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Councillor Smith indicated that other schools in Halifax County had 
been involved with Student Exchange Programs and had been able to fund 
the programs through other means. She did not feel it was necessary to 
utilize an area rate for this type of program, especially as it would 
set a precedent which could lead to other such programs being financed 
by the area rate. 

It was moved by Councillor Deveaux, seconded by Councillor Mclnroyz 
"THAT the School Board be requested to provide to the next 
Council Session of February 16, 1981, a Report and recommend- 
ations regarding all requested School Area Rates, passed at 
Annual Meetings." 

Prior to voting on the motion, there was further debate as follows: 

Councillor Deveaux spoke on his motion, 
Rates in Halifax County. 

fully supportive of School Area 

Councillor Hilliams indicated his oppostion to the principle of School 
Area Rates and advised that Halifax County is the last County in the 
Province of Nova Scotia to have School Area Rates. In discussion with 
Mrs. Lassaline he also advised that the passing of a School Area Rate 
would not eliminate the selling of cookies and candy bars or walk-a- 
thons or any other method of fund raising, participated in by School 
Children. He also advised that, although it is not clearly spelled out 
in the Walker Commission Report, it had been indicated to him that the 
walker Commission is not in favour of School Area Rates and that there 
is intent to do away with this procedure. 
Councillor Benjamin was in agreement with Councillor Williams in that 
the establishment of School Area Rates would not eliminate other 
methods of fund raising, but would act as a supplement instead. 
not in support of School Area Rates. 

He was 

Councillor Mclnroy was in agreement with some of the negative aspects 
of School Area Rates; however, he realized that funds were needed for 
extra-curricular activities. Councillor Mclnroy, however, indicated 
his displeasure with the manner in which the School Trustees had been 
treated in the past year with respect to the School Area Rates. He 
advised that he would support the motion with respect to the receipt of 
a School Board Report on the requests for School Area Rates. 

Councillor Eisenhauer also spoke in favour of the motion on the floor, 
advising that he supported School Area Rates wholeheartedly. However, 
he did suggest that a break—down of the activities to be supported by 
the $30,000 be received and reviewed by Council. 
Councillor Gaetz advised that he too, was not opposed to School Area 
Rates, but he felt he could not support the Rate unless he was assured 
that his Ratepayers were in favour of it. He was advised by Mrs. 
Lassaline that the Annual Ratepayers Meeting had been advertised as far 
down as Lawrencetown and there had been support shown in his District.
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Councillor Topple spoke again on the motion advising that he was not 
opposed to Area Rates for Fire Departments, Sidewalks, Street Lights, 
etc.; items from which all Residents benefit. However, he pointed 
out that not all people in a District have school—aged children who 
would benefit from the levy of an area rate. He felt there was the 
following alternative: a special rate could be levied against the 
parents of children attending the schools in question. He felt this 
would be a good method to determine which parents want their children 
to participate in extra-curricular activities and which parents were 
willing to pay for these activities. 

Councillor MacKay spoke on the motion, echoing the comments of 
Councillor Mclnroy, regarding the deplorable manner in which the 
Trustees were treated in the past year and advising that this 
should not continue this year. He was in favour of the motion 
as he felt a Report from the School Board would be of assistance 
in this situation. 
In response to questioning from Councillor Adams, regarding Section 
226 (2) of the Municipal Act as it related to Section 5? of the 
Education Act, Solicitor Cragg gave a brief up-date on what had 
happened between himself and the Solicitor of the School Board and 
Representatives of the Departments of Municipal Affairs and 
Education. However, he advised that regardless of the results of 
that meeting, the School Board is still obligated to deal with 
requests for School Area Rates. 

Subsequent to the above discussion, the motion; 

Moved by Councillor Deveaux, seconded by Councillor Mclnroy: 
“As previously written." 
Motion Carried. 

Subsequent to the passing of the motion, Councillor Smith requested 
clarification as to whether there had been revisions to the walker 
Commission Report. She was advised by Harden Lawrence that there had 
been several revisions, although none of these had specifically 
addressed the issue of School Area Rates. 

On behalf of Council, warden Lawrence thanked Mrs. Lassaline for her 
presentation and Mrs. Lassaline and Mrs. Patterson retired from the 
meeting. 

Letter From Hon. Gerald A. Reagan, Secretary of State of Canada 

The fourth and final letter contained in the agenda was from Hon. 
Gerald A. Reagan, Secretary of State of Canada, in response to the 
Municipality's letter of November 12, 1981 regarding the Established 
Programs Financing Act and federal funding for post-secondary 
education.



Regular Council Session - 7 - February 2, 1982 

Mr. Meech outlined this letter to Council, which advised: "You may know that the recent budget confirmed that federal financial assistance will be maintained during this period of restraint and that the federal government will undertake, in the near future, a comprehensive review of its support for post-secondary education." 
The letter also advised “...the Government of Canada recognizes federal assistance for human resource programs as a major priority and is confident that any changes introduced in this area will have the effect of strengthening the system of post-secondary education in this country.“ ’ 

Mr. Meech advised that this letter was submitted to Council for infor- mation only. 
SUPPLEMENTARY MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE REPORT 
It was moved by Councillor Poirier, seconded by Councillor Hiseman: 

"THAT the Supplementary Management Committee Report be received." 
Motion Carried. 

Suburban Paving Program 
Harden Lawrence advised that although, it is a new Policy of the Municipal Council, that no Supplementary Reports be received at a Council Session, there was some urgency in approving the Suburban Paving Program for 1982. 
The Harden outlined the Supplementary Management Committee Report, advising; "The Committee received a Report respecting 1982 Suburban Paving Program. The Report outlined categories "A", "B" and "C" Streets for which petitions have been circulated to obtain the majority of signatures and also the foot frontage costs to property abutters. It is the recommendation of the Committee, that Council include in the 1982 Suburban Paving Program, all those streets which have obtained the required majority of signatures, subject to the approval of the Minister of Transportation.“ 
A copy of the Report was attached to the Supplementary Report. {please see Report for details.) ~ 

It was moved by Councillor wiseman, seconded by Councillor MacDonald: 
"THAT those streets identified in the report, on receiving the required percentage of signatures, be included in the 1982 Suburban Paving Program, subject to the approval of the Minister of Transportation." 

Prior to the debate and vote on the above motion, warden Lawrence indicated that a Gentlemen was present in the Council Chambers who wished to speak in regard to the Suburban Paving Program. She request- ed whether Council was agreeable to hearing this Gentleman's presenta- tion.
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It was agreed by Council to hear the presentation of Mr. Albert Iceton 
of Arnold Drive, Fall River. 

Mr. Iceton came forward at this time and indicated to Council his 
dissatisfaction with the Municipality's Street Improvement By-Law. 
Mr. Iceton advised that he had not been in favour of paving on his 
street, Arnold Drive, and further advised that due to a majortiy of 
signatures on the required petition, he is now forced to pay for paving 
which he cannot afford and does not want. He advised that even if he 
was able to pay for the paving he is not happy with a By-Law which can 
force hi to do so against his will. 

Solicitor Cragg provided Mr. Iceton and Council with a detailed 
explanation of Section 136 of the Special Legislation and Section 191 
of the General Municipal Legislation, as well as an explanation of the 
Street Improvement By-Law and the General Law of the Land in Canada, 
which dictates that a majority rules. He indicated that it was not the 
Municipality's By-Law, specifically which is forcing Mr. Iceton to pay 
for paving on his street but it is the General Law of the Land. 

Councillor Benjamin indicated that Mr. Iceton has an extremely large 
lot frontage of 2?5 feet. He advised that he was definitely in 
agreement with the principles of democracy, however, he wondered if, 
since Mr. Iceton had such a large foot frontage which could total more 
than one lot, Mr. Iceton could then be entitled to more than one vote. 
He felt that perhaps on these grounds, Mr. Iceton could successfully 
make some objection. 

Solicitor Cragg further advised that the petition, if valid and 
accepted by the Clerk, is tantamount to being accepted by the Council 
and it is appropriate. This, he advised, has been determined by Case 
Law. 

However, in light of Mr. Iceton's strong objections, Harden Lawrence 
requested whether Council was prepared to consider revisions to the 
Municipality's Street Improvements By-Law. 

It was moved by Councillor Deveaux, seconded by Councillor MacDonald: 
"THAT this issue be referred to the Policy Committee, who 
will consider that there be a requirement of 100% approval by 
abutting land-owners and that an equalized payment scheme be 
considered, regardless of the amount of frontage." 
Motion Carried. 

Prior to the passing of the above motion, Councillors MacDonald, and 
Benjamin spoke in favour of it. Councillor MacDonald indicated to 
Council, problems he had experienced relative to paving on Davis Street 
in Sackville and advised that for this reason, he felt the Street 
Improvements By-Law should be re-examined. Councillor Benjamin voiced 
his concern regarding the inequities in the cost of paving to residents 
with varying amounts of foot frontage and felt that the By-Law should 
be reviewed to determine if there is any way Residents such as Mr. 
Iceton could be assisted financially when this problem occurs.
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Deputy Harden MacKay and Councillor Poirier spoke in opposition to the 
motion, advising that the democratic way is that a majority rules; 
therefore it was their feeling that the By-Law was already quite fair 
and adequate. 

Subsequent to the above debate, the question was called on the previous 
motion: 

Moved by Councillor Hiseman, seconded by Councillor MacDonald: 
"As Previously written." 
Motion Carried. 

It was clarified that should revisions be made to the existing By-Law 
it would not be of benefit to Mr. Iceton as the petition for his street 
had already been accepted by the Municipal Clerk. 

On behalf of Municipal Council, Harden Lawrence thanked Mr. Iceton for 
bringing this matter to Council's attention. Mr. Iceton subsequently 
retired from the Council Chambers. 
REPORT OF THE MUNICIPAL DEVELOPMENT PLAN COMMITTEE 
It was moved by Councillor Gaetz, seconded by Councillor Mclnroyz 

“THAT the Report of the Municipal Development Plan Committee 
be received." 
Motion Carried. 

Municipal Development Plans and Zoning By-Laws for Sackville and 
Beechville-Lakeside-Timberlea 
Mr. Meech outlined the Report of the MDP Committee, which advised: 
"Since the Committee will not have finalized its review until February 
10, 1982, it will be necessary to send a supplementary Report to 
Council on February 16, 1982. The MDP Committee respectfully requests 
that Council agree to accept a Supplementary Report on February 16, 
1982 in regard to the previously mentioned documents." 

It was moved by Councillor Deveaux, seconded by Councillor Mclnroy: 
"THAT Council agree to accept a Supplementary Report on 
February 16, 1982 in regard to the Municipal Development Plans 
and Zoning By-Laws for Sackville and Beechville-Lakside- 
Timberlea." 
Motion Carried. 

ADDITIONS T0 AGENDA 
Absence of Councillor Margeson 
warden Lawrence advised Council that Councillor Kenneth Margeson was 
absent today, due to a death in his family. He was attending the 
Funeral of his Brother-In-Law.



Regular council Session - 10- February 2, 1982 

MDP Committee Meeting 
Mr. Meeoh advised Council that an MDP Committee Meeting would be held 
at ?:00 P.M. in the Municipal Council Chambers tomorrow, Feb. 3, 1982. 
This was for information only. 
BORROWING RESOLUTION, RE: OPERATING FUNDS FOR 1982 
Attached to the agenda was a copy of a borrowing resolution for the 
Municipality, authorizing the Municipality to borrow from the Royal 
Bank of Canada up to $2,000,000, if required, for operating 
expenditures in 1982. 

Mr. Meech advised that approval of the resolution would authorize 
Warden Lawrence and Mr. Kelly, Municipal Clerk, to sign the required 
document on behalf of the Municipality. He also advised that it was 
unlikely the entire $2,000,000 would be necessary as, in the past, the 
Municipality has been in a position whereby its deposits were 
sufficient for operating purposes. 

Deputy Warden MacKay questioned whether there were any changes in the 
interest rate charged to the Municipality. He was advised by Mr. Meech 
that the Municipality pays on the basis of the prime rate. 

It was moved by Deputy Warden MacKay, seconded by Councillor Deveaux: 
"THAT Council approve the $2,000,000 Borrowing Resolution for 
County of Halifax Operating Funds in 1982." 
Motion Carried. 

ELEMENTARY SCHOOL AREA RATES, DISTRICT # 7 

In light of the earlier motion passed by Council, subsequent to Mrs. 
Morrison's presentation, it was agreed by Councillor Mclnroy, who had 
requested that this item be put on the agenda, that it was sufficiently 
dealt with at this time. 

He did, however, point out that it was his original request that the 
actual request made by Cole Harbour Elementary School Trustees be 
submitted to this Council Session for its consideration and hopefully 
its approval. 

MANAGE4ENT COMMITTEE REPORT 
It was moved by Deputy Warden MacKay, seconded by Councillor Gaetz: 

"THAT the Management Committee Report be received.“ 
Motion Carried. 

Issuing Resolutions 
Mr. Meech outlined this Report to Council, which advised that the 
Management Committee had received the following issuing resolutions:

10
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$160,000.00 
$5,?l?,393.00 

Sackville School Bus Garage 
General Purpose Funding 
Attached to the Report was a breakdown of the General Purpose Funding 
for water, sewer, and school projects. The Management Committee 
recommended to Council for approval the above—noted issuing 
resolutions. 

It was moved by Deputy Harden MacKay, seconded by Councillor Deveaux: 
“THAT Council approve the Issuing Resolutions for the 
Sackville School Bus Garage in the amount of $160,000.00 and 
the General Purpose Funding in the amount of $5,?1?,393.00.“ 
Motion Carried. 

Prior to the passing of the motion, Deputy Harden MacKay requested 
whether the Municipality had received any direction from the Province 
in regard to funding for School Capital Projects. He was concerned at 
to whether or not the Municipality was going to continue to fund these 
projects or was going to be reimbursed for funds expended on these 
projects. 
Mr. Meech advised that the Municipality has not recevied specific 
direction at this point as to how the long—term funding is to be 
handled, as a result of the new arrangements regarding the District 
School Board. He further advised that Mr. Hilson has had discussions 
with the Province, whose advice was to proceed with the funding. 
However, the Province will be reimburisng the Municipality 100% for 
those charges associated with School Capital Projects. -

- 

HARDEN'S REPORT T0 COUNCIL 
It was moved by Councillor Deveaux, seconded by Councillor MacKenzie: 

"THAT the Harden's Report to Council be received." 
Motion Carried. 

Harden Lawrence advised that there were two items arising out of her 
Report, as follows: 

1. Agreement, Re: District School Board 
Harden Lawrence advised that an official Agreement had been signed 
between the County and the Town of Bedford at noon today. to create the 
Halifax County - Bedford District School Board. She advised that the 
Interim Board is to meet this week for the first time. 

As jointly agreed at the negotiating Session last Saturday, and as 
provided for in an Addendum to the Agreement, Harden Lawrence 
requested that Council approve a request to the new District School 
Board to consider formation of a new subsystem consisting of the 
schools in Bedford and those in the C.P. Allen Feeder System.

11
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Harden Lawrence advised that during the negotiations, both Councils 
could not agree on this item; the Minister of Education had intervened 
and advised that this was not a valid item that should be in the 
Agreement. However, since Bedford felt strongly about it, a 
compromise, proposed by Councillor Hiseman, was that the County agree 
to an Addendum to the Agreement; that we would respectively ask the two 
Councils if they would forward this motion to the new Interim District 
Board, suggesting that they consider the formation of such an 
additional subsystem. 
Harden Lawrence produced the Addendum which had been signed at noon 
today, representing the understanding of Mayor Cosman, Mr. English, 
Mr. Kelly, Mr. Cragg, and herself. The Warden proceeded to read this 
Addendum to Council: 

"whereas the Municipality of the County of Halifax and the Town 
of Bedford have executed an Interim District School Board 
Agreement, dated January 30, 1982 and whereas it is the wish of 
both the Municipality of the County of Halifax and the Town of 
Bedford, that the C.P. Allen School together with all Bedford 
Schools and those located at Hammonds Plains, Waverley and Fall 
River shall be included in one subsystem. This Agreement 
therefore witnesseth that in consideration of the covenants and 
agreements contained herein that the District School Board 
constituted by the affirmation agreement shall consider creation 
of the above referred to subsystem which should include the 
aforementioned schools.“ 

Harden Lawrence further advised that there had been some revision of 
this Addendum at the noon meeting, on the issue of diluting the words 
to "should" from "shall". Mr. Cragg, had advised, as the only 
Solicitor present, that this would not be binding on the District Board 
but is simply a suggestion that they consider the creation of such a 
separate subsystem. The Warden also advised that this was the only way 
in which Municipal Council would accept the Addendum, and it was not 
the intention to bind the District Board but only to request their 
consideration. 

It was moved by Councillor Hiseman, seconded by Deputy Harden MacKay: 
"THAT a letter be forwarded to the new Interim District School 
Board, requesting that they consider the establishment of a 
new Subsystem including Bedford and the C. P. Allen Feeder 
Schools." 

This motion was debated by Council at great length. Speaking in 
oppostion to the motion were Councillors Benjamin, Topple and Walker. 

Councillor Benjamin was concerned with the detrimental impact an 
additional subsystem would have on the elected representatives from the 
County area. He questioned whether there would be Provincially 
appointed representatives or elective representatives for Hammonds 
Plains area and District 14.

12
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Councillor Topple was in agreement with the concerns expressed by 
Councillor Benjamin. Councillor Topple also questioned why, if an 
additional subsystem was set up, the School Board should be suggesting 
which schools are to be included in it. 

warden Lawrence advised that the electoral boundaries need not 
co-incide with the administrative boundaries. She also advised that 
the new Interim School Board could discuss the above-mentioned concerns 
of Councillors Benjamin and Topple regarding the electoral boundaries. 
She advised that both Councils at the negotiating meeting on Saturday 
had agreed to pass this motion in their Councils, so she felt an obli- 
gation to do just that. warden Lawrence re-emphasized that the motion 
was only asking the Interim District School Board to ”consider"the 
creation of a new subsystem and was by no means forcing the Board to 
accept it. 

Councillor Topple advised that the prime interest of the School Board 
should be to provide good student education and that political 
interests should not interfere with that intent. 

Harden Lawrence agreed with this and indicated that it would be a major 
consideration of the Board when dealing with the motion. 

Solicitor Cragg commented, advising that the Addendum reflects the 
Agreement reached at Saturday's meeting and further advised that the 
subsystem boundary has nothing to do with electoral boundaries. As 
well, he indicated that the Addendum is only suggesting that the new 
Board consider a new subsystem. He assured Councillor Benjamin that 
the elected representatives of Bedford would not just be looking after 
Bedford but would be looking at the Education interests of the entire 
County. 

Councillor walker indicated that Council was not obliged to deal with 
the Addendum at today's Session but that it could be deferred until a 
later date. In the meantime, the Councillors of the two affected 
Districts, Councillor Eisenhauer of Hammonds Plains and Councillor 
Benjamin of District 14 could get together to discuss some alternative 
arrangements regarding representation of their Districts in the new 
subsystem. The two Councillors could present their views to a later 
Session of Council. 

It was moved by Councillor walker, seconded by Councillor Benjamin: 
"THAT the Addendum be deferred until next Council Session and 
that Councillors Benjamin and Eisenhauer get together during 
the interim to discuss alternative arrangements.“ 
Motion Defeated. 

The above motion to defer was defeated as there was a tie vote.
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Subsequent to the defeat of the above motion, Councillor Lichter spoke 
in support of the previous motion, advising that since Council agreed 
that it shall pass the Addendum, it was obliged to do so. He advised 
that it was his understanding that Bedford will elect its representa- 
tives in the same manner as it had prior to joining the District School 
Board and the Municipality will continue to do so as it has in the 
past. It was his opinion that the Municiaplity should consider that it 
has 12 members of the 15 members on the District School Board. As 
well. he reiterated the previous comments of Warden Lawrence who had 
advised that the motion was only a suggestion that the Board "consider" 
creating a new subsystem. 

Subsequent to the above comment. the original motion: moved by 
Councillor Wiseman, seconded by Deputy Warden Macxay: 

"As previously written." Motion Carried. 
2. Representation on the Committee to Meet with MLA's 

The second issue arising out of the Warden's Report was in regard to 
representation on the Committee to Meet with the MLA's. 

Warden Lawrence advised that the previous Committee had been made up of 
four representatives, each one chosen from one of the school subsys- 
tems. The Warden also advised that there were some unresolved issues 
at the last meeting with the MLA's and it was the suggestion of the 
MLA‘s that another meeting be held to further discuss these issues, 
possibly Feb. 17/82. It had been suggested to the Warden that if new 
representatives were desired. that these new ones could be chosen on a 
Provincial Constituency basis. The reasoning behind the proposed 
rotation of representatives was that in this manner eventually all 
Councillors would be able to meet with the MLA's. 

Warden Lawrence requested Council's guidance on whether the delegates 
chosen for last month's meeting should continue to attend future Ses- 
sions or whether there should be a rotation; and if so, how frequently 
and on what basis. She advised that the meeting with the MLA's had 
been so successful that she felt there would be regular meetings from 
now on, possibly monthly or bi-monthly. 
It was moved by Councillor Gaetz, seconded by Councillor Walker: 

"THAT four new Representatives be chosen to meet with the MLA's 
at the next meeting, and on a rotating basis in future meet- 
ings. on the same school subsystem basis." 

It was the opinion of both Deputy Warden Macxay and Councillor Gaetz 
that the present representatives had done an excellent job at the 
recent meeting: however. they felt that all Councillors should have the 
opportunity of meeting with the MLA's. 

Councillor Deveaux advised that under the subsystem basis which was 
used for selection of the representatives. there were at least one or 
two MLA's who did not have a representative from their constituency at 
the meeting. Based on that, he would like to see a representative from 
all constituencies.

14
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Councillor MacKenzie was interested to know what had come out of the 
meeting with the MLA's that had prompted them to request another meet- 
ing. He had understood that the meeting was to be only a yearly or 
semi-annual occurrence. 

The Harden advised that there were several items on the agenda; these 
were, District School Board, School Board Budget, School Area Rates, 
Sidewalk Plowing, County Building, Storm Drainage Task Force Report and 
Provincial Policy on Mineral Contamination of On-Site Hater Supply. 
She advised that when discussion on the above had been completed, 
several of the MLA's had agendas of their own containing items they 
would like to discuss and some of the Municipality's represenatives had 
items they would like to discuss. 

The items to be discussed at a subsequent meeting would be reconsidera— 
tion of the winter works Program Cancellation, the issue of the RCMP 
Detachment Location, Mic Mac Improvements versus the Highway 107 
By-Pass, the Planning Act Review Committee's Recommendations, 
Industrial Parks and Industrial Commission, the MDP in the Fringe Areas 
and Rural Areas, Tax Incentives for Industry and Library Funding 
Priorities. 
Councillor MacKenzie advised that if there were new representatives on 
the Committee, there would be some repeat discussion of some of the 
items already dealt with. 

Councillor Smith was in agreement with Councillor MacKenzie's comments 
in regard to the upcoming meeting, as this meeting was to discuss 
left-over items already touched upon by the present members. However, 
she was also in agreement with rotating the members for future 
meetings. 
Councillor Topple was opposed to the idea of holding any additional 
meetings. He felt that Councillors could approach their MLA's with any 
concerns, without the necessity of scheduling a meeting. The 
Councillor was also concerned that an additional Committee of Council 
was being established. He also indicated that if there was an 
outstanding matter of great importantce to Council, the MLA‘s or the 
MLA involved, could be invited to attend a Council Session to discuss 
the matter with all Councillors or a Committe of the Whole or Special 
Council Session could be held. 

In response to Councillor Topple's concern that the meetings would 
become too frequent, the Warden assured him that the only reason there 
was a back—up of items at this time, is because a meeting has not been 
held with the MLA's for an entire year. She also advised that when 
dealing with MLA's on an individual basis, Councillors tend to bring up 
items on a District by District basis; however, it was the intent of 
these meetings to discuss items relating to the entire County. 

Councillor Deveaux was in agreement with Councillor Topple but advised 
that he was in support of the motion only on the basis that it would be 
the last meeting.
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Councillor Hilliams advised that he could not see the purpose of 
carrying on the Meetings with the MLA's alone. He thought it would 
be more beneficial to have them come to Council, as well as other 
Senior Officials such as the Attorney General, Minister of 
Transporation, etc. He felt these were the type of people, that the 
Municipality would rather meet with. He advised that he would be 
voting against the Committee altogether. 
Subsequent to the above discussion; 

_The motion, moved by Councillor Gaetz, seconded by Councillor walker 
“As previously written.“ 
Motion Defeated. 

It was moved by Councillor Hiseman, seconded by Councillor Adams: 
"THAT the same Committee be re-appointed to meet with 
the MLA‘s at the next meeting and that this Committee 
be expanded to include a representative of the Musq- 
uodoboit Valley Constituency, the Cole Harbour Const- 
ituency and the Halifax Atlantic Constituency.” 

Councillor Benjamin was opposed to this motion as the Committee 
would be too large. He supported Councillor Topple's suggestion of 
having the MLA's come to a Council Session rather than hold separte 
meetings. 
Councillor Poirier also felt the Committee was getting too large 
with this expanded motion. She advised that she would rather let 
someone else go in her place, to the next meeting, rather than see 
the Committee get this large. 

Councillor Topple, as well, indicated his opposition to expanding 
the Committee. He also felt that the representatives should not be 
titled a "Committee" but perhaps a "Group". 

It was amended by Councillor Topple, seconded by Councillor Hilliams 
"THAT the Forthcomming meeting between Councillors of the 
Municipality and the MLA‘s be the last meeting of its kind 
and that the warden be empowered to meet with the MLA's on 
future issues and to invite any appropriate Councillors to 
attend." 

Deputy Harden MacKay indicated that he would be away on February the 
1?th (the proposed date for the next meeting}. Therefore, another 
representative could be chosen to attend in his place. 

Councillor MacKenzie was opposed to the amendment on the basis that 
he did not want to see the meetings become an on-going thing but he 
would like to have them scheduled once or twice a year. 
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Councillor Hiseman, as well, was opposed to the restrictions imposed by 
the amendment, as a matter of importance that should be discussed with 
the MLA's, could come up at any moment. 

In response to questioning by Councillor walker, Solicitor Cragg 
advised that the amendment was not in order. 

Therefore, the question was called on the motion: 

Moved by Councillor Hiseman, seconded by Councillor Adams: 

“THAT the same Committee be re-appointed to meet with the 
MLA's at the next meeting and that this committee be expanded 
to include a representative of the Musquodoboit Valley, Cole 
Harbour and Halifax Atlantic Constituencies.” 
Motion Defeated. 

It was moved by Councillor Topple, seconded by Councillor MacKenzie: 

“THAT the same Group be re-appointed to meet with the MLA's 
for the next and LAST meeting.“ 
Motion Carried. 

The above motion was carried subsequent to brief discussion by 
Council. As well, Councillor Baker requested that a Report come to 
Council with the results of the meeting. 

Harden Lawrence agreed that a Report would be prepared following the 
meeting. 

ADJOURNMENT 
It was moved by Councillor Williams, seconded by Councillor Halker: 

"THAT the Council Session adjourn.“ 
Motion Defeated. 

NEW BUSINESS 
Capital Grants - Councillor Benjamin 

Councillor Benjamin indicated Residents of the Miller Lake Subdivsion 
in District 14 were anxious to relieve an arsenic problem. These 
people were being held up due to a lack of funding, which must come 
from either the County or the Province or both. Therefore, he urged 
that the Capital Grant Policy be established as soon as possible. 

It was moved by Councillor Benjamin, seconded by Councillor MacDonald: 

“THAT the issue of establishment of a Policy for the 
allocation of Capital Grants be referred to the Policy 
Committee for immediate consideration.” 
Motion Carried.
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Snow Removal on Sidewalks - Councillor Adams 
Councillor Adams requested clarification on an article which appeared 
in the Mail Star recently regarding snow removal on sidewalks in 
Halifax County. He had received numerous calls in response to the 
article; he questioned if the Snow Removal By-Law would apply to areas 
without sidewalks. 
Solicitor Cragg advised that the By-Law was drawn up to affect all 
districts equally and would affect those properties bordering sidewalks 
so that if you did not have a sidewalk you could be compelled to clear 
a path on the Department of Highways right-of-way. Otherwise, there 
would be people walking on the streets. He advised that the Draft 
By—Law could be changed to refer to certain Districts only. 

Mr. Meech advised that the initial request related to problems in 
Sackville whereby individual property-owners were plowing or dumping 
snow on sidewalks; so the request from the Policy Committee was for 
Mr. Cragg to prepare a draft By-Law which would control this 
situation. 
Several Members of Council spoke on the matter and it was the consensus 
of these Councillors that the Draft By-Law be revised before coming to 
Council, otherwise it would not be supported. 

Reports of the Department Heads - Councillor Smith 

Councillor Smith indicated that the Reports of the Department Heads 
were missing from the last few Council Agendas. She requested 
clarification on the reason for this. 

Mr. Meech advised that this section of the agenda had been deleted from 
the last few Sessions as Management had known ahead of time that there 
would be lengthy debate on several issues on the agenda. He also 
advised that they were not put on today's agenda as the Department 
Heads would shortly be coming before Council to discuss the Budget. He 
advised that it was the intention to return to the practice of putting 
Department Heads on the agenda. 

Budget Meetings - Councillor Deveaux 
Councillor Deveaux questioned when the Budget Meetings would begin. 
Mr. Meech advised that subsequent to meetings with Mr. Hilson, it was 
hoped that within a week or so the Budget would be ready for 
presentation to Council. He advised that it might be appropriate at 
that time to hold an In—Camera Committee of the whole Meeting just to 
table the Budget and hold discussions on it. If not, it would be ready 
for tabling in the next week or ten days. 

Eastern Shore RCMP Dettachment - Councillor Adams 
Councillor Adams requested that Council attempt to get a statement from 
the Attorney General‘s Department relative to the location of the 
RCMP Detachment to Minesville Road.
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It was moved by Councillor Adams, seconded by Councillor Deveaux: 
"THAT a letter be sent to the Attorney General requesting a 
statement in relation to the location of the RCMP Detachment 
to Minesville Road." 
Motion Carried. 

Planning Advisory Committee Minutes - Councillor Poirier 
Councillor Poirier indicated that she had not been receiving minutes of 
the Planning Advisory Committee lately. She wondered why they were 
being held up. 

Mr. Meech and Councillor Topple, the Chairman of the Committee, advised 
they were not aware of any problem with the minutes; however, it was 
agreed that Mr. Meech would investigate this matter. 

911 Emergency Number - Harden Lawrence 
Harden Lawrence advised that the issue of the 911 Emergency Telephone 
number had been discussed at the Metropolitan Authority. At the most 
recent meeting of the Authority, a motion was passed, “That the 
Metropolitan Authority approve, in principle the implementation of 
Indirect Dispatch 911 Emergency Phone Service". She further advised 
that it was clearly indicated in the motion that each individual 
Municipal unit should discuss amongst themselves whether or not they 
wish to authorize the Authority to go into the system. 

It was moved by Deputy Harden MacKay, seconded by Councillor MacDonald: 
"THAT a presentation be made to Council with representation 
from M.T.&T. as well as Municipal Fire Departments regarding 
the issue of the Indirect Dispatch 911 Emergency Phone 
Service." 
Motion Carried. 

Regional Apprroach to Preparing for Off-Shore Development - warden 
Lawrence 

Harden Lawrence advised of a decision made in the Press Release from 
the Metropolitan Authority, in regard to a Regional Approach to 
Off-Shore Development, as follows: 

To have the Staff of each Municipality establish inventory of available 
Industrial Land, which could lead to a joint inventory. 

It was moved by Deputy Harden MacKay, seconded by Councillor Mclnroyz 
“THAT this issue be referred to Mr. Lorne Denny, the Halifax 
County Industrial Promotions Officer, as he is in possession 
of an inventory of available Halifax County Industrial Land." 
Motion Carried.
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