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for commercial uses has been preserved. The strip development so
common in other communities has been restricted. Strip development
is a recognized problem all across North America. He stated that
he has not met anyone in Lawrencetown who would like to see
Lawrencetown Road developed that way.

He stated that the plan allows for some new industrial development
along highway 107, and the maintenance of the existing industrial
uses elsewhere. It does not allow someone to put an industrial
plant next to someone else's home. Industrial development belongs
in an industrial park with proper road access away from the
residential areas and streets.

He stated that there are people who will argue for fewer or no
restricitons on the use of land. In many cases, those arguments
will come from people who choose not to live in the community and
will not have to live with the consequences of their own actions.
He stated that growth is one of the necessities of 1life, but
uncontrolled, unending growth kills both its host and itself.

He stated that this plan is a good attempt at maintaining the
balance of preservation and reasonable growth. He stated that in
trying to maintain a balance, it is best to err on the side of
preservation. It does not take much thought to turn a forest into
a rock pile, but it is very difficult to turn a rockpile into a
forest. If those things which make Lawrencetown special are
destroyed there will be no bringing them back, only regrets at
having lost something precious.

He stated that the plan was narrowly defeated by the people of
Lawrencetown. There were many false rumors and misconceptions
about the effects the plan would have on the community. there were
also a few outright mistakes in it. He stated that after the
proposed modifications are made to the plan and an effort is made
to better inform the people of its contents, another vote should
be taken to let the people decide.

Questions from Council

Councillor Cooper stated that the primary concern seems to be
commercial versus the status quo. He asked if it were possible,
with appropriate designs to accomodate commercial along with
residential. Mr. Ledaire stated that this has not been done in
Lawrencetown. He stated that there was an earlier attempt which
made sense. He stated that this was put down at public meetings.
He stated that stopping development is not a good idea, but if one
is going to have that type of development, than one has to set
aside the land for that purpose.



PUBLIC HEARING 8 26 FEBRUARY 1990
MPS AND LAND USE BY-LAW FOR LAWRENCETOWN

10. Mr. John Ginn, Conrads Road, stated that there was no one in
Lawrencetown that would speak against having a plan in Lawrencetown
if it were for the protection of the community. He stated that
there are problems with the plan of how it is adopted and developed
to accomodate resident land owners and not non-residentail land
owners. He stated that there were a number of area meetings to
come up with a proposed plan and there was a lot of discussion on
a plan for the community. He stated that in March 1985 residents
of Lawrencetown approved in principle phase one of the provincial
prlan, which was signed by Tom McInnes. He stated that phase 2
cannot be completed before phase one and this has not been
completed.

He stated that the people in Lawrencetown will have a plan and must
have a plan, but this plan has been rejected by the community of
Lawrencetown and he questioned why this has been brought to a
public hearing.

Warden Lichter stated that MPC has been working hand in hand with
the LCC for years in trying to oversee the planning process. He
stated that it has gotten to a point that there has been no further
negotiations. He stated that when this came to Council to decide,
Council decided to have a public hearing to find out the reasons
behind the result of the vote.

11. Mr. Jim Henley, Upper Lawrencetown, stated that he was on the
planning committee from 1983 to December 1989. He stated that he
was in support of the plan. He stated that commercial zoning has
been attempted to be accomodated. He stated that there are four
different areas mentioned. He stated that at the public meeting,
3 of the 4 areas were turned down. He stated that the committee
is not out to screw up business. He stated that a lot of the
residents are not aware of what is in the plan. He stated that
many have formed an opinion without the facts and that is what
affected the vote. He stated that there should not be sides in the
issue. He stated that this could be a workable plan, but often
money splits a community.

Questions from Council

Councillor Cooper asked if the commercial concerns have been
addressed. Mr. Henley stated that there were four possible areas
proposed for commercial zoning and 3 of the 4 were voted down by
the community.

Warden Lichter asked if the intent of the plan, with respect to
existing uses, designated to remain just that - can expand but
cannot change their nature. Mr. Henley stated that there will be
a revision coming forward, but this is a problem.
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12, Ms. Carol O'Neil, West Lawrencetown Road, read a letter from
Bert and Verna Wade concerning their support for the MPS. She also
read into the record letters from Dorothy MacDonald, and Marina
Crook. Ms. O'Neil expressed her support for the MPS and asked for
Council's approval. She stated that it is doubtful if any plan can
meet the needs of all. She stated that this plan is a creative and
sensitive approach to planning. She stated that it remains
faithful to community values. She stated that it maintains the
protection of the wetlands and watercourses and does support
commercial activity. She stated that few people disagree wth
standards and the effort to protect and enhance the quality of
Lawrencetown. She stated that the policies are not 100%
sufficient. She stated that she is willing to consider the ideas
of others if they provide environmental safeguards and commercial
growth. She stated that she welcomed the opportunity for
employment, but this should not take precedent over others in the
community. She stated that one must carefully weigh the cost and
benefits.

She stated that the RR-1 zone supports home based businesses. She
stated that this was in no way limited to daycare. She stated that
under the proposed MPS the home based business can grow up to 1,000
square feet and can expand by development agreement to 1,200 on a
parcel of land under 2 acres and up to 1,800 square feet on a
parcel of land over 2 acres. She stated that home based businesses
contribute to the wellbeing of the community. She stated that if
the business is to expand beyond that, they are encouraged to do
so in the areas designated. She stated that to allow home based
businesses to grow unrestricted in a residential area would be
inappropriate environmentally and would defeat the purpose.

She stated that Council will be asked to put short term business
interests above the residents of the community and asked that
Council not be swayed. She stated that the MPS furthers the needs
of the community as a whole and ensures that future development
occurs at a pace that will enhance the area.

Questions from Council

Councillor Cooper asked what she considered as appropriate
development. Ms. O'Neil stated that these were listed in the plan.

Councillor Cooper questioned home based businesses. Ms. O'Neil
stated that there is a wide variety of small businesses available
to be done in ones home or outbuilding or garage, such as:
repairs, welding, accounting offices, hairdressing, etc. She
stated that there are wonderful small scale business opportunities.
She stated that many areas of Lawrencetown are residential and
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residents do not want their lands compromised.

Councillor Cooper questioned their having to move to another
location after a certain growth occurs. Ms. O'Neil stated that if
one cannot accomplish their business within the square footage
outlined in the plan then they are able to expand by development
agreement, depending on the size of the property. She stated that
if the business outgrows that then they need to move to one of the
designated areas.

Councillor Cooper stated that it appeared to be the old versus the
new. Ms. O'Neil stated that after the Committee of the Whole
meeting, there was a public meeting held in the community. She
stated that amendments were passed to address some of the concerns.

Councillor MacDonald asked if the amendments were coming forth.
Warden Lichter stated that it is not accidental that the amendments
have not come forward vet.

Councillor Ball stated that the plan provides for a 1light
industrial zone. He asked how accessable this was for development
and what advantage there was for a business to move there. Ms.
O'Neil asked if another place could be suggested that would be
better. sShe stated that this is adjacent to the 107 Highway. Ms.
O'Neil stated that industrial parks are crying out for tenants and
that there was no scarcity of industrial park space. She added that
by having this zoning, Lawrencetown has provided for the future.

Councillor Ball stated that the citizens of Lawrencetown do not
want central serviceing. He stated that 2 years from now if this
becomes a major health hazzard, what would be the options. Ms.
O'Neil stated that this is a building plan for the community and
is not meant to anticipate every possible catastrophe that could
happen. She stated that if something happens so that the
Department of Health states there is a hazzard, then they will have
to deal with that when it arises. She stated that a review of the
plan is within the mandate of Council.

She stated that if central water and sewer is installed, there will
be tiny lots in Lawrencetown. She stated that the landscape cannot
support small lots and high density development. She stated that
this will be discouraged by restricting development. She stated
that a few instances could happen in the community, but not
throughout the entire community.

Councillor Ball questioned a business owners ability to get more
money from the bank if the zone was not suitable for a larger
business. She stated that the residents do not want commercial
zones available throught the community. She stated that the
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amendments that the LCC proposes will address this.

13, Lucy Dobson, West Lawrencetown, stated that there were two
alternatives, development and money or the environment. She stated
that we have to protect the environment and the land because they
don't make it any more.

14, Ross Casey, out of town land owner, stated he owns 720 acres
of undeveloped land. He stated that he is in favour of the plan
and stated that the community has to have one. He stated that he
wrote to Mr. O'Carroll with a few concerns. One, that industrial
land near the 107 be compatable with that owned by the N.S.
Government Services. He stated that he has spoken to residents in
the subdivision and stated that they will be keeping it 1 mile away
from the proposed expansion of the subdivision. This was
recommended to the LCC. Two, that a portion was dedicated as
parkland and this was not shown on the MPS. Three, that there was
not sufficient commercial land in the MPS. He stated that with the
commercial zones being where they are proposed, it will be easier
for residents to drive into town than to these lands. He stated
that people in the subdivision have indicated that they do not want
commercial zoning in the area, but more consideration has to be
taken. He stated that he, and other out of town land owners, were
not given the opportunity to vote. He also stated that in regard
to the 205 foot road frontage, that a person be given a time
qualify. He stated that there are people, if this is passed, that
won't have that money in the bank. He stated that other people
deserve consideration.

[ om Council

Councillor Cooper asked what affect the lot sizes would have on
future development. Mr. Casey stated that his company is holding
off on expansion as a result of the proposed plan.

15. Mr. Doug McLeod, member of the LCC, stated that he has lived
in the area for 16 years and was part owner of a couple hundred
acres and was in favour of the plan. He stated that the people
of Lawrencetown have a semi-rural environment. He stated that this
is unique and sensitive. He stated that great care has to be
taken. He stated that the MPS fills this without undue
restrictions. He stated that in addition, RR-1 provides for home
based businesses. and the set back of 100 feet is to prevent
polution of the water. He stated that the 250 foot road frontage
provides green areas. He stated that the only differences between
what exists now and with this plan is the 100 foot setback from
water and the 250 foot road frontage on Highway 207. He stated
that lot sizes are to be 20,000 square feet - consistent with other
municipalities - or as the Department of Health requires. He
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stated that with respect to any sewage problems, these are
addressed in policy 19 which would require a waste water management
district to identify problem areas.

Mr. McLeod stated that during the vote, there were ones present who
were misrepresenting the issue. He stated that the process has
been democratic, evident by the 70+ meetings held in the community
on this subject.

Questions from Council

Warden Lichter asked where he owned land. Mr. McLeod pointed out
his property on the map. He stated that part of the land 40/200
is still under negotiations with the province and will become RR-
1 1if the province does not buy.

16, Mr. Ernie Mouvers, stated that residential, commerical and
industrial growth will proceed, because we cannot stop it, but he
stated that we must control it. He stated that Council must leave
the door open on this plan.

17 Mr. Doug Hatfield, Upper Lawrencetown stated that he would
like to state his support for the plan submitted. He stated that
the LCC has worked hard on this plan and it is a protection for the
future.

18. Mr. Don Grady, LCC, gave a detailed background on the history
of the plan and how it has arrived at this stage.

Mr. Grady reviewed 7 of the possible objections to the plan and
countered these by stating:

1 The opportunity for central water and sewer in
Lawrencetown 1is ruled out for the next 5-year period. He
stated that these planning policies are in place for the
communities and not against. He stated that if there is a
catastrophe, then residents have Policy 16 that states, if
required, a centralized waste water management district may
be set up to deal with special problems in special areas.

2. The need for more commercial development. He stated that
Lawrencetown's position on commercial development is that it
is important if necessary, but not necessarily commercial
development. He stated that this plan is not opposed to
commercial development. He stated that this plan encourages
the type that is compatable with community growth. He stated
that if a business wishes to move in there are 4 acres on
which to do so. He stated that some will question not making
commercial development open to all of Lawrencetown. He stated
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that many who want unlimited commercial development would have
no concern for the community after they have gone. He stated
that each have different priorities and futures. He stated
that Lawrencetowners can learn from mistakes that have
happened in other districts and asked that Lawrencetown be
Lawrencetown.

3. Industrial Development. He stated that not too long ago
one could not get into what is now Burnside without walking
off of the road, and the same with what is now the Atlantic
Winter Fair Site. He asked that Council show the vision for
what it is famous and recognize that this 80 acres is the
ideal place for industrial development. He stated that at the
present time, Lawrencetowners are not ready for it, but when
they are ready, they will have it. He stated that the
community is prepared to say that the upper 300 acres above
Keltic Subdivision should be zoned RR-1. He stated that if
the business associates wish RR-1 with the future permission
of industrial zoning, this is inconsistent with the needs of
Lawrencetown.

4., Non-residential land owners voting. He stated that some
will argue that it is not fair that non-residential land
owners to vote on matters of policy in the community. He
stated that the LCC ran the balloting in a fashion agreed to
by the MPC and the voting rights of Halifax County.

5. Concerns from the four subdivisions. He stated that this
was concerning the question of RR-1 zoning. He stated that
subdivision owners are under binding and enforseable
restricted contracts, but many residents felt that the
subdivision owners would not honour those. He stated that
they felt the back portions may be subject to some type of
development that may bother the residents. He stated that RR=-
1 zoning does not permit that undesirable elements, unless one

considered home businesses as undesirable. He stated that
this concern will be addressed in one of the amendments passed
by the LCC.

6. Boundary overlooked. He stated that a district boundary
between Districts 8 & 9 had inadvertently been overlooked and
this additional area will be included in the amendments. He
stated that this is a technical error for which the committee
takes no responsibility.

7. 250 foot road frontage. He stated that some have said that
the 250 foot requirment for lots on the 207 was unacceptable.
He stated that this footage is essential. He stated that this
is supported by policies in the plan in order to prevent strip
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development. He stated that it takes away no rights or
opportunities. He stated that there are 8 properties in
Lawrencetown where the frontage is insufficient to permit
subdivision of the lot into two lots and there is a specific
policy which states that for those existing lots of 250 feet
or less, they have the right to subdivide, provided by
creating a minimum of two 100 foot lots or one 100 foot lot
and a remainder. He stated that if one wants to develop lands
on highway 207, it will have to be done responsibly.

Mr. Grady stated that there is a compromise, and the LCC has
instructed to present four (4) amendments.

1. That the boundary of the Lawrencetown plan area be changed
to include the area of Romans and Carter Subdivision.

2. That the R-1 designation be extended to al lots contained
to all four subdivisions affected with the exception of the
North 300 acres of the Keltic Subdivision to be zoned RR-1.

3. That all existing community commercial uses be permitted
to avail themselves to change the use when the provisions
under C-1 regulations by development agreement and public
hearing. He noted that this opportunity is restricted to
those listed in Appendix B.

4, That we provide all existing Appendix C industrial uses
with the opportunity to change the uses when those provided
under C-1 regulations by development agreement and public
hearing. He noted that this is restricted to those listed in
Appendix C in the plan.

Councillor Eisenhauer stated that the amendments 3 & 4 do not
appear to be any different from what is already in the plan. Mr.
Grady stated that under the existing plan the existing uses of a
commercial nature is guaranteed and can expand, but cannot change.
He stated that #3 guarantees the right to change from existing
commercial use to any other commercial use listed in the plan. He
stated that if they want to change, they also must demonstrate that
the change is in accord wiht the development agreement principles.

Mr. Grady then mentioned the 100 foot setback from water. He
stated that this makes perfect sense for the community. He stated
that the province has invested several million dollars for the Cole
Harbour/Lawrencetown Regional Park and stated that the waters
should not be polluted. He stated that the 100 feet protects the
value for everyone. He stated that the Halifax-Dartmouth
Development Plan established 150 foot setbacks as a minimum. He
stated that in 1974 the province wanted this setback to be 1200
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feet.
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Councillor Cooper asked the definition of a home business. Mr.
Grady stated that this was a business in connection with the
dwelling and occurs on the property of the owner of the dwelling.
He stated that one can undertake any activity permitted by the
regulations of the province and county, up to 1000 square feet of
the home or adjacent building on the property. He stated that the
business can expand to 1200 square feet by development agreement
on a piece of property that is 2 acres or less. On a property of
2 or more acres, this business can expand by development agreement
to 1800 square feet. He stated that they can sell retail to the
public, but cannot encourage retail sale of products produced by
someone elsewhere.

Councillor Cooper asked about the limitation of lot sizes. Mr.
Grady stated that lots will have to be 20,000 square feet minimum
or as the Department of Health dictates.

Councillor Cooper asked if this was restrictive on future
residents. Mr. Grady stated that the RR-1 provides for any
subdivisons on any property, based on county regulations.

Councillor Reid stated that the four amendments were not available
to those opposed to the plan and suggested that Council should
adjourn and reconvene when they can examine these amendments.

19. Lynn Marshall, Upper Lawrencetown, stated that she has been a
resident for 26 years and is in favour of a plan. She stated that
she thought when the community gave the mandate to the LCC that
they would try to accomodate the wishes that residents have. She
stated that those amendments are not suitable. She stated that as
far as water and sewer are concerned, Upper Lawrencetown has an
arsenic problem. ©She stated that she did not want the sewer, but
would love to have suitable water. She stated that in regard to
the industrial zone, that it will be a good many years before there
will ever be a road put in to access the property. She stated that
for the price of unserviced industrial land in Lawrencetown, one
could go to Burnside or Woodside and have servicing as well. She
stated that she should have the right to sell her land to an
industrial interest or a commercial developer. She stated that
rezoning does cost money and it is a very long and drawn out
process.

20. Jim Crook, Lawrencetown, stated that he has been a resident
for 25 years. He stated that he was aware of the plan and agrees
with it and the amendments.
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There was much discussion from Council about the next step to take
with the public hearing as a result of the late hour.

Councillor Merrigan suggested that the Warden call for speakers in
favour three times and upon hearing none, close that portion of the
public hearing so that when they readjourn, Council would be
hearing from those opposed.

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

"THAT this public hearing adjourn to March 22, 1990, at
7:00 PM"

The Warden called three times for speakers in favour and upon
hearing none, that portion of the public¢ hearing was closed.

Councillor Richards stated that the amendments should be provided
to both Council and the public.

Councillor Randall stated that people both for and against came
tonight to be heard and asked that Council defeat the motion and
complete the public hearing tonight.

Councillor Harvey stated that the advertisement did not say when
the public hearing would end. He suggested that those opposed, who
are in attendence, have their names recorded to speak at the March
22 date. Warden Lichter stated that this suggestion cannot be
implemented according to the Solicitor.

MOTION CARRIED 12 FOR
7 AGAINST.

The public hearing adjourned until March 22, 1990, 7:00 PM.
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COUNCIL SESSION

6 MARCH 1990

PRESENT WERE: Warden Lichter
Councillor Fralick
Deputy Warden Baker
Councillor Ball
Councillor Bates
Counciller Adams
Councillor Randall
Councillor Bayers
Councillor Smiley
Councillor Reid
Councillor Horne
Councillor Merrigan
Councillor Morgan
Councillor Eisenhauer
Councillor MacDonald
Councillor Boutilier
Councillecr Harvey
Councillor sutherland
Councillor Richards
Councillor McInroy
Councillor Cooper

ALSO PRESENT: Mr. K. R. Meech, Chief Administrative Officer
Mr. D. Reinhardt, Deputy Municipal Clerk
Mr. R. G. Cragg, Municipal Solicitor

SECRETARY: Gail Foisy

warden Lichter called the Council Session to order at 6:00 p.m. with the Lord's
Praver. Mr. Reinhardt called the Roll.

Councillor sutherland moved, seconded by Deputy Warden Baker:

THAT GAIL FOISY BE APPOINTED RECORDING SECRETARY.
MOTION CARRIED.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES
t was moved by Councillor sutherland, seconded by Counciilor Boutilier:
"THAT the minutes of the Joint Council Session, February 5, 199¢,

e approved as circulated."
MOTION CARRIED
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It was moved by Councillor Horne, seconded by Councillor Fralick:
"THAT the minutes of the Council Session, February 6, 1990, be
approved as circulated."
MOTION CARRIED.

It was moved by Counciller Ball, seconded by Councillor Smiley:
THAT the minutes of the Pubic Hearing, February 19, 1990, be
approved as circulated.
MOTION CARRIED

I TERS AND CORRESPONDENCE

Terry Langille

Mr. Reinhardt reviewed the lettzr from Mr. Langille wherein he 2ipressges concern
about rising taxes.

It was moved by Councillor Ball, saconded by Ccunciller Boutilier:

"THAT the correspondence be received."”
MOTION CARRIED

Department of the Environment

Mr. Reinhardt reviewed the letter from John Leefe, Minister of the Department of
the Environment, in response to Council's concerns about crusher dust on the
Kearney Lake Road.

It was moved by Councillor Boutilier, seconded by Ccuncillor Harvey:

"TEAT the correspondence e received."
MOTION CARRIED

Soccer Nova Scotia

Mr. Reinhardt reviewed the letter from R. I. McBeath, President of Soccer Nova
Scotia, wherein their group is looking to find land for soccer facilities.

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

"THAT the correspondence be received."
MOTION CARRIED

wardean Lichter suggested that the request should be jcintly referred to property
management and the Department of Parks and Recreation so that they can respond
back to Council.

Council agreed.
e
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Atlantic Canada Opportunities Agency

Mr. Reinhardt raviewed the letter form Elmer MacKay, regarding Council's request
for assistance in the establishment of a Community Futures designation for the
communities of Preston and Cherry Brcok.

It was moved by Councillor Bates, seconced by Councillor Boutilier:

"THAT the correspondence be received."
MOTION CARRIED

Barth Day Atlantic Headquarters

Mr. Rzinhardt reviewed the correspondence received from Deborah Tokin -
Coordinator, Earth Day Atlantic.

It was moved by Councillor Boutilier, seconded by Councillor MacDonald:
"THAT Warden Lichter be authorized to declare April 22, 1990, as
Earth Day in Halifax County."

MOTION CARRIED

Correspondence - Hants East

Mr. Reinhardt reviewed correspondence form Fred Canavan, Municipal Councillor,
Hants East, concerning proposed Acadian Lines bus scheduling changes.

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

"THAT the ccrrespondance be received."”
MOTION CARRIED

Councillor MacDonald indicated that the municipality should make sure that the
changes will not affect service in Halifax County, particularly Sackville, and
suggested that we should be prepared to make a submissicn at the appropriate
time.

District 6 Residents & Ratepayers Association

Warden Lichter adwvised that h2 was authorized by Councillor Deveaux to withdraw

this item from the Council agenda, and noted that the letter should have b=zen
addressed to the Department of Transportation and Communicaticns.

SUPPLEMENTARY CORRESPONDENCE
Liquor Licence Board

Mr. Reinhardt reviewed the correspendance from the Directer of Licensing
regarding hearings for an eating establishment and a beverage room.




COUNCIL SESSION 4 6 MARCH 1990

It was moved by Councillor Horne, seconded by Councillor Randall:

"THAT the correspondence be raceived."
MOTION CARPRIED

It was requested that Mr. Reinhardt ensure that Councillor Meade is madz aware
of the application.

PLANNING VISORY COMMITTEE REPORT

Application No. RA-FEN-18-89-18 - Rezoning Application by Reginal Stallard,
Hammonds Plains

Mr. Reinhardt reviewed the recommendation.

It was moved by Councillor Adams, seconded by Councillor Sutherland:
"THAT a public hesaring be held on this issue on March 26, 1990, at
7:00 p.m."
MOTION CARRIED

Application No. RA-CH/W-25-89-07 =~ Rezoning Application by Alderney
Consultants Limited, on behalf of Loon Lake Developments Limited

Mr. Reinhardt reviewed the racommendation.

It was moved by Councillor Bates, seconded bv Councillor cocper:
"THAT a public hearing be held on this issue on March 26, 1990, at
7500 p.m."
MOTICN CARRIED

Application No. RA-CH/W-15-89-24 - Rezoning Application by Frank Berrigan,
Cole Harbour

Mr. Reinhardt reviewed the recommendation.

It was moved by Councillor McInroy, seconded by Councillor Boutilier:
"THAT staff's recommendation be endorsed, and that a public heating
bz held on this issue cn March 25, 1290, at 7:00 p.m."
MOTICN CARRIED

EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE REPCRT

Requests for Crants

Mr. Reinhardt reviewed the requsasts.

It was moved by Councillor Ball, seconded by Councillor Fralick:
.. .4
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"THAT the following requests for grants be approved by Council:

a) District Capital Grant, District 5, $500.00, for communication equipment
for the Harring Cove Volunteer Fire Department;

h) District Capital Grant, District 5, 351,7€0.00, for sign and
communications equipment, Herring Cove Volunteer FIrs Department.”

Councillor 2all pointad out that regarding the first grant, the report should only
refer to the Herring cove Volunteer Fire Department, rather than the Herring cove
and DIstrict 5 Volunteer Fire Department.

MOTION CARRIED
Recoveries - AeroTech Park Water Customers
Mr. Reirnhardt reviewed the recommendaticons.
It was moved by Councillor Horne, seconded by Councillor Reid:

"THAT Council approve the following:

a) that the water/sewer rates for AeroTech Park be set at 33.00 per
thousand gallons of metered water sales effective January 1, 1990;

h) that the fire protection rate for ReroTech Fark ke set at 13 cents per
£100.00 of assessment for 1990;

<) that these rates be reviewed for 1991."
Councillor Mcrgan asked how the rates compare to cther parks.
Mr. Meech advised that staff checkad the rate for the City of Dartmouth and fcund
that we are a bit high. H= pointed out that the racommended rate for AeroTech
includes the treatment of waste water, which is nct being done by the City of
Dartmouth. Also, the City of Dartmouth is starting to genserate revenue by
looking at including water rates.

MOTION CARRIED
By-law Amendments: By=-law No. 10, Taxi By-law

Mr. Rainhardt reviewed the recommendation.

It was moved by Councillor Bates, seconded by Councillor RIchards:

"THAT Council approve the amzndments to the Taxi By-law as
: . - 58
>utlined in the Staff Report.”







