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It was moved by Councillor Meade, seconded by Councillor Mclnroy 
"THAT the above mentioned letter be received.” 
MOTION CARRIED. 

Eco c ' t e e ' ‘on Mun c‘ ‘ W te 
Mr. Kelly reviewed the letter. 
It was moved by Councillor MacDonald, seconded by Councillor Horne 

"THAT the above mentioned letter be received." 
Mr. Kelly stated that the Ecology Action Centre are in strong 
opposition of incineration as indicated in the letter. 
They felt that an incinerator in the waste management system would 
discourage new initiatives and increased activity in other, more 
environmentally sound waste diversion strategies like recycling, 
composting and comprehensive waste reduction education. They 
stated that heavy metals and lethal organic compounds have grave 
implications on our health and environment. 

The letter stated the Centre finds it difficult to believe that 
municipal representatives would contemplate causing an unnecessary 
increase in CO2 emissions by constructing and operating an 
incinerator. It advises that the Ecology Action Centre believe 
that Halifax County and Dartmouth City Council decided to opt for 
incineration without sufficient information about the implications 
and without sufficient public input to the decision making process. 
He indicated that the letter urges Halifax County to investigate 
the full implications of incineration before giving it further 
consideration. ‘ 

Councillor Meade asked if Halifax County would decide whether a 
public hearing would be held. 
warden Lichter advised that the Metropolitan Authority would be 
holding one large public information meeting and if there was any 
need to call separate meetings, they would approach the 
Municipalities to do so. He stated that no date has been set for 
the large meeting. 
Councillor Horne asked if County Staff was_looking at incineration. 

warden Lichter advised that Metropolitan Authority hired 
consultants to investigate incineration and County Staff would not 
be duplicating their work. 
Councillor Deveaux asked if this one meeting would include all 
Municipalities. warden Lichter advised that it would. Councillor
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Deveaux asked if other meetings have to be held, who would make the 
decision as to where they would be held. warden Lichter advised 
that it would.be left up to the Municipalities. Councillor Deveaux 
asked about the Warden's suggestion on a referendum. Warden 
Lichter stated that Metropolitan Authority didn't accept his 
suggestion. 
Councillor Horne asked if Halifax County has decided on 
incineration as an option. warden Lichter stated that he has 
clarified this at the Metropolitan Authority level several times, 
that Halifax County's resolution was to inform Metropolitan 
Authority to consider incineration as one option. 
Councillor MacDonald stated that there was no link between the 
decision on incineration and the closing of the landfill in 
Sackville by 1994.Councillor MacDonald stated that he was impressed 
with the incinerator that he visited. 

MOTION CARRIED. 
T P A 

§IEEEéLEl_QLD_EEAMEEEAHE_EQADl_§B£KM1LLE 
It was moved by Councillor Sutherland, seconded by Councillor 
McInroy 

"THAT the letter be received." 
MOTION-CARRIED. 

It was moved. by’ Councillor Sutherlandq seconded. by Councillor 
Mclnroy 

"THAT a letter be written to the Department of Transportation 
& Communications, copy to Paul O'Brien, Engineer that they 
consider budgeting for improvements to roadway shoulders on 
the old Beaver Bank Road next year." 
MOTION CARRIED. 

V T R 

It was moved by Councillor Deveaux, seconded by Councillor Richards 
"THAT the letter be received." 
MOTION CARRIED. 
A - RAT S 

It was moved by Councillor Eisenhauer, seconded by Councillor Meade
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"THAT the letter be received." 

Councillor Meade requested a copy of the Education Act, Section 56, 
referring to this issue. Councillor Boutilier stated that Ruby 
Hefler would be able to provide this. 

- Councillor Eisenhauer stated that he would like to go on record as 
being in agreement with the response from the School Board. 
Councillor Meade stated that a large part of District 18 (122 
Students) were going to Tantallon Junior High while only Districts 
1 & 3 were paying the area rate. 
.Counci1lor Eisenhauer stated that the letter indicates that 
District 18 are paying area rates for another school but their 
children are attending Tantallon Junior High. 

MOTION CARRIED. 
V A'S OV RS AS 

§QE$AIflEB_IEAEEI§_IE&DE_ 
It was moved by Councillor Adams, seconded.by Councillor MacDonald 

"THAT the letter be received." 
MOTION CARRIED. 

It was moved by Councillor MacDonald, seconded by Councillor 
Boutilier 

"THAT Council write expressing our concern over the situation 
and support of our recommendations to the Minister of Finance 
with copies to the Minister of Transport and the Chairman of 
the House Standing committees on Finance and Transport 
respectively.“ 
MOTION CARRIED. 

A ' O R A V R S CIA 
P UO ‘S N CO N R 

It was moved by Councillor Reid, seconded by Councillor Pralick 
"THAT this letter be received and the request be endorsed.” 
MOTION CARRIED. 

A V U ' O 

It was moved by Councillor Horne, seconded by Councillor Deveaux 
"THAT this letter be received and that March 1991_be declared



COUNCIL SESSION 6 January 15, 1991 

Liver Disease Awareness month." 
MOTION CARRIED. 

EEEEELEK_EEIEB§_BE_BEQHE§I_EBQM_IHE_MEIBQ£QL1IAfl_AflIflQBlIX_£QE_l 
EQMLEEE§_EQE_IHE_§QLlD_EA§IE_M£fiEMEHI_§QflMIIIE§ 
It was moved. by Councillor Macnonald, seconded by. Councillor 
Sutherland 

"THAT this letter be received." 
Councillor Sutherland stated that there was ample time to bring 
names forward. 
Councillor Horne stated that he endeavoured to find a number of 
people and when asked, they could not afford the time. 

MOTION CARRIED. 
UN s '1' 

LAEE_DB1E£i_AflD_£QBEQuIn_BQaD 
It was moved by Councillor Sutherland, seconded by Councillor 
Richards 

"THAT this letter be received." 
MOTION CARRIED. 

P - A FA 

It was moved by Councillor MacDonald, seconded by’ Councillor 
Deveaux 

"THAT this letter be received and further that the designation 
letter be signed on behalf of the Municipality." 
MOTION CARRIED. 

MHHIQIEALIIX_QI_IHE_DI§IBIQI_QE_§H§LB§Bfl§_EE_QEQ_Q£fl¥§L;_LAE2 
&EQ_§EA 
It was moved by Councillor Fralick, seconded by Councillor 
MacDonald 

"THAT this letter be received." 
MOTION CARRIED. 

Councillor Eisenhauer stated that it was not clear who would pay 
for this.
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Councillor Deveaux stated that he could not see anyone else but CBC 
paying for it. 

It was moved by Councillor Deveaux, seconded.by Councillor Poirier 
"THAT Halifax County support the resolution by the 
Municipality of the District of Shelburne." 
MOTION CARRIED. 

PA TM 0 s A WA oA THR 
EAIflQM_fl££EQQ3 
It was moved by Councillor Randall, seconded by Councillor Morgan 

"THAT this letter be received.“ 
MOTION CARRIED. 

It was moved by Councillor Randall, seconded by Councillor 
Sutherland 

"THAT a letter be written to the Federal Minister of 
Fisheries, with the same information that was provided to the 
Minister of Lands & Forests, along with this letter and copies 
be sent to the MLA, Honourable Tom Mclnnes, and Mr. Elmer 
Macxay, MP." 
MOTION CARRIED. 

P R A R OU 
W S V 3 SU VISI N 

It was moved by Councillor Deveaux, seconded by Councillor 
MacDonald 

"THAT this letter be received." 
MOTION CARRIED. 

A T V IT U 

It was moved by Councillor Meade, seconded by Councillor Eisenhauer 
“THAT the letter be received." 
MOTION CARRIED. 

A V NC 

It was moved by Councillor Eisenhauer, seconded by Councillor 
Cooper 

"THAT minor variance 29-02-90 MDP-#6130 be held at the 
February 5, 1991 Council Session at 7:00 p.m."
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MOTION CARRIED. 

§HEELEMEflIBEX_QQEEE§£QHDEHQE_ 
LEIIEE_EE_flALlEAX_flA£EQHB_§LEAflfl£ 
It was moved by Councillor Sutherland, seconded by Councillor 
Eisenhauer 

"THAT the letter be received." 
Deputy warden Ball expressed concern with the decision to violate 
the Memorandum of Association and the disagreement between 
Municipal and Federal Representatives on awarding the contract. 
Warden Lichter stated that this information was simply for 
Council's information. 
Deputy Warden Ball stated that there were three representatives for- 
each level - Municipal, Provincial and Federal. He stated that 
there was a 3-3 tie and the Chairman had the tie breaking second 
vote. He stated that the Province was against the Municipality and 
the bottom line is that the Province has the final say in the whole 
project. 

Warden Lichter stated that the Chairman was directed never to use 
that casting vote again. 
Deputy warden Ball asked how much the contract was worth since it 
didn't go to public tender. warden Lichter stated that he asked 
the same question and the figures were not there. we stated that 
he was advised that no one would be able to tender a fixed price 
but rather so much per hour for certain services. He stated that 
there would be very stringent guidelines for any consulting work 
done. 

Deputy Warden Ball expressed concern with the Minister's 
involvement. He stated that the Metro Group has never done this 
type of work before and that there was no price tag attached but 
it was our money being spent. He questioned how one could 
negotiate with someone who already had the contract. 
warden Lichter advised that the casting vote was over evaluation 
criteria for tenders being called. Mr. Meech stated that the issue 
on the table was with respect to the allocation of points to be 
used in proposals (200-400 out of 1,000 for local). 

Deputy warden Ball asked if the Province decided on the 400 point 
option. Mr. Meech stated yes.
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Deputy warden Ball asked if we had the guarantee in writing that 
they would not use the casting vote again. He stated that we 
should either get it in writing or have that section removed from 
the memorandum of association. 
Councillor Richards stated that if we are going to be involved, we 
should be involved totally. He stated that this contract does not 
allow for that and he would not "accept" it. 

Councillor Meade asked about Metro Engineering. warden Lichter 
stated that it was a new consortium of 7-8 local firms. 

Councillor McInroy stated that the three letters make reference to 
accepting the proposal. He asked what difference does it make if 
Council didn't agree. ‘ 

Councillor Bates asked if they awarded the contracted to the Metro 
Consultants. warden Lichter said that the letter doesn't say. Mr. 
Meech stated that the matter was raised at the meeting yesterday 
and that no contract has been executed yet. Councillor Bates 
stated that we could voice our displeasure. 
Councillor Deveaux asked why this didn't go to tender. warden 
Lichter stated that some have made arguments in favor of developing 
local expertise in this field. 

Councillor Deveaux stated that if this was tendered, the Province 
could have saved money. warden Lichter agreed and questioned how 
much they were willing to pay in order to develop that expertise. 
MOTION CARRIED. 
It was moved by Deputy warden Ball, seconded by Councillor Richards 

"THAT the Minister responsible for the Halifax Harbour Cleanup 
Corporation confirm that the authority of the Chair, Halifax 
Harbour Clean-up Corporation to exercise a casting vote will 
be amended." 
MOTION CARRIED. 

It was moved by Councillor Richards, seconded.by Deputy warden Ball 
"THAT the Minister responsible for the Halifax Harbour Cleanup 
Corporation be advised that Municipal Council go on record as 
opposed to the procedure in the awarding of a contract to 
Metro Engineering Inc. and further that proper tendering be 
carried out as provided under the Memorandum of Agreement 
between the Corporation and the Province."
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Warden Lichter stated that at one of the earlier meetings, the 
Province did ask for Municipal partners support for sole sourcing 
and he stated that if that was what they wanted, then they would 
have to go ahead and he would accept it (different from supporting 
or endorsing). He stated that if they wanted to do it that way, 
they should have to take responsibility for it. 

Councillor Mclnroy stated that it was immaterial whether we were 
a major or minor player, but we should do the right thing. 
Councillor Boutilier asked how a consensus was reached that Metro 
Engineering was the group to choose. He stated that he was not 
criticising the group but the process. Warden Lichter stated that 
a consensus was not reached but rather if that was what the 
Province decided, then he would have to accept that decision. 
warden Lichter stated that the Minister wanted written support for 
the decision on the Metro Group by December 24, 1990, and he 
informed the Minister that he would write a letter stating his 
position that if the decision was made, there would be nothing he 
could do but he would not support it. 

Councillor Bates asked the difference between accepting and 
supporting as far as the Taxpayer was concerned. 
warden Lichter stated that accepting would mean that it could not 
be avoided. 

Councillor MacDonald stated that the Metro Group was made up major 
Engineering companies from the area. Mr. Meech clarified that 
companies that made up the Metro Group were both locally based and 
owned. Councillor MacDonald stated that he was not in support of 
the Province but stated that this way, seven or eight of the local 
companies were getting a piece of the pie. He stated that it would 
put money into the Nova Scotia economy that was badly needed. 
Councillor Eisenhauer stated that the problem with the motion is 
that their was not enough information and that Council was reading 
between the lines. He stated that it was hard for him to make a 
decision on the motion with such limited information. 
Deputy warden Ball questioned how much one would be willing to pay 
and suggested that a firm could have done the project for 58 
million and this may cost anywhere up to $30 million as an example. 
He stated that this was the cost to the taxpayer. He stated that 
the cheapest and best price for the taxpayer should be the main 
concern. 

MOTION CARRIED. 

..10
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M VAR P MV-0 - 0-0 

Joan Macxinnon presented the Staff report stating that a minor 
variance application was received to construct an expansion to an 
existing meat market/grocery store to be located fourteen (14) feet 
from Crowell Road (West Porters Lake Road) instead of the required 
thirty (30) feet. 

she stated that Mr. George Toulany received a building permit to 
construct a 22' x 65' addition to an existing commercial building 
on November 8, 1990. A plot plan submitted with the application 
indicated that the proposed 1430 square foot addition to the 
existing building was to be located a minimum of thirty-four feet 
from the Crowell Road right—of—way. The development permit issued 
to Mr. Toulany specified the zone requirements to be met, including 
a thirty (30) foot setback from Crowell Road. She stated that the 
foundation was not constructed as specified on the building and 
development permit application. The foundation, when located on 
the site, measured 43‘ x 40‘ (1720 square feet}, rather than 22' 
X 65'. In addition, it was located fourteen (14) feet from Crowell 
Road, at its closest point. when this discrepancy between the 
permit application and the actual project was discovered by the 
Municipality, the applicant was contacted and requested to cease 
all construction. A minor variance application and this appeal are 
the result. 

She stated that the alterations to the proposed expansion were due 
in large measure to the confusion over the location of the existing 
well and septic system. The Board of Health had issued a permit 
to install a new septic system for the meat market/grocery store 
expansion, based on information that the drilled well was located 
on the left-hand side of the property. It was subsequently 
discovered that the well is located on the right side of the 
property, in the area of the proposed septic system. The required 
fifty foot clearance between the system and the well could not be 
achieved and, therefore, the health permit was voided. It appears 
that because of these difficulties, the dimensions of the proposed 
addition were altered and the building addition was extended toward 
the road, rather than over the existing septic system. This was 
done without applying for a new building and development permit. 
She stated that the Department of health, when it rescinded 
approval for the new septic system, stated that the building 
expansion could take place using the existing system, provided 
there is no change in water usage, as well as no change of use from 
a meat market/grocery. when the Plumbing Inspector did his 
inspection, he noted that plumbing had been installed for a take- 
out and restaurant, and included a three compartment sink and 
grease interceptor, a hand sink and basin, and men's and women's 
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washrooms, each containing a toilet and basin. The Department of 
Health has indicated that the potential for an increase in water 
usage will be considered in any future application for a change of 
use. 

she stated that upon review of this application, it was determined 
that the request is not minor in that it violates the intent of the 
land use by-law. In addition, construction had taken place 
contrary to the requirements of the development permit and a in a 
manner inconsistent with information submitted with the development 
permit application. Therefore, the request has been rejected. 

Mr. Toulany, owner of Toulany‘s Meat Market, stated that his 
request was for expansion of his meat market and grocery store. He 
advised that this was a serviced lot with an on-site sewage 
disposal system and well. Mr. Toulany explained the confusion over 
placement of the well and septic system. 

‘o s - 

Councillor Morgan asked what the purpose of the expansion would be. 
Mr. Toulany advised that presently, the building is too small. 

Councillor Morgan. questioned his putting in a take-out. Ms. 
MacKinnon stated that the application received was to expand the 
existing store but when the Plumbing Inspector was there, he 
noticed washroom facilities for a possible takeout. She stated 
that the property zone would permit that use. 
Mr. Toulany explained that with the alterations, he would prefer 
to have his leasee exchange the existing meat market for a take- 
out operation but would have to discuss it with him and acquire any 
necessary permits. He explained that the Plumbing installed 
presently could be used for either one or the other depending on 
which was approved. ' 

Councillor Boutilier asked where confusion arose with regard to the 
existing well and septic. 
Mr. Toulany explained that the original owner of the building told 
him that the septic was in one spot and upon the beginning of 
construction, he found out otherwise.

au
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Councillor Adams asked if he had applied for a takeout. 

Mr. Toulany stated that at the time, he did not originally intend 
to apply for a takeout but with the alterations in the structure, 
it would make better sense. 
Councillor Adams questioned the already installed plumbing. 
Mr. Toulany stated that the Department of Health suggested that if 
the meat market was closed, then they may be able to work out a 
possible trade for the amount of water required for a take-out. 

Councillor Adams asked how the neighbours felt about it. 

Mr. Toulany stated that he received a letter with ten signatures 
in support. 

Councillor Bates asked for further clarification on the meat market 
vs take-out. 

Mr. Steve Savory, next door neighbour, stated that he did sign the 
petition supporting Mr. Toulany but has since had second thoughts. 
He expressed concern with regard to beer bottles on his property 
from loiterers at the store, and the amount of garbage visible as 
well as the smell of fat entering into his home. He suggested that 
approval only be granted if the garbage at the rear of the building 
was removed, the property landscaped, and a fence be put up between 
the two properties. 
Councillor Mclnroy explained that Council does not have the 
authority to control such matters. 
Councillor Adams asked if other neighbours had the same sentiments. 
Mr. Savory stated that he had not heard anything. 
Councillor Morgan asked Ms. Macxinnon if development protection of 
this kind was applicable in this application. She stated that it 
was not. Councillor Morgan asked if there was a type of 
development agreement that could be granted in consideration for 
this minor variance. 
Mr. Crooks explained that Council cannot grant a minor variance 
subject to conditions. It is simply granted or denied. 
Mr. Kelly read a letter from R. J. MacDonald in opposition to the 
.application into the record. 

.J.l3
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Decis' c‘ 

It was moved by Councillor Mclnroy, seconded by Councillor 
Eisenhauer 

"THAT Council uphold the Development Officer's decision to 
reject this application." 
MOTION CARRIED. 

U V
- 

It was moved by Councillor Richards, seconded.by Deputy warden Ball 
"THAT Council approve a capital expenditure in the sum of 
$100,000 to replace the existing mainframe computer with an 
IBM AS/400, model B60, at an estimated cost of $593,000 
including the necessary configuration as detailed in. the 
attached report. Further, that the balance of $102,000 be 
allocated for the development and acquisition of PC‘s and LAN 
(local area networks)." 
MOTION CARRIED. 

It was moved by Councillor Bates, seconded by Councillor Deveaux 
“THAT Council approve the following temporary Borrowing 
Resolution: 
90-05 Computer Equipment 
MOTION CARRIED. 

EQII2ElflE_B§§QlELiQD 
It was moved by Councillor Bates, seconded by Councillor Richards 

$700,000.” 

“THAT Council approve a borrowing resolution for the municipal 
operating fund in the amount of $10,000,000.00 for the 1991 
fiscal year." 
MOTION CARRIED. 

R c d v‘ ' s 

It was moved by Councillor Horne, seconded by Councillor Meade 
"THAT Council approve the following policy: 
In order to increase the development and awareness of 
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environmentally safe/recycled products, all departments in 
conjunction with the Purchasing Department, review their 
contracts and tender specifications for goods and services, 
to ensure that wherever possible and economical, 
specifications are amended to provide for expanded use of 
products and services that contain the maximum levels of post 
consumer recyclable‘waste and/or environmentally safe/recycled 
content, without significantly affecting the intended use of 
the products or services, and that it is recognized that cost 
analysis is required in order to ensure that the products are 
made available at competitive prices, and further that staff 
inform Council of the impact of decisions from a cost point 
of view when the County is tendering on major projects and/or 
products.” 
MOTION CARRIED. 

Tax Exemptign 
It was moved by Councillor MacDonald, seconded by Councillor Harvey 

"THAT Council approve that the Fultz Corner Restoration 
society be included in the Tax Exemption By-law, including 
1990 taxes." 
MOTION CARRIED. 

ARY EC T V M 

E KTNS PE AS E PAS A 

It was moved by Councillor Reid, seconded by Councillor Mclnroy 
"THAT Council approve that Halifax County Municipality 
transfer a parcel of the Elkins Barracks Property at Eastern 
Passage to the Province for an amount of 52.00 with the 
understanding that legal fees, transfer fees, and survey fees 
are to .be paid. by the Province; and, subject to Eastern 
Passage remaining with Halifax County Municipality by the 
official date of the school opening and, further, that the 
Solicitors be instructed to work out the documentation." 

It was-moved by Councillor Deveaux, seconded by Councillor Bates 
"THAT the motion be amended to read: that Council approve that 
Halifax County Municipality transfer a parcel of the Elkins 
Barracks Property at Eastern Passage to the Province for an 
amount of $2.00 with the understanding that legal fees, 
transfer fees, and survey fees are to be paid by the 
Province." 

.15



COUNCIL SESSION 16 January 15, 1991 

Councillor Sutherland clarified that it was a 15/20 acre parcel of 
the forty-two acre property that would be transferred. 
Deputy warden Ball stated that he was against the motion. He 
stated that the Municipality was not in the business of 
constructing schools. He stated that this service is provided by 
the Province and we would be letting them off the hook by donating 
15 acres of land. He stated that they should pay fair market value 
which was around $25,000 per acre 
Councillor Richards stated that he felt the same way. The Province 
has assumed the responsibility of capital construction for schools 
and, therefore, they have the responsibility to pay fair market 
value. He stated that the Province sells land to the Municipality 
at market value and even within Provincial Departments, fair market 
value is paid for land. He stated that we have the opportunity to 
gain about $500,000 for this land and the Province should pay for 
it. He stated that we have seen how the Province is transferring 
responsibilities to the Municipality and by donating this land, we 
are saying that we will take it. He felt that it was wrong to the 
people of the Municipality. 
Councillor Deveaux stated that he would not deny that the Province 
has sluffed off responsibilities but was hoping that Council would 
look at this as a separate issue instead of basing this on things 
that have happened in the past. He stated that this is a pilot 
project and if it proves feasible, they will be coming up all over 
the Province. He stated that he hoped consideration would be given 
to the amount of money that was given to both Cole Harbour and 
Sackville with regard to similar recreation facilities. 
Councillor MacDonald stated that he agreed with Councillor Deveaux 
and that this was a special project.to benefit Halifax County and 
others would come on stream in the future. He stated that the land 
was given to the Municipality from the Federal Government for $1.00 
originally. He advised that the land is zoned institutional. He 
stated that we should work together to make this project feasible. 
Councillor Boutilier asked the current appraised value. Mr. Meech 
stated that an evaluation at the staff level indicated 
approximately $25,000 per acre. 
Councillor Bates stated that although he was against the motion at 
the Executive Meeting, there were some strong points raised by 
Councillor Deveaux and it received substantial support from the 
Executive Committee. 
Councillor Sisenhauer asked for clarification on the funding. 

.16 
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Mr. Meech stated that $302,000 was the 1/6 funding from the County, 
$905,000 was the area rate approved by the Ratepayers and Council 
and $603,000 was amount from the Provincial Department of Sport and 
Recreation. 

Deputy Warden Ball stated that he has supported the project and 
Council has given $302,000 and is now being requested to give 
another $500,000. He stated that if this is endorsed, that will 
mean a contribution of approximately $800,000. He stated that we 
cannot afford to pass off $500,000. He stated that he would like 
to have departments instructed to negotiate with the Province a 
dollar figure in the vicinity of 325,000 per acre. 
Councillor Cooper asked what would happen to the present community 
centre. Mr. Markesino stated that it would be sold. Councillor 
Cooper asked if we would get it back for the same price. 
Mr. Crooks informed that the legislation which enables the County 
to enter an agreement with the School Board makes no provision for 
price. 

Councillor Bayers stated that he couldn't support the motion. 
He stated that he would rather see the traditional ? to 7.5 acres 
necessary for an elementary school he sold to the Province at fair 
market value and the other ?.5 acres be donated for recreation 
facilities. 
It was moved by Councillor Bayers, seconded by Councillor Mclnroy 

“THAT the motion be amended to allow for 1/2 of the parcel to 
be sold at market value and the other half donated.” 

Councillor Morgan asked if Council supports this motion and the 
Province won't pay, than what happens. Mr. Meech stated that it 
would then become part of the negotiations. 
Councillor Reid stated that when he mentioned approximately 7.5 
acres for an elementary school, it was a round figure, and he was 
not sure of the exact amount that would be necessary. He said that 
the amount of land is necessary is determined by the size of the 
school being built. 
Councillor Merrigan stated that this amendment changed the intent 
of the motion. Mr. Crooks stated that this amendment would not be 
in order for that very reason. 
AMENDMENT TO AMENDED MOTION WITHDRAWN. 
Councillor Eisenhauer stated that the agreement was with the school 
Board and not the Province. warden Lichter stated that once the 
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Province builds the school, it is turned over to the School Board. 
Councillor Deveaux stated that the Province is looking for an 
agreement by the 15th of this month. He suggested that when they 
no longer require the land, that it be returned for the same price. 
Mr. Crooks stated that this would require review under the 
Education Act. Mr. Meech suggested adding this as an amendment to 
the motion as amended. 

It was moved by Councillor Deveaux, seconded by Councillor Cooper 
"THAT if in future there is no use for the property, it be 
returned to the Municipality for $2.00." 

Deputy Warden Ball questioned if the Province could take land that 
contains an incumbrance and gave an example of this in his 
district. Mr. Meech stated that the circumstances in this instance 
were different in that this was an agreement between two levels of 
government. 
AMENDMENT CARRIED. 18 IN FAVOR. 

MOTION AS AMENDED CARRIED. 
It was moved by Councillor Deveaux, seconded by Councillor Morgan 

"THAT Council approve the agreement between the Municipality 
of the County of Halifax and the Halifax County-Bedford 
District School Board respecting the community school at 
Eastern Passage." 

It was moved by Councillor Cooper, seconded by Councillor 
Sutherland 

"THAT the motion be amended to read: THAT Council approve the 
agreement between the Municipality of the County of Halifax 
and the Halifax County-Bedford District School Board 
respecting the community school at Eastern Passage and further 
that Section 3? include the stipulation that the property in 
question he returned for $2.00." 
AMENDMENT CARRIED. 

MOTION AS AMENDED CARRIED. 

It was moved by Councillor Morgan, seconded.by Councillor MacDonald 
"THAT Council approve the resolution regarding the billing and 
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