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1. Brian David Archibauld & Eileen Margaret Archibauld and the Munici- 
pality of the County of Halifax regarding Lot A23 of the Maplegrove 
Subdivision, Lower Sackville; 

2. Three Star Developments Limited and the Municipality of the County 
of Halifax regarding Lot A24 of the Maplegrove Subdivision, Lower 
Sackville; 

3. Three Star Developments Limited and the Municipality of the County 
of Halifax regarding Lot A29 of the Maplegrove Subdivision, Lower 
Sackville; 

4. Three Star Developments Limited and the Municipality of the County 
of Halifax regarding Lot A30 of the Maplegrove Subdivision, Lower 
Sackville. . - 

Mr. Gough, utilizing an overhead map, located the area for Council's 
information. The property in question was located near the Little 
Sackville River. 

He advised that the Development proposed for the lots was within 100 
feet of the Sackville River and the MDP for Sackville calls for a 
Development Agreement when development is to take place within 100 feet 
or less. He also noted that the Municipality owns the land between the 
bank of the River and the lots in question. 
Mr. Gough advised that the Agreements were advertised in the local 
press as prescribed by the Planning Act and there have been no written 
submissions received in response to this advertisement, either in 
favour or in opposition to the proposed Agreements. 
Mr. Gough further advised that all four Agreements were drawn up with 
the consent of the Municipality's Engineering and Works Department, the 
Nova Scotia Department of Environment, the Sackville Rivers Advisory 
Board and the Municipal Department of Planning and Development. He 
advised, that the Planning and Development Department considers the 
Agreements to be relatively simple, accomodating the necessary require- 
ments to protect the River. 

Mr. Gough then reviewed the four Agreements (please refer to agreements 
if detailed information is required). 
The differences in the Agreements were as follows: 
Lot A23 - Archibauld 
LotA23 was to be used for the construction of a single unit dwelling: 
this building to be confined to the following minimum yard require- 
ments: 

Minimum Front Yard 20 feet 
Minimum Side Yards 3 feet 
Minimum Rear Yard 40 feet, 

and further, that any structure on the property other than the building 
be confined to the following minimum yard requirements:
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Minimum Front Yard 20 feet 
Minimum Side Yards 8 feet 
Minimum Rear Yard 30 feet. 

Lot A24 - Three Star Developments Limited 
Lot A24 also to be used for the construction of single unit dwelling 
confined to the same minimum yard requirements for the building and for 
any other structure on the property than the building, as noted above 
in Lot A23. 

Lot A29 - Three Star Developments Limited 
Lot A29 to be used for the construction of a two unit dwelling; this 
building to be confined to the following minimum yard requirements: 
Minimum Front Yard 20 feet 
Minimum Side Yards 8 feet 
Minimum Rear Yard 20 feet, 

and further, that any structure on the property other than the building 
be confined to the following minimu yard requirements: 
Minimum Front Yard 20 feet 
Minimum Side Yards 8 feet 
Minimum Rear Yard 15 feet. 

Lot A30 - Three Star Developments Limited 
Lot A30 also to be used for the construction of a two unit dwelling; 
this dwelling to be confined to the same minimum yard requirements for 
the building and for any other structure on the property than the 
building, as noted above in Lot A29. 
Questions From Council 
NOIIE . 

Speakers in Favour of Development Agreement between Brian and Eileen 
Archibauld and the Municipality of the County of Halifax 
Mr. Brian Archibauld: Mr. Archibauld advised that when he and his wife 
had purchased Lot A23 they had been unaware of the By—Law which 
restricted development on the Lot. They realized that the environment- 
al concerns are valid and they are agreeable to abiding by the terms 
set out in the Agreement. ' 

He advised that the house they plan to construct is not a large house; 
it is only 32' by 24'. They have also considered that in the distant 
future, four to five years, they may want to add a carport to the side 
of the house. They advised that when they originally had the lot sur- 
veyed for the location of the house they made allowances for the 
carport.
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He also advised that most of the houses on the street are setback thirty feet; however, in order to move the house as far as possible from the river but to stay a reasonable distance from the road so that the house does not stick out unattractively, they took fourty feet from the back of the lot as a guideline for where the house will be located. This would put the house approximately seventy—five feet from the river and fourty feet from the back of the lot. 

Mr. Archibauld advised that the biggest concern he and his wife had is the time delay factor. He advised that one of the reasons they had decided to build now was the availability of the Government Grants for home—builders which are due to expire by the end of April. He realized that the Grants have been extended until the funds run out. However, 
if Council approves the Agreement tonight, they still have to wait out a thirty day appeal period which will delay them until the end of May by which time, they hope the grant funds have not run out. This was the reason for some urgency in approving the Development Agreement. He advised that if he lost the $3,000 grant money, that could become $10,000 on a mortgage at today's interest rates, amortized over twenty- five yearsa 
Subsequent to the above, and a brief question and answer period with Council, Mr. Archibauld retired to the back of the Council Chambers. 
There were no further speakers in favour of the Development Agreement. 
gpeakers in Opposition to the Development Agreement between Brian and Eileen Archibauld and the Municipality of the County of Halifax 
None. 

Motion and Discussion of Council 
It was moved by Councillor MacDonald, seconded by Councillor Wiseman: 

"THAT the Development Agreement between Brian and Eileen Archibauld and the Municipality of the County of Halifax for Development of Lot A23, Maplegrove Subdivision, Lower Sackville, as presented by Staff of the Planning and Development Department, be approved by Municipal Council." ' 

Motion Carried. 
DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENTS BETWEEE THREE STAR DEVELOPMENTS AND THE MUNICIPALITY OF THE COUNTY OF HALIFAX, LOTS A24, A29 AND A30, MAPLE- GROVE SUBDIVISION, LOWER SACKVILLE 
It was agreed by Council to deal with the Development Agreements between Three Star Developments Limited and the Municipality of the County of Halifax, regarding development of Lots A24, A29 and A30 together, although separate resolutions of Council would be required to approve or reject the Agreements.
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Staff Report 
Previously presented in conjunction with Lot A23. 
Speakers in Favour of Development Agreements 
Mr. Jim MacLean, Solicitor for Three Star Developments Limited and Mr. 
John Gardine, Vice President of Three Star Developments Limited: Mr. 
MacLean advised that Three Star Developments is not a large operation; 
they are three brothers who went together to build the Maplegrove 
Subdivision, originalty approved in l978. Since that time the 
Municipal Development Ptan for Sackvitle was estabtished and Three Star 
Developments Limited recognizes the Plan. 

He further advised that in the course of the last one and one-half 
months or so, Three Star Developments, himself, and advisors and 
employees of the Municipality had sat down and reviewed the Development 
Agreements and Three Star Developments Limited is fully in favour of 
what is required of them as set out in the Agreement. 
He further'advised with regard to the trunk sewer which runs between 
the lots and the River, that nothing which will be going on, on the 
lots, will be damaging to the River. 

Questions From Council 
Council questioned Mr. MacLean briefly. 
There were no further speakers in favour of the Development Agreements. 
Speakers in Opposition 
NOFIE «- 

Motion and Discussion of Council 
It was moved by Councillor MacDonald, seconded by Councillor Snow: 

"THAT the Development Agreement between Three Star Developments 
Limited and the Municipality of the County of Halifax, for 
development of Lot A24, Maplegrove Subdivision, Lower Sackville, 
as presented by Staff, be approved by Municipal Council." 
Motion Carried. 

It was moved by Councillor MacDonald, seconded by Councillor DeRoche: 
"THAT the Development Agreement between Three Star Developments 
Limited and the Municipality of the County of Halifax, for 
development of Lot A29, Maplegrove Subdivision, Lower Sackville, 
as presented by Staff, be approved by Municipal Council." 
Motion Carried.
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It was moved by Councillor Mclnroy, seconded by Councillor Adams: 
"THAT the Development Agreement between Three Star Developments 
Limited and the Municipality of the County of Halifax, for 
development of Lot A30, Haplegrove Subdivision, Lower 
Sackville, as presented by Staff, be approved by Municipal 
Council." 
Motion Carried. 

REZONING REQUEST: RA-SA-02-83-20 
warden MacKenzie advised that this was a request from Mr. Kenneth 
Kelly to rezone Lot 76-D, Area D, Phase 2, Sackville Developments, 
located at 76 Sycamore Lane at Lower Sackville, District 20, from R-1 
{Single Unit Dwelling) Zone to R-2 (Two Unit Dwelling} Zone. 

Staff Report 
Mr. Mike Hanusiak proceeded to present to Council the Staff Report on 
Rezoning Request RA-SA-O2-83-20. He advised that the purpose for the 
request was to permit construction of an apartment styled dwelling 
unit atop the existing house. The applicant has stated that the 
second unit will be used to accomodate his inlaws. 

He advised that the Public Hearing had been advertised in the local 
news media and no response had been received. 
Mr. Hanusiak, with the use of an overhead projected map, proceeded to 
describe the surrounding area and zoning and passed a photograph of 
the subject property around Council for information. 
He outlined the following from the Staff Report: 
Municipal Development Plan: The avenue by which Council may consider 
and if deemed adviseable, approve the proposed rezoning is outlined 
under Policy P—3l of the Municipal Development Plan for Sackville. 
"Notwithstanding Policy P-30, within the Urban Residential 
Designation, Council may consider permitting low density residential 
developments which are of a scale and location not inconsistent with 
existing neighbourhoods. In this regard, two unit dwellings may be 
permitted by amendment to the Zoning By—Law." 
Criteria for Evaluation: In order to ensure that the proposed 
rezoning will in no way jeopardize either the spirit of the Municipal 
Development Plan or the quality of life in the planned area, Council 
has directed that rezoning applications have regard to those 
provisions outlined under Policy P—l04 of the Plan.
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Comments of the Department of Planning and Development: 
The Department of Planning and Development recommends that the 
proposed rezoning be approved for the following reasons: 
1. The proposed rezoning is in conformity with all applicable 

provisions outlined under Policy P-l04 of the Plan. 
2. As previously stated, Policy P-31 of the Plan permits rezonings of 

the type desired by the applicant provided that the "scale" of the 
existing neighbourhood remains intact. The question of scale is 
relevant to this rezoning due to the applicant's intention to 
carry out structural alterations to the existing dwelling. 
However, it is the opinion of staff that no definable scale can be 
established for Sycamore Lane since the existing homes exhibit a 
wide variation in housing shape, size and height. In light of 
this situation, the proposed alterations are seen as neither 
detracting from or enhancing the physical appearance of the 
surrounding neighbourhood, but merely continuing the mixed pattern 
of housing stock. 

Recommendation: Based on the findings of the Department of Planning 
and Development, it is recommended: That the rezoning of Lot 76D, 
Area A, Phase 2, Sackville Developments, located on Sycamore Lane at 
Lower Sackville, from R-1 (Single Unit Dwelling) Zone to R-2 (Two Unit 
Dwelling)Zone be approved by County Council. 
Questions From Council 
Councillor Mclnroy spoke briefly indicating his concern over the 
precedent this approval may set. However, Councillor Wiseman 
indicated that she had taken a survey in the neighbourhood and had 
found absolutely no objection to the proposed addition. 
Councillor DeRoche advised that the house was already somewhat higher 
than those surrounding it. He questioned whether the addition would 
make it so high that it would be incompatible with the other homes on 
the street. 

Mr. Hanusiak indicated that it would not be inconsistent with other 
homes on the street. 
Speakers In Favour of Rezoning Request 
Mr. Ken Kelly, Applicant: Mr. Kelly advised that his intention was to 
build an addition to accomodate his In—Laws. He indicated that, as 
shown by the picture which had been distributed, he takes pride in his 
home. He did not feel that the projected elevation of his home would 
take away from the looks of the area. He had even spoken to his 
neighbours to determine whether any of them were in objection to it 
and none of them indicated any opposition.
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Questions From Council 
Councillor DeRoche questioned whether Mr. Kelly's In—L ws would have access to the above apartment, independent from Mr. Kelly's 
accomodations. If so, this would mean that sometime in the future, 
Mr. Kelly would have access to a separate income from rental of the apartment. 
Mr. Kelly advised that the small rent he would be charging his In-Laws would only be sufficient to pay the increase in his mortgage which he will incurr by adding onto the house. 
There were no further questions for Mr. Kelly and no other speakers in favour of the application. 
Speakers In opposition to Rezoning Request 
None. 

Motion and Discussion of Council 
It was moved by Councillor Wiseman, seconded by Councillor MacDonald: 

"THAT the rezoning of Lot 76-D, Area D, Phase 2, Sackville Developments, located on Sycamore Lane at Lower Sackville, from R-1 Zone to R-2 Zone be approved by Halifax County Council." Motion Carried. 
REZONING REQUEST, RA-SA-04-83-l9 
Warden MacKenzie advised that this was a request from Mr. Ronald J. Dean, to rezone the last remaining portion of the lands of Edward W. Dean, located on the Quarry Road at Sackville, District 19 from R-6 
(Rural Residential) zone to R-3 (Mobile Dwelling) Zone. 
Staff Report 
Mr. Hanusiak advised that the Public Hearing had been advertised in the local newspaper and no response had been received either in favour or opposed to the proposed rezoning. 
hr. Hanusiak, utilizing an overhead projected map, indicated to Council the location of the proposed rezoning as well as the surrounding area. He advised that the intent of the Applicant was to locate a 43 foot by 12 foot mobile home on the subject property. He outlined the Staff Report as follows: 
Municipal Development Plan: The Avenue by which Council may consider and if deemed adviseable, approve the proposed rezoning is set forth under Policy P-45 of the Municipal Development Plan for Sackville.
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"Notwithstanding Policy P-44, within the Rural Residential 
Designation, Council may consider permitting two unit dwellings, 
multiple unit dwellings, rowhouse dwellings on municipal central 
services, mobile homes on individual lots and local commercial 
developments which are of a scale and location not inconsistent with 
the existing neighbourhood." 
Criteria for Evaluation: In order to ensure that a proposed rezoning 
will in no way jeopardize either the spirit of the Municipal 
Development Plan or the quality of life in the planned area, Council 
has directed that all rezoning applications have regard to those 
considerations outlined under Policy P—lU4 of the Plan. 

Comments of the Department of Planning and Development: The 
Department of Planning and Development recommends that the proposed 
rezoning be approved for the following reasons: 
1. The proposed rezoning is in conformity with the intent of the Plan 

as required under section (i) of Policy P-l04. 
2. The subject property is suitable in terms of its size, grade, and 

ability to accomodate an on—site septic system. This is an 
essential point for consideration as directed by section (iv) of 
Policy P-89. 

3. Although the proposed land use may interrupt the continuity of 
housing design along the Quarry Road, it is the opinion of Staff 
that the presence of a mobile home will not detract from the 
physical appearance of the neighbourhood. This is due to the fact 
that the mode of housing accomodation (i.e. the single family 
dwelling) remains unchanged. 

Recommendation: Based on the findings of the Department of Planning 
and Development. it is recommended: That the rezoning of the last 
remaining portion of the lands of Edward W. Dean, located on the 
Quarry Road at Sackville, from R-6 Zone to R-3 Zone be approved by County Council. 
Questions From Council 
None. 

Speakers In Favour of the Rezoning Application 
hone. 

Speakers In Opposition to the Rezoning Application 
NONE .



PUBLIC HEARING * 10- April 25; 1933 

Motion and Discussion of Council 
It was moved by Councillor MacDonald, seconded by Councillor aeyers: 

"THAT the rezoning of the last remaining portion of the lands of 
Edward W. Dean, located on the Quarry Road at Sackville, From R-6 Zone to R-3 Zone, be approved by Halifax County_Council." 
Motion Carried. 

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

"THAT the Public Hearing adjourn.“ 
Motion Carried. 

Therefore, there being no further business, the Public Hearing 
adjourned at 8:20 P.M.
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ANNUAL SESSION OF COUNCIL 
APRIL 5, 1983 

PRESENT WERE: warden MacKenzie, Chairman 
Deputy Harden Margeson 
Councillor walker 
Councillor Poirier 
Councillor Larsen 
Councillor Gaudet 
Councillor Baker 
Councillor Deveaux 
Councillor DeRoche 
Councillor Adams 
Councillor Gaetz 
Councillor Bayers 
Councillor Reid 
Councillor Lichter 
Councillor Snow 
Councillor MacKay 
Councillor Eisenhauer 
Councillor Mclnroy 
Councillor MacDonald 
Councillor Hiseman 
Councillor Mont 

ALSO PRESENT: Mr. K. R. Meech, Chief Administrative Officer 
Mr. G. J. Kelly, Municipal Clerk 
Mr. Robert Cragg, Municipal Solicitor 
Mr. K, Birch, Chief of Planning and Development 

SECRETARY: Virginia Veinot 

OPENING OF COUNCIL - THE LORO'S PRAYER 
warden MacKenzie brought the Council Session to-order at 6:04 p.m. with 
The Lord's Prayer. 

ROLL CALL 
Mr. Kelly then called the Roll. 

I 

APPOINTMENT OF RECORDING SECRETARY 
It was moved by Councillor Poirier, seconded by Councillor Gaetz: 

"THAT Virginia Veinot be appointed Recording Secretary." 
Motion Carried. 

MEETING WITH OFFICIALS OF THE DARTMOUTH GENERAL HOSPITAL 
warden MacKenzie advised Council that this item has been cancelled due 
to the illness of one of the members.
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APPROVAL OF MINUTES - SPECIAL SESSION OF COUNCIL - FEBRUARY 3, 1983 and 
PUBLIC HEARING - MARCH 21, 1983 

It was moved by Councillor Gaudet, seconded by Councillor Baker: 
"THAT the Minutes of the Special Session of Council held on 
February 3, 1983 be approved." 
Motion Carried. 

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

"THAT the Minutes of the Public Hearing held on March 21, 1983 be 
approved.” 
Motion Carried. 

PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE REPORT 
It was moved by Councillor MacKay, seconded by Councillor Snow: 

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

Councillor MacKay requested that the Planning Advisory Committee Report 
and Supplementary Report be dealt with at this time as several people 
were present in the gallery. He further advised that the Planning 
Advisory Committee had dealt with these four proposed Development 
Agreements at their meeting today and due to the urgency and importance 
of processing these as soon as possible due to the federal grants 
expiring by the end of April of this year, it was recommended that 
these be placed before Council at the April 5th session as a 
Supplementary Report. 

Mr. Birch advised that the four lots concerned are located in the Sack- 
ville area and since they lie within 100 feet of the Little Sackville 
River they require development agreements. The four applicants are as 
follows: 

1) DA-SA-1-83-19 - Proposed Development Agreement between the Munici- 
pality and Brian David Archibald and Eileen Margaret Archibald (single 
unit dwelling). 

.2) DA-SA-2-83-19 - Proposed Development Agreement between the Munici- 
pality and Three Star Developments Limited (single unit dwelling). 
3) DA-SA-3-83-19 - Proposed Development Agreement between the Munici- 
pality and Three Star Developments (two unit dwelling). 
4) DA-SA-4-83-19 - Proposed Development Agreement between the Munici- 
pality and Three Star Developments Limited (two unit dwelling). 
It was moved by Councillor MacDonald, seconded by Councillor MacKay:



Annual Council Session - 3 - April 5, 1983 

"THAT a Public Hearing be scheduled for April 26, 1983 at ?:0O 
p.m. with respect to the following applications for proposed 
Development Agreements: DA-SA-1-83-19, DA-SA-2-83-19, 
DA-SA-3—83-19 and DA-SA-4-83-19." 
Motion Carried. 

Mr. Birch then referred to the Planning Advisory Committee Report con- 
tained in the Agenda Book. 

CITY OF DARTMOUTH AMENDMENT TO THE MUNICIPAL DEVELOPMENT PLAN 
The Planning Advisory Committee recommended to Council that the City of 
Dartmouth be notified that the Shubenacadie Lakes System is used for 
domestic water supply for many residents of the County and that they 
appreciate the City's policies in protecting that system. 

It was moved by Councillor Lichter, seconded by Councillor DeRoche: 
"THAT the recommendation of the Planning Advisory Committee be 
accepted on this item." 
Motion Carried. 

DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT - LANDS 0F NILMER CHARBDNNEAU 
Mr. Birch advised that this item is a result of Council's decision to 
amend the Eastern Passage/Cow Bay Zoning By-Law in order to allow Mr. 
Charbonneau to have his property zoned to permit the use of a salvage 
yard. He pointed out that negotiations have been going on for some 
time between staff and Mr. Charbonneau and the agreement as included in 
the Agenda Book is the result of the final negotiations. The Planning 
Advisory Committee are now recommending that the draft agreement be 
forwarded to Council for a public hearing and the suggested date is May 
2, 1983 at 7:00 p.m. 

Councillor Deveaux advised that he was not in favor of the recommenda- 
tion brought forward and would like at this time to make a motion: 

It was moved by Councillor Deveaux, seconded by Councillor Gaudet: 
"THAT Halifax County Council_refuse to enter into a contract 
agreement with Mr. wilmer Charbonneau regarding an application to 
operate a salvage yard in District 6." 

' 

Councillor Mackay stated that he believed the Municipality went on 
record before as giving the mandate to the Planning Department to enter 
into an agreement to come back to Council and now what would have to be 
done is we would have to rescind that motion. 

Mr. Cragg stated that the motion which brings the matter before us this 
evening is that a recommendation be forwarded to Council requesting 
that staff be given permission to enter into negotiations with Mr. 
Charbonneau for a development agreement to allow the operation of a 
salvage yard so the motion only dealt with instructing staff to enter 
into negotiations with Mr. Charbonneau.
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Councillor Deveaux stated that Council still in effect has the oppor- 
tunity this evening to refuse to enter into this agreement and in fact 
tonight would be the last chance for the Council to do so. Councillor 
Deveaux advised that he would like to have Mr. Keith Birch present the 
views of the Planning Department regarding this matter which as far as 
he knew had never been brought forward. 

Mr. Birch proceeded to outline the background to this item and stated 
that there have been several applications for the use of this property 
over time starting with a rabbit colony then turning into one for a 
salvage yard and dump which was opposed by Shearwater — not so much 
from the salvage yard point of view but due to the dump which would 
attract birds which would jeopardize the operations of Shearwater. He 
further advised that during the development of the plan for Eastern 
Passage/Cow Bay this area was scheduled for light industrial 
development as being a suitable use and not suitable for residential 
development because of the noise. At the actual hearing by Council, 
after representation by Mr. Charbonneau, Council determined it would be 
allowed to develop as a salvage yard subject to a contract. On approv- 
al of the Plan by the Minister, Mr. Charbonneau requested that the con- 
tract be developed and we were authorized by Council to enter into 
negotiations - the results of which are included in the Agenda Book. 
Mr. Birch went on to say that from a Planning Staff point of view it is 
felt that whilst the area and site may be capable of operating as a 
salvage yard we feel that the proposal for light industrial is the 
better proposed use in that the area around it will develop for the 
same and that a salvage yard will impact on possible proposed uses and 
might degenerate into things other the detailed salvage yard require- 
ment . 

Mr. Kelly proceeded to read a letter received from Mr. Thomas Donovan 
of Cox, Downie stating that he is opposed to a development agreement of 
this nature for the proposed salvage yard. He as well requested per- 
mission to appear at the Council session to oppose this application. 
warden MacKenzie stated that should a public hearing be held then Mr. 
Donovan would have the opportunity to appear at that time to present 
his views. 

Councillor Lichter advised that the Planning Advisory Committee are 
recommending one thing only, that a Public Hearing be held at which 
time all parties who object or are in favour will have an opportunity 

He stated that if the motion put forward by Councillor 
Deveaux is approved there will be no opportunity for people to speak 
against it nor in favour of it. 

Councillor Deveaux stated that the bottom line of the whole issue is 
that it should never have reached the stage it has in his opinion and 
this opinion is shared by a number of people. with regard to Shear- 
water, their main concern was and probably still is, whether seagulls 
would gather in the area in the future and cause a hazard towards fly- 
ing operations. It appears at the present time that will not be the 
case, so in all probability they would not be in opposition to the sal- 
vage yard approval once they have had a closer look at the contract as 
proposed.
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Councillor Deveaux went on to say that irregardless of that and with 
all due respect to Shearwater, they are a self—contained unit owned and 
operated by the Federal Government. If there are no seagulls in the 
area it is beneficial to all of us, not only Shearwater. However if 
other problems arise they are going to end up in his lap and in the lap 
of the people in the area who have been putting up with a number of 
these problems for many years. The decision should never have been 
made by Council to reverse the wishes of the P.P.C. and those of the 
people in the District. with all due respect to Mr. Charbonneau, there 
were public hearings held in the area prior to the M.D.P. being approv- 
ed, prior to the final public hearing and he never came forward win his 
plan nor made any attempt to have it approved within the District. 
The reason why, Councillor Deveaux stated, was because the policy which 
was proposed and was brought forward by the members of the P.P.C. in 
the district and once again, approved at public meetings, clearly 
stated that they did not want any more salvage yard licences issued for 
this district other than the ones that are already in operation and 
this was read over a number of times at M.D.P. meetings held here over 
a period of 18 months and to the best of his knowledge was never 
questioned by any member of the M.D.P. or even other members of Council 
until the last night of the M.D.P. Public Hearing. - 

Councillor Deveaux further pointed out that the issue came before 
P.A.C. two weeks ago to once again bring forward the final recommenda- 
tion as brought forward this evening and the reason given was that the 
new members of Council had not had an opportunity to really look into 
the situation and this would give them an insight into what is taking 
place. Councillor Deveaux stated that with all due respect to our new 
members of Council, if we are going to have a public hearing every time 
a question arises due to the fact that the new Councillors have not had 
an opportunity to voice their opinion then he would suggest we start 
looking at our priorities. As far as he is concerned we have wasted 
enough of the taxpayefls dollars already in bringing this issue as far 
as we have. we have an opportunity this evening to curtail this whole 
situation and save some future tax dollars. 

The people in the area would agree that there are a lot more dollars 
coming out of District 6 than are going in and when you add on Shear- 
water, whose grants from the Federal Government go towards the support 
of all of Halifax County, then certainly that is even multiplied. 
There is close to 40 percent industry in the District not counting 
Shearwater and if Shearwater were included there would be lots of 
industry there to support a separate incorporation. 
Councillor Deveaux stated that there is no doubt that the decision that 
was made by Council last May was an affront to the wishes and the work 
that was put forward by the P.P.C. and the people who worked in drawing 
up a plan for the M.D.P. 

Councillor Deveaux pointed out that we are about to proceed with the 
drawing up of M.D.P.'s for other areas in the County and if we do in 
fact allow this public hearing to go forward when he attends these 
public meetings as a Member of the P.A.C if any member of the public




