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Mr. Meech advised that the City of Halifax had never been officially 
approached and that they could not give us a position until such time 
as the County approached them. He further advised that at no time had 
he ever suggested that the City would not allow the Municipality to 
seek such approval. He did state, however, that the people living in 
this general area may object to the addition of two more stories. He 
advised that the area of the Social Services Building is zoned 
differently than that of the Municipal Building which is a conforming 
use; a C-1 zone. The only thing we have to worry about is a height 
restriction regulation which could be amended through the procedures of 
a Public Hearing at the City of Halifax as, would be done for any 
amendment to a zoning By-Law. 

Councillor Lichter commented on the inefficiency of the present system 
in the Municipal Building and the run*around people were getting when 
looking for a particular service. He stated that reorganization had 
not solved that problem and he felt the only way to adequately solve it 
would be to build a new structure with everything under one roof. He 
felt that the cost was something that would have tb be accepted. 
Councillor Lichter had no misgivings with the building being located in 
Sackville as he thought that when and if Sackville separates or 
incorporates they would build their own building and the Municipal 
Building would remain the property of the Municipality. He added that 
if a motion was in order he would like to move, "THAT a new building be 
built and located in Sackville, keeping all Municipal Services under 
one roof and further that when and if Sackville incorporates or 
separates in any way, that the Municipality will request a ruling 
fromthe Public Utilities Board that the soil on which the Municipal 
Building is located remain Municipal soil." 

Solicitor Cragg advised that the qualification on the end of the motion 
was in order as the PUB certainly can order that the property remain 
the Municipality's. He added that the Board could rule the other way 
as well but that common sense would dictate that the Municipality would 
retain ownership of it. 

It was moved by Councillor Lichter, seconded by Councillor MacDonald: 
“THAT a new Municipal Building be constructed, within Sackville, 
adequate to house all Municipal Services and that at such time 
that Sackville may separate from the Municipality, a request will 
be forwarded to the Public Utilities Board that the Building, and 
the soil on which it is located, remain the property of the 
Municipality of the County of Halifax." 
See Motion to Defer. 

Councillor Margeson was interested in amending the motion to add that 
for a period of time suboffices be established in Sackville and Cole 
Harbour to determine the need in these areas, before any capital 
expenditures were made. However, it was determined that the suggestion 
of suboffices was at odds with the motion and was therefore not 
acceptable as an amendment.
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Councillor Lichter felt that the pros and cons of sub-offices should be 
dealt with in more detail as to what kinds of services you would want 
at what cost. 

It was moved by Councillor MacKay, seconded by Councillor Adams: 
"THAT this debate on the requirement of Municipal space be 
deferred subsequent to completion of the Public Hearing, Re: 
Poplar Drive Walkway." 
Motion Carried. 

LETTER FROM MAYOR COSMAN 
This letter was regarding a request for a meeting between the Councils 
of the Town of Bedford and the Municipality of the County of Halifax to 
discuss the decision of cost sharing on the capital debt of the C. P. 
Allen High School. 
It was moved by Councillor Topple, seconded by Councillor Smith: 

"THAT the two Councils of Bedford and the Municipality meet to 
discuss cost sharing of the capital debt of the C. P. Allen 
School; the meeting to take place at 2:00 P.M. at the Municipal 
Building, as part of the April 7 Council Session." 
Motion Carried. 

The Council agreed to let Councillor Loncarevic of Bedford's Council 
speak. 

Councillor Loncarevic thanked the Councillors and indicated his 
appreciation for the positive manner in which Mayor Cosman's request 
for a meeting had been received and expressed his feeling that much 
could be accomplished with such a meeting. 

NEW BUSINESS 

Councillor Smith asked that Dog Constables be appointed as it was time 
they were on the road and they could not act until they have been 
appointed. 
The Councillors appointed Dog Constables for their areas as follows: 

Councillor Smith: Ms. Joan Potter and Mr. Harley Hills, District 10. 

Councillor Gaetz: Mr. Gordon Crowell Sr., Lawrencetown (all areas), 
Mr. Austin Mannett, West Chezzetcook and Mrs. Marjorie Fields, East 
Chezzetcook. 
Deputy Warden Deveaux: Mr. Gerald White, District 6. 

Councillor Walker: Mr. Danny Whitaker, District 1. 

Councillor Poitier: Mr. Rick Leedham, istrict 2.
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Councillor MacDonald: Mr. Mike Murdock, District 19. 

Councillor MacKenzie: Mrs. Ethel Wilson, Mr. James Levy and Mrs. 
Margaret Pace, District 11. 

Councillor Margeson: Mrs. Vivien Morris and Mr. Ivan Morris, District 
15. Councillor Margeson advised that he would have another name to add 
to this list at a later date. 

Councillor Adams: Mr. Gordon Watson, Mr. Robert Ritsey and Mr. Charles 
Perveau, District 8. Councillor Adams also indicated there would be a 
later addition to his list of Constables. 
Councillor MacKay: Mrs. Shirley Major, District 16. 

Councillor Eisenhauer: Mrs. Faulkner, Upper Sackville. 
Councillor Lichter: Mr. Bernard Isnor, District 13. (NOTE: it was 
later discovered that Mr. Isnor could not act as Dog Constable this 
year.) 
Councillor MacKenzie brought to Council's attention during the 
appointment of Dog Constables that Councillors had not yet received 
notices of the tax rates and assessments for their areas as was the 
normal procedure, or reminders respecting dog constables, fire wards as 
well as other items that are usually dealt with at the Annual Session. 
He was bringing this to the attention of staff. 

Mr. Meech assured him that staff would be taking care of this matter as 
it was part of the budgeting process for these areas. 

Also during this time in the meeting Councillor MacKay advised_that his 
appointed term with COHSERVE had come to its end and that, as he had 
found it difficult to attend the meetings because they had interferred 
with other meetings he had to attend, he did not wish to renew his 
appointment. He suggested that someone else be appointed to the 
position at the next Council Session and advised that the meetings were 
held once every third week, one in the afternoon and the next in the 
evening on a rotating basis. 

Warden Lawrence advised that it would be on the agenda for the next 
Council Session. 
Councillor Smith requested whether it was possible to have a card made 
up for the Dog Constables to leave at homes where the residents are not 
in when they call. She was advised by the Warden that such a card is 
available this year. 

The Council Session was adjourned for a few moments prior to the Public 
Hearing, Re: Poplar Drive Walkway, at 7:00 p.m. 

The Issue of the Poplar Drive Walkway is treated as a separate item in 
the form of a Public Hearing.
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Subsequent to the Poplar Drive Walkway Issue the Council Session was 
brought back to order at 10:30 p.m. 

Councillor Poirier requested that the next time the issue of Space 
Requirements for the Municipality is brought to Council that it be 
taken seriously and the proper amount of time be alloted to it. She 
requested that it be put on the agenda in an order that would permit it 
to be dealt with properly. she suggested that it be put on the agenda 
at a time when Councillor Baker is in attendance as he was a very 
concerned member of Council regarding this particular issue. 

It was moved by Councillor Margeson, seconded by Councillor Eisenhauer: 
"THAT a Special Council Session be held on March 31, at 2:00 to 
deal with the left over items on today's agenda.“ 
Motion Defeated. 

It was moved by Councillor Adams, seconded by Councillor Stewart: 
"THAT Council continue discussion this evening dealing firstly 
with the deferred item, Re: Space Requirements, Municipal 
Building." 
Motion Defeated. 

It was moved by'Councillor Smith, seconded by Councillor Gaetz: 
"THAT the issue of Space Requirements be deferred until the April 
7 Council Session and that it be situated on the agenda 
immediately following the meeting with Bedford Council." 
Motion Carried. 

It was moved by Councillor MacKay, seconded by Councillor MacDonald: 
"THAT Recovery of Transit Costs be item number three on the 
agenda of the April 7, Council Session." 
Motion Carried. 

RESOLUTION TO DEFER ANNUAL COUNCIL SESSION 

It was moved by Councillor Margeson, seconded by Councillor walker: 
"THAT the Annual Session of County Council be deferred until 
April 21.” 
Motion Carried. 

ADJOURNMENT 
It was moved by Councillor Gaetz: 

"THAT the March 17 Session of County Council be adjourned.“ 
Motion Carried. 

The Session adjourned at 10:55 P.M.



ANNUAL COUNCIL SESSION 
JUNE 16, 1981 

Councillor Smith 
Councillor Mccabe 
Councillor Lichter 
Councillor Benjamin 
Councillor Hargeson 
Councillor HacKay 
Councillor Eisenhauer 
Councillor MacDonald 
Councillor Wiseman 

PRESENT WERE: Warden Lawrence, Chairman 
Councillor Williams 
Deputy Warden Deveaux 
Councillor Baker 
Councillor Poirier 
Councillor Stewart 
Councillor Topple 
Councillor Adams 
Councillor Gaetz 

ALSO PRESENT: Mr. K. R. Meech, Chief Administrative Officer 
Mr. G. J. Kelly, Municipal Clerk 
Mr. Robert Cragg, Municipal Solicitor 
Mr. Ken Wilson, Director of Finance 
Mr. Gary Smith, Chief Accountant 

SECRETARY: Mrs. Christine Harvey 

OPENING OF COUNCIL * THE LORD'S PRAYER 
Warden Lawrence opened the Annual Council Session with the Lord's 
Prayer at 2:03 P.M. 

ROLL CALL 
Mr. Kelly then called the roll. 

APPOINTMENT OF RECORDING SECRETARY 
It was moved by Deputy Warden'Deveaux, seconded by Councillor 
Eisenhauer: 

"THAT Mrs. Christine Harvey be appointed Recording Secretary." 
Motion Carried. 

REPORT, RE: 1981 BUDGETS AND TAX RATES 
Mr. Wilson submitted copies of a memo regarding the 1981 Budgeted 
Expenditures as well as an attached summary of the reductions as 
requested by Council at its June 1, 1981 Committee of the Whole Budget 
Meeting. Based on the revised budgeted expenditures, and utilizing a 
total of $1,500,000 of education reserves which were $3,000,000 at the 
end of 1980, the residential tax rate would be .82 cents and the 
commercial tax rate would be $1.53 per $100.00 of assessment. 
Mr. Wilson advised that the average increase in County assessments were
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£02 over the 1980 figures and based on this average assessment 
increase, the .82 cent residential rate represents an actual increase 
of I02 in the taxes over 1980 for a property assessment which increased 
40%. The $1.53 commercial rate represents an actual increase of 132 in 
taxes over 1981 for a property which increased in assessment by 402. 

Councillor Poirier questioned whether it would be wise to defer the 
purchase of the data processing equipment until the prices had dropped 
more substantially, to which Mr. Wilson replied he had received very 
good prices which would not get substantially lower for approximately 
10 years and advised that he had reduced the number of units to be 
purchased. 
Councillor Poirier also questioned in regard to the drop in the Social 
Services budget, if this would mean that anyone would be denied a place 
to go. Mr. Hilson advised that the Home Owners Program was keeping 
people in their homes for a longer period of time and that this would 
make a favourable impact on the Social Services budget. 

Also discussed briefly, was the position of Senior Engineer which was 
presently being advertised. 

Both Councillor MacKay and Councillor Stewart were concerned about the 
expenditure for the removal of the pond in front of the Municipal 
Building as well as the proposed resurfacing of the parking lot behind 
the building. It was determined that this expenditure was contained in 
the Other Improvements Section of the Engineering Department budget. 

It was moved by Councillor Stewart, seconded by Councillor Poirier: 
"THAT the issue of the removal of the pond in front of the 
Municipal Building and the resurfacing of the parking lot behind 
this building be referred back to the Management Committee in 
order that other avenues can be explored." 
Motion Carried. 

It was moved by Deputy Warden Deveaux, seconded by Councillor MacKay: 
"THAT the proposed $0.82 Residential Tax Rate and the proposed 
$I.53 Commercial Tax Rate be approved by Council." 
Motion Carried. 

Councillors Lichter and Topple spoke in opposition to the motion. One 
of their main concerns was the great inequalities in assessment 
increases. While the average assessment increases were 402 Councillor 
Topple's assessment increase was 532 and Councillor Lichter's increase 
was also in the vicinity of 532. Councillor Lichter felt that although 
services could not be cut back substantially the inefficiencies of the 
services could be deleted. He also felt that further savings could be 
realized by cutting back on staff. He did not feel that the appeal 
process was realistic for those with higher than average assessment 
increases as it was difficult to find the time to attend an appeal 
hearing and there were no guarantees of satisfaction.



Council Minutes - 3 - June 16, 1981 

Councillor Topple reminded Council that the Area Rates were to be added 
to the Residential Rate. 

Councillor Benjamin advised that regarding assessments he was in the 
same position as Councillors Lichter and Topple. However, he spoke in 
favour of the motion to approve the Rates. 

Councillor MacKay felt that the Residents did not want to cut down 
their level of service and that level of service had to be supported by 
a corresponding rate. He felt that no cut-backs could be made in the 
areas of Education or Social Services and he did not feel that the 
Municipality was top heavy with regard to its staff. 

Councillor Stewart and Councillor MacDonald also spoke in favour of the 
motion and commended Mr. Wilson on his efforts regarding the budget 
cuts and the subsequent preparation of the Tax Rates. Councillor 
Stewart supported the Appeal Process regarding the assessments and 
Councillor MacDonald indicated that if the tax rate was cut any further 
this year it might be twice as high next year. 

Councillor Poirier and Deputy Warden Deveaux felt that all cuts should 
have been made earlier and advised that this was a very reasonable rate 
and should be approved with a view to cutting back in the future. 

Subsequent to the passing of the motion Mr. Wilson proceeded to outline 
the Area Rates Summary Sheet for 1981 which had also been distributed 
to Council. These summaries covered all Districts within the 
Municipality. Mr. Wilson advised that these area rates had been 
reviewed and signed by the appropriate Councillors. 

Mr. Wilson further advised that one area rate which was not included in 
the list was a school area rate for Districts 1, 2, 3 and 4 from the 
Sir John A. MacDonald School. He advised that it would be up to the 
individual Councillors in these districts whether or not that rate will 
be levied. He indicated that this issue had been discussed at the 
meeting held this morning with representatives from the walker 
Commission who had advised that there would be difficulties with 
setting school area rates in 1982 but advised that it might be 
advantageous to let them go through this year, with the hope that the 
School Area Rates issue will be resolved next year. 

It was moved by Councillor Gaetz, seconded by Councillor Adams: 

"THAT the Area Rates be approved as presented by the Finance 
Department." 
See Motion to Amend. 

Councillor Topple requested the information he had asked for at the 
last Council Session regarding the breakdown of the expenditures for 
the School Area Rates which should have been received at the School 
Board from the Trustees. ' 

Mr. Kelly distributed a Breakdown of the Proposed Expenditures which 
The information was the School Board has requested from the Trustees.
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not very detailed and consisted of the following: 
1. Cole Harbour: $32,500.00 for Supplies and Equipment 
2. Eastern Passage - Cow Bay: $3.S00.00 for Supplies and Equipment, 

$300.00 for Conveyance and $200.00 for prizes. 
3. Suburban Dartmouth High School District (Cole Harbour High and 

Gordon Bell): $10,000.00 for Conveyance and $20,000.00 for Extra 
Curricular Activities. 

4. Westphal-Lake Loon: Requested Budget was not received. 
5. Sir John A. MacDonald High: $20,32?.00 for Supplies and 

Equipment. 
Councillor Topple was not satisfied with this breakdown as it was not 
detailed enough and he did not feel that Extra Curricular Activities 
and Conveyance was in accordance with the uses of this money allowed in 
the Education Act. It was his feeling that any money received from the 
School Area Rates should be spent on bettering Education. He advised 
that the Solicitor had confirmed that Council could refuse to accept a 
School Area Rate if it so desired and expressed his wish that the Area 
Rate not be levied in his district; District 7A. 

Councillor Stewart agreed with Councillor Topple in regard to the 
proposed expenditures not being allowable under the Education Act but 
advised that Councillor Topple's refusal to have the rate levied in his 
district would affect both his own district and Deputy Warden Deveaux's 
district as well. He felt that the Education Act should expand its 
allowable uses of the money and advised that a good deal of the money 
had already been spent as the year was half over. He suggested that 
the Area Rates be approved with reservations in all districts. He 
indicated that it would be difficult to define accurately those 
students who can and those who cannot participate in Extra Curricular 
Activities depending on what district they live in. 

Mr. Meech advised that the rate could be approved now and the money 
could be held until the expenditures are defined in more detail. 
At this point in the meeting it was necessary for Mr. Wilson to leave 
as he had another appointment pending. Therefore, Mr. Gary Smith took 
his place to provide Council with any necessary information. 
Councillor Topple amended the motion, seconded by Councillor Adams: 

"THAT District 7A be exempted from the levying of the School Area Rate.” 
Motion Defeated. 

Councillor Gaetz advised that Suburban Dartmouth School System served 
both his district and that of Councillor Adams, but advised that the 
area rate had not been included in his summary and requested why this 
was so. Mr. Smith advised that the Assessment Department had been 
unable to define which areas within those two districts were serviced 
by this school system as there were so few students from those 
districts attending the schools.
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Deputy Warden Deveaux was not in agreement with this and felt that if 
the school system served all these districts then the school area rate 
should be levied in all those districts. However, he did support the 
setting of the school area rate in all the Eastern districts as it was 
his opinion that the Trustees were doing a good job and all the 
legalities regarding the administration and the advertising of the 
Annual Ratepayers Meeting had been observed. He also went into a 
detailed explanation of the importance to students both moral-wise and 
physically of the Extra Curricular Activities which would be supported 
by this area rate. 

In answer to a question from Councillor MacKay, the Solicitor confirmed 
that it was legal and proper to exempt one area from the rate if this 
is what the majority of Council supports in its vote on the amendment. 

It was moved by Councillor Stewart, seconded by Deputy Warden Deveaux: 

“THAT the decision regarding the setting of a school Area Rate 
for the Suburban Dartmouth High School, in Districts 6, 7 and 7A, 
be deferred pending a full and detailed Report from the School 
Board regarding the proposed expenditures." 
Amendment Defeated. 

Councillor Topple advised that he would go along with the Area Rate if 
it was justified to him. 

The Solicitor advised that the motion to defer was in order even though 
as suggested by the Warden, Councillor Smith and Deputy Warden Deveaux, 
it would delay the issuance of tax bills. 

Councillor Stewart suggested that an additional tax bill could be sent 
out at a later date if the School Area Rate was applied, however both 
Mr. Meech and Councillor Poirier indicated that the cost of sending an 
additional bill would be extremely high. 

Councillor Adams spoke in favour of the motion to defer. 

Councillor Poirier advised that there are some District 3 students in 
School District 137 and asked what would happen in a case like this 
regarding School Area Rates. Mr. Smith ,however, was not aware of 
this, whereas Warden Lawrence advised that perhaps these students can 
be identified for the next year. 

Councillor Lichter advised that he and Councillor Mccabe had agreed to 
a $.0? area rate for the Musquodoboit Hospital which would represent a 
$37,300 expenditure for 1981. He further advised that Districts 12 and 
13 had been hit the hardest with assessment increases of 58.42 and 552, 
the two highest increases in the County. 

Councillor Lichter amended the motion, seconded by Councillor Mccabez 

"THAT the $.07 Area Rate for the Musquodoboit Hospital be deleted 
from the Area Rate package providing that the $37,300 committment 
for 1981 will be paid from the General Rate which would cost
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approximately one half of one cent on the General Rate." 
Amendment Defeated. 

Councillor Lichter further pointed out that this would be an 
opportunity to help out those two districts who had been hit the 
hardest by the assessement increases. He advised also that this 
hospital was the only one in the County maintaining itself almost 
totally on an Area Rate with little government assistance other than 
$3,000 per year. 

Prior to the Amendment being defeated, several Councillors spoke on 
it. Councillor Smith suggested that if the Council was to endorse 
adding that cost on the General Rate, it might also be willing to help 
out the Hospital in Musquodoboit Harbour. Councillor Poitier advised 
that the Management Committee had passed a resolution to grant money to 
the Fair in Musquodoboit Harbour and advised that it was too late to 
make Area Rate changes at this point in time. Councillor Gaetz 
suggested that Councillor Lichter look to the Provincial Government for 
assistance in this matter. 

Councillor Margeson endorsed Councillor Lichter's request. 

Councillor Topple requested that Mr. Gary Smith include Districts 8 and 
9 in the School Area Rate to be levied to Districts 6, 7 and 7A. 

Councillor MacKay requested if there had been any further development 
regarding the sewer maintenance, fire protection and pollution control 
plant in Bedford and was advised by Mr. Smith that there had been no 
further development on this matter as yet and that the Budget and Rates 
had been prepared on the assumption that Bedford would be taking 
ownership of its own collector system, effective January 1, 1981. He 
further advised that if this was not the case, then there would have to 
be an additional recovery charge from the Town of Bedford for the 
maintenance of the collector system for the period since January 1, 
1981. 

On this subject, Mr. Meech advised that his last indication was that 
Bedford was going to apply to the Public Utilities Board to have the 
ownership question resolved but that he was not aware whether or not 
they had made this application yet. However, again in response to a 
question from Councillor MacKay, Mr. Meech advised that it was his 
assumption that if neither Bedford nor the Municipality made 
application to the Public Utilities Board, we would revert to the old 
assessment, including Bedford's assessment in the overall cost. 

Councillor MacDonald commented briefly suggesting that some formula by 
which the Municipality could give further assistance to Senior Citizens 
and people on fixed income, tax-wise, would be desireable. 

At this point in the Session Deputy Warden Deveaux took the chair 
enabling Warden Lawrence to make an amendment to the main motion with 
regard to School Area Rates in her District. 

Warden Lawrence advised that the Annual Ratepayers Meeting at Sir John
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A. MacDonald School when the $.01 Area Rate was requested, was a 
perfectly valid meeting, at which all the current legal boundaries of 
rules and regulations had been followed with respect to advertising, 
etc. She advised that at this meeting, there was no indication to any 
of the Ratepayers or Trustees that Council could not or would not 
accept a request for a School Area Rate as they had never refused 
before. Therefore, they had every expectation that if they requested 
by majority vote, everything would go through. At this time, the 
Council is aware that it does not have to accept a School Area Rate and 
this can be communicated to the Ratepayers and Trustees next year but 
the Warden felt Council should follow through this year. 

It was moved by Warden Lawrence, seconded by Councillor Margeson: 
"THAT the $.01 School Area Rate requested at the Annual 
Ratepayers Meeting, for the Sir John A. MacDonald School he 
applied to the Area Rate for District 3, thereby raising 
$5,000.00 of the requested $20,000.00.“ 
Motion Carried. 

Councillor MacKay was opposed to the amendment and advised that the 
amendment should be withdrawn and replaced by another; that the rate be 
levied in Districts 1, 2, 3 and 4, rather than just District 2. 
Councillor Poirier concurred with this stating that she would pay the 
Area Rate in her'District only if all four Districts were paying the 
rate. She had originally seconded the amendment as this had been her 
understanding of it but had withdrawn as it was clarified the amendment 
was not asking for the levy of the Rate in all four Districts serviced 
by the Sir John A. MacDonald School. Councillor Poirier and Councillor 
MacKay questioned how you would be able to stop the other 
three quarters of the students attending the school from the other 
three Districts from benefitting from tthe Area Rate. 

Deputy Warden Deveaux advised that Warden Lawrence must have taken this 
factor into consideration when making her amendment. 

Councillor Gaetz felt that as the meeting had been properly advertised 
it was the fault of the people who had not attended, that the rate had 
been voted in. He advised that there had been a Ratepayers meeting 
advertised several years ago for the Eastern Shore District High School 
at which a $0.01 Rate had been requested for Recreation purposes. He 
advised that a large amount of Ratepayers had attended the meeting and 
therefore the Area Rate had not been voted in. 

Councillor Topple suggested that if the amount of money being requested 
was advertised rather than the rate, that a lot more people would show 
up at these meetings. 
Councillor Smith advised that for the meeting held at the Eastern Shore 
District High School a concerned taxpayer had delivered notices to the 
homes of all taxpayers and this is what had initiated the large 
response from the public. She advised that the present method of 
posting notices in public places only was not effective and advised 
that it should be carried out in the same manner as was done for the
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Eastern Shore District High School. 

Councillor Williams advised that he was opposed to all School Area 
Rates in general and advised that the Walker Commission was also 
opposed to the levying of these Rates. 

It was moved by Councillor Gaetz, seconded by Councillor Adams: 
"THAT the Area Rates be approved as amended to include the 
additional $0.01 School Area Rate in District 3." 
Motion Carried. 

ADJOURNMENT 
Subsequent to this the Annual Council Session was adjourned at 5:00 
P.M.
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COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 

SPECIAL COUNCIL SESSION 
APRIL 14, 1981 

PRESENT WERE: Deputy Warden Deveaux, Chairman Councillor Topple 
Councillor Williams Councillor Adams 
Councillor Poirier Councillor Gaetz 
Councillor Baker Councillor Mccabe 
Councillor Stewart Councillor Lichter 
Councillor Margeson Councillor Eisenhauer 
Councillor Smith Warden Lawrence 

ALSO PRESENT: (MEMBERS OF THE LAKE MAJOR WATERSHED WORKING COMMITTEE) 
Mathew Thomas 
George Beals 
Brian Johnson 
Arnold Johnson 
Althea Tolliver 
Hamid Rasheed 

Hugh Porter, Consultant 
Maurice Lloyd 
Paul Campbell 
Jim Vaughan 
Tom Rath 
Conrad Sarty 
Peter Casey 
Keith Birch, Chief Dorothy Smith, Development 
Bill Campbell, Policy Brant Wishart, Development 
Chris Reddy, Policy Div. Val Spencer, Policy Div. 
Anne Muecke, Shubenacadie Lakes Advisory Board 
Gloria Kelly, Halifax Herald/Mail Star 

INTRODUCTIONS 
Deputy Warden Deveaux called the meeting to order at approximately 7:00 
p.m. At that time, introductions of the above noted persons were made. 

APPOINTMENT OF RECORDING SECRETARY 
It was moved by Councillor Eisenhauer and seconded by Councillor 
Wiseman: 

"THAT Cathy McKay be appointed Recording Secretary;" 
Motion Carried. 

NORTH PRESTON, LAKE MAJOR, LAKE LOON/CHERRYBROOK, EAST PRESTON 
MUNICIPAL DEVELOPMENT PLAN 
‘Deputy Warden Deveaux opened the meeting, stating that the Warden would 
be arriving later on in the meeting, due to a previous commitment in 
her District. 

Deputy Warden Deveaux: The purpose of the meeting is for the
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presentation of the Draft Municipal Development Plan for North Preston, 
Lake Major, Lake Loon/Cherrybrook. The presentations will be made by members of the Lake Major Working Committee. These people will be: 
Mathew Thomas, George Beals, Arnold Johnson, Brian Johnson, Althea 
Tolliver and Hamid Rasheed. The intention of this evening's meeting is 
to make a presentation and once the presentation has been completed, 
the questions and comments will be entertained from the members of 
Council. It is not the intention of this evening's meeting to have any decisions made except with regards to setting a hearing date later on 
this evening for a public hearing. 
Deputy Warden Deveaux then called for a motion to enter into the "Committee of the Whole Session". 
It was moved by Councillor Adams, seconded by Councillor Topple: 

"THAT the Special Council session enter into a "Committee of the 
Whole meeting." 
Motion Carried. 

Deputy Warden Deveaux called for members of the Lake Major Watershed 
Working Committee to make their presentations. 
The presentations made by the members of the Lake Major Watershed 
Working Committee took approximately two hours to complete. During 
this period, minutes were not recorded. Those wishing to become 
familiar with the specific portions of the Plan from which the 
presentations were taken, can refer to the bounded copies of the Plan 
stamped "DRAFT". 

There were six actual presentations made by the Committee, those who 
made the presentations and what each person specifically presented are 
outlined below. 

Mr. Mathew Thomas 
Mr. George Beals 
Mr. Brian Johnson 
Mr. Arnold Johnson 
Althea Tolliver 

Introduction 
Transportation 
Land Use Policies 
Environmental Health Services 
Other Municipal Concerns: (Human 
Resource) 

Mr. Hamid Rasheed Implementation 
At the conclusion of the presentations, Val Spencer of the Policy 
Division made the following remarks: 
Ms. Spencer: Basically, what the Plan is talking about is a well 
rounded review of things that come forward for rezoning and come 
forward for public hearings and contracts. We are very pleased with 
the Plan because we think we have created no non-conforming uses. 
Everything has been accommodated. We can foresee that it has been 
given some kind of special zoning or special exemption and hopefully 
there have been no non-conforming uses created. However, if something 
or someone has been missed somewhere, along the line, this policy 
allows Council to give that person the appropriate zoning to safeguard
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their business. At the time of adoption of the Municipal Development 
Plan, County Council will also be asked to adopt the Zoning By-Law at 
the same time. In addition, Council will be asked to pass one minor 
amendment to our existing Subdivision Regulations. The amendment in no 
way affects any other part of the County whatsoever except for this one 
area. All it basically does is refer to the fact that there is a 
Municipal Development Plan going on in part of the County and that lot 
sizes as set out under the Zoning By-Law in the Plan for that area 
should be taken into account when we are talking about subdividing lots 
in the future. In terms of the overall Subdivision Regulatidns, the 
intention is to keep them for this area. There is a very low area of 
subdivision in this area right now and there doesn't seem to be a real 
need to write new Regulations pursuant to this. There is a possibility 
that they may be forthcoming in another process. The policy does ask 
that when we get new ones, they be applied to this plan area 
automatically. In addition to Subdivision Regulations, there are a 
number of other By-Laws that will be enforced and all the policy asks 
is that Council will continue to control and provide further controls 
as the need occurs under a number of other By-Laws that it 
administers. A small amendment to the Building By-Law will be required 
to say that there is a Plan in affect in this one part of the County 
and building applications, setbacks, sideyards, etc. will be tied in 
automatically with this Plan and Building By—Law. 
In accordance with Section 43(1) and 49(4) of the Planning Act, the 
Development Officer appointed by Council shall administer the Zoning 
By-Law and the Subdivision By-Law and grant development permits. With 
the coming into effect of this Municipal Development Plan, the Regional 
Development Plan will no longer be in effect and will no longer be 
administered in that Plan area. There will be no Regional Development 
Permits required in that Plan area. The Regulations of the Regional 
Development Plan regarding lots or numbers of lots, will not be 
enforced in that area. All of that will be replaced by a Municipal 
Development Permit which will be administered by our own Planning 
Department. 
Councillor Williams: I feel Council will do everything it possibly can 
to support the hopes of the people who are involved in the Plan. I 
fully support the project and would like to congratulate the panel for 
doing a tremendous job. 

Councillor Baker: I feel there are a number of considerations as far 
as sewer services are concerned i.e. how to treat it, where to dispose 
of it, environmental concerns, etc., however, I also will support the 
plan. 

Councillor Stewart: I also support the Plan and am impressed with all 
the work done by the people who have been involved in the process. I 
have one concern I wish to express with respect to Policy #29, Re: 
Sewage Treatment in Cole Harbour - Environmental Impacts. I would like 
to suggest that the possibility of one central system which could serve 
Westphal; an on-site disposal system rather than into the 
watercourses. It would be a backward step if we caused pollution to 
the harbour, especially when the Province is also spending its money to




