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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 nmde 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 1? 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 
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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. 0'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. 0'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




