Cape Breton Regional Municipality

Council Meeting

AGENDA

TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 19,2019

6:00 P.M.

Council Chambers
2" Floor, City Hall
320 Esplanade, Sydney, NS
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Cape Breton Regional Municipality

Council Meeting

Tuesday, February 19%, 2019
6:00 p.m.

AGENDA ITEMS

Roll Call
O’Canada

Moment of Sileut Reflection

1. APPROVAL OF MINUTES: (Previously Distributed)

» Special Council - December 5%, 2018
> Council — December 11%, 2018

> Council — January 15% 2019

> Special Council — February 5%, 2019

2. APPROVAIL OF AGENDA: (Motion Required)

3. PROCLAMATIONS & RESOLUTIONS:

3.1 Memorial Tribute — Late Patriarch Vincent 1 - 2019:
Councillor Jim MacLeod (See page 8 )

4. DELEGATION:

4.1 NS NDP Caucus Plan for Cape Breton Hospitals: Mr. Gary Burrill,
Nova NDP Leader; and Ms. Tammy Martin, MLA - Cape Breton Center

(Seepage 9 )

3. PRESENTATIONS:

5.1 Collaborative Community Health Plau — 2019-2022: Carol MacLellan,
Co-chair — Northside-the-Lakes Community Health Board (See page

13 )

Coutinued...
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Council Meeting Agenda
February 19, 2019 (Cont’d)

PRESENTATIONS (Cont’d):

5.2 Cape Breton University Strategic Plan 2019-2024: Mr, David C.
Dingwall, President & Vice Chancellor - Cape Breton University (See

page 22 )

53  NSFM CAP Committee — Update: Councillor Waye Mason, President -
NSFM (See page 28 )

6. PLANNING ISSUES:

6.1  FINAL APPROVAL: N/A

6.2 APPROVAL TO ADVERTISE:

a) Proposed Amendments to the Nortbh End Sydney Heritage
Conservation District Bvlaw to include 92 Charlotte (PID
15054174} in the District — Resunlts of Public Participation

Program:

Report on Public Participation Program to consider the possibility of amending the North
End Sydney Heritage Conservation District Plan and Bylaw to include 92 Charlotte Street
(PID 15054174) in the District. Rick McCready, Senior Planner/Heritage Officer (See

page _29 )

b) Development Aereement Amendment #1052 — Sheldon Chant,
554 Alexandra Street, Svdney:

Committee recommends approval to advertise notice of a Public Hearing to consider
replacing Development Agreement 888 as well as the necessary amendments to the text
of the Land Use By-law, however, the Public Hearing should not be scheduled until such
time that a revised site plan is submitted. Karen Neville, Planner (See page 37 )

c} Zoning Amendment Application #1053 — Wavyne LeBlanc,
King Street and Walsh Avenue, New Waterford:

Committee recommends approval to advertise notice of a Public Hearing to be held
during the March meeting of Council to consider Zone Amendment Application #1053 to
permit the construction of a four-unit apartment building at the corner of King Street and
Walsh Avenue, New Waterford. Karen Neville, Planner (See page 57 )

Continned...
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Council Meeting Agenda
February 19, 2019 (Cont’d)

APPROVAL TO ADVERTISE (Cont’d):

d) Municipal Planning Strategy and Land Use By-Law
Amendments re: Mini Homes/Mobile Homes — Report on
Public Participation Program:

Commiittee recommends approval to advertise notice of a Public Hearing to consider
adopting the amending Bylaws to (1) the CBRM Planning Strategy and (2) to the CBRM
Land Use Bylaw that will permit the placement of mini homes/mobile homes in the
neighbourhoods where they are currently banned as illustrated on the maps available on
the CBRM website and circulated to each member of Council. Malcolm Gillis, Director
of Planning and Development (See page 67 )

6.3 REQUEST FOR PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PROGRAM:

a) Rural Subdivisions Using Shared Driveways:

Committee recommends that Council conduct a Public Participation Program (PPP) to
begin the process of amending the CBRM Planning Strategy, its implementing Land Use
Bylaw and the Snbdivision Bylaw to put forth the amendments advocated in the staff
issue paper dated December 12, 2018 to the public, and specifically to reach out to
developers and the professionals who serve them. The PPP will use the resources of
CBRM’s communications officer and social media, and will include direct
correspondence to developers and the professionals who serve them. Malcolm Gillis,
Director of Planning and Development (See page 74 )

7. BUSINESS ARISING:

7.4 Conncil — September 18, 2018:

a) Current Borrowing Policy:

Staff Issue Paper on the current Borrowing Policy as requested. Jennifer Campbell, Chief
Financial Officer (See page 78 )

7.2 Conncil — November 20, 2018

a) Water Bill Charges — CBRM Community Facilities:

Staff I[ssue Paper on the water bill charges for the Dominion Arena and other CBRM
Community Arenas with suggestions as fo what CBRM can do to assist in relieving the
financtal burden as requested. Jennifer Campbell, Chief Financial Officer (See page

82 )

Continned...
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Council Meeting Agenda
Febrnary 19, 2019 (Cont’d)

BUSINESS ARISING (Cont’d):

7.3 General Commitiee — February 5, 2019:

a) Draft Travel Policy for Citizen Appointees on Heritage
Advisory Committee:

Committee recommends that Council approve the proposed Travel Policy for Citizen
Appointees on the Heritage Advisory Committee. Malcolm Gillis, Director of Planning
and Development (See page 84 )

b) Council Agenda Policy — Proposed Amendments:

Committee recommends that Council to approve the proposed amendments to Council
Agenda Policy to reflect the process going forward with respect to In-Camera
agendas/meetings as ouflined in the staff report dated January 30, 2019. Deborah
Campbell Ryan, Municipal Clerk (See page 88 )

7.4  Heritage Advisory Committee — February 11, 20019: Rick McCready,
Senior Planner/Heritage Officer

a) Proposed Policy re: Criteria for Qualifying Properties for
Heritage Registration:

Committee recommends that Council approve the criteria for evaluating requests for the
registration of mumicipal heritage properties and that the Heritage Officer score the
properties and present the results to the members of the Committee before any decision
regarding registration are made. (See page _94 )

b} Municipal Heritage Property — Requests for Registrations:

i) The Lycenm, 225 George Street, Sydney (P1D [5058696
and PID 15176761):

Committee recommends that Council begin the process of registering the Lyceum at 225
George Street, Sydney, as a Municipal Heritage Property. (See page 102 )

ii) The Chapel Point Battery, located just off Amber Drive,
Svdney Mines (PID 15178908);

Committee recommends that Council begin the process of registering The Chapel Point
Battery off Amber Drive, Sydney Mines, as a Municipal Heritage Property. (See page

106
Continned...
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Conncil Meeting Agenda
Febrnary 19%, 2019 (Cont’d)

8. CORPORATE SERVICES ISSUES:
8.1 Nova Scotia_Association_of Realtors — Deed Transfer Tax: Jennifer
Campbell, Chief Financial Officer (See page 111 )
9. PUBLIC SERVICE ISSUE:
9.1  Solid Waste Tip Fees Adjustments: Francis Campbell, Manager of Solid
Waste (See page 114 )
10. BY-LAWS & MOTIONS:
10.1 By-laws:
a) Second /Final Reading: N/A
b) First Reading:
i)  Responsible Animal Husbandry By-law: Malcolm Gillis,
Director of Planning and Development and Karen Neville,
Planner (See page 117 )
ii) Proposed Amendments to_the CBRM Heritage Property
By-law: Rick McCready, Senior Planner / Heritage Officer
{(Seepage 125)
10.2 Motions: N/A
11. FINANCIAL STATEMENTS: Jennifer Campbell, Chief Financial Officer
1.1 CBRM to December 31, 2018: (See page 134 )
For Information Only.
11.2  Port of Sydney Development Corporation to December 31, 2018: (See
page 136 )
For Information Only.
ADJOURNMENT
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RESOLUTION

“Memorial Tribute”

Late Patriarch Vincent I - 2019

Whereas:

And Whereas:

And Whereas:

And Whereas:

And Whereas:

Be It Therefore Resolved:

Vincent Waterman was born in Barbados in 1926, raised in
New York City, and passed away in Halifax 3 days after his
93" birthday on January 22™ of this year;

He was one of Cape Breton’s most respected citizens over
the 33 years that he spent living in Sydney;

Fr. Waterman made this City his home in 1983 when he
arrived in Whitney Pier with his family to take over as
priest of St. Phillip’s African Orthodox Church. The
Patriarch once stated that he knew he was in a friendly
community when he observed cars stopping to allow
pedestrians to cross a busy Victoria Road;

Patriarch Vincent I had a fascinating life. He served as
Chaplain for Rikers Island Jail in New York, the Royal
Canadian Legion Branch #128 and the Cape Breton Naval
Veterans Association. He was also an “Honorary
Inspector” for the Cape Breton Regional Police Service.
He gave his time and guidance to many committees and
organizations including the Nova Scotia Human Rights
Commission and the Boys and Girls Club. Vincent was
honoured with the prestigious “Tom Miller Human Rights
Award” in 2015 for his dedication to community and

equality;

Archbishop Waterman was elected as Worldwide Head of
the African Orthodox Church in October 2015 and
enthroned to the position of Patriarch. He retired from St.
Phillip’s that year and moved to Halifax with his wife,
Lady Isabel, to be closer to family;

Mayor Cecil P. Clarke & CBRM Council recognize the
many accomplishments and great leadership of the Late
Vincent Waterman, Patriarch Vincent I of the African
Orthodox Church. He will be remembered fondly for his
humanity, love for God, family and community.

Councillor Jim MacLeod — District # 12 — CBRM

February 19%, 2019
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Cape Breton Regional Municipality

Memo

Date: February 14, 2019

To: Mayor and Council

From: Marie J. Walsh, CPA, CGA - Chief Administrative Officer
Re: NSFM CAP Commitiee update

It has been identified that it will be critical to have an advocacy strategy that includes
consistent messaging on the effects of the CAP and the logistics of a CAP phase out.
While there has been an informal group working on this to date, AMANS recognized the
need for it to be formalized and so put forward a motion to the NSFM to create a “Cap
Phase Out Steering Committee.” This committee would be under the direction of the
NSFM. The NSFM passed a motion on Jan 31 supporting the AMANS motion and Waye
Mason, President of the NSFM, will be in attendance at the February 19, 2019 Council
meeting to update Council on the objectives and activities of the Committee.

Marie J. Walsh, CPA, CGA
Chief Administrative Officer
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Excerpt — Conncil Draft Minutes — December 11, 2018

Amendments to the North End Sydney Heritage Conservation District Plan and Bylaw to
inclnde 92 Charlotte Street (PID 15054174) in the District

Motion:

Moved by Councillor Eldon MacDonald, seconded by Councillor Prince, to adopt a
Public Participation Program to consider proposed amendments to the North End Sydney
Heritage Conservation District Plan and Bylaw to include 92 Charlotte Street as outlined
in the staff Issue Paper dated November 27, 2018.

Motion Carried.
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Rick McCready
iPlanning Department

Cape Bretornr Reglonal Municipalisy

February 7, 2019

MEMO TO: Mayor and Council
FROM: Rick MeCready, Senior Planner/Heritage Officer

RE: Proposed amendments to the North End Sydney Heritage Conservation
District Bylaw to include 92 Charlotte Street (PID 15054174) in the District- results
of public participation program

Background

In 2008, Council adopted a Heritage Conservation District Plan and Bylaw for a portion
of the North End of Sydney. Prior to adoption of the bylaw, several property owners
objected to being included in the proposed District, including the owner of 92 Charlotte
Street. As aresult, 92 Charlotte was not included within the boundaries of the District
despite the fact that it is one of the oldest houses in the neighbourhood.

The ownership of 92 Charlotte recently changed, and the new owner, Craig Skrumedi,
has contacted CBRM requesting that the property be included in the District. In order to
accommodate his request, the Heritage Conservation District Plan and Bylaw must be
amended by Council.

The proposed amendment is a simple change to the two maps contained within the Plan
and Bylaw, to put the affected property within the boundaries of the District. Copies of
the two maps are attached.

On December 11", 2018, as required by provincial legislation, Council approved a
reselution to conduct a public participation program (PPP) to gather public input into the
proposed amendment, The PPP meeting was held on January 16®, 2019. Four members
of the public attended, all of whom supported the proposed amendment,
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Recommendation

| would recommend that Council grant approval to advertise notice of a public hearing to
be held at a future meeting of Council to consider the amendments to the maps in the
North End Heritage Conservation District Plan and Bylaw to include the property at 92
Charlotte Street within the boundaries of the District

Yours very truly,
Original signed by:

Rick McCready, MCIP, MURP
Senior Planner/Heritage Officer
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Rick McCready

Sent; Novemper-Zo- P

To: Rick McCready
Subject: 92 Charlotte Street
Hi Rick,

As per our conversation this morning, | would fike to include 92 Charfotte within the historical district of Sydney’s north
end.

It is my understanding that the property’s antecedents begin around 1790 making It one of the oldest properties in the
north end.

Can you please make this request part of the agenda this coming Wednesday's meating?
Contact me if you requiie further information...
Please canfirm receipt of this email.

Regards,
Craig

Sent from my iPhone
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Excerpt — General Committee Draft Minutes — February 5, 2019

Development Agreement Amendment #1052 — Sheldon Chant, 554 Alexandta Street, Sydney

Motion:

Moved by Councillor Eldon MacDonald, seconded by Councillor McDougall, that a
recommendation be made to Couneil for approval to advertise notice of a Public Hearing to
consider replacing Development Agreement 888 as well as the necessary amendments to the
text of the Land Use By-law, however, the Public Hearing should not be scheduled until such
time that a revised site plan is submitted.

Motion Carried.
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Development Officer, David Paton, informed the registered agent for the property owner that the
property was in breach of Development Agreement 888. As a result of this correspendence, Planning and
Development Department staff meet with Counciltor Eldon MacDanald and Sheldon Chant on September
22™, 2016 to discuss the Development Agreement and the possibility of providing an easement over
CBRM land identified PID 15707326. Following this meeting an email was sent to Mr. Chant October 26,
2016 asking for an update an a revised plan.

On November 10%, 2016, Planning and Development Department staff met with representatives of Public
Works and the Legal Department to discuss the possibility of providing access over CBRM property
identified PID 15707326 (Attachment L}. A subdivision plan consolidating PID 15076631 and PID 15074958
was registered on January 13%", 2017 (Attachment H}. On January 20", 2017 an email was sent to Mr.
Chant identifying issues with the site plan submitted on January 16" and the need for a revised site plan
to be submitted. Revised site plan is dated February 23, 2017.

An email was sent to Mr. Chant on March 14%, 2017 indicating that, after further discussions with
representatives of the Legal Department and Public Works, the CBRM was willing to approve a license for
the use of the adjacent CBRM lot parcel (PID 15707326) for access only (no parking). The email also
outlined further revisions required to the second plan.

During the period of March 2017 and December 2018 there were various correspondence with Mr. Chant
and his engineer on revisions to the site plan. Some of the delay related to the submission of the revised
site plan was due to new stormwater plans being undertaken by Public Works. In December 2018, the
final revised tandscaping plan and site plan were submitted.

Breach of Development Agreement 888 :

The Development Agreement entered into on September 30™, 2003 permitted the operation of a funeral
home in accordance with a site plan (Attachment 1) and subject to a series of conditions (Attachment J).
The current use of the site is in violation of the following conditions of the Development Agreement:

e landscaped amenity areas, parking areas and entrances to the site shall be developed and
maintained generally as shown on Schedule A of the Develcpment Agreement

e All parking areas and driveways shall be covered with a permanent hard surfacing

¢ The area behind the funeral home as shown on attached Schedule A that is not used for parking
shall be left in its present state as a vegetated natuial area

Revised Site Plan

The revised site plan, which can be found in Attachment K, shows privacy planting adjacent to parking
area found to the rear of the funeral home. The provisions of the new Development Agreement should
state that the parking areas shall be screened from the residential properties on Boulderwood Drive.
Screening shall mean a continuous opaque visual barrier formed by evergreen shrubs, trees, fences,
masenry walls or any combination of these or like materials which effectively conceals the parking area.

To the North of the parking area, the site plan identifies a driveway access to the parking area from
Alexandra Street over CBRM property PID 15707326 along with a vegetated barrier. The new
Development Agreement should articulate that with the exception of the driveway access, the area to the
North of the parking area shall consist of a barrier formed by evergreen shrubs, trees, fences, masonry
walls or any combination of these or like materials.
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The site plan proposes a fence and gate to be install along with the retention of a driveway to PID
15076649 (Attachment K and L). The Development Agreement is between Mr. Chant and the CBRM;
therefore, it cannot include a driveway access to a property not owned by either party. In addition, PID
15076649 is zone Residential Urban A (RUA} and the Municipality should not be encouraging the
movement of commercial vehicles through a residential property. The Development Agreement should
not identify a driveway access in this area but should be require the installation of a fence and/or similar
visual barriers as found elsewhere on the property.

As artistic renderings of site developments have proven to be quite problematic to interpret, prior to
moving forward with this application, the applicant should be required to submit a scaled drawing of the
proposal, prepared by a licensed NS Surveyar, that are in real world coordinates.

Licence to for Access of CBRM Property

The property owned by CBRM identified as PID 15707326 on Attachment L is currently being used as
accessed by both the patrons of Chants Funeral hame as well as the property owner at 548 Alexandra
Street (PID 15076607). CBRM staff have been in discussions with both praperty owners about the
possibility of providing licence to access their properties via PID 15707326. Engineering and Public Works
is supportive but has stated that due to the present of CBRM infrastructure on PID 15707326, the licence
should be for access only and na vehicle shall be permitted to parked on PID 15707326.

Statutory Authority
The Municipal Planning Strategy contains a policy that states Council shall continue to retain a select list
of Development Agreements adopted prior to the Municipal Planning Strategy coming into effect (Part 2,
Policy 19}. Amendments to these Development Agreements may be considered provided:

e the original objective of the development agreement is not compromised; and

s any policy direction of this Municipal Planning 5trategy is not contradicted.

In addition to repealing and replacing Develapment Agreement 888, Council needs to consider amending
the text of the Land Use By-law. if Development Agreement 888 is replaced to include the property
acquired by the applicant in 2008, the property information for Development Agreement 888 found in
Part 52 of the Land Use By-law should be updated.

Next Steps

if Council wants to entertain the applicant’s request to amend Development Agreement 888, then Council
must schedule a Public Hearing in accordance with the Municipal Government Act [S230 of the MGA]. In
addition, a Public Hearing should be scheduled for the necessary amendments to the Land Use By-law.

If Council does not want to amend Development Agreement 888, then as stipulated in the Development
Agreement, where the owner of the lot parcel is in violation of any of the terms or conditions of the
agreement, the Municipality may:
¢ Seck a remedisl court order requiring the owner to comply with the terms and conditions.
¢ Carry out the terms of the agreement at the expense of the owner provided that fifteen (15} days
written notice is given.
e Terminate the Development Agreement. If this occurs, a funeral hame will no longer be a
permitted use on the lot parcel and the business will be required to cease operation immediately.
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Recommendation

| recommend that Council pass a motion to schedule a Public Hearing to consider replacing Development
Agreement 888 and as well as the necessary amendments to the text of the Land Use By-law. The Public
Hearing should not be schedule until such time that a revised site plan is submitted.

Submitted by:
Originally Signed by

Karen Neville
Pianning and Development Department
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Podee of Hove Sacle
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&
domrna Documen # Book Page{s}
waa regisiered an shown bwe. c“: 2] 93 _ﬁ.?n
rdt Reglsiar Tina

[CASE #888 %WL be WM 0D YVY
THIS INDENT "mﬁﬁ‘m nd entered o this 307 day of September, A. D., 2003.

BETWEEN: S.W. CHANT AND SON FUNERAL HOME LTD, of Sydacy, in the
Cape Breion Regional Municipality, in the County of Cape Breion,
Province of Mova Scotia

E hereinafler reforred to g the "OWNER(S)”
% OF THE T

-gnd -

THE CAPE BRETON REGIONAL MUNICIPALITY, a body
£ corporate and palitic, in the County of Cape Braton, Province of Nova
Scotiay

i
vgj hereinafter ealled the “MUNICIPALITY"
F THE BART

%
WHEREAS tbe Sydoey Municipal Flanning Streiegy provides for
Pevelopment Agreements under Part VI of the Municlpal Government Act of Nova

Beotin pursuant 10 the policies in Part 5, Seelion 17 and Part 6, Section 5 of the Sydney
\dunicipal Planning Strategy.

AND WHEREAS the Municipslily by this agreement, permits the
Dwner(s) to operate a fuceral home in accordance with the site plan shown on the
fittached Schednic A, providing that the following conditions are met:

s Tho structore housing the funeral home shatl be no larger than the existing structure as shown on
Scheduic A;

«  No crematorium shall ba permitted to operste on the site;

e Landicaped amenity areas, parking wress and entrucces (o the shie skall be developed and
maintalned generally es shown on Schedule A

» Al parking arcas and driveways hll be epvered with s permanent hord surfacing: such surfacing
stnil ba compteted within six months of tho reglyiration of the development sgreement

& No vehicular sceess from the site 1o Femdell Crascent or Bonfderwood Drive shnlf be pormitted

»  Pror io tha Issuance of any development permil pursuant to this development agresiment, LIMS
W'x 150T4966,15074958,15659(35,15699142 and 15076631 shall be consolfdated inte ane lot in
sceopdance with the CORM Subdivision Bylaw

«  The areq behind the finera] hame ga shown on attached Schedule A that is not used for parking
shalj be lei} In its preseni siate as & vegetsted natursl xred

* A maximom of one sign a maximum of 0.5 sq. m. in sizo shall be permitted oa the property; &
changs In this ggrecment to sllow & larger sign s permitied a5 & non-tubstantive amendment
provided that the chenge Is epproved by Council and that the changs is consletent with the intent
of the Municipel Planning Straiegy In sffect af the time the smendment is undertaken;

a  The exterier of the structure on the property shell be construcied and maintined genertlly in
sccordance with the drawings ahown on Schedule “B”
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Lighting uted to illuminate the property shall not be dirscted st sny adjscent properties or
readways

AND WHEREAS the Ovmer covenanis that it is the Registered Cwner of

the lands and premises outlined on Schedule "A", attached bereto and more particularly
Hescribed in 8 deed to the owners dated the 25th day of July, A.I)., 2003, and repistered
in the Registry of Deeds Office st Sydney, Nova Scolia, on the 28% day of August, A.D,,
fOOS, on Book 2352 at Pape 576 cf sequel,

NOW THEREFORE THIS INDENTURE WITNESSETH that in

consideration of the sum of ONE DOLLAR ($1.00) paid by the Owner(s) to the

unicipality, receipt of which is hereby Rcknowledged, the Owner(s) for and on behalf
f themsclves, their heir, execotors, administrators, suseessors, and assigns covenant and
gree with the Municipality as follows:

To maintain the property identified in the ettached Schedule "A", hercinnfter
described as “the lands and premises” in aecordance with the provisions of this
Agresmant,

To ensure that the development as shown ou the attached Schedulo "A” is kept in
a neat and tidy state

Upon the breach by the Owner(s) of eny of the terms or conditions of this
Agreement, the Municipality shall be entitled lo specific performance by way of
remedial Court Order or after fiftecn (15) days potice in writing to the Owner(s),
at its option enier on the lands and premises, and perform any &nd all covenants or
conditiona herein contained. Should the Municipalhity not choose to exercise its
aption 1o remedy, thin Agrsement may be terminated by the Monicipality upon
writlen notice 1o the Owner(a) or thelr successors-in-title, at which tme all
licenses or permissions hereby granted by the Municipality to the Owner(s) shall
absolutely cease to exist. The costs of sny and all legal action, of whatever natore
incurred by the Municipality In enforcing complience of this Agrecment shall be
the soje responsibility of the Owner(s) and the Owner(s) agrees to indemnify the
Municipality for any and all legal costs incurred.

Thet all reasonsble cxpenses incirred by the Municipality or its successors,
sgeots, or employees, whether arising out of the entry of the said lands and
premises or from the performance of the covenants are the responsibility of the
Owmer(s), and the Owner(s) agrees lo Indemnify the Munlcipality for any of the
said costs incurred.
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) "That tils Agreemeot shall be registered 1n the Reglstry of Docds Qffice in the
County of Cape Bretog and shall form a chage or cticumbrance upon the said
property a5 ootlined in Schedule "A",

4 If any provisions of thia Agreement shall be foend fo be or desmed Hegal,
Invalld, or nnentbresable, the remeinder of {his Agrecinent shall not be affacted
tharcby.

o covenanly, sgreemend, eondidony and uadersiandings hereln cootained on the part of

& Ouner(s) shall ran with the lend end shall be binding upen them, their helrs,

ceutors, adninistrators, suceessors, easigns, mortgagosy, lsssees, and ocsupler of (ho
aid fend from time (o fime aod shall be and form o charge andfor resbdefive covemant
pon the said lend.

THIS AGREBMENT and everyiling corlained herain shall endura 1o o

heneiit and be Hindiog upon (he parties hersto, thelr heiss, executors, adminiattators,

uscessors and assipna, The parties hereln decfare thet the lerm “owner(s) used in this
preement sfmil be consteued to joclude the plural sy well vy the singular and Lhe
ecubfne feminina or nenter genders where tha eontext s requires,

1N WITNESY WHEREOFR the pertiea herelo have caused this Indeature
o be duly executed (hs day and year first sbove written, -

me:n, SEALED zod DELIVERED )
N THE PRESENCE OF: 3 “ ORIGINAL SIGNED BY
ORIGINAL SIGNED BY ) TOWNER
WITNESS )
4 g
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AEFIDAVIE

ROVINCE OF NOVA SCOTIA )
OUNTY OF CARE BRETON )
ADE BRETOM REGIONAL MUNIC[PALITY )

nthis 30™ dey of  Seplember, A.DD. 2003, bnfore me, the subsoriber, personally cane
d appesred  Rlck MeCready, n subscribing Witness Io tlie faregoiog Indenture, and
r hrving been duly sworm by e, medo osthand seld thet SpferG-Bar 5 Clbkn T
signed and scaled the foregoing Indenturo in hisfier proence on Lhe day

o the yesr first zbove written,

GTIGINAL SIGNED BY
COMMIESIONER OF THE SUPREME

PR WSy

A Commissloner of tha
Supreme Courl of Nova Scolla

AFFIDAVIT

PROVINGE OF NOVA SCOTIA )
"OUNTY OF CAPE BRETON )
FAPR BRETON REGIONAL MUNICIPALITY )

\r)n thia 30" duyof  Beplember, A.D, 2003, bafore me, the subscribior, pargonally cume
nd appeared  ToSIE L ,},1,,57?247 , & Subsoribing Winess to {he
oregning Indunture, who having been duly swom, mado call snd said that Jedshe was
nt and did see the Comporate Seal of the Cape Bieton Regional Mundelpality dely
flixed thersto by the band of Bemerd Whits, Municipal Clark of the Cupe Brefon
afonal Muriclpality and that the xaid Indontice was dully sigoed and aunthenticated in
er presence for and on bebalf of the Cape Brelan Reglomel Munivipality by Joha
orgun end Hemeard White, Mayor end Clerk respefiively of said Municipelity and the
o wag nise duly detivered fn pigher presence,

COMMISSIONER OF YHE SUPEEME ™
COURT OF NOVA SCOTIA

Aot 8. eomPREAFC.
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Excerpt — General Committee Draft Minutes — February 5, 2019

Zoning Amendment Application #1053 — Wayne LeBlanc, King Street and Walsh Avenue,
New Waterford

Motion:

Moved by Councillor Coombes, seconded by Councillor Bruckschwaiger, that a
recommendation be made to Council for approval to advertise notice of a Public Hearing to
be held during the March meeting. of Council to consider Zone Amendment Application
#1053 to permit the construction of a four-unit apartment building at the corner of King
Street and Walsh Avenue, New Waterford.

Motion Carried.
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The applicant intends on plating shrubs aleng the property boundaries shared with adjacent residential
properties in an attempt to screen the proposed building (Attachment D). In addition to planting shrubs,
the area not occupied by parking will consist of lawn.

» an on-site parking and vehicular maneuvering plan which does not exacerbate traffic movement
problems along any public street/road abutting the site shall be inciuded;

Four parking spaces must be provided to be in compliance with the parking standards of the Land Use
Bylaw. The proposed site plan depicts the location of the proposed parking (Attachment D).

e traffic emanating to and from the site shall not significantly increase the volume of traffic along any
public street/road it will be accessing;

This zoning amendment will allow for a four unit apartment building an the properties once consolidated.
The current zone provisions would permit a two unit dwelling to constructed on each lot parcel without
the need for a zone amendment. If the applicant chose to construct a two unit dwelling on each property,
the resulting developments would have the same volume of traffic as the proposed apartment building.
Also, the criteria to evaluate increased traffic is more relevant when considering a zone amendment for a
much larger apartment building.

e The development proposai must mitigate the potential adverse effects any significant buildings will
have on much smaller scale low density residential buildings.

o The site plan and building design must respect any aesthetic aspects of the streetscape that are easily
discernable;

s Any adverse effects such as bulk and height resuiting from a significantly greater scale than existing
residential development in proximity shall be mitigated.

Generally, landscaping on the surrounding properties is modest i.e. maintained lawns with little or no
shrubbery or evidence of professional landscaping. In addition to planting shrubs along the property
baundaries shared with adjacent residential properties the area not occupied by parking will consist of
lawn. The proposed building will be one storey, which is a residential building found in the general area
(Attachment E}.

When considering a proposed amendment for an apartment building the MPS states that the purpose of
zone amendment is to ensure that the apartment building does not adversely affect low density
residential development in the vicinity. The MPS also states that the allowable density and scale of an
apartment development within a neighbourhood shali be correlated based on:

e the level of the public street/road accessing the site;

e the variety of land use types in the vicinity; and

e the existing development densities in a given neighbourhood;

The properties in guestion have frontage on King Street and Walsh Avenue, all of which are cansidered to
be Level 4 and Level 5 Urban Streets. While the area to the North of Walsh Avenue is predominantly low
density residential, the Downtown Central Business Corridor (CBD) Zone, which permits are range of sales
and service uses aiong with higher density residential development, is to the South of Walsh 5treet. The
current zone provisions would permit a two unit dwelling on each property; after consolidation,the four
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unit apartment buildings would be a comparzble density. Based on the above evaluation and the polices
found in the MPS, it is reasanable for Council to consider the proposed zone amendment.

Next Steps

If Council agrees to schedule a Public Hearing at their February meeting, the earliest date for the Public
Hearing would be during the March meeting of Council. Upon a decision of Council to schedute a Public
Hearing, along with the required notices to be published in the Cape Breton Post, notice of this application
will be mailed to the assessed property owners in the vicinity of the properties encouraging them to
contact the Planning and Development Department if they have any questions and of their opportunity
to attend the Public Hearing.

Recommendation

I recommend that Council pass a Motion to schedule a Public Hearing to consider this zone amendment
application during the March meeting of Council.

Submitted by:
Originally Signed by

Karen Neville
Planning and Development Department
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1.a

Lb

1l.c

1.d.5

Municipal Planning Strategy - Part 4 Residential

it shall be a policy of the CBRM to recognize apartment buildings as a legitimate form of housing

providing accommeodation for a significant segment of the population. The degree to which they are to

be accepted shall range from:

» outright permission with little or no regulatory provisiens;

* permitted with regulatory provisions;

* arequirement to get specific permission from Council by means of a public hearing process;

* to near prohibition.

The degree of acceptance within any given neighbourhood shall be based on four broad suppositions:

+ gpartment building developments are essentially an urban type of land use with urban service needs
(the rare exceptions are primarily public housing for seniors or the conversion of former community
service buildings);

+ the majority of apartment building tenants often have different service needs than those of our
constituency who own their own homes;

* the |arger scale of apartment building development has a likely potential to conflict with smaller
scale low density residential development in cloistered neighbourhoods (i.e. residential neighbourhoods
only accessible via local streets that are overwhelmingly used by neighbourhood traffic); and

« apartment building development can contribute te the vitality of our dewntowns if allowed to
proliferate within, in proximity to, or along the majer routes leading to, our central business districts.

These four suppositions shall be applied in the form of criteria to be used as pre-requisites to specifically
determine where apartment building development should accur, the scale at which it is to be permitted,
and the site design provisions to be imposed.

The following hierarchy of site and situation criteria shall influence where apartment building

development is most encouraged to accur, and to what degree it is to be regulated:

» within the central business districts of the major urban concentrations of the CBRM;

* within neighbourhoods in proximity to the central business districts;

» along the higher level public street/roads linking our central business districts with the surrounding
neighbourhoods and communities (refer to Charts on pages 7.3 and 7.4);

* in proximity to other concentrations of sales/service husiness developments;

* in other locales where they are already prevalent; and

* all other urban service areas.

The criteria shall correlate a link between the density and scale of the allowable apartment building
development and the site design provisions to be imposed with:

» the leve| of the public street/road accessing the site (refer to Charts on puges 7.3 and 7.4);

» the variety of land use types in the vicinity; and

» the existing development densities in a given neighbourhood;

in all other urban neighbourhoods or scenarios not referenced in Policy 1.d.1 through 1.d.8 apartment
building development shall only be permitted by zoning amendment.

The purpose of the zoning amendment process shall be to ensure the apartment building develepment
does not adversely affect low density residential development in the vicinity. With each successful
application, a site specific zone shall be established. Therefore, performance standards er benus zoning
incentives may be used to blend the apartment building development into the neighbourheed. Council
shall use the follewing criteria to evaluate such zoning amendment applications:
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* The development praposal must include a landscaping plan to buffer and screen low density
residential uses from the starker ancillary campanents of the site (e.g. parking spaces, driveways, utility
facilities, etc.)

* an on-site parking and vehicular maneuvering plan which does nat exacerbate traffic movement
problems along any public street/road abutting the site shall be included;

» traffic emanating to and from the site shall not significantly increase the volume of traffic along any
public street/road it will be accessing;

* The development proposal must mitigate the potential adverse affects any significant buildings will
have on much smaller scale low density residential buildings.

* The site plan and building design must respect any aesthetic aspects of the streetscape that are easily
discernable;

* Any adverse affects such as bulk and height resulting from a significantly greater scale than existing
residential development in proximity shall be mitigated.

1.d.10 Apartment building development shall be prohibited in ali areas of the CBRM not serviced with a
Municipal piped sanitary sewer main, except for the following two scenarios. Ta facilitate the re-use of
abandoned, community, educatianal, or municipal service buildings, their conversion into an apartment
building shall be permitted at the ratio of 1 apartment per 1,000 sq. ft. of floor space. This Municipal
Planning Strategy supports the mandate of the Province of Nova Scotia to provide public hausing for
seniars. Such projects shall be permitted even in rural service areas.
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Excerpt — General Committee Draft Minutes — February 5, 2019

Municipal Planning Strategy and Land Use By-Law Amendments re; Mini Homes/Mobile
Homes — Report on Public Participation Program

Motion:

Moved by Councillor Coombes, seconded by Councillor Gillespie, that a recommendation be
made to Council for approval to advertise notice of a Public Hearing to consider adopting the
amending Bylaws to (1) the CBRM Planning Strategy and (2) to the CBRM Land Use Bylaw
that will permit the placement of mini homes/mobile homes in the neighbourhoods where
they are currently banned as illustrated on the maps available on the CBRM website and
circulated to each member of Counecil.

Motion Carried.
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CBRM

A Community of Communities

Cape Breton Regional Municipalify

MEMO TO: COUNCIL

FROM: Malcolm Gillis and Karen Neville

SUBIJECT: MINI HOMES/MOBILE HOMES
Report on Public Participation Program

DATE: January 30%, 2019

During its December 11% meeting Council passed a Motion instructing Planning and
Development Department staff to conduct a Public Participation Program to attempt to gauge
public opinion regarding the initiative to amend the CBRM Planning Strategy and its
implementing Land Use Bylaw that would lift the ban on mini homes/mobile homes within
many of the urban and suburban neighbourhoods of Sydney, North Sydney, New Waterford,
and Glace Bay along with the remaining rural areas where they are currently not permitted. In
a previous survey conducted on our behalf by Statistics Canada the response was
overwhelmingly in favour of such an amendment. That survey led staff to introduce the idea to
Council.

In its Motion, Council instructed Planning and Development Department staff to work with the
CBRM Communications Officer to solicit response from constituents using social media. 380
people completed the questionnaire.

81% of the respondents considered mini homes/mobite homes an acceptable residential
dwelling building type within the municipality. Remarkably, 88% of those from communities
where mini homes/mobile homes are currently banned considered mini homes/mobile homes
an acceptable residential dwelling building type within the municipality.

The overwhelming majority of those who said NO were from neighbourhoods where mini
homes/mobile homes are currently NOT permitted. However, because the survey didn’t ask for
their address we couldn’t determine if they were from neighbourhoods where mini
homes/mobile homes will continue to be banned even if the proposed amendments are
adopted.

73% of the respondents from communities where they are currently banned said YES they
would be an acceptable form of housing in their neighbourhood and 27% said NO.
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72% of the respondents from communities where they are currently banned said YES they
would be an acceptable form of housing next to their property and 28% said NO.

From staff’'s perspective the results of the survey support the results of the previous survey
conducted last summer by Statistics Canada and the anecdotal responses we have been
receiving from random phone calls and e-mails.

Recommendation:

We recommend that Council pass a Motion to schedule a Public Hearing to consider adopting
the amending Bylaws to (1) the CBRM Planning Strategy and {2) to the CBRM Land Use Bylaw
that will permit the placement of mini homes/mobile homes in the neighbourhoods where they
are currently banned as illustrated on the maps available on the CBRM website and circulated
to each member of Council.

Respectfully submitted by:

ORIGINAL SIGNED BY

Malcolm Gillis
Director of Planning and Development
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By-law

of the Cape Breton Regional Municipality

amending the

Cape Breton Regional Municipality’s
Municipal Planning Strategy

Pursuant to Section 205 of the Municipal Government Act of Nova Scolia, the Council of the Cape Breton Regional
Municipality hereby amends the Cape Breton Regional Municipality's Municipal Planning Strategy In the following
manner:

THAT: Part 4 is amended by adding the preamble below immediately after Policy 2 and by replacing
Policy 3 with the policy below.

Manufactured homes comprised of one main modular part

Dwellings manufactured in an assembly line, as opposed to constructed on-site, comprised of
one main modular part (a.k.a. mobile homes, mini homes} as opposed to modular homes
comprised of more than one main modular part, represent just over 5% of the single detached
dwelling housing stock in the CBRM. The term “mobile home” came into popularity during the
late 1950’s and 1960’s to replace the term “trailer home” as an industry initiative because of
improved manufacturing standards and to overcome a perception that they were of inferior
guality. '

Although originally constructed with wheels attached to a chassis they gradually were
recognized as a more permanent dwelling that could be attached to a concrete slab foundation.
As the manufacturing standards improved, the industry continued to promote new names (e.g.
from mobile home to mini home) to shed continued perceptions of inferior construction. The
contemporary term from the industry is “manufactured home”. Two important milestones in
the evolution of these types of single detached dwellings is that (1) the Nova Scotia Building
Code now acknowledges they are a form of residential housing, subject to unique Code
specifications and (2) manufactured homes to be refocoted to a new permanent site must first
be inspected for current Building Code compliance.

Before the advent of this Policy the manufactured home industry was stifled by former land use
policies that denigrated the manufactured home comprised of one modular part as an inferior
type of housing unsuitable in many of the urban and suburban neighbourhoods of the CBRM.
Because of the combination of the (1) evolution of manufactured home construction
specifications to the significantly more stringent current specifications and (2) the low
assessment and real estate market values generally in Cape Breton, manufactured homes
comprised of one main modular part connected to a secure foundation are now recognized as a
legitimate type of single detached dwelling throughout much of the CBRM.. As the cost of
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haousing increases and the average family incame in the CBRM continues to compare
unfavorably to the Provincial and National averages, pre-fabricated homes are a more
financially feasible alternative

CBRM does recognize that the unique architectural shape of mobile homes make them an
inappropriate type of housing in certain streetscapes. The lang, rectangular, ane starey shape
clashes architecturally within a streetscape of dwellings primarily comprised of more than ane
storey. But such neighbaurhoods represent a trifling percentage of the urban and suburban
residential streetscape, ar the rural landscape.

Policy
3.a It shall be a policy of Council to allow a wide range of development options for
manufactured hames comprised of one madular part (a.k.a. mobile homes, mini homes)
because:
o they are becoming a dwelling unit style of choice for more and more Cape
Bretaners;

¢ maobile home construction standards have naw reached the minimum standards of
the Provincial Building Code; and
* maobile homes are a style of canstruction and not a unigue land use.

3.b More specifically, it shall be a palicy of Council to permit manufactured homes coamprised
of ane main modular part constructed and inspected in compliance with contemporary
Provincial Building Cade provisions, or any building that incorporates the same
architectural style, to be permitted in any Zane where single detached dwellings are
generally permitted with the following exceptians.

* theyare not to be permitted along an urban or suburban streetscape, ar within a rural
residential subdivisian, where the overwhelming majority of dwellings are comprised
of mare than one starey; and

e they are not to be permitted along streetscapes where the assessed value exceeds a
threshold that could be considered to be adversely affected with the introduction of
a manufactured home comprised of one main madular part which could result in a
reduction in assessed values.

This Policy is to be implemented with the use of the following formula.

Mabile homes shall be permitted unless:

e 50% of residential buildings are single detached dwellings; and

e average assessed value of single detached dwellings in a neighbourhoad, or
subdivision is $100,000 or more; or

s 75% of the single detached dwellings are 1.5 storeys or greater, in which case the
average assessed value of single detached dwellings is $75,000 or greater.

This Policy should be reviewed every 5 years ta ensure the farmula’s threshold of

$100,000 is representative of the base price of a mini home/maobile home.
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PASSED AND ADOPTED: by a majority of the whole Council at a duly called meeting of the Cape Breton
Regional Municipa! Counci! held an 20109,

MAYOR CLERK

THIS IS TO CERTIFY that the attoched is a true and correct copy of the Amending By-low of the Cope Breton
Regional Municipality cdopted by Regional Council during a meeting held on 2018 to amend
the Cope Bretan Regional Municipality’s Municipal Planning Strategy.

Deborah Campbel! Ryan, CLERK
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By-law

of the Cape Breton Regional Municipality

amending the

Cape Breton Regional Municipality’s
Land Use Bylaw

Pursuant to Section 219 of the Municipal Government Act of Nova Scotia, the Council of the Cape Breton Regional
Municipality hereby amends the Cape Breton Regional Municipality’s Land Use Bylaw in the following manner:

THAT: the RUC Zone is replaced with the RUD Zone wherever identified on the maps
with this Bylaw as “Where staff recommends the ban on mini homes/mobile
homes be lifted”.

THAT: the RCB-NM Zone is replaced with the RCB Zone wherever indicated on the
maps with this Bylaw as “Where staff recommends the ban on mini homes/mobile
homes be lifted”.

THAT: any business development zone that the RCB-NM Zone is replaced with the RCB
Zone wherever indicated on the maps with this Bylaw as “Where staff
recommends the ban on mini homes/mobile homes be lifted”.

PASSED AND ADOPTED: by a majority of the whole Council at a duly called meeting of the Cape Breton
Regional Municipal Council held on 2019.

MAYOR CLERK

THIS IS TO CERTIFY that the otiached is ¢ true and correct copy of the Amending By-low of the Cape
Breton Regional Municipality adopted by Regional Council during o meeting held on
2019 to amend the Cape Breton Regional Municipality’s Lond Use By-low.

Debhorah Campbell Ryan, CLERK
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Excerpt — General Committee Draft Minntes — Febrnary 5, 2019

Rural Subdivisions Using Shared Driveways

Moved by Councillor Doncaster, seconded by Councillor Coombes, that a
recommendation be made to Council to conduct a Public Participation Program (PPP} to
begin the process of amending the CBRM Planning Strategy, its implementing Land Use
Bylaw and the Subdivision Bylaw to put forth the amendments advocated in the staff
issue paper dated December 12, 2018 to the public, and specifically to reach out to
developers and the professionals who serve them. The PPP will use the resources of
CBRM’s communications officer and social media, and will include direct
correspondence to developers and the professionals who serve them.

Motion Carried.
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CBRM

A Community of Communities

ISSUE PAPER
TO: Council

From: Malcolm Gillis

RE: RURAL SUBDIVISIONS USING SHARED DRIVEWAYS

Date: December 12, 2018

A shared driveway is a driveway servicing more than one dwelling providing motor vehicle access
from a public street/road to the developed part of lot parcels that is not owned by either the
Province or the Regional Municipality i.e. the two levels of Government with the authority to own
and maintain a public street/road. The use of shared driveways to access developments on lot
parcels throughout rural CBRM has a long history. They have been identified as bungalow roads,
unlisted roads, private roads etc. and they may traverse over two or more lot parcels or be
encompassed within its own lot parcel. But they all meet the test of the above referenced
definition.

There is a combination of reasons why they have been used so frequently throughout rural

CBRM. The most frequently cited include:

» the long rectangular shape of the land grant system here in Nova Scotia;

» the scarcity of public streets/roads;

» the cost of constructing a public street/road in compliance with the engineering specifications
of either the Province or the CBRM;

» the cost of even constructing a single driveway to access the most desirable parts of a
property e.g. a body of water, a panoramic view;

* many shared driveway subdivisions are originally started as a family subdivision.

Why should a Municipality be concerned about them?

e Shared driveways are not constructed to any engineering standard and are not the
responsibility of either the Province or the Regional Municipality to maintain. That means
the owners of the properties serviced by them must get along when it comes to maintenance.
In the past this has led to lobbying of councillors of the former Municipality of Cape Breton

1
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County that led to a political commitment to maintain some of them. Although the practice
of accepting responsibility to maintain additional shared driveways has long since ceased (as
it should because it is spending publicly collected taxes to maintain private driveways) the
reasons why property owners would prefer that the Municipality maintain them are still
there.

The use of a collection of abutting long rectangular, or flag shaped lots using a shared
driveway instead of their own unconstructed driveway intersection with the public
street/road approved by the Traffic Authority is leading to civic address 911 emergency
mistakes that are potentially dangerous.

The current provision requiring that each new lot parcel created has at least 20 ft. of frontage
on the public street/road to allow the owner of a lot parcel to opt out of the shared driveway
by constructing their own driveway has, in many cases, proven to be an unrealistically naive
option because of a combination of the length of the driveway and the type of terrain it would
have to be constructed over {e.g. ridiculously steep topography or wetlands).

What we have learned is that, even when CBRM makes legitimate attempts to prevent new
shared driveway subdivisions from occurring new shared driveways occur and the only legal way
to enforce the provision requiring the driveway be constructed within the confines of the lot
parcel to be developed is to threaten prosecution using Provincial court. That's just not a realistic
solution.

Planning and Development Department staff is advocating a pragmatic solution that will require
an amendment to the CBRM Planning Strategy, its impiementing Land Use Bylaw and the
Subdivision Bylaw that will:

permit shared driveway subdivisions but only to a maximum of 6 lot parcels;

not require a minimum construction standard; but

will increase the public street/road frontage and minimum width of each lot parcel to ensure
that if a property owner wants to opt out of their shared driveway {for the reasons explained
earlier in this issue paper) a driveway could be more realistically constructed within the
boundary of their own lot parcel and to ensure the necessary minimum width for a Nova
Scotia Power service to its power grid is possible;

require easement provisions iflustrated on the plan of subdivision and written into the deed
description; and

require a maintenance agreement to be entered into by all property owners serviced by the
shared driveway; and

assigning a name and civic address to the shared driveway for purposes of 911 emergencies;
and to

ensure the suffix of the shared driveway name only be referenced as “Lane” (e.g. Gillis Lane};
and

the intersection of the shared driveway is approved by the Traffic Authority of the public
street/road; and

the sign identifying the shared driveway at its intersection with the public street/road include
the words “shared driveway” after its name (e.g. Gillis Lane — shared driveway).
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Recommendation:

It is the recommendation of the staff of the Planning and Development Department that Council
pass a Motion to conduct a Public Participation Program {PPP} to begin the process of amending
the CBRM Pianning Strategy, its implementing Land Use Bylaw and the Subdivision Bylaw. The
purpose of the PPP will be to put forth the amendments advocated in this issue paper to the
public and specifically to reach out to developers and the professionals who serve them but also
to consider their comments with the intention of bringing back a report summarizing the results
of the PPP with a final recommendation. The PPP will use the resources of CBRM’'s
communications officer and social media, but it will also include direct correspondence with
developers and the professionals who serve them.

Submitted by:

ORIGINAL SIGNED BY
Malcoim Gillis
Director of the Planning and Development Department
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Excerpt - Council Minutes - September 18, 2018

Borrowing Policy Review

Motion:
Moved by Councillor Prince, seconded by Councillor McDougall, that staff be directed to
provide an Issue Paper on the current Borrowing Policy for Council discussion.

Discussion:

Councillor Prince clarified that because Council sometimes feels stymied with the lack of
capital funds available under the existing policy, the intent of the motion is to review the
current Borrowing Policy to allow Council to have a discussion regarding future
borrowing and offer comments on funding for special projects that may arise.

Motion Carried. :
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CBRM’s borrowing policy ensures that current debt servicing costs are maintained at
current fevels in order to minimize budget fluctuations and to ensure debt servicing
remains at a level that CBRM can afford. A decision of council to borrow funds in
excess of the existing policy will negatively impact debt servicing for the term of the loan
(10 years). It is uncertain whether or not CBRM couid absorb further debt servicing
pressures in addition to the existing pressures noted above within our current operating
environment without negatively impacting service levels, staffing levels, or tax rates.

As Council is aware, CBRM is currently undergoing a viability study, commissioned by
the Province of NS, which will provide an analysis of CBRM'’s current state, value for
money assessment, and infrastructure deficit. | would recommend that Council
postpone amending the current borrowing policy until the study has been completed.
This will allow CBRM and the Province of NS the opportunity to review and evaluate the
viability study outcomes and recommendations made to address our operating and
capital pressures going forward.

Respectfully submitted,

Jennifer Campbell, CPA, CA
Chief Financial Officer
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Excerpt - Council Minutes - November 20, 2018

Water Bill Charges — Dominion and CBRM Community Arenas

Motion:

Moved by Councillor Bruckschwaiger, seconded by Councillor Coombes, that staff be
directed to provide an Issue Paper on the water bill charges for the Dominion Arena and
other CBRM Community Arenas with suggestions as to what CBRM can do to assist in
relieving the financial burden.

Discussion.
During discussion, it was requested that the Issue Paper also include reference to the
water bills of recreational facilities operated by non-profit boards.

The Chief Financial Officer noted that the NS Utility and Review Board does not permit
municipalities to write-off water bills under any circumstances. Any adjustment would
have to funded from the Municipal Grants Program.

Motion Carried.
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Cape Brefon Regional Municipality

Issue Paper

Date: February 11, 2019

To: Mayor and Council

From: Jennifer Campbell, CPA, CA Chief Financial Officer
Re: Water Bill Charges ~ CBRM Community Facifities

On November 20, 2018, Council requested an Issue Paper on the water bill charges for
Dominion Arena and other arenas with suggestions on how CBRM can assist with the
assoclated financial burden.

As mentioned during that meeting, the NS Utility and Review Board does not permit a
utility to process adjustments in order to reduce or eliminate charges for metered water
consumptiort.

Financial assistance up to $10,000 is available through the Municipal Grants Program to
organizations with a mandate to deliver an ongoing service or program that is generally
delivered by a municipality, or complements a service being offered by CBRM. Arenas
would therefore be eligible to apply as they provide a service that is also delivered by our
municipality.

Therefore, rather than considering a new policy or funding mechanism to address water
hill charges for arenas, it is recommended that the organizations be referred to the
Municipal Grants Program if they require financial assistance. The application will be
evaluated based on the eriteria in the policy including demonstrated financial need and
organizational effectiveness.

Respectfuily submitied,
ORIGINAL SIGNED BY

Jennifer Campbell, CPA, CA
Chief Financial Qfficer
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Excerpt — General Committee Draft Minutes — February 5, 2019

Draft Travel Policy for Citizen Appointees on Heritage Advisoty Committee

Motion:

Moved by Councillor Coombes, seconded by Councillor Eldon MacDonald, that a
recommendation be made to Council to approve the proposed Travel Policy for Citizen
Appointees on Heritage Advisory Committee as outlined in the staff report dated January
31, 2019.

Motion Carried.
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CBRM

A Community of Cormmunities

Cape Breton Regional Municipality

MEMO TO: General Committee

FROM: Malcolm Gillis, Director of Planning & Development

SUBIJECT: DRAFT Travel Policy for Citizen Appointees
— Heritage Advisory Committee

DATE: January 31*, 2019

On May 7, 2018, a workshop was held here at City Hall regarding the roles and responsibilities
of the CBRM Heritage Advisory Committee (HAC). The workshop was facilitated by Ron
Dauphinee and Emily Pond from the Department of Municipal Affairs. During the workshop, a
number of issues were discussed, including training and development opportunities in relation
to heritage properties for members of the HAC, both elected and citizen appointees. At that
workshop, it was pointed out that the past practice has been to sponsor up to two citizens per
year to attend the annual Nova Scotia Provincial Heritage Conference, however no formal
policy is in place. Ht was recommended that staff draft a travel policy for Council’s
consideration.

To that end, attached please find a draft Travel Policy for Citizen Appointees — Heritage
Advisory Committee which mirrors a similar CBRM Policy relating to travel for citizen
appointees on the Board of Police Commissioners.

Highlights of the draft Policy include: the funds for the travel expenses will be included in the
Planning and Development Department Budget, subject to budget approval; CBRM will sponsor
up to two citizen appointees to attend the annual conference, and carpooling will be practiced
whenever possible; the rates for meals, mileage and accommodations, and the filing
requirements, will be the same as required in the Travel Policy for Elected Officials; and the
Planning and Development Department shall be responsible to administer the Policy. It is
estimated that the maximum cost to sponsor two citizens would be $1500 in total.
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Recommendation:

That the attached Travel Policy for Citizen Appointees — Heritage Advisory Committee be
recommended to Council for approval.

Respectfully submitted by:
Origingl signed by:

Malcolm Gillis
Director of Planning and Development
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Cape Breton Regional Municipality

Travel Policy for Citizen Appointees - Heritage Advisory
Committee

1. STATEMENT OF PoLicy:;

It is the policy of the Cape Breton Regional Municipality to encourage citizen appointees
on the Heritage Advisory Committee (HAC) to participate in appropriate training and

development opportunities in relation to heritage properties.

2. OBJECTIVES:

This Policy identifies the annual Nova Scotia Provincial Heritage Conference as the most
appropriate forum for traiming and development of citizens on the HAC. Further, this

Policy outlines the process to be used for same.

3. CRITERIA:

a) Subject to budget approval, the funds for travel expenses for citizen appointees on the

HAC shall be included in the Planning and Development Department budget.

b) HAC citizen appointees are eligible to attend the annual Nova Scotia Provincial Heritage
Conference. CBRM will sponsor a maximum of two citizen appointees to attend the
annual conference, noting that priority will be given to those citizens who have not

attended the Conference in the previous year.

c¢) If more than two citizens who have not attended the previous year’s Conference express

an interest in attending the annval conference, the names shall be drawn by lot.

d) Carpooling shall be practiced whenever possible.

¢) The Planning and Development Department shall be responsible for conference

registration and the travel arrangements of the citizen appointees.

f) The rates for meals, mileage and accommodations, as well as the filing requirements for
expense claims, shall be the same as required in the Travel Expense Policy for Elected

Officials and shall be processed through the Planning and Development Department.

Approved by Council:
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Excerpt — General Committee Draft Minutes — February 5, 2019

Council Agenda Policy — Proposed Amendments

Motion:

Moved by Councillor Coombes, seconded by Councillor McDougall, that a
recommendation be made to Council to approve the proposed amendments to Council
Agenda Policy fo reflect the process going forward with respect to In-Camera
agendas/meetings as outlined in the staff report dated January 30, 2019.

Motion Carried.

Page 88




Clerk’s Office

M-E-M-O

320 Esplanade Sydney, Nova Scofia, B1P 7BS 902-563-5010

To: General Committee

From:  Deborah Campbell Ryan, Municipal Clerk

Date: January 30, 2019

Subject: DRAFT Amendments — Council Agenda Policy

Chief Administrative Officer Marie Walsh has requested that the Council Agenda Policy be

amended to reflect the process going forward with respect to In Camera agendas/meetings, as
follows:

¢ The Agenda Review Committee shall include the CBRM Solicitor;

o Approval of the Agenda be included in the Order of Business on agendas for In
Camera meetings;

o In Camera agenda fopics and corresponding sections of the Municipal Government
Act will be included in the public meeting notice and listed on the CBRM website.

Recommendation:

That the attached Council Agenda Policy as amended be recommended to Council for
approval.

Original signed by.

Deborah Campbell Ryan, Municipal Clerk

Attachment
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Council Agenda Policy

4. LATE ITEMS:

If an issue arises after the Council package goes out and up to noon on
the day before a Council meeting, a member can submit the additional
item to the Clerk for review by an agenda committee made up of the
Mayor/Chair, the CAO and the Clerk for a decision on inclusion as an
added item.

These late items require an issue paper or some kind of background
information for distribution before the meeting.

A ‘“new” item received on Council Day or without supporiing
documentation, will not be permitted.

Council shall not vote on a motion arising out of an item added to the
agenda until a staff report and recommendation is received by council.
Any motion so made shall be deemed to be deferred until such reporis
and recommendation is received.

5. NEW BUSINESS:
New Business in the context of this policy is simply:

Announcements (substantive)
Referrals/questions
Submission of Petition

Notice of Motion

All are subject to a strict adherence to a 1 minute time limit. No debate.
This Policy replaces earlier policies dealing with agenda issues.

This Policy is Councils’ provision for the process of Agenda composition
and New Business matters and supercedes Robert's Rules of Order.

It is noted that the MGA in Section 19(3) sets out the procedure on how a
Council can deal with an emergency issue.

Section 19(3) Where the Mayor or Warden determines that there is
an emergency, the Council may meet without notice
or with such notice as is possible in the
circumstances.

Approved by Council:  September 19, 2006
Amended: June 26, 2018
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Council Agenda Policy

Appendix “A”

City Hall
320 Esplanade
Sydney, NS B1P 7B9
Item No.
Council Agenda Request Form
O  Included on Agenda O Late ltem O Requesi from the Floor:
{Submitted to Municipal {Submitted to Municipal {(New Business)
Clerk’s Office by 4:30 Clerk’s Office by Noon - Annocuncement
pm seven days hefore the day before the - Referral
the meeting) meeting) - Submit Petition

- Notice of Motion

Date of Council Meeting:

Subject:

Motion for Council to Consider:

(Note: when drafting the motion please ensure that it reflects everything that is being
requested to be included in the request for a staff report.) — Please ensure this text is
deleted in the final version of this form.

Reason:

QOuicome Sought:

Councifior District

Dale: Recaived by Clerk’s Department (dafe):
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Excerpt — Heritage Advisory Committee DRAFT Minutes — Febrnary 11, 2019

Criteria for Qualifying Properties for Heritage Registration — Revised Report

Motion:

Moved by Citizen Trifos, seconded by Citizen Ashford, that a recommendation be made
to Council to approve the criteria for evaluating requests for the registration of municipal
heritage properties and that the Heritage Officer score the properties and present the
results to the members of the Committee before any decision regarding registration are
made.

Motion Carried.
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Rick McCready
Planning Department

Cape Breton Regional Municipality

February 11, 2019

MEMO TO: Chairman and Members, Heritage Advisory Commitiee

FROM: Rick McCready, Senior Planner/Heritage Officer

RE: Criteria for Qualifying Properties for Heritage Registration- revised report
Background Information

Requests by property owners to have their properties registered on the CBRM Municipal
Heritage Registry are received by staff on a regular basis. Past practice in dealing with
these requests has been as follows:

o Staff visit the property, discuss the implications of registration with the owner

e Assuming the owner wishes to proceed with the registration following the visit,
staff evaluate the heritage value of the property using a simple matrix that
assesses its architectural, historical and cultural significance, and then prepare a
report for the Heritage Advisory Committee

e The Heritage Advisory Committee reviews the report and recommendations from
staff and then decides whether or not to recommend to Council that the property
be registered. If the Committee decides to recommend registration, the request is
then forwarded to Council for its consideration. {The Heritage Property Act,
which governs heritage registrations, requires Council to take the
recommendations of the HAC into account when making a decision)

e Council considers the request and either rejects it or approves a motion to give
notice of its intent to register the property

e A copy of the Notice of Intent to register the property is filed at the Registry of
Deeds; a copy is sent to the property owner at least 30 days before the meeting
where Council is scheduled to make a final decision

e At asubsequent meeting, Council, after hearing submissions from the property
owner (if any), approves or rejects the registration

e Assuming Council agrees to register the property, staff prepares the registration
document and files it at the Registry of Deeds; the property is added to the CBRM
Municipal Heritage Registry

e A plaque recognizing the property’s heritage status is prepared and provided to
the property owner to be placed on the exterior of the building
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Recommendation

It is my recommendation that the Committee endorse the above criteria for evaluating
requests for the registration of municipal heritage properties. In my view dotng so would
lead to a more streamlined process and better decision making. The Committee may
wish to forward the criteria to Council for formal approval as a policy of the CBRM.

Should these criteria (with or without changes) be adopted, it is my suggestion that the
Heritage Officer score the properties and present the results to the members of the
Committee before any decisions regarding registration are made. The Committee would
review the scoring at a meeting and revise at its discretion. Alternatively, the Committee
could appoint a sub-committee to work with staff on the scoring prior to bringing the
resnlts back to the entire committee.

If new criteria are adopted, it is my recommendation that the committee agree to meet
again relatively soon to make decisions on the four requests that have been submitted and
the two that were deferred earlier. Some of the property owners affected have been
waiting for a decision on their request for quite some time.

For the committee’s information, [ have attached a copy of our current Heritage Registry.

Yours very truly,

Rick McCready, MCIP, MURP
Senior Planner/Heritage Officer
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Cape Breton Regional Municipality

Policy Respecting Criteria for Heritage Property
Registration

This Policy shall be known as the “Heritage Property Registration Criteria Policy”.
STATEMENT OF POLICY:

e It is the policy of the Cape Breton Regional Municipality (CBRM) to
provide detailed, specific criteria to assist both staff and members of the
Heritage Advisory Committee (Committee) in evaluating whether or not a
property should be registered as a Municipal Heritage Property.

1.0 OBJECTIVE:

e It is the objective of this Policy to streamline the process for evaluating
requests for the registration of municipal heritage properties, resulting in
better decision making,

2.0 RESPONSIBILITIES:

2.1 The CBRM Council will approve the Heritage Property
Registration Criteria Policy.

2.2 The Heritage Officer will receive the applications for registration
of municipal heritage properties and score the properties based on
the criteria outlined in Section 3.0 herein.

2.3 The Heritage Officer will provide a report to the Committee for
each application, including the results of the scoring and
recommendation regarding registration.

24  The Committee will review the Heritage Officer’s report and
recommendation and render a decision regarding same. If the
Committee recommends registration, the application is then
forwarded to CBRM Council with a recommendation for approval.

Cape Breton Regional Municipality
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Policy Respecting Criteria for Heritage Property Registration

3.0 CRITERIA:

Historic Significance
Age of Property

Association of the property with the community’s economie, social, political, athletic or
cultural history

Association of the property with a well-known person locally, provincially or nationally

Association of the property with a significant event in a community’s history (such as
incorporation of a former municipal unit, 2 famous labour dispute, a famous court case)

30 points

20 points

[0 points

10 points

Architectural Significance

Presence of rare or unique architectural features on the exterior (such as stained glass
windows, Scottish dormers, turrets, unique pre-fabricated features on modern buildings, etc.)

Exceptional example of a particular architectural style; in order to score high in this category
a structure need not be old or elaborately designed ( a medern building that is unique or is a
particnlarly good example of a particular style could score high in this category, as could a
modest, relatively unornamented structure if it is a very good example of a particular style
(such as a semi- detached coal company house)

Exterior is wood, clay brick or natural stone

Has been very substantially altered in recent years; most or all original features (dormers,
windows, doors, verandahs, etc.) have been changed in size and/or style or have been
removed

Property is in a deteriorated state, requiring major repairs

Presence of unique interior features (such as a Casavant Freres organ, exceptional interior

wood work, unique light fixtures) - points to be awarded only in cases where the building is
open lto the public on a regular basis (places of faith, theatres, public buildings)

20 points

50 points

1G points

-25 points

-15 pts

5 points

Cultural Significance

Association of the property with the history of a particular religious or ethnic group in the
CBRM

Association of the property with social or sports events within a community over a long
pericd of time

It is intended that this scoring criteria will be used as a guide; it is not
recommended that a specific score in each category would be required in
order for registration to proceed. However, it is assamed that in order to be
registered a property should score at least 50 points overall.

25 points

25 points

Approved by Council: 2019

Cape Breton Regional Municipality
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Excerpt — Draft Heritage Advisory Committee Minutes — Febrnary 11, 2019

The Lyceum, 225 George Street, Sydney (PID 15058696 and PID 15176761)

Motion
Moved by Citizen Trifos, seconded by Citizen Ashford, that a recommendation be made

to Council to begin the process of registering the Lyceum at 225 George Street, Sydney,
as a Municipal Heritage Property.

Meoetion Carried.
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Rick McCready
Planning Departiment

o Coonantty of Pommunitics
Cape Breton Regional Municlipality

January 31, 2019

MEMO TO: Chairman and members, Heritage Advisory Cominittee
FROM: Rick MeCready, Senior Plannex/Heritage Officer

RE: Proposed Heritage Registration: The Lyceum, 225 George Strect, Sydney. (PID
15058696 and PID 15176761)

Background

The CBRM is the owner of the Lyceum, a provincially registered heritage property, located at
225 George Street in Sydney. The Lyceum was until recently the site of the Cape Breton Centre
for Heritage and Science, which was operated by the Old Bydney Society. Since the Old Sydney
Society relocated to the former Bank of Montrea! building on Charlotte Street, the Lyceum has
been mostly vacant (a Tae Kwon Do club is leasing space on the third floor).

The Lyceum Society, a registered non-profit organization which has been leasing the building
from the CBRM, is pursuing the possible redevelopment of the Lyceum as the Nova Scotia Music
Centre, and a feasibility study exploring this concept is expected to get underway soon. There has
also been some interest from otlier parties in establishing possible uses within the building. As a
result, the CBRM may in the future be in a position where it would make sense to transfer the
ownership of the building to another party.

As the building has great heritage value and has never been registered municipally, it is my
opinion as Heritage Officer that it would be appropriate for Council to register the building at this
time. Information on the historical significance of the Lyceum is attached,

Recommendation

I would recommend that the HAC endorse the proposed registration of the Lycenm at 225 George
Street as a municipal heritage property and forward the matter to Conncil for its consideration.

Yours very truly,

Rick McCready, MCIP, MURP
Senior Planner/Heritage Officer
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HistoricPlaces.ca - HistoricPlaces.ca

Historie Places

Page 1 of 2

Lyceum
225 George Streel, Sydney, Nova Scofia, BAP, Canada
Formally Resognized: 9830311

Lyceum, earty 20U ceplury West elevalion Lyseurn Frent elevation, Lyceum

OTHER NAME(S)
na l

LINKS AND DGCUMENTS
Lyesum \Wab sile

CONSTRUCTION DATE(S)
1804/01/T1 to 1204/12/31

LISTER ON THE CANADIAN REGISTER: 220706818

& STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

DESCRIPTION OF HISTORIC FLACE

The Lyceum |s located on George Strest in Sydney, Nova Seotia, This large three-storey, Colonial
Reavival, pressed brick and firasfone slnuclure was buitin 1904, It was designad &3 a mult-purpose
cultural cenlie and in s heyday was conslderad tha bast etjuipped lhaatre In Easlern Canada, The
buding and surrounding praperly are Inctuded in the provinelsl designation,

HERITAGE VALUE

The Lyceum is valued as a symbg! of an era of larpe scale growth and econormie optimism in Sydnay's
history. The Lycetm's 3rask nama, meanlng a placa of lzaming, concerts and discussion, rellected the
city's interest in bacoming a cultural centre. Itis velued for Rs continued fulfiimant of th!s funclion for In
excess of a hundred years, s architectural elemenis of the Colonlal Revival styla embody the optimism
pravalent ai the turm of the bgindlng of the twentieth century.

The Lyceurs was dasigned by George E. Hulchinson, of Cheppel Bros. & Co. Lid., Sydrey, for the
Cathalic Episcops) Corporation of Antigenish and was constructed by a Mr. Failinger, When Bullt, the
four-storey Lyceum Theatre was considered the best equipped thastre In Easlam Canada, end boasted
a 474oc! high stage and sesting far 300, The basement contained a gymnasium with eccompanying
dragsing rabma, whilta tha upper storay contalned cluh raams and adsrary The bufiding cost $37,000 10
complete, which was a large sum for 1304,

Touring theatrical companies from Britain, the United Siates ard Canada performed al the Lyceum
during the fisst two decades of the twentieth century. From 1323 to 1924, the Scoitish Catholle Soclsty
sponsored a8 "Gaelic Schoal,” with three teachers and three classes (adulls, preschociers end & grammar
clase} in the Sydnay Lyceurs. Buring the following two decadas vaudavilla and silent moviez deminated
the productions at the Lyceum until competition from new theatres braught a decling in business for the
Lycaum.

https:/fwww.histoficplaces.caz’en/rep-reg/place—Ii%g:g))i‘ggr-?SQS&pidfO
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HISIONCH1Aaces.ca - HISstoneriaces.ca Irdye 4 Ul 4

Source Provincial Herftage Praperty Fes. no 175, Hernitage Divis'on. 1747 Summer Street, Haax HA

CHARAGTER-DEFINING ELEMENTS

Characlerdefining ejemants of the fortilication at Chapel Paint nclude

- location of the fort within Sydney Harbour a2nd acmes from For Petris
= all ramnants of B2 pun emplacements a»d cadergraung magarnes with escape shafts

Characier-defining elements of the batiery observaton postinclude

- placemeat of the tower on the farhfication s'te set back fram the gun emplacements and the
underground magazines, and facing Sydney Harbour
- the toncrete, lour stemy tower,

£3 REGQCNITION
3 HISTORICAL INFORMATION

A3 ADDHTIONAL INFORMATION

NEARBY PLACES

Holy Ghost Ukranian Church
4% \Wast Street, Whilney Pier, Nova Scotia

Hely Ghost Ukra.man Chureh s ‘'ocated on West Sireetin Ihe area of Sydney Cape Braton known

Go.gle 7 Map dala €2019 s.n}:gﬂe
CH Traln Station
159 Legatin Straset, Sydney Mines, Nova Scolis
The GN Tran Staton s loccatad op Legaito Sireet o the centre of Sydney Mings Mova Scolin This
https://www.historicplaces.ca/en/iep-reg/place-licu.aspx?id=6525&pid=0 31/01/201%
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Excerpt — DRAFT Heritage Advisory Committee Minutes — February 11, 2019

The Chapel Point Battery, located just off Amber Drive, Sydney Mines. (PID
15178908):

Motion

Moved by Councillor Prince, seconded by Citizen Trifos, that a recommendation be made
to Council to begin the process of registering The Chapel Point Battery off Amber Drive,
Sydney Mines, as a Municipal Heritage Property.

Motion Carried.
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Rick McCready
Planning Departent

Cape Breton Regional Munlicipality

Jannary 31, 2019

MEMO TO: Chairman and members, Heritage Advisory Committee
FROM: Rick McCready, Senior Planner/Heritage Officer

RE: Proposed Heritage Registration: The Chapcl Point Battery, located just off Amber
Drive, Sydney Mines. (PID 15178908)

Background

The CBRM is the owner of the Chapel Point Batiery, a provincially registered heritage property,
located just off Amber Drive in Sydney Mines. Chapel Point is the site of a command pest and
other fortifications that were part of the military infrastructure that was put in place during World
War 11 to protect Sydney Harbour from attack by enemy forces.

A proposal to develop this properiy both as a historic attraction aud a recreational park was
prepared by the Town of Sydiey Mines before amalgamation, but the funds to implement the
plans were never secured. Today the structures oa the site are in a very deteriorated state.

Recently, however, as Council is aware, the AMP (Atlantic Memorial Park) Society has put
together an ambitious plan for developing the site as both a tourist attractiou and as a
commemorative park to honour those who have served in Canada’s armed forces. The first phase
of this praject (the restoratiou of the Command Post and the development of a trail connecting the
Command Post to the nearby beach) will get underway this spring.

The possibility of transferring ownership of the praperty to the AMP Society, a registered nou-
profit society, is a possibility iu the future as the Saciety will be responsible for oparating the
park.

As the property has great heritage value and has never been registered municipally, it is my

opinion as Heritage Officer that it would be appropriate for Conncil to register the building at this
time. Information on the historical significance of Chapel Point is attached.
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Recommiendation

I would recommend that the HAC endorse the proposed registration of Chapel Point in Sydney

Mines (PID 151789908) as 3 municipal heritage properiy and forward the matter to Council for
its consideration.

Yours very truly,

Rick McCready, MCIP, MURP
Senior Planner/Heritage Officer
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HistoricPlaces.ca - HistoricPlaces.ca

Page 1 of 2

Gliepel Pulat Battery Site

Chureh SUset and Amber Drive, Sydney Mines, Nova Scolia, BV, Canada

Farmally Recogalzod: 1333/07/29

Battery nbsarvation post Fortification sile Eonlification sie

OTHER NABIE(S)
Chapel Point Battery Gite
Chapel Point Foriification

LINKS AND DOCUMENTS
nia

CONSTRUCTION DATE(S)

LIZTED OM THE CANADIAN REBISTER: 2007/01/31

£5 STATEMENT OF SIGRIFICANCE

DESCRIPTION OF HISTORIG PLACE

Chapsl| Point Battery Sile iz a World War Il era joriiflzation sita at Sydney Mines, Caps Breton latand,
built o guard Sydney Harbaur, Chapel Point includes an abservation post and gun batteties and sevaral
balow ground fortfications. Thae buildings and underground fortifications are all incladed in the
dasignation aa well as the surrounding property.

HERITAGE VALUE

Chapal PointIs valued histarically as it played & significant role in the defenas of Sydney Harbour Suring
Yizrid War 1. i s also valued architacturaTy for its massive constiuction and such detaiis as deeply
placed magazines. It is unigue emong Canada's warime coastal defences.

Chapel Point was built in 1639 by E.G.M, Capa Construction Company. Warking in conjunction with For
Petrie, located acrss the hasbour, Chape! Point guarded Sydney Harboue. Both sltes ;Smlecled
departing conviys and naval ships based at nearby Foint Edward Nava! Base from German submannes
{hat patroltad waters aurounding eastem Canacla, as wall s local industry, which was vital 19 the war
effort . Becausa of its proximity to the cnd fishary, esal mines and ths entranca to central Canada

theaugh tha St Lawrence River, Sydney Harbour was A stralegie defense location, second only to
Halifax.

Chapel Peint consisted of a battery obsesvation pest, gun emplacements, and an extensive undargrmund
syslam housing magez nes, and unidentified ressriciad areas. Chape! Point was decommiasioned in
1843 and largely dismantled |n 1948, The town of Sydnay Mines Iater purchased the ste

Fort Petrie, Chapal Point's sigter forl, was also bult In 1939 by E.G.M, Capa and was last of the Sydney
Harbour fordifications to be decammissioned iIn 1956 The eommunication tower was demolished in 1988,
The Sydnay Harbour Forlifization &oviaty bought the fortIn 1991, A museum ls now contained in the
battery obsarvation past dedlcated to the history of the site.

https://www.historicplaces.ca/en/rep~reg/place~liqgaa§gx1?6f§=6525&pidgﬁ
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Source Provinclat Hertags Propesty files, no 175, Hertzge Divislon 1747 Summes Street, Halifax, N3
CHARACTER.-DEFINING ELEMENTS
Character-defining elements of the forification at Chapel Foint incfode:

~toeation of the fort within Sydney Harbour and across from Ferd Petile
- ail ramnanta of the gun emplacements and underground magazines with @scape shafla

Character-defining elements of tha battery observalion pastinclude

~ placemen{ &f the tower on the fariification sits set hack from the gun emplacements and the
underground magazines, and faeing Sydney Harbour;
- the concrate, four storey lower. ‘

B RECOGNITION
€ HISTORICAL INFORMATION

3 ADDITIONAL INFORMATIOR

NEARBY PLACES

Haly Ghost Ukranian Glurch
49 West Streat, Whitney Piar, Nova Scafia

Hely fihest Ukra nan Charch is focatad o West Streetin the area of Sydney Tape Braton known

: a% |
Guo gle | Map deta 2019 Gosglé
CN Traln Statlon
159 Legatio Street, Sydney Mines, Nova Seotis
the CN Train Slation s 'ocated o- Legatis Streel i the centra of Sydney Minas Nova Scata This
https:#fwww.historicplaces.calen/rep-reg/place-lieu.aspx?id=6525&pid=0 31/0122019
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Deed transfer tax payment

104 The deed transfer tax sheall be paid by the grantee named in the deed within fen
days of the transfer.

Deed transfer tax is a lien

108 (1) The deed fransfer tax, with inferest and penatfty, is s lien upon the property
transferred. '

108 {2) The lian attaches on the dafe when the deed transfar tax is due and may be
collectad in the saine manner as laxes.

Registrar of Daeds as agerif and collector
110 Where the council and the Minister agree that the Registrar of Deeds is fo be the
municipality’s agent and collector of the deed fransfer tax, the Registrar is the

municipality’s agent and colfector and has all of the powers of the treasurer pursuant to
this Part.

Given the reasons stated above, it is recommended that we do not support a lobbying of
the changes requested and instead ask that the Nova Scotla Association of Realtors
continue fo lobby the Provincial Government for the phase out of the CAP.

Respectfully submitted,
ORIGINAL SIGNED BY

Jennifer Campbell, CPA, CA
Chief Financial Officer
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1R

FCPY SEOT IS ASBOGIN RN
OF AEALTEAY

lanuary 2, 2019

Dear Councilor,

The Nova Scotia Association of REALTORS® (NSAR) represents more than 1,500 members throughout the province
who are dedicated to improving the quallty of life for everyone who lives and works here. We are pleased to
partner with strong leaders wha recognize the important social, environmental, and economic impacts of the real
estate industry on our communities.

REALTORS® in Nova Scotia have been lobhying municipal and provincial government officials to amend Deed
Transfer Tax (DTT) policies. REALTGRS® propose that municipaiities either waive the DTT for first-time buyers on
the purchase of their home, or extend the DTT payment period over five years. Each of these aptions can be
tailored to suit the respective needs of municipalities.

For municipalities, a change in collection of the DTT would reduce budget fluctuations, if chosen to spread the
payment over five years, and would permit appropriate fiscal planning. For first-time homekuyers, waiving the
tax would ease financial burdens at the time of purchase and encourage home kuying in your municipality, and
our province. Exterding the payment period of DTT will allow housing acquisition costs to be spread out over a
number of years, as DTT payments can equal up-to one-third of a five per cent down payment for first time
buyers.

tn 2018, new homeowners have boosied their local econamies through spin-off spending, which averages
$44,150 per transaction in Nova Scotia, plus an increased property tax base. Nova Scotian homeowners will also
contribute an estimated $29.9 million in municipal taxes throughout the province in 2018,

In the New Year, REALTORS® from your commutinity will reach out to schedule one-on-one conversations and
offer council presentations on our proposal. | encourage you to consider our proposal and how it can benefit
your community, and our provincial economy. If you have any questions, please reach out to Paige Hoveling,
NSAR’s Government Relations Coordinator at (902)-468-5764 or phoveling @nsar.ns.ca

We look forward to speaking with you about stimulating your local market and attracting new residents to your
community.

Kind rega rds_,

Aaron Millen Roger Boutilier Roy Milley
President Chief Executive Qfficar Chair, Provincial/Municipal
Action Committee

HESE A Lt
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Appendix A:

Waste Disposal Tipping Fee Schedule 1 - Effective date April 1, 2019

PRODUCT

TIPPING FEE

COMMENTS

RMW

(Residual Mixed Waste)

ICl sector = $96.00/tonne

Residential - no charge

Residual mixed waste - RMW (Garbage]} tip tee
will be charged to the ICl
{Institutional/Commercial/Industrial) sectors only.

C&D Unsorled

(Censtruction & Demolition)

IC| sector = $96.00/tonne

Residential - no charge

Construction and Demoliticn {C&D) waste tip
fee will be charged 1o the ICI
(Institutional/Commercial/Industrial) sectors cnly.

C&D Wood

(Consiruciion & Demolifion)

ICI sector = $48.00/tonne

Residential - no charge

Construction and Demuoiition [C&D) woste tip
tee will be charged fo the IC]
{Institutional/Commercial/Industrial) sectors only.

Impacied Soil

(Cl sector = $36.00/tonne

Impacted soil waste tip fee will be charged to
the ICI {Institutionat/ Commercial/Industrial)
sectors only.

Scrap Metal

ICI sector = $36.00/tonne

Residential - no charge

Scrap Metol waste tip tee will be charged to the
[CI {Institutionol/ Commercial/Industricl) sectors
only.

Organics

ICl sector = $60.00/tonne

Residential - no charge

Organics waste tip fee will be charged to the IC]
{Instituticnal/Commercial/Industrial) sectors only.

Organics Unsorted
(Contaminaied)

ICl sector = $90.00/tonne

Residential - ne charge

Unsorted or Contaminated Organics waste tip
fee will be charged to the ICI
(Institutional/ Commercial/Industrial) sectors only.

Asbestos

[C| sector = Friable
$36.00/regulation bag -
minimum charge = $600.00
Non-Friable $96.00/tonne

Residential - no charge

Prior notice and approval is required before
material arrival. Phone Waste Management
Facility site 563-55%0.

Leaf & Yard Wasie

no charge

No Charge for Leof & Yord Waste
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Excerpt — General Committee Draft Minntes — Febrnary 5, 2019

Livestock Animal Nuisance By-law

Motion:

Moved by Councillor Coombes, seconded by Councillor MacMullin, that a
recommendation be made to Council to approve the Responsible Animal Husbandry
Bylaw and to schedule the necessary Public Hearing as outlined in the staff Issue Paper
dated January 29, 2019,

Motion Carried.
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CBRM

A Community of Comumunities

Cape Breton Regional Municipality

MEMO TO: COUNCIL

FROM: Malcolm Gillis
SUBIJECT: RESPONSIBLE ANIMAL HUSBANDRY BYLAW
DATE: February 11th, 2019

Since this draft Bylaw was first presented to the General Committee of Council the Legal
Department completed its review. One miner amendment has been inserted on their
recommendation. That is, the Bylaw now includes a definition for the term “agricultural
commodity”. It reads as follows ...

“Agricultural commeodity means a product of an agricultural operation sold on the retail or
wholesale market.”

No other amendments were recommended by the Legal Department.

Malcolm Gillis
Director of Planning
Cape Breton Regional Municipality
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Responsible Animal Husbandry By-law

of the Cape Breton Regional Municipality
regulating the care of domestic livestock animals

Pursuant to Provision 174.f of the Municipal Government Act of Nova Scotia, the Council of the Cape Breton Regional
Municipality hereby adopts the following Bylaw:

WHEREAS Provision 174.f gives municipalities the authority to adopt Bylaws respecting
domestic livestock animals and activities in relafion te them; and

WHEREAS the Cape Breton Regional Municipality intends to regulate incessant sounds
and/or noises caused by domestic livestock animals, and alse odours
caused by improper care of domestic livestock animals that adversely
affect the reasonabie enjoyment of neighlbbouring properties

The Council of the Cape Breton Regional Municipality hereby adopts this Responsible
Animal Husbandry By-law regulcting the care of domestic livestock animaols.

PURPOSE

The purpose of this Bylaw is to allow the keeping of most domaestic livestock animals for non-
agricultural purposes throughout the Cape Breton Regional Municipality provided responsibie animal
husbandry is practiced to ensure the reasonable use of their property by other property owners in
the neighbourhood is not adversely affected because of offensive odours or noise.

Section A. Definitions

Agricultural commodity means a product of an agricultural operation sold on the retail or
wholesale market.

Animal husbandry is the branch of agriculture concerned with animals that are raised for meat, fibre,
milk, eggs, or other products. It includes day-to-day care, selective breeding and the raising of
livestock.

Agricultural operation means the use of land, buildings and structures for the production of crops,
or raising and/or caring of livestock with the expectation of financial gain as a commodity.

At large means any domestic livestock animal found outside its owner’s premises or property
CBRM wherever used in this Bylaw means the Cape Breton Regional Municipality.
Domestic fowl means poultry which are valued for their meats and eggs including chickens,

turkeys, ducks, geese, pigeons and guinea fowl which are kept as pets or for personal use only,
but does not include roosters.
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Domestic livestock means an animal capable of providing a product (e.g. eggs, milk, meat, fur,
wool, honey etc.), or bred historically to perform a task (e.g. large draft animals such as a horse,
oxen, carrier pigeons). Domestic livestock do not need to be currently used to provide a product
or perform a task to be subject to the provisions of this Bylaw. A domestic livestock is not wild,
feral, or a pet animal as defined by this Bylaw.

Incessant sound means vocal sound produced by the larynx of a domestic livestock exceeding a
cumulative twenty (20) minute period within any one (1) hour timeframe;

Large draft animal means a domestic livestock animal bred to perform a task such as pulling (e.g.
oxen) or riding (e.g. horse).

Living space means any confined area to which domestic livestock animals have access.

Offensive Odour means odour that is offensive is detectable in the ambient air greater or equal
to 7 D/T (dilution to threshold) for two observations not greater than 15 minutes apart at the
same location as measured by a field olfactometer device (Nasal Ranger or equivalent
equipment).

Pet animal means a tamed animal primarily kept within a dwelling for companionship.
Rooster means an adult male chicken.

Stable means a building designed to house, or breed large draft animals (e.g. horses, cattle,
donkeys) either for agricultural, recreational, or business purposes and shall include riding stable
businesses.

Urban property means a lot parcel serviced by a CBRM sanitary sewer main or a property being
charged the sanitary sewer rate in the CBRM tax system.

In this Bylaw words used in the singular may be interpreted to also mean the plural and words
used in the plural may also be interpreted to mean singular, unless they are prefaced with a
specific number (e.g. one large draft animal)

Section B. Provisions
1. Domestic livestock animals used solely to provide a product exclusively for the use of the

owner of the properly on which they are kept are permitted throughout the Regional
Municipality.
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2. The keeping of domestic livestack animals:
e used to provide an agricultural commaodity; or
e ysed as a draft animal in an agricultural operation;
shall be considered an agricultural use and subject to compliance with the CBRM Land Use
Bylaw having jurisdiction and therefore, is not subject to this By-law.

3. Incessant sound produced by a domestic livestock animal experienced on a property other
than where the incessant sound is emanating from shail be a violation of this By-law when
the incessant sound is emanating from:

* an urban property; or
* any rural property where the raising and/or caring of livestock is not as an agricultural
commodity.

4. Offensive Odour is odour emanating from:
e an urban property; or
e any rural property where the raising and/or caring of livestock is not as an agricultural
commodity;

emanating from domestic livestock animals, and/or their shelters, and/or any ancillary
facilities associated with the care of the animals that unreasonably interferes with the
enjoyment of life of residents, or the use of property in proximity is a violation of this Bylaw
if the odour is detectable in the ambient air greater or equal to 7 D/T (dilution to threshold)
for two observations not greater than 15 minutes apart at the same location as measured by
a field olfactometer device (Nasal Ranger or equivalent equipment).

5. Roosters are banned from any urban property or any rural property where the housing of
domestic livestock animals is not as an agricultural commodity.

6. All buildings used as shelters or stables for domestic livestock animals shall be constructed in
compliance with the Regulations under the Building Code of Nova Scotia.

7. Any owner or harbourer of domestic livestock animal who does not prevent it from going at
large shall be liable of an offence under this By-law.

Section C. Enforcement
1. Enforcement of this Bylaw shail be the responsibility of the Police Department of the CBRM.
2. The Police may Order the assessed owner of the property on which domestic livestock

animals are being kept to remedy the condition when sufficient evidence of a violation of any
of the provisions of Section B of this Bylaw has been collected.

3. If the condition is not remedied within the time specified in the Order a Summary Offence
Ticket may be issued.
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4. The assessed owner of a property on which a domestic livestock animal is being kept which
is not in compliance with any of the provisions of Section B of this Bylaw is subject, on
summary conviction, to a fine for each violation as described below. Every day during which
the condition is not remedied is a separate offence.

» 1t offence within a 12 month period = $165.00
e 2" offence within a 12 month period = $279.00
e 3" offence within a 12 month period = $425.00
s At offence within a 12 month period = $605.00

5. Where the owner fails to pay the fine within the time specified the Police may direct an official
delegated by the Council of the Cape Breton Regional under 5ection __ of the Municipal
Government Act to enter upon the property without warrant or other legal process and
remove the domestic livestock animal. The cost associate with the removal and retention of
a domestic livestock animal will be the responsibility of the owner.

PASSED AND ADOPTED: by a majority of the whole Council at a duly called meeting of the Cape Breton

Regional Municipal Council held on 2019.
MAYOR CLERK
THIS IS TO CERTIFY that the attoched is a true ond correct copy of the By-fow of the Cope Breton Regionof
Municipolity adopted by Regionol Council daring o meeting held on 2018,
CBRM CLERK
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CBRM

A Community of Communities

ISSUE PAPER
TO: COUNCIL'S GENERAL COMMITTEE
From: Malcolm Gillis and Karen Neville
RE: Livestock animal nuisance Bylaw

Date: January 29%, 2019

This issue paper is written in response to a number of requests from individual councillors and a
Motion of Council for staff to prepare (1) an issue paper and {2) a draft Bylaw intended to
address complaints from constituents about noise and odour caused by the keeping of livestock
animals. Invariably, the complaints are either of noise and/or odor, and the common thread is
that the noises and odors are incessant. The animals being kept are never the common demestic
pets which are intended to be companion pets (e.g. cats, dogs). Instead they are the types of
animals normally considered livestock {e.g. chickens, pigs, horses} and which are generaily not
being kept as companion pets.

There currently is no Bylaw addressing the issue of odour and the Noise Bylaw has been
determined ineffective as a tool to address complaints of animal noises by both the Crown
Prosecution office and the CBRM Police Department. From the legal information Planning and
Development Department staff has reviewed there are four essential principles that must be
addressed in order for such a Bylaw to be effectively enforced and viclations successfully
prosecuted. (1) The source of the noise or odour must be identifiable, (2) the noise or odor must
be offensive, (3) it must occur over an extended period of time, and {4) you must measure it.

Planning and Development Department staff organized a committee comprised of:

e people who claim to be adversely affected by either the noise or odour emanating from a site
where livestock animals are being kept outside of a bona fide agricultural farm in urban and
rural residential neighbourhoods;

» owners of livestock animals who are practicing effective animal husbandry;

e a representative of the CBRM Police Department (i.e. the Department expected to enforce
any Bylaw adopted by Council and Planning Department staff;

e arepresentative of the Province’s Department of Agriculture.
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After a number of-meetings the committee is unanimously endorsing a draft Bylaw prepared
for Council adoption and CBRM administration and enforcement. The draft Bylaw is included
with this issue paper. It is just 4 pages long so | encourage each and every councillor to read it.
The salient points of the Bylaw are ...

e The focus of this Bylaw is not to be authoritarian. With the adoption of this Bylaw CBRM
will be embracing the keeping of livestock animals ANYWHERE in the Regional Municipality
with very few exceptions. However, those keeping livestock animals will be expected to
respect their neighbours and practice responsible animal husbandry.

s The keeping of domestic livestock animals used to provide an agricultural commodity, or
used as a draft animal in an agricultural operation is not subject to this By-law.

e The Bylaw is succinct. Itis not quite 4 full pages long and approximately 40% of it is devoted
to definitions so that it is easily understood.

e The Bylaw is focused and simple. There are just two violations of the Bylaw. Your animals
are either too noisy or your poor husbandry practices are resulting in odours which should
not be endured by your neighbours and will not be tolerated by the CBRM.

e The Bylaw does not play the numbers game. We are not counting animals and we are not
imposing yard sizes.

s The Bylaw is not an animal husbandry standards document. We are not inspecting premises
and therefore there is no need for an increased bureaucracy to administer and enforce it.

e Violations of the Bylaw are measured either by time {i.e. noise} or by a technical device
operated by a skilled technician {i.e. odour). There is a cost as the skilled technician will be
under contract, but there is no expectation this cost will be significant because the expected
volume of complaints should not be great.

¢ The Police do not have to enter the property {which would require a warrant) from which
the noise or odour is emanating to gather evidence.

¢ Enforcement provisions can be imposed swiftly because the use of Summary Offence
Tickets will be permitted and the fine amount increases as the number of violations
increases.

It is the opinion of the staff of this Department that the draft Bylaw with this report effectively

implements the principles explained on page 1 of this issue paper and the Police Department is
prepared to test the Bylaw as an enforcement tool.

Recommendation:
I recommend that the General Committee ask Council to adopt this Bylaw and that Council pass

a Motion to schedule the necessary Public Hearing.

Respectfully submitted by:

RIGINAL SIGNED BY

Malcolm Gillis
Director of Planning and Development
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Excerpt — Heritage Advisory Committee DRAFT Minutes — Febrnary 11, 2019

Proposed amendments to the CBRM IHetitage Property Bylaw

Motion

Moved by Councillor Prince, seconded by Citizen Ashford, that a recommendation be
made to Council to approve the amendments to the Heritage Property Bylaw to make the
bylaw consistent with the recent amendments to the Heritage Property Act as outlined in
the staff Tssue Paper dated February 4, 2019.

Motion Carried.

Page 125




Rick McCready
Planning Department

A & 2y of & Lece
Cape Breton Regional Municipality

February 4, 2019

MEMO TO: Chairman and members, Heritage Advisory Commitiee
FROM: Rick McCready, Senior Planner/Heritage Officer

RE: Proposed amendments to the CBRM Heriiage Property Bylaw
Background

The Province recently amended the Heritage Property Act to enable municipalitics to delay
substantial alterations to, or demolitions of, heritage properties up to a maximum of three years.
Previously the delay pericd was a maximum of one year. Most municipalities in the Province
have amended their heritage property bylaws to make them consistent with the new legislation.

If CBRM amends its bylaw to allow for a maximum three year delay period, it should be noted
that Council retains the ability to approve a substantial alteration or a demolition without waiting
the three year period, subject to the procedures outlined in the Act.

Recommendaiion

I would recommend that the HAC endorse amendiments to the Heritage Property Bylaw to make
the bylaw consistent with the recent amendments to the Heritage Property Act, and forward the
amendments to Council for approval. A copy of the bylaw with the revisions is attached for the
Committee’s perusal. Please note that some minor housekeeping changes have also been made to
the bylaw to better reflect current procedures for heritage property registration.

1

Yours very truly,

Rick McCready, MCIP, MURP
Senior Planner/Heritage Officer
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The Heritage Property Act further provides that no person shall substantially alter the
exterior appearance of or demolish a building for 120 days after notice of recommendation to
register the property has been served, unless the Regional Municipality sooner refuses to register .

the property.

The owner has the right to be heard coﬁcemjng the recommended registration, and the date of the
hearing shall be [here set out date, time and place of hearing]. Submissions may be made orally or
in writing if desired, and a written submission may be presented at any time prior to the hearing.

A copy of this notice has been recorded at the Registry of Deeds for the County of Cape Breton
pursuant to the Act.

Dated at this day of 2

Per: ‘
‘Regional Municipality Clerk

PROVINCE OF NOVA SCOTIA)

COUNTY OF CAPE BRETON SS)
ON THIS day of ,AD, 2 , before me, the subscriber, personélly came and
appeared the subscribing witness to the foregoing Notice, who, having

been by me duly swormn, made oath and said that THE CAPE BRETON REGIONAL
MUNICTPALITY, a municipal body corporate, caused the same to be executed in its name and on
its behalf, and its corporate seal-to be thereunto affixed by its proper officer inh  presence.

Schedule "A" should contain the legal description of the property sought to be registered as taken
from the deed. ‘
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A copy of this notice has been recorded at the Registry of Deeds for the County of Cape
Breton pursuant to s. 15(3) of the Act.

DATED at Sydney, Nova Scotia, this [date].

Cape Breton Regional Municipality

Per:
Clerk
PROVINCE OF NOVA SCOTIA)
- COUNTY OF CAPE BRETON SS)
ON THIS day of L AD.2 . before me;
' the subscriber, personally came and appeared the subscribing witness to the

foregoing Notice, who, having been by me duly sworn, made oath and said that THE CAPE
BRETON REGIONAL MUNICIPALITY, a municipal body corborate, caused the same to be
-exceuted in its name and on its behalf, and its corporate seal to be thereunto affixed by its proper

officerinh  presence.

Schedule "A" should contain the legal description of the property‘ sought to be registered as taken
from the deed.
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Port of Sydney Development Corporation

Income Statement for @ Month Period Ended December 31, 2018

Wharfage & Berthage

Event Revenus

Miscellaneous Revenus

Storage & Rental

Passenger fax

SecurityTrafflc Control

Transpoit Canada Marketing Rev.
Craft Mariet Revenue

Wages & Salaries
Professional Fees
Advertising & Promotions
Cruise Activities

Dues & Membership Fees
Event Expense

fnsurance

Interest & Bank Charges
Cffice & Admin
Miscellaneous

Repairs & Maintenance
Capitai Repairs

Travel

Utilities

Bad Debis

Sacurity

Bus Development Transpori Can
Leasehold Improvements

AGOA Marina Proceeds
Less Amortization
et Income (Loss}

YTD Actual ¥TD Budget Variance to Budget Arnuai Budget
451,643.69 386,331.58 75,312.11 475,629.08
63,735.20 54,300.00 9,435.20 57,450.00
18,401.92 4,750.00 13,651.82 5,5600.00
262,384.84 236,136.72 26,248.22 258,817.72
1,036,816.00 936,880.00 99,936,00 936,880.00
167,883.62 160,472.11 17,411.5% 160,212.21
24,6721 35,000.00 {10,327.89} 35,000.00
83,108.71 83,780.00 (671.28} 83,780.00
2,118,646,19 1,887,650.41 23(,996.78 2.013,169.01
550,323.35 647,317.83 {96,994.28) 846,816 13
31,6841.56 65,000.00 {33,158.44) 78,500.00
32,461.00 51,380.00 {11,918.00) 54,680.00
§3,874.37 44,980.00 8,894.37 54,105.00
43,632.70 44 101,00 {468.30) 45 591,00
10,627.67 14,000.00 (3,472.33) 14,085.00
€2,658.24 43,811.00 18,747.24 67.311.00
8,107.54 4,720.00 3,387.54 6,220,00
30,754.44 58,419.00 (27.664.586) 72,165.00
3,07587 6,000.00 (2,924.33) 7,600.00
165,244.93 162,551.00 2,693.83 212,398.00
16,776.49 80,300.00 (63,223.51) 100,0C0.00
11,448.84 29,196.65 {17,747.81} 40,040,00
147.214.62 152,989.00 {5,774.38) 200,464.00
1,212.82 250.00 962.82 500,00
175,291.35 150,461.47 15,820.88 168,988,33
16,791.20 0.00 16,791.20 0.00
629,60 10,000.00 (8,371.00) 10,000.00
1,368,765.79 1,574,176.75 (205,410.98) 1,979,363,46
749,880.40 313,473.66 436,406.74 33,805.55
150,446.00 .00 150,446.00 0.60
{220,808.00) (220,806.00} 0.00 (294,405.00)
679,620.40 02,667.66 586,862.74 (260,5080,45)
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