
Mike Savage Responses 
 
1. Do you believe that HRM’s development boom is motivated by real demand or mainly by 
developer and investment profit? 
 
Our population and GDP are on the rise, in part from shipbuilding, but also due to growth in our 
financial, oceans, start-up sectors, and – as the Conference Board of Canada has pointed out - 
from an increase in construction. This year we are expected to have the second fastest rate of 
growth among Canadian cities. Yes, the private sector feels confident enough in the local 
economy to build, and that in turn has benefitted a number of professionals, trades people, 
suppliers and people who are looking for choice in the housing market. 
 
2. Do you believe that accepting campaign donations from developers creates a conflict of 
interest for councillors? Have you accepted donations from developers or their families? 
 
We need comprehensive campaign finance reform for municipal elections. I introduced this to 
Council in November 2014 and it was adopted. Unfortunately, we need provincial legislation to 
allow for this reform. I advocated with the provincial government and in late spring it was 
approved. We have asked staff to bring forward recommendations and this is expected in the 
first six months of Council’s next term. It is my view that we should seek broad public input on 
the topic.  
We should have regulations that strictly govern campaign spending, including limits on 
donations, who can contribute and when they can contribute. (My personal feeling is the latter 
should only be permitted in election years to level the field for new candidates.) I also think we 
should have disclosure of how money is spent and what happens to surplus monies. Presently, 
we are only required to disclose our donors, which is helpful for transparency but there are no 
penalties for non-compliance. 
I have accepted donations from all types of business subject to my self-imposed contribution 
limits. If we are to disallow support from one group, we should look at all businesses that have 
dealings with the city. I would be supportive of disallowing contributions from corporations and 
unions and having strict donation limits on individuals. 
 
3. Do you believe that circumstances across HRM have changed so drastically that land use by-
laws should be disregarded? 
 
I believe land use bylaws generally serve us well, but I also know there are times when they 
need to be changed and times when they do not foresee the applications that come in. By and 
large, land use bylaws should not be disregarded, and they are not disregarded. We are a 
growing, changing municipality and our land use by-laws need to be responsive to that change. 
That’s why we had a Regional Plan Review, why we’re moving through the Centre Plan process, 
and why we’re proceeding with the Green Network Plan to better balance growth with 
environmental protections of open spaces. 
 
 



 
4. Do you agree that a councillor should not vote on a major development if he/she has never 
visited its location? 
 
I think that would depend on the definition of “major”. We serve a big municipality – 5,500 
sq.km. – and I know that what’s major downtown is not the same as what’s major in 
Musquodoboit Harbour, but it may be of no less importance to the local community. While this 
notion sounds good in theory it is rife with impracticalities. Local councillors are elected to 
represent their constituents and serve the municipality as a whole. We also routinely hold 
public hearings to better understand community points of view before decisions are made. 
Community councils have a number of powers in this area and it may be wise to accord them 
more powers. 
 
5. When local residents are strongly opposed to a development, for what reasons might you 
vote for it? 
 
Many projects divide communities, but may be of a general benefit to the community as a 
whole. Sometimes community opposition is broad in number but narrow in scope. For example, 
over the past number of years we have had communities oppose a day treatment centre for 
youth with mental health issues, and we have had opposition to small options homes for 
disabled people. I believe our community benefits from projects like these. We have seen 
opposition to Habitat for Humanity houses, and I believe they help lift families out of poverty.  
We have opposition to the siting of wind turbines, despite a general consensus that we need to 
move to greener energy sources, and we see opposition to cell towers while other residents in 
the same community lobby for better network coverage. 
Community voices should be heard and have impacted my own views on developments such as 
one that was proposed for Wellington Street, the Skye proposal downtown and others. 
 
6. If you are uncertain about a proposal, would you rely on staff’s recommendations? 
 
We have professional, ethical, well-trained staff members within HRM who are also members 
of our community. They are not infallible, but I do trust that they are offering us their best 
professional advice when they make recommendations to Council or its committees. While 
Council has a responsibility to hear and consider that advice, the decision-making process is 
more complex. Like my Council colleagues, my decisions are informed by what I hear from the 
broad communities I represent, by debate with my colleagues and by personal reflection. Few 
decisions at Council are simple. 
 
7. Is it OK for HRM to award developers millions of dollars in discretionary development rights 
but receive nothing in return for municipal initiatives such as affordable housing? 
 
While housing is, strictly speaking, not within municipal mandate, it is abundantly clear that we 
need to play a bigger role in using the tools at our disposal, i.e. land-use zoning and 
development approval processes, to encourage more affordable housing and other public 



benefits, including open space, parks, public art, playgrounds, etc. We lobbied the province 
successfully for density bonusing legislation but we continue to push for provincial definitions 
of affordable housing.  
Since I became Mayor we have been a member of the Housing and Homelessness Partnership, 
working with partners including the United Way, Affordable Housing Nova Scotia and the 
Investment Property Owners Nova Scotia to find new solutions to the housing crunch. We have 
also participated in a Housing First initiative to help put a roof over the head of some of the 
people who have the greatest challenges in our community.  
Housing is a difficult issue that will require a variety of partners and approaches, among which 
is a move toward inclusionary zoning in new developments – an initiative that will require a 
provincial legislative amendment. I believe the development community can be part of the 
solution in helping our municipality have a variety of housing stock to suit different needs and 
capacities to pay. 
 
8. What is your vision for your district and for all HRM in the next 10 years. 
 
My vision is laid out on my election website www.mikesavage.ca , which includes my multi-
point platform to be a municipality (urban, suburban and rural) where residents can live, belong 
and thrive. I have supported the Regional Plan Review (RP+5) which outlines the need for 
sustainable growth and responsible development patterns, protection of waterways and green 
spaces, affordable housing and more reliable public transit. I have also supported Halifax’s 
Economic Growth Plan which seeks to grow the city’s population by 50,000 people over five 
years by attracting and retaining more young people and more Canadian newcomers, and to 
increase our GDP to $221 billion over the same time period. 
I have also supported the city’s participation in the preservation of the 100 Wild Islands on the 
Eastern Shore and the continued negotiation to secure Blue Mountain Birch Cove and the 
Purcell’s Cove Backlands. 
 
 

http://www.mikesavage.ca/

