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Clean-Up Week, Garbage Collection - Councillor Margeson

Councillor Margeson also raised an issue relative to eliminating Clean-
up week and giving people the opportunity to put out heavy garbage at
regular intervals during the year. He felt this would be of benefit to
the Garbage Collectors who may only have to pick up one or two heavy
items per trip rather than having to collect possibly ten fridges on
one day during the clean-up week. He felt that these heavy loads,
especially in the Spring time, during the thaw, could damage roads.

It was moved by Councillor Margeson, seconded by Councillor Wiseman:
“"THAT the Management Committee consider the feasibility of elim-
inating the Special Clean-Up and having instead regular trash
clean-up in those Districts where feasible."

Motion Carried.

Middle Musquodoboit Hospital - Councillor Lichter

It was moved by Councillor Lichter, seconded by Councillor Margeson:

"THAT the Municipality forgive a debt of $1,800 for 1982, and
similar amounts for 1983, 1984 and 1985 to the Middle Musquodo-
boit Hospital.”

Motion Carried.

The motion was carried subsequent to Councillor Lichter's explanation
that in 1980 there was a ten million dollar mistake made in the assess-
ment figures of the hospital, resulting in an area rate being set which
did not generate the necessary revenue. Therefore, the Municipality,
in order to correct that mistake, had given to the Hospital a loan of
$9,000 repayable with no interest at $1,800 each year. The first year
of that term has now expired lTeaving four years. He further advised
that the Hospital had found itself in the fortunate position that they
were able to make financial arrangemnts through the Provincial Govern-
ment and the Nova Scotia Compensation Board, whereby certain funds were
released to them with the understanding that from then on they take
care of themselves financially without asking for an area rate. He
indicated that this is why at the last minute an area rate had been
eliminated when approving the District 13 and District 12 area rates.
He advised that they are now taking responsibility for the Hospital
themselves, but they have to go either way; area rate or take the whole
thing over themselves. He advised that his was the Municipality's
fault in the first place due to the assessment mistake.

Street Lights - Councillor Benjamin

Councillor Benjmain indicated a problem in his District relative to
Street Lighting being provided on new streets added to Subdivisions.

Mr. Meech advised that in consultation with officials of the N.S.P.C.,
this problem, was being corrected both in District 14 and eventually
throughout the entire County.
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Feasibility Study, Harrietsfield - Councillor Baker

Councillor Baker requested an up-dated on a previously requested feasi-
biltiy study for Harrietsfield. He was advised by Mr. Meech that he is
sti11l working on this and intends to prepare a preliminary study rela-
tive to the costs.

Up-Date on the Health of Councillor Williams - Councillor Gaetz

Councillor Gaetz requested an up-date on Councillor Williams' health
and was advised by Warden MacKenzie that the Councillor was in good
spirits, though not in the best of Health.

Councillor's Chairs - Councillor Mclnroy

It was moved by Councillor McInroy, seconded by Councillor Poirier:

"THAT prior to the next Council Session the Chairs in the Council
Chambers be greased in order to eliminate the disturbing noise
when moved."

Motion Carried.

Councillor Margeson also indicated that some maintenance should be done
on the flurescent 1ighting in the Council Chambers which also makes an
on-going and disturbing noise.

ADJOURNMENT

It was moved by Councillor Walker, seconded by Councillor Eisenhauer:

"THAT the Regular Session of Council Adjourn."
Motion Carried.

Therefore, the Council Session adjourned at 8:30 P.M.
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Ms. Margaret Campbell,

Assoc.

Mr. John Markesino,

Meech,

Walker
Poirier
Baker
Deveaux
McInroy
Topple
Adams
Gaetz
Smith
McCabe
Lichter
Benjamin
Margeson
Eisenhauer
MacDonald
Wiseman

_Mr. Robert Cragg, Municipal

Mr. G. Morrison,

Mr. A. Frizzell,

Mr. B. Hubley, Tantallon
Mr. J. McPhee, Sambro

Christine E.

Simmons

- THE LORD'S PRAYER

Warden MacKenzie brought the Council Session to order at 2:10 P.M. with

The Lord's Prayer.

ROLL CALL

Mr. Kelly then called the Rol1.

APPOINTMENT OF RECORDING SECRETARY

Exec.

Chief Administrative Officer
Kelly, Municipal Clerk

Solicitor
Mr. Keith Birch, Chief of Planning & Development
Mr. Bob Gough, Director of Development

Bars.,

South Shore Tourist

Co-ordinator of Recreation
Sackville Lions Club
Sackville Kinsmen Club

It was moved by Councillor McInroy, seconded by Councillor McCabe:

"THAT Christine E. Simmons be appointed Recording Secretary."
Motion Carried.
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APPROVAL OF MINUTES

It was moved by Councillor Benjamin, seconded by Councillor Wiseman:

“THAT the Minutes of the March 31, 1982 MDP Public Hearing be
approved.”
Motion Carried.

It was moved by Councillor McCabe, seconded by Councillor McInroy:
“THAT the Minutes of the April 5, 1982 MDP Public Hearing be

approved.”
Motion Carried.

It was moved by Councillor Wiseman, seconded by Councillor Deveaux:
“THAT the Minutes of the April 22, 1982 Joint Session (Town of

Bedford and Municipal Council), be approved as amended."
Motion Carried.

Warden MacKenzie indicated to Council that the Minutes of the April 20,
1982 Regular Council Session, which appeared on the agenda for approv-
al, were not available,.

REPORT OF THE PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE

It was moved by Councillor Eisenhauer, seconded by Councillor McInroy:

“THAT the Report of the Planning Advisory Committee be received."
Motion Carried.

Public Hearings to Consider the Approval of Two Lots Under the Under-
sized Lot Legislation

a) Final approval for Lot X of the Scott Hubley Subdivision,
Tantallon, Application # F-668-81-2

A Staff Report included in the Council Agenda advised that this appli-
cation has received positive comments from the Departments of Transpor-
tation and Municipal Affairs and meets all criteria for Subdivision
Approval with the exception of having a frontage of 73.6' instead of
the required 75'. The Report also advised that a house presently
exists on this lot. It was the recommendation of the Planning Advisory
Committee that this application be aproved.

Speakers in Favour

Mr. Brian Hubley, Lot X: Mr. Hubley advised that he resided in the

aforementioned dwelling on Lot X, Scott Hubley Subdivision, Tantallon.
He further advised that this house has been at this location for ap-
proximately 35 years, 12 of which he has lived in it. He indicated
that he was attempting to obtain a deed for the property as the deed to
it has been lost and never registered.
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Mr. Hubley advised he had discovered the 1ot was undersized when he
had it surveyed and applied for the approval of the lot.

Questions From Council:

None.

Speakers in Opposition

None.

Warden MacKenzie, therefore, declared the Public Portion of the Hear-
ing closed.

Discussion and Motion From Council

It was moved by Councillor Poirier, seconded by Councillor Baker:
“THAT Undersized Lot X of the Scott Hubley Subdivision, located
at Tantallon be approved."

Motion Carried.
Subsequently, Mr. Hubley retired from the Council Session.

b) Final Approval of Lot M-2 of the James F. McPhee Subdivision,

Sambro, Application #F-186-82-4

The Staff Report, relative to this application, advised that the
application has received positive comments from the Departments of
Transportation and Municipal Affairs. The report further advised
that the lot has an existing dwelling on it and a total area of
37,892 square feet with 59.02' of road frontage. No extra property
is available to increase the frontage.

It was the recommendation of the Planning Advisory Committee that
this applicatien receive Council's approval.

Speakers in Favor

Mr. James McPhee of Sambro: Mr. McPhee came forward and advised
Council that he was the owner of the property in question. He advised
that the existing dwelling has been on the land for fourteen years;
it was his intent to either tear down or move the house. He then
wishes to have the lot approved and transferred to his nephew's
ownership.

Questions From Council:

None.

Speakers in Opposition

None.
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Warden MacKenzie, therefore,declared the Public portion of the Hearing
closed.

Discussion and Motion From Council

It was moved by Councillor Baker, seconded by Councillor Topple:
"THAT Undersized Lot M-2 of the James McPhee Subdivision, located
at Sambro be approved.”
Motion Carried.

Subsequently Mr. McPhee retired from Council.

ADDITION TO AGENDA

Warden MacKenzie advised Council that Councillor Williams has returned
to Hospital, in room 302, Halifax Infirmary. He requested that, if
given the opportunity, Councillors drop in and visit Councillor
Williams.

Councillor Deveaux confirmed that Councillor Williams is permitted to
receive visitors.

SOUTH SHORE TOURISM ASSOCIATION

Ms. Margaret Campbell, Executive Director of the South Shore Tourism
Association joined the Council Session at this time to provide Council
with a detailed, comprehensive presentation regarding the South Shore
Tourism Association.

Firstly, Ms. Campbell outlined to Council her Annual Report (Please
refer to Report for Details). As well she outlined the structure of
the Association. (A Report was also distributed regarding this
structure).

The main body of Ms. Campbell's presentation consisted of the
following:

“The South Shore region of Nova Scotia claims 13% of the Province's
tourism revenue which broke the $500 million mark for the first time in
1981.

The South Shore also claims 12.8% of Nova Scotia Tourism's 27,000
direct and indirect jobs, and 12.7% of the industry's $261 million
annual payroll.

Figures compiled by the Provincial Department of Tourism for 1980, last
year, for which complete statistics are available, show traveller
spending in the Province at $475,000,000 of which the South Shore's
share was $61,750,000.

Department figures also show that 2,300 of the Provincial industry's

17,900 direct jobs were created in the South Shore Region, along with
1,200 of the 9,300 indirect or "spinoff" jobs.
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Tourism Minister, Bruce Cochran has estimated that the value of Nova
Scotia's travel industry will hit a billion dollars by 1990, as the
industry here, across country and the world moves rapidly towards full-
fillment of predictions that it will become the biggest dollar generat-
ing business on earth by the year 2000.

The Department of tourism in co-operation with the private sector is
nearing completion of a master plan for tourism aimed at leading the
industry into the next century.

It aims, at the same time, to exploit the tourism potential of each
region of the Province to the full, and the realization of that goal
will ensure that the South Shore region, and all regions of the
Province, will share to the full in that development.

Direct travel industry payroll in the South Shore region reached $20
million, and spinoff payroll another $13.3 million, for a total of
$33.3 million - 12.7% of the total Provincial travel industry-related
payroll of $261 million.

Department statistics also show the travel industry in the South Shore
region contributing $4,446,000 in tax revenue to the Provincial Govern-
ment in 1980, and another $2,038,000 to the Municipal Government.'

Council questioned Ms. Campbell briefly in regard to her presentation,
subsequent to which, Warden MacKenzie thanked her on behalf of Council.

Ms. Campbell then retired to seats in the back of the Council Chambers
to observe the following discussion, also relative to the South Shore
Tourism Association.

APPOINTMENT TO THE SOUTH SHORE TOURISM BOARD OF DIRECTORS

A letter had been received from Ms. Campbell requesting that Mr. John
Markesino, the Halifax County Co-ordinator of Recreation, be appointed
to the Board of Directors of the Association.

This letter had been briefly discussed at the Policy Committee who
recommended that Council consider this appointment.

It was moved by Deputy Warden MacKay, seconded by Councillor
Eisenhauer:

"THAT the Co-ordinator of Recreation for Halifax County, Mr. John
Markesino, be appointed to the Board of Directors of the South
Shore Tourism Association.”

(See Motion to Defer)

Council engaged in discussion regarding the above motion. Councillors
Topple and Smith indicated their opinion that Mr. Markesino should not
be appointed to the Board; Councillor Topple, due to a possible
conflict between the South Shore and Eastern Shore Tourism Associations
should a Department Head be appointed to the Board of one Association,
and Councillor Smith, due to her concern that it should be a Council
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Member who is appointed to this Board. She indicated to Council a
situation a few years ago, in which a Department Head was appointed to
a Board, only to discover later that this appointment was in error and
it should have been a Council Member. As well, Councillor Smith felt
that Council should first determine whether Mr. Markesino is willing to
serve on the Board.

It was moved by Councillor Smith:

"THAT this appointment to the Board of Directors of the South
Shore Tourism Association, be deferred until the next Council
Session, pending clarification of whether a Council member should
be appointed to the Board instead and also pending clarification
of Mr. Markesino's willingness to act on the Board of Directors."
(No seconder - Motion Lost)

Mr. Meech, Deputy Warden MacKay and Councillor Deveaux indicated that
the request from the Board of Directors had specifically requested that
Mr. Markesino be appointed to the Board. As well, Deputy Warden MacKay
advised that as the South Shore Tourism Association is not a Committee
of Council, it is not necessary that a Council Member be appointed to
the Board of Directors. The Deputy Warden also advised that when this
issue had been discussed at the Policy Committee, Councillor Walker,
the previous Halifax County Board Member, had indicated he had been
unable to attend most meetings due to an already full Council schedule.

It was agreed by Council at this time, that Mr. Markesino come forward
to address Council on this issue.

Mr. Markesino indicated his willingness to serve on the Board of
Directors of the South Shore Tourism Association and also advised that
no conflict of interest would occur between the Eastern Shore and the
South Shore Tourism Associations.

Councillor Eisenhauer also spoke briefly, indicating his support for
Mr. Markesinc's appointment on the Board.

Subsequent to further discussion, the question was called on the
motion.

Moved by Deputy Warden MacKay, seconded by Councillor Eisenhauer:

"As written previously."
Motion Carried.

Ms. Campbell and Mr. Markesino subsequently retired from the Council
Session.

TABLING OF 1981 AUDITED FINANCIAL STATEMENTS

Mr. Meech indicated that the 1981 Audited Financial Statements had been
distributed to Council, and requested that a resolution be passed by
Council to receive and approve these statements.
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It was moved by Councillor MacDonald, seconded by Councillor Deveaux:

"THAT the 1981 Audited Financial Statements be received and
approved by Halifax County Municipal Council."
Motion Carried.

APPOINTMENT OF MUNICIPAL AUDITORS

A memorandum from Mr. G. J. Kelly, Municipal Clerk, had been distribut-
ed to Council, indicating that the annual appointment of auditors for
the Municipality is required under the Municipal Act. The memo further
advised that Thorne Riddell has carried out the auditing for the
Municipality for the past several years in a satisfactory manner and
recommended that Council consider their re-appointment for the forth-
coming year. ¢

It was moved by Councillor Benjamin, seconded by Councillor Wiseman:

“THAT Thorne Riddell be re-appointed as Municipal Auditors for the
forthcoming year."
Motion Carried.

Deputy Warden MacKay questioned how the Auditors arrived at their
remuneration.

Mr. Meech indicated that it was a fee based on the amount of time for
the audit; in other words a fee for service. He indicated that it
generally remains comparable with the previous years with some minor
escalation relative to the increase in cost-of-living.

Mr. Meech also advised that the auditing fee in the last number of
years has reduced as the Company had at one time been involved in
accounting services for the Municipality as well as auditing. He
indicated that the most of this work has been taken over by Municipal
Staff.

Subsequent to further discussion regarding the auditor's remuneration,
the following motion was moved, seconded and carried.

It was moved by Councillor Eisenhauer, seconded by Councillor Benjamin:
“"THAT the Municipal Auditors, Thorne Riddell, be requested to
attend the following Council Session to make a presentation, out-
lining the 1981 Audited Financial Statements."

Motion Carried.

ADDITION TO AGENDA

Councillor Topple indicated his desire to add to the Agenda an item
relative to recent press coverage and an advertisement submitted to the
newspaper by the N.S.T.U.

It was agreed by Council that Councillor Topple be permitted to make a
presentation in this regard.
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Councillor Topple then reviewed the situation with regard to the School
Board Budget, advising that although there has been a great deal of
press coverage regarding a cut in the School Board Budget, it has
actually been increased over the budaet of last year. He indicated his
opinion that the N.S.T.U. was taking a hypocritcal stand in regard to
the education issue by expressing a concern regarding education on one
hand, and on the other hand planning to walk out in Victoria County.

The Councillor was also concerned with the recent advertisement placed
in the newspaper by the N.S.T.U. which advised residents to complain
about the alleged budget cuts by calling Councillors of the County;

the advertisement listed the names and telephone numbers of the Halifax
County Councillors.

It was moved by Councillor Topple, seconded by Councillor Adams:

“THAT the Municipality also submit an advertisement 1in the local
newspaper, providing the correct information relative to the 1982
School Board Budget."
(See Motion to Amend)

Councillor Wiseman indicated her understanding of the intent of
Councillor Topple's motion; however, she could not support any type of
rebuttle to the N.S.T.U. She advised that such a response would:

“paint the Municipal Council with the same brush as the Teacher's
Union."

Deputy Warden MacKay, Councillor Deveaux, Councillor Eisenhauer, and
Councillor MacDonald spoke briefly in support of Councillor Wiseman's
statement agreeing that it would be far wiser for the Municipality to
remain silent on the issue and if any phone calls are received in
response to this advertisement, to simply answer the allegations made.

These Councillors indicated that to date few calls had been received by
themselves.

It was amended by Councillor Adams, seconded by Councillor Poirier:

“THAT Council instruct Staff to draft a detailed media statement
indicating all Municipal costs in the budget process and further
that this statement be presented in the form of a Press Conference
for the benefit of the electronic media and that the text of the
statement be delivered to the print media for publication on their
editorial or opinion page."

Amendment Defeated.

The above amendment was defeated subsequent to substantial discussion
of Council, in which it was the concensus, that it would be wiser and
more cost-feasible not to respond to the allegations of the N.S.T.U.
and in which Council expressed its opinion that there were sufficient
members of the media present in Council today, who could prepare a
comprehensive and accurate report on the actual situation with regard
to the School Board Budget.



REGULAR COUNCIL SESSION -9 - MAY 18, 1982

During these discussions, it was related that Mr. Harold Doucette, who
had issued an uncomplimentary statement relative to Halifax County
Council, had publicly retracted this statement.

The discussion relative to this issue, was concluded by Councillor
Lichter who advised that since Council did not make an irresponsible
decision relative to the Budget, but a very responsible one, there was
no need for a defense of any kind.

Subsequently, the question was called on the original motion.

Moved by Councillor Topple, seconded by Councillor Adams:

"As written previously."
Motion Defeated.

This concluded the item presented by Councillor Topple.

LETTERS AND CORRESPONDENCE

It was moved by Councillor Eisenhauer, seconded by Councillor Benjamin:

"THAT the Letters and Correspondence be received."
Motion Carried.

Letter From the Department of Development

A letter had been received from the Department of Development with
regard to the 1982-83 Mainstreet Program Budget. The letter advised
that the overall funding available will be in the order of
$3,200,000.00 and that as a result of the submissions made in February,
the Department has received requests for funding from 68 Organizations
representing 50 communities. Total requests for funding exceed
$6,500,000.00.

The letter also provided an eight-point review of the approach which
will be utilized to award funding for the 1982-83 fiscal year. (Please
refer to the Letter in the Agenda for this Information.)

The letter concluded by advising that it is hoped the funding will be
approved as soon as possible and that a resubmission of requests would
ensure that prioritites are funded.

This letter was for Council's information only.

Letter From Department of the Environment

The following letter was from the Honourable Greg Kerr, Minister of
Environment in response to a letter from Mr. Kelly, relative to the
East Chezzetcook Industrial Park.
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Mr. Kelly's letter had indicated a Council resolution requesting the
Nova Scotia Environmental Control Council to hold a Hearing into
community enviornmental concerns respecting the proposed park and
further that consideration be given to examining alternate sites,
considering technical, community and environmental impacts.

Mr. Kerr's letter advised: "...my staff and I have examined this
matter particularly with regard to the extensive environmental safe-
guards which we will require for the establishment and operation of
this park. I reviewed also our monitoring procedures to ensure that
the Department's stipulations are met, together with our capacity to
enforce demands for immediate corrective action, should that ever
become necessary.

I am now satisfied that our procedure and requirements are adequate. I
think it inappropriate to call for an Environmental Control Council
Hearing or to authorize such a Hearing should a request be forwarded to
me from the Council.

Please be assured, however, that my department will maintain close
surveillance of the park as it develops and it will be prepared to take
whatever action circumstances may require."

Councillor Gaetz advised that he had received a letter from the Honour-
able Tom McInnes assuring him that every precaution to protect the
environment would be taken and therefore, he had no qualms with the
development. However, he had received a call from a Mrs. Charles
Vidito, with respect to the development. He requested that a copy of
the above-outlined letter be sent to her.

It was agreed that this photocopy would be sent to Mrs. Vidito.

COMPLETION OF PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE REPORT

Warden MacKenzie advised that this Report had already been received by
Council in order to deal with the two Public Hearings respecting Under-
sized Lots.

Undersized Lot to be approved under the Undersized Lot Legislation, Lot

A. & B. of the Dow and Murray Subdivision, Bayside, Application

#F-186-82-4

Mr. Meech advised that the above undersized 1ot had been considered by
the Planning Advisory Committee who recommend that Council advertise
for a Public Hearing on this application. The recommended date for the
suggested Hearing would be June 15, 1982 at 2:00 P.M., a Regular
Council Session date.

It was moved by Councillor Topple, seconded by Councillor MacDonald:

"THAT Staff advertise for a Public Hearing to be held June 15,
1982 at 2:00 P.M. in the Municipal Council Chambers (A Regular
Council Session) for the consideration of Undersized Lot applica-
tion #F-186-82-4, for lots A & B of the Dow and Murray Subdivision
Bayside, District 4."

Motion Carried.
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Proposed Amendments to the MDP for the communities of North Preston,
Lake Major, Lake Loon-Cherry Brook and East Preston and Subsequent
Amendment to the Zoning By-Law

Mr. Meech outlined this item, advising: "The Planning Advisory Com-
mittee at its May 10th, 1982 meeting passed a resolution recommending
that a Public Hearing be held on the above noted amendments and
further, based on the information contained in the Staff Report, the
Planning Advisory Committee, is in favour of the proposed amendments."

The suggested date for this Hearing was Wednesday, June 16, 1982 at
7:00 P.M.

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

"THAT a Public Hearing advertised for Wednesday, June 23rd, 1982
at 7:00 P.M. to deal with proposed amendments to the MDP and
Zoning By-Law for the Communities of North Preston, Lake Major,
Lake Loon-Cherry Brook and East Preston.”

Motion Carried.

The date of the Public Hearing was changed subsequent to Council dis-
cussion, in which it was determined that June 16 was not a convenient
date for many Councillors.

Subdivision of Lands of IEL, Cobequid Road, Sackville

Mr. Meech advised that at the May 4, 1982 Council Session, enquiries
had been made regarding the IEL Industrial Park on the Cobequid Road
relative to subdivision approvals. The PAC Report advised that IEL
will be required to comply with all Municipal subdivision regulations
and subdivision approval will be subject to the usual process.

Further the PAC Report advised: "Consultation with officials of IEL
has indicated they are in the final stages of constructing roads and
installing services and it is anticipated that in the next few weeks,
these roadways will be transferred to the Department of Transporta-
tion.Industrial Estates Limited will then be in a position to apply
for subdivision approval for lots as demand requires.”

Mr. Meech indicated that no motions were required with respect to this
item as it was for Council's information only.

Planning Act Review Committee Final Draft and Recommendations

The Report of the PAC relative to the above-mentioned item, advised
that at the May 10th meeting of the PAC, concern was expressed by the
Committee that approximately six months has elapsed since the Planning
Act Review Committee Document was forwarded to the Minister's office
for consideration of approval. As recommendations in the document
would affect the present regulations of the County of Halifax, the
Committee requested by resolution, that Council write to the Minister
of Municipal Affairs, urging him to proceed with haste.
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It was moved by Councillor Smith seconded by Councillor Wiseman:

“THAT Council write to the Minister of Municipal Affairs urging
the Minister to proceed with consideration for approval of the
Planning Act Review Committee's Final Draft and Recommendations,
with haste."

Councillor Lichter spoke briefly in support of the motion indicating
his desire to add to it: “Council's hope that the May Newspaper Report
which indicated that the Minister intends to go to the Legislature in
1983 with the document is inaccurate."

It was agreed by the mover and seconder of the motion to incorporate
Councillor Lichter's request into their motion, thereby eliminating the
requirement for any amendment.

The question was called on the revised motion,
Moved by Councillor Smith, seconded by Councillor Wiseman:

"THAT Council write a letter to the Minister of Municipal Affairs,

urging the Minister to proceed with consideration for approval of

the Planning Act Review Committee's Final Draft and Recommenda-

tions, with haste and further that this letter express Council's

hope that the May Newspaper Report, indicating that the document

would be submitted to the Legislature in 1983, be in error, as it

is Council's wish that it be dealt with expediently." |

Motion Carried. |
|
I

Department of Transportation, Re: Upgrading of Roads

Mr. Meech outlined this item advising: "The PAC at its meeting of May
10, 1982 discussed a recent newspaper article regarding the upgrading
of roads by the Department of Transportation.

A question was raised by the Committee as to whether or not, after an
uniisted road was upgraded by the Department of Transportation, further
subdivision approval would be granted. This question arose as a result
of a statement in the article which indicates that if there are more
than three dwellings on an unlisted road, the Department of Transporta-
tion will consider upgrading that road. Councillor Lichter inquired if
the same policy would apply to privately owned roads where there are
more than three dwellings in existence."

The recommendation of the Planning Advisory Committee was that Council
write to the Department of Transportation to obtain clarification from

the Department with respect to its policy on upgrading roads, unlisted
or otherwise.

It was moved by Councillor Lichter, seconded by Councillor MacDonald:

"THAT Council write to the Department of Transportation to obtain
clarification from the Department with respect to its policy on
upgrading roads, unlisted or otherwise."

Motion Carried.

3.1
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Prior to the passing of the motion, Councillor Lichter provided Council
with additional information regarding the newspaper ariticle which had
prompted the discussion at the Planning Advisory Committee.

Public Land Donation

It was the recommendation of the PAC that lot 3 of the A.J. Corkum Sub-
division in Hackett's Cove, being donated to the Municipality under the
provisions of the Planning Act, be accepted by Council as parkland.The
Municipal Solicitor reported that the land is free and clear of all
encumbrances and therefore, Council is in a position to accept title to
the land.

It was moved by Councillor MacDonald, seconded by Councillor Smith:
"THAT under the provisions of the Planning Act, County Council
accept as Parkland, Lot 3, A. J. Corkum Subdivision, Hackett's
Cove."

Motion Carried.

SUPPLEMENTARY PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE REPORT

Seastate Oilfield Services Limited PUD Application

Mr. Meech indicated that this item was considered urgent by the Plann-
ing Advisory Committee. (A Report was attached to the Council Agenda
detailing this item - please refer to Report).

It was moved by Councillor Deveaux, seconded by Councillor Smith:

"THAT Council accept this Supplementary Report on the Seastate
O0ilfield Services Incorporated Proposal to enter into a PUD Agree-
ment with the Municipality for Industrial Development in the
Windsor Junction area."

Motion Carried.

[t was moved py Councillor MacDonald, seconded by Councillor Benjamin:

"THAT Council authorize Staff to enter into negotiations with Sea-
state O0ilfield Services Incorporated for a Planned Unit Develop-
ment Agreement and further that Council advise the Minister of
Environment that it would appreciate his Department's views on
this proposed offshore energy related development at an early
date, particularly as Council wishes to call for a Public Hearing
in July of this year."

Motion Carried.

REPORT OF THE CHIEF OF PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT

A Report had been included in the Council Agenda relative to the Staff
Compliment in the Planning & Development Department. This Report
advised:
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“During Council discussion earlier this year, I was requested to supply
the number of employees in the Planning and Development Department for
the years 1974 and 1982 respectively.

In 1974 the functions of the department were carried out somewnat
differently from today. The Planning and Development Department of
that year carried out functions which today are confined to the Devel-
opment Division and the Building Division has added Unsightly Premises
and Board of Health function.

DIVISION 1974 1982
Building 8 14
Development 8 9
Policy 8
Administration 2

Recommendation: That this Report be received as information."

Mr. Birch came forward to respond to any Council questions with respect
to the above-outlined, self-explanatory Staff Report.

Councillor Lichter advised that the Report was meaningful only if a
comparison were made between it and the Planning Department's Annual
Report to Council which had been received several months ago. He had
requested the Report because he had discovered that in 1974 the work-
load in almost all catagories was extremely high. In 1974 the amount
of plans submitted for subdivision approval were 1600, in 1982 there
were 703, 43.94%. The Councillor further advised that in other cate-
gories the workload in 1982 ranged from 10.2% to 29% of that performed
in 1974, with the only increase in workload occurring in the prelimin-
ary approvals where there was an increase of 43.8%.

Councillor Lichter advised that between Building and Development, there
were 16 people in 1974 and there are 23 people in 1982. He did, how-
ever, appreciate the fact that since that time some tasks relative to
Unsightly Premises have been added to that workload; however, he advis-
ed there were no more than two individuals. Regarding the indication
that some functions of the Board of Health have been included, he
requested clarification as to what those functions were.

Mr. Birch advised: "1982 and 1974 could not be compared. The Plan
itself may have been extremely easy to process in 1974 whereas with
today's techniques, it requires much more negotiation with the
respective Provincial Departments, whose approval is now required. We
negotiate today Planning & Development Agreements which, as demonstrat-
ed by the Eisenhauer project, take a considerable amount of Staff-time.
There are only two people in the Board of Health, as one has been
eliminated since the amalgamation of the Departments downstairs; there
are also two people in Unsightly Premises. We have the same number of
Building Inspectors today as we had in 1974 for approximately the same
number of permits.”
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