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LETTERS AND CORRESPONDENCE

Office of the Mayor - City of Vancouver

Mr. Kelly reviewed this letter, thanking residents of Halifax County
for their participation in the EXPO '86 program.

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

"THAT this item of correspondence be received."
MOTION CARRIED

Office of the Premier

Mr. Kelly read this 1letter from Phyllis Jeffrey, Administrative
Assistant to the Premier, extending appreciation for the support of the
establishment of a new harness racing track at the Atlantic Winter Fair
site.

It was moved by Councillor Walker, seconded by Councillor P. Baker:

"THAT this item of correspondence be received."
MOTION CARRIED

Department of Municipal Affairs

Mr. Kelly read this letter from Mr. F. Robertson, Departmental
Solicitor, advising that the Zoning By-law had been extended to
November 30, 1987 by the Minister of Municipal Affairs

It was moved by Councillor MacDonald, seconded by Councillor Snow:
"THAT the extension of the Zoning By-law to November 30, 1987 by
the Minister of Municipal Affairs be accepted Dby the

Municipality."
MOTION CARRIED

PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE REPORT

Application No. EP/CB-07-86-06 Development Agreement - Expansion of
Greenridge Mobile Home Park, Caldwell Road

Mr. Kelly reviewed the report and recommendation of the Planning
Advisory Committee.

It was moved by Councillor DeRoche, seconded by Councillor Eisenhauer:
"THAT Application No. EP/CB-07-86-06 be approved and that a public

hearing be held on Monday, December 8, 1986 at 7 p.m."
MOTION CARRIED
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Application No. RA-24-48-86-04 - Rezone Lot 3, James Hirtle

Subdivision, Seligs Road, Shad Bay

Mr. Kelly reviewed this report.
It was moved by Councillor P. Baker, seconded by Councillor Walker:

"THAT Application No. RA-24-48-86-04 and the public hearing
scheduled for December 8, 1986 be cancelled as requested by the
applicant."”

There was some discussion concerning this. Councillor DeRoche stated
the applicant may feel such action by Municipal Council would mean
rejection of his application. He suggested the matter be referred to
the Planning Advisory Committee and that the applicant formally
withdraw his application in writing.

It was moved by Councillor DeRoche, seconded by Councillor Snow:
"THAT the issue concerning Application No. RA-24-48-86-04 Dbe
referred to the Planning Advisory Committee."
MOTION CARRIED

File No. PA-CH/W-11-86 Multiple Unit Residential Uses in the C-2
(General Business) Zone - Cole Harbour/Westphal

Mr. Kelly read the report.

It was moved by Councillor McInroy, seconded by Councillor MacKay:
"THAT option 4 of the staff report respecting this application
(PA-CH/W-11-86) be approved and that a public hearing be held on
December 8, 1986 at 7 p.m."

MOTION CARRIED

File No. DA-SA-28-85-19 Century Park Development Agreement

Mr. Kelly reviewed this report respecting the realignment of the access
from Wagner STreet to Sunnyvale Court.

It was moved by Councillor Deveaux, seconded by Councillor DeRoche:

"THAT the request to amend Appendix "A" of the Century Park
Development Agreement in order to realign the access to Sunnyvale
Court be approved by Municipal Council."

Councillor MacKay expressed concern about how this property will remain
after the realignment is completed. Councillor MacDonald was of the
understanding this would be considered more carefully in the future and
Century Park will come up with a proposal for this. Ms. Spencer
advised this variance is only to the development agreement at this
point, in order to allow the developers to go to the inital surveying
stage.
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Councillor MacKay stated the Development Agreement has already been
approved by Council, and he felt the amendment should have been checked
more thoroughly at the initial stage to determine what could have been
done then. He suggested amendments allow planning with no requirements
and no action will be taken to make the amendment forceable. He felt
the matter should be held in abeyance until something is agreed to in
this respect.

Ms. Spencer stated the Development Agreement was negotiated and
approved, and all terms of the agreement will still hold regardless of
the decision made respecting this realignment. She continued this is
simply a matter of access, and if it is to provided it must be done
properly with proper access and the proper angle. She felt the entire
Development Agreement would not be in Jjeopardy because of this
realignment.

There was much discussion concerning this matter, as Councillor MacKay
felt the entire Development Agreement would be affected by this
amendment respecting the realignment.

It was moved by Councillor MacKay, seconded by Councillor P. Baker:
“THAT the issue respecting Application No. DA-SA-28-85-19 be
deferred to the November 18, 1986 Session of Council pending
further deliberation by the Planning Advisory Committee."

MOTION CARRIED

Cole Harbour-Eastern Passage Servicing Strategy

Councillor McInroy and Deputy Warden Mont each declared conflicts of
interest.

Mr. Kelly reviewed the report from the Planning Advisory Committee
respecting this matter.

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

"THAT the staff report respecting the Cole Harbour-Eastern Passage
Servicing Strategy dated October 6, 1986 be approved including the
servicing of the 34 acres for Oknah Realty."

Councillor DeRoche expresseed objection to the motion, advising at a
special meeting of the Planning Advisory Committee this matter was
discussed in some length, and Councillor McInroy and Deputy Warden Mont
were free to give input. He felt any decision respecting this matter
would be unfair to the Councillors representing this area as well as
their residents because of they had declared conflicts of interest.

There was much discussion concerning this matter, as Councillor Deveaux
informed he would have no difficulty deferring this matter to another
meeting.

MOTION CARRIED
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PUBLIC HEARING - UNDERSIZED LOT LEGISLATION, E.M. ROBERTSON

Mr. Gough reviewed his staff report respecting this application,
recommending approval of the proposed subdivision of Lot 1-A, Elliott
Michael Robertson, Upper Porter's Lake under the Undersized Lot
Legislation.

Questions from Council

None

Speakers in Favour of this Application

None

Speakers in Opposition to this Application

None

It was moved by Councillor Randall, seconded by Councillor Adams:
"THAT the proposed subdivision of Lot 1-A, Elliott Michael
Robertson Subdivision, Porter's Lake be given final subdivision

approval under the Undersized Lot Legislation."
MOTION CARRIED

BUILDING INSPECTOR'S REPORT - John Sager, Stillwater Lake

Mr. Kelly read the report from Mr. Hefler recommending approval of a
lesser setback of five feet for Lot B-1l, H. Whitman Subdivision,
Stillwater Lake.

It was moved by Councillor Walker, seconded by Councillor Fralick:
"THAT a lesser setback of five feet be approved for John Sager,

Lot B-1l, H. Whitman Subdivision, Stillwater Lake."
MOTION CARRIED

REPORT OF THE HERITAGE ADVISORY COMMITTEE

Mr. Kelly reviewed this report, advising an application had been
received from Michael and Evelyna Concannon to have their property,
Marquis of Dufferin Lodge and Motel, Port Dufferin registered as
Heritage Property. He circulated pictures of the property, and
recommended approval of the request by Mr. and Mrs. Concannon.

It was moved by Councillor P. Baker, seconded by Councillor Snow:

"THAT property owned by Michael J. and Evelyna Concannon know as
the Marquis of Dufferin Lodge and Motel, Port Dufferin be
registered as heritage property."

MOTION CARRIED
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Providing this condition does not pose any difficulty, I would suggest

that Municipal staff meet with staff of this Department's Finance and
Advisory Services Division, as soon as possible, to discuss project phasing
and procedures to be followed in drawing grant funds.

I am pleased with the manner in which the pre-approval phase of this

project has teen completed. Your Engineering staff, in particular, deserve
to be commended for the very thorough, professional and cooperative approach
taken in regard to this project. I believe that the project proposal
represents a very cost effective solution to present and future potential
pollution problems in the area and am confident that the implementation
phase of this project will proceed in a similar fashion.

Yours very truly,
David Nantes

DN/1d
c.c. Hon. Guy LeBlanc
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REPORT OF THE MUNICIPAL PLAN COMMITTEE

Mr. Kelly read the report advising the Lawrencetown Citizens Committee
is concerned that it could take some time for the Minister of Municipal
Affairs to pass a decision respecting development limitations in the
Lawrencetown area.

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

"THAT Municipal Council reply to Mr. Nantes letter respecting
development limitations in the Lawrencetown area, thanking him for
his positive response and requesting that the reinstatement of the
development limitations be accomplished as quickly as possible."
MOTION CARRIED

EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE REPORT

Lands at Bissett Road (Rehab Centre)

Mr. Kelly read the report and recommendation respecting this matter
from the Executive Committee.

It was moved by Councillor P. Baker, seconded by Councillor DeRoche:
"THAT the Rehab Centre lands at Bissett Road be retained by the
Municipality for potential use and development in the future."
MOTION CARRIED

Request for District Capital Grant, District 14

Mr. Kelly reviewed the report.

It was moved by Councillor Snow, seconded by Councillor MacKay:
"THAT a District Capital Grant, District 14 in the amount of
$3,000 of the Waverley Fire Department be approved by Municipal
Council."
MOTION CARRIED

Request for Loan, Goff's Fire Department

Mr. Kelly read the request.
It was moved by Councillor Snow, seconded by Councillor Reid:

"THAT approval be granted by Municipal Council for an additional
loan to the Goff's Fire Department in the amount of $50,000
repayable over a ten year period of principal and interest with
Council reserving the right to levy an area rate in default of
prinicipal and/or interest repayment."

MOTION CARRIED
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METROPOLITAN AUTHORITY REPORT - COUNCILLOR McINROY

Councillor McInroy advised this report would be available at the next
Session of Council.

RECOMMENDATION TO COUNCIL, RE REPORT "SOURCES OF CAPITAL FUNDING"

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

"THAT a policy respecting capital funding be adopted by Halifax
County Council whereby:

(a) the cost-sharing of capital projects be a 60-40 basis between
the Municpality and the property owners,

(b) 25 percent of the annual deed transfer tax revenue be
allocated to funding capital projects;

(c) a retroactive adjustment on federal grants in lieu of taxes
in the amount of $600,000 be allocated to capital reserve;

(d) priorization of capital projects be done by staff according
to health and need; and

(e) any future funds from other levels of government for specific
projects be applied to the property owner's share of such
projects."”

Councillor Walker expressed objection to the motion, stating the deed
transfer tax and other revenue should not be dealt with until the
budget for 1987 is ready; therefore, Council will know what can be
expected for funding for 1987. He felt the present resources should
not be committed. He suggested the entire matter be deferred until
discussion concerning the 1987 buget.

Councillor Lichter expressed difficulty with the section of the motion
respecting future funds from other levels of government being applied
to the property owner's share of capital projects. He asked for
clarification on this portion of the resolution. Mr. Meech stated he
would not have suggested this be done. He would have suggested that a
capital fund be established with certain sources of revenue to be for
that fund, which would be used for certain capital projects as they are
needed.

Councillor Lichter asked if it would be possible the property owner may
not have to pay anything. Councillor Reid clarified the intent of his
motion is that money could be made available for a specific project,
and if the cost-sharing formula were used, the local areas would put
pressure on other levels of government to help with the 40 percent of
the property owners' share. Mr. Meech stated the Municipality should
continue to make application for special funding, as has been done in
the past, but he felt it should be applied to the Municipality's share
of the cost, in order that money can go towards other projects.
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Councillor DeRoche expressed objection to using 25 percent of the deed
transfer tax out of general revenue and then having to replace that by
raising the general tax rate. He stated he would not support the
resolution on that basis.

Councillor MacDonald expressed general agreement with the resolution.
Mr. Meech referred to the installation of services at Timberlea/
Lakeside stating the cost-sharing of that project was supposed to be on
a 85-15 basis between the Municipality and the Province, but it turned
out to be 70-30 because of the substantial overrun in the cost to the
Municipality. He commented that the retroactive adjustment on federal
grants in lieu of taxes in the amount of §600,000 to be allocated to a
capital reserve would pay for Windsor Junction project, freeing money
for other capital projects in 1987.

Councillor Deveaux asked if it had been determined how much money this
resolution would generate should it be approved. Mr. Meech stated the
money generated from this proposal would be approximately $1.25 to $1.3
million. Councillor Deveaux next clarified that the 60-40 cost-sharing
formula would also apply to his district. He suggested the deed
transfer tax be raised to offset the amount that would be transferred
for capital purposes.

There was some question as to whether or not the Provincial government
would be discouraged from supporting such Municipal projects if the
Municipality is going to raise their own funds. Mr. Meech noted this
was a good point, but he felt the Municipality must show the many
projects they have to deal with and that we are prepared to do more
than our share in supporting capital projects financially, although the
Province will still be expected to cost-share. He concluded that
Provincial funding for Halifax County capital projects does not 1look
good for the future at any rate.

Councillor Lichter stated that the Committee of Whole meeting he
indicated that nobody in Halifax County on sanitary sewer and water has
paid 40 percent of the cost for their services. He suggested these
projects are funding 90 percent by the government. Councillor Lichter
suggested that in addition to trying to generate 1less funds, the
Municipality should also require present users of water and sewer to
pay 10 percent which would generate $200,000 per year which would have
to be set aside for this particular purpose. This would means an extra
3.8 cents to help those area that require the services when it is more
expensive.

After further discussion respecting Councillor Lichter's suggestion,
Councillor Mont expressed concern with the effect on general revenue by
taking 25 percent of the revenue from the deed transfer tax. He felt
the City of Dartmouth set a precedent by raising their deed transfer
tax and suggested the County shoud do likewise.

Mr. Meech noted that the Eastern Passage/Cole Harbour project must
still be taken into consideration, as this is a §6 million project that
has to be funded from whatever revenue is generated over the next few
years. That commitment cannot be forgotten during these discussions.
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Councillor DeRoche stated there will be additional assessment on the
pollution control account paid by residents of the County now receiving
municipal services. He continued that not all people paying the 3.8
cents pollution control rate receive the services. He also stated that
many are on a local system that has been improved and taken over by the
County, and the residents are still paying for that.

Councillor Merrigan stated he would not support the recommendation. He
stated a matter was deferred recently dealing with $5,000 and now
Council wants to deal with many of millions of dollars. He did not
feel this was fair. He continued that much work must be done on this
yet; Council has to find a way to help the residents, but they should
not be hasty with their decision. He stated it must be determined what
can be afforded from the budget and go from there. Councillor
Merrigan concluded he does not like to talk percentages, but would
rather discuss actual dollars to see what the affect will actually be.

There was some discussion concerning foot frontage charges, before
Councillor Walker made a motion of deferral.

It was moved by Councillor Walker, seconded by Councillor Merrigan:
"THAT the report, re Sources of Capital Funding, be deferred to
the 1987 budget discussions."

MOTION CARRIED 12 FOR
5 AGAINST

RECOMMENDATIONS TO COUNCIL FROM THE SACKVILLE SESSION, OCTOBER 25, 1986

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

“THAT Henson College be request to carry out a study of the urban
areas and to make recommendations regarding changes in legislation
in order that local decision making can be enhanced and that a
committee be established to oversee this study;

THAT Municipal Council provide funds for administrative support to
the Sackville Advisory Board; and

THAT the group that met on October 25, 1986 meet again in the new

year to continue the open discussion on issues affecting
Sackville."

Mr. Meech noted there would a dollar value attached to the sections of
the resolution dealing with Henson College and administrative support.
Councillor Eisenhauer expressed difficulty with the second part of the
motion, stating it is left too open; although the section about Henson
College is more clear-cut and it only a one-time expenditure. He felt
there should be some limit set to the amount of funds provided for
administrative support to the Sackville Advisory Board. Councillor
MacKay suggested an amendment to the motion 1limiting the funds to
$2,000 for the remainder of 1986.

10




Regular Council Session - 11- November 4, 1986

Mr. Meech stated he had been thinking about the potential of a support
service through the Sackville Mainstreet Office and the possibility of
the part time Public Administration student supporting this group. He
stated if these options were used, the project would not be too costly.

Councillor Walker expressed difficulty with the entire report. He
questioned the needs of Sackville and asked about the needs of the rest
of the Municipality. He stated the rural areas have problems also, and
they should be considered in any study. With respect to the second
portion of the motion, Councillor Walker felt if funds are given to
Sackville for administrative support, it should be given to all
advisory groups all across the County. He concluded he would only
support the conclusion of the recommendation with respect to meeting
again in 1987. He stated he would attend the next meeting and express
his views at that time.

Councillor P. Baker felt the Sackville Advisory Board should be more
specific about what they are looking for and why they require money for
administrative support. He stated nothing is heard about the rural
areas, and the urban areas are taking over. Councillor P. Baker
informd that five of the rural Councillors have already met to see what
can be done, and something must be done. He concluded there should be
cooperation between the rural and urban areas alike.

Councillor Lichter expressed difficulty with hiring Henson College to
do another study. He noted there have already been several studies
done and questioned the need for another. Mr. Meech informed there is
no intent to get into an extensive study. However, a small study with
a small group may have an impact on legislation for the County. He
informed Henson College was suggested because they have good
credentials, and they are not high priced as a private consultant would
be. He suggested there should be a time frame on the study to come up
with specific recommendations.

Councillor McInroy stated he would support the proposal because it
seems nobody has had the ability to take the necessary steps to make
decisions. He stated this has been on-going for too long. Councillor
McInroy continued that if Sackville and Cole Harbour are to remain with
the County it will have to be with enhanced services. With reference
to other areas of the Municipality, Councillor McInroy informed that
service commissions for rural areas could be arranged as fairly as it
was in Cole Harbour.

With respect to the $2,000 for administrative support to the Sackville
Advisory Board, Councillor DeRoche asked if the money would be a loan
to be recovered from area rates. If not, he asked if the Municipality
will be prepared to extend smaller considerations to other parts of the
County to provide adminsitrative support. He suggested the area rate
in Sackville could be increased to cover the additional services they
desire. He stated he would not support the recommendation unless it
was amended to reflect an increase in the area rate to cover the costs
for administrative support.

11
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Councillor Merrigan stated he felt the meeting in Sackville on October
25 was very successful and that something was accomplished. He did not
feel everything was being done for Sackville at the expense of other
districts. He felt there is a need for better services to all
residents of Halifax County and Sackville is a good place to start. He
continued if an area can afford a new service the Municipality should
help to provide that service, whether it be in an urban or a rural
area. He felt the County should be considered as a whole, and there
should be no split between rural and urban areas. Councillor Merrigan
continued that those who attended the meeting to its close were
impressed with the facilitator and suggested he would be a good person
to work with the entire County. He concluded that he would have no
difficulty supporting a grant of $2,000 to the Sackville Advisory Board
to the end of 1986 for adminstrative support, and he suggested any
further funds for 1987 could be budgeted for and put on the area rate.

Councillor Deveaux expressed agreement with Councillor DeRoche's
feelings. He stated there is more money spent with every discussion
Halifax County Council has with the Sackville Advisory Board. He
continued that the Province should be asked to do a study on
annexations and incorporations and let the people decide after that.
He stated if something is not done in the near future, the matter will
continue to drag on. He concluded he would vote against the motion.

wWwarden MacKenzie expressed opposition to annexation or incorporation.
He stated much money for larger projects comes from the County as a
whole, and he felt the Municipality should continue to work together.

Councillor MacDonald commented that Council is making more fuss about
the proposed $2,000 to the Sackville Advisory Board than they did about
the $1.5 million towards Cole Harbour Place.

Councillor McInroy felt the discussion was getting away for the issue.
He stated legislative changes could enhance the County's ability to
make decision, and it is important to be able to make community based
decisions. After further discussion and suggestions about the motion,

It was moved by Councillor McInroy, seconded by Councillor DeRoche:
"THAT the motion be amended to read as follows:

THAT Henson College be requested to carry out a study and make
recommendations regarding changes in 1legislation in order that
decision making in Halifax County can be enhanced and that a
committee be struck to oversee the study;

THAT Municipal Council provide up to $2,000 in 1986 for
administration support to the Sackville Advisory Board and any
funds for 1987 be included in an area rate for administrative
support to the Sackville Advisory Board; and

' THAT the group that met on October 25, 1986 meet again in the new
year to continue the open discussion on issues affecting
Sackville."

12
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Councillor McInroy expressed a desire to have Halifax County remain as
a unit; however, he felt it would not remain as one unit unless there
are significant changes in the structure. He continued that Sackville
has a tax base that is beneficial to Halifax County and Halifax County
has the ability to make decisions for Sackville. He stated that
Halifax County should not get hung up on making local decisions for
Sackville because they will be lost if we do so. He felt the
amendments to the motion are a step in the right direction, and they
would apply to a greater portion of the County than just Sackville.

Councillor Mont felt the meeting on October 25, 1986 was very
successfull, and he expressed agreement with the amendments to the
motion. He stated all areas of the County are concerned about delivery
of services. He felt the funding portion of the motion would be
supported if it is understood it is only on a temporary basis in order
to give Sackville an opportunity to get their act together. Councillor
Mont suggested that Sackville should have a service commission or some
other body which would be more formal than the Sackville Advisory
Board. He concluded there is a need for more meetings as there was on
October 25, 1986.

There was much discussion concerning the amendments to the motion and
the intent behind them. Councillor Walker stated he would only support
a study by Henson College if it is for the Municipality as a whole. He
stated he would not support anything solely for the community of
Sackville. He concluded if money is given to the Sackville Advisory
Board for administrative support, Council should be prepared to do
likewise for any other advisory group.

Mr. Meech concluded the discussion stated that several communities of
Halifax County should be used as a model. He suggested the community
of Sackville would be a good area to begin.

AMENDMENT TO THE MOTION CARRIED

MOTION CARRIED AS AMENDED

AGENDA ITEMS

Councillor MacKay - In-law Suites

Councillor MacKay stated that the senior population is slowing down for
various reasons, and they are desirous of living with their families in
separate living quarters. He stated there are many illegal basement
apartments rented to the general public and the Municipality has taken
action against this. However, in-law suites is a problem that must be
addressed. Councillor MacKay advised he had asked Planning staff to
consider handling in-law suites on a contractural basis, but it appears
the only way this situation can be handled is with an amendment to the
appropriate by-laws, which is time consuming. Councillor MacKay asked
that action against owners of basement apartments not rented to the
general public but used for in-law suites be held in abeyance until the
necessary steps can be taken to rectify the situation.

13
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Mr. Cragg advised he had been instructed by planning staff to take
legal action against illegal basement apartments. He stated that the
by-law defines single family dwelling and dwelling units as they relate
to R-1 uses, and they do not allow in-law suites. He continued that it
does not matter whether or not they are occupied, but whether they are
capable of being occupied. Mr. Cragg stated all two unit dwellings in
an R-1 zone are violations of the by-law, and it is difficult to
discriminate against one and not the other. -

Mr. Meech questioned the definition of in-law, as it could include
aunts, uncles, parents, etc. Councillor MacKay stated if the procedure
was dealt with on a contractural basis, there would have to be a public
hearing, and if there were any objections to the contract at that
point, they could be expressed.

After further discussion,
It was moved by Councillor MacKay, seconded by Councillor Deveaux:

"THAT all prosecutions for basement apartments in the community of
sackville be held for 60 days pending proposed amendments to the
Sackville Municipal Planning Strategy:; if the proposed amendments
to the Municipal Planning Strategy do not come before Council
within 60 days, that this matter be brought back to Council's
attention."”

Councillor MacDonald questioned the manner in which in-law suites which
have already been prosecuted would be handled. He felt it would be
unfair to charge some and then take action to hold the rest in
abeyance. Mr. Meech suggested the motion read "effective today that no
prosecution be proceed with". Councillor MacKay stated there will be
advantages and disadvantages with the motion, but the action should be
taken to deal with the problem. He expressed no difficulty with
holding all illegal basement apartments in abeyance until that matter
can be dealt with.

Councillor Lichter felt stopping all such prosecutions for a period of
two months would cause problems for the residents of Sackville as well
as staff. He suggested the issue be dealt with in a manner whereby
those will to provide a written affadivit will not be charged. He
further suggested that no action should be taken unless it is commenced
by staff and taken to the Planning Advisory Committee and Council, and
that a public notice should be posted in the newspapers listing
properties that have been identified as non-rental properties.

After further discussion, Councillor MacKay withdrew his motion and
asked to have this matter added to the next agenda. He stated in the
interim he would follow this matter up with the necessary people.

Councillor Deveaux - McNab's and Lawlor Islands

Councillor Deveaux expressed concern about the dangers to the public
from hunters on McNab's and Lawlor Islands. He stated he had contacted
the Department of Lands and Forets about this matter, but they felt
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there 1is nothing to be concerned about. In the meantime, Councillor
Deveaux informed he has received complaints about the situation. He

felt if anybody were standing along the fishing areas of Eastern
Passage, they could easily be hit by a stray bullet from one of the
islands.

It was moved by Councillor Deveaux, seconded by Councillor Walker:

"THAT a letter be sent to the Minister of Lands and Forests
requesting that he consider the feasibility of declaring McNab's
and Lawlor Islands non-hunting areas; also that a copy of this
letter be sent to the MLA for the area, Hon. David Nantes."

MOTION CARRIED

Councillor Deveaux - Emergency By-law

Councillor Deveaux informed that such a request had previously turned
down by Council, but he still felt a need for a by-law to deal with
emergency situations. He felt there is a need to protect against
dangerous situations, and people do not want to have to wait for
complaints to go through all the procedures before action can be taken
in a dangerous situation.

It was moved by Councillor Deveaux, seconded by Councillor C. Baker:
"THAT the Municipal Solicitor examine the matter of a By-law to
deal with emergency situations, and bring a report back to Council
for consideration.”

MOTION CARRIED

Councillor Adams - Canada Post

Councillor Adams noted that representatives from Canada Post had
appeared before Council in early summer, and they gave dates for the
delivery of rural mailboxes. He advised September was given as a
delivery date for the new mailboxes, but nothing has been done thus
far. Councillor Adams advised he spent two hours on the telephone to
various people at Canada Post, and nobody knew what he was talking
about. He stated there is a communication problem at Canada Post.

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

"THAT a letter from Council be written to Canada Post asking for
confirmation of the delivery dates for the new mailboxes and how
people can get mailboxes instead of going out of their communities
for mail."

Councillor P. Baker advised he was very satisfied with the action
Canada Post took when he got in touch with them. He informed
Councillor Adams he would give him a name and telephone number to get
in call, and he felt Councillor Adams would be satisfied with the
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action received from this person. Councillor Adams informed he would
still like to have the letter sent to Canada Post.

MOTION CARRIED

ADJOURNMENT

Councillor Mont, Chairman of the Nominating Committee, asked Members of
Council to bring their suggestions about new committee members to him
and he would take them to the Nominating Committee. He asked Members
of Council to give strong consideration to the Board of Management for
the Rehab Centre, as it is one committee requiring changes.

It was moved by Councillor DeRoche, seconded by Councillor Walker:

"THAT this Session of Council adjourn."”
MOTION CARRIED






