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warden MacKenzie called the Council Session to order with the Lord's 
Prayer at 6 Psm. 

Mr. Kelly called the Roll. 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
It was moved by Councillor Deveaux, seconded by Councillor Fralick: 

"THAT the minutes of the November 18, 1986 Council Session be 
approved as circulated." 
MOTION CARRIED 

AGENDA ITEMS 
Councillor P. Baker — Sewer Hook-up, Lakeside/Shad Bay 
Councillor C. Baker — snowmobiles
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Councillor MacDonald - Lumbering 
Councillor walker - Department of Transportation 
Councillor Bayers - Postal Service, Musquodoboit Harbour 
warden MacKenzie - Sunday Store Closings. There was some discussion about whether or not this matter should be discussed in-camera. warden. MacKenzie suggested it should; others expressed objection. It was agreed to decide upon this when the discussion began. 

LETTERS AND CORRESPONDENCE 
Federation of Canadian Municipalities 
Mr. Kelly reviewed this letter inviting the submission of resolutions on subjects of national municipal interest for the national FCM conference in May. Mr. Kelly advised all submissions must be made before March 6, 1987 for inclusion in the Conference Policy Development Book. 

Department of Lands and Forests 
Mr. Kelly read this letter respecting hunting regulations on MacNab's and Lawlor's Islands. 
It was moved by Councillor Deveaux, seconded by Councillor Mclnroyz 

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

The Salvation Army Grace Maternity Hospital 
Mr. Kelly read this letter of appreciation from Mayor Harry Cook, Municipal Government Campaign Committee. 
It was moved by Councillor Eisenhauer, seconded by Councillor Adams: 

"THAT this letter be received; also that a letter be sent to the Municipal Government Campaign Committee commending then: on the excellent fund—raising job they have done for the new hospital.” MOTION CARRIED 
Canada Post Corporation 
Mr. Kelly advised. this letter is a response ‘ma Council‘s letter of October 27 expressing concern about the adequacy of the Eastern Passage Post Office. Mr. Kelly further advised that this post office has been assessed and problems identified, and recommendations are forthcoming for improving and/or expanding the facility.
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Councillor Deveaux expressed appreciation for the action taken. with 
respect to the post office in his area. 

It was moved by Councillor Deveaux, seconded by Councillor DeRoche: 
"THAT this item of correspondence be received." 
MOTION CARRIED 

Union of Nova Scotia Municipalities 

Mr._ Kelly advised this letter is in response to Council's letter 
respecting nuclear arms safety. The Union has advised at a meeting of 
the UNSM Executive on December 4 a motion in support of nuclear arms 
safety carried unanimously. 
It was moved by Councillor Fralick, seconded by Councillor Mclnroy: 

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

Federation of Canadian Municipalities
I 

Mr. Kelly advised this correspondence, in response to Council's letter 
respecting nuclear arms safety, indicates the matter will be brought to 
the attention of the Resolutions Committee at a meeting on December 12. 

warden MacKenzie stated the FCM brought this matter to the Board of 
Directors, and they did not have any recommendation with respect to 
this. It was felt by the Resolutions Committee that every effort is 
being made by ‘the authorities with respect to nuclear arms safety. 
Councillor Fralick felt the PCM should. be ‘held responsible for any 
nuclear accident, as they do not see it necessary to take action in 
this respect. Warden MacKenzie objected, stating the Committee simply 
feel everything possible is being done to assure nuclear arms safety. 

It was moved by Councillor Deveaux, seconded by Councillor Walker: 
“THAT this item of correspondence be received.” 
MOTION CARRIED 

Nova Scotia Department of Housing 
Mr. Kelly advised this letter is for Council's information advising of 
the membership of the Halifax County Regional Housing Authority. He 
advised Mr. John Erskine is the new Chairman of the Board, and Mr. Ron 
Jennex is the General Manager. 

Councillor C. Baker asked where application is made to get into a 
senior citizen's home. warden Macxenzie advised the new Halifax County 
Regional Housing Authority has an office in Cole Harbour, and Mr. Ron 
Jennex is the General Manager. Mr. Kelly advised of the telephone 
number as indicated in the correspondence.
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Councillor Macxay suggested a letter be sent to Mr. Schofield 
expressing appreciation for the manner in which the Department of 
Housing has handled the situation of the new Housing Authority for 
Halifax County. 
It was moved by Councillor MacDonald. seconded by Councillor Adams: 

"THAT this letter be received and that a letter of appreciation be 
sent to Mr. Schofield for the efficient manner in which the new 
Halifax County Regional Housing Authority was established and for 
the efficient manner in which it is operated." 
MOTION CARRIED 

Office of the Mayor. City of Halifax 
Mr. Kelly reviewed this letter advising a long-term commitment to the 
County for a playground at Goodwood would not be possible. 
Councillor P. Baker advised the people of Goodwood raised approximately 
$7.000 for this playground. He stated Goodwood is isolated. and this 
is the only area for a playground because much of the lands in the area 
are swamp lands. He stated the annexation of these lands for the 
City's industrial parks made former residents poor. He stated he would 
be willing to put district capital funds towards this land, as well as 
encouraging the people to raise more money. 

It was moved by Councillor P. Baker. seconded by Councillor Snow: 
"THAT Halifax County staff meet and negotiate with the City of 
Halifax for the playgrounds lands at Goodwood." 

Councillor Merrigan suggested further action should be taken, such as 
annexation of the lands. He stated he would like to see the possiblity 
of annexation of these lands added to the motion, should the City not 
be willing to sell these lands to the County. 

Councillor Walker agreed with the other speakers, but he felt other 
lands should be considered for a play area. Councillor P. Baker 
replied there are no other lands in the area for this purpose because 
it is all swamp land. He stated if there were other lands, the people 
would have used that opportunity earlier. 

MOTION CARRIED 
Project Team, Fire Station Location Study 
Mr. Kelly read this letter from Chief Harold Parker advising the 
sub-station for the Beaverbank Fire Department has been completed, and 
the fire protection boundary line should be moved in a southerly 
direction to the recommended position as indicated in the study.
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It was moved by Councillor Merrigan, seconded by Councillor MacKay: 
"THAT the boundary line be changed as recommended in the Fire 
Station Location Study." 

Councillor Macxay clarified that the Nova Scotia Research Foundation 
made various recommendations with respect to this, but he did not feel 
the decision was based entirely on their recommendations. He stated 
the previous Councillor for the area had acquired land for the 
sub-station before the study by the Nova Scotia Research Foundation was 
complete. 

MOTION CARRIED 
Councillor MacDonald noted this change in boundary will affect the tax 
rate. Mr. Meecn agreed, stating there will now be an area that will 
not be part of the coverage area for the Sackville Fire Department, and 
the assessment would not be part of the assessment base for the 
Sackville Fire Department. He stated the amount generated from that 
area is approximately $30,000. Mr. Meech stated that both fire 
departments will be advised that the fire coverage area for first 
response for Sackville will not include this area, which is now the 
first response area for the Beaverbank Fire Department. He stated the 
monetary arrangements would be complete later, after further meetings 
with the Councillors for the area. 

Councillor MacKay was of the understanding that the tax rate still has 
to be determined, as there is a requirement for further negotiations. 
He clarified the motion passed was not intended to adopt all 
recommendations of the Nova Scotia Research Foundation. Mr. Meech 
agreed, stating the purpose was only to have Council endorse the change 
to the fire boundary. Councillor MacKay noted it ‘was agreed at a 
previous meeting to have residents of the affected area notified. 

PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE REPORT 
RA-SA-43-86-20 Rezoning of Lot 65R-L of the Lands of 

Housing Commission, 48 Lumsden Crescent, Lower 
Application No. 
the Nova Scotia 
Sackville 
Mr. helly reviewed the report. 
It was moved by Councillor Deveaux, seconded by Councillor C. Baker: 

"THAT a public hearing for Application No. RA-SA-43-86-20 be held 
on February 9, l987 at 7 p.m.“ 

Councillor MacKay noted that staff are recommending approval of the 
application, and he asked if the motion also constitutes approval of 
the application. Mr. Cragg informed the only motion Council is dealing 
with is the motion to hold a public hearing; 'the staff report is 
incidental to the motion. Councillor MacKay noted when Council 
decisions are appealed, there is much bearing on who recommended what.
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Mr. Cragg pointed out the staff report will be presented to Council at 
the public hearing. Councillor MacKay clarified that the motion is to 
determine whether or not a public hearing will be held without a 
Council recommendation. Mr. Meedh noted that the advertisement for the 
public hearing will read that it is the intent of Council to consider 
amending the Land Use By-law. There was much discussion concerning the 
intent behind the motion. 
Councillor Wiseman expressed objection to the motion. She felt holding 
this public hearing is asking Council to consider making legal an 
illegal apartment. 
Councillor Mclnroy also expressed objection to the motion because when 
Municipal Planning Strategies and Zoning By—laws are adopted containing 
provision for zoning, they should only be changed if there is valid 
justirication for such. he stated the onus should be on the property 
owner as he will benefit from the increased value of his property at 
the expense of abutting property owners. Councillor Mclnroy stated he 
finds it frustrating that the ideals of the municipal plans are 
abandoned and everybody who applies for a rezoning gets a public 
hearing, but nobody shows up for it. He stated the people who worked 
in the plan cannot be asked to come back to every public hearing for 
the area to defend the plan. He further felt it is not fair for 
residents of an area to rezone a ‘portion of property because those 
residents purchased their homes knowing the surrounding lots were 
zoned, not expecting that the zoning would change. Councillor Mclnroy 
stated he is frustrated with the lack of support for the Zoning By—law 
and Municipal Development Plan, and he stated many of his residents 
have expressed this to him. 

Councillor MacDonald also stated he is opposed to the motion. With 
rezonings quiet neighbourhoods change to rowdy neighbourhoods, and he 
felt legalizing basement apartments would contribute to this deplorable 
situation. Councillor MacDonald continued that the zoning should 
remain as the plan dictates until it is reviewed because it is what the 
people wanted. He felt there is no need to review the present plans 
because they have been almost completed reviewed over the past year by 
rezonings. etc. 

Councillor Lichter noted that Councillor Mclnroy had stated the onus to 
prove there is justification for rezoning should be on the property 
owner. However, he asked who this should be proven to without a public 
hearing. he stated the Cole Harbour and Sackville plans have changed 
not because the people did not want it changed. All changes were made 
with Council's support. 

MOTION CARRIED 
Application No. RA—SA—42-86-20 Rezoning of Lot 198-S, Phase 8 of the 
Lands of the Nova Scotia Housing Commission. 37 Sampson Drive, Lower 
Sackville 
Mr. Kelly reviewed the report. advising it is the Planning Advisory 
Committee's recommendation that a public hearing be held on February 9, 
1987.
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It was moved by Councillor Walker, seconded by Councillor P. Baker: 

"THAT a public hearing be held for Application No. RA—SA—42—86-20 
on February 9, 1987 at 7 p.m." 

Councillor wiseman expressed objection to the motion, stating this is 
another issue which lead to much controversy over the past year. She 
stated this is a situation where a real estate agent purchased a 
property with full intentions of changing it to a rental property — the 
downstairs being renovated to an apartment. She expressed objection to 
people using Council and the public hearing process to make money at 
the expense of other residents. 

Deputy Warden Mont stated he would support the motion because he 
recently asked for support for a public hearing for an application 
which was recommended for rejection. He felt all people should have 
the right to have their application heard at a public hearing. 

MOTION CARRIED 
Application No. RA-CH/W-47~86~2l Rezoning of Lot 102, Phase 1A of the 
Forest Hills Land Assembly, 2 Eastwood Court, Cole Harbour 
Mr. Kelly reviewed the report, advising that a letter has been received 
indicating that the applicant is withdrawing his rezoning request, and 
that the public hearing scheduled for this application is to be 
cancelled. 

Deputy Warden Mont asked if the letter of cancellation has been 
received. He noted that this applicant specifically asked him to 
support a public hearing. In speaking with the Chairman of the 
Planning Advisory Committee, Deputy Warden Mont informed the Planning 
Advisory Committee were not sure there was a letter, but that this may 
have been communicated through staff. 

Councillor Lichter informed that staff had informed the Planning 
Advisory Committee that this letter has been received, although no 
member of the Planning Advisory Committee has actually seen the letter. 

Nova Scotia Municipal Board Decision, Oakdene Estates 
Deputy Warden Mont noted there was some controversy at a previous 
Council Session concerning a similar order. At that time Council asked 
that a letter be sent to the Municipal Board indicating that Council 
prefers they make the orders themselves rather than directing them to 
Council. He asked if this letter has been sent, and if there has been 
any response. Deputy warden Mont noted that the last order did not 
allow for the appeal period, but this order suggests that the order be 
carried out 20 days after the expiry of the date of the order. Mr. 
Cragg informed communication did go the Municipal Board subsequent to a 
meeting with Board Members about this problem. The Board realized they 
had ordered Council to carry out their decision "before the appeal 
period had expired, and they’ had expressed apology for that. With 
respect to handling orders themselves, Mr. Cragg advised the Board is
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aware of the problem of Council voting for or against something and 
then having the Board order Council to change its decision. However, 
they feel this can only be changed by way of amendment to the Planning 
Act, and those amendments are felt by the Board to be appropriate. 

It was moved by Deputy Warden Mont, seconded by Councillor Deaoche: 
"THAT the order of the Municipal Board with respect to the Oakdene 
Estates be accepted." 

Councillor MacKay asked when the Board renders their decision, if the 
immediate abutters and appellants are notified” He noted when the 
appeal is lodged, the immediate abutters are notified by the appellant. 
Mr. Cragg informed he did not think abutters are notified by the Board, 
but they are all notified by certified mail which much be confirmed by 
an affidavit of service. Mr. Cragg felt the Board's position is that 
once the abutters are notified of the hearing, it is up to them to go 
to the hearing and/or find out what the decision was. He informed 
residents have, in the past, specifically requested the Board to notify 
them of the decision, and the Board has done so. Councillor MacKay 
suggested it may be appropriate for Council to notify of the Board's 
decision and Order. He stated it is difficult to explain these matters 
to the public several months after the fact. He suggested the County 
run an advertisement in the newspaper informing of the Board's order. 

Councillor Lichter noted such an advertisement is presently put in the 
newspaper indicating that a rezoning has been carried out. He felt 
this is done regularly as required under the Planning Act. Mr. Cragg 
informed if the rezoning had passed at the Council level, the public 
would have been notified by an advertisement. However, if an order of 
the Municipal Board is accepted, it could be said the Land Use By-law 
has been amended and that an advertisement should be placed in the 
newspaper. 

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

"THAT in any and all instances where an appeal is lodged with the 
Municipal Board and the decision of Council is reversed that an 
advertisement to that affect, outlining the consequences of the 
decision, be placed in the newspaper, as per Halifax County's 
normal policy for advertising." 
MOTION CARRIED 

Application No. RA—TLB—46—B6-02 Amend the Timberlea/Lakeside/Beechville 
Land Use By—law by rezoning a portion of the Lands owned by Guernsey 
Development Group, Ltd., Lakeside 

Mr. Kelly outlined the report and recommendation of the Planning 
Advisory Committee.
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It was moved by Councillor Fralick, seconded by Councillor Snow: 
"THAT Application No. RA—TLB-46-86~02 be approved and that a 
public hearing be held on February 23, 1987 at 7 p.m." 
MOTION CARRIED 

File No. PA—LM-12-86 Telecommunication Tower in the Resource 
Designation, North Preston, Lake Major, Lake Loon/Cherry Brook and East 
Preston Plan Area 
Mr. Kelly read the report. 
It was moved by Councillor DeRoche, seconded by Councillor Snow: 

"THAT Application No. 
hearing be held on February 23, 
MOTION CARRIED 

PA~LM—l20-86 be approved and that a public 
198? at 7 Puma" 

Application No. F-1239-86-O5 Proposed Subdivision of Lots MH-A and MH—B 
or the Subdivision of Lands of Michael Hart and Brian Grey. Sambro 
Mr. Kelly reviewed the Planning Advisory Committee 
respecting this matter. 

report of the 

It was moved by Councillor C. Baker, seconded by Councillor P. Baker: 
“THAT a public hearing for Application No. F-1239-86-05 be held on 
February 3, 1987 at 7 p.m." 
MOTION CARRIED 

Council Rejection of Development Agreements 
Mr. Kelly reviewed this report. advising the Nova Scotia Municipal 
Board have requested reasons for rejecting development agreements. 
Deputy Warden Mont asked how the Municipal Board would expect Council 
to give these reasons as there may be 21 or more different reasons for 
rejecting a development agreement. 
Councillor MacKay expressed agreement with Deputy warden Mont. He 
noted there is an order from the Municipal Board with respect to 
Oakdene Estates Ltd., but they have not included any reason for 
overturning Council's decision. He stated the Municipal Board base 
most of their decision on two criteria: 1) the recommendation from 
Planning staff, and 2) the Municipal Planning Strategy's provision for 
higher density residential development. He agreed with Deputy Warden 
Mont there may be many reasons for rejecting a development agreement. 
Councillor Lichter also expressed agreement with Deputy Warden Mont and 
Councillor MacKay. He informed similar concerns were brought forth 
during- a lengthy discussion about this at the Planning Advisory 
Committee level. He felt this request amounts to extra paperwork. The 
Municipal Board does not want the applicant to receive the staff report 
or the minutes of the public hearing, but a letter that would dictate 
Council's decision in brief.
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Deputy Warden Mont suggested this may mean each of the reasons may have 
to be voted upon as part of the resolution in order to see if Council 
agrees to the reasoning. He suggested this will make the decision- 
making process much longer and more complicated. Mr. Cragg informed he 
discussed this matter with staff when the new Planning Act was 
implemented. He informed it was his suggestion that sending the 
minutes of the Planning Advisory Committee meeting, the staff report, 
and the minutes of the .Public Hearing would suffice. He expressed 
agreement that the minutes should be enough, and this letter will make 
more paperwork. To implement this all Council can do is send a letter, 
along with the minutes and report for courtesy, briefly summarize them 
for those who cannot read them themselves. 
Councillor Mclnroy suggested the Board may have an alterior motive 
behind this request. He suggested it may work to Council's benefit to 
have some clear definition, but it may also give the Municipal Board 
another document for use against Council. He stated if something is 
given to the Municipal Board in writing, Council should be careful and 
know what will actually be presented to the applicant. 
Councillor Eisenhauer referred to the report from the Municipal Board. 
He noted the Board has told Council they must be careful to give 
reasons for rejecting an application based on technical grounds. He 
questioned democracy and the will of the majority of the people. He 
stated many of his decisions are based on the majority of a community 
and what they want, rather than technical merits. 

Deputy Warden Mont stated he would not be satisfied with staff going 
through the debate to decide what Council's reasons were for rejecting 
an application. 
It was moved by Deputy Warden Mont, seconded by Councillor Fralick: 

"THAT in any motion made for rejection of a development agreement 
or Comprehensive Development District that the reasons be given 
for Council to vote on." 

Deputy Warden Mont suggested a meeting with the Municipal Board in a 
closed door session to air concerns and problems of Council with the 
Municipal Board. He informed he does not fully understand what the 
Municipal Board wants from Council. 
Councillor Deveaux asked if this motion will apply to all cases of 
rejection in Council or only when the rejection takes place contrary to 
the staff recommendation. Deputy Warden Mont clarified reasons should 
be given for any rejection, as it is Council's decision - not staff's. 
He suggested if the rejection is in accordance to staff's 
recommendation, the reasons could be as outlined in the staff report or 
for other reasons. Councillor Deveaux continued that he felt the 
Municipal board has misconstrued the meaning of "may" and "shall". 

Councillor MacDonald asked if Mr. Cragg would advise Councillors to 
make decisions based on technical merits only, rather than using social 
and moral issues as a basis for a decision. He noted that rejections

10
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based on social and moral issues are often overturned by the Municpal 
Board. He stated this makes Council look bad, and representatives lose 
credibility with the public. Mr. Cragg informed the Municipal Board 
cannot overturn a decision of Council unless the decision cannot be 
reasonably be said to carry out the intent of the plan. The Board may 
say if they had been sitting as Council in the first instance, they may 
have reached a different decision, not meaning that Council did not 
reasonably carry out the intent of the plan. Mr. Cragg felt Council 
can hear and decide on issues based on various thoughts of the 
residents, technical matters, experts opinions, etc. He felt all 
matter should be considered; not strictly the words of the MPS. 

Councillor Lichter agreed with Deputy Warden Mont that there should be 
a meeting between Councillors and Members of the Municipal Board to 
discuss some difficulties and concerns. He stated he is frustrated 
with this request, and he would recommend that Council simply send a 
covering letter to the applicant stating the reason for rejection of 
the application is because x number of Councillors voted for it and x 
number voted against it. He stated all politicians get where they are 
because people voted in their favour. He stated it is asking too much 
to have Council justify how 21 different Councillors voted. 

MOTION CARRIED 
Plan Amendments 
Mr. Kelly read this report from the Planning Advisory Committee 
expressing concern about plan amendments by Council which have not yet 
been endorsed by the Minister of Municipal Affairs. He pointed out 
that the plan amendment approved by Council on April 7, 1986 was signed 
by the Minister of Municipal Affairs on January 5, 1987, although it 
has not yet been received. Therefore, he stated the recommendation 
will be that Council write a letter to the Minister to determine the 
Department's intent with respect to the plan amendment PA-SA-04-86. 
It was moved by Councillor Randall, seconded by Councillor C. Baker: 

"THAT Council write a letter to the Minister of Municipal Affairs 
to determine the Department's intent with respect to the plan 
amendment approved by Council on September 30, i986 (File No. 
PA—sA~10—86}.“ 
MOTION CARRIED 

EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE REPORT 
Purchase of Lands Adjacent to Sackville Heights Elementary School 
Mr. Kelly reviewed the report.
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It was moved by Councillor MacDonald, seconded by Councillor MacKay: 
“THAT approval be granted for the purchase of a parcel of land 
adjacent to the Sackville Heights Elementary School containing 
23,000 square feet from Mr. Bruce Rogers at a purchase price of 
$5.000.” 
MOTION CARRIED 

Expropriation of Property, Zinck's Road, East Dover 
Mr. Kelly read the report. 
It was moved by Councillor P. Baker, seconded by Councillor Snow: 

"THAT the Municipality proceed with the expropriation of the 
required lands owned by Mr. Moriyama at zinck's Road, East Dover." 

Councillor Machay asked what the anticipated cost of this expropriation 
will be, and where it is intended the funds will come from. Mr. Meech 
replied in the past expropriation of lands were charged to the District 
Capital Grant account. In this instance, the agreement was to discuss 
this with Councillor P. .Baker and in the meantime decide where the 
source of funds for this project would come from. Councillor Macxay 
was of the opinion the money for expropriation of lands should not come 
from a district capital account because there is not a lot of money in 
this account, and many Councillors find themselves falling short with 
this account. He continued that in this instance the expropriation is 
to make the road upgradable to Department of Transportation standards, 
and he felt this money should come from the general account. 
Councillor P. Baker and Councillor Snow agreed to amend the motion to 
read: 

"THAT the Municipality proceed with the expropriation of the 
required lands owned by Mr. Moriyama on Zinck's Road, East Dover 
and that the funds come from the general account." 

Councillor Walker stated he does not believe the money for this 
expropriation should come from the district capital accounts, but he 
did not feel it should come from the general fund either. He stated 
this project will be beneficial to the general community, and funds 
cannot be taken from the general fund for this purpose. He suggested 
consideration be given to dealing with expropriations from another 
fund. 

MOTION CARRIED 
Warden Mackenzie agreed this matter should be considered in the 
future. He suggested it be dealt with at the Executive Committee 
sometime in the future. 

Councillor Deveaux informed he also has an expropriation coming up, and 
he stated there are a number of issues with respect to private lanes 
and expropriations that must be settled. He asked to be invited to the
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Executive Committee meeting when this matter is discussed. He stated 
some decisions respecting this will have to be done as soon as 
possible. 
Request for Grants 
Mr. Kelly reviewed the requests. 
It was moved by Councillor Snow, seconded by Councillor P. Baker: 

"THAT Council approve a District Parkland Fund grant, District 14 
in the amount of $2,197.55 for the purchase of playground 
equipment, Robinson Park, Lockview Road." 
MOTION CARRIED 

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

"THAE a District Capital Grant, District 19 in the amount of 
$2,606.43 for the purchase of playground equipment, Bridalwood 
Subdivision, Old Sackville Road, be approved by Municipal 
Council." 
MOTION CARRIED 

COLA, County, Non-Union Employees 
Mr. Kelly read the report recommending a 3 percent COLA salary increase 
for County non-union personnel. 
It was moved by Councillor Reid, seconded by Deputy warden Mont: 

"THAT Council approve a general increase to the salary scales for 
County, non—union personnel in the amount of 3 percent effective 
January 1, 1987." 

Councillor Reid was of the understanding that Councillor's salary 
increasing by 3 percent was part of the Executive Committee 
recommendation to Council. Mr. Meech informed the salary's by—law for 
Council Members must be amended to increase the salary. He informed it 
is only necessary to expand the resolution to include Councillor's 
salary. 

Councillor Lichter informed he had added this item to the agenda 
earlier not knowing it would be included with this discussion. He 
stated he brought this point up now because when it is decided in April 
or May that the increase will be given retroactive to January 1, it 
then takes the Minister a considerable amount of time to approve the 
amendment to the by-law. Councillor Lichter stated this time delay 
would not be cause for concern except that he recently learned that 
MLAS can collect their -salaries at the first of every year for the 
entire year. This being the case, he informed he wants to assure that 
the Minister of Municipal Affairs will approve the 3 percent COLA 
within three months, rather than leaving this until April or May.




