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MOTION CARRIED
It was moved by Councillor Merrigan, seconded by Councillor Harvey:

"THAT THE REMAINING $400.00 OF THE GRANT FUNDS BE GIVEN
TO THE NEPTUNE THEATRE" ;

MOTION DEFEATED
It was moved by Councillor Holland, seconded by Councillor Fralick:

"THAT THE $400.00 BE DISTRIBUTED AGAINST THE CAD PROGRAMS
THAT ARE PRESENTLY OPERATING INCLUDING SACKVILLE"

MOTION CARRIED
BY-LAW AMENDMENTS RE: NOISE CONTROL

Mr. Fred Crooks stated that the amendments to the Nuisances and
Mischiefs By-law would incorporate noise control provisions and
modify some existing provisions in that By-law. He stated that
this was first circulated to council at the March 17th session.
There was discussion, at that session, with regards to the text and
it was decided that these amendments would await a special session
o council.

Councillor Cooper asked if the RCMP had been consulted, with
regards to types of noise complaints received by them.

Mr. Crooks stated that an RCMP constable was a member of the Noise
Control Committee. There. was discussion in which the RCMP
constable participated about the nature of the noise control
problems that the RCMP as well as staff had confronted. He stated
that the text arises out of suggestions of the RCMP as well as
staff.

Councillor Cooper asked what types of noise complaints were
received by the RCMP.

Mr. Crooks stated that the RCMP did not indicate that the kinds of
complaints they were customarily dealing with differed
significantly with the kinds of complaints received by staff.

Councillor Cooper stated that in discussion there has been
suggestion that there were a number of complaints with regard to
noise amplification. He feel that there has not been enough
emphasis placed on these. He stated that the proposal before
council does not address some of the problems in the Municipality.
The proposal, with regards to the 300 foot area, implies that noise
projected beyond 300 feet will be a problem because this would
encompass an area of approximately 3 1/2 acres. He asked the
solicitor is a dog was making a noise could a complaint be made.
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Mr. Crooks stated not under these provisions but there is a
provision under the Dog By-law which can be invoked with respect to
barking dogs and there is no distance consideration to those
noises. The other factor is that its not only whether sound is
projected beyond the distance of 300 feet but also whether, during
the prohibited hours, the sound is audible within any dwelling unit
provided that the dwelling unit is not in the same building as the
equipment which is producing the sound. He stated there are two
tests. The first is whether sound is being projected anywhere
beyond a distance of 300 feet and the second question is whether or
not the sound is audible, between those hours, in any dwelling
unit.

Councillor Cooper stated that the draft does allow some type of
leniency with regards to noise amplification and yet a dog within
50 feet could be sited for being a noise nuisance. There are
inconsistencies with regards to noise which do not give adequate
protection to all the residents. He stated that a Noise Control
By-law should be able to be applied equally. He asked if the
agencies such as the Nova Scotia Power Corp. are excluded from the
provision.

Mr. Crooks stated they are excluded from the provision of proposed
Section 15.

Councillor Cooper asked if any thought was given to including a
clause that would exclude them only if they were working under
emergency conditions.

Councillor MacDonald stated that the DOT is doing work on the 101
highway and wanted to know if Halifax County had any control of
this.

Mr. Crooks stated that there are a number of considerations that
have to be taken into account whether or not the Municipality has
jurisdiction to act in this type of situation. One is whether or
not they are pursuing their activities under contract to the Crown
or whether they are carrying out those activities within the bounds
of Crown lands. The nature and extent of the connection between
this contractor and its activities and the Crown. If a contractor
is carrying out activities under a contract with the Crown does not
mean that they are exempt £from the Municipality's regulatory
jurisdiction. He stated that it would be appropriate to review the
circumstances to determine whether or not there is a degree of
connection with the Crown which would preclude the Municipality's
jurisdiction. Mr. Crooks stated that he will look into this.

Councillor Richards asked, with regards to Section 4F, what is
intended by that particular section with. respect to the time

frames.

Mr. Crooks stated that the concept is that nothing in this section
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would restrict the ability of groups or bodies to engage in
traditional, festive or religious activities even though they
produce noise or sound which might otherwise offend the provisions
of the By-law on the basis that these are part and parcel of what
the community expects will take place within the community as part
of the life of the community. It does impose a restriction between
1 o'clock and 7 o'clock in the morning. In other words, these
activities are exempt unless they are carried on in a way which
creates noise between 1 o'clock in the morning and 7 o'clock in the
morning.

Councillor McInroy stated that he feels that the section on ringing
of bells and shouting in streets has not outlived it's usefulness.
He stated that he did not see any harm in leaving this section in
because there may be occasions when it could be advantageous to
have it there. He asked Mr. Crooks to outline penalties.

Mr. Crooks stated that Section 16, the penalty section, applies to
all the provisions other than Section 15. He stated that he would
have to look at this again. He stated that, to his recollection,
the general statutory authority of the Mischiefs and Nuisances By-
law gives the Municipality the authority to adopt the penalty
provision along these lines. He pointed out that the penalty
provision which would apply with respect to the proposed Section
15, which is enacted under separate statutory authority, provides
for a fine ranging from $250.00 to $1,000.00 and in default of that
imprisonment of 15 days to three months.

Councillor MacDonald asked it the RCMP were prepared to uphold this
By-law.

Mr. Crooks stated that they participated in the development of the
By-law and he has had a call from the RCMP wondering noise control
regulations in the Municipality and whether or not the By-law had
been adopted. He stated that this would indicate readiness on the
part of the police force to enforce whatever regulations are
adopted by the Council.

Wwarden Lichter stated that when this By-law was drafted it was
designed in such a way that certain districts could opt out because
what may apply in an Urban area does not apply in a Rural area.

Mr. Crooks stated that this was considered and it would be intended
that, when the By-law was put in its final form, it would include
a provision which would enable those districts not wishing to
participate to be exempt.

It was moved by Councillor Cooper, seconded by Councillor Richards:
"THAT THE COMMITTEE BE RECONVENED TO CONSIDER ADEQUATE

PROTECTIONS FOR THE RESIDENTS OF THIS MUNICIPALITY BY
RECONSIDERING, FOR INCLUSION OF THE STREET NOISE
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PROVISION, THE REQUIREMENT OF THOSE EXEMPTED TO BE
OPERATING ONLY UNDER EMERGENCY SITUATIONS. FURTHER THE
PROVISIONS THAT WOULD EXTEND TO NEIGHBOURING PROPERTIES
BE EXTENDED TO PROPERTIES IN DWELLINGS ON THE SAME
PROPERTY OR IN THE SAME BUILDING AND FURTHER THE TIMES
FRAMES FROM 10 O'CLOCK IN THE EVENING TO 7 O'CLOCK IN THE
MORNING BE CONSIDERED THE GENERAL PROVISIONS FOR THE
MUNICIPALITY WITH PERMITS FOR EXEMPTIONS OBTAINABLE FROM
THE MUNICIPALITY TO GO BEYOND 10 O'CLOCK"

MOTION CARRIED
WASTE MANAGEMENT

Warden Lichter stated that two mediators have been appointed by the
Ministers. The first meeting for the introductory mediation
session is set for July 10th. He stated that he wanted to find out
if it was council's wish to meet with one or both of the mediators.

Councillor Bates stated that it was his understanding that the
province made the suggestion that the mediators would meet with the
Chief Magistrate and CAO.

Warden Lichter stated that he did not speak with the mediators but
Mr. Meech had informed him that between now and July 10th he should
give some consideration to the idea of whether or not the mediators
should meet with council. As a result, he felt it only fair that
he ask the question.

He stated that the Power Corporation was not prepared to give an
extension. The motion that passed at the last meeting of the Metro
Authority was that by midnight June 29, 1992 there would be no
extension from the Power Corporation for signing the agreement for
sale of 10 megawatts of power. The agreement was signed today.
This is an agreement that can be cancelled and after one month
Halifax County would pay a $5,000.00 penalty.

ADJOURNMENT
It was moved by Councillor Merrigan, seconded by Councillor Taylor:
"THAT THE MEETING BE ADJOURNED"

MOTION CARRIED
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RECORDING
SECRETARY: Julia Horncastle
Wwarden Lichter called the meeting to order. He advised

introductions were being made by Mr. Jim Donovan of the Planning
Department.

Mr. Donovan advised the purpose of the meeting was to bring Council
Members up to date with respect to the Plan Review Process for the
Timberlea/Lakeside/Beechville area hopefully obtaining a tentative
date for a Public Hearing for the purpose of completing the Plan
Review Process for this community.

He advised attached to the agenda was an overview of the summary of
public participation into the process which began officially at the
beginning of 1988 with a kick off meeting held in the community by
the Plan Review Committee. He advised later in February of that
year, a questionnaire was distributed to all households. He
advised there was a twenty-one percent response rate which compared



to the other Plan Review plan areas was the highest of all five
plan areas being reviewed. He advised there was a total of four
public meetings held by the Plan Review Committee in Timberlea,
Lakeside and Beechville, first being January 1988 - the kick off
meeting, April 25, 1989 and December 5, 1990 to discuss commercial
and industrial development issues particularly appendix uses which
were a fairly conscientious issue throughout the Plan Review
Process. He advised a final meeting had taken place in May of 1992
to discuss a draft Planning Strategy and Land Use By-law. The Plan
Review Committee also held a total of nine evening meetings
throughout 1988-1990 to receive submissions from individuals. He
advised these meetings were advertised to ensure that the residents
of Timberlea, Lakeside, and Beechville were notified. He advised
there were two open house sessions held in May of this year leading
up to the public meeting where all members of the public were
supplied with a synopsis of the Planning Strategy and Land Use By-
law. He advised the Plan Review Committee held a total of 78
meetings which this area was discussed. He advised these were
itemized on the 3rd page of the agenda circulated. He advised all
sessions were advertised in the Chronicle Herald and the Mail Star.
The use of radio stations and fliers were also circulated.

Mr. Donovan advised there was a Community Group made up of the
original Members of the Public Participation Committee that was
responsible for preparing the original Plan and By-law for the
community. They participated to an extent in the Plan Review
Process but after they had made their submission to the Plan Review
Committee, they disbanded and have not been functioning as a Plan
Review or Public Participation Committee since roughly 1990.

Mr. Donovan provided a brief overview and highlight of the changes
that the Plan Review Committee had approved with respect to the
draft Planning Strategy and Land Use By-law. He advised most of
the changes that had occurred with respect to the Plan Review
Documents related to updating and consolidating the various
sections particularly at the front part of the Strategy with
respect to development statistics in the community profile as well
as population figures. He stated there were some minor changes
with respect to Environmental Health Services. He stated there was
more serviceable land in these areas than there was demand for it.
He advised changes were made with respect to the Services
Boundaries Map. A new map was included that was more accurate
defining the existing boundaries. He stated this map was proposed
to be included as Map 2 on the Planning Strategy.

He advised with respect to community services such as Police, Fire
Protection, Education, and Recreation, these matters were
identified in the questionnaire as being quite significant to the
residents. He stated there was some attention paid to these issues
in the Planning Strategy.

He advised one major change with respect to recreation had been
incorporated in the Planning Strategy with respect to what should
constitute acceptable Municipal parkland. He advised this was
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outlined on Recreation Policy #2, Page 35. He stated there was a
fairly extensive list of what the community would like to see with
respect to the characteristics of parkland before it was deeded to
the Municipality. Some of the changes that had occurred were as a
result of the public meeting that was held in May in the community.
specifically, the ones that the residents had asked to see included
were Subsection (f) for example,

That Council shall attempt to acquire property:

(a) which does not include unguarded areas of danger, such as
cliffs, steep slopes, wet bogs, rock falls, etc.;

(b) which is located imn a central area of the development
allowing activities and play of children to be observed by
local residents and not located on the exterior fringe of

lands protected from sight which would be considered unsafe -

and entice loitering activities after dusk,

(¢) which provides a minimum frontage of 100 feet along a
developer roadway

(d) which has been clearly identified by the Municipal
Department of Parks and Recreation for future use as a green
area sportsfield playground areas or a mix of each.

He reiterated these were specifically asked for by residents and
included in the draft at the request of the Plan Review Committee.

He advised there was also a policy to establish a long range
Recreation Master Planning Process for Timberlea which residents in
the area were fairly positive to at the Public Meeting.

He advised with respect to Education, some updating had occurred
with respect to current enrolment levels, the identification of
schools in the community, an indication to look at the manner in
which new school sites were selected, and also to support the
community use of school facilities. He advised all of these were
addressed in specific new policies in the Education section of the
Planning Strategy.

He advised the Protection of Emergency Services section was
relatively unchanged accept for a minor updating. He advised this
still referred to the existing RCMP service provided by the Oxford
Street Headquarters in the City of Halifax, although, most
Committee members were aware that there was a proposal or, at
least, Council approved rezoning to establish a new RCMP Detachment
Building in the Upper Tantallon area. He stated this was not

reflected in the draft to date due to the building not being

constructed as yvet.
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With respect to Transportation, there were some new policies
dealing with Transportation issues such as sidewalk and transit
services particularly with respect to seeking some community input
into reviewing the existing pedestrian systems in the community.
In terms of other transportation changes, there were some minor
changes made to the Transportation map to update the map with
respect to recent changes to the transportation network and to
establish a road transportation classification system which was
identified in the Schedule to the Planning Strategy. He advised to
a large extent, the existing road system in Timberlea was made up
of a major collector road being Highway #3 or the Bay Road, an
artillery road - Highway #103 which basically transects the
community, and a series of local roads that had been developed in
conjunction with residential subdivisions. He advised the map
reflected these changes. He advised there was also a system that,
whereby, new roads were developed, they would then be looked at in
accordance with the classification criteria outlined on the
Appendix and being identified as local, minor or major collector
roads. He advised the purpose of this road classification system
was to establish a basis for evaluating future development
proposals with the stated intention that if there was more land use
intensive activities like apartments, etc., they should be located
on more major roads than on local roads and secondly, to establish
a system whereby requests for services, ex. sidewalks, could be
looked at in a systematic way. He advised there was also a request
that the Department of Transportation and Communications prepare
conceptual plans showing the future location of major roads that
were being contemplated in conjunction with new developments in the
community making those plans more widely known to the public.

He advised the major part of the Planning Strategy was the Land Use
intent which began on Page 47. He advised the designations on the
generalized future Land Use Map were established in conjunction
with that section. He advised the Land Use Designations were shown
on the coloured map as well as on Map 1 included within the
Planning Strategy contained in the draft before Council.
Essentially, the boundaries for the various designations were the
same as they were in the past. He advised staff had made a few
changes to more closely relate to boundaries of a Land Use
Designation to existing property lines on the ground. He advised
the Urban Residential Designation was the major designation in the
plan area and was shown on the coloured map in green. He advised
it basically replaced the residential designation that was
established in 1982 but primarily in terms of the name not the
location or intent. He stated it applied to the majority of the
built up community and established the main policies relative to
future residential development. It also included references to an
overall housing mix that would be a target for looking at future
development proposals, as well as the creation of a new zone to
accommodate auxiliary dwelling units and larger commercial
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developments within comprehensive development districts, as well as
some revised policies dealing with existing businesses within the
residential designation. The 1982 Planning Strategy recognized a
number of existing businesses in Timberlea on an Appendix to the
Land Use By-law and provided for future development expansion only
by development agreement. .He advised there was an extensive amount
of community discussion in regards to how some other arrangements
could be made to accommodate the future development expectations of
the business community while, at the same time, provide some
protection to residential neighbourhoods where those businesses
developed over the years.

He advised the revised document had, to an extent, attempted to
accommodate most of the existing businesses to the application of
either the C-1 zone which is a local commercial zone or a new C=-3
service business zone to be applied to those properties that were
previously identified in the appendix. He advised to a large
extent, most of the businesses who expressed an interest in getting
commercial zoning as opposed to appendix zoning were proposing to
acquire the new zone particularly where they were located along the
main highway. He advised there were some problems with respect to
some businesses still located in residential areas. He stated
there were some uses that remained on that appendix. He advised
most of those businesses were relatively satisfied with the
appendix in the first place. He advised the main issue seemed to
be the business owners who had properties along the Bay Road who
felt it was unfair that they could not receive commercial zoning.
He advised the proposed C-3 2zone would enable some limited
expansion and change of use to occur on those properties enabling
expansion beyond the 5,000 square feet that was proposed as the
maximum permitted floor area to be considered by development
agreement.

He advised with respect to the other designations, there was a
commercial core and a general commercial designation that had both
been established to basically replace what was called a commercial
designation in the existing Planning Strategy. He advised the
existing Planning Strategy had one designation but had sort of a
two fold purpose. He stated they set up two commercial
designations to basically accomplish the same thing but in a little
more straight forward manner. He stated the commercial core
designation had applied to the more major commercial developments
near the centre of the community and it was intended to provide a
community focus. The general commercial designation had been
applied to existing small concentrations of commercial development
located along the Bay Road in each of the three communities. He
stated the general commercial developments did not show up too well
on the map.

Councillor Richards questioned why it was nececssary to create two
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designations.

Mr. Donovan responded the C-2 2zone basically would apply in
conjunction with all of those properties. He stated there were
certain policies with respect to development of larger scale
commercial developments over 50,000 square feet, for example, by
development agreement as well as apartments in conjunction with
commercial uses by development agreement. He stated all of those
could occur only in the commercial core area. He stated this was
why it was necessary to create two designations.

Mr. Donovan stated the industrial designation was essentially
unchanged. He stated it was the area colour coded dark grey on the
map. It was basically intended to reflect the development area of
the Lakeside Industrial Park. He stated some minor changes had
been included in the Planning Strategy to basically update the
current development level within the park but no other changes had
been included other than those in the draft.

He stated the resource designation was again an area that applied
to outside the developed area of the community.

Mr. Donovan stated with respect to the conservation designation
which applied to properties which had been identified as being
prone to flooding along either side of the Nine Mile River right in
the centre of the residential designation, no changes were made.

Mr. Donovan stated with respect to the Land Use By-law, most of the
changes that occurred in this document were either to update
references to new legislation, for example, or to respond or
implement policy changes made to the Planning Strategy. He stated
most notably, there was the R-1A zone on Page 34 which was an
auxiliary dwelling unit zone. He stated there was also definition
of an auxiliary dwelling unit included in the By-law and the zone
itself which could be applied for by individuals wishing to have
basement apartments or in-law suites within the residential
designation. He stated there was also a couple of requests made
through the Plan Review Process for the R-1A zone that the Plan
Review Committee approved. He stated these changes were reflected
on the new Zoning Map.

He stated some changes with respect to the R-2 zone also occurred
mainly in response to some concerns that residents expressed
regarding the current standards. He stated the flankage?? of the
yard had been increased from 20 feet to 24 feet because that was
considered to be at least a car length, whereas, with the 20 foot
setback, there was some concern with this setback being inadequate.

He referred to Page 38. He stated there was an architectural
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requirement with respect to two unit dwellings and that was that no
electrical utility meter or conduit could be attached to the front
face of any main building. He stated this was in response to some
community concerns that they were seeing too much of utility meters
and pairs of utility meters at the front of two unit dwellings.

He stated there was also an exception made with respect to existing
R-2 zone lots from the 20 foot setback on Page 39, that would allow
lots that would have been shown on a tentative or final planning
subdivision to be developed according to the current standards and,
therefore, exempted from the 24 foot setback.

He stated the most significant change was the inclusion of the C-3
Service Business Zone. He stated this was outlined on Page 51. He
stated the zone applied to properties that were formerly on the
Appendix and located on the Bay Road. He stated since this did not
permit all the uses that were formerly on the appendix as new uses
but it did permit the existing ones, they had taken these uses out
of the Appendix listing them as permitted existing uses within that
zone. For example, Longard's Trucking, although it is not a
permitted commercial use, is permitted as it exists now and will
have expansion rights as any other type of commercial use.
However, Mr. Longard could not open up such a thing as T. A.
Products. He stated he also could not sell his property for
another Trucking Business but could change it to Metal Fabrication.
Mr. Donovan stated he could change it to a retail store, restaurant
or any of those uses permitted under the zone. He stated there
were certain limitations as to the extent to which an owner could
develop a C-3 zone lot. He stated the maximum lot coverage was
thirty percent. He stated there was a maximum floor area of 5,000
square feet. However, as he mentioned earlier, there was a policy
in the Planning sStrategy to allow for the consideration of
expansion beyond that by development agreement. He stated there
were existing buildings already over 5,000 square feet. He stated
there was a provision that if there was an existing building over
5,000 square feet in floor area, it could still be permitted to
change to any other use without the need for a development
agreement.

Mr. Donovan questioned if Council wished to ask any questions.

Deputy Warden Sutherland stated in reference to the servicing of
the duplex properties there, if it was Policy of the Utility
Company to provide one meter to the face of the building, how would
Council get around that. He questioned if the Utility Company had
overriding jurisdiction.

Mr. Donovan stated it was the Power Corporation's responsibility to
regulate, more or less, stop at the property line. They indicated
they wanted one utility pole per lot. He stated they preferred to






