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eliminate the municipal rebate for the GST. 
It was moved by Councillor Giffin, seconded by Councillor Snow: 

"THAT THE LETTER BE RECEIVED" 

Mayor Ball said he would like to point out that the information 
was sent on to FCM regarding the impact of that change. 

MOTION CARRIED 
11. Ms. Dempsey Crossman outlined a letter from Brooke Taylor, 
MLA, in response to one of councils‘ letters to the education 
minister concerning the provincial share of funding for school 
boards. 
It was moved by Councillor Rankin, seconded by Councillor Brill: 

"THAT THE LETTER BE RECEIVED" 

MOTION CARRIED 
12. Ms. Dempsey Crossman outlined a letter from the Nova Scotia 
Association of Police Boards informing Halifax County of their 
membership. 
It was moved by Councillor Turner, seconded by Councillor 
Fralick: . 

"THAT THE LETTER BE RECEIVED" 

MOTION CARRIED 
It was moved by Councillor Barnet, seconded by Councillor Giffin: 

"THAT HALIFAX COUNTY NOT TAKE OUT A MEMBERSHIP OR 
ASSOCIATED MEMBERSHIP" 

MOTION CARRIED 
Mayor Ball said in the response from Halifax County it should be 
pointed out that the county sees UNSM as being the body associate 
that is looking into those particular matters. That Halifax 
County pays its associate membership dues to that association. 

13. Ms. Dempsey Crossman outlined a letter from the Honourable 
Guy Brown in response to councils‘ previous correspondence on the 
housing authority. 
It was moved by Councillor Barnet, seconded by Councillor 
Mitchell: 

"THAT THE LETTER BE RECEIVED"
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MOTION CARRIED 
14. Ms. Dempsey Crossman outlined a letter from Canada Post 
Corporation advising that they are introducing motorized mail 
couriers within Dartmouth, Bedford and Lower Sackville and also 
the consolidation of the letter carrier depots in those three 
areas. 

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

"THAT THE LETTER BE RECEIVED" 

MOTION CARRIED 
15. Ms. Dempsey Crossman outlined a letter from the Metropolitan 
Authority regarding the actual tonnage that has been deposited at 
the Landfill site between July 1, 1992 and June 30, 1994 and 
requesting payment. 
It was moved by Councillor Giffin, seconded by Councillor Barnet: 

"THAT THE LETTER "BE RECEIVED" 

MOTION CARRIED 
It was moved by Councillor Barnet, seconded by Councillor Rankin: 

‘THAT THE LETTER BE REEERRED TO THE SACKVILLE COMUNITY 
COUNCIL" 

MOTION CARRIED 
SUPPLEMENTARY LETTERS AND CORRESPONDENCE 
1. Ms. Dempsey Crossman outlined a letter with respect to the 
designation of the Stella Maris Church as a Municipal Heritage 
Property. 
It was moved by Councillor Meade, seconded by Councillor Rankin: 

"THAT THE LETTER BE RECEIVED" 

MOTION CARRIED 

2. Ms. Dempsey Crossman outlined a letter from the Minister of 
Education with regards to the provincial share of funding for 
school boards. 

It was moved by Councillor Rankin, seconded by Councillor 
Fralick:
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‘THAT THE LETTER BE RECEIVED" 
MOTION CARRIED 
3. Ms. Dempsey Crossman outlined a letter from the Cole Harbour 
Rugby Football Club requesting council permission to use the 
Halifax County crest as part of their club emblem. 
It was moved by Councillor Mitchell, seconded by Councillor 
Barnet: 

‘THAT THE LETTER BE RECEIVED" 

MOTION CARRIED 
Mayor Ball said he would like to know if the county is interested 
in giving them the opportunity to wear the county crest on their 
uniforms. 
Councillor Meade said he is not in favour of it. 

Councillor Snow said he thinks it is an honour to wear the county 
crest. He said he would like it stipulated that the crest be 
designated as a sleeve crest only. 
Councillor Cooper said if there are sports organizations that do 
travel he sees no problem with them having a small emblem on 
their uniforms indicating that they come from Halifax County. 
It was moved by Councillor Snow, seconded by Councillor Cooper: 

"THAT THE CLUB BE GIVEN PERMISSION TO WEAR THE COUNTY 
CREST ON THEIR UNIFORMS" 

Councillor Reid said he feels they should be contacted and ask 
them to come to a committee meeting to indicate what their wish 
is. He said most sports teams, when referring to a crest, are 
talking about a chest patch. He said it should be first 
determined what they want before a decision is made. 

Mayor Ball said it could be referred to the Recreation Department 
to make contact with them and get them to come in and make a 
presentation at the next council session. 
Mover and seconder agreed to withdraw the motion. 
Mayor Ball said it also should be identified who is paying for 
the crest because to his knowledge the county does not have 
crests available. 
4. _Ms. Dempsey Crossman outlined a letter from the Minister, 
Municipal Affairs in response to councils‘ letter requesting that
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lands identified by LRIS 364208 be grandfathered as per the 1982 
Sackville Plan. She said the Minster states that it is her 
understanding that the portion of the property in questioned has 
been zoned P3 and may be eligible for such a rezoning. 

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

"THAT THE LETTER BE RECEIVED" 

MOTION CARRIED 
5. Ms. Dempsey Crossman outlined a letter from the Its Not 
Garbage Coalition regarding solid waste management and they are 
requesting an opportunity to address council about their action 
plan. 

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

"THAT THE LETTER BE RECEIVED" 

MOTION CARRIED 
It was moved by Councillor Rankin, seconded by Councillor 
Fralick: 

‘THAT THEY BE PERMITTED TO SPEAK FOR FIVE MINUTES AT 
THE SEPTEMBER 6, 1994 COUNCIL SESSION" 

MOTION CARRIED 
Mayor Ball said before council gets into a discussion of 
proposals it might be wise to deal on September 6th with regards 
to where Halifax County is going. He said Mr. Meech will be in 
Contact with the respective groups to put an action plan 
together. 
Council agreed to this. 

SEWER CAPACITY - MILLCOVE TREATMENT PLANT 

Ms. Dempsey Crossman said this is correspondence from Sackville 
Community Council requesting a report from the county engineering 
and works department on the present usage of the Millcove Sewage 
Treatment plant and also that council go on record as supporting 
no change in the 35/65 percentage split when the treatment plant 
is expanded. 
It was moved by Councillor Boutilier, seconded by Councillor 
Barnet: 

"THAT THIS REQUEST BE APPROVED AND COUNCIL SUPPORT THE 
RECOMMENDATION AS OUTLINED IN THE REQUEST"
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Councillor Boutilier said he would like to point out that the 
correspondence from the Community Council was July 15th but the 
background information indicates that negotiation have been going 
back and forth that they were not aware of. He said it had been 
based on the 65/35 premise and in the letter dated April 8th they 
are requesting 60/40. He said in all the meetings they had to 
discuss the upgrading of Millcove it was based on the 65/35. 

Mr. Meech said under the agreement the county presently has with 
the Town of Bedford the operational costs are cost shared on the 
actual usage that is monitored on an annual basis. He said that 
is adjusted each year based on the actual metre flows. In the 
agreement it doesn't really talk about amending the contribution 
towards the capital cost on any other basis than 65/35 which was 
the original design criteria. However, since it has been going 
on for some time, maybe the county should be asking Bedford, for 
the past five years, to make an additional contribution towards 
the capital component. He said he indicated to them that they 
should pay this additional sum and it was made clear to them that 
the county has no intentions of changing the 65/35. He said 
there is no discussion going on about that. He said because of 
Bedfords position he has asked the solicitors to see whether 
there is a way this can be enforced. 
MOTION CARRIED 
Councillor Merrigan asked Mr. Meech that if they use 41% then 
they have to pay 41% of the operating costs. Mr. Meech confirmed 
this. He said the amortization of the debt charges from the past 
capital expenditures, which is based on the 65/35, the original 
design criteria or any future major capital expenditures. He 
said he has asked for clarification with regards to 41%, whether 
it is 41% of total capacity or 41% of the actual usage. 

Councillor Merrigan asked what safeguards where in place to stop 
the Town of Bedford from going to 45%. Mr. Meech said that is 
what he is getting looked at to see what mechanism is in place to 
bring it to a head. 
Councillor Merrigan said he feels it should go on record that 
council should be referring this to the solicitor to take a look 
atO 

It was moved by Councillor Merrigan, seconded by Councillor Snow: 

‘THAT THE SOLICITOR BE_REQUESTED TO REVIEW THE 
AGREEMENT THAT IS IN PLACE" 

MOTION CARRIED 
VERNON KYNOCK DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT
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It was moved by Councillor Giffin, seconded by Councillor 
Fralick: 

"THAT THE CORRESPONDENCE FROM ROBERT W. CARMICHAEL OF 
COX DOWNIE BE ACCEPTED" 

MOTION CARRIED 
DATE - PUBLIC HEARING - LESSER SETBACK FILE NO. LS-11-93-10 

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

"THAT SEPTEMBER 6, 1994 AT 7:00 P.M. BE SET AS THE DATE 
AND TIME FOR THE PUBLIC HEARIN " 

MOTION CARRIED 
DATE - MINOR VARIANCE APPEAL RE: LOT 40, HERITAGE SUBDIVISION 
LAND OF CALL CONSTRUCTION LIMITED 
It was moved by Councillor Barnet, seconded by Councillor Giffin: 

"THAT SEPTEMBER 6, 1994 AT 7:00 P.M. BE SET AS THE DATE 
AND TIME FOR THE PUBLIC HEARING" 

MOTION CARRIED 
PLANNING ADVISORY COMITTEE REPORT 
File No. RA—PD5-05-94-05 - Application to rezone the property of 
Miklos and Judith Huszar at 1300 Sambro Road in Harrietsfield 

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

"THAT THE APPLICATION BE APPROVED AND A PUBLIC HEARING 
BE SCHEDULED FOR AUGUST 22, 1994, AT 6:00 P.M." 

MOTION CARRIED 
Staff Report - Parkland Policy 

Mr. Meech said this puts the county in the position that if some 
developer wants to go to the extent of actually developing a 
parkland, the county would be prepared, if it agrees, that if it 
is right for the area then they could be given credit for that as 
the county does now for the granting or conveying of land in lieu 
of the 5% cash donation. He said the developer still has to 
satisfy the county guidelines and policy before the county would 
be prepared to accept. He said if the county can get developed 
land, up front, it is to everybody's benefit.
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Councillor Merrigan asked what was meant by the term "in 
principle" and where it goes from here. 

Mr. Meech said he would assume that it would have to come back 
with a specific amendment to the policy or guidelines that are 
now a policy of council. 
Ms. Sharon Bond said what they are asking for is approval from 
council of the policy. They haven't written up any 
administrative procedures to deal with it. 

Councillor Merrigan asked if what this was saying is planning is 
looking for approval from council to say go ahead but we want to 
see the policy before it is approved. He said he feels it is a 
good idea but he has some concerns. He said in the interim he 
would like Service Standards to take a look at this. He said he 
feels the concept is a good one. 

Mayor Ball said that in the subdivision process the whole thing 
comes back to council each and every time. 

Ms. Bond said what they are asking for here is approval to be 
able to sit down with the developer and propose something which 
council must approve. 
Mayor Ball said this is a planning and land use situation which 
is in the hands of planning advisory. He said what council would 
be doing is approving in principle the right for staff to 
negotiate this kind of developed park scenario. If staff is 
satisfied it will come back to council with a recommendation to 
accept on an individual basis. 
Mr. Crooks said the use of the words "in principle” is council as 
he understands it from the report is being asked to approve the 
concept and on the basis of that approval of concept staff would 
then develop policies and procedures which would be followed in 
working up a proposal with a developer and then, in a particular 
case, where an agreement or tentative agreement is reached with a 
developer, to come to council for approval under the act. He 
said it is in principle in the sense that it is approval in 
concept. 
Councillor Merrigan asked if staff was going to come back with a 
policy whereby they are going to say how they are going to look 
at that developed park along with the developer and ask council 
to approve those guidelines or are they going to come back each 
time there is a developer that comes in with a recommendation and 
ask council to vote on whether or not to accept that. 

Councillor Cooper said the report says that the act provides that 
council not the development officer must approve the acceptance 
of a combination of land and cash. He said on reading the
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report the local councillor may have even a little bit less to do 
with this development. He said the report states that the 
recreation department is responsible for development and ongoing 
maintenance. He said he would like to see the policy to come 
back for acceptance that there also be some provision for 
ensuring that the local councillor is consulted in the process. 

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

"THAT COUNCIL ACCEPT IN PRINCIPLE A DEVELOPED PARK AS 
PAYMENT FOR THE CASH PORTION OF A CASH AND LAND 
DONATION BE APPROVED BY COUNCIL“ 

MOTION CARRIED 
DESIGNATION OF HERITAGE PROPERTIES PUBLIC HEARING 

The Former St. John's Anglican Church, Waverley 

Councillor Meade said the Former St. John's Anglican Church, 
Waverley designated their museum as a municipal heritage 
property. The Heritage Advisory Committee evaluated the 
property. 
SPEAKERS IN FAVOUR 
No speakers in favour. 
SPEAKERS IN OPPOSITION 
No speakers in opposition. 

DECISION OF COUNCIL 
It was moved by Councillor Meade, seconded by Councillor 
Mitchell: 

"THAT THE FORMER ST. JOHN'S ANGLICAN CHURCH IN WAVERLEY 
BE DESIGNATED AS A MUNICIPAL HERITAGE PROPERTY" 

MOTION CARRIED 
Stella Maris Catholic Church, Fergusons Cove 

Councillor Meade said an application had been received to 
designate the church. A public meeting was held in the community 
in May and the majority of the residents did not have any 
difficulty with designating this church as a municipal heritage 
property. He said correspondence has been received in favour of 
the designation. He said he had received a letter from the 
Heritage Trust of Nova Scotia supporting the designation.
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SPEAKERS IN FAVOUR 
Mr. Derrick Hawes, Halifax, spoke in favour of the designation. 
He said he attended Stella Maris for a number of years until mass 
was stopped being held there. He said they have been actively 
trying to reestablish masses there for quite some time and until 
they manage to accomplish that the church could be sold or 
deteriorate. He said the church is 150 years old with a lot of 
history behind it. 
Ms. Heather Watts, President, Mainland South Heritage Society 
spoke in favour of the designation. She said the Society is in 
favour of the designation of this church for its age, its 
delightful architecture, which is an asset to the whole area, and 
its association with the national historic site at York Redoubt. 
She said the Society is hoping that in the future they can bring 
forward other buildings for council's consideration and they 
would very much like to see this one designated as a heritage 
property. 
Mr. Fred Holtz, Chair, Fergusons Cove Residents Association, 
spoke in favour of the designation. He said the executive of the 
Association has met and strongly endorses the heritage 
designation. The community itself has not spoken at a meeting 
but there have been many community signatures on a petition that 
was circulated in June. This is an historic building. In 
addition to its sense of history, which is an extremely important 
thing to protect and pass along to future generations, it is a 
very attractive and beautiful building. He said anyone who has 
seen this building would want to see it retained as an example of 
the kind of architectural excellence that does occasionally crop 
up in the province. It has been restored by people who have 
continued to care about this building since its being built. 
Many people in the community took care of the building until the 
restoration took place in the 1970's. He said this is an ‘ 

indication of the kind of commitment that people have had to this 
particular building. 
Mr. Michael Coglan, Purcell's Cove, spoke in favour of the 
designation. He said he would like to reiterate what has already 
been said about the historical nature of the building. It was 
originally built in 1842. The architecture is quite outstanding 
and unique for the area. It has a long standing relationship 
with York Redoubt. The garrison of the fortress had a hand in 
building and maintaining it over the years. He said this church 
has also given its name to one of the fishing grounds in the 
harbour. It is used by local fishermen as a landfall. The 
church ground is just within the harbour directly between Majors 
Beach and Stella Maris Church is named for that church and the 
steeples of that church are used by the local fishermen. 

SPEAKERS IN OPPOSITION
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Mr. Gary Sullivan, Herring Cove, spoke against the designation. 
He said he was not speaking for himself personally but through 
his involvement with the parish council. He said they have been 
petitioned to throw their support behind the residents of 
Fergusons Cove and groups that are trying to resurrect the Stella 
Maris church service. He said they had been told that through 
discussions with the Archbishop that the matter of support from 
the Diocese for designation for Heritage property would be left 
to the residents of the parish. He said they had neither 
confirmation nor have they had these facts refuted. He said he 
endeavoured to contact the Archbishop. He read into the record 
the letter form the Archbishop in which he states he will not 
give permission for Stella Maris to be designated as a Heritage 
property. 

Mayor Ball asked if the parishioners have any objection for that 
designation. Mr. Sullivan replied no, that from the outset the 
position of the parish council was that they would support 
whatever platform the Archdiocese took on the issue. He said the 
parishioners have never been polled. 

Councillor Harvey said it is his understanding that the church is 
not a functioning church at the moment. 

Mayor Ball said the church is vacant and has been vacant for 
approximately a year. 
Councillor Harvey said there is something empty in designating an 

_ 
empty building. In the first instance there was a former church 
which has been turned into a community purpose and well used and 
therefore you have a building that is functioning in the 
community and has historic and architectural importance. He said 
you have here an historical and architectural importance but it 
is not functioning as a building other than a structure. He said 
he also has a feeling that this may be part of an agenda to 
reactivate it as a church. He said perhaps that is something 
council, at this point, should not get involved in. 

Councillor Meade said he had received a petition with two hundred 
names on it of people living in the immediate area. He said 
under the municipal heritage advisory committee they don't have 
to have permission from the owner of a building to designate it 
as a heritage property. 
It was moved by Councillor Meade, seconded by Councillor 
Mitchell: 

"THAT THE STELLA MARIS CATHOLIC CHURCH IN FERGUSONS 
COVE BE DESIGNATED AS A MUNICIPAL HERITAGE PROPERTY" 

Councillor Giffin asked where the parishioners from that area go 
to church. 
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Mayor Ball said the parishioners from that area have a number of 
alternatives and can attend St. John the Baptist, St. Pauls in 
Herring Cove, St. Michaels and also they could go into town to 
St. Theresa's. 

Councillor Cooper said the letter from the Archbishop leaves many 
things open to interpretation. He said he feels that 
representations made, on both sides to the Archbishop, regarding 
this matter. He said although council does not need the 
concurrence of the owner, he feels it may be prudent to have 
deferment on this and maybe ask for clarification. He said he is 
disinclined to take action that seems to be opposed by the owner 
of the property. 

Mayor Ball said the Archbishops letter said he was not in favour 
of it at this time. 

Councillor Cooper asked if it would be appropriate to ask him his 
views. 

.Mayor Ball said ultimately one of the questions to be answered is 
is that particular piece of property warranted to be a heritage 
designation or not. He said his understanding, from meeting 
held in the community, was theoretically if this is approved and 
somebody wished to make changes to that building there is a year 
deferral to that application of changes to the building and 
afterwards they have the right to go ahead. 

Councillor Meade said there is one year grace. 
Councillor Hendsbee asked if a poll of parishioners been done or 
is the petition of the residents the same thing. He said he 
would like to have this clarified. He said the reopening of the 
church for services should be clarified. He said perhaps this 
facility could be used as another community historic site. 

Mayor Ball asked the solicitor that if this was designated as a 
heritage property does it mean that the county is forcing the 
diocese to hold church services there. 

Mr. Cooks said no. 

Mayor Ball said that with the designation all the county is 
trying to maintain is the physical structure as it is but does 
not prevent another use. 
Councillor Merrigan asked who was going to have to pay for the 
upkeep of this church if it was designated. 

Mayor Ball said there is money through a heritage fund to provide 
money. 

1'!
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Councillor Meade said there is a two thousand dollar grant 
available every two years to Municipal Heritage Properties 
designated churches. 
Mr. Derrick Hawes said Archbishop Burke has been made aware of 
this as well as having a copy of the petition. He said the 
building is old and the people have said they want it designated 
as a Heritage Property. 
It was moved by Councillor Cooper, seconded by Councillor Harvey: 

"THAT THIS ITEM BE DEFERRED PENDING CLARIFICATION FROM 
THE ARCHDIOCESE ON THIS MATTER" 

Councillor Meade said that if this property is designated a 
Heritage Property tonight the owner has ninety days in which to 
appeal and come before council. 

MOTION DEFEATED 
ORIGINAL MOTION CARRIED 
PUBLIC HEARING - LESSER SETBACK REQUEST - LS-01~94-13 

The staff presentation stated that on June 24th a lesser setback 
application was received to construct an addition of a porch and 
a deck measuring nine feet by twenty nine feet to be located a 
minimum of 1.6 feet from the left side property line. This 
property is located in Meaghers Grant, district 13, and is zoned 
general. The lot is approximately eighteen thousand square feet 
in area with an existing single unit dwelling. By-law 24 
requires that the porch and deck be constructed a minimum of 
thirty feet from the front property line or any other line 
abutting a road and eight feet from the side and rear property 
lines. 

This application was received from Glen Cole to allow for a 
reduction to the minimum setback requirement established under 
By-law 24. The purpose of this proposal is to permit the deck to 
be constructed off the kitchen door which is located on the left 
side of the dwelling. She outlined the provisions by which 
council is empowered to grant a variance in accordance with By- 
law 24. She said the existing dwelling is located near the left 
side property line and the abutting property on the left is also 
owned by the applicant. The area building inspector has reviewed 
the proposal and has no objection. All property owners within 
one hundred feet of this lot have been notified by mail. 

She said as it does not appear that the use of the abutting 
properties will be adversely affected or any safety risk will be 
imposed by this proposal, it is recommended that council exercise 
its discretionary power to approve this application. She 
proceeded to show slides of the property for council's 
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information. 
SPEAKERS IN FAVOUR 
No speakers in favour. 
SPEAKERS IN OPPOSITION 
No speakers in opposition. 
DECISION OF COUNCIL 
It was moved by Councillor Reid, seconded by Councillor Merrigan: 

"THAT THE APPLICATION BE APPROVED" 
MOTION CARRIED 
MINOR VARIANCE APPEAL MVC~09-94-06 
Ms. Kelly Denty made the staff presentation. She said the minor 
variance is a request to locate to decks to the rear of a semi 
detached dwelling in Eastern Passage. The building is at 1905 
and 1907 Shore Road in Eastern Passage. The request is to locate 
the deck a distance of two feet from an old Shore Road right of 
way. Minimum setback of ten feet is required. This application 
arose as the result of a subdivision application proposing to 
split the semi detached building. Survey plan accompanying the 
application showed the deck in the requested locations — two feet 
from the line. Mr. Morris was asked to remove the decks and to 
apply for a minor variance approval if he intended to keep them. 
Survey plans were provided showing the decks were removed but a 
follow up site visit indicated otherwise. It was at this point 
that Mr. Morris made application for the minor variance. 
In May, 1993 council approved a variance request to locate the 
main building a distance of ten feet from the old highway right 
of way. Because of the involvement of Mr. Morris in the process 
at the time it is reasonable to assume that he is well aware of 
the setback requirements from the old road boundary. He 
neglected to seek the necessary permits and approvals before 
constructing the decks. Accordingly, the application was refused 
and Mr. Morris opted to disregard.the setback requirements and, 
in doing so, intentionally disregard the by-law requirements. 
She said the planning act is very clear in that where there is a 
case of intentional disregard the variance may not be granted. 

QUESTIONS FROM COUNCIL 
Councillor Hendsbee he referred to the diagram shown in the 
agenda. He said he would assume that civic lot number 1895 has a 
dwelling that transcends the old boundary line.

19



20 

COUNCIL SESSION 29 AUGUST 2, 1994 

Ms. Denty said this goes back to when the original building was 
built. She said the old highway boundary only became evident 
when this footing was put in for this new structure. when civic 
1895 was built there was no evidence of the old road being there 
due to a survey error. The county had no evidence that it was 
there and the setback could not be enforced at the time. 

Councillor Hendsbee said the would assume the old highway is no 
longer in use and discontinued public access. 

Ms. Denty confirmed this. 
Councillor Hendsbee said all that may be required is to apply to 
the Department of Transportation to acquire the land. 

Ms. Denty said it is her understanding that this has been done. 

Councillor Giffin asked Ms. Denty if the porches are there at the 
present time. 
Ms. Denty said they are there now. 

Councillor Giffin asked if this was in defiance of knowing that 
they should not be there. 

Ms. Denty confirmed this. She said the appropriate procedure 
would have been to apply for the permit first and then build them 
after. 

Councillor Randall asked Ms. Denty to confirm what the minimum 
setback was. 
Ms. Denty said it was ten feet because they approved a variance 
when the building was built back in May, 1993. She said it 
really is twenty but a variance to ten had been approved. 

SPEAKERS IN FAVOUR 
Wendell Morris spoke in favour of the application. He said in 
May, 1993 when he applied for the earlier variance the decks were 
on the building at that time. Had he been informed of the 
requirements prior to applying for that variance he would have 
changed it to a two foot variance. He said he feels it is a 
simple matter and it is not an ignorance on his part of not 
abiding to the rules because when he applied for the last 
variance the decks were in place. He said there had been 
inspectors there at that time and nothing was brought to his 
attention until he went to apply for the subdivision. He said he 
has pictures of duplexes along that same piece of land where 
there are no decks showing on the actual plot plans but there are 
decks in place.
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Councillor Hendsbee asked Mr. Morris if he had made application 
to the Department of Transportation in acquiring the deed to the 
right of way to this old highway. 
Mr. Morris said he has not. He said he has made application and 
acquired what they called crown land or infilled area. 

Councillor Hendsbee asked if Mr. Morris has done work on the 
properties towards the shoreline. 
Mr. Morris said he had done work within two feet of the property 
line. The patios are on the back of the house. 

Councillor Hendsbee said he sees no objections to the 
application. 
SPEAKERS IN OPPOSITION 
No speakers in opposition. 
DECISION OF COUNCIL 
It was moved by Councillor Hendsbee, seconded by Councillor 
Mitchell: 

"THAT THE MINOR VARIANCE BE GRANTED" 

MOTION CARRIED 
PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE REPORT 
Report of the Municipal and Community Planning Advisory 
Committees regarding Draft Regulations under the Proposed 
Environment Act 
It was moved by Councillor Barnet, seconded by Councillor 
Randall: 

"THAT THE REPORT BE FORWARDED ONTO THE MINISTER OF THE 
ENVIRONMENT" 

MOTION CARRIED 
Staff Report - Discharge of a Development Agreement {File No. DA- 
FEN-02-88-18) registered against the property of Paulsen 
Developments Limited in Lucasville 
It was moved by Councillor Giffin, seconded by Councillor Barnet: 

‘THAT THE DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT BE DISCHARGED" 

MOTION CARRIED
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Staff Report - Subdivision Parkland Dedication - Governor's Glen 
Subdivision in Timberlea and Morris Lake Estates and Erindale 
Subdivision in Cole Harbour and Eastern Passage respectively. 

It was moved by Councillor Rankin, seconded by Councillor Snow: 

"THAT THE STAFF RECOMMENDATION TO REJECT THE PROPOSAL 
TO CREDIT THE 22,104 SQUARE FOOT PARKLAND EXCESS IN THE 
GOVERNOR'S GLEN SUBDIVISION IN TIMBERLEA TO PARKLAND 
DEDICATIONS OWING IN THE MORRIS LAKE ESTATES 
SUBDIVISION IN COLE HARBOUR OR THE ERINDALE SUBDIVISION 
IN EASTER PASSAGE BE APPROVED BY COUNCIL" 

MOTION CARRIED 
Staff Report - File No.'s PA-SA-05-88/PA-FEN-O6-88/SB-06-93 - 
Amendments to the Municipal Planning_§trategies for Sackville and 
Planning Districts 15, 18 and 19 and the Subdivision By-law 
regarding Service Boundary Expansion 
It was moved by Councillor Merrigan, seconded by Councillor 
Giffin: 

‘THAT THE STAFF RECOMMENDATION BE APPROVED AND A PUBLIC 
HEARING BE SCHEDULED FOR AUGUST 29, 1994 AT 6:00 P.M." 

Councillor Harvey asked for clarification on whether this was a 
separate service district or boundary from Sackville and not an 
extension or enlargement of the Sackville one. He asked if it 
assumed capacity. 
Mayor Ball said he believes it assumes a boundary which could be 
incorporated into servicing in future. 

Councillor Barnet said he would not support this recommendation. 
He said what is being asked if to create a service boundary to 
eventually service an area in Beaverbank of which there is no 
capacity to do so. He said there is no confirmed expansion of 
the Mill Cove Treatment Plant. Sackville Community Council has 
held off on making any decisions regarding increased servicing 
boundaries within its jurisdiction. The Mill Cove Treatment 
Plant, in its current capacity, will not facilitate existing 
service boundaries within Sackville, particularly in district 19. 
He said if developing these boundaries is just filling people 
full of hopes where there is no ability to do that then it is 
something he cannot support. 
Councillor Eoutilier said it is his understanding that after the 
Mill Cove Treatment Plant expansion officially is announced, it 
would include the possibility of an extension of the Sackville 
serviceable boundary to include specifically the area of 
Woodbine. He said his concern is that if this amendment is 
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passed it includes a larger Beaverbank community and if and when 
the time comes to approach Sackville to increase their 
serviceable boundary does that mean, all in one, we have to take 
the greater Beaverbank community. He said previously council was 
talking about a smaller piece of the Beaverbank community but now 
it appears, by this, that council is talking a greater portion of 
the Beaverbank Community. He said that is okay in itself except, 
when it comes time to extend the Sackville boundary, are they 
going to be asked to accept to include that whole thing in the 
Sackville boundary. 
Mr. Meech said there had been a report put together that 
identified how all the additional capacity should be allocated. 

Councillor Boutilier said the Sackville serviceable Boundary will 
have to be amended to include Beaverbank service boundary. He 
said what he is saying is does the municipality extend that 
boundary to include the greater Beaverbank area boundaries or 
have them on a smaller scale. He said if Beaverbank community is 
going to be included for the service boundary and what if the 
amount allotted for Beaverbank is not capable of servicing that 
entire serviceable boundary now that is going to be established 
in Beaverbank what is going to be done then. 

Mr. Meech said obviously there is only a certain amount of 
capacity. He said in the original numbers that were put forward 
to the community council it took into consideration the capacity 
that was going to be required for the greater Beaverbank 
community based on the UMA pollution control study. 

Councillor Boutilier said he was not aware that it went out as 
far as Tucker Lake Road. - 

Mr. Meech said the study that was commissioned by UMA Engineering 
did indicate that it went out as far as Tucker Lake Road. 

Councillor Boutilier asked what percentage basis of increased 
capacity is already being assumed for Beaverbank. 

Mr. Meech said those figures are available. 

Councillor Boutilier said in his opinion council should wait 
until the announcement is official and know what the capacity is 
and then find whether they are prepared to extend the serviceable 
boundary to include a portion of Beaverbank that needs to be 
serviced. 
Mr. Meech said if there is an agreement, tonight, with the 
recommendations that are before council on this particular issue 
to designate a specific date for a public hearing then at that 
time, council supports it by resolution, the serviceable boundary 
will be adjusted to include that area that had been identified in
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