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l? was moved by CouncII|or MacKenzIe and seconded by Councillor Elsenhauerz 

"Thu? fhe lesser sefback be approved by Council." 
Mofion carried. 

"THAT Councll adjourn for a Special Sesslon of Councll 10 April 22nd, !980 +0 deal 
wlfh rhe balance of The agenda and fhe ifem of The SPCA confracf." 
Moflon carried. 

If was moved by Counclllor MacKenzIe and seconded by Councillor Hlseman: 

COUNCIL ADJOURNED.



THE MUNlC|PAL1TY OF THE COUNTY OF HALIFAX 

MINUTES OF ADJOURNED COUNCIL SESSION 

Tuesday, April 22, I980 

Warden Lawrence called The Council Session To order aT 7 p.m. and opened wlTh The Lord's 
Prayer. Mr. Kelly called The roll. 

IT was moved by DepuTy Harden Poirier and seconded by Councillor Baker: 

"THAT Mrs. HilTz be appoinTed as recording secreTary." 
MoTion carried. 

Harden Lawrence advised The Councillors ThaT Mrs. MacLean of The SP0 is in aTTendance To 
speak To Council and answer any quesTions which may be puT forward by Councillors. 
Council agreed To hear Mrs. MacLean aT This Time. Mrs. MacLean advised ThaT she has 
submiTTed a proposal and has worked hard aT Trying To keep The budgeT down To a minimum. 

Several quesfions were dlrecTed To Mrs. MacLean by Councillors and several Councillors 
noTed comp|alnTs which had been received by Them in Their areas. Councillor Margeson 
noTed ThaT The problem of dogs running aT large is more of a people problem Then a dog 
problem and perhaps some PR Through The media would be of asslsTance To boTh The CounTy 
and The SPCA. 

Councillor Ueveaux asked The SollciTor if There would be a clause in The conTracT wherein 
if an agreemenT could noT be reached aT The end of The firsT year ThaT The conTracT would 
be null and void and The So|ic|Tor suggesTed ThaT a seT price for The firsT year TogeTher 
wiTh a percenTage increase for The second and Third year and Then have a TerminaTlon 
clause elTher side could give 6 monThs noTice To The oTher To TerminaTe The conTracT if iT 
could noT be agreed upon. 

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

"THAT Council accepT The SPC proposal for a 3 year conTracT subjecT To The 
SoliciTor bringing back a draff of The conTracT which would be approved by 
Council." 
MoTion carried. 

IT was moved by Councillor MacKey and seconded by Councillor Deveaux: 

"THAT The previous moTion be amended To read a 1 year conTracT." 
MoTion defeaTed. 

IT was moved by Councillor MacKay and seconded by Councillor Deveaux: 

"THAT The MlnuTes of March 24Th, 1980 Public Hearing be approved." 
MoTlon carried. 

lT was moved by Councillor SmlTh and seconded by Councillor GaeTz: 

"THAT The SuppIemenTary ReporT of The Managemenf CommiTTee be received." 
MoTion carried. 

IT was moved by Councillor Elsenhauer and seconded by Councillor MacKay:
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"THAT Council approve ThaT The MunicipaiiTy enTer lnTo egreemenT wiTh The Cobequld 
MulTi-Service CenTer for renTa| of The space for a Social Services office in ThaT 
building aT an esTimaTed annual renTal of Two Thousand dollars ($2,000.00)." 
MoTion carried. 

Councillor Deveaux mainTained ThaT if any services of This Type are going To expand from 
The base in The Municipal building IT would be more approprieTe if They were seT up in 
more ouTiying areas such as SheeT Harbour, along The EasTern Shore or Hubbards where 
people have To Travel a loT furfher Than coming from Seckville, Cole Harbour or EasTern 
Passage. A precedenT would be seT if This were approved and many more services would be 
demanded in These urban areas in The near fuTure. 

Councillor Eisenhauer noTed ThaT The flrsT one has been esTablished in The SheeT Harbour 
area and iT saves a loT of Travel for personnel Trying To serve The area. 

Several Councillors voiced The opinion ThaT, as space is a problem in The Municipal 
building saTelliTe offices of This Type would be of benefiT. 

IT was moved by Councillor HacKay and seconded by Councillor Mccabe: 

"THAT Council approve The adjusTmenTs To The sewer |aTerai charges of Three 
properTies aT 74, 102 and 104 DarTmouTh Road." 
MoTion carried. 

IT was moved by Councillor walker and seconded by DepuTy Warden Poirier: 

"THAT The Rules of Order be suspended To deal wiTh The issues which DepuTy warden 
Poirier wishes To discuss." 
MoTion carried. 

DepuTy Warden Poirier commenTed upon The manner in which The new DirecTor of Planning was 
hired and The facT ThaT The ManagemenT CommiTTee ReporT recommendaTion had been 
disregarded and several Councillors voiced Their opinions pro and con. 

IT was moved by Councillor Curren and seconded by Councillor Elsenhauer: 

"THAT Council move a MoTion of Confidence in Mr. Gough as a senior member of The 
STaff of The CounTy." 
MoTion carried. 

IT was moved by Councillor Curren and seconded by Councillor Deveaux: 

"THAT Policy CommiTTee review The CounTy's posiTion wherein Training programs be 
developed To ensure ThaT presenT sfaff will be able To compeTe wiTh anyone on The 
ouTslde for a senior posiTion on sTaff." 
MoTion carried. 

IT was moved by DepuTy warden Poirier and seconded by Councillor Margeson: 

"ThaT Council give a VoTe of Confidence To The Warden." 
MoTion carried. 

IT was moved by Councillor MacDonald and seconded by Councillor Deveaux:
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"THAT Council urife a leffer To CTC and fhe Prime Mlnisfer vifh copies +0 The Nova 
Scofia Cabins? Minisfer showing the Counfyis displeasure for fhe lack of concern in 
no+ considering EPA on +heir applicafion fo carry passengers befveen Haiifax and 
Toronto.“ 
Mo+ion carried. 

IT was moved by Councillor Mecxay and seconded by Councillor Baker: 

"THAT fhe following parcels of land being donafed To The Municipailfy for 
recreafional use he accepfed by Council — (1) Big Acres Subdivision, Harriefsfield, 
Dis+ric+ 5, Lof P—i - approximafely 77,440 square feef. (2) Affon wafers 
Subdivision af Springfield Lake, Disvricf I8. (3) Fall River Esfafes Subdivision, 
Disfricf I4." 
Moflon carried. 

Mr. Meech reminded Council of fhe Commiffee of fhe whole meefing Friday morning, April 
25+h, 1930. 

If was moved by Councillor Margeson and seconded by Councillor Smi+h: 

"THAT Council adjourn fhe Agenda ro fhe end of The Council of fhe whole meefing on 
Friday morning." 
Mofion carried.
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THE MUNICIPALITY OF THE COUNTY OF HALIFAX 

PUBLIC HEARING MINUTES 

Monday. May 26, 1980 

Councillor SmiTh 
Councillor MacKenzle 
Councillor Mccabe 
Councillor Lichfer 
Councillor Margeson 
Councillor MacKay 
Councillor Eisenhauer 
Councillor MacDonald 
Councillor Hiseman 

PresenT Here: BepuTy Harden Poirier 
Harden Lawrence 
Councillor Hllliams 
Councillor Baker 
Councillor Deveaux 
Councillor STewarT 
Councillor Topple 
Councillor Adams 
Councillor GaeTz 

Harden Lawrence opened The Public Hearing aT 7 p.m. wITh The Lord's Prayer followed by 
Mr. Kelly calling The roll. 

IT was moved by Councillor GaeTz and seconded by Councillor Mccabez 

"ThaT EsTeile HilTz be appcinTed recording secreTary." 
MoTlon carried. ‘ 

AppllcaTion No. i-80: Requesf To rezone LoT R-117, lands of Harold BurTon HarT, iocaTed 
aT The inTersecTion of The Old Sambro Road and The PennanT Road aT Sambro from R-2 (Resi- 
denTial Two Family Dwelling Zone} To G (General Building Zone) DlsTricT 5. Zone). 

Warden Lawrence asked Miss SmiTh, of The Planning DeparTmenT, To ouTllne The background 
informaTion on This rezoning applicaTion. 

MISS SMITH: Thank you warden. This is Rezoning AppllcaTion number I-80 and iT's for LoT 
R-I17, The lands of Harold 3urTon HarT iocaTed aT The inTersecTion of The Old Sambro Road. 
The area wiTh The small v's on 5+ denoTes R-2 (ResidenTial Two Family Dwelling Zone). The 
remainder of The area is zoned 6 (General Building Zone) or of an unzoned sTaTus and Those 
Two caTegories mean The same Th?ng. I'll just briefly look aT The survey plan of The pro- 
perTy and The properTy is approxlmaTely 32,000 square feeT in area. The Planning DeparT- 
menT is recommending This appii:aTion be approved - I'll go inTo some background informa- 
Tion. Mr. HarT has requesTed This General zoning oaTegory To permiT The consTrucTion of a 
canTeen and grocery sTore on The properTy in quesTion. Mr. HarT's applicaTion was accom- 
panied by a peTiTion conTalning 345 names supporTing his app|icaTlon. Mr. HarT has applied 
To rezone anoTher properTy jusT iocaTed up The road a few hundred yards on 2 previous oc- 
casions, once in 1976 and once in i9?9 buT boTh aTTempTs were unsuccessful. Basically The 
firsT applicaTion was cealT niTh under a conTracT, which was deTermined noT To be legal. 
The second applicaTion was nor approved largely due To local residenTs and Their proTesTs 
regarding liTTer and fears of noise and assoclaTed problems wiTh a canTeen. The properTy 
in quesTion is iocaTed somewhaT removed from any resldenTlai deveiopmenT oTher Than The 
mobile home, alThough There are several single family dwellings iocaTed jusT down The 
PennanT Road from The properTy in quesTion. As I said previously The properTy is roughly 
32,000 square feeT in area. The back of The ioT consisfs of a rocky hiilock and The parT 
ciosesT To The PennanT Road is raTher low lying. There has been exTensive excavaTion oc- 
curring on The properTy recenT|y and IT appears as Though iT's being filled in. The
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MISS SMITH (con?'d) Deparfmenf of Public Healfh have basically said fhaf fhe iof in ques- 
flon was lnspecfed on January Sisf, 1930 and visual lnspecfion revealed fhaf a porflon of 
fhe lof consisfed of a large hill of granife, bedrock and boulders. Excavaflon has re- 
cenfly been carried ouf on fhe balance of fhe lof and soil and boulders have been placed 
in +he lower area of fne lof. Percoiafion fesfs or fesf pifs have nof been carried ouf 
recenfiy, which provide lnformafion as fo fhe depfh and permeabilify of The soil, bedrock 
formafions or fhe wafer fable. If should also be nofed fhaf fhis Deparfmenf has nof re- 
ceived any plans from fhe Applicanf regarding fhe proposed grocery sfore and canfeen. Of 
course fhaf would nof be done unfil fhe fime fhaf fhls appllcafion was decided upon and 
Mr. Harf knew whefher he had goffen his zoning and fherefore could apply for his building 
permlf. The required soli fesfs and specific information regarding fhe proposed de- 
veiopmenf are essenflal before any final decision can be made and of course if is under- 
sfood fhaf fhis informaflon can be provided af fhe fime of fhe building permif applica- 
fion. The Planning Deparfmenf Is recommending approval of fhis appilcaflon for the fol- 
lowing reasons: We feel The? fhe :oca+ion af This lnfersecflon for a grocery sfore and 
canfeen appears to be a suifabie sire for commercial use. in facf we feel fhaf such a use 
on fhis parficular sife may, In fact, be an assef fo fhe Village of Sambro which, af fhe 
presenf fime, as we undersfand if, has only one such facllify. if would also be a conven- 
lenf sfopover for Summer visifors who are going To nearby Crysfal Crescenf Beach, which is 
iocafed jusf down The Pennanf Road. Proposed commercial use should nof have a negafive 
impacf on fhe area as The ofher fwo appllcafions were repufed fo do because, in facf, fhe 
sife is somewhaf removed from residenfiai developmenf and is sifuafed behind a rocky bluff 
which sor? of separafes if from foe mobile home on ?he adjacenf Iof. The fears of in- 
creased nolse, liffer and envlronnenfai degrada+’on expressed by residenfs wifh regards fo 
Mr. Harf's rezoning affemp?s,.we feel, would rof apply fo fhls new slfe due To ifs dis- 
fance from housing developmenf. Alfhough if is generally fhe policy of fhe Planning De- 
parfmenf nof fo recommend fna approval of spof rezonings we feel fhaf fhis is nof a fypi- 
cal case. we feel fhaf The lof in quesflon Is 3+ The very end of a sfrip of R-2 zoning 
and lies oufsida fhe Village of Sambro proper. Adjacenf properfy In fhe area, in facf the 
properfy jusf across The s?ree+ from fhis lof, is zoned General and would permif fhe loca- 
flon of exacfiy fhe same kind of use so i guess basically whaf we're saying is fhaf Mr. 
Harf's proposed canfeen and sfore could go anywnere wifnin The area wlfhln several hundred 
fee? and To no? fo approve fnis wculd seem rafher fufiie given fhaf a fypicfli 0? Similar 
use could go wifhln a couple of hundred fee? of fhis Iocafion. if is also fhe undersfand- 
ing of fhe Planning Deparfmenf fhaf fhis inferseofion has nof fradifionaily been a problem 
insofar as fhe Deparfmenf of Highways has indicafed and fherefore if is unlikely fhaf 
fhere would be any major traffic problems. The*e would have To be a 50 percenf area given 
over fo parking and we feel fhal fhe size of fhe iof could adequafely handle any proposed 
parking areas. Thank you. 

COUNCILLOR HISEMAN: who carried ouf fhe recenf excavafion on fhe land and why was if car- 
ried ouff 

MISS SMITH: i believe Mr. Harf carried ouf fhaf excavaflon in an affempf fo level if off 
and make if suifable for fhe consrrucfion of a building. 

COUNCILLOR HISEMAN: Hifh fhe idea in mind fhaf he would be applying for fhis permif and 
have so much of The work done? 

MISS SMITH: Yes. 

COUNC|'LOR HISEMAN: You menfioned fhaf a couple of people called you wifh concerns, what 
are fheir basic concerns? -
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MISS SMITH: The one lady who called me on The phone is Mrs. HarT's neighbour who lives in 
The mobile home, ThaT would be The closesT residenT. She had heard rumours To The effecT 
ThaT Mr. HarT was proposing To puT gas pumps on The properTy. i explained To her ThaT 
cerTalnIy we had no knowledge of ThaT and his AppllcaTion did noT indicaTe ThaT aT all and 
ThaT maybe she should speak wlTh Mr. HarT. The only oTher person I spoke To was a lady 
who lived in a house or inTends To live in a properTy jusT down The PennanT Road and she 
was raTher concerned abouT The proposed use. 

Miss SmiTh advised Council ThaT gas pumps would be permissible in a General Zone. She in- 
formed Councii ThaT The LoT is an approved building ioT buT IT was approved in 1970 and 
Therefore iT's been a considerable Time and The DeparTmenT of HeaITh may wish To do perc. 
TesTs again once The building permiT applicaTion has been applied for. 

Councillor Baker Told Council ThaT he knows The properTy and is saTisfied wiTh The approv- 
al of The iocaTlon. 

Harden Lawrence explained The Public Hearing porTion To The Gallery and called for anyone 
who wished To speak To come forward and speak. 

MR. HART: My name is Mr. HarT and I'm The one ThaT's goT This ApplicaTion in TonlghT and 
I'd like To firsT poinT ouT a few Things ThaT I've heard from The residenTs. One is abouT 
The zoning, ThaT if This zoning goes Through ThaT everybody on The road is going To wanT 
Their land rezoned, which I Think is kind of sfupld because I don'T Think anybodyis going 
To fighT for 4 and a half years like I've done To geT a piece of land rezoned and if They 
do peoplels goT The same chance To objecT To IT as They did To mine, ThaT's my feeling a- 
bouT ThaT. And as IT was sTaTed lT's The IesT ioT in The zone, iT's all General Business 
around There and you goT a 7 mile sTreTch of road There from HarrleTsfle|d To Sambro, no 
sTores, roughly 20 To 30 houses going up There every year. Sooner or laTer somebody's go- 
ing To wanT To puT in a sTore so There's going To be a rezoning aT some Time regardiess,I 
don'T know who IT will be buT There's going To be one sooner or laTer, Thereis goT To be a 
firsT in ThaT big an area wiTh no sTore and There'll be no increase in Traffic. The only 
Traffic will be cars ThaT's going Through There already and The local people, you know, 
jusT a convenience sTore. Also There's a loT of people spoke abouT IT would decrease The 
value of Their properTy, well I don'T plan on nuTTing up anyThing ThaT's going To decrease 
The properTy value, lT's going To be a decenT building, same as The piece I puT on The 
oTher properTy - iT's a preTTy nice looking buliiing - and The way i look aT IT Too is if 
iT's so wrong, This rezoning, how come roughly 98 percenT of The people on The road have 
signed ThaT peTlTion. There's only abouT 2 percenT of The people ThaT haven'T signed IT 
in favour so They musT know - if The rezoning is so wrong I don’T know why such a big ma- 
JoriTy of The people would sign The peTiTlon in favour, ThaT's The way I look aT IT. The 
Two nearesT neighbours There have also signed if and also There was a worry ThaT The can- 
Teen mighT generaTe noise aT nlghT buT I don‘? plan on keeping IT open all nlghf, iT'll be 
kepT open aT a decenT hour and ThaT will be IT. is far as squealing of wheels and all 
ThaT kind of sTuff you can hear ThaT down There now and There's no canTeen There. And as 
far as The need for The sTore, we've go? one sTo'e down There, lT's closed pracTlcaliy all 
day SeTurday, all day Sunday and if closes 7 To 3 o'clock in The nighT. You drive 3 miles 
and you've goT To Turn around and go back home, There's jusT noThing down There so I feel 
There's good need for a sTore in ThaT area. I guess ThaT sums IT up. 
Councillors Hllliams and STewarT asked quesTions of Mr. HarT To which he responded. 

Harden Lawrence called for any oTher speakers in favour of The App|icaTion To come forward 
and speak.
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JAMES J. D‘ARCY 5R.: Madam Chairman and Members of The CounTy Council - my name is James 
J. D'Arcy Senior. I am The owner of LoT 3 on This Grand Lake and am a neighbour of Harold 
HarT. Now I feel ThaT There's a greaT need for a sTore, a grocery sTore and also a can- 
Teen for ThaT disTricT down There and I feel ThaT The ioT ThaT They have in mind There is 
perfecT for ThaT seTup and I feel, knowing Harold HarT for The lasT 20 odd years and he's 
been my neighbour for The 18 and I've had no Troubles of any kind wlTh him, I cannoT see 
why he is noT allowed and his App!lcaTlon is noT approved. I Thank you. 

HALTER PICCOTT: My name is NalTer PIccoTT and I live abouT 3 miles up The road from where 
Mr. HarT wanTs To puT The canTeen and like somebody already said The sTore ThaT's already 
In Sambro - I've gone down There on a number of occasions on SaTurday evening or Sunday 
Through The day and There's JusT no sTore open, you have To drive eITher back To HarrieTs- 
field, which may be anoTher 8 or I0 miles, or To Spryfield, There's jusT no oTher place To 
go so i Think you could really use a place down There. 

HARVEY nusrsv: My name is Harvey AnsTey, I live aoaroxlmaTeIy 3 miles up The road from 
where he's going To build The ca:Teen and for 12 years now every Time I go home I usually 
have To geT a pack of cigareTTas or some milk or scmeThing I've goT To Turn around and 
drive all The way up To HarrieTsfield To geT IT, which is 5 miles. NiTh The gas The way 
IT is and energy I Think we need someThlng down There. 

KEVIN CHINN: My name is Kevin Chinn and I live approximaTely aoouT 2 miles up from The 
proposed siTe on Acres Road. I'm In favour of The canTeen aT This spoT because of more or 
less whaT everybody said. The sTore ThaT's in Sambro aT The prusenT, The hours are very 
unreliable and The way gas and everyThing is a person jusT haTes driving down 3 miles and 
find ThaT The sTore's closed and has To drive back home or drive inTo Spryfield To geT 
anyThing from The sTore. 

ELLIOT ROBERTSON: My name is ElIioT RoberTson, PresldenT of C. & E. RoberTson Land Devel- 
opmenT AssociaTion. I don'T wanT To feel sorT of disloyai To The HarrieTsfieId/Grand Lake 
Planning AssocIaTion because when I wanTed To geT Woody Park Subdivision zoned a few years 
ago They asked me, being as you're doing This, why noT geT zon ng all along ThaT road, so 
we applied for IT and, for convenience, we wanT righT Through To The PennanT Road. New I 

wasn'T parTlcuiar|y concerned righT down as far as ThaT inTersucTion so seeing Mr. HarT's 
sTruggles To geT his place before and when he asked if we wanTed To sell This corner we 
had always ThoughT well, This mighT be a good comoercial corne" and we figured ThaT Then 
IT would be up To The person ThaT bougbf To go Tc The CounTy and we iefT IT wiTh ThaT un- 
dersTanding, so when Mr. HarT called me I had To see The oTher Two members of our company 
and, owning The land for aImosT half a mile back, of course we geT some money for selling 
The ioT buT we also have To Take inTo consideraT:on wheTher IT would be deTrlmenTai To The 
sale of anyThing else we would have in The? area and we inTend To have and we have commiT- 
menTs for |oTs furTher back up The HarrieTsfielu Road and we also, if we ever can geT The 
chance To puT a road inTo Sambro Basin and puT iofs along There, so we wanT ThaT area kepT 
preTTy good - buT aT The Time we couldn'T see where, down aT This corner, would be deTri— 
menTal To ThaT so, Taking ThaT inTo considerarion, we decided To sell Mr. HarT The ioT and 
we felT where he had been held up so long bsfo e and noT hurTlng anyThing we ThoughT we'd 
sell so we‘ re in favour of IT, or iim in.fevour of IT, To ThaT exTenT. Thank you very 
much. 

Harden Lawrence asked 3 Times for oTher speakers in favour of The App|icaTion and There 
was no response. She Then called for speakers who opposed The AppIlcaTion. 

DAHN LARSEN: FirsT of all i'd like To sTaTe ThaT my name's Dawn Larsen and I circu|aTed a 
peTlTion around our area and I had abouT 2! names of people who are in objecTion To This.



Public Hearing MInuTes - 5 - May 26, 1980 

We feel ThaT we need a sTore buT we don'T need a canTeen, we don'T need The crowd ThaT 
goes wlTh IT and we don'T need The garbage. inasfar as There being noise There now why 
should we puT more noise There. There's a few Things in This reporT ThaT jusT don'T seem 
rlghT To me. I live in The Third house over There and I do plan on owning land up here. 
when I commlTTed myself To buy The land I had ThoughT ThaT IT was going To be a residen- 
Tial area. I lived in The CiTy, I've lived in a lo? of parTs of The world and my idea of 
a home where There is no confusion - If I wanTed all The husTIe and busTle of a sTore and 
a canTeen and ThaT I would have chose a IoT in The ciTy. FirsT of all I'd like To sTaTe 
ThaT There's anoTher house righT here, he had firsT puT his name on Mr. HarT's peTlTion 
and Then he had puT his name on mine buT due To a reason - he feIT ThaT, he was relaTed 
somehow by marriage and ThaT There would be problems ThaT way so he Took IT off. There’ a 
loT of people expressed whaT you mlghT call fear of a cerTain person. There's also a 
house here and in The reporT IT said ThaT There were only 2 sTores in Sambro and They were 
closed. There Is one ThaT is open - I musT admIT Their hours aren'T very regular buT mosT 
of us are in The ciTy every day, geT our groceries from The ciTy. As far as Traffic goes 
on ThaT corner There has been one accidenT I know up There. The sTop sign ThaT's There, 
There may as well be a rubber booT hanging on ThaT, no one ever sTops There. There's Two 
sTores presenTiy in Sambro ThaT aren‘T in use, I mean They could be filled. There's |oT 
of areas around ThaT are General ThaT he could build a sTore, I dcn‘T see why he has To 
choose our area. 

Miss Larsen answered quesTions of The Warden. 

DAHN LARSEN: There's a loT of wells In The area, They run dry quiTe ofTen. Like my 
moTher's, hers has run dry Twice, The lady in The Trailer, hers has ran dry several year 
In a row. I guess ThaT's all I have To say. 

Harden Lawrence read The covering leTTer of The PeTlTlcn referred To by Dawn Larsen and 
noTed ThaT There are 22 slgnaTures on The PeTlTion. 

Several Councillors asked quesTions of Miss Larsen. 

JACK STONE: Warden Lawrence and Councillors my name is Jack Sfone and I'm a residenT of 
The Moody Lake area and I represenT The HarrieTsfie|d/Grand Lake CommuniTy AssoclaTion. 
I'm lTs PresidenT and one of lTs DlrecTors. I've come aT This Time - I don'T Think you 
have a caTegory for me. I'm noT necessarily opposed buT when I spake wiTh The DirecTors 
abouT Mr. HarT's AppIicaTlon They had some quesTions ThaT They wanTed To ask of Council, 
acTualIy i quesTion in parTicular, before They gave Their opinion abouT The lssua ThaT's 
being considered here. They feel ThaT This is perhaps a good compromise wiTh Mr. HarT. 
Our AssociaTion has opposed Hr. HarT in his previous 2 Appllcafions and we've been here 
before buT The IocaTlon ThaT he's seIecTed This Time does seem a much beTTer one Than The 
previous one. IT is aT The end of The R-2 Zoning ThaT our Associe+lon, or aT |easT iT's 
predecessor worked To geT and IT was Mr. RoberTson who, I Think, fooTed The bill for ThaT 
buT he was working wITh people In The area and he was one of The members ThaT formed ThaT 
AssociaTion and he jusT spoke wiTh you previously in favour of Mr. 4arT's AppIicaTion. 
The quesTion ThaT our DirecTors have is JusT To whaT exTenT does This become a precedenT 
as far as erosion of The R-2 zoned area. Does The Council consider wheTher There have 
been oTher changes in R-2 zoning when iT considers These maTTers. Vow ThaT's 2 parTs To 
The same quesTIon buT I wonder if I mighT, warden, direcT ThaT To The Council or To you, 
could I geT an answer? 

WARDEN LAWRENCE: I Think if I could Jusf summarize, my undersTandlng of The 5Taff posiTion
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is ThaT alThough IT is a change in Zone IT is in an area aT The exTrem|Ty of a resTricT— 
iveiy residenTIally zoned area and IT is surrounded by The very zone which is being ap- 
plied for and Therefore They do noT regard IT as a spoT rezoning in The classic sense. if 
There was a General Zone being applied for righT in The middle of ThaT sTreTch of road 
from HarrieTsfield To The Sambro inTersecTion There ThaT would very definiTely be a spoT 
rezoning, I Think, or moreso. This is a small, I suppose, inTrusion in an area where The 
Two mix. 

JACK STONE: May I suggesT a hypoTheTical siTuaTlon Then? Should someone came here wlTh 
an appllcaTion for a spoT rezoning farTher along Old Sambro Road, in The middle of The 
area ThaT's zoned R-2, would Their argumenT, if They had This argumenT - if They said 
you've granTed Hr. HarT his AppiicaTion Then you musT granT me my ApolicaTlon. is ThaT an 
argumenT ThaT carries any welghT wiTh This Council? 

Councillor Deveaux replied To Mr. STone and he sTaTed ThaT you have To look aT each slTua- 
Tion on iTs own meriTs. 

warden Lawrence called 3 Times for furTher speakers in opposlTion To This AppiicaTion and 
There was no response. 

lT was moved by Councillor Baker and seconded by Councillor GaeTz: 

"THAT Council approve Applicafion No. 1-80, RequesT To Rezone LoT R117, Lands of 
Harold 8urTon HarT locaTed aT The inTersecTlon of The Old Sambro Road and The 
PennanT Road, Sambro, DisTrlcT 5 from R-2 (ResldenTia! Two Family Dwelling Zone) To 
C-2 (Commercial Business Zonal." 
MoTlon carried. 

ApplicaTion No. 7-60: RequesT To rezone LoTs B-1 and C~! of The Ralph and EdiTh Daniels 
Subdivision} Lands of CroTTers DevelopmenTs LimlTed locaTed on Shore Drive aT Bedford from 
R-1 (ResidenTial Single Family Dwelling Zone) To R-2 (Residential The Family Dwelling 
Zone) in DisTrlcT 1?, Bedford. 

Harden Lawrence asked Miss SmiTh To ouT|ine The defails for The Rezoning AppIicaTlon. 

MISS SMITH: This is an AppilcaTion by CroTTers Developments Limlrei To rezone LoTs B-1 
and C-1, The Ralph and EdiTh Daniels Subdivision, lands of CroTTers DevelopmenTs LimiTed 
|ocaTed on Shore Drive in Bedford from R-1 (ResldenTla| Single Family Dwelling Zonal To 
R-2 (ResidenTiai Two Family Dwelling Zone). This applicaTicn has been adverTised as pre- 
scribed under The Terms of The Planning AcT and I've received a number of Telephone 
calls. I have also spoken wiTh several people regarding Their objecTions To This 
ApplicaTion. we have also received Two leTTers. The firsT ieTTer is from a Mr. Alan P. 
Boudreau on behalf of a number of residenTs who live on Shore Drive and The surrounding 
area. They are expressing Their objecTions To This AppilcaTlon. The oTher leTTer is from 
a RoberT Lugar, who also lives on Shore Drive and is also expressing his obJecTion. I 

belive all The Councillors have copies of These IeTTers so i wcnll boTher To read Them. 
The properTy under invesTlgaTion, as previously noTed, is Two loTs owned by CroTTers 
Developmenfs. They are iocaTed beTween Shore Road and Shipyard Road in Bedford, as you 
can see on The map. The iargesT of The loTs ls B-1 and The smaller loT, C-1, is merely a 
sewer access To The properTy. Land use in The immedlaTe area can be seen from This map. 
lT's generally a mixTure on Shore Drive. There are single family dwellings in The 
lmmediaTe area of The properTy in quesTion, as can be noTed from The S's on The map. 
There are a number of duplexes and aparTmenTs on Shore Drive as well as The Bedford YachT 
Club. Along The Bedford Highway There are a number of commercial uses. ExisTing in The
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area is a mixTure of ResidenTial zones as well as The Commercial zoning deslgnaTion on 
elTher side of The Bedford Highway. The properTy, again, in The immediaTe area of Th ioT 
in quesTion is zoned R-1 (ResidenTlal Single Family Dwelling Zone). As you go furTher ouT 
along Shore Drive iT's quiTe a mlxTure of R-2 and R-4 zoning. This is a survey plan of 
The properTy showing LoTs B-l and C-1. LoT 8-1 is roughly abouT 6,000 square feeT in area 
and The access, or LoT C-i, is abouT 700 square feeT in area. The Planning DeparT- menT 
is recommending ThaT This ApplicaTlon be approved. The AppiicaTion, as previously sTaTed, 
is from CroTTers Deve|opmenTs LlmiTed and The sTaTed lnTenT of This ApplicaTion is To 
consTrucT a duplex on The slTe conTainlng 2 uniTs of noT more Than 1600 square feeT per 
uniT. The AppllcanT has also submlTTed a PeTiTion bearing The signaTures of 8 area 
residenTs who supporT This Appi|caTion. IT is The opinion of The ApplicanT ThaT The 
rezoning of These properTies should be approved because The R-2 zoning of This properTy 
would noT deTracT from The characTer of The resT of The area. FurTher a duplex on This 
properTy would suiT The neighbourhood. The Public Works DeparTmenT have no obJeoTion To 
This ApplicaTlon and I guess basically The Planning DeparTmenT's views are ThaT we do no 
feel ThaT an R-2 or Duplex dwelling on This properTy would deTracT from The general area 
Because of The mixed residenTial characTer of The area iT conTains a number of duplexes. 
Some of The adjacenT properTles have 2 families living in Them aiThough They are zoned R-1 
and The locaTion of a duplex on This properTy, we do noT feel from a Planning sTandpolnT 
would deTracT from The neighbourhood. 
Councillor MacKay inquired as To The naTure of The phone calls received and Miss 5miTh re- 
plied IT was quesTioning The proposed use and JusT generally noT being in favour of Th Ap- 
plicarion. 

Miss SmiTh said ThaT The Town of Bedford had been made aware of The AppiicaTion. 

warden Lawrence called for speakers in favour of The AppIicaTion To come forward and sTaTe 
Their views. 

ALEX HATTERS: My name Is Alex HaTers and i live in Rockingham righT now. 
DUNCAN CROSS: My name Is Duncan Cross and I'm a residenT, presenTly, of Sheidrake Lake, 
Halifax CounTy. Alex and I are broThers—ln-law and we formed This firm of CroTTers Devel- 
opmenT on The advice of our accounTanT and lawyer for The sole purpose of owning an build- 
ing This proposed duplex on This properTy. lT's our inTenTion To live in This duplex once 
iT's consTrucTed. The loT ThaT we're proposing To have rezoned is no? The mosT desirable 
loT on ThaT Shore Drive area because iT's immediaTely across from The railway Treats and 
we have engaged a local archiTecT To build The house specifically for ThaT loT. David 
ForsyThe has designed a number of houses in Bedford and specifically has designed The 
house lmmedlaTely adjacenf To The land where we are proposing To build This house. The 
house has been designed for The |oT To give The besT view of The basin, To be solar effic- 
ienT and To fif inTo The resT of The neighbourhood. David's also designed YachTside which 
is an R-4 complex 4 properfies away from This properTy. As I said he designed Thu nouse 
immedlaTeiy nexT door and he's also designed The YachT Club which is 6 properTies down on 
The Basin. We purchased This piece of properTy in OcTober, i believe, from a Mr ?au| 
Daniels and immediaTely we peTiTioned The neighbourhood To see if There was any cbjecTlon 
To us rezoning The properTy. There was 8 people who signed IT who are residenfs and land- 
owners and homeowners in The area and when we did peTiTion The neighbourhood, and we did 
This on several occasions, There was no objecTion To us having The properTy rezoned aT 
ThaT Time. Since Then we've found ouT There is some opposiTion. HoT everybody who we 
called on aT The Time signed our peTiTlon for various reasons. i guess one of The objecT- 
ions, perhaps, To us having This rezoned is ThaT of Traffic and parking problems. Well we 
don'T feel ThaT's a valid argumenT because lT's only going To require, perhaps, or 2 ex- 
Tra cars Than a single family dwelling, Thus we don'T feel ThaT iT's a problem. 

ALEX HATTERS: No, sTrucTruai provision has been made in The drawings by David Forsyfhe 
JusT for ThaT purpose, so ThaT Traffic will be broken off, parT on Shipyard Road and parT
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on Shore Drive so iT's jusT noT a problem, period. 

DUNCAN CROSS: lT's only going To be a maximum of 2 cars more. He have discussed The pro- 
posed rezoning wiTh Tom Innes, who's The DepuTy Mayor of Bedford I believe, and alThough 
he Took no posiTion he didn'T seem To objecT To our rezoning AppiicaTion. I Think ThaT 
Alex jusT wanTed To discuss a few of The properTies immedlaTeiy adjacenT To and across 
from ours. 

ALEX MATTERS: You have drawings of The house - if you JusT look aT The drawings you can 
see, well The back side, which is a Shore Drive eIevaTion which is a |iTTie bland buT 
nonefheiess sTlii aTTracTive - lT was done ThaT way because The railroad Tracks are righT 
fhfireo 

DUNCAN CROSS: lT's noT only The Track, iT's The Train crossing. 

ALEX HATTERS: Yes, exacfly, The crossing and iT's quiTe noisy so ThaT is done wiTh, obvi- 
ously when you're living inside you don'T wanT To have The feeling a Train is coming 
Through your living room. The oTher side, as Duncan poinTed ouT, is To Take advanTags of 
The view and you can see by The house, even Though lT's a preliminary drawing, This is noT 
a five Thousand dollar efforf. This is going To be a large, expensive and well bull? home 
and iT's, I Think, a good addiTion To The neighbourhood. The same Thing should be pcinTed 
ouT on The zoning map. A ioT of These houses ThaT show 5 are a iiTTie more Than 5 buT The 
ioT direcTiy across The sTreeT from ours is R-2, on The oTher side where The crossing is 
There's an 5 There, which is a renTed home, aparTmenTs righT nexT door, R-4, you know, 
JusT wiThin splTTing d|sTance on boTh sides. The non—conforming on The corner. in ‘acT 
one of The reasons we goT involved was I lived in ThaT house for 2 years, in The basomenT 
aparTmenT. The whole area is a hodge-podge and all we're proposing is To build a house 
ThaT is going To TIT in and be equally as nice as anyThing ThaT's There now. I Think 
ThaT's IT. 

There were quesTions asked by several Councillors of Mr. Cross and Mr. HeTers. 

Harden Lawrence asked 3 Times for speakers in favour of The hpplicaTion and There was no 
response. 

ALLAN BOUDREAU: Harden Lawrence, Councillors, my name is Allan Boudreau and : re:resenT 
approxlmaTely 20 members of Shore Drive communlTy, residenTs in ThaT area of Shore Grive 
and Their opposiTion To This ApplIcaTion. Now in order To save Time i will speak on Their 
behalf and noT ask Them To come and repeaT The Things ThaT I've said buT I'd like To in- 
Troduce The people presenT TonlghT who are opposing This rezoning appliceTion and i'il 
sTarT wiTh The genTiemen on The righT which is Charles Gass and his wife is also opposing 
The ApplicaTion buT she's noT here TonighT. Mr. Gass, if you'd look aT page 5 of The re- 
porT, owns The properTy To The righT looking aT The plan, which is en R-i properTy, a 
single family home. The wriTlng C-i is acTuaily on his ioT buT polnTs To The narrow 
sTrip. He owns ThaT single family home There. AdjacenT To Mr. Gass is Mr. James D'Hegan. 
Mr. 0'Hegan owns an R-i properTy which would be To The righT of The Ralph Daniels ioT in- 
dicaTed on The plan. You cannoT see his properTy, lT"s beyond ThaT ioT. The he:-:T person 
is Avril Van Leeuwen and she owns an R-1 properTy - her and her husband are opposing The 
AppiicaTioh. He's unforTunaTeiy in Sydney TonighT. They own an R-l properTy which would 
be The firsT R-1 properTy aTTer The Mrs. George Joudrey land. ThaT would be according To 
This plan, To The easT of ThaT ioT. NexT is Mrs. George Archibald — she is opposing The 
ApplicaTlon and owns an R-l ioT which is furTher To The iefT of The picTure again which 
would be furTher along Shore Drive. IT would be R-1 properTies removed from The ioT in 

quesTlon, 2 properTies from The Joudrey ioT. NexT To her is Mrs. Joudrey, I believe, and
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she owns The ioT adJacenT To The ioT in quesTion, marked Mrs. George Joudrey and she's 
opposing The appiIcaTion as well. NexT is a Miss Edna Brooking, she owns.an R-I properTy 
on Shore Drive and she's opposing The AppiicaTion. Her ioT is 33 Shore Drive, an R-1 
properTy There. NexT is Mr. and Mrs. Ken and Rosemarie Giffin, They own an R-i properTy 
on Shore Drive. They are beTween The Mrs. Archibald properTy and The VanLeeuwen properTy 
which would be The second R-1 properTy afTer The Joudrey properTy on Shore Drive. NexT is 
a DocTor Hacmurdo and she's opposing The AppiicaTion. They own an R-I properfy sTiI| 
furTher along Shore Drive To The iefT of The picTure ThaT we have on page 5. NexT I have 
Mr. and Mrs. PeTer and Joan ChrisTle, They live on Shore Drive, They own an R-1 properTy 
again which would be beyond The Joudrey an The oTher properTies I've menTioned along Shore 
Drive. Ross ChrisTie, in behind PeTer ChrlsTie also owns an R-1 properTy on Shipyard 
Road, which is ]usT The lane aT The boTTom of The plcTure fronTing on The ioT in quesTion 
- he's opposing The AppiicaTion. Mr. Allan McMillan lives aT 1? Shore Drive, owns an R-I 
properTy and is also opposing The App|icaTion. Now There are numbers of people who have 
asked me To represenT Them who are noT prasenT TonighT, Mr. and Mrs. ChrisTopher Eyram, 
They own an R-1 properTy again To The |efT of This one. Mr. and Mrs. Beresford-Green own 
an R-I properTy To The norTh of The properTy in quesTion. Mrs. 5Tarr Shaw, she owns The 
properTy which is direcTly abuTTing on The ioT in quesTion. She could noT be here TonighT 
buT she's reTained me To oppose The AppilcaTion and also Mr. and Mrs. RoberT Luger, who's 
wriTTen a leTTer To Council lives, IT would be direcTly across The road on Shipyard Road 
from The Gass properTy, which would be JusT below The ioT in quesTion, JusT To clarify 
where he lives. All The properTies along Shore Drive in The dlrecTlon ThaT I was naming 
should be To The easT and To The lefT are all single family residenTial properTies wiTh 
The excepTion of The one on The very end which I believe used To be an old wooden 
shipbuilding yard ages and ages ago and is probably sTlll zoned as such, IT was There when 
zoning came lnTo exisTence. Of course There's no shipbuilding There now buT IT was ThaT 
kind of a properTy, buT all The oTher properTies along ThaT end of Shore Drive are R-1 
properTies. Now beyond This I also had a Telephone conversaTion wiTh DocTor Bosko 
Loncaravic, Chairman of The Bedford Planning CommiTTee who opposes The ApplicaTlon. 
UnforTunaTe|y he could noT be here TonighT because Bedford is having ITs budgeT meeting 
TonighT sTarTing aT 8 o'clock. They phoned here To Try To see when our hearing would be 
buT IT was The second one and he could noT be here for The second one and I've also spoken 
To Mayor-eIecT Francene Cosman who indicaTed ThaT she supporTed our posiTlon buT could noT 
be here and regular Council had noT had The ReporT in Time To make a formal ruling on 
This, we were JusT able To conTacT Individuals because They received our communlcaTions 
IasT week and of course The flrsT Council meeTing was TonighT, They were noT able To geT a 
formal moTion buT The Two people ThaT I spoke To was The Chairman of The Planning Advisory 
CommiTTee and Mayor-elecT Cosman and They voTe in supporT for our posiTion. In ThaT 
respecT IT should be noTed ThaT There was a commenT made on The IasT paragraph of The 
STaff ReporT in The CounTy which reads as follows: "The Planning DeparTmenT has requesfed 
ThaT The AppiicanT make The Town of Bedford aware of This ApplicaTIon and he has agreed To 
do The same." Hell boTh my conversaTions wiTh Mayor Cosman and DocTor Loncaravic of The 
The Planning CommiTTee indicaTed ThaT There had been no conTacT wiTh The AppiicanTs on a 
formal basis To Bedford Town Council. Perhaps They did Talk To Mr. lnnes buT There was no 
formal AppIlcaTion or supporT requesTed from Them. Now I've circuiaTed The IeTTer, which 
I presume you all have, and ouTIined The poinTs an I'll jusf briefly menTion Them, noT To 
repeaT whaT's In The ieTTer enTlreiy buT The fIrsT opposlTion comes from Mr. Gass who owns 
The properTy aT 57 Shore Drive and ThaT's an R—i properTy, a single family home, very 
expensive single family home and we feel ThaT ThaT is noT a proper iocaTion for This 
parTlcular developmenT. Now in recenT years There's been a severe pressure in The area To 
rezone R-I properTies To higher densiTy zones and Thereby effecTing a serious ThreaT To 
The characTer and appearance of ThaT secTion of Shore Drive. I noTed The STaff ReporT 
indicaTed ThaT There were some oTher properTies on Shore Drive and ThaT's True. There are 
R-4 properTies and R-2 properTies which would be To The righT of The picTure ThaT we were
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looking aT before and by The YachT Club. This is The firsT aTTempT To expand The R-2 and 
higher densiTy zones beyond Those developmenTs and which have Taken place some years ago. 
This is a jump over some R-1 properTies lnTo an exclusively R-1 secTion. The iocaTion and 
size of The loT, as indicaTed on The AppiicaTion as being more suiTed To This Type of 
developmenT - well The loT is a minimum size loT of only 6,000 square feeT. The building 
proposed To be puT on IT is fairly large and conTrary To Those represenTaTlons we feel 
ThaT IT is noT a suiTabie deveiopmenT for ThaT loT, ThaT a single family residence would 
be more in characTer wlTh The abuTTing properTies and wiTh The size of The |oT as well. 
I've noTed The commenTs in The ReporT of Public Works indlcaTing some concern for sewer 
design capaciTy and cerTainiy if There's any pressure for higher densiTy rezonlngs along 
Shore Drive, This one included, iT's going To puT a sTrain on Those services and There's a 
concern, while noT a sTrlcT prohibiTion on ThaT poinT There is a concern expressed in The 
reporT. Again The Topic of Traffic and parking was menTioned - while iT's difficulT To 
pinpoinT jusT one of These ThaT will be ToTaily disTurbed by higher densiTy redevelopmenT 
iT should be noTed There are no sidewalks on ThaT area of Shore Drive and any higher 
densiTy rezonings in ThaT area will creaTe unbearable demands, really, on The Traffic 
siTuaTion and on schools and play grounds and oTher services, including The sewer ThaT I 

mentioned. One poinT, which is 7 in our leTTer, was ThaT There were oTher R-2 zoned 
properTies available in The area for deveIopmenT. To The righT of This properTy and 
beyond The boaT club ThaT is menTioned i a row of R-2 ioTs ThaT have been zoned R-2 ThaT 
are available for developmenf and have been available for some Time and They are There. 
we feel ThaT This is noT a quesTion of absoiuTeiy having To have This loT To build an R-2 
properTy on IT. As I menTioned in our poinT 8, which lid like To sTress again, This is 
The flrsT aTTempT To exTend The R-2 zoning inTo The sTricTly R-1 zones and beyond The 
64-67 Shore Drive which is described a Tynemare and YachTside. Those are boTh condominium 
properTles. In Talking To DocTor Loncaravic Today he sTressed The principle of spoT 
rezoning, and we believe ThaT This is a spoT rezoning — iT is enTireiy surrounded by R—i 
excepT a liTTle wedge of land across The sTreeT which you can'T build on anyway and lT's 
been R-2 for a long Time, buT excepT for ThaT all The properTies surrounding iT are R-1 
and, you know, The Chairman of The Planning CommiTTee for Bediord feels ThaT This is an 
undesirable spoT rezoning. lT's unforTunaTe we have To impose This on CounTy Council 
since iT's jusT a shorT Time before Bedford is able To Take conTroi of These mrTTers 
iTself buT iT's necessary and we have To be here. One Thing lid like To poinT ouT is The 
peTiTion ThaT was presenTed. Hhiie IT was admiTTed ThaT These people live in Bedford They 
are noT The R-1 surrounding neighbours and while They are good neighbours, some of These 
people, There's no quesTion ThaT They are noT The R-1 res|denTs and approwimaTeiy 50 
percenT are no? parT of The incorporaTion buT are TenanTs and Those are all The signaTures 
ThaT are on The peTiTion are so and IT seems To be a fecTor Taken lnTo accounT in The 
STaff ReporT recommending ThaT The AppiicaTlon be granTed. IT was menTioned by Mr. Cross 
and Mr. HaTTers ThaT There was no objecTion as such noTed buT The way The peTiTion is 
designed iT said ThaT if you had no objecTion you signed and The only way To signify 
obJecTion was To absTaIn from signing and aT ieasT 4 people ThaT are here TonighT 
absTained from signing and were canvassed. The oThers were noT canvassed, Those were The 
R-i properTles To The lefT of The picTure ThaT we were looking aT before and exTending ali 
The way down Shore Drive. we feel ThaT Those people should have also been canvassed buT 
They were noT and They're here TonighT To oppose The ApplicaTlon. i agree wiTh Councillor 
Deveaux ThaT iT's noT very signlflcanT wheTher These people live in iT or noT, There's no 
guaranTee ThaT They will or won'T. On The quesTion of The design of The sTrucTure : have 
aTTempTed To obTain designs of whaT The sTrucTure mighT look like buT according To my 
lnformaflon The design sTage has noT progressed beyond The schemaTlc drawing ThaT has been 
passed around TonighT, There are no plans, To my knowledge as yeT. |T's lmporTanT To know 
ThaT Mr. Ralph Daniels, who is marked as an abuTTing landowner, whose sone sold The land, 
also refused To sign The peTiTion, To my lnformaTion. There was a quesTlon of access To 
Shipyard Road menTioned TonighT buT iT is my undersTanding ThaT There can be no access on
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ThaT narrow sTrlp in view of The grade and The very, very limiTed access. iT's very 
narrow in places. I don'T believe, iT's noT even 9 feeT in some places and There'd be no 
quesTlon ThaT you would have To have access from Shore Drive. wiTh respecT To The STaff 
ReporT, This is The lasT paragraph on Page 9 of The Planning DeparTmenT, There are cerTain 
Things There which we feel are noT exacTly accurafe. This is The firsT parT of The second 
paragraph saying ThaT iT's consisTenT wiTh The exisTing land use in The area. There are 
R-2 land uses buT noT in This immedIaTe area. iT's furTher down The sTreeT and This is an 
inTrus|on inTo an R-l zone. And again The same goes for The middle parT of ThaT 
paragraph, iT's noT sTricTly compaTible wiTh The oTher properTies, especially The abuTTing 
properTies. They're R-1 and fairly nice single family homes. ThaT is all The commenTs 
ThaT i have and in The opinion of The people ThaT l represenT The proposed rezoning should 
noT be granTed because iT's noT compaTlble wiTh The surrounding properTy, especially The 
abuTTlng properTies which are The mosT imporTanT and feel ThaT IT will adversely affecT 
The characTer of The R-I properTies IocaTed in The immediaTe viciniTy. On behalf of The 
local residenfs we would respecTfuliy requesf ThaT The applicaTion noT be granTed. 

Councillor Williams inquired if Council should be dealing wiTh This ApplicaTion for rezon- 
ing in Bedford as IT will eiTher be lncorporaTed In 34 days or iT will noT be and perhaps 
IT should waiT unTi| Then and go before Bedford Council however The SoliciTor replied ThaT 
any appllcaTion which came before Council musT be dealT wiTh. 

Mr. Boudreau was quesTlon aT iengTh by Councillors. 

Harden Lawrence sTaTed ThaT The Town of Bedford officials were senT a rezoning reporT as 
soon as iT had gone To Planning Advisory CommiTTee and been approved for a Public Hearing. 
The Planning Sfaff senT a copy of The STaff ReporT To The Mayor of The Town of Bedford. 
Miss SmlTh advised ThaT i0 copies had been senT, i To each Councillor, 2 weeks ago. The 
may noT have had a Council meeTing To come To a Council opinion buT They have cerTainly 
had reasonable noTice of The STaff ReporT and The recommendaTion and The informaTion which 
This Council had before The Hearing began. 

Councillor MacDonald inquired of Mr. Boudreau when The lasT rezoning had Taken place and 
Mr. Boudreau replied ThaT IT was 2, 3 or 4 years ago. Miss SmiTh sTaTed ThaT There had 
been no spoT rezoning in ThaT area since she joined The Planning DeparTmenT 6 years ago. 

Councillor LichTer felT ThaT The Type of duplex displayed would noT deTracT aT all from 
The neighbourhood in any way and There is no Insurance ThaT The vacanT loT adjacenT To 
This properTy will noT be rezoned in fuTure for a high densiTy building. 

JOAN CHRISTIE: My name is Joan ChrisTle and I came wiTh no lndicaTion aT all of speakin 
buT I do wanT To speak now because I'm worried. I live in an R-i zone which you people 
say is far down The sTreeT and has noThing To do wiTh IT. You're looking aT diagrams an 
you're saying They're R-4. when IT was proposed ThaT They were made R-4 we said oh, lT' 
JusT i, iT won'T maTTer. The nexT one comes along, iT's JusT I, lT won'T maTTer. The 
nexT one comes along, iT's jusT R-2, iT won'T maTTer. They're righT down To our doorsTep 
pracTicaliy now and you people are siTTing here saying iT's all R-4 and They all goT To be 
R-4 by peTiTions from people ThaT came and said I'm building a very aTTracTive uniT, IT 
won'T affecT The view plane and [T is affecTing The view plane. iT's doing all Those 
Things To our neighbourhood which nobody aT The Time ThoughT was going To maTTer. iT's 
now The neares‘i' R-2 zoning To my house. I'm noT in 'l'ha‘l' |iTTle pie-shaped corner buT some 
of Those people are and who's going To say, when iT geTs down To my liTTIe pie-shaped 
corner ThaT you're noT going To say well, iT's R-2 righT dorn To her why should we worry 
you know, when are you going To sTop. The people ThaT are proposing ThaT are fine people, 
I have no doubT. They're building a beauTiful building, I have noTed. The building, by




