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operate both summer and winter during the morning, afternoon and
evening. He said in the first stage it would be using 12 horses in
rotation so that at any given time there could be 6 horses out on
a series of trails starting on the applicants property and
extending backwards into the back of this property owned by his
mother and onto neighbouring properties stretching back into
forested land. He proceeded to show slides to council for
clarification of the proposed riding trail facility.

He said the current access is made through Mr. Chris Hiltons
property. The access goes back into the tool shed and to the barn
and to the trail system. The trail goes back into the trees and
extends back to some lakes. He said there is presently an
established riding trail.

He said the property is in the mixed use designation B of the plan
for districts 15, 18 & 19. He said this is a designation that
specifically supports semi rural uses. It is characterized as a
designation which supports low density residential development plus
a variety of traditional rural pursuits which have existed in this
particular area for over a hundred years. The designation permits,
by rezoning, more industrial and commercial uses but it does not
allow what is termed commercial recreation uses by this procedure
because the type of commercial recreation use which is obvious in
this area can be anything from the Atlantic Playland to a mini golf
course. He said residents wanted to make sure that if there was a
commercial recreation use there was plenty of chance to develop a
site plan which would minimize any interference with existing uses
and the existing character of the area. He said a commercial trail
ride facility at this location represents the low intensive land
use end of the commercial recreation use to the point where it
might almost be indistinguishable from permitted agricultural uses
which can be conducted by right on that property.

The site development is dealt with in part 4 of the agreement. Mr.
Hatfield intends, at this stage, to use the existing barn and this
will accommodate the 12 horses he is proposing. It could possibly
accommodate up to 17 horses. The initial proposal is for 12 which
will be accommodated in the barn. The access by the public will be
new. The proposed access is from Hammonds Plains Road and a
parking lot will be developed to accommodate more than 12 cars. He
said this would be located to the rear of the existing structures
and the four homes on Hammonds Plains Road. There will be portable
washroom facilities will be located close to the parking lot and an
animal waste management facility will be located well away from
existing developed areas.

He said section 5 deals with the provision of litter containers in
addition the standards for the management of animal manure is
established as being that in accordance with the provincial
guidelines for the management and use of animal manure in Nova
Scotia. No alcoholic beverages will be served on the property.
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Section 6 deals with hours of operation. Right now the maximum
hours of operation are put in this agreement as 8 a.m. to 10 p.m.
daily. Section 7 deals with the subject of amendments. Mr.
Hatfield has stated that if his business is successful he would
perhaps like to expand and therefore part 7 provides, under certain
conditions, how this might be done. It is envisaged that any
expansion would have to be in a new building away from the existing
one. In addition to the new location a new provision is being put
in to inform residents within 500 feet of this property if and
amendment is going to be asked for by the applicant. They will be
notified and be able to make their view known to council prior to
council making their decision. He said staff feels it is
appropriate for this site and in this environment. He said staff
is recommending the approval of this development agreement.

QUESTIONS FROM COUNCIL

Councillor Holland said that it does not appear to him that
customer facilities and animal waste storage area is located 300
feet from the abutting properties lines as outlined in Appendix A.

Mr. O'Carroll said the portable toilet should be located somewhere
near the parking lot. He said the technicians had measured the
distance and assured them that it was meeting the standards.

Councillor Giffin asked if the applicant had seen the agreement and
agreed to it.

Mr. O'Carroll confirmed that he had.

Councillor Giffin asked Mr. O'Carroll to confirm that the patrons
can only use the property between the hours specified but this does
not restrict the owner from going on the property at any hour to
take care of the horses.

Mr. O'Carroll confirmed this.

Councillor Sutherland asked how long the applicant or his family
had owned the property.

Mr. O'Carroll said that it is definitely a family property going
back quite some time.

Councillor Sutherland asked about the access to the property.

Mr. O'Carroll said when a piece of the property had been sold and
access had not been kept. He said he understands the access is by
way of a "Right of Passage" over that property.

Councillor Sutherland asked if this would be remedied with the new
proposed access.
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Mr. O'Carroll said the clients must use that but the owner himself
can continue to use the right of way because that is the access to
his property.

Councillor Cooper said he has some concerns. He said that under
the agreement there is a requirement for permission from adjacent
property owners but the wording of the agreement does not indicate
that there has to be a sketch plan of trails outside of this
particular property.

Mr. O'Carroll said section 4.10 requires letters of permission
satisfactory in form and content to the development officer. He
said if the development officer requires a sketch map he will ask
for it; however, a written letter of permission from the property
to access across his land is required under this agreement before
the development permit will be issued. Those will have to be
produced to the development officer and he has to be satisfied that
he knows what is being proposed to be crossed.

Councillor Cooper asked if this was the first time that Halifax
County had a development agreement where a commercial operation
would extend over several properties or could extend over several
properties.

Mr. O'Carroll said he has not dealt with one where this has
happened before and therefore it had been reviewed with the
solicitor as to how this could be done and were advised that this
was a satisfactory way to accommodate this type of use.

Councillor Cooper asked Mr. Crooks if the operation on those
adjacent properties considered part of the commercial operation.

Mr. Crooks said that it would be.

Councillor Cooper said yet the development agreement only applies
to one property.

Mr. Crooks said the development agreement is based on the property
which is set out in the schedule but would apply to the operation
to the extent that the agreement specifically contemplates that it
extended beyond the boundaries of that property.

Councillor Cooper asked if it would be possible to have two sets of
criteria. He asked if it is arguable that this only applies to the
one property. He said he has difficulty in saying that council is
approving a development agreement for one property yet it is being
applied to another property which isn't outlined in the bounds of
this particular document.

Mr. Crooks said the activity which is contemplated and covered by
this agreement includes any activities on trails which are off the
property to which this specifically applies and in his view would
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be equally enforceable to activities whether carried on on the
property or on trails which the agreement envisages that the rides
are going to be conducted off the property.

Councillor Cooper asked if there was a process whereby adjacent
property owners realize what effects could come from this
particular agreement if they give permission.

Mr. Crooks said public notice has been given in accordance with the
act of the provisions of this agreement and these provisions have
been available for inspection by all who might reasonably judge
that they might be affected by it. He said the provision is there
to be seen and the requirement is included that a letter of
permission, satisfactory in form to the development officer, be
provided. He said the extension of the trail beyond the property,
which is specifically addressed under this agreement, could only be
done if permission were obtained and in a form satisfactory to the
development officer.

Councillor Cooper asked what requirements are listed in this
agreement for the development officer to apply to those exterior
properties.

Mr. Crooks said there are none specifically with the exception that
there is a requirement under 4.9 to the effect that prior to
developing any trails a sketch plan shall be provided which
illustrates the appropriate location of trails in relation to
property boundaries. He said that he would have thought that one
of the requirements the development officer would impose would be
a requirement to be provided with a sketch in respect of any trails
that would extend beyond the property similar to the requirement to
have a sketch of the trail on the property.

Councillor Cooper said it does not say internal and external
boundaries.

Mr. Crooks said, in his opinion, 4.9 would clearly apply to all
trails that are on or off the property because the agreement
specifically provides for the establishment of trails both on and
off the property. He said the language, in his opinion, is
sufficiently general to impose that requirement with respect to any
and all trails operated from the base of operation which is covered
by the agreement.

Councillor Cooper asked if the property owners of the adjacent
properties where trails might be located be permitted any
alterations that would aid and abet this particular commercial
operation. He asked if there were extensive trails on adjacent
properties could there be additional development take place which
would be conducive to this operation without them coming to the
municipality for permission. If someone wanted to put in a canteen
half way along the trail could they do this.
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Mr. Crooks said there was nothing in this agreement that would
authorize the establishment of any structures or the carrying on of
any uses on those properties that are not provided for as a right
under the land use by-law that applies to those properties with the
exception that the uses contemplated by this agreement can extend,
by way of a trail, on those properties.

Councillor Merrigan asked if the property can have cattle on it as
it stands now.

Mr. O'Carroll said it can have agricultural uses.

Councillor Merrigan asked how this agricultural use differs and
requires a development agreement.

Mr. O'Carroll said this is because a trail ride is defined as a
commercial recreation use in the plan. He said it has been
determined by the development officer that a trail ride, even one
of twelve horses, is a commercial recreation use and not an
agricultural use.

Councillor Merrigan asked if plan said this or the development
officer say this.

Mr. O'Carroll said the plan does not specifically talk about trail
rides but in the definitions of the land use by-law then this would
be a reasonable interpretation.

Councillor Merrigan asked if the horses are allowed on the roads.

Mr. O'Carroll said there was no proposal for the horses to go on
the road but there is a proposal for horses to go quite a distance
back going over other peoples property and it was felt that it was
reasonable for this information to be available to everybody.

Councillor Taylor asked if there were similar types of trail ride
operations in Halifax County.

Mr. O'Carroll said there is one in Loon Lake.
Councillor Taylor asked if there were any concerns.

Mr. O'Carroll said that the only person who had expressed concerns
was Mr. Hilton who had written to the Planning Advisory Committee.
He said Mr. Hilton had also written a letter on behalf of a Mr.
Raymond Smith expressing concern. He said the concerns were
discussed with Mr. Hatfield.

Councillor Taylor asked if the applicant had given any
consideration to checking if he could do this under the right to
farm legislation where it is zoned mixed use.
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Mr. O'Carroll said they had talked in general terms about this
aspect of traditional farming use and whether or not a trail ride
was this type of use but the person who issues the development
permit is the person who is saying "this is a commercial recreation
use and I am not going to issue a permit for it unless there is a
development agreement attached to it".

Mr. Paul Morgan said a development agreement is required because
under the land use by-laws there are definitions for the various
types of uses and there is a definition for agricultural and
commercial recreation use. Commercial recreation use means use of
building or lot solely for commercial recreation or sport purposes
such as animal and vehicle race tracks, rifle ranges, marinas,
golf. As far as agricultural uses it refers to the use of land for
the breeding and handling of animals. He said if there was not a
definition for commercial recreation use the development officers
interpretation would be that this would be something normally
associated with an agricultural use and would, therefore, issue the
permit. Because there was this definition, the commercial
recreation use requires a development agreement and the officer
felt she could not issue the permit and subsequently the applicant
entered into this agreement.

SPEAKERS IN FAVOUR

Mr. Vernon Kynock spoke in favour of the application. He said he
lived approximately a half mile from the proposed site. He said
the Mr. Hatfield has repaired the buildings and barns. He said he
feels it is good for the community as a whole as it will provide a
badly needed form of recreation for different age groups. He feels
it will be an attraction for the nearby campground. He urged
council to approve the application. He said he was also at council
as a representative of the First Baptist Church, Hammonds Plains
and he said the church members, trustees and deacons have no
concerns. He said they have been assured, by Mr. Hatfield, that if
it interfered with their 11 a.m. church service he would not open
until noon.

QUESTIONS FROM COUNCIL

No questions from council.

Mr. Bob Stronach, 1836 Hammonds Plains Road, said he would be
adjacent to the new entrance. He said his only concerns are very
minor ones. He said the major concern would be with regards to
noise problems on Sunday mornings and traffic. He said the road is
extremely difficult to get out to at any time and he said there is
also a provision for a sign. He said he would like the sign to be
small enough as to not cause any traffic problems. He said other
than that he is in total agreement with this proposal and he feels
this is one of the finest things that can be done in this area. He
said his only concern would be traffic but otherwise he feels it is
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a fine proposal.

QUESTIONS FROM COUNCIL

Councillor Sutherland asked on what side of the access would his
house be located.

Mr. Stronach said his house would be one of the four next to the
proposal.

Mayor Lichter asked Mr. Stronach if he had taken a look at the
development agreement. He said section 4.8 speaks about the free

standing sign and asked if Mr. Stronach had any difficulty with the
size.

Mr. Stronach said he had no difficulty.

SPEAKERS IN OPPOSITION

Mr. Chris Hilton, 1820 Hammonds Plains Road spoke in opposition. He
said he also owns the property at 1814 Hammonds Plains Road. He
said the right of way is between these two properties. He said he
is not against the agreement but has some major concerns. He said
he found the hours of operation excessive. He objected to them
being until 10 p.m. each day as well as the starting time of 8 a.m.
on Sunday. He said there is quite a bit of traffic going through
the right of way.

He made reference to An Act Respecting Fences with regards to
fencing. He said there is no actual setback but he showed pictures
where his fence is. He said his fence was in place prior to the
paddock fence being put in place. He said there is some damage to
his fence which he intends to repair and as a result of the
location of the paddock fence the horses nudge their heads on his
fence which results in damage.

He made reference to page 6, figure 1 of the map. He said the
paddock goes up along his fence. He said the present manure pile
is approximately 125 feet from his boundary line. He said he has
concerns because in the summer the applicant has had three or four
horses there which resulted in a manure smell on his property. He
said this takes away from his enjoyment of his property.

He said he feels this operation will hurt the real estate value of
his property. He said he works in real estate and he said that
other agents said it will hurt the value of his property. He said
he has concerns with both appreciation or depreciation of his
property value. He said he has not found the right of way existing
in any deeds. He said he pays taxes on the right of way and as a
result considers it his property. He said he has put signs up
because he feels the traffic through the right of way flows at an
excessive speed. He said he has a garden at 1814 Hammonds Plains
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Road that is used by approximately three families and it had been
trampled by horses on a previous occasion. He said he is concerned
whether or not the fences will be able to contain the horses.

He referred to documentation from the Department of the Environment
with regards to wells, dug wells, setbacks etc. He said he has a
dug well at 1814 Hammonds Plains Road and on 1820 he has a drilled
well. He said there are approximately 80 to 90 feet away from the
paddock area and 175 feet away from the present manure pile. He
asked when it will be changed to 300 feet from any water.

He said he is concerned about the odour from the manure. He
referred to page 59 of the MPS with regards to livestock
operations. He said it states there are community concerns with
respect to 1livestock operations relating primarily to health
hazards and problems of smell. He referenced page 105 of the MPS.
He said there is nothing mentioned in the development agreement
with regards to fencing. He referenced page 126, Section 3 of
Bl121. He said when he purchased his property there were no horses
on the property behind him.

He said under the page 6 of the By-laws, section 224 says existing
meaning in existence on the effective date of the by-law.

Mayor Lichter asked Mr. Hill if the barn was present at the time he
purchased his property.

Mr. Hillton confirmed that it was. He said he had inquired before
purchasing the property and at that time there were no horses on
the property.

He referenced page 9, section 245. He said this once again
referred to odour which would result from the manure pile. He said
he would like his deed to say there is an easement over his

property. He referenced section 41 of the by-law. He feels the
horses pose a danger to his children. He said he would like to
have no horses be allowed to be ridden across his property. He

said he has no problem with them being walked over the property.
He referenced section 490 regarding existing uses and non
conforming uses. He wondered if there was any recourse open to him
with regards to the damage the horses will possibly do to his
fencing. He said the horses have gotten onto his property and have
done damage. He said he is concerned about the safety of his
children with regards to both the horses and traffic. He said he
has put up a gate and will use it as a deterrent so that traffic
will have to stop in order for the gate to be opened for a vehicle
to proceed.

QUESTIONS FROM COUNCIL

Councillor Harvey said a number of the matters raised by the
speaker are handled in the development agreement in terms of
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location of the manure pile and the matter with regards to right of
passage over the properties is not relevant to this commercial
operation because the access will be from an access at another
location. He said the present access is for use by the applicant.
He the problem of the paddock fence could be solved by the
applicant moving it back as a gesture of good will. He asked Mr.
Hilton if he was aware, when he purchased his property, what the
zoning and uses were of the property behind him.

Mr. Hilton said he was not.

Councillor Harvey said the property behind Mr. Hilton has a number
of agricultural uses permitted by right. He asked how these uses
that could be put in there by right would affect his property. He
said it seems to him that this is close to agricultural use and at
the low end of the scale for recreational use.

Councillor Brill said he there are two properties that have horses
in his district and there have been no problems.

Councillor Peters asked for clarification on the use of one of the
buildings in the pictures circulated. She asked how long it had
been in existence.

Mr. Hilton said it was a tool shed which had been in existence for
approximately 100 years.

Councillor Rankin asked if he had expressed his concerns and come
forward to staff and the owner with what he may have considered
reasonable remedies. He asked if the concerns with regards to the
fence and hours of operation were addressed would that alleviate
some of his concerns.

Mr. Hilton said this would.

Mayor Lichter asked if all the concerns expressed relate to the
last four years.

Mr. Hilton said yes.

Mayor Lichter asked Mr. Hilton if he realized that during that
period of time the horses were there legally.

Mr. Hilton said yes.

Mayor Lichter said that if council decides to reject the
development agreement then everything stays the same as it was for
the last four years. He asked Mr. Hilton if this would make him

happy.

Mr. Hilton said no because he does not want the development
agreement to be rejected. He said he was not against the
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development agreement but he had some concerns about the fencing,
manure pile, hours of operation and his driveway.

Mayor Lichter said the development agreement has put a number of
controls on the individual running this operation and has brought
out a number of remedies the municipality can undertake.

SUMMARY BY APPLICANT

Mr. Brian Hatfield, 1821 Hammonds Plains Road. He said this has
been a family farm. He said there will be all new fences put up.
He said he has purchased the materials for the fencing. He said he
will be blocking off the right of way and putting a gate across.
He said he will be providing keys to the people who will be using
the right of way. He said when the horses had gotten into Mr.
Hilton's garden his grandfather had offered to replace any plants
destroyed with two new ones. He said he has discussed the problem
of the manure pile with his neighbours and nobody else seems to
have a problem. He said the new road and all the fencing will be
done before he opens for business in June.

It was moved by Councillor Giffin, seconded by Councillor Taylor:

"THAT THE DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT TO ALLOW FOR A COMMERCIAL
TRAIL RIDE FACILITY ON THE LANDS OF VIDA DOUCET, AS
PRESENTED IN APPENDIX "B" OF THE STAFF REPORT TO
MUNICIPAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE, DATED FEBRUARY 15,
1993, BE APPROVED EXCEPT THAT CLAUSE (C) OF SECTION 7.2
BE REVISED SO THAT REFERENCE TO SECTION 4.1 BE CHANGED TO
SECTION 4.2"

Councillor Giffin said one thing that is being overlooked is that
the road is going in back of these four homes and to the barn area.
He said this is a great fire safety thing which will now enhance
fire protection for those four homes and the barns. He said if
there is any expansion of the property then the compliance of this
agreement moves that manure pile.

Councillor Cooper asked in relation to part 7, under 7.2 (b) could
the solicitor give an overview how that relationship applies to 4,
5 and 6 under 4.1. He said it is his interpretation that in
applying 7.2 (b) everything permitted under parts 4, 5, and 6 would
come under a resolution of council. He said it seems to imply that
all new barns could be developed without going to a public hearing.
He said also all new parking areas as well as new structures.

Paul Morgan said that in section 7.2 clause (b) the reference made
to section 4.1 is in error. It should be section 4.2. What is
intended to mean is that the site layout will be as shown on
Appendix "B" referenced in the agreement. If the applicant wanted
to construct a new barn or relocate it, this would require
authorization of council by minor amendment. He said there was
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also a requirement in this that there would be
property owners within 500 feet of the site.

MOTION CARRIED

ADJOURNMENT

It was moved by Councillor Fralick:

"THAT THE MEETING BE ADJOURNED"

MOTION CARRIED

APRIL 19, 1993

notification to




MINUTES & REPORTS
OF THE
SECOND YEAR MEETINGS
OF THE
FORTY-FOURTH COUNCIL
OF
HALIFAX COUNTY MUNICIPALITY
MAY -COUNCIL SESSION
TUESDAY, MAY 4 & 18, 1993
&
PUBLIC HEARING

MAY 10, 1993



| s
C: 993
. A. Armbro Lane - Colby V111age PR GV AER BT E R 3 5 R e e 10
Area Rates . . . e SR R AR BUE ETE R fhattn w e o o« 30
. A.J. Smeltzer School T ) % 3 BRBAEYE. S F o 3 Arue a ow a0 o 05T
B. Budlding By=TaW.' : .6 i & 3 5 % 52005 e 8 o w o w wme % te o b
Barkhouse Settlement . . . . . . . . . + v v e w e e 17
l BOY Scoubts of Canada '. ... « ‘s w5 a ol o e sl e e 2? 28
Boakts onl WAaLerCOMEBEE v o w'wide = & 6 o0 5 e el % o oo adle el . 28
Borrowing ‘Resolution . + « n o e v 0w oa e e ter w el e ow 29=30
' C. Cherry Brook/wWestphal "Services i « i w fufl s w=it o w an & s =8
Canada Post . . . - irars T TR g 16 & 41-42
Committees and Boards Re organlzatlon PRURE T ORI L s | S e o |
l Cole Harbour Place Board . . . Sy sata e wow e T AR IR 3B
Central Water Service Extens:.ons PR Lt Rl e R TS TR P < R i S iy
CIDESWALKE ~ DIESPPicE R0 el ML ia v v S0 e R, CUPHE B 0]
l D. DEFERBRENR FRERWS UF o il s SR o B Pl et e e, et NS s T ESG
DASC I EnAUSETIen . AihE . "o a0 b o SaET o ad m fe s BT R AN PR
i -
F.
l G. Grants . S R R T iRt T P B = S R TS ol - "B
Goodwood SChool I Tl TR S -G s e, ALl T T, B e e S St R o
I GRANEVRONT Lot O A R e R W a8 w0 mitasalels T a0
H. Heritage Advisory ConmitEee Tepartiv tw v o s & %5 o 6w aiie-t9
Herring Cove Flre Department e i W ol o ais "s o9 wow %o 21
l Halifds Harbour Cleanup/corporation « =« whel w « o 5 2V o s 25
Halifax County Industrial Commigsion . . . . % . o s o« % 38 39
' L
J.
' K. RIBGEWOOA DIV ot b 5 o v e e R o T a3 e
L. Letters and Correspondence . . . . . + v « « « « &« + 2=3 & 21-27
. B raryv-Panaimgs oo & ¥ o allim e e me et w n i | ve el e e T, e 2T
M. Motion - Appointment of Recording Secretary . . . . . 1 & 20
Motion - - Apbroval of Miautee . « < . % v w v w s Bk e 1.8 20
I Motion - Minor Variance Appeal SR e e o 2 &3 T=35
Motion - Letters & Correspondence . . . . . . . 2=3 & 21-27
Motion = FHi1Ee A'Student Weekiv. ..« s o v & > m i 6 w0 & 8 D
Motion - Canada's Fitweek . SR ] R R e el g e
. Motion - Date for Public Hearlngs B TR sy el tEe N g A 3




Motion
Motion
Motion
Motion
Motion
Motion
Motion
Motion
Motion
Motion
Motion
Motion
Motion
Motion
Motion
Motion
Motion
Motion
Motion
Motion
Motion
Motion
Motion
Motion
Motion
Motion
Motion
Motion
Motion
Motion
Motion
Motion
Motion
Motion
Motion
Motion
Motion
Motion
Motion
Motion
Motion
Motion
Motion
Motion
Motion
Motion
Motion
Motion
Motion
Motion
Motion
Motion
Motion
Motion

Dartmouth Ferry

Grants

Super and M1n1 Postal Sltes
Maplewood Subd., Land exchange
River Line Activity Centre

Cherry Brook/Westphal Services
Pension Contribution Holiday

PCB Destruction Program

Heritage Advisory Committee

Police Committee Report

Weed Inspector . .
Committee of the whole meeting
Armbro Lane, Colby Village SV
Sidewalk, Cavalier Drive, Sackville

Committees and Boards Re-organization

Building By-law

Mobile Home Park By- law

Public Hearing times . .
Kingswood Drive

Canada Post . .

Sunnylea Road, welllngton
Barkhouse Settlement

School Supervision

Public Housing

Adjournments . ., .

Herring Cove Fire Department
Municipal Grants .

Halifax Habour Cleanup Corporatlon
Library Funding

National Nelghbourhood Party Day
Nova Scotia Utility and Review Board
Boy ScOutE>®E Cansada v o . e Lk
Boats on Watercourses

Waverley Recycling

St. Margaret's Arena

Goodwood School . . . .
Borrowing Resolutions

Ocean View Manor By-law

Rehab Centre By-law

Cole Harbour Place Board

DASC Industries .

Set Aside Review Commlttee

Area Rates

Nominating Commlttee Report
Central Water Service Extension
Rodent Problems

Bankers & Signing offlcers

Halifax County Industrial Comm1351on

Sidewalks, Beaver Bank
Unsightly Premises . . . .
Oldfield school

Grant Road . . . . .

Woodens River Road

0ld Harvey Road . . . .

6 & 29

8~

~J
I
OO 000D -JoO

9 10
10

10

e 10
10=11

11-14 & 30-31

v el
14-16

16
TR
16 & 41-42
17

R 7
17-18
18-19

19 & 43
21

25

23

27

27

. i ol
27-28

28

o e
28-29

o ie B9
29=30

35

36

36

P o 6
i w88
37

37

R 7
37-38

. e DO
38-39

39

v w39
39-40
40

. . 40
40-41



+

= <SG

Motion - A. J. Smeltzer School .
Motion - Crosswalk, District #6
Motion - Incamera Item
Nominating Committee Report . . .

Ocean View Manor By-law w (el
0ldfield Schonl . v « « & o oifa Bdd
Ol@ Harvey Road . & » o w0 » 4 swiost

Public Hearings - Dates . . . . .
Pension Contribtuion Holiday

PCB Destruction Program

Police Committee Report

Public Hearings - Times

Public Housing

River Line Activity Centre
Rehab Centre By-Law
Rodent Problems

Super and Mini Postal Sites
Sidewalk, Cavalier Drive Sackv1lle
Sunnylea Road, Wellington

School Supervision

St. Margaret's Bay Arena

Set Aside Review Committee . 3
Sidewalk, Beaver Bank . . . . . .

Unsightly Dremises . ..o % o o 5 %

Weed Inspector . i
Waverley Recycling . . . . .
Woodens River Rocad . . . . .

42 43

39 40

18 19

3? 38
L0-11

17 18

41
41
37
35

40-41

8-9
9-10
16

36

17

28~29
36
39

39

10
28
40



COUNCIL SESSION

May 4, 1993

PRESENT WERE: Mayor Lichter
Councillor Meade
Councillor Rankin
Councillor Fralick
Councillor Holland
Councillor Ball
Councillor Deveaux
Councillor Bates
Councillor Adams
Councillor Randall
Councillor Smiley
Councillor Taylor
Councillor Peters
Councillor Merrigan
Councillor Brill
Councillor Giffin
Councillor Harvey
Councillor Sutherland
Deputy Mayor Richards
Councillor McInroy
Councillor Cooper

ALSO PRESENT: G. J. Kelly, Municipal Clerk
K. R. Meech, Chief Administrative Officer
Fred Crooks, Municipal Solicitor

The meeting was called to order at 6:00 p.m. with the Lord's
Prayer. Mr. Kelly called roll.

APPOINTMENT OF RECORDING SECRETARY

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

"THAT JULIA HORNCASTLE BE APPOINTED AS RECORDING
SECRETARY"

MOTION CARRIED

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

It was moved by Councillor Brill, seconded by Councillor Meade:

"THAT THE MINUTES OF THE MARCH 16, 1993 COUNCIL SESSION
BE APPROVED"

MOTION CARRIED

PRESENTATION TO FIRST SHEET HARBOUR GIRL GUIDES BY COUNCILLOR
SMILEY
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Councillor Smiley welcomed the guides to council chambers and
presented them with county pins as well as their Citizenship
badges.

DATE FOR MINOR VARIANCE APPEAL

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

"THAT MINOR VARIANCE APPEAL NO. MVC-04-93-06 BE SET FOR
THE MAY 18, 1993 COUNCIL SESSION"

MOTION CARRIED

LETTERS AND CORRESPONDENCE

1. Mr. Kelly outlined a letter from Warden Gary Cochrane,
Municipality of the District of West Hants with respect to a motion
passed by his council with respect to casinos in Nova Scotia.

It was moved by Councillor Sutherland, seconded by Councillor
Fralick:

"THAT THE LETTER BE RECEIVED"

MOTION CARRIED

2 Mr. Kelly outlined a letter from Canada Employment Centre for
Students requesting that the municipality declare May 31st to June
5th as "Hire a Student Week".

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

"THAT THE LETTER BE RECEIVED AND THAT HALIFAX COUNTY
DECLARE MAY 31ST TO JUNE 5TH AS "HIRE A STUDENT WEEK"

MOTION CARRIED

o Mr. Kelly outlined a letter from Roger Duval, Chair, Canada's
Fitweek Executive Committee requesting council proclaim May 28th to
June 6th as Canada's Fitweek.

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

"THAT THE LETTER BE RECEIVED AND THAT HALIFAX COUNTY
PROCLAIM MAY 28TH TO JUNE 6TH AS CANADA'S FITWEEK"

MOTION CARRIED

Mayor Lichter informed council the Recreation Department was
working on activities in relation to this.
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SUPPLEMENTARY LETTERS AND CORRESPONDENCE

1. Mr. Kelly outlined a progress report from Paul Calda, HHCI.
It was moved by Councillor Harvey, seconded by Councillor Adams:
"THAT THE LETTER BE RECEIVED"

MOTION CARRIED

2% Mr. Kelly outlined a letter from Carol Morrison with respect
to the amendment to by-law 29 - the Mobile Home Park By-law.

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

"THAT THE LETTER BE RECEIVED"

MOTION CARRIED

3 Mr. Kelly outlined a letter from Mr. and Mrs. Wood with
respect to the condition of The 0ld Camp Road, Lake Echo.

It was moved by Councillor Adams, seconded by Councillor Giffin:
"THAT THE LETTER BE RECEIVED"

MOTION CARRIED

PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE REPORT

T File No.'s CH/W-01-93 and SB-01-93 - Application by Oknah
Realty Limited

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

"THAT THE PUBLIC HEARING BE HELD JUNE 7, 1993 AT 6:00
PUMI'I

Councillor Giffin said he wants decent clean water for the
residents in the Lucasville Road. He said when the lines were
extended up to Kingswood he had felt that this would be looped down
to the Lucasville Road and continue to Sackville. He said there is
now a moratorium on water extensions and he feels this is unfair.
He said extensions have been brought into other areas of the
county. He said the water crosses over the property of the
residents on the Lucasville Road and they have not been able to
access it and they feel they have been badly treated. He said he
is asking that the water be continued down to serve the people of
Lucasville.

MOTION CARRIED







