
Council Session - 14- February 16, 1982 

Section 
District # Section-District Amount 

15 Beaverbank-Kinsac $ 2,000.00 
20 Cole Harbour 51,017.00 
34 Eastern Passage-Cow Bay 6,550.00 
41 Tantallon Elementary .0l~$l00.00 
56 Herring Cove 6,000.00 
69 Lakeside—Beechvi11e 5,518.50 

166 Sackville Central 12,776.40 
118 Sambro-Ketch Harbour 3,650.00 
137 Timberlea Elementary 5,350.00 
151 Westphal-Lake Loon 5,280.00 
D12 Sir John A. MacDonald High 30,025.85 Note 1 
D16 Tantallon Jr. High School 12,000.00 
D17 Timberlea Jr. High School 5,400.00 
D19 Herring Cove Jr. High School 6,900.00 
D23 Eastern Suburban High School 30,000.00 

Note 1 - Include 1981 overexpenditure of $10,025.85 
Subsequent to brief discussion: 
It was moved by Councillor Mclnroy, seconded by Councillor Baker: 

“THAT Municipal Council approve the School Area Levy Requests 
as outlined in the Halifax County — Bedford District School 
Board Report.“ 
(See motion to amend.) 

It was amended by Councillor Walker, seconded by Councillor Poirier: 
"THAT D12 for Sir John A. MacDonald High School be deleted 
from the approval of the School Levy Requests.” 
Amendment Withdrawn. 

It was amended by Councillor Adams, seconded by Councillor Smith: 
"THAT D12 for Sir John A. MacDonald High School, D16 for 
Tantallon Jr. High School and D23 for Eastern Suburban High 
School be deleted from the approval of the School Area Levy 
Requests, in the School Board Report." 
Amendment Carried. ' 

Council engaged in the following discussion prior to the question on 
the motion as amended: ' 

Councillor Wiseman expressed concern with the possibility that subse- 
quent to Council's approval of the School Levy Requests, the Walker 
Commission may enact legislation which would prohibit the levy of 
School Area Rates, thereby leaving the Municipality in a position where 
it would have to either get the money for the School requests elsewhere 
or leave the Schools in a deficit position.
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Council Session - 15- February 16, 1982 

warden Lawrence advised the Councillor there was no reason as yet to 
believe that this would happen and if it should, the Municipality could 
levy a rate of its own accord to fulfill the School Requests. 
Councillor wiseman also questioned whether there would be any problem 
with approving these rates now as it is usually done at the Annual 
Council Session; she wondered if the rate would have to be approved 
again at the Annual Session. 
She was advised by the Solicitor that there is no reason why the 
Requested Rates could not be forwarded to Council earlier than the 
Annual Session. He further advised that the yearly listing of the 
Requests Rates is only a formality. 
Councillor Mclnroy felt that any changes to be made in the Walker Com— 
mission recommendations regarding the levy of School Area Rates should 
occur prior to the beginning of the next Academic School Year and prior 
to next Annual Meeting of the School Trustees. The Councillor also 
advised that he was opposed to the School Board's indication that it 
would be "...pleased to re—submit these requests in the usual way at 
the time that annual estimates are submitted to Municipal Council..". 
The Councillor felt that the Rates should be dealt with as expeditious- 
ly as possible. 
Councillor Deveaux spoke briefly indicating his agreement with 
Councillor Mclnroy. 
Councillor Smith felt that any changes in the Walker Commission recom- 
mendations would not affect this year‘s School Area Rates as the rate 
is only in affect for one year. Councillor Smith also questioned what 
the Note 1 $10,025.85 overexpenditure was and whether it was included 
in the total $30,025.85 for Sir John A. MacDonald High School. 
The Warden advised that it was a deficit accumulated by the School last 
year and that it was included in the $30,025.85 requested. 
Councillors Poirier and Walker also expressed concern with this over- 
expenditure. However, they were advised by the Solicitor and the 
Warden that they would have an opportunity to deal with it at the time 
this particular area rate for Sir John A. MacDonald High was dealt with 
and at the annual meeting at which time all school deficits are 
madatorily (according to the Education Act) dealt with. 
Subsequent to the above. the question was called on the motion as 
amended, as follows: 

It was moved by Councillor Mclnroy, seconded by Councillor Baker: 
“THAT Municipal Council approve the School Area Levy Requests 
as outlined in the Halifax County Bedford District School Board 
Report with the deletion of D12 for Sir John A. MacDonald High 
School, D16 for Tantallon Jr. High School, and D23 for Eastern 
Suburban High School." 
Motion Carried.
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It was moved by Councillor Mclnroy, seconded by Councillor Deveaux: 
"THAT the District School Board be requested to act immediate- 
ly upon the above approvals." 
Motion Carried. 

It was moved by Councillor Walker, seconded by Cbuncillor Rairierz 
"THAT the District School Board be requested to supply Council 
with a detailed breakdown of the items included in the 
$30,025.85 Request of the Trustees for the Sir John A. 
MacDonald High School as well as the resolution passed in 
Council in 1981 regarding the request for levy of a school 
area rate by the Sir John A. MacDonald High School Trustees as 
well as a written legal interpretation from the Municipal 
Solicitor regarding the legality of the carry over of the 
overexpenditure of $10,025.85 for this same High School." 
Motion Carried. 

MANAGEMENT CMMITTEE REPORT 
It was moved by Councillor Margeson, seconded by Councillor Gaetz: 

"THAT the Management Committee Report be received." 
Mot ion Carried. 

Garbage Collection and Disposal 
Mr. Meech outlined the first item included in the Management Committee 
Report in regard to garbage collection and disposal rates and a 
combined rate for the provision of this service. He advised that the 
Management Committee had received and discussed a Report in this 
regard, which was attached to the agenda for Council's information. 
Mr. Meech explained the detailed information relative to the projected 
rates for 1982 if the rate for garbage collection and disposal was 
covered under the general tax rate as compared to a common area rate. 

For all the existing areas in the Municipality that have.garbage col- 
lection and disposal provided directly by the Municipality by contract 
and by the utilization of the sanitary landfill site. there would be a 
common area rate for those areas of 9.2 cents. 
He further advised that the reason this issue was originally raised was 
that there was some consideration given to providing a contract service 
to a portion of District 13. If District 13 did decide to implement a 
garbage collection system throughout the entire district it is project- 
ed that it would amount to an area rate of 13.9. However, if District 
13 was included with the other Districts that are now covered by 
garbage collection and disposal. the combined area rate or common area 
rate would amount to 9.3 cents. 
If Districts 10; 11 and 12 were included as well, 
cost on the general tax rate would be 9.6 cents. 

the entire estimated
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