kind 
requests they would be getting. 

just guessing but probably a month, maybe 3 weeks, 2 months but it wasn't. 

He also stated that there is a point that”
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that Councillor Lachance was trying to make. We have a trailer court that's being serviced and 
being phased out because the owner sold the land. He asked what the zoning of the park was and he 
received the reply that is was Trailer. So, he stated, obviously with that kind of zoning, if you're 
talking about 20 trailers there were 20 families, okay, 29 serviceable families in that area. That 
was rezoned, was it, into Industrial, or is it permissible to have a trailer court just converted 
into Industrial, like Autoport? There are obviously 29 serviceable lots that are no longer needing 
servicing and that is on top of the total capacity of the area, and I think this was his point. Now 
in compassion to the people he could certainly see that those 29 could very easily be accommodated in 
the trailer court that the're referring to and would not add to the present capacity and would not 
overtax the present capacity. The Planning Department, or whoever is responsible for this, he supposed 
Health, Environment and Highways and all other such agencies, would they be rather in favour of having 
septic tanks put into that trailer court and then 10 years from now have the raw sewer flow through 
ditches et cetera and would your department not be called upon then to clear up the mess? Perhaps 
another point, you mentioned that our predecessors are the ones that approved the Town Planning Act, 
well, if his predecessors had the wisdom to approve it he though he had the right and the wisdom to 
overrule it and he thinks that should be appreciated. There's one last point he had to make and that 
is that today families are not the same as they used to be years ago. He asked to be shown the family 
today that has 10 or 15 children in a home, and if you're talking about sewer capacity, was the size 
of the family taken into account? It's shrinking according to statistics. Is this going to permit 
more and more serviced lots beacuse you are not going to have the sewer demand that you would have 
with the very large families? 
Councillor Topple stated that he had to support the position Mr. Gallagher had taken because he thinks 
that's the only position you could take, however he was concerned as he talked to Councillor Lachance 
a while ago, about this business of the discontinuance of the present trailer park and the homes in 
the Clarence Park area which, in fact, provide a surplus in the sewage system. He stated he was 
concerned about the Municipal Development Plan and with that he's hoping we're going to have to change 
some of the boundaries. What sort of reaction would you have to possibly looking at the area of 
Eastern Passage with a view to expanding a bit on the drainage boundary in an interim period until 
such time as a Municipal Development Plan comes onstream? Do you think that that would be a great 
chore to look at the numbers of dwellings taken off and the capacity left whereby we could perhaps 
draw that boundary out a little further in certain areas? He stated that he appreciates in this 
particular case, it involves a pumping station, which, he assumed is another reason you do not wish 
to get the County involved in that, but do you think you could perhaps accommodate a larger area with 
the loss of Texaco and the Autoport? 

Mr. Gallagher stated that as regards the capacities of the system, all these assumptions are made 
that there is excess or will be excess capacity but there is evidence already that the system that 
has been installed, the capacities and the flows are not according to design and this is another sit- 
uation which has to be taken into account. You asked if this trailer court would affect that partic- 
ular sanitary sewage system. No, but, he also knows of other developers who would like to build 
and would request extension of the services. The sewer would be treated in Eastern Passage because 
that's the natural way the sewage flows and that's where it should be treated unless you're going to 
defy sound engineering principles and pump it the heck out of there. There are some of the lines of 
argument. 

Councillor Topple thanked Mr. Gallagher and stated that those are some of the points, in particular, 
some of the large developments that he was concerned about which he thought Council had to be concerned 
about legally, what position Council might put themselves in if they do change a boundary. 

It was moved by Councillor Deveaux and seconded by Councillor Lichter: 
"THAT Council grant approval to the Fredericks Mobile Trailer Park Development to hook 
into the trunk sewer system at Eastern Passage to accommodate the extra trailers involved.” 
[Sec Motion to Defer.) 

CouncillorDeveauxrequested permission of Council for Mr. Fredericks and Mrs. Berglund to say a few 
words. 

Mr. Fredericks stated that why he'd like to put in a pumping station is so that he can use most of 
the property, make it better, make his lot much larger so it will look more respectable and when 
these people are being put out by Autoport he thought it might be a good time for him, as a business- 
man, according to Mr. Gallagher that it might make it better for everybody. But if this is the case, 
it's a problem and going to mushroom and he doesn't want to be the cause of Council's problems. 

Councillor Margeson asked Mr. Fredericks the size of his present lots and received the reply that 
they were 35 feet by 80 feet. Councillor Margeson then asked what size Mr. Fredericks proposed for 
the new ones. Mr. Fredericks replied around 45 or 50 feet by 80 or 90 feet in length. Councillor 
Hargeson asked if Mr. Fredericks had a septic system for his trailers and were there any problems 
with the system and where was it located? Mr. Fredericks replied that yes he had a septic system, 
no there were no problems with it and it is located near the end. Each individual home does not have 
its' own system. Mr. Fredericks in response to Councillor Margeson's questioning, stated that there 
was no sewage treatment plant, only a septic tank and that the trailer park has city water. Hr. 
Fredericks stated that he would like to hook into the sewer that's close by and do away with his 
septic tank system as he thought it would be better but going from Mr. Gallagher's technical points 
it would be a problem. Councillor Margeson then asked if from the point of view of the operation 
of the trailer park it would make it easier because Mr. Fredericks wouldn't have to maintain his
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septic system to which Mr. Fredericks replied in the affirmative. Councillor Margeson then asked 
how many places did Mr. Fredericks wish to add and he was told a total of 20 new ones0VBr 3 period 
two to three years. Councillor Margeson then asked if Mr. Fredericks was going to revamp it , 
if he was going to relocate some of the trailers and make it more enjoyable for the people that are 
living there and Mr. Fredericks stated that's what he'd like to do. 

Councillor Lichter stated that he'd heard the cost would be quite considerable and was Mr. Frederic 
prepared to pay the full cost of hooking up to the municipal sewer system if he was permitted to do 
and Mr. Fredericks replied that he'd have to because he didn't know of anyone else that would. 

0? 

now, night he ask the Health Department if he could expand enough to allow these 9 or 10 people to 
move in, otherwise he didn't plan on developing it at all. 

Councillor Cosman asked if he had any idea of the cost of a pumping station and Mr. Fredericks stat 
that he hadn't checked into it closely but he thought it would be in the vicinity of 15 or 20 thous d. 

Mr. Fredericks, in response to questions from Councillor Cosman, asked if he's turned down in Counc| 

Mrs. Berglund stood up and introduced herself as being a resident at the trailer park tlfiti they havei 
to get out of and that she's been a resident of Eastern Passage all her life and she never was a 
second class citizen until she bought a mobile home and had no place to go. Mrs.Rerg1und went on t 
tell about her family and other families in the trailer court and the reasons why they wanted to st 
in the Eastern Passage area. She stated that she's still the same person when she lived in a house 
and now she lives in a mobile home. She stated that she had 12 children, 6 boys and 6 girls. She 
stated that they had gone to school and were good citizens. They're working, married and making a 
place for themselves in Eastern Passage. They have never caused anyone any problems, they have nev 
gone to the County for help and she thinks what she's asking for now is a chance to live where she 
wants to live and the others in the court are the same way. Why should they be shoved in the back 
woods because they have mobile homes? She didn't think this was fair. 

Councillor Topple stated that he appreciated Mrs. Berglund's statement and he does agree with her ' that mobile home residents are second class citizens in a lot of people's eyes but he wanted to ask 
Mr. Fredericks what is the sewage system he has there now, is it a septic tank system to which Mr. 
Fredericks replied yes. Councillor Topple asked if it was working satisfactorily, had Mr. Frederic 
applied to the Department of Health to expand that to accommodate the additional trailers? 

Mr. Fredoricks replied that no, it is wnrking satisfactorily but he hadn't checked with them and if 
they would allow him to expand his filter, he'd be satisfied to take those 12 but no more. 

the problls Councillor Topple stated that his point was that Council is faced with two problems here, 
of trying to accommodate these people and the fact that there is a serviceable boundary which, in fact, 
he thought most people would not want to overstep at this time and he's thinking here now that poss- 
ibly with the changes in the boundary with the new Municipal Development Plan, the trailer park 
could possibly be accommodated under the new plan but in the interim, perhaps the cheapest fix migh 
be to enlarge the sewage system which would accommodate the 9 trailers as is. 

Councillor Deveaux stated that Mr. Nantes, the MLA has forwarded a letter and that he'd like the 
Clerk to read it. Mr. Meech then read the letter from Mr. Nantes, MLA for the Cole Harbour area. 
Councillor Cosman stated that she will support the Director of Public Works and she speaks as a member 
from a serviced area. There are 5 members of Council missing today from serviced areas and they 
would all have something to contribute to the discussion. She stated that in her area there are ma 
people on the fringe of the serviced area and if this type of precedent is set they will be knockin 
on the door to set it again. Autoport has the right, as owners of the serviced property, to expand 
their facility and use the system to its’ capacity. 
It was moved by Councillor Lawrence and seconded by Councillor Lachance: 

"THAT the motion on the floor be deferred pending an application by Mr. Fredericks to the 
County Board of Health or to the Atlantic Health Unit for either extension of his septic 
system or permission to accommodate 12 more mobile units. In addition, that a letter go 
to Autoport requesting them to extend their deadline that the 12 mobile home owners are 
currently under until an answer is received from the Board of Health." 
Motion Carried. 

it on the basis that Council wants the same thing that the residents of that trailer court want. 
It was moved by Councillor Lachance and seconded by Councillor Cosman: 

Councillor Lachance stated that in seconding the motion he would urge Council to vote in favour of I 

"THAT the Public Works Department be requested to provide a progress report on the I 
subject at the next Council Sessicn." 
Motion Carried. 

Councillor Lichter noted that Councillor Poirier is away and since there are several letters concer' 
ing.the Beechville — Lakeside - Timberlea area and the possibility of servicing that area with newer 
and water and he wished to speak at this time concerning this. The way he understands the situation
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a resolution was passed by the Board of Health not long ago which read: "That whereas it has been 
determined that there are serious health problems in the Lakeside - Timherlea - Beechville area re 
sewage disposal and water supply that the Municipal Council be requested to proceed with the instal- 
lation of central water and sewer services immediately." Now the Atlantic Health Unit carried out 
a study of that particular area and when they went over the study they were shocked with the results 
and were quite anxious to see that whatever recommendation has been made will be implemented. 

Councillor Cosman stated that she would not be prepared to support the resolution until Council knows 
what kind of cost sharing the Municipality will get. 

Deputy Warden Gaetz suggested that perhaps these letters could be deferred until Councillor Poirier 
returns. 

Mr. Meech stated that what Council can probably do is project what the net costs would be on the basis 
of not receiving any assistance through the CMHC program versus what the net impact would be if, in 
fact, the CMHC or Community Services Funding was available and could be presented on that basis. 

It was moved by Councillor MacKenzie and seconded by Councillor Margeson: 
"THAT the letters and correspondence be received." 
Motion Carried. 

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

"THAT the matter of the recommendation from the Board of Health re servicing Beechville, 
Lakeside and Timberlea be deferred until the Session of June 12, 1979 pending a report 
on the cost implications of servicing." 
Motion Carried. 

Councillor Lichter advised that Councillor Poirier was present at the Board of Health meeting and is 
fully aware of what the Board of Health was recommending. He asked why couldn't the County demand 
that the Minister give a straightforward answer regarding the application for funding. 

It was moved by Councillor Lichter and seconded by Councillor MacKenzie: 

"THAT the Liquor License Board be requested to conduct a plebiscite in Municipal Polling 
District #13 on the question ‘Are you in favour of the sale of liquor for consumption 
on the premises licensed by the Liquor License Board?‘.” 
Motion Carried. 

It was moved by Councillor Cosman and seconded by Councillor Margeson: 
"THAT Council break for supper at 5:30 having sandwiches and fruit provided for supper." 
Motion Carried. 

Councillor Margeson noted that Councillor Wiseman is away in Quebec and had requested that he speak 
on the Main Street Task Force. She has approval of and has met with the people who are involved in 
this. There may be a small amount of money that Council would have to expend to complete the Task 
Force requirements. 
It was moved by Councillor Margeson and seconded by Councillor Deveaux: 

"THAT the matter of the Main Street Task Force program re Bedford and Sackville be 
referred to Finance and Executive Committee for a report on the financial implication." 
Motion Carried. 

Councillor Cosman noted that the decision as to where the funds would be allocated would be made by 
Municipal Affairs. 
“Mr. Meech stated that his recollection of the program is the fact that the rural municipality was 
eligible to have one particular project or community approved and he thought it was on the basis 
that the individual municipality had to decide on which particular community it wanted to select for 
the program. 

Councillor Cosman suggested that Council was advised that the Municipal Affairs would make the choice 
as to which community would receive the funding and that is rightly so, otherwise the districts would 
find themselves in competing positions within the Municipality. 

Councillor Lawrence said her understanding is that Council must make a decision to recommend to 
Municipal Affairs one community which would be eligible for this funding and there are two competing 
communities within the municipality. Council as a whole should endorse the recommendation that both 
these communities be eligible as the population of this County is such a large one. 

Councillor Topple inquired if extra funding is required it would be collected through an area rate 
in both of these communities and Deputy Warden Gaetz replied that this is his understanding.
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It was moved by Councillor Cosman and seconded by Councillor Smith: 

Motion Carried. 

Councillor Deveaux raised the question of Transit and advised that a meeting had been held with the 
MLA's concerned and they had suggested that they are taking a further look at the situation and 
suggested that a further letter be sent to the Provincial Authorities. 

It was moved by Councillor Deveaux and seconded by Councillor Baker: 
"THAT Council write a letter to the Department of Municipal Affairs to provide financial 
assistance to cover the cost of the transit services for those areas that would be other- 
wise expected to establish an area rate for continued operation, specifically Eastern 
Passage — Cole Harbour area, Herring Cove, Harrietsfield and Westphal." 
Motion Carried. 

“THAT Item b on the Agenda be deferred until next Session of Council." I 

Councillor Cosman inquired whether this was a request for demonstration only and Councillor Deveaux 
replied no. Councillor Cosman then said she would not be willing to support such a motion as it 
would mean that the districts that are currently using demonstration funds will be paying for their 
service by an area rate at the end of 27 months period of time. If a request is being made to help 
reduce the area rates then all areas that are receiving demonstration . Otherwise the resolution 
should read for demonstration funds.

I Councillor Lachance requested a 15 minute leave of absence in order to attend to pressing School 
Board business. Agreed by Council. 

The last election, one whole Senior Citizens’ housing complex was left out and many other problems 
arose. He feels that perhaps someone in the Department of Municipal Affairs should be looking afte 
the election lists in all the areas of the Province to be responsible for those lists when they're 
made up. 

Councillor Topple said he is concerned about the types of election lists which they are getting tod] 

Councillor McCabe stated that the refacing of the highway to Newton Mills has been promised for som! 
years and has never been done. He said they would also like some asphalt put on the Moose River Roa 
which is a connector road to Tangier. Approximately 16 miles of that road was hard surfaced some 
years ago and there is a fair amount of traffic on that road. There is also a connector road betwe 
Elmsdale to Upper Stewiacke and it is in an atrocious condition. The Gay's River Bridge, also, is ' in very poor condition.

I 

It was moved by Councillor Mccabe and seconded by Councillor Lichter: 
"THAT a letter be forwarded to the Honorable Tom Mclnnes, Minister of Highways, requesti 
that action be taken on the following projects: l]Resurfacing from Dutch Settlement to 
Newton Mills 2)Hard surface Moose River Road 3)Repair work on South Branch Connector Road 
4}Gay's River Bridge - unsafe 5)Antrim Road improvements 6}Long promised road paving 
program between Lantz and Elmsdale, Old Post Road, be done and that a copy of this lettu 
go to the Honorable Ken Streatch." 
Motion Carried. 

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

"THAT Council request the appropriate Provincial authorities to ban the use of outboard 
motors on Long Pond, Herring Cove because of the size of the lake." 
Motion Carried. l 

There was a great deal of discussion concerning the subject. 

Councillor Eisenhauer mentioned the By—Laws with regard to topsoil removal. He wished the Planning 
Advisory to consider putting in the requirement for a buffer zone between existing properties, 
especially residential properties. 
It was moved by Councillor Eisenhauer and seconded by Councillor Cosman:

I "THAT regulations re Buffer Zones between excavations and property boundary lines be 
referred to Planning Advisory Committee to report to Council with recommendations and that 
special attention be given to residential properties." 
Motion Carried. I lsolicitor Cragg advised that an appeal lies, by the unsuccessful applicant to Council and Council may 

then approve therepermit together with any conditions whasoever it feels it wishes to attach, which 
could include, for each particular case, as appropriate buffer zone. 

There was further discussion with respect to the buffer zoning. 

Deputy Warden Gaet: brought up the subject of the Small Business. He said the letter with regard t
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this subject is a lot of bologna because he knows that his son and others in the sawmill business 
have tried to get a grant and were denied. 

Councillor Margeson stated that Councillor Wiseman requested him to bring up the subject of Depart- 
ment of Highways budget re sidewalk construction. 

It was moved by Councillor Margeson and seconded by Councillor Cosman: 

"THAT the matter of sidewalk construction on Glendale Road, Sackville, be referred to 
Finance and Executive Committee for implementation with the understanding that the net 
cost to the Municipality would be recovered by means of an area rate to the district 
served." 
(See Motion to Defer.) 

There was further discussion between Councillors with respect to the motion. 

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

"THAT the motion be deferred until next Session of Council when Councillor Wiseman is 
present, June 19, 1979.” 
Motion Carried. 

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

"THAT the matter of the Municipal Buildings Board be deferred to Planning Advisory 
Committee for report and study re terms of office.“ 
Motion Carried. 

Councillor Lichter raised the point that the Council has a prerogative of reappointing or making new 
appointments at the Annual Session of Council. If this motion gets support then they'll miss the 
boat because the last Annual Session of Council will be on the 12th of June so for one year Council 
will be unable to make any new appointments. 

Solicitor Cragg said it's fine for it to go to Planning Advisory but the final recommendation should 
come from Finance and Executive because this Board does perform a quasi-judicial function and should 
be independent. Whatever recommendations are made by PAC should be forwarded to Finance. 

Councillor Smith enquired what the By-Law concerning this consists of and Solicitor Cragg replied 
that the only references to the Building Board are contained in Sections 31, 32 and 33 of the 
Building By—Law and in the Payment Section of the Boards and Committees By-Law #3 which is Section 16. 

Councillor Lachance spoke on the matter of access to Sackville High School for Council's information. 

It was moved by Councillor Lachance and seconded by Councillor Cosman: 
“THAT the recommendation of the School Board be referred to the School Capital Committee 
as it relates to an alternate access route with respect to Sackville High School." 
Motion Carried. 

Councillor Lichter asked what the exact meaning of the ParksAdvisory Group will be and what costs 
might be involved in those advisory groups. 

Mr. Cough replied that the Regional Parks Advisory Committee through the Municipal Affairs, who was 
actually heading up the whole thing about both MAPC and the Community Planning Division had hired 
consultants to look at the effects, whether they be the ecological tenderness of certain areas or 
the suitability of certain sites for parks and what use they could be put to, whether it be passive 
or active recreation. There was engineering work carried out by these different consulting firms 
which was fed back in to the Parks Advisory Group. There were several different consultants used. 
These diagrams were drawn up by the Province. 

Councillor Lawrence wondered where Council stands with regard to the 3 points on the first page of 
Mr. Gough's report. Are there conceptual park plans for each of the 7 areas indicated in the Regional 
Plan. Mr. Gongh replied that there were conceptual park plans drawn up for the different parks. 
He said there is a substantial price tag on the acquisition of lands for public parks. 

There was further discussion with respect to this subject. 

It was moved by Councillor Cosman and seconded by Councillor Lichter: 
"THAT the Report of the Director of Planning re Regional Parks Advisory Committee be 
received." 
Motion Carried. 

There was further discussion with regard to the report.




