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However, Mr. Baker spoke at length in opposition to a lay-off of Staff 
as this would seriously affect the Geriatric Program, which required 
much staffing and the Mentally Retarded Residents who required constant 
care and supervision. 
He advised that to lay-off staff would put the lives of patients in 
danger. He also indicated that even with the Staff the facility now 
has, there have been some unavoidable deaths, although there was no 
fault found with Staff for any of these deaths. 

Mr. Baker encouraged Council to render a decision on this matter at 
tonight's Council Session. He advised that if a reduction in Staff was 
necessary, then Staff lay-offs would have to be on a seniority basis. 
Those Staff members, he advised, could wind up on umemployment or even. 
Social Assistance at some point in the future. 

Councillor Mont requested clarification of exactly where the residents 
(patients) come from. He was advised by Mr. Baker that they come from: 

1. City of Halifax 55 
2. County of Halifax 29 
3. City of Dartmouth 2? 
4. Colchester County 8 
5. Cumberland County . 10 
6. Lunenburg County 10 
?. Other Towns & Municipalities 40 

He indicated that the larger patient caseload is from the City of 
Halifax. 

Based on the above information and the proposals presented by Mr. Baker 
and Mr. Richards, Councillor Mont felt that rather than lay-off staff 
members, decreasing the care to the patients, the other Municipalities 
should be billed for the care to their patients. 

Councillor Poirier advised that Mr. Richards had a letter from the 
Provincial Department of Social Services advising that this is what the 
Municipality should do. She read this letter to Council. 

However, Mr. Hilson advised, that while the Municipality could very 
well bill these other Municipalities for their patients, he felt there 
would be a difficulty in collecting the money and questioned what would 
be done with the patients in the meantime. 
Mr. Meech advised that from researching the Homes for Special Care Act, 
he found the Municipality has the ability to charge a per diem rate to 
other Municipalities. However, he advised this would be playing into 
the hands of the Province who will continue to decrease funding expect- 
ing Municipalities to raise the necessary funds themselves. 
Mr. Meech further indicated his opinion that the Municipality had a 
clear cut case to go back to the Province, requesting that they take 
over 100% of the cost of the facility. He advised that he has reviewed 
a copy of the Order in Council in 1916-77 when the facility was taken
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over by the Social Services Department from the Department of Health. 
He advised that this Order makes no mention of "approved" costs but 
refers to operating and capital costs of the facility. He advised that 
prior to making any staff cut-backs at the facility, the Municipality 
should persue this committment from the Province. 
He advised that this move was made by the Province in '?6-?? because it 
was felt that they could get more money from the Department of Social 
Services than they could from the Department of Health. 

He cautioned against levying a surcharge because he felt there would be 
difficulty in collecting this money even if court action were taken. 

Councillor Mont advised that the Municipality should be looking at 
making a strong presentation to the Province to operate this facility, 
giving them total responsibility for it, especially if they felt they 
could operate it adequately with a 6% increase. 
Councillor Hiseman was in agreement with this suggestion. 
Councillor Poirier spoke in opposition to any staff lay-offs due to the 
subsequent suffering by the patients. However, she did not see how any 
of the recommendations could be supported, as no Municipality in Nova 
Scotia would agree to pay this surcharge. She also was in agreement 
with Councillor Mont's suggestion that the facility be turned over to 
the Province. 

Councillor Mclnroy also spoke on this issue advising that he did not 
agree with the levying of a surcharge. He felt that if the Provincial 
Government had accepted 100% responsibility for the operating and 
capital costs of the facility, they should pay that amount and not be 
putting a limit on what 100% is. He advised that if a surcharge was 
levied at all, then it should be the Province who administers such a 
levy and not the Municipality. He advised that the Municipality is 
presently managing the facility on behalf of the Province. If then, 
the Province wants to decrease the level of service and the Municipal- 
ity is not in agreement with this decrease, then the Municipality 
should no longer manage the facility. 

Subsequent to further discussion: 
It was moved by Councillor Mont, seconded by Councillor Poirier: 

"THAT Halifax County Council appoint a committee to meet with the 
Minister of the Department of Social Services and the Premier to 
request them to either increase the funding to cover the projected 
deficit at the Halifax County Rehabilitation Centre for the 1983- 
84 fiscal year or to takeover the facility." 
Motion Carried. 

It was agreed by Council that this Committee should make it perfectly 
clear to the Minister and the Premier that the Municipality is not 
willing to continue the management of the Halifax County Rehabilitation 
Centre without the proper funding. It was felt that it was grossly
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unfair to cut back the programs and service to the people who reside in 
the facility at the present time, especially since these people lead a 
fairly simple life now. 

The motion was carried unanimously. 
Uceanview Manor 
Mr. John Morrison of Oceanview Manor came forward at this time to 
present budget information relative to the Special Care facility. 
Mr. Morrison advised that Oceanview Manor was also the best facility of 
its kind in the Province of Nova Scotia and quite possibly East of 
Ontario, due to the financial support from the County of Halifax. 

He distributed to Council a brief statement of expenditures and revenue 
for the facility which forecasted a deficit of approximately $223.59? 
for 1983. 

However, he pointed out that there were many variables which could 
change this deficit. They were: 

1. If there is less than 9? percent bed occupancy each day. 
2. If there is more than 97 percent bed occupancy every day or some 

days. 
3. If the rate of $56.82 per day was charged. 
4. If staff were laid off and the level of care to residents was 

lowered. 
5. If the Government comes up with more money. 
6. Other. 

Mr. Morrison explained that the administrators of Oceanview Manor are 
primarily concerned with the quality of care to the residents of the 
Manor. He advised that once staff are laid off, the quality of care 
goes down. 

Subsequent to discussion with Mr. Morrison: 
It was moved by Deputy warden Margeson, seconded by Councillor Adams: 

“THAT the Chairman of the Board of Management of Oceanview Manor, 
Councillor walker, be included in the delegation to meet with the 
Minister and the Premier of Nova Scotia." 

Councillor DeRoche suggested that the above motion be tabled until fol- 
lowing discussion by Mr. Ed Mason, relative to the Social Services 
Budget. 

It was agreed by Council that the above motion be tabled pending the 
discussion with Mr. Ed Mason relative to the Social Services Budget. 
Social Services Budget 
Mr. Ed Mason and Mr. Macneil came forward to make their presentation to 
Council regarding the Social Services budget.
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Mr. Mason had distributed to Council a memo and attached sheet contain- 
ing financial information. He read this memo to Council, as follows: 
“The Social Services Budget for 1983 has been the cause of concern for 
months. This concern has been related to the Provincial Department of 
Social Services‘ inability to cost share what had been projected; name- 
ly, a 6% increase over our actual costs in 1982. This could have meant 
an expenditure in the range of $400,000 that would not have been 
shareable and would have been a total Municipal responsibility. 
Recently, (January 28, 1983) encouraging communication has been 
received by warden MacKenzie from the Minister of Social Services, the 
Honourable Edmund Morris, outlining additional efforts his Department 
would be making to help Municipalities meet their legislative responsi- 
bilities of maintaining persons in need. Since receiving this very 
recent correspondence, we have spoken with senior officials (including 
the Deputy Minister) within the Provincial Department of Social 
Services, and have been reassured that in 1983 our expenditures will be 
shared. This development will mean that the net cost of Social 
Services Program in 1983 ...will be reduced by approximately $234,000. 
while this unexpected development is encouraging, we must advise ... 
that restraint will continue to be necessary if the Department is to 
live within the projected 6% budget. Specifically, a control over the 
issuance of items of special requirement will still be essential. Ad- 
ditionally, Council must address the matter of per diem rates in Homes 
for Special Care that exceed the 6% level. we have already received 
advisement from six Homes for Special Care indicating their rates must 
go beyond the 6% guidelines. we have responded to these Homes indicat- 
ing that the Municipality may not be in a position to honour rates that 
are not fully shared. To honour rates that are not completely shared 
would mean an additional expenditure in the range of $100,000 that 
would be a total Municipal responsibility. 
while the outlook for the 1983 year, in terms of our Social Services 
operation has improved dramatically with the recent correspondence from 
the Minister of Social Services, concerns within the Municipal adminis- 
trative structure have not been completely satisfied; and it might be 
adviseable for Council and Staff to address these concerns to the 
Minister of Social Services in whatever manner deemed appropriate." 

In addition to the above information, Mr. Ken Wilson, came forward and 
provided Council with further financial information. He advised that 
the Provincial Government will share in whatever the costs are for 
January, February and March of 1983. Then they will take June 30th, 
1982 approved amounts which is about $450,000 less than the actuals for 
total 1982 and they will share in that dollar amount from April 1, 1983 
until March 31, 1984. The Provincial Government also advises the Mun- 
icipality to file its claims on the normal basis and they will pay 
those claims until that amount of money, (they have provided a global 
amount for their fiscal year) runs out. Therefore, if the claims equal 
the amount that they have set for global funding, are filed and the 
Municipality receives that money in 1983 for nine months, that would 
mean that in January, February and March 1984 they would pay no amount 
at all towards those claims.
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He advised that basically what has to happen from an accounting stand- 
point is only ?5% of that global funding should be considered in 1983 
plus whatever they are going to pay in January, February and March 
1983. The other 25% of their global funding would have to be deferred, 
no matter when they pay the Municipality, until January, February and 
March 1984. . 

Mr. Mason felt this would make the situation very rough in March of 
1984. He felt that this concern should be expressed to the Minister of 
the Department of Social Services. 

Mr. Meech advised that as a result of the Province's decision what they 
have really done is to delay the inevitable. They are, he advised just 
changing the format by giving the approved budget on the basis of their 
fiscal year. He indicated how this benefited the Municipality; in the 
year 1983 the Municipality will be able to get cost sharing for all its 
projected costs, with exception of Homes For Special Care. If the 
Homes for Special Care increase their per diem over and above 6%, the 
Municipality will be obligated to pay it, as the Province will not 
share in that increase. 

He clarified that in 1983 the Municipality's budget will be cost 
shared. However, in 1984, the Municipality will be back in the same 
situation, if by March there are no dollars left in the approved 
budget; then the total amount expended in the month of March will be a 
total Municipal responsibility. 
However, Mr. Meech expressed the hope that if this should happen, suf- 
ficient pressure will be put on the Province, so that they will find 
some other means to satisfy the need relative to increased costs in 
Social Services. 
Subsequent to lengthy discussion, Council determined that the Munici- 
pality did not have as pressing an issue with the general assistance 
aspect of Social Services as they had with regard to the Rehabilitation 
Centre and Oceanview Manor. It was felt by some, that if by the end of 
year, the situation worsens with regard to general assistance, then the 
Municipality could press for more cost-sharing. 

Council also discussed with Mr. Mason employment programs, such as the 
NEED Program. 

Councillor walker suggested using Social Assistance money for make-work 
programs rather than have people sitting home receiving Social Assist- 
ance which is demoralizing to most able-bodied people. 

Mr. Mason indicated his opinion that perhaps this should be considered. 
However, Mr. Meech advised, that this question has been raised in the 
past. Although he would agree with the concept, he indicated that the 
rules and regulations, both of the Province and the Canada Assistance 
Plan, will not permit it. It is not possible to allocate funds from 
the Social Services budget for a make-work program.
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IN-CAMERA DISCUSSION 
Subsequent to further discussion regarding the general assistance 
budget, the following motion was made: 

It was moved by Councillor Mont, seconded by Councillor Deveaux: 
"THAT Council go In-Camera to further discuss the situation rela- 
tive to Oceanview Manor." 
Motion Carried. 

Therefore, Council held In-Camera discussion relative to Oceanview 
Manor for some 30 minutes. 
It was then agreed to Come Out-Of-Camera. 
At this time, the motion, moved by Deputy warden Margeson, seconded by 
Councillor Adams previously, relative to including Councillor walker in 
the delegation to meet with the Minister of Social Services and the 
Premier of Nova Scotia, was withdrawn and the following resolution was 
put on the floor in its stead. 

It was moved by Councillor Mclnroy, seconded by Councillor walker: 
"THAT the members of the delegation to meet with the Minister of 
Social Services and the Premier of Nova Scotia, regarding the 
Halifax County Rehabilitation Centre and the General Assistance 
Budget, be Harden MacKenzie, Councillor Poirier, Councillor Mont 
and Mr. Ken Meech, Chief Administrative Officer." 
Motion Carried. 

ADJOURNMENT 
It was moved by Councillor DeRoche, seconded by Councillor Adams: 

"THAT the Special Session of Council adjourn." 
Motion Carried. 

Therefore, there being no further business, the Special Council Session 
adjourned at 10:30 P.M.



PUBLIC HEARING 

FEBRUARY 14, 1983 

PRESENT HERE: Harden MacKenzie, Chairman 
Deputy warden Margeson 
Councillor Poirier 
Councillor Larsen 
Councillor Gaudet 
Councillor Baker 
Councillor Deveaux 
Councillor DeRoche 
Councillor Gaetz 
Councillor Bayers 
Councillor Reid 
Councillor Lichter 
Councillor MacKay 
Councillor Eisenhauer 
Councillor MacDonald 
Councillor Hiseman 
Councillor Mont 

ALSO PRESENT: Mr. G. J. Kelly, Municipal Clerk 
Mr. Robert Cragg, Municipal Solicitor 
Mr. Bob Gough, Director of Development 
Mr. Mike Hanusiak, Staff Planner 

SECRETARY: Christine E. Simmons 

_OPENING OF PUBLIC HEARING - THE LORD'S PRAYER 

warden MacKenzie brought the Public Hearing to order at ?:00 p.m. with 
The Lord's Prayer.. 

ROLL CALL 

Mr. Kelly then called the Roll. 

APPOINTMENT OF RECORDING SECRETARY 
It was moved by Councillor DeRoche, seconded by Councillor Poirier: 

“THAT Christine E. Simmons be appointed Recording Secretary." 
Motion Carried. 

ANNOUNCEMENTS 
warden MacKenzie advised Council that minutes of February 1, 1983 
Regular Council Session had been circulated to all Councillors via 
their mailboxes. He requested that Councillors take the opportunity to 
read these minutes so that they may be approved at tommorrow evening's 
Council Session.
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PUBLIC HEARING 
Harden MacKenzie outlined to those present in the Council Chambers, the 
procedure to be followed for the Public Hearing. 

Rezoning Application No. RA-SA-21-82-20 
Staff Report 
Mr. Gough advised that Rezoning Request No. SA-21-82-20, submitted by 
the Nova Scotia Housing Commission was a request to rezone Lots MT-1-B, 
MT-1—C, MT-1-D and MT-1-E, Phase 9 Sackville Development, located on 
Smokey Drive Lower Sackville, District 20, From R-4 (Multi-Unit Dwell- 
ing) Zone to R-1 (Single-Unit Dwelling) Zone. 

Mr. Bough also advised that this rezoning request had been duly adver- 
tised, as per the provisions of the Planning Act and no correspondence 
had been received, either in favour or in opposition to the request. 

Mr. Gough proceeded to outline the Staff Report providing a description 
of the Lot and Surrounding Area. (Please refer to Report for Detail). 
Mr. Gough also utilized an overhead projected map to more clearly 
identify the area. ' 

He further advised that the stated purpose of the request of the appli- 
cant. Nova Scotia Housing Commission, is to allow the lots to be 
developed for single family housing. 

The Staff Report noted that prior to the adoption of the Zoning By-Law 
for Sackville, the properties in question were zone R-4 (Residential 
General) Zone under the Municipality's zoning By-Law No. 24. Under the 
designation, single family units were permitted. In speaking with 
Staff of the N.S.H.C., it was learned that the intention has always 
been to maintain the ability to develop either single family or multi- 
family units on the properties. However, at the time the new zoning 
By-Law was being adopted they did not realize that the new R-4 zoning 
would not permit single family dwelling units. Thus the need for the 
rezoning. 

It was the recommendation of the Planning and Development Department 
that the proposed rezoning be approved for the following reasons: 

1. The proposed rezoning is in conformity with Council's desire to 
give priority to single family dwelling units within the Urban 
Residential Designation. This desire is clearly expressed in 
policy P-30 of the M.D.P. 

2. The proposed rezoning is in comformity with all applicable criteria 
outlined in policy P-104. 

3. Under the present R-4 zoning each of the subject properties is eli- 
gible for a three-unit dwelling. In light of the fact that staff 
feel a series of triplexes would be appropriate for the Smokey 
Drive Area, the proposed rezoning is seen as promoting a more har- 
monious development strategy.
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Questions From Council 
None. 

Speakers in Favour 
None. 

Speakers in Opposition 
None. 

Motion From Council 

It was moved by Councillor wiseman, seconded by Councillor MacKay: 
“THAT Rezoning of Lots MT-18, MT-1-C, MT-1-D, and MT-1-E, Phase 9, 
Sackville Development, Located on Smokey Drive at Sackville, from 
R-4 (Multi-Unit Dwelling) Zone to R-1 (Single Unit Dwelling) Zone 
be approved by County Council." 
Motion Carried. 

Rezoning Application RA-TLB-20-82-D2 
Mr. Gough advised that Rezoning Application No. RA-TLB—20-82-O2, sub- 
mitted by Mr. & Mrs. Gordon Fudge, was a request to rezone Lot G? of 
the Robert Fournier Subdivison located on Highway No. 3. at Timberlea, 
District 02 from R-1 (Single Unit Dwelling) Zone to R-3 (Mobile Dwell- 
ing) Zone. 

Mr. Gough advised that this application had also been advertised as per 
the provisions of the Planning Act and that no correspondence had been 
received either in favour or in opposition to to the request. 

He advised that the stated intent of the applicants, Mr. & Mrs. Gordon 
Fudge, was to enable them to keep their mobile home on this lot as a 
permanent use. 

Mr. Gough advised that the property in question was purchased by the 
Fudges in the early fall of 1982. At that time, their intention was to 
locate a mobile home on the site as a temporary construction use while 
their new home was being built. However, their plans have now changed 
to a point where they would like to locate the mobile home on a perman- 
ent basis. Thus, rather than sell the property in favour of a site 
with an existing R-3 zoning, they have opted to seek a rezoning. 
Mr. Gough proceeded to outline the portion of the Report which gave a 
description of the site and the surrounding area, (please refer to the 
Staff Report). In addition to the information on the Report, Mr. Gough 
utilized an overhead projected map to more clearly identify the sur- 
rounding area.
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In view of the fact that a Municipal Development Plan is in effect in 
the communities of Beechville-Lakeside—Timberlea, Mr. Gough advised 
that the avenue by which Council may entertain and approve the 
requested rezoning is set forth in the MDP, as follows: 

"...rezonings for single mobile homes in the Residential Designation 
will be permitted." (p. 31). In this regard, Policy P-20 of the Plan 
states, "Notwithstanding Policy P-13, it shall be the intention of 
Council, to require an amendment to the zoning by-law for any mobile 
home subdivision or single mobile home in the Residential Designation." 

The Staff Report continued, advising, "In order to ensure that a 
proposed rezoning will in no way jeopardize either the spirit of the 
Municipal Development Plan or the quality of life in the planned area, 
Council has directed that all rezoning applications have regard to 
those considerations outlined under policy P-89 of the Plan." 

It was the recommendation of the Department of Planning & Development 
that this application be approved, based on the following 
considerations: 
1. The proposed rezoning is in conformity with the intent of the Plan 

as required under section (i) of the Policy P-89. 
2. The site on which the mobile is to be located is suitable in terms 

of its size, grade and ability to accomodate an on—site septic 
system. This is an essential point for consideration as directed 
by section (iv) of Policy P-89. 

3. In light of the fact that there is only one single family dwelling 
unit in the immediate vicinity of the subject property, the 
proposed rezoning is not anticipated to create an incompatible land 
use situation with the remainder of the R-1 Zone. 

This completed the Report of the Department of Planning & Development. 
Questions From Council 
Councillor MacKay questioned whether, if at some time in the future, 
Mr. & Mrs. Fudge wished to construct a single family dwelling on this 
lot, could this be accomplished under an R-3 Zone without the 
necessity of having another application. 
Mr. Gough indicated that this would be possible; however, Councillor 
Mackay indicated a previous,similar experience which occurred in 
Sackville whereby another Hearing was necessitated. Mr. Gough advised 
the Councillor that this would have been prior to the implementation of 
the Municipal_Development Plan in Sackville. 

There were no further questions from Council for Staff. 

Speakers in Favour 
None.
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Speakers in Opposition 
None. 

Motion From C0unci1 
It was moved by Counciilor Poirier, seconded by Counciilor Baker: 

"THAT the Rezoning of Lot G? of the Robert Fournier Subdivision 
located on Highway No. 3, at Timberlea, From R-1 Sing1e Unit 
Dwe11ing) Zone to R-3 (Mobiie Dwe11ing Zone, be approved by County 
Council.“ 
Motion Carried. 

ADJOURNMENT 
There being no further business, the Public Hearing adjourned at 7:16 
P.M.
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REGULAR COUNCIL SESSION 
FEBRUARY 1, 1983 

PRESENT HERE: warden MacKenzie, Chairman 
Deputy warden Margeson 

ALSO PRESENT: 

SECRETARY: 

Councillor 
Councillor 
Councillor 
Councillor 
Councillor 
Councillor 
Councillor 
Councillor 
Councillor 
Councillor 
Councillor 
Councillor 
Councillor 
Councillor 
Councillor 
Councillor 
Councillor 
Mr! KI RI 
Mr. G. J. 
Mr. Robert 
Mr. Keith Birch, 
Ms. Valerie Spencer, 
Division 

Meech, 
Kelly, 

walker 
Poirier 
Larsen 
Gaudet 
Baker 
DeRoche 
Adams 
Gaetz 
Reid 
Lichter 
Snow 
MacKay 
Mclnroy 
Eisenhauer 
MacDonald 
wiseman 
Mont 

Christine E. Simmons 

OPENING OF COUNCIL - THE LORD'S PRAYER 
warden MacKenzie brought the Council Session to order at 6:00 P.M. with 
The Lord's Prayer. 

ROLL CALL 

Chief Administrative Officer 
Municipal Clerk 

Cragg, Municipal Solicitor 
Chief of Planning & Development 

Supervisor, Planning — Policy 

Mr. Kelly then called the Roll. 

APPOINTMENT OF RECORDING SECRETARY 
It was moved by Councillor Snow, seconded by Councillor wiseman: 

"THAT Christine E. Simmons be appointed Recording Secretary." 
Motion Carried. 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
It was moved by Councillor MacDonald, seconded by Councillor DeRoche:
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“THAT the Minutes of the January 1?, 1983 Public Hearing be 

approved."
_ Motion Carried. 

It was moved by Deputy Harden Margeson, seconded by Councillor Gaetz: 

"THAT the Minutes of the January 18, 1983 Regular Council Session 
be approved as amended." 
Motion Carried. 

LETTERS & CORRESPONDENCE 

It was moved by Councillor Snow, seconded by Councillor Mont: 

“THAT the Letters and Correspondence be received.“ 
Motion Carried. 

Letter From City of Sydney 
the City of Sydney in regard to the 
letter advised that at the regular meet- 

ing of Sydney City Council, January 13, 1983, a resolution protesting 
the increase in power rates had been adopted as this increase was not 

in line with the Government's stand on increase guidelines of 6 and 5 

percent for the next two years. 

Council felt that this increase would place hardship 
those on fixed income, and people on low income and 

n municipal welfare which would be passed on 

A letter had been received from 
increase in Power Rates. This 

The City of Sydney 
on the unemployed, 
would further be a burden o 
to the taxpayer. 

This letter requested that Halifax County Municipal Council endorse 
this resolution. 

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

“THAT Halifax County Council strongly protest the 32 percent 
increase approved by the Public Utilities Board and demand Premier 
Buchanan and the Cabinet reduce the power rate increase to 6 per 

cent in 1983 and 5 per cent in 1984, in line with Provincial and 

Federal Guidelines." 
Motion Carried. 

The above motion was carried subsequent to discussion in which the fol- 

lowing Councillors indicated their opposition to it: 

Councillor Mclnroy - Councillor Mont - Councillor Hiseman. These 
Councillors were opposed to the motion based on the fact that the Power 
Corporation is not in the business of making money but to provide power 

to the Province; it was felt that if the rates had to be raised in 

order to break even then there was little that could be done about it. 

Councillor Mclnroy felt that the only action which could be taken in 

this regard would be to find a less expensive method of supplying power 

to the Province.
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Letter From the Nova Scotia Power Corporation 

A letter had been received from the Nova Scotia Power Corporation in 
acknowledgement of the Municipality's letter of January 19, 1983 
regarding overvoltage protection devices. 

This letter was for information only. 

Letter From the South Shore Tourism Association 
A letter had been received from Margaret Campbell, Executive Director 
of the South Shore Tourism Association requesting time on the Council 
Agendg to report on the activities.of the South Shore Tourism Associa- 
tiom in the near future. 

It was moved by Councillor Gaetz, seconded by Councillor Gaudet: 
"THAT an invitation be extended to Margaret Campbell of the South 
Shore Tourism Association to attend the February 16th, 1983 
Regular Council Session in order to report to council on the 
activities of the Association.“ 
Motion Carried. 

Letter From Reverend Kenneth Vaughan 
A letter had been received from Reverend Kenneth Vaughan in support of 
Council's reaction to a motion placed on the floor at the January 18th 
Council Session which would have ensured that senior citizens would go 
to Ocean View Manor, regardless of their desire to locate in any other 
facility. This motion had been submitted by Councillor Deveaux who was 
concerned about the projected deficit at Ocean View Manor should there 
continue to be empty beds at the Manor. 

This letter was for Council‘s information only. 

APPOINTMENT OF MUNICIPAL BUILDING BOARD MEMBERS 
A letter from Robert Cragg, Municipal Solicitor was included in the 
agenda; this letter related the terms of reference of the Municipal 
Board Members, advising that it was time to reappoint the existing 
members, Messrs. Harrigan-Chairman, Dillman and Holman, or to appoint 
new members. 

However, he advised that the existing Board Members have provided 
exemplary service to their appointed positions and are all very worthy 
appointees to the Board. He indicated in his letter that all Counsel 
who have appeared before the Board have expressed a complete satisfac- 
tion with the way the members conducted the Hearings and rendered their 
decision. 
It was moved by Deputy Harden Margeson, seconded by Councillor Baker: 

"THAT the three existing members of the Municipal Building Board be 
reappointed for a one-year term, pending verification of their 
places of residence." Motion Carried.




