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residents suggested that something similar to what the Chaissons
were proposing would be good for the community. He said their
concerns were with ones that were going to be a nuisance by
virtue of noise, dust, etc. This was drafted as a result of that
to suggest that in the future if anyone come forward and council
was not convinced that it wasn't going to cause problems of this
nature then they could turn it down and it would be consistent
with the policies to do that.

Deputy Mayor Bates asked how far away were other industrial parks
from this.

Councillor Peters said to get to AeroTech Park you have to go
down to Fall River and come back up on the 102 or alternatively
go up Enfield exits and back track to Aerotech from there. She
said there is no direct route, approximately 21 miles.

SPEAKERS IN FAVOUR

Darrel Chaisson, Wellington, spoke in favour of the application.
He said he is founder and president of Ocean Case Company Limited
which manufactures a shipping cases. The company was started in
1980. He said they presently occupy 2,500 square feet of rented
space on Windmill Road in Dartmouth which has become to small for
their use. He said they are now an international company with
agents worldwide which was accomplished through hard work and
dedication and taking a lot of risks. He said they have agents
in the middle east and the far east. He said to accommodate
their growth they would like to purchase and set up shop on the
lot on the corner of Burrows Drive and Highway No. 2 in
Wellington. He said the lot is zoned C2 which allows for a
number of uses but does not include their type of operation. The
types of businesses that are allowable, in his opinion, could be
far more objectionable and disruptive than their company. He
said the operation runs from nine am to five pm. He said they do
not generate or use an hazardous materials. He said they do not
generate any amount of traffic because they are not a retail
operation. He said the materials are cut with high speed saws
thus eliminating excessive noise. Garbage is kept to a minimum
and materials are recycled as much as possible which eliminates
the need to have outside storage for any waste materials. The C2
zone, although restricting the size of the operation to 10,000
square feet, does not have any particular restrictions as to the
style or type of construction of the building. He said an
unpainted galvanized domed building would meet the criteria for
C2 zoning.

He said Ocean Case Company is willing to enter into a development
agreement with the county for their proposed building. The
building would give their company the opportunity to expand for
the foreseeable future. The development agreement would protect
the community with respect to the type of building, landscaping,
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road access, etc. He said a taxi business or a pizza shop or a
24 hour convenience store or restaurant would be free from such
restrictions. He said they accumulated a vast amount of business
knowledge over the past fourteen years. He said the company
participates with various schools and institutions in the metro
area. He said they are involved in the job shadowing program.

He said third year university computer students come to the
business on a yearly basis to expand their knowledge of computer
programs in the workplace. He said any employment opportunities
that would become available would be open to residents of the
local area. He said as the company deals with high technology
products and companies world wide the jobs created would be both
interesting and motivating. He said he would ask council to give
them the opportunity to expand the business and become a positive
asset in the Wellington community by entering into a development
agreement.

Councillor Peters asked Mr. Chaisson to explain to council the

types of glues used and why there are no fumes because some of

the concerns expressed in letters is truck traffic and emission
of fumes.

Mr. Chaisson showed a sample of the manufactured product to
council. He said the cases are custom manufactured for
electronic equipment. He said there is ABS plastic outside, a
wood core underneath. The cases are put together by cutting the
pieces the proper size to fit in the frame. The interiors of the
boxes are fitted with polyethylene foam. He said as a result of
todays health restrictions the lining of the cases does not have
any hazardous materials. He said the foam is attached to the
cases with hot melted adhesive. He said the materials they use
such as the aluminum is recycled and there is nothing that goes
outside. He said they would not have any type of dust collection
system outside. He said the materials are so thin that there is
very little in the way of dust to begin with. He showed council
picture of the proposed building. He said the building would be
50 feet by 80 feet.

Councillor Sutherland asked if there was any special ventilation
required.

Mr. Chaisson said there was not. He said most of the operation
is cutting, drilling, riveting by air tools. He said they do
not apply heat to anything that would give off any fumes. He
said this is not a moulding process.

Joyce Benvie, Kendlemark Subdivision, spoke in favour of the
application. She said she is also a small business owner and
feels that this business is not a hazard to health and it is not
going to increase the traffic in the area. She said it is a very
viable business to support and to make that area of district 14
grow and be more prosperous. She said small commercial
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businesses are needed in the province and the area. She said a
business can go in there that would increase traffic and thus
pose a danger to the citizens but the Chaissons proposal does not

do that.

Ken Burrows, Kendlemark Estates, spoke in favour of the
application. He said the Chaissons are proposing to erect a
building the size of a house. He said there are trees separating
where the building is going to be from the road. He said it will
be good for the neighbourhood in providing jobs. He said he does
not feel this will detract from his property and he is in favour
of the application.

Mr. Day, Kendlemark Estates, spoke in favour of the application.
He said he would like to give his support to this proposal. He
said he feels it is a good alternative for development on this
site especially if it is done under a development agreement which
would define the use of the site and protect against any
environmental or noise concerns. He said he feels it is a better
alternative than many of the proposed uses that are available
under the C2 zoning.

Councillor Peters said she had received a call from Mr. Ralph
Brimicombe in favour of the application.

SPEAKERS IN OPPOSITION

Brandon Spragg, Wellington, spoke in opposition to the
application. He said he has received over 80 names in opposition
to the proposed site. He said many people feel that an
industrial building belongs in an industrial park and not in a
community centre where there are such things as school bus zoning
for the children. He said he feels there will be a drop in
property values. He said he is not in favour of looking out his
windows and seeing a building of this nature. He said he is
against it. He said people believe buildings like this should be
in industrial parks. He said what would happen later on if this
business expands and the traffic flow increases. He said it is
right on the corner near where the children get on the school
bus. He said another concern is the noise created by the drill
presses.

Councillor Giffin asked Mr. Spragg if he realized that it is a
commercial lot and there is the possibility of a pizza store,
etc. which would probably generate a lot more traffic. Mr.
Spragg said he was aware of this.

Councillor Boutilier said that under the C2 zone it will be
developed and he said looking at this proposal it could be
questioned if it is any better or worse than a food operation
which is open all hours of the night. He said it seems to him
that it appears to be a neat tidy package that could fit into a
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community without having adverse effects. He said Mr. Spragg had
indicated that the property value would deteriorate. He asked
Mr. Spragg if this was a fact or an opinion.

Mr. Spragg said he has spoken with one real estate agent who told
him it would make it harder for him to sell his home or any of
the homes that happen to be around that area.

Councillor Boutilier said that he has found over the years, with
petitions, is that people will sign it not knowing the facts. He
said there are not 80 home owners present at the meeting who
would be in opposition.

Mr. Spragg said this could be due to the fact that it hasn't been
very well known. He said a lot of the people he talked to did
not know that there was a meeting on Mothers Day. He said there
was not a lot of talk of a meeting taking place. He said when
talking with the people he took information about what is allowed
to go into the site. He said there are presently two convenience
stores on the street, five gas stations, a bank, dental office,
vet. He said there is presently almost one of all the things
allowed except for a funeral home, greenhouse or taxi stand.

Councillor Deveaux said Mr. Spragg had indicated that he felt
that these type of industries should be in industrial parks. He
said in large industrial parks small businesses like have had to
fold because they could not afford the rent they have to pay. He
said concern was also expressed with regards to expansion. He
asked if Mr. Spragg was aware that in order to do any expanding
the gentleman would have to come back to another public hearing.

Mr. Spragg said he was aware of this. He said what he meant by
expanding business was with regards to increase of traffic flow
or the increase of shipments coming in. He said it was mentioned
that there would be three to five shipments coming in in five ton
trucks. He said it had been indicated by councillor Peters that
they would be the size of milk trucks.

Councillor Deveaux asked if this was every day. Mr. Spragg said
it was three to five a week to start.

Councillor Deveaux said if a pizza parlour was built there would
be a lot more traffic. Mr. Spragg said there are presently two
pizza places in the area and the traffic there is not as
noticeable as a truck going. He said another concern is how is
this building going to be located. He said he would like to know
if is going to come off the highway or is it going to be going up
into Kendlemark to get to the site. He said there is a school
bus stop right on the corner.

Councillor Deveaux said that would be a part of the development
agreement. He asked another question would be what are they
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offering and according to Mr. Chaisson they have jobs to offer.

Mr. Spragg said he thinks it is a good idea but it should stay
where industrial businesses are already located.

Councillor Peters said she wanted to confirm that the
documentation she gave to Mr. Spragg on May 8th was shown to the
people when he passed around the petition. He confirmed that he
did.

Councillor Peters said she wanted to clarify that the notices for
the public participation were in both papers and posted and sent
around. She said the notices for this meeting were in the paper
as well. She said she sent out 300 flyers advising that because
of the low participation in the public participation committee
meeting, she had another meeting to advise as many residents as
possible. She said she had to do it in a two week time frame
which left the 8th of May in order to have it a week before the
16th. She said she has done everything to advise as many people
as possible of what is being proposed.

Mr. Spragg said had spoken to eighty people and is not aware of
the number of residents in the area. He said if the eighty
people he talked to weren't aware of it or at the last minute
found out about it they felt that it was being slipped in.

Councillor Peters said she sent out 300 flyers to each and every
home in the area.

Bill Place, Kendlemark Subdivision, spoke in opposition to the
application. He said he obtained some of the names on the
petition and the people asked questions and made an informed
decision. He said the subdivision is not large and this would
probably be the majority of the home owners in the subdivision.
He said a manufacturing plant belongs in industrial parks or
commercial settings. He said when he moved to Kendlemark
Estates he was given a set of covenants. He read one of the
covenants. He said the lot in question is two lots away from
his. He said he believes this development is going to affect his
property in that he will be looking upon a manufacturing plant.
He said it is a small lot and they may have to cut down most of
the trees to get the parking lot and the building on the lot. He
said this property is on the main entrance to Kendlemark Estates
subdivision. He said he feels it is an important part of the
subdivision in that when you drive into it this is the first
thing you see and it set the atmosphere for the subdivision. He
feels that atmosphere is going to suffer some damage as a result
of a wooded lot being cleared for a manufacturing facility. He
said he feels it is not only going to impact on him but also on
other property values within Kendlemark and perhaps even the
assessed values.
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He said everyone is concerned about future uses. He said once
there is a manufacturing building there if this company goes bust
or if they decide to move that building is still going to be
there. He said there is presently a building on the main road
adjacent to the Wellington supermarket which is an abandoned
manufacturing building. He said he feels the property should
never have been zoned C2 in that it is in the subdivision. He
said he assumed it had all the same building restrictions as all
the other properties within the subdivision. He said this was
his understanding when he bought his property. He said he feels
it should respect the same building restrictions and be zoned
residential. He said the first meeting was advertised in the
paper but was not seen by many people. He said there was a
subsequent meeting held on mothers day and most people are not
available. He said presently most of the people of the
subdivision are aware of this situation and they signed the
petition against it. He said there are a number of letters on
file. He said he would ask councils support in rejecting this
application.

Councillor Peters thanked Mr. Place for being at the meeting.
She said at the public meeting on the 8th of May in the
Wellington Fire Hall she informed the members of the community
that were there that she would have consideration for a petition
that was signed which did have weight. She said her concern,
when speaking with Mr. Spragg, was the fact that she wanted to
make sure that he and Mr. Place had explained to the residents
that it is an existing C2 and what can go in there and what this
proposal will do with restrictions. She said if Mr. Place has
advised that then she is comfortable with the fact that the
petition has merit.

Councillor Brill asked Mr. Place how many people live in the
immediate area and would it be fair to say that most or all of
the people received a flyer.

Councillor Peters said flyers were distributed to the residents
from Sunnylea Road down.

Mr. Place said he would say approximately 90% of the people
signed the petition.

Councillor Deveaux asked if the C2 lot was a part of the
subdivision and did anyone know how it came to be that this lot
was zoned C2.

Mr. Place said it is his understanding that prior to 1988 there
was no zoning on the property.

Councillor Deveaux asked Mr. Morgan if he knew when the zoning
was put in place. Mr. Morgan said he was not certain how this
had come about. He said the land across the street is also zoned
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c2.

Councillor Deveaux asked how far away is the closest house to
this proposed building. Mr. Place said it is approximately 50
feet.

Councillor Sutherland asked what is the legal status with regards
to the covenants in a subdivision agreement.

Mr. Crooks said it would be difficult to give an opinion with
respect to the validity of any particular building scheme. He
said there are certain requirements of law in order to make those
covenants enforceable. He said it is clear that the taking and
enforcement of those covenants is a matter of private law and
private right as between and among property owners. They are
separate and distinct from the land use regulations and controls
that are applied to the property pursuant to the planning act and
the municipal planning strategy. He said the issues are quite
distinct in legal terms.

Maryanne LePoint, 10 Burrows Drive, Kendlemark, spoke in
opposition to the application. She said when she purchased her
lot she asked Mr. Burrows what the zoning was on the property in
question. She was informed that it was residential and the
covenants they received were that same for that parcel of land.
She said they bought thinking it would be a nice residential
area. She said she did not realize the property was zoned
commercial until a for sale sign went up on the property. She
said she called Mr. Burrows and he informed her that there had
been a notice in the paper but she had not been aware of it. She
said she does not agree with it being zoned C2 and she would like
to see it zoned residential where it is technically a part of
Kendlemark Estates. She said she does not want to see a
manufacturing industry go in there. She said a large number of
the children in the area have a high rate of asthma and are
sensitive to a slight amount of fumes. She said she is concerned
with where the entrance will be. She said there is presently a
guard rail on the No. 2 highway in front of this property as a
result of accidents. She said if the entrance is going to be off
the No. 2 this is a bad corner and may cause other accidents.

She said they may have to enter of Burrows Drive which is the
main entrance into the subdivision. She said there are mailboxes
and this could cause a problem. She said there is a bus stop.
She said one of the stipulation on the covenants for the
subdivision said that as many trees as possible should be left.
She said most of the lots out there are lots and have trees. She
said she is concerned where the building would sit and where its
sewage system would be. The proper is lower than the highway and
fill would have to be trucked in and she is concerned that she
may have water problems with runoff. She said she is also
concerned that there may be times when there is work taking place
in the evenings. She is concerned with the possibility of
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outside lighting that might be on during the evenings while her
children are trying to sleep. She is concerned that there might
be excessive noise while her children are trying to sleep. She
said her property would overlook the back of the building.

She said they had expressed concerns to Councillor Peters about
this lot being zoned C2 and asked to be informed with regards to
any development on this lot. She said on March 27th Councillor
Peters informed her husband of the proposed development by the
Chaissons. She said her husband said considering what could go
there it seems okay. He asked when the meeting would be and was
informed that she was on her way to the meeting. She said this
not only affects district 14 but 17 as well and if this goes
ahead this will not only affect her but anyone who lives close to
a C2 zoning. She said she would like to see this lot zoned
residential.

Councillor Mitchell asked how long has she been living in the
area. She said they built in 1985.

Councillor Mitchell asked how long Mr. Chaisson had owned his
land. She said the land is owned by Mr. Burrows.

Councillor Mitchell asked how many other commercial buildings are
along highway No. 2. She said there is the Wellington
supermarket, the fibrefab building, a pizza shop and on the other
side of Burrows towards Halifax there is a property which is
zoned commercial.

Joe Mason, Kendlemark Estates, spoke in opposition to the
application. He said he does not see that the proposed business
serves any purpose in the community. He said it is only twenty
minutes to any business park. He said people can still live in
Wellington and have employment with the company. He said he
feels it sets a poor precedent to establish commercial properties
in residential areas. He said residents bought their lots with
the understanding that it was going to be residential. He said
plywood and plastics give off gas even in their cured stated. He
said Mother's Day really wasn't a good time for a meeting. He
said many people in the area are unaware of what the company
business manufactures. He said sound does travels even with
trees. He said it is a very wet piece of property and there will
have to be fill. He said he said he does not like commercial in
a residential area especially where it is a subdivision.

David Labree, Kendlemark Subdivision, spoke in opposition to the
application. He said he lives around the corner from this
proposed building. He said he has sold real estate for thirteen
years and he does believe that putting an industrial building at
the entrance to a residential subdivision will devalue the
properties in that subdivision. He said they did not move to the
country to live in an industrial park but to live in a quiet
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residential neighbourhood. He said the owners have the right to
speak for the proposal and they have that right. He said C2 will
possibly bring some type of commercial development. He said
there is a lot of commercial development that can be very
pleasing as well as very poor. He said most people who deal in a
service want their properties to look well and not look bad.

Doug Connoly, Wellington, spoke in opposition to the application.
He said he has lived in Wellington for thirty four years. He
said he was horrified when he first heard about this proposal
three weeks ago. He said his property is directly across the
street from this proposal. He said apparently the councillor did
go see one of his neighbours who informed him of the proposal.

He said he did go to the meeting on the eight of May. He said he
was very concerned about the C2. He said he did see a sign there
but did not pay much attention to it. He said he did get the
notice in the mailbox and attended the meeting on May 8th. He
said he is in favour of having the C2 zoning changed. He said
they did see a proposal for the building and it is his opinion
that it is a horrible looking building that does not belong.

Glen Crock, resident of Kendlemark Estates, spoke in opposition
to the application. He said he just recently bought the property
directly across from the property in question. He said when he
bought his property he was informed that there was a subdivision
across the street and that the land associated with that
subdivision was zoned accordingly. He said to their dismay and
horror they have discovered that this motion has been put
forward. He said council is talking about taking an industrial
building and planting it right in the middle of homes. There are
five homes directly across the street from this proposed
development. There are homes to the side and above it. There
are homes on the other side of it. He said what council is
talking about is a rural residential setting where people have
gone to great lengths to move to a place that is quiet, that is
removed from industrial workings, to increase their quality of
life and what is being asked to consider tonight is that you take
that quality of life away from those people so that the tax base
can be increased. He said unfortunately what Mr. Chaisson has
done is also created an argument against himself in that he has
stood before council and told council that he has an extremely
successful business. That he has travelled the world, that his
business is aggressive and growing and he is asking council to
plant this manufacturing property right in the middle of these
residential homes. He said Mr. Chaisson will have to, if his
business continues to grow, stand before council again and
request that even further amendments be made that he can once
again expand his business. He said he would like to reiterate
that the community is very much opposed to this. Most of the
community was not aware of this proposal. He said he was not
aware of this proposal. He said he was not aware of the previous
meetings that were posted. He was made aware of the meeting that
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was held on Mothers Day and he had questions as to why a meeting
would be held on Mothers Day knowing that most of the community
would be involved in other activities. He said he does not
believe that an industrial manufacturing plant is not going to
have some impact on the environment. He said he does not believe
that hauling in fill to handle putting a proper base on a
property, to allow for the building of this property, is going to
not affect the neighbourhood. He said he would like to remind
council that the people in this neighbourhood live with surface
wells or drilled wells. He said what council is asking them to
do is to passively stand by while a manufacturing plant is built
that deals in plastics and glues and he feels there will be some
impact. He said it cannot be argued that there will be no
pollution or no affect on the environment. He said Councillor
Boutilier had suggested that individuals did not understand the
petition when it was presented. He said the information that
Councillor Peters had provided was presented to him. He said he
had the opportunity to review it and to carefully study it. He
said he does not believe that people blindly signed this
petition. He said he believes they understand what is going on
here and they understand the stakes that are up for grabs here.
He said he would like to encourage council to work with the
community to somehow look at reasonable alternatives to what
seems like a very exciting, dynamic and growing business. He
said he is under the understanding that there is industrial land
that is under the control of council and perhaps a reasonable
solution could be found. He said he does not believe that what
is being proposed is reasonable.

Councillor Brill asked who had advised the speaker that the lands
were zoned residential. He said the previous buyers of his
present home.

Councillor Brill asked if he had checked out this information any
further. He said he did not see a need to.

Councillor Brill said an alternative for Mr. Chaisson could
possibly be the Sackville Business Park.

Councillor Mitchell asked Mr. Crock what he would do if he owned
the property and it was zoned C2. He said his personal opinion
is that it is attached to the subdivision and it should be sold
as a residential property. He said council should not be misled
here. He said all the services discussed in the covenants are
provided in the area and he said he is of the opinion that
another business of that nature could possibly establish itself
and survive without having a huge amount of capital to undercut
the competition that is there now.

Councillor Mitchell asked Mr. Crock if he was in business for
himself. Mr. Crock said he does both.
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Councillor Mitchell said it is hard on businesses today to make a
go of it.

Mr. Crock said council is representative of the people and there
is an overwhelming majority of the people in this community who
are definitely adamantly opposed to what is being proposed.

Councillor Rankin said while there is a sense of regret with the
members of the community on the C2, it is in place and that is
what the business community has to operate within and council.
He said under the C2, by right, buildings up to 10,000 square
feet which would include restaurants etc. He said he finds it
difficult to accept that the industrial building, which would be
by development agreement, which would give more mechanisms, in
terms of noise, barriers, buffer, etc. He said you do not have
that flexibility on the C2 because there are a number of rights
there. He said he has difficulty accepting that the industrial
building, who's size has to be negotiated as compared to the
rights of a restaurant, would be more obnoxious than the rights
jdentified in the C2 zone. He asked if Mr. Crock saw this use as

a more obnoxious use.

Mr. Crock said the precedent is. It is one of a manufacturer;
going against the covenants as proposed; creating for further
development and further deterioration of the community. He said
it has to be kept in mind that people have sacrificed a great
deal to live in this community. They have chosen everything
about that community as it is now. They have chosen to move away
from primary manufacturing and not to live right beside it.

Councillor Deveaux asked if Mr. Crock had indicated that the
people who signed the petitions were fully aware of both sides of
the story.

Mr. Crock said what he indicated was that when he was presented
with the petition he was also presented with the information and
time in which to study the information.

Donna Protheroe spoke in opposition to the application. She said
she has recently moved into Kendlemark Estates. She said she did
not know what was going on in the community. She said she

bought a house that had an entranceway to these estate lots that
was untouched wooded where an appreciation of nature and the
charm of a community could still be appreciated. She said she
read the covenants and did not feel that she had to check the
zoning laws along the highway considering it is neat and clean
all the way in from the Waverley intersection. She said she
works in Halifax and does not believe that this building belongs
at the entranceway to the community. She said she does not
believe that the highway from Waverley all the way up to Enfield
should be overpopulated by industrial properties. She said she
has seen communities change due to bad zoning laws. She said she
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had been told that the area she lives in is one of the best areas
for quality of life.

Councillor Giffin asked where Ms. Prothroe lived in Kendlemark.
She said she lived on Carlheath Drive. She said she also signed
the petition and sent in a letter. She said it has been well
explained to her and she has copies of the papers distributed by
Councillor Peters. She said being self employed and working a
heavy schedule she said she does not have time to read the local
newspaper; however, she had read her community newspaper and this
has not been stated in the community paper.

Mr. Paul Pettipas, representing the LWF Ratepayers Association,
spoke on the application. He said LWF is neither for nor against
the proposal. He referenced a letter written to Councillor Snow.
He said they are in a can't win situation in that if they speak
against the amendment they would seem to be interfering with
another district and if they do nothing and this amendment is
passed they will be allowing an amendment which is not acceptable
in their district. He said he would suggest it is time to
separate districts 14 and 17 when it comes to planning and
development. He said they are served by different councillors
and it would appear to serve no useful purpose to be treated as
one district. He said they will work with their neighbours to
properly develop the whole area but a change in one area should
not necessarily affect the other.

He said in 1989 the planning departments got together a group of
people to really zone the area to get it together. These were
volunteers and they put in much effort. Since that time there
seems to be a gradual chipping away of what the people in fact
wanted. He said he is not speaking on behalf of district 14. He
said they do not want a change to this amendment. He said
planning department had two options: one was to rezone and the
other was a development agreement. He said if they had rezoned
it would have affected district 14 but not them. He said they
say there are drawbacks which are firstly the I3 zone permits a
number of uses such as service industries, warehouses,
transportation facilities, etc. which would not appear suitable
for this location. He said this is saying they don't want to
rezone because it could adversely effect district 14 but we do
want to go with a development agreement which we feel will
adversely effect 17. He said they are having problems now with
an I3 zone. He said they have a plastic company in Lakeveiw. He
said the planning department allowed this industry in saying it
was not obnoxious. The people of Lakeview consider differently.
When the people of Lakeview complained they were told basically,
prove that it is obnoxious. He said Councillor Boutilier
mentioned why more people are not out and he said what he is
finding is that people are getting a little sick of having to
come out and fight battles which shouldn't have started in the
first place. He said they don't want it in district 17.
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He read a letter from Bill Lockhart, Village Commissioners of
Waverley, for council. He said this is up to the people of
Wellington to decide and it should have no effect on Fall River,
Waverley. He said if they are separated they can plan their
district and Wellington can plan its district to best of what
they believe is right and they can do it themselves. He said he
feels very strongly that what they decide should have no effect
whatsoever on his district.

Councillor Deveaux asked how the development agreement affected
Mr. Pettipas district.

Mr. Pettipas quoted from page 9 of the staff report which stated
"however this option would open the possibility of new industrial
uses on any other property with a community centre designation”.
He said they have those. He said they could fight it but why
should they have to. He said let them decide if they want C2.

He said it was decided a long time ago that they wanted C2 -
leave it that way. He said that is what they want in their area
so this could affect them. He said if they want to go the
rezoning route that does not affect them. He said you can't keep
making people come to fight battles. He said council is here to
serve the people. He said the ratepayers association is here to
work with council.

Councillor Deveaux asked Mr. Pettipas if he agreed that a
development agreement offered more protection than just a C2
zone.

Mr. Pettipas said that is not the point. He said it says C2. If
this goes through someone can come over into his area and say
they are not going to create a problem and then create a problem.
He say this would create a problem in getting them out. He said
they have had a junk yard which they fought approximately eleven
months to get rid of. He said you have to go through channels.
He said while they were going through the channels they had a
salvage yard/junk yard with batteries, raw garbage, tin cans and
newspapers. He said they don't want to fight this type of thing
anymore.

Councillor Deveaux said even if this was approved under a
development agreement that does not mean that it could
automatically be placed in his district without a public hearing.

Mr. Pettipas said that is the point why should people in his area
have to come out to fight a battle when it was zoned by them in
1989 C2 commercial. He said people are getting sick and tired of
fighting battles that should never have started in the first
place.

Councillor Deveaux said he does not believe that anything within
reason in planning should be etched in stone. He said planning



PUBLIC HEARING 23

changes from one day to the next sometimes.

Mr. Pettipas said if the district was split it would make him
happy. He said he is not speaking against this but against the
whole philosophy that this could carry over into them and he
could be here next year with people stating the same thing. He
said he can see the points being made but people move into an
area, they see something on paper, if it says C2 you can't come
back later and say I3 could be better than C2. He said them
decide. They bought their houses, spent their money, saw the
designation there, let them decide. He said he does not feel it
is up to council to make that decision. He said he does not want
to see people in his area have to get to back to coming and
yelling and screaming saying listen we know what we want. He
said he does not feel people should be questioned about signing a
petition and made to feel they did not know what they were
signing.

Councillor Giffin said he is also tied in with other districts in
his plan. He said he has a problem in his district at the
present time and he does not want to affect the other two
districts. He said he will be trying to do something about being
able to split these plans some way or other. He said when the
planning was done, one of the things that was made clear was that
none of these plans was hammered in stone and they could be
changed for a good reason. He said that it was for the
protection of the people that they were not cast in stone. He
said this point was made at every meeting he attended.

Councillor Peters said one of the points that was raised is when
Mr. Spragg was in the meeting she had in Wellington and asked her
if a petition would have weight she said yes. She suggested that
if Mr. Spragg chose to go around with a petition would he make
sure that he take existing information on C2 and the proposed
information and staff report as put together at the PPC and PAC.
Mr. Spragg advised her that he would do so. She said she
clarified that Mr. Spragg had done that. She said she is quite
satisfied that that was done.

Councillor Hendsbee said the plan for this area is under review
and he hopes that Mr. Pettipas organization is effectively
looking at the opportunity to perhaps separate the districts.

Councillor Peters said she had received a phone call in
opposition from Jim and Lorraine Burgess.

Mr. Chaisson said most of the concerns he has heard are not in
particular to his application. They deal with the lot being

zoned C2. He said he had nothing to do with that. He said he
looked at that piece of property as an opportunity for himself,
his wife and the people they employ to put up a decent building
in the neighbourhood and become part of the community. He said






