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The Course of Action necessary would be that Municipal Council 
recognize Lake District Recreation Association as the body responsible 
for providing Recreational Program Services in Sackville and further 
that the Nova Scotia Housing Commission Fund for Recreational 
Development be placed in a reserve fund with the monies ear-marked for 
the Development of Recreational Sites in Sackville and that Municipal 
Council sanction the change in roles for the Westphal-Cole Harbour and 
Area Service Commission and recommend changes in their governing 
Provincial Act. 

There was only brief discussion of this recommendation in which 
Councillor Smith questioned whether or not the Recreation Supervisor 
would be paid for under the existing Recreation Budget and was advised 
that he/she would be as they were already an existing staff person. 

PARKLAND MAINTENANCE 
Maintenance of Green Areas and Walkways was identified as a priority 
item by many of the respondents to the survey questionnaire. 
Subsequent to discussion in the Urban Areas, it was determined that due 
to the principals of volunteerism in Recreation Site Development, that 
it is necessary to differentiate between Parkland Maintenance and the 
Development of RecreationfParkland sites. 

In the past, both Urban Areas have had large groups who have been 
involved in the development of Recreational Sites and it has been a 
policy of the Municipality to encourage this initiative among 
Recreational groups. 
It is recommended that the Municipality initiate a policy for the 
development of green area sites by various community organizations, in 
this policy will be detailed terms of reference for site development so 
that volunteer action on a particular site may move quickly. 

It is also recommended that the Municipality undertake the development 
of a parkland maintenance division to be a function of the Recreation 
Department. This division could make use of local personnel who are 
currently employed in the Urban Areas and it is recommended that the 
cost for personnel for parkland maintenance be recovered: 50% from the 
general rate and 502 by the levying of an area rate from the Urban 
districts. There are certain maintenance functions which will be 
performed in the more rural areas of the Municipality. It is also 
recommended that this policy for the maintenance of parkland be 
reviewed after one year's operation. 

The Course of Action would be that Municipal Council support the policy 
of the development of a parkland maintenance division in the Recreation 
Department and that they identify criteria to clearly establish a 
framework for the development pf parkland-recreational sites by 
community based organizations. 
SIDEWALKS 

It is recommended that the Municipal Engineering and Works Department
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undertake a program for the removal of snow and the maintenance of 
sidewalks in the Municipality. The Course of Action would be that the 
Urban Services Committee be identified as the policy - making body in 
terms of construction and maintenance of sidewalks. 

Councillor Smith required some clarification on the matter of personnel 
to be employed for maintenance. She wondered why presently employeed 
people would be utilized rather than unemployed persons. She was 
advised by the Warden, that the seasonal workers employed by the 
Service Commission who worked at the rinks in the winter-time were the 
people discussed and further advised that in addition to these people 
who would now be able to work all year round, that some other people 
would be utilized possibly from the Provincial Summer Employment 
Programs. Councillor Smith felt that this part of the recommendation 
should not be left in its present form as she was also concerned about 
the recovery of the maintenance cost 50% from the general rate and 50% 
from the Urban rate, as was Councillor Williams. 
Warden Lawrence advised in response to this concern that the Urban area 
would be paying twice both on the General and the Urban rate which 
would mean they would be picking up a substantially larger share of the 
cost. Councillor Lichter also advised that as a Rural Councillor he 
was in agreement with this method of recovery of costs. 

Councillor Stewart advised that the intent was (in regard to sidewalks) 
that the areas having the sidewalks would be paying for the sidewalk 
maintenance and that as far as the personnel question is concerned it 
was felt that the most practical way of recovering cost for parkland 
maintenance was 50% on general rate and 50% on area rate with the cost 
of materials necessary for repairs to be picked up by the District 
needing them. 

STORM DRAINAGE 
Due to increased development, especially in the Urban areas, problems 
with storm water and drainage have increased and has become so serious 
that there is currently a joint Municipal - Provincial Task Force 
investigating this issue.. 

It is recommended that Municipal Council recognize a responsibility in 
the area of storm drainage and give every assistance to the Storm 
Drainage Task Force and that Municipal Council discuss the 
recommendations of the Task Force recommending its approval where 
appropriate. As well, it is recommended that any policy established by 
Council in respect to Storm Drainage should be reflected in Municipal 
Development Plans for the Urban areas. 

The Course of Action recommended is that Municipal Council seriously 
consider the endorsement of the Storm Drainage Task Force 
Recommendations. 
There was little discussion on this recommendation, although Councillor 
Lichter advised that he was not in agreement with the wording of the 
recommendation "That Municipal Council recognize "A" responsibility“,
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stating that it was too vague and he felt it should read "That 
Municipal Council give every assistance to the Storm Drainage Task 
Force". Councillor MacDonald advised he was in agreement with 
Councillor Lichter's re—wording of the recommendation. 

A lack of proper planning was considered an important issue in the 
Urban Areas and although many residents concerns would be addressed by 
the Municipal Development Plan process, currently underway, it was felt 
that provision should be made for continuing local input into community 
planning. 
The recommendations of the Urban Study were that Municipal Council 
should hold public hearings dealing with Urban Areas, in the specific 
Urban areas involved; that the MDP Plan continue to function on an 
informal basis to act as a forum for local input to the Planning 
Advisory Committee in terms of amendments or reviews of the plan (best 
accomplished in Sackville by having the Public Participation Committee 
become a sub-committee of the Land Use Development Committee of the 
Sackville Advisory Board); and that support be given to the Operation 
Mainstreet Program underway in Sackville. 

The recommended Course of Action would be that Council enact a policy 
whereby public hearings that deal with specific urban areas are held in 
those areas and that Municipal Council recognize the need for 
continuing local input into community planning and disband the 
Municipal Development Plan Public Participation Committees at the end 
of their terms. 

Many Councillors spoke on these recommendations. Councillor Poirier 
felt that by implementing these recommendations, more power was being 
taken away from Council as a whole and the Urban areas would be set up 
to go on their own. She felt there would be a definite split of 
Council into Rural and Urban. It was also her opinion that to hold 
Public Hearings in specific areas, where rezoning was applied for, 
would be costly and felt that the residents did not want this. She 
advised that when Public Hearings began being heard at night so that 
more residents could attend, no more were attending than before and 
that when one Public Hearing had been held in a school only two 
residents were present. 

Councillor Topple suggested that the recommendations in this report 
should be looked at more positively. 
In regard to the relocation of Public Hearings, Councillor Stewart 
advised that this was not being suggested for the Urban Areas only but 
for all areas and further advised that Public Hearings would become 
fewer with proper planning and with the implementation of the MDP Plan. 

Councillor Benjamin indicated his opposition to the recommendations 
advising that there would be a great deal of interference for 
developers by retaining the Public Participation Committees and advised 
that it would be more expensive to hold three or so Public Hearings in
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the Urban or Rural Areas on different nights (as all Council would 
still be attending these hearings) when by the method presently used, 
these three hearings could all be held on one night in the Council 
Chambers. He did not feel that the attendance of the residents would 
increase dramatically by holding the hearings in the areas where the 
rezoning would take place. 

Councillor Lichter advised that these recommendations were not proposed 
to create a rift between the Urban Areas and the Rural Areas (as was 
felt by Councillor Poitier) but advised that the Urban Area Advisory 
Board was formed in the first place because of the possibility of a 
rift and the Urban Study Report was created to close or heal this 
rift. He did however, advise that he was not completely in agreement 
with having the Public Participation Committee consulted with each time 
something came up at the Planning Advisory Committee, as it would make 
the process more cumbersome then it has to be, and he felt that no time 
delays should be created, however, if you wanted to let these groups 
know what was going on you would have to go this route. Councillor 
Lichter was in agreement with holding Public Hearings in the Urban and 
Rural areas thereby making it easier for the residents concerned to 
attend as it was a goodwill gesture and not a costly one. 

Councillor Smith was in agreement with Councillor Benjamin on this 
issue and also felt that it would be too expensive to hold Public 
Hearings in the outlying areas when several could be dealt with at one 
time at the Council Chambers. She also questioned how the members of 
the Public Participation Committee would be paid, if at all, and was 
advised by the Warden that all work would be voluntary once the MD? 
Plan has come to an end. warden Lawrence also advised that it was the 
intention to cluster Public Hearings as was presently the case; holding 
several in one evening but clustering them geographically. 
REDISTRIBUTION 
Elizabeth Murphy outlined the problems of polictical redistribution as 
well as the recommendations of the working groups in the Eastern and 
Sackville area and the recommendations of the Urban Area Advisory Board 
and the Course of Action contained within the report. 

The Eastern Working Group recommended that District ?, Cole Harbour, be 
divided to provide two Councillors from that area. It was felt that 
the most appropriate form of redistribution for the area would be a 
line running North-South following Forest Hills Drive, Cumberland and 
Colby South to the Boundary of District 6. It was further recommended 
that the two Municipal Districts be called Cole Harbour East and West, 
and as well, that the numbering system referring to the Cole Harbour - 
Westphal Districts be retained, such that Westphal would be District 
?A, Cole Harbour East would be District 7B and Cole Harbour West would 
be District 7C.. 

The Sackville recommendations were that the North-South boundary of 
District 18 be moved west to the Sackville River which would accomplish 
the objective of including Upper Sackville with its community of 
interest in District 19. It was felt that the East-West Boundary
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between District 18 and 3 be revised to route 103 and that since over 
2000 additional people would be included in District 19, that the three 
existing districts be revised into four, equalizing the population per 
district. 
The Urban Advisory Board in discussing the proposed changes in both 
areas, recommends support for the Eastern Working Group 
recommendations. However, because of a number of factors in Sackville, 
including the size of the surrounding districts, the Board could not 
support the proposed change. The Urban Area Advisory Board agreed with 
the realignment of boundaries for size between the three existing 
Districts 16, 19 and 20 with the concept of Upper Sackville being 
associated with the Community of Sackville. 

There was little discussion of these recommendations as they had 
already been forwarded to the Redistribution Committee of the Policy 
Committee. 
POLICE 

Elizabeth advised that the people surveyed were dissatisfied with the 
level of service provided by the limited number of personnel available, 
as it does not meet the needs of an Urban Community. 

It was recommended that Municipal Council forward a request to the 
Attorney General of Nova Scotia for an increase in the number of 
R.C.M.P. officers located in the Urban Areas to lower the police 
officer - citizen ratio closer to the Nova Scotia Provincial average 
and that Municipal Council consider the possibility of hiring 
additional By-Law Enforcement Officers to enforce all By-Laws. 

The recommended Course of Action was that Municipal Council endorse the 
above mentioned recommendations, forwarding them to the Attorney 
General, and consider increasing the number of qualified By-Law 
Enforcement Officers who would work in conjunction with the R.C.M.P. 

There was a good deal of discussion of these recommendations. 
Councillors Gaetz and MacDonald enquired as to how these By-Law 
Enforcement Officers were paid and were advised that they are paid on a 
salary basis by the Municipality. 
Councillor Williams was not certain that more By-Law Officers were 
required but was advised by Mr. Meech that what they would be doing, 
would be taking some of the workload from the R.C.M.P. who are now 
responding to By-Law Enforcement calls which is not really their duty. 
He further advised that they would be working in conjunction with the 
R.C.M.P. expertise to ensure that they are used to their maximum 
potential. How many By-Law Enforcement Officers would be needed was 
not specified as the recommendation was merely to consider hiring more 
By-Law Enforcement Officers after evaluating how much increased service 
would be received for the additional cost. 

Councillor MacKay, in regard to By-Law Enforcement Officers, advised 
that there were three things to consider: 1) effectiveness of the
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By-Law Enforcement Officers, 2) the cost, and 3) the potential. He 
advised that the Provincial average ratio of R.C.M.P. to resident 
population was one officer to 900 residents. He advised that in the 
cities of Halifax and Dartmouth it was approximately 500-600 to one; in 
Sackville it was approximately 1800 to one and in Cole Harbour it was 
2200 to one. Therefore, Councillor MacKay as well as the majority of 
Council was in agreement with the need for additional R.C.M.P. 
Officers. 

Councillor Smith was very concerned with the amount of responsibility 
the By-Law Enforcement Officers had. It was determined that they do 
have the power to lay a charge against someone but that they are not 
able to arrest anyone and carry no equipment with which to protect 
themselves. Councillor Smith wondered how they would handle a 
situation where they were not recognized as a Law Enforcement Officer 
while trying to carry out their duties. She was advised by Mr. Meech 
that this would be a personal thing and would depend entirely on the 
nature of the Officer. Mr. Meech also clarified that By-Law 
Enforcement Officers were utlimately responsible to Council but that 
they were responsible to the Municipal Clerk on a day to day basis. 

SCHOOLS 
Elizabeth outlined the recommendations of the Urban Advisory Board in 
relation to Schools. It was recommended that the Municipal School 
Board formulate a policy and procedure to obtain public input prior to 
making major decisions on capital construction or alteration of school 
boundaries; developing a closer relationship between residents, the 
Municipal School Board and the Municipal Council, and that the 
guidelines concerning bussing be reviewed so that no unnecessary 
bussing takes place. It is also recommended that the Municipality 
evaluate the available maintenance personnel and programs with a view 
to upgrading both and that a Committee of the School Board 
Representatives and Representatives of Municipal Council be formed to 
consult on future population growth and school sites. 

It was requested that the Council endorse these recommendations and 
urge their approval by the Municipal School Board. 

There was little discussion of these recommendations as they did 
reflect many of the issues which had been discussed by Council in the 
past and they were basically for recommendation to the School Board. 
TRANSIT 
Elizabeth advised that Transit was considered to be a priority item in 
the Urban Areas as the residents of the Eastern Area expressed 
dissatisfaction with Transit while Sackville residents, though not 
dissatisfied with the level of service, had expressed considerable 
concern regarding the cost of transit. 
It was recommended that MTG undertake a study of the current routes 
within Halifax County and attempt to lessen the debt load associated 
with them and that Public input be included when determining Transit 
routes.
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It was requested that Council forward a request to the MTC to undertake 
this evaluation of routes and also that they include public input into 
their transit decisions. 

There was no discussion of these recommendations as Council was 
generally in agreement with them. 

SACKVILLE ADVISORY BOARD 
Elizabeth Murphy defined the Sackville Advisory Board and advised that 
it was recommended that the Sackville Advisory Board be recognized by 
Municipal Council as the consultative and advisory body in Sackville 
and that the Sackville Advisory Board be supplied with a grant, from 
area rate funds levied to cover their operating costs. 

WESTPHAL"COLE HARBOUR AND AREA SERVICE COMMISSION 
Elizabeth advised that the Service Commission itself, and the general 
public had noted that the Service Commission Executive had a great deal 
of responsibility for a volunteer organization, and the objective of 
the Urban Area Advisory Board recommendations was to more closely 
identify the Service Commission with the Municipal Administration and 
attempt to clarify and update the Service Commission Act. The Urban 
Area Advisory Board suggested that the Department of Municipal Affairs 
investigate and evaluate the Service Commission areas of responsibility 
to clarify the relationship between the Municipal Council and the 
Service Commission confirming that the ultimate responsibility for 
approval of the Budget rests with the Municipality. 
Recommendations were made in the following five areas: 

1. REPRESENTATION 
a) That an equal number of representatives be elected from each 

electoral district involved in the Service Commission area. 

b) That the Service Commission Executive determine the number of 
representatives from within each district with a review to be 
undertaken every three years. 

c) That the option of having a member from one District representing 
a district they do not live in be discontinued and all 
representatives live in the District they represent. 

d) That the Municipal Councillors from each District involved in the 
Service Commission Areas be non-voting members of the Service 
Commission Executive thereby having notices, agendas and minutes 
of all meetings forwarded to them and have the right to attend 
all meetings. 

2. BUDGETING 

a) That the Service Commission Executive be able to draw on the 
available expertise of the Municipal Staff in preparing their
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budget. 

b) That the budget of the Service Commission be presented to the 

c) 

cl) 

e) 

f) 

a) 

b) 

a) 

b) 

c) 

a) 

b) 

Councillors of the areas involved and the Chief Administrative 
Officer of the Municipality at least three weeks prior to the 
annual general meeting of the Service Commission. 
That the Chief Administrative Officer and Councillors review and 
comment on the budget, returning their remarks to the Service 
Commission Executive. 
That after the Service Commission budget is approved by the 
membership, it proceed to Municipal Council with a request for 
approval and the setting of an appropriate area rate. 

That the Service Commission Executive be provided with monthly 
statements of their accounts, and receive financial guidance on 
request. 

That since in practice, the Service Commission Executive has 
little involvement in the provision of street lights, garbage 
collection and disposal, and sidewalks, that those services be 
provided directly by the Municipality. 
FIRE DEPARTMEHTS 
That the Policy regarding the level of Fire Protection, that is 
the number of people hired and the location of stations, remain 
as is with the Service Commission. 
That any collective agreement with the District 7, 7A Fire 
Department should be negotiated by the Service Commission 
Executive with the Chief Administrative Officer or his 
representative as a member of the negotiating team, if requested 
by the Service Commission Executive. 
RECREATION 
That the Service Commission be identified as the prime policy - 
making body in the field of recreation. 
That the Municipality transfer its Recreation Covordinator for 
Districts 7 and 7A to the area, where she will act as Recreation 
Co-Ordinator for the various groups in the area. 
That the Recreation Co-Ordinator work closely with and be 
responsive to the Service Commission. 
PARKLAND MAINTENANCE 
That the Municipality establish a County Maintenance Division as 
a function of the Recreation Department. 
That the development of sites be at the initiative of the Service
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Commission, with input from the other community-minded groups, in 
consultation with the Recreation Co-Ordinator. The maintenance 
of these sites, once completed, will be the responsibility of the 
Municipality. 

c) That the County maintenance division make use of the rink staff 
of Scotia Stadium during the summer months. 

d) That the cost of Parkland Maintenance be recovered half by the 
general rate and half by the Urban rate. 

It was recommended by the Urban Area Advisory Board that Municipal 
Council endorse the above stated recommendations and forward them to 
the Department of Municipal Affairs with a request to revise the 
Westphal-Cole Harbour and Area Service Commission Act where 
appropriate, thus serving to outline areas of responsibility of the 
Service Commission as it relates to Municipal Council. 
Councillor Stewart pointed out some additional clarification regarding 
the decision of the Urban Area Advisory Board regarding the setting of 
Service Commission Area Rates. This clarification was contained in the 
Appendix, page 30 in the second paragraph. 
"A certain amount of confusion has resulted from the Service 
Commission's request of the Municipal Council since it has been 
interpreted that the Service Commission itself is setting the area 
rate. For this reason, the Urban Area Advisory Board has recommended 
that the Department of Municipal Affairs investigate, evaluate and 
thereby clarify the Service Commission's responsibilities and authority 
as it relates to Municipal Council. The Urban Advisory Board feels 
that the ultimate responsibility for a part of the tax rate should lie 
with the Municipal Council and that the Service Commission Act should 
reflect this." 

Councillor Smith also requested some clarification with regard to 
information contained within the appendix. The statement she did not 
fully understand was as follows: "In practice, the Service Commission 
has had very little to do with these three services (street lights, 
garbage collection and disposal and sidewalks), so the recommendation 
is made to amend the Service Commission Act to turn these services over 
to the Municipality regardless of the Urban Rate Concept." 
Mr. Meech advised the Councillor that at the present time the cost of 
those three services are included in the area rate levied by the 
Service Commission, although in practice the Municipality administers 
and maintains these services. Now instead of the rate being levied by 
the Service Commission it will be levied by the Municipality but will 
remain only an area rate. 

Councillor Smith was interested to know how the Service Commission had 
obtained the jurisdiction to levy an area rate in the first place and 
was advised by Warden Lawrence that they had received this power 
through special legislation.
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URBAN AREA RATES 
Elizabeth advised that the concept of Urban Area Rates for like 
services has been endorsed by the members of both working groups and 
the Urban Area Advisory Board; however, the details have still not been 
worked out and the Councillors involved support the idea with 
reservations. 
It was recommended that Municipal Council support in principal the 
County Finance Department Report on Urban Area Rates which would be 
advantageous for the 1982 Budget Year. It is further recommended that 
the Urban Area Rate Concept be referred to the Urban Services 
Committee. 
Councillor MacKay advised that the concept of Urban Area Rates for like 
services would reduce overhead costs to the residents involved. He 
also felt it would be of benefit as the Urban Councillors would have 
more input into decisions regarding these services. 

On behalf of the Sackville Working Group Councillor MacKay expressed 
his appreciation to all those involved in the Urban Study with special 
thanks to Elizabeth Murphy. 
Councillor Stewart added his thanks to all involved with the study on 
behalf of the Eastern Working Group, adding the name of Mr. David 
Nantes, M.L.A. to those involved. He further advised that the intent 
of the recommendations contained within the report was to improve 
services to the Urban Areas as well to improve Urban-Rural 
communications and added that what the Urban Area Advisory Board and 
the Working Groups were looking for was approval of the Report on 
principal as the individual recommendations would ultimately come back 
to Council for specific approval before implementation. 
It was moved by Councillor MacDonald, seconded by Councillor Stewart: 

"THAT the Urban Study Report be deferred until the June 2, 
Council Session." 
See Motion to Amend. 

1981 

Deputy Warden Deveaux felt that what was needed was another meeting to 
further discuss the recommendations. 
Councillor Margeson recognized and thanked Mr. Meech as well as the 
other participants in the study and made an amendment to the motion, 
seconded by Councillor Macfienzie: 

"THAT the Urban Study Report be deferred until the July 7, 1981 
Council session, subsequent to completion of Budget meetings and 
the Annual Council session." 
Motion Carried. 

Councillor Stewart spoke against the amendment to the motion.
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Councillor Gaetz questioned whether any thought had been given to 
conducting a Rural Study but was advised by the Warden that this Urban 
Study had been considered a priority item and had originated when the 
Forest Hills Residents Association had made application to the Public 
Utilities Board for annexation to the City of Dartmouth, and this, 
shortly after the Town of Bedford had incorporated. She felt that the 
Municipality would be much the poorer if it lost its Urban areas. 

Although he thanked all persons who had participated in the Urban 
Study, feeling that they were quite sincere in thier efforts, 
Councillor Williams spoke briefly in opposition to the Study stating 
that it was his feeling that too many dollars had been spent on the 
Study and that there were too many unanswered questions for Rural 
Councillors. He also felt that some of the recommendations would not 
be beneficial to the Municipality as a whole and suggested that when 
the Report is dealt with again at Council that the cost of 
implementation of the recommendations be included. 

ADJOURNMENT 
It was moved by Councillor Williams, seconded by Councillor Gaetz: 

"THAT the Committee of the Whole Session adjourn." 
Motion Carried. 

Therefore, the Committee of the Whole adjourned at 5:40 P.M.
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Warden Lawrence called the meeting to order AT ?:14 p.m. and asked Mr. 
Meech to call the roll. 

Harden: Members of Council and residents of Halifax County and other 
interested persons. This is a historic evening in our Municipality. 
We are here to consider the adoption of a proposed Municipal 
Development Plan and the Zoning By-Law for the areas of North Preston, 
Lake Major, Lake Loon and East Preston. I am sure, as all the members 
of Council are aware, this is the process that has been going on with 
extensive discussion at the local level for several years now, really 
for almost four years now. So we are here to perhaps bring to a 
conclusion and I hope a successful conclusion, a process that has 
involved a great many people in our Municipality and is in their 
interests and therefore in the interests of all of the Municipality of 
Halifax County. In some ways this public session is perhaps a public 
meeting but it has been called a public hearing and will be conducting 
it somewhat like a rezoning hearing in that we will have, first of all, 
any input from staff. I think everyone on Council has a document which 
proposes minor amendments to the Municipal Development Plan and Zoning 
By-Law and I will ask staff first of all to outline those minor 
amendments and we will discuss those. Then I will open up the public 
hearing for anyone who wishes to make representation in favour of the 
adoption of the Municipal.Development Plan and the Zoning By-Law, 
followed by anyone who wishes to speak against some of the parts of the 
Municipal Development Plan and Zoning By-Law and then the public 
hearing aspect of the meeting will close and Council will discuss at 
length the objections to the plan and I would hope that we can come to 
a conclusion this evening. 

Mr. Birch: Thank you Madam Harden, Council. I am here to phrase from
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a gentleman some time ago, to invite you to take a small step which in 
fact for the County will be a large step. I think you will find that 
it will assist the County and the local area in the Lake Major area in 
the foreseeable future. The document you have in the form of a 
memorandum before you is to indicate that there are amendments which 
are required - minor amendments - to the Subdivision Regulations and 
Building By—Law in order to amend the Plan and then some further 
amendments which have been identified since the notification went in 
the newspaper with the document - they have arisen in that period 
between the advertising of the public hearing and the arrival of 
today's date. Now I am going to ask Bill Campbell, the Supervisor of 
the Policy Section, to explain these amendments to you. Thank you 
Madam Warden. 
Bill Campbell: Madam Warden, Members of Council, as Mr. Birch has 
indicated there are a number of amendments here that we are bringing 
forward. Most of them are minor amendments that are necessary for 
example, part 1A. Part 1 deals with amendments to the subdivision 
Regulations. fart 1B deals with amendments to the Building By-Law 
which are minor amendments merely to implement the Plan. I will not go 
into detail at all since the Plan has been discussed at Council and the 
Zoning By-Law - the specifics of those amendments would not be 
necessary for Council to be specifically aware of. I would like 
however to bring your attention to page 5, Part 2A - Amendments to the 
Municipal Development Plan. Since that was put in the paper a number 
of items have come before the Planning Department either through 
discussions with Municipal Affairs or residents who have called in and 
we have suggested a few amendments which would make the document more 
consistent with the intent of the community plan. 

The first of these is that an existing salvage operation was missed in 
the area and after looking at the operation and talking with the Joint 
Action Committee it was felt that it was consistent with the Plan to 
allow this operation to be in existence and to make it conforming by 
exempting it from the requirements of the Zoning By-Law and to permit 
expansion through contract. This has been discussed with the Joint 
Action Committee who are in agreement with that. 

Number 3 on that Section, same page, deals with the changing of the 
wording within the Plan to recognize again the existence of this 
operation and the application process that goes through the Board of 
Public Utilities or Commission of Public Utilities. 
Number 2 on that same page deals with Policy 78 of the Plan and that 
changes the setback requirements on water courses outside the watershed 
area. If Council remembers, within the watershed there are very 
specific requirements of setbacks from watercourses for uses for 
development within that area. Outside that watershed area there were 
some requirements as there are now for 100 foot setbacks. After 
talking with the Joint Action Committee we feel that should be reduced 
to 25 feet but that is more consistent with what we are dealing with in 
the urban area plans. 

Finally, number 4, within the original draft of the Municipal



1981 Public Hearing Minutes - 3 ~ May 25, 

Development Plan a portion of land in the southern part of Frog Lake 
that was designated a resource designation and in printing new copies, 
etc. it inadvertently got changed and we would like to change that back 
to the resource designation that it was intended to be. Another minor 
change. 

I did not want to go into the rest of the proposed amendments. These 
are amendments that are mainly in correcting errors in wording, 
definition, etc. after discussions with Municipal Affairs. 
If there are any questions on those, of course, I would go over them. 

Bill Campbell: Part 2B on Page 8 there 
By-Law and of course if you change your plan as we are recommending in 
those first four amendments. These are amendments which would be 
necessary to the Zoning By-Law to implement those and that is true for 
number 1, 2 and 3 which allow the implementation of those changes which 
I just mentioned. Number 1 dealing with the existing salvage yard. 
Number 2 dealing with the 25 foot setback and number three dealing with 
an area requiring a specific amendment to the zoning map and the south 
end of Lake Eagle through a call in response to a question of 
subdivision we found there was a road at the end of Lake Eagle that was 
a public road and wasn't indicated on our transporation map and was not 
maintained. That led us to look in more detail at the actual zoning of 
that. It was zoned MR-l (resource) which is a more restrictive zone 
and we felt that since there was a potential public road there that we 
felt that zoning should be changed to residential and in fAct we talked 
to the Joint Action Committee about that and they agreed to that and we 
also put it on the transportation map. 

are amendments to the Zoning 

Warden Lawrence asked for speakers in favour of the application to 
come forward. 

Jim Henneberry, Chairman Public Participation Committee for the 
Westphal Cole Harbour Area: In opening I would like to congratulate 
the Joint Action Committee, the residents of the area and members of 
the Municipal Council, as well as the Province, for having had the 
foresight and understanding which brings forth such a plan as this. 
The Cole Harbour - Westphal Public Participation Committee heartily 
support the results of the long and diligent work performed by all 
members of the Community and we also feel that the fate of this plan is 
an indication of the fate of our own and the other plans now underway 
in the Municipality. 
As I am sure all members of Council are aware this plan was initiated 
as a means of ensuring that the Communities involved could continue to 
grow without having a negative impAct on Lake Major and Long Lake. 
These lakes, of course, are the long term water supply, not only for 
the City of Dartmouth but also, both the Cole Harbour - Westphal plan 
area and also the Eastern Passage plan area. The choices are very 
clear in this matter, the area can be allowed to develop in a haphazard 
form or this plan can be adopted. Without the plan an appropriate 
solution to the long term servicing of the area, we can expect to pay 
higher water bills throughout the eastern area, principally because




