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stated there should be assurance that any permanent fixtures not be
removed from schools declared surplus when they are turned over the
Halifax County Council. Councillor MacKay stated the raised this
concern at the Executive Committee, and he still hopes to have an
answer as to where the furnace went from the Middle Sackville School.
He felt this furnace should have never been taken out, and when it was,
the School Board should have replaced it. He stated when the schools
were built by the County and turned over to the School Board they were
fully equipped, and they should be returned in that condition.

Councillor MacDonald also expressed concern about this problem. He
indicated he put forth a request for a grant to this senior's club for
the cost of replacing this furnace. He stated this request should be
considered seriously because the seniors are leasing the building from
the County, and it is the County's responsibility to keep the furnace
there and running. He agreed that when a school is supplied to the
School Board it is fully equipped, and it should be returmed in that
condition.

Councillor Wiseman informed she would bring this concern to the Finance

and Operations Committee of the School Board at the next meeting. She
stated she would try to determine why these permanent fixtures are
being removed from schools declared surplus to the School Board. She

stated she would report back at the next Council Session.
MOTION CARRIED

Minister of Fisheries and Oceans

Mr. Kelly advised this letter is in response to Council's resolution
concerning the condition of Fishermen's Wharf at Eastern Passage. He
stated the Minister has advised that under the Small Craft Harbours
Program materials are now being obtained to the re-building of this
wharf. It was noted this work will begin this year and will be carried
out over a number of years.

It was moved by Councillor Deveaux, seconded by Councillor Rawding:
"THAT this letter be received;

ALSO THAT a letter of appreciation be writtem to the Minister of
Fisheries and Ocean with a copy to be sent to Mike Forrestall,
MP."

Councillor Bayers stated he is glad to see this work will be done, but
he stated a representative from Small Harbour Crafts was asked to
provide information with respect to the work that will be done within
Halifax County. He stated a letter should be sent back to the Minister
asking where the priorization 1list for Halifax County is and how it
will be adhered to. Deputy Warden Mont objected to Councillor Bayers
suggestion. He stated Councillor Bayers should present this at another
meeting because Halifax County should not sent a letter of appreciation
conditional on his priorities. He stated Halifax County Council should
show appreciation for the work that will be completed, and if at
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another meeting another letter is writtem about another wharf, he would
support it.

Councillor Deveaux expressed agreement with the comments by Deputy
Warden Mont. He agreed there are other wharfs that need repair, but at
this time the Minister should be thanked for the worked he has
initiated in Eastern Passage.

MOTION CARRIED

PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE REPORT

File No. PA-CH/W-1-87 Proposed Amendments to the Cole Harbour Municipal
Planning Strategy and Land Use By-law - Residential Development in the
Watershed Designation

Mr. Kelly reviewed the report.
It was moved by Councillor Lichter, seconded by Councillor DeRoche:

"THAT the amendments attached to the staff report as Appendices
"A" and "B" with respect to File No. PA-CH/W-1-87 be approved, and
that a public hearing respecting this plan amendment be held on
July 134987 at 7 palls”

MOTION CARRIED

Application No. P 268-87-09 - Undersized Lot Legislation - Lots A2-A
and A2-B of the Lands of Gary and Karen Duchesne, East Chezzetcook

Mr. Kelly reviewed the report of the Planning Advisory Committee
respecting this application.

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

"THAT Application No. P-268-87-09 be approved in principle and
that the applicants be directed to proceed to the final
subdivision application stage;

ALSO THAT staff be enpowered to advertise the public hearing once
the application is complete.”
MOTION CARRIED

Application No. F-298-87-03 - Undersized Lot Legislation - Lots A-A and
A-B of the Lands of Robert Pettipas, Five Island Lake

Mr. Kelly reviewed the report.
It was moved by Councillor Fralick, seconded by Councillor Lichter:
"THAT application No. F-298-87-03 be approved and that a public

hearing be held on July 7, 1987 at 7 p.m."
MOTION CARRIED
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File No.'s RA-24-10-87-04, RA-CH/W-11-87-07 and RA-CH/W-12-87-21 -

Zoning Errors

Mr. Kelly reviewed the reports respecting each of these files.
It was moved by Councillor P. Baker, seconded by Councillor Lichter:

"THAT B.J. Settlers Grocery and Take Out, 3706 Highway No. 333,
Shad Bay, be rezoned from R-2 (Two Unit Dwelling) Zone to C-1
(Local Business) Zone;

ALSO THAT a public hearing be held on July 13, 1987 at 7p.m.;

AND FUTHER THAT the advertising fee for the public hearing be
waived."
MOTION CARRIED

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

"THAT property owned by R.J. Bhatnagar, located at 43-45 Ross
Road, Cole Harbour be rezoned from R-1 (Single Unit Dwelling) Zone
to R-2 (Two Unit Dwelling) Zone;

ALSO THAT a public hearing respecting this matter be held on July
13, 1987 at 7 p.mag

AND FURTHER THAT the fee for the public hearing be waived.”
MOTION CARRIED

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

"THAT 143 Colby Drive and a portion of Block D-6, located off
Colby Drive, be rezoned from P-2 (Community Facility) Zone to R-1
(Single Unit Dwelling) Zone; and a portion of the Colby Drive
Bible Chapel, 131 Colby Drive, be rezoned from R-1 (Single Unit
Dwelling) Zone and R-2 (Two Unit Dwelling) Zone to P-2 (Commuaity
Facility) Zone as per Appendix "C" of the staff report respecting
this file;

ALSO THAT a public hearing be scheduled for July 13, 1987;
AND FURTHER THAT the fee for the public hearing be waived.”
MOTION CARRIED

DIRECTOR OF DEVELOPMENT REPORT

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

"THAT the report of the Development Officer be received.”
MOTION CARRIED

EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE REPORT
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Resolution, Town of Middleton

Mr. Kelly reviewed the staff report and resolution from the Town of
Middleton.

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

"THAT Halifax County Council support the resolution presented from
the Town of Middelton concerning provincial social assistance
cost sharing.”

Councillor DeRoche clarified that the motion is intended to endorse the
resolution of the Town of Middleton and that it be placed on the agenda
for the <central region meeting of the Union of Nova Scotia
Municipalities for discussion.

MOTION CARRIED

Application for Pool Hall and Arcade License

Mr. Kelly reviewed the report of the Executive Committee respecting
this application to the Department of Consumer Affairs for a license to
operate a pool hall and arcade at 108 Cobequid Road, Lower Sackville.
He advised the Executive Committee recommend that Council express
objection to the Department of Consumer Affairs the 1issuance of a
license to operate a pool hall and arcade at this location.

Councillor MacKay stated he has difficulty with the procedure for the
licensing of pool halls and arcade. He stated if the County does not
show any objections, the Department of Consumer Affairs issue the
license; if County Council does express objection, it is not known what
happens. Councillor MacKay stated he does not know the entrepreneur of
this proposed operation; it may be a very well run operation with no
problems at all. However, these outlets have lead to problems in the
past. He stated the proposed location for this operation is not ideal,
as it is adjacent to a large elementary school. He continued that if
there is an arcade and pool hall, it would be better situated in a
shopping centre where it would be better supervised. Councillor MacKay
asked that the Municipal Solicitor comment on the procedure for the
issuance of a license to operate a pool hall and/or arcade through the
Department of Consumer Affairs.

Mr. Cragg advised from prior investigation, it was determined the
legislation states that Council's opinion be sought; the legislation
does not provide for a recommendation that the license be denied. He
stated Council can oppose the application, and the 1license can be
issued, or Council can support the application, and the license can be
denied. He questioned the effect of Council's recommendation has on
the issuance of the license.

Councillor MacKay stated any type of business is determined to be good
or bad by the people who operate the facility - no matter what type of
business it is. He stated he cannot say how this arcade and pool hall
will be operated until it is seen how the owners will look after it.
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Councillor DeRoche asked if the zoning for this area has been
determined to allow this type of operation. Mr. Kelly informed the
Development Division has informed the zoning of this location will
allow for the operation of a pool hall and arcade.

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

“THAT Halifax County Council object to the Department of Consumer
Affairs issuing a license for the operation of a pool hall and
arcade at 108 Cobequid Road, Lower Sackville.”

Councillor Wiseman stated she has no strong feelings about arcades, but
there was formerly an arcade at this location, and with an island of
commercial uses in a residential area. She expressed concern about
this and what could happen if the operation is not well run. She
stated it is inappropriate to have a business of this sort within a few
hundred yards of the elementary school, as well as near two apartment
buildings.

Councillor McInroy felt the Department of Consumer Affairs asks for
Council's opinion because should there become a problem association
with this type of operation, they will say the Municipality had an
opportunity but did not raise any objections; they had no difficulty
with this wuse being made of this property. Councillor McInroy
expressed objection to planning on personalities when there is no legal
enforcement of agreements. He stated the only basis for these types of
decision is legislation.

Councillor MacDonald also expressed agreement with Councillor MacKay,
Councillor Wiseman, and Councillor McInroy. He expressed particular
objection to the proposed location of this arcade, it being under an
apartment building. He stated he would support the motion based on the
past performance of arcades in Sackville.

Warden MacKenzie informed the applicant for the pool hall and arcade
license was in the gallery and he had indicated that he would like to
speak. Members of Council objected to his presentation, stating this
is not a public hearing.

MOTION CARRIED

Requests for Grant

It was moved by Councillor Randall, secounded by Councillor Fralick:

"THAT approval be granted for a District Capital Grant, District 9
in the amount of $750 for improvements to the ballfield, Atlantic
View School, Lawrencetown."”

MOTION CARRIED
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It

It

It

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

“THAT approval be granted for a District Capital Grant, District 9
in the amount of $2,000 for the Chezzetcook Fire Department.”
MOTION CARRIED

was moved by Councillor Fralick, seconded by Councillor Rawding:

"THAT approval be granted for a District Parkland Fund Grant,
District 3 in the amount of $3,000 for playground improvements,
Lake of the Woods Subdivision."”

MOTION CARRIED

was moved by Councillor Snow, seconded by Councillor McInroy:

"THAT approval be granted for a District Capital Grant, District
14 in the amount of $2,000 for the Grand Lake Community Society."”
MOTION CARRIED

was moved by Councillor Snow, seconded by Councillor Lichter:

"THAT approval be granted for a District Parkland Fund Grant,
District 14 in the amount of §$1,000 for the Goff's Fire and
Recreation Hall."”

MOTION CARRIED

was moved by Councillor Snow, seconded by Councillor McInroy:

"THAT approval be granted for a General Parkland Fund Grant in the
amount of $25,000 for funding to complete the summer maintenance,
Department of Parks and Recreation.”

MOTION CARRIED

Temporary Borrowing Resolutions

it

JE:

was moved by Councillor C. Baker, seconded by Councillor MacKay:

"THAT approval be granted for temporary borrowing resolution No.
87-02 in the amount of $820,000 for sewer at the airport.”
MOTION CARRIED

was moved by Councillor MacKay, seconded by Councillor Snow:
"THAT approval be granted for temporary borrowing resolution No.

87-03 in the amount of $820,000 for water at the airport.”
MOTION CARRIED

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

"THAT approval be granted for temporary borrowing resolution No.
87-04 ($1,600,000) for sanitary sewer at Middle Musquodoboit.”
MOTION CARRIED
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It was moved by Councillor Reid, seconded by Councillor Snow:

"THAT approval be granted for temporary borrowing resolution No.
87-05 in the amount of $500,000 for water at Middle Musquodoboit."”
MOTION CARRIED

It was moved by Councillor Deroche, seconded by Deputy Warden Mont:

"THAT approval be granted for temproary borrowing resolution No.
87-06 in the amount of $974,000 for water at Ross Road."”
MOTION CARRIED

Mr. Meech noted there are only certain projects for which temporary
borrowing has been established; however, he has received the benefit of
a global funding proposal from the Department of Municipal Affairs
towards the four projects which are identified as priority projects.
He stated this has not been given full approval by the Minister, but at
the next meeting of the Executive Committee this will be discussed with
the hope that the entire package will be presented to Council as it
relates to the four priority projects, as well as one additional as
related to the County's participation in the treatment plant at Herring
Cove. Mr. Meech stated the proposal amounts to approximatley 20
percent funding towards each of the projects, which will mean the
property owners share will be reduced to the minimum 30 percent, and
the balance will have to come from the County's general capital fund
and special reserve fund. He stated it is hoped to be in a position on
June 15, 1987 to demonstrate how these projects will be funded over the
next three or four years.

Resolution, Withdrawal from Special Reserve

Mr. Kelly reviewed the report.

It was moved by Councillor MacKay, seconded by Councillor MacDonald:
"THAT Council authorize a withdrawal from the Special Reserve Fund
in the amount of §132,000 for the acquisition of 1land, 01d
Sackville Road."

MOTION CARRIED

Sackville Advisory Board

Mr. Kelly reviewed the report respecting this matter, advising the
Executive Committee recommend that Council rescind the proposed 1987
area rate of 3/10 of one cent for the Sackville Advisory Board.

Councillor MacKay informed the recommendation to rescind the original
resolution is because the Municipal Solicitor feels it is not legal to
levy an area rate on behalf of the Sackville Advisory Board. He stated
he felt strong during budget deliberations that any expenditure for the
Sackville Advisory Board should be borne by an area rate because that
money would be specific to that community. He expressed difficulty
that Mr. Cragg did not indicate difficulty with an area rate earlier
because Council agreed in November, 1986 that $2,000 be given to the
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Sackville Advisory Board to be recovered by an area rate. He noted
Councillor Merrigan felt Council could not levy this area rate, and he
approached the Finance Department about it; he was given assurance this
area rate could be levied. Councillor MacKay stated there was no
concern expressed when Council approve the area rate for 1987 for the
Sackville Advisory Board. He stated without some financial resources,
the Sackville Advisory Board will be hard-pressed to continue. He
stated the Board has been very instrumental and viable in the community
of Sackville, providing residents the forum to come forth on any issue
to express their views. He stated there are many volunteers from the
community that give out their time, resources, and ability to make
recommendations to the three governments, and the collective opinion of
the majority of the members of the Sackville Advisory Board are
desirous of having a modest amount of money made available for
administration, support staff, etc. However, Board Members did have
concerns amongst themselves as to what amount of money should be
requested. He stated he had difficulty with a budget of $40,000 for
the Board. He stated some money should be made available, but not
$40,000. He continued that the Sackville Advisory Board is going
through an identity crisis, questioning who they are and where they are
going; they did not approve any budget because they are very conscious
of their position.

Councillor MacKay also expressed difficulty with the legal opinion
concerning this from Mr. Cragg. He felt under the Municipal Act,
Halifax County Council has the ability to set area rates for various
other services in the community, although there is not a ratepayers
association.

Mr. Cragg responded that Section 141 of the Municipal Act states
Council can levy an area rate for those purposes which are ennumerated
in Section 136, which sets forth certain areas in which Council can

deal financially. He stated the Sackville Advisory Board 1is an
independent Board set up to whatever they wish to without any control
from Council. Therefore, a grant or setting an area rate for them
would be giving them a sum of money, charging the people in the area
for it, with no control over how it 1is spent. He stated there 1is a

provision in the Municipal Act which says where, in Council's opinion,
an expenditure results in an equal benefit to each property within a
defined area, a levy can be placed on each household. He felt it 1is
generally accepted that the Board is operating with implied approval
and knowledge of Council, and they are attempting to do good in the
area; therefore, it would be 1legal to levy on each household, as
opposed to levying an area rate. He stated neither he nor the
Department of Municipal Affairs are comfortable with this, although it
may be a possible alternative.

Councillor MacKay clarified that Council could levy each household in a
defined area. Mr. Cragg quoted the Municipal Act, interpreting it to
mean Council would have to define an area to be serviced by the Board
and levy on each household an amount in lieu of an area rate. It would
be a certain dollar amount per household, rather than basing a rate on
assessment. Mr. Cragg stated it is complicated by subsection 1,
whereby it 1is difficult to determine if Council can legally charge an
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area for an expenditure such as operating expenses for the Sackville
Advisory Board. He stated for this reason he is not comfortable with
this alternative. He also stated the Department of Municipal Affairs
feel an area rate cannot be levied for this purpose, and they are also
not comfortable with this alternative.

Councillor MacKay stated when the Sackville Advisory was first started,
various avenues were considered for the operation of this Board, and it
was determined by a resolution in Council that the Board would be
supplied with a grant from the Sackville area of one percent
administration fee levied to cover their operating cost. He felt money
must be made available to provide advertising, correspondence, etc. He
stated the one percent is very nominal and not sufficient to run an
organization the size of the Sackville Advisory Board. He stated if a
grant from the County cannot be given and an area rate cannot be
levied, he does not know what alternative to take.

Mr. Cragg stated Section 141 of the Municipal Act states Council can
levy an area rate to secure the repayment of a sum of money for which,
by law, any area is chargeable. If the Sackville Advisory Board were
set up by Provincial legislation, it would be set up such that they
could request a sum of money for certain purposes to be recoverable by
an area rate at Council's discretion. He stated if the Board did have
that authority, they could present Council with a request for funding.
However, there is no basis for this.

Councillor Merrigan asked if there is anything stopping Halifax County
from hiring staff for the operation of the Sackville Advisory Board and
paying for it. Mr. Cragg responded that this avenue could be explored
further. He suggested extra staff could be hired through the County
and attach them in an advisory capacity to the Sackville Advisory
Board.

Councillor MacDonald stated the Sackville Advisory Board was set up in
1981 as a result of the Urban Study at that time. He inquired about
the liasion the County has with the Sackville Advisory Board. Mr.
Meech informed in 1981 Council went on record as acknowledging and
recognizing the Sackville Advisory Board as a body to which Council
would turn to get advice and input on issues affecting the community of

Sackville. He noted the Planning Advisory Committee wutilizes the
Sackville Advisory Board as the official body when planning issues
affecting Sackville arise. Councillor MacDonald noted members of the

Sackville Advisory Board are elected to their positions through the
community, and they have their liasions with County Council. County
Councillors and the MLA are also a part of the Board, and there should
be a method derived to help fund the Board, as it works very closely
with the County. He suggested a $20,000 grant be given to the
Sackville Advisory Board.

Councillor Wiseman stated as a Councillor representing Sackville and a
close liasion with the Sackville Advisory Board she is insulted by
statements made about the Board. She stated the experience from the
community and the manner in which money has been spent over the past
seven years would not indicate the Board is not spending their money

14



Council Session - 15- June 9, 1987

appropriately. She stated the funds that have been spent have ranged
from $400 to $600 per year, and they have been spent for the cost of
providing secretary services, etc. She expressed surprise that the
Executive Committee took such a light attitude with their
recommendation to Council. She stated denial of the area rate should
not be recommended without any altermative. There must be some manner
in which financing for the Sackville Advisory Board can be dealt with,
so the Board can flourish and get on with its work.

Councillor Deveaux expressed agreement with Councillor Wiseman. He
stated there should be manner to allow the Sackville Advisory Board to
have this money. He stated he would support a rate more than a grant
for the Board because a grant to the Sackville Advisory Board would
only be opening the door for other areas to look for the same type of
service. He asked what would happen if Council did not rescind the
motion to levy the area rate. Mr. Cragz informed there 1is no
foundation for Council to levy the area rate. He stated the Sackville
Advisory Board should be funded somehow, but there should be a
legislative basis for doing 1it. He suggested if the motion 1s not
rescinded, County Council and each Councillor could be liable for a
refund of the funds; it is difficult to determine what would happen.
Councillor Deveaux stated Council should continue to levy the area
rate.

Deputy Warden Mont expressed difficulty with denying the Sackville
Advisory Board funding, but he also expressed difficulty with giving
the money from the general fund. He stated the Cole Harbour/Westphal
Service Commission has been incorporated by an Act of the Legislature,
and they can levy area rates. He suggested if a grant is given to the
Sackville Advisory Board, the Cole Harbour/Westphal Service Commission
will look for the same thing. He expressed objection to this.

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

“THAT Halifax County Council grant $20,000 to the Sackville
Advisory Board form the one percent of administration funds
collected."”

Councillor Reid stated in the past a grant has been given to the
Sackville Advisory Board in the amount of $200 or $300 per year from
the one percent administration costs the County levies for collecting
area rates. He stated the Sackville area must pay more than $2 million
in area rates, so there would be at least $20,000 generated in that
area. If Council agrees to give $20,000 from the administration fund,
there is no difference. It was legal in the past, so it must be legal
now. The grant will only be increased to $20,000.

Councillor DeRoche noted the Municipal Solicitor had expressed
difficulty that funds are not subject to control of Council.
Therefore, if any expenditure made are subject to the approval of the
District Councillors concerned, it would address this difficulty. Mr.
Cragg objected, stating it would not be an ennumerated purpose for
which an area rate can be levied.
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Councillor DeRoche felt the intent behind the setting of the area rate
was in keeping with other Sections of the Municipal Act whereby
residents of the area were to be generally and equally served, and he
felt it is not necessary to rescind the area rate. He stated the whole
purpose of the legal system is the intent, not necessarily the legal
letter.

Councillor Fralick stated he would support an advisory board im Cole
Harbour and Sackville, but more work and investigation should be done.

It was moved by Councillor Fralick, seconded by Councillor P. Baker:
"THAT this matter be deferred to the next Council Session.”
MOTION DEFEATED

Mr. Meech stated if the costs for the Sackville Advisory Board are
absorbed as part of the general administration costs of the
Municipality, and if Council determines how to recover that money, it
would be consistent with the Municipal Act. He agreed that 1if an area
rate is levied for the strict purpose of turning the money over to the
Sackville Advisory Board, there is no legislative authority for that.
However, the Municipality does have authority to absorb administration
costs, and the County can recover administration costs through the
general tax rate.

Councillor McInroy stated it may appear that the Executive Committee

was not looking beyond rescinding the motion. However, the Committee
did discuss a number of options and only came to an 1indefinite
conclusion. He stated the Executive Committee has always indicated

support for the Sackville Advisory Board, as has Council as a whole.

Councillor McInroy also felt the area rate should be levied, regardless
of the Solicitor's opinion. He stated it may not be challenged, and if
it 1is challenged, there can be an alternate manner of funding
determined at that time. Also, the Sackville Advisory Board may need
some kind of change in its structure so this problem camn be corrected
in the upcoming year. He stated this matter should not be deferred or
postponed, but the area rate should be levied, and the details can be
ironed out later.

Councillor Eisenhauer stated this matter should not be deferred because
the tax bills are pending upon Council's decision. He stated in 1981,
Council recognized the Sackville Advisory Board and agreed to provide
some of the services through the adminstration of the charges that were
derived from Sackville. He suggested rather than levying a separate
area rate, each year, when all rates are reviewed, there should be a
pro-rate of administration charges on all other rates to cover the
costs to the Sackville Advisory Board. He stated a certain portion of
the $20,000 grant to the Board should be levied to the fire department
rate because the Board does review fire department matters, etc. He
stated the Board is providing services directly in that community, and
that community would be paying. Councillor Eisenhauer also suggested
for Sackville, Cole Harbour and other areas interested in planning
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should be recognized by the Planning Advisory Committee that the
Sackville Advisory Board, the Cole Harbour/Westphal Service Commission,
etc. can be sub-committees of Council. He stated they make
recommendations on planning issues, and they should be recognized for
this.

Councillor Rawding stated he would not be in favour of levying the area
rate because the opinion of the Municipal Solicitor has been given, and

his advice should be followed. However, funding for the Sackville
Advisory Board should be addressed without perpetuating the existing
situation. He stated he would not agree to doing something indirectly

what cannot be done directly.

Councillor Lichter stated the issue 1is not how this money will be
raised, but it must be determined if the money is needed. He stated in
order to determine if the money is needed, the Sackville Advisory Board
should submit an approved budget to the County. He stated there must
be agreement on a budget before Council can determine what money 1is
needed. He also questioned if the needs of the Sackville Advisory
Board suddenly grew from $300 or $400 to $20,000 per year. Councillor
Lichter continued, expressing difficulty that discussion 1is taking
place with respect to $20,000 for the Sackville Advisory Board without
any regard for the outcome of the Henson College Study, what parts of
the study might be implemented within a very short period of time, and
what impact that may or may not have on the Sackville Advisory Board.

Councillor Wiseman informed she has a budget for $19,957 which would
see the Board through to the end of December. She stated the vast
increase in cost was necessitated by the fact that the Board required
office space; more than secretarial services and a room in a school are
now required. She stated the budget from now until the end of 1987
proposed rent at 500 square feet at a cost of $3,500. The budget also
includes rental of office equipment, telephone, heat, lights,
maintenance, stationary, advertising and promotions, postage, bank
charges, post office Dbox, the co-ordinator's wages, secretarial
services, and an allocation for researcher. She stated 1if necessary
the Board would have to do without the office, which would result in
some savings. She stated in the past the Sackville Advisory Board only
had a bare-bones budget with money only for secretarial services, a
post office box and a few other small items. Councillor Lichter asked
if the proposed budget was approved by the Sackville Advisory Board.
Councillor Wiseman replied there was an initial budget put forward,
which Members of the Board objected to. She stated before the Board
could discuss a further budget, Council was in the position of having
to set area rates. She reiterated the budget has not been approved by
the Sackville Advisory Board because there has been no opportunity to
do so. She stated the budget presented now was to be before the Board
at a meeting tonight, but Council is still trying to determine how much
and how they will give the Board funding.

Councillor Deveaux indicated he would not support the motiom because it
is similar to a grant, and it could be precedent-setting.
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—~ MOTION DEFEATED 10 FOR
10 AGAINST

Councillor Deveaux proposed a motion that this matter be deferred until
the budget for the Sackville Advisory Board has been approved by the
Board. However, it was noted this delay would cause the tax billings
to be held up, and Councillor Deveaux stated he would withdraw the
resolution.

Councillor Lichter proposed a motion whereby the financing of the
Sackville Advisory Board expenditures would be considered by some other
manner than by area rate, once the Board approves their own budget. He
stated this would not hold up the tax bills, it would give the Board an
opportunity to deal with their budget, and Council would have an
opportunity to determine how the money will be raised.

Councillor MacDonald objected stating different methods have already

been considered, and it appears there is no solution. He suggested
time will not resolve this, given that all alternatives have been
exhausted. He stated this matter should be finalized now.

Councillor Merrigan stated most of the Members of the Sackville
Advisory Board felt the original budget was too high, and before it
could be reconsidered Council set a rate generating $20,000 for the
Board. He stated the problem is not that the Board could not agree on
a budget, but it could not get the money it had proposed. They now
have prepared a budget based on $20,000, which is being discussed at
the Board meeting tonight. He expressed difficulty that the now the
Board will not know who much money to budget for because the County
will not decide how much money to give until the Board approves 1its
budget. He stated he would not support the area rate if it is illegal.

It was moved by Councillor Merrigan, seconded by Councillor Lichter:

"THAT Halifax County Council rescind the resolution with respect
to an area rate of 3/10 of one cent for the Sackville Advisory
Board."

Councillor Merrigan indicated if the resolution on the floor is passed,
he will make a motion for another area rate of 3/10 of one cent to look
after the administration costs of the County's operation in Sackville,
to be operated by the Sackville Advisory Board. Mr. Meech felt Council
would have to agree to a certain amount of dollars into the general
administration budget to provide support services for the Sackville
Advisory Board.

Following further discussion, Warden MacKenzie called for the question
on the motion to rescind the resolution for an area rate for the
Sackville Advisory Board.

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

"THAT Council continue, for the year 1987, to provide funding for
administrative support to the Sackville Advisory Board;

ALSO THAT the Sackville Advisory Board submit a proposed budget
which has been approved by said group, at which time Council will
consider the amount of funding;

AND THAT Council continue to study funding for such groups as the
Sackville Advisory Board for subsequent years.”

Councillor MacKay stated when Council meets a stumbling block, other
ways to overcome the problem will be found. He stated legislation may
have to be changed at the municipal or the provincial level to better
serve the residents. He stated there should be groups such as the
Sackville Advisory Board in other areas of the Municipality, if Halifax
County continues as one municipal unit. Councillor MacKay felt Members
of Council feel there should be some funding made available to the
Sackville Advisory Board, although there is some reservation about the
amount until the budget is duly approved by the Board and submitted to

Council.

Councillor Deveaux asked if the motion still intends that the Sackville
Advisory Board will receive a grant; he asked if Council will get its
money back. He stated he will not support this resolution if Council
will not gets its money back because this funding should not be made
available in the form of a grant. He agreed with Councillor Merrigan
that 1if area rates can be set for fire departments and other
institutions and they spend the money freely, there is no reason the
proper wording cannot be found now to allow the setting of an area rate
for the Sackville Advisory Board. He also felt the Board can afford
to reimburse the County for the $20,000 if the services are
administered.

MOTION CARRIED 14 FOR
6 AGAINST

URBAN SERVICES COMMITTEE REPORT

Mr. Kelly read this report from the Urban Services Committee respecting
storm drainage right-of-ways.

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

"THAT Council approach the Minister of Transportation to gain a
resolution to the problems being experienced with storm drainage
right-of-ways in Waverley and Sackville, as well as any other that
may be identified in the future.”

MOTION CARRIED
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CHIEF BUILDING INSPECTOR'S REPORT

James McCrum, St. Margaret's Bay

It was moved by Councillor Rawding, seconded by Councillor Fralick:

"THAT a lesser setback of 5.5 feet be approved for Lot Cl102,
Viewmount Drive, St. Margaret's Bay on property owned by James
McCrum."

MOTION CARRIED

Terrence Rideout, Head of St. Margaret's Bay

It was moved by Councillor Fralick, seconded by Councillor Deveaux:
"THAT a lesser setback of 27 feet be approved on property owned by

Terrence Rideout, Mason's Point Road, Head of St. Margaret's Bay."
MOTION CARRIED

METROPOLITAN AUTHORITY REPORT - COUNCILLOR MacDONALD

Councillor MacDonald informed a major item at the last Metropolitan
Authority meeting was the purchase of refuse trailers from an Ontario

firm rather than a local firm. He stated refuse trailers had been
purchased from the Ontario firm in the past; however, there was
feedback from the Department of Development and Wilson's Truck Body in
Truro because Wilson's was the lowest bidder. However, the

Metropolitan Authority turned down the bid from Wilson's on the basis
that they did not meet the qualifications of the tender; they did not
have the experience in building this type of truck. After much debate
and pressure, the Metropolitan Authority decided to purchase two of the
refuse trailers from the Ontario firm in urgency, and the other two

have been deferred. It was felt the old ones could be re-hauled and
have the 1local companies do this work in order to get experience in
this type of construction. He stated two of the refuse trailers have

been purchased from the Ontario firm and the other two are being held
back pending further discussion and a resolution from the Authority.

Warden MacKenzie asked if the other two trucks are awarded to the same
company, if the Authority will get those for the same price that was
price for two or four.

Councillor MacDonald next informed the Metropolitan Authority reach a
five year agreement with the Bridge Commission on the costs of buses
going across the bridge wuntil 1991. He stated there 1is a small
escalation each year in costs.

Councillor MacDonald concluded his report informed the Manager of the
Metro Transit Commission has taken an early retirement, and his job has
been put out in the form of a notice across Canada. He stated
applications for this position will be accepted until June 25, 1987.
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