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Councillor Cooper stated this still did not address the problems 
being experienced with respect to Capital Funding. He stated 
Halifax County should not continue to operate the way they 
presently were until they had some method of making sure all areas 
received consideration as due to them. He stated there were many 
individuals who had arsenic, etc. They remain at the bottom of the 
list. 

Warden Lichter stated the vote was unanimous. 
warden Lichter suggested that this report be forwarded back to the 
Executive Committee. bringing this matter forward the 3rd Tuesday 
in August. 

It was moved by Councillor Merrigan, seconded by Councillor Bates 
"THAT this report be forwarded back to the Executive Committee 
Meeting for discussion." ' 

Councillor Deveaux asked if final funding had already been done. 

Warden Lichter stated with respect to these projects, Halifax 
County would go ahead. He stated they did not know exactly how 
they would be financed. He stated this is what would be reviewed. 

Councillor Deveaux asked if financing was worked out, would this 
come back to Council. 
warden Lichter responded that it would be brought back to Council. 

Councillor Deveaux stated when the Caldwell Road issue came up, he 
was under the impression that this would be paid for by the 
Province and Federal Government. It would not cost the 
Municipality any money. 
warden Lichter stated Councillor Deveaux was correct. He stated he 

' brought this up to David Nantes at the last meeting held in which 
Mr. Meech attended. 
Councillor Deveaux asked if this was not phased. 
warden Lichter stated the Province did not want just the Indian 
Reserve served. They wished Halifax County to extend the services 
to Caldwell Road. 

Councillor Deveaux felt in doing this, Halifax County was taking 
priorities away from other areas. 
Mr. Meech advised when the agreement was made with the Indian Band 
Council, there was not going to be any capital funding commitment 
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at that time. He stated it is anticipated in 1991/92, the sidewalk 
program would be completed on Caldwell Road. 

It was moved by Councillor Cooper, seconded by Councillor Deveaux 
“THAT an amendment be made to the motion: 
"THAT at such time as the Executive Committee considers this 
report, they also draft a policy which addresses the health 
concerns based on individuals suffering as the result of 
arsenic in wells, or bacteria counts higher than appropriate 
for consumption of water within the entire Municipality." 

Councillor Reid asked if these were identified concerns. 
Councillor Cooper responded there were a number of these concerns. 
Councillor Richards stated he fully agreed with Councillor Cooper 
in terms of capital funding. He stated when it came from 
cooperation and support from the Provincial Government, they would 
do whatever they wished to. ' 

Councillor MacDonald advised of a report received at the Executive 
Committee meeting with respect to the impact on the taxpayer. 
warden Lichter stated Mr. Meech had gone through the figures. 
Mr. Meech responded on assumption of the present tax base assuming 
projects would be given the go ahead today, the environmental 
services rate would have to be increased by 5.8 cents, the general 
tax rate 1.6 cents. He stated this would include the Millwood 
Expansion. 

Councillor MacDonald questioned funding from the Province with 
respect to Caldwell Road. 
Mr. Meech stated the Province would provide 20% towards the Humber 
Park Project, 35% towards Cherrybrook and 35% towards the Caldwell 
Road Project. He stated he could not take issue with respect to 
the funding proposal. He stated this seemed to be a reasonable 
proposal. 

MOTION AS AMENDED CARRIED. 
GRANT REQUEST§ 
Mr. Kelly outlined the report. 
It was moved by Councillor Merrigan, seconded by Councillor 
MacDonald 
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“THAT Council approve tne following grant requests: 
A A District Capital Grant in the amount of 5300.00, District 

for the purchase of equipment for the St. Margaret's sain 
Soccer Club. 

1. 

B A District Capital Grant in the amount of S28?.GO, District ;. 
tor topsoil and grass seed, Tantalion Junior Hign Scnooi 
playground. 

C A District Parkland Grant in the amount of 51,300.00, District 
17, for playground fencing, Windsor Junction Scnool. 

D Two District Capital Grants in tne amount of $500.00 each. 
District 17, provided to the Silverdale and Frame Sundivision 
Homeowners Association for beach repairs. 

E "A General Parkland Grant in the amount of 5833.34 and District 
Parkland Grant in the amount of $833.34, District 20, for a 
total of $1,666.58 for construction of tot lots, Judy Anne 
Court and Nordic Crescent. ' 

F A District Capital Grant in tne amount of $5,000.00. Districts 
16, 19, 20, 21 & 22, to provide $1,000 from each district for 
capital improvements to the Fultz House. 

G A General Parkland Grant in the amount of 5570.00, District 
24, for lighting, Colby village Pool. 
MOTION CARRIED. 

NATAL DAY HOLIDAY 
Mr. Kelly outlined the report. 
It was moved by Councillor Fralick, seconded by Councillor 
Sutherland 

"THAT August 5th be declared a Municipal Holiday in Halifax 
County Municipality." 
MOTION CARRIED. 

SUPPLEMENTARY EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE REPORT 
FORMER ST. ANDREW‘S SCHOOL TIMBERLEA 
Mr. Kelly outlined tne report. 
It was moved by Councillor Poirier, seconded by Councillor Merrigan 
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"THAT the proposal submitted from Halifax Christian Academy to 
lease the former St. Andrews School, Timberlea be approved by 
Council." 
MOTION CARRIED. 

CAP T G CU U N L FACIL PORTU UESE COVE 
Mr. Kelly outlined the report. 
It was moved by Deputy Warden Ball, seconded by Councillor Merrigan 

“THAT Council approve a Capital Grant (1/6th Funding) in the 
amount of $10,033.00 for Cultural and Recreational Facilities, 
Portuguese Cove." 
MOTION CARRIED. 

G P CT 4 

Mr. Kelly outlined the report. 
It was moved by Councillor Richards, seconded by Councillor Bates 

"THAT Council approve a General Parkland Grant in the amount 
of $1600.00 for construction of a parking lot at Mel Braine 
Ball Field in Cole Harbour." 
MOTION CARRIED. 

MINQR VARIANCE APPEAL 
Paul Morgan, Planner, advised a municipal development permit 
application was initially received from Robert Parker to permit a 
boathouse on his property, situated at Paddy's Head Road, Indian 
Harbour. 

He stated a development and building permit application was made 
earlier in the year for a boathouse. During the course of 
construction, it was found that this was more than a boathouse, 
there was also living accommodations being constructed. 
Mr. Morgan advised Mr. Parker was instructed to make a revised 
permit application. 
Slides were shown. 
Mr. Morgan advised under the general requirements of the Land Use 
By-law for Planning Districts 1 and 3, any building or structure 
must be setback at least 25 feet from the rim of any watercourse or 
waterbody. Boathouses and buildings related to fishing activities 
or boat building are exempt. Therefore, because the structure has 
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been built with no setback from the shoreline, a municipal 
development permit cannot be issued for use as a residence unless 
a variance to this setback requirement is granted. 

He stated the Planning Act stipulated that a minor variance shall 
not be granted in the event that the variance is not minor, in that 
it violates the intent of the land use by-law; the difficulty 
experienced is general to the area; or the difficulty experienced 
resulted from the intentional disregard for the requirements of the 
land use by—law. 

He stated given these criteria, he did not feel he was in a 
position to issue the development permit. He stated the requested 
setback was 0 feet, the required 25 feet. He stated this was 
quite a large property and there was no reason why the dwelling 
could not be located 25 feet back from the watercourse. 
Mr. Morgan advised the provisions of the Planning Act, an appeal of 
this decision had been made to Council. The act stated that 
Council could make any decision that the municipal officer could 
have made. 
QUESTIONS FROM COUNCIL 
Councillor Meade referred to the living accommodations mentioned. 
He asked what rooms were located in this building. 

Mr. Morgan stated it was his understanding this was a dwelling 
unit. However. he had not been inside the building. 

Councillor Meade asked if he was correct in assuming no floor plans 
had been submitted for material development except for a boathouse. 
Mr. Morgan responded that was correct. He stated it was Mr. 
Parker's intention that this would be used for temporary living 
accommodations until such time as a dwelling unit would be built 
back from the shoreline. 
Councillor Meade asked where the septic tank disposal field was 
located in this case. 
Mr. Morgan advised a permit had been issued for a sewage disposal 
system. He stated it was the Department of Health‘s regulations 
that this be setback 100 feet minimum from a watercourse. 
Councillor Fralick stated he believed under the health regulations, 
if the system was an old existing system, it could be located 
within 50 feet of the watercourse. He asked if there was an 
existing system there. 
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Mr. Morgan responded there was not an existing system located 
there. 

Councillor Fralick asked if this was totally a new structure. 
Mr. Morgan responded that it was a new structure. 
Councillor Fralick referred to the living conditions with respect 
to a 0 setback. He stated he believed the actual shed would be a 
0 based setback but he believed the dwelling would not be a 0 based 
setback. 

Councillor Fralick asked if the residence Mr. Parker was requesting 
approval was a 0 based setback. 
Mr. Morgan stated he was not quite sure how far this was back. He 
stated the intent of the Land Use By-law was that a boathouse 
structure by itself could be built from a 0 foot setback. He 
stated the dwelling had to be 25 feet in a combined structure. He 
stated in his interpretation, this was unusual. 
Councillor Fralick asked what the approximate setback would be with 
respect to the living accommodations. 
Mr. Morgan stated he was uncertain. 
Councillor Fralick requested this information be obtained from the 
Development Officer. 
Councillor Cooper asked if Halifax County had a definition for a 
boathouse. 
Mr. Morgan responded he did not believe there was a definition for 
the term "boathouse" in the Land Use By-law. 
Councillor Cooper stated obviously from the slides shown, this was 
not related to a fishing structure. He asked how constitutions 
with respect to boathouses were determined. 
Councillor Morgan stated to him, a boathouse would be where an 
individual kept or stored his boat. 
Councillor Cooper questioned the portion of the dwelling that would 
be considered a boathouse. 
Warden Lichter stated he considered it to be ridiculous to require 
that an individual build a separate building for their boat in 
which they could not live in, being that close to the water. He 
stated it was the septic tank disposal field that ought to count in 
this case. He stated it was not the fact whether individuals lived 
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in a particular building. He stated the intent of the PPC that 
created the District 1 and 3 Plan clarified quite clearly that a 
boathouse was a unit in which you store a boat, prepare a boat, but 
you don't live in that particular structure, although the 
definition did not appear in the plan. 

Councillor Cooper stated he felt the application had gone beyond a 
boathouse. 

§£EAEEB§_l£_£A!QB 
Mr. Bob Parker advised he was the owner of the subject property 
located in Indian Harbour, Paddy Head Road. He advised they 
applied initially for a building permit for a boathouse and a 
workshop. He stated this was granted. He stated they also, prior 
to that time, applied for permits to build a wharf and a slipway in 
conjunction with that. He advised these permits were granted also. 
He stated approximately half way through the construction process, 
they decided to convert the workshop area of the boathouse to 
occasional living accommodations. He stated the reasons were 
because they intended, in the near future, to build another 
residence on the site. However, due to financial constraints were 
not able to. He stated at the time they decided to convert the 
workshop to these living accommodations, they went to the 
_Development Department and asked for procedures. He stated they, 
plus the Building Inspection Department, advised that they needed 
to apply for an upgrading permit to allow for these changes. He 
stated this was done. He stated the Building Inspection did not 
see a problem with this. He advised they had to apply for a Health 
Permit to install a septic tank, pumping chamber and a contour 
drain field trench located approximately 170 feet away from the 
boathouse. He stated this was very carefully sited because of the 
concern they had with respect to the landscape. He stated this was 
worked out very carefully with the Health Department and those 
facilites were installed. He advised after the upgrading permit 
was applied for to allow for a dwelling unit, three weeks later 
they received a notice that they required a minor variance which 
could not be granted by the Development Officer. He stated by this 
time, the-structure was substantially complete as contractors were 
engaged and waiting 'mo go onto other jobs. He stated after 
application was made for the upgrading permit, the inspector came 
on site and issued them to stop work order which was complied with. 
He stated he asked, in subsequent construction with the Building 
Inspector if the building could be secured by putting on the rest 
of the doors, and so forth. As seen from the slides, this 
represented quite a substantial investment. He stated this was 
done and work stopped at that point. He mentioned the living 
portion was back twenty feet from the waterline. He stated they 
felt they had been caught in the process. He stated the wharf, 
etc. as mentioned was done by permit. He stated they did restore 
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the shoreline presently there. He stated a lot of debris and old 
machinery was removed. 
He stated they had spoken with all abutting neighbors which 
supported the appeal. He stated with regards to the areas, when 
they applied for the upgrading permit, they did indicate there 
would be a sleeping area over the boathouse and that there would be 
a living room and eating area down below. _He stated these bedrooms 
were not full sized by any means. He stated the kitchen area could 
hardly be called a kitchen. He stated they intended to use this as 
an occasional dwelling. He stated they were trying to follow the 
correct procedures and were asking Council to support the appeal. 

Councillor Harvey asked if the on-site sewage disposal system was 
in place at present. 
Mr. Parker indicated this system was in place. 
Councillor Harvey asked if it was in operation. 
Hr. Parker responded rain was needed. He stated it had been 
inspected and approved. 
Councillor Harvey questioned the distance from the shoreline. 
Mr. Parker responded the actual drain field was located 
perpendicular from the waterline at approximately 120 to 125 set. 

Councillor Harvey asked if a permit was obtained from the 
Department of Health for this. 
Mr. Parker responded absolutely, a permit was obtained and final 
approval given. 
Councillor Cooper asked if he was correct in saying construction 
continued after it was indicated an upgrading permit was required. 
Mr. Parker stated in terms of securing the building such as windows 

He stated they were advised they 
could do this. work, however, was stopped on everything else. 
Councillor Cooper questioned if the building was in the form it was 
shown in the slides. 

Mr. Parker responded that was correct. 
Councillor Cooper asked when Mr. Parker came in to ask about the 
Health Permits, was it indicated to him that he should not proceed 
any further until the permit was issued. 
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Mr. Parker responded it was not indicated to him that they should 
not proceed any further until the permit was obtained. He stated 
there was no indication at all that there was anything to do with 
setback requirements from either the Development Department or 
Building Inspection Department. 
Councillor Cooper asked if Mr. Parker indicated to the Inspection 
Department at that time that he was intending to put a dwelling 
unit on the property. 
Mr. Parker responded they had indicated they intended to put a 
dwelling unit on the property. 
Councillor Cooper asked if they indicated that there was setback 
requirements at that time. 

Mr. Parker responded there was no indication with respect to 
setback requirements. He stated three weeks later, they received 
a telephone call followed by a letter from the Department Officer 
advising of the setback requirements. He stated he was very 
flabbergasted at that point. 
Councillor Meade asked if Mr. Parker was not aware of the 25 foot 
setback. 

Mr. Parker responded he was not aware of this setback. He stated 
when he was first made aware of it, it was called a rear yard 
setback. 8 feet was the required setback standard. 
Councillor Meade asked how long Mr. Parker lived in St. Margaret s 
Bay. 

Mr. Parker responded twenty-one years. 
Councillor Meade asked how many houses would.be closer than 25 feet 
to St. Margaret's Bay. He stated everyone would apply for a 
boathouse, and all of a sudden have a house there. 
Mr. Parker stated they would not have proceeded with this project 
if they knew the setback required. 
Councillor Meade felt if Halifax County approved one, they would 
have to approve several in the next number of years. He referred 
to the sleeping quarters. He asked if the bedroom located over 
the boathouse was still 20 feet away. 
Mr. Parker responded that portion would be closer to ten feet. The 
main living area was 20 feet. 
Councillor Meade asked if Mr. Parker did not classify a bedroom a 
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living area. 
Mr. Parker stated it was a sleeping area. He stated he was unsure 
what would be classified as a living area. 
Councillor Harvey asked if there was any provision for heating in 
the house. 

Mr. Parker responded this dwelling contained electrical heating. 
Councillor Harvey questioned whether this could be characterized as 
a seasonal boathouse living arrangement. 
Mr. Parker stated he would consider it a seasonal boathouse living 
arrangement because it was not insulated to very high standards. 
He stated it would be better insulated if they planned to use it as 
a year round dwelling. 
Councillor Sutherland asked Mr. Parker what his future plans were 
in terms of time intervals. He asked if Mr. Parker intended to 
proceed with construction of another building. 
Mr. Parker stated that was their intention probably within two 
years. He stated they ran into a great investment because of the 
very extensive septic field and drain field. 
Councillor Sutherland asked if the septic field and drain field 
would accommodate the new structure. 
Mr. Parker responded that it would not. He stated they were 
working it out with the Health Inspector. It could not be used to 
serve both facilities because of the location and size. 
Councillor Sutherland asked if Mr. Parker had any indication of the 
required twenty-five foot setback. 
Mr. Parker responded not until the telephone call was received. 
Councillor Poirier referred to the number of years Mr. Parker lived 
in the area. She questioned if he owned another home in St. 
Margaret's Bay. 
Mr. Parker responded he had another home but it was presently being 
sold. He advised his wife passed away last year and he decided to 
sell the house. He stated he was living in Halifax at present. 
SPEA§ER§ 35 FAVOR 
Mr. Peter Thomas advised he owned the property abutting Mr. 
Parker's property located on Paddy's Head Road. He stated he did 
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not have any objections to the Minor Variance. He stated as shown 
from the slides, the structure was a nice amenity to the area. He 
stated it was not used as a year round home. 
SPEAKERS IN FAVOR 
Ms. Debbie Gilbert advised she was part of the joint project 
located on Paddy Head Road. She stated she could substantiate what 
Mr. Parker had said. she requested support with respect to the 
appeal. 

8 S N OPPOSIT ON 
None. 

DECISION OF QOUNCIL 
It was moved by Councillor Meade, seconded by Councillor Poirier 

“THAT Minor variance #MV-10-3-91 to allow for a minor variance 
to the required setback from a watercourse as stipulated by 
the Land Use By-law for Planning Districts 1 and 3 be 
rejected." 

Councillor Fralick stated he felt the rules were ridiculous with 
respect to these matters. He felt Council had to be a little 
flexible. He personally believed it would be unjust for the 
expenditure and work that has gone into this project to deny this 
particular application. 
Councillor MacDonald asked if this was rejected, would the building 
be torn down. 

warden Lichter responded it would not be able to be used as 
sleeping quarters. 
Councillor Sutherland expressed difficulty with the sleeping 
accommodations or living quarters. He questioned what would be 
considered living quarters. 
warden Lichter responded he could not advise on this. 
Councillor Richards stated it seemed the dwelling itself was within 
five feet of what would be permissable. He stated this seemed to 
be quite a common arrangement in boathouses. He stated many minor 
variance appeals had been approved by Council, some more severe 
than five feet. He stated the disposal field was a proper distance 
away from the watercourse. All permits necessary were received. 
Therefore, he could not support the motion on the floor for 
rejection. 
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Councillor Bates stated he certainly would not be supporting the motion. He stated a great amount of money was spent for a disposal 
system which was installed in conjunction with the Department of 
Health. He stated he would be very disappointed if Council did not support the gentleman's request. 
Councillor Morgan stated he would not support the motion. 
Councillor Boutilier stated the permits were obtained and a proper 
sewage disposal field installed. He felt this was an honest 
mistake on Mr. Parker's part. He, therefore, could not support the 
motion. 
Councillor Reid wished to ask Mr. Morgan a question with respect to 
the 25 foot setback. He advised the applicant indicated three 
weeks after he applied for the upgrading, he was notified that 
there was a setback requirement. He requested clarification with 
respect to this. 
Mr. Morgan responded the original permit application was for a 
boathouse. He stated he was not advised of the living conditions. 
He stated if he knew this was Mr. Parker's intention, he would have 
been advised at that time. 
Councillor Reid stated it was to his understanding the applicant 
came in and applied for an upgrade to his permit. 
Mr. Morgan stated they were unaware living conditions would be 
installed. He stated when he became aware of the situation, Mr. 
Parker was notified. 
Councillor Meade felt the bedroom conditions were considered living 
conditions. He stated they were talking about 15 feet not 5 feet. 
He stated if this was approved, the plan should be reviewed as 
others who applied would have to be approved. 
Councillor Harvey stated he understood Councillor Meade's concern. 
He asked if Mr. Parker could sleep in his boat inside the 
boathouse. He stated he would not support the motion. 
Councillor Cooper asked if any infilling had taken place with 
respect to this situation. 
warden Lichter responded nobody made any reference to it. 

Councillor Cooper asked if the slide which showed the side view of 
the dwelling and water mark of the property in question could be 
illustrated. Agreed. 

MOTION DEFEATED . 
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It was moved by Councillor Eralick, seconded by Councillor smiley 
"THAT Minor Variance #MV-10-3-91 to allow for a minor variance 
to the required setback from a watercourse as stipulated by 
the Land Use By-law for Planning Districts 1 and. 3 be 
approved." 

MOTION CARRIED. 

flfflgflfi LIE QOflfiIII§E RE PQRT 
Mr. Kelly outlined the Transit Committee Report. 
It was moved by Councillor Bates, seconded by Councillor Randall 

"THAT Council request Metropolitan Authority to extend Route 
62, Humber Park along the Montague Road to Cherrybrook to 
Highway #? and back into the existing route at Montague and 
Highway #7." 

Councillor Richards stated in principle, he was willing to support 
the motion. However, was concerned with respect to funding. He 
stated the funding for transit effected the four.districts in the 
Cole Harbour/Westphal area. He questioned the impact this would 
have on those residents in terms of the transit rate in those 
areas. 

Councillor Bates responded this information was included in the 
report. The total cost anticipated for the full year would 
partially be covered by the City of Dartmouth and approved by the 
Metropolitan Authority. He stated the total impact was $10,000 for 
one year. He stated it might cost approximately $1500 for this 
year. In relation to the total budget for the westphal/Cole 
Harbour area, he was unsure. 
Mr. Meech stated there was one transit rate for all of the areas 
serviced with transit. He stated this did not just impact the Cole 
Harbour/westphal areas. This would impact all of the areas 
presently within that serviceable boundary paying the transit rate. 
He stated 1 cent would amount to approximately $100,000. 
Councillor Cooper questioned the expansions by residents of 
Districts 8&9 under consideration. He asked if an area rate would 
come effective. He asked if this would be shared throughout the 
Municipality. 
Mr. Meech stated if Councillor Cooper was referring to an area that 
was not presently part of the serviceable areas for transit, that 
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would have to be part of the consideration as to whether they were 
to incorporate it with the overall serviceable area or whether they 
would be treated separately. 
Mr. Meech stated this area would be part of the serviceable area. 
Councillor Cooper questioned the definition of a serviceable area. 
Mr. Meech responded it was an existing route with an extension. 
Councillor Cooper asked if any existing route could be extended. 
Mr. Meech stated this could be done. He stated one common rate was 
in effect at present. He stated if that area was part and parcel 
of the transit serviceable area, it would be a matter of policy and 
would be covered on that basis. 
Councillor Bates stated with the addition. this route took in Lake 
Loon, Cherrybrook, as well as the Westphal Trailer Park. He stated 
this was an addition of 6.2 kms but they were doubling back 2.2 
kms. He stated therefore, they were looking at an additional 4 
kms. 

Councillor Richards asked if the area this extension would serve 
was presently paying the transit rate. 
Councillor Bates responded they were paying the transit rate. 

MOTION CARRIED. 

VA A 

It was moved by Councillor Sutherland, seconded by Councillor 
Eisenhauer 

"THAT the Boundaries Report, Union of Nova Scotia 
Municipalities be received." 
MOTION CARRIED. 

PETITION RE W RC L fh S 

Mr. Kelly advised of a petition submitted by residents of the 
Churchill Estates area with respect to the water problems being 
experienced. 
Deputy Warden Ball advised the residents of Churchill Estates were 
experiencing a serious health problem. He stated he had discussed 
this matter with Mr. Wdowiak and Mr. Meech. He stated the Board of 
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Health were aware of the problem. He felt Halifax County had an 
obligation to the 142 homeowners to rectify the problem. He stated 
something had to be done on an interim basis at present and work 
towards bringing the water line out to the particular subdivision 
in the future. He stated the sewer line was brought out in 196? 
and 1968. He stated for some bizarre reason, that Municipality did 
not extend the water line at the same time. 

Mr. Meech stated Halifax County were operating on the basis of the 
discussions. He stated a specific report and recommendation should 
be brought back with respect to this matter. 
Deputy warden Ball stated he agreed with this. However, residents 
were generally without water on a daily basis. He stated most of 
these homes consisted of extremely young families. He stated 
something should be done as soon as possible to alleviate this 
problem. 
Mr. Meech stated to expend dollars would have to receive approval 
of Council. He stated Council had no legal authority to spend 
monies on this private water utility. He stated something should 
be worked out with the owners in this regard. 

Deputy warden Ball stated the owner of the Utility can say "see you 
later". Then, Halifax County has 142 homes that is in a catch 
basis because the County is saying it is not their problem and the 
other individual can walk out anytime. 
Mr. Meech suggested that this matter be forwarded to the PUB to 
give a directive as to the position of the water Utility. 
Deputy Warden Ball stated the PUB gave a directive to the Utility 
over one year ago. He stated they granted them an 88% price 
increase. He stated when this was granted, certain recommendations 
and orders were given. He stated the Board of Health had been 
dealing ‘with this for a long period of time. He reiterated 
something had to be done. 
Mr. Meech stated he was uncertain how to resolve the problem at 
this point. He stated Halifax County should not send out messages 
that Halifax County will provide water to those whose wells have 
gone dry. He suggested that an emergency meeting of Council be 
held to discuss the meeting. 
Councillor MacDonald asked if the waterbreak in this area had been 
revolved. 
Mr. Wdowiak indicated this was not revolved. 
Deputy warden Ball stated he would like to have a report as to the
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status as far as the Municipality was concerned in the next week 
so with respect to this matter. If necessary, a Special Meeting 
Council should be convened to deal with this. He stated 142 home 
were involved here not just one single home. 
It was moved by Councillor Reid, seconded by Councillor Merrigan 

"THAT the Petition Re water. Churchill Estates be received.“ 
MOTION CARRIED. 

It was moved by Deputy warden Ball, seconded by Councillor Merrigan 
"THAT Stafif prepare a report as to the remedies of what the 
Municipality can do to rectify the problems being experienced 
in the Churchill Estates area, and further that, a Special 
Executive Meeting be convened to deal with this matter as soon 
as the report is prepared." 
MOTION CARRIED. 

QHSM QQEEERENCE DELEGATES 
Warden Lichter advised this was for information purposes. He 
advised when the Regional Meeting was held, five members of Council 
were appointed to attend this meeting. He stated this, however, 
did not mean that the individuals who attended this meeting would 
have to attend the conference being held in September. He stated 
a decision would be made later on with respect to this. He urged 
that no more members than five be urged to attend. 
It was moved by Councillor Deveaux, seconded by Councillor ?rallCE 

"THAT warden Lichter appoint five delegates to attend the 
annual UNSM Conference, and further that, the warden be one of 
the five attending." 
MOTION CARRIED. 

Mr. Kelly advised a letter was submitted to Council requesting the 
warden and Members to appoint Ms“ Dorothy Cartledge and Ms. Janice 
Macflwen as Municipal Development Officers according to the 
provisions of the Planning Act. Council as well would be requested 
to rescind Ms. Spencer's personal appointment as Development 
Officer. 
It was moved by Councillor Deveaux, seconded by Councillor 
MacDonald 
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"THAT Ms. Dorothy Cartledge be appointed as Municipal 
Development Officer according to the provisions of the 
Planning Act.” 
MOTION CARRIED. 

It was moved by Councillor Harvey, seconded by Councillor Deveaux 
"THAT Ms. Janice MacEwen be appointed as Municipal Development 
Officer according to the provisions of the Planning Act." 
MOTION CARRIED. 

It was moved by Councillor Boutilier, seconded by Councillor Bayers 
"THAT Council rescind the appointment of Valerie Spencer as 
Development Officer." 
MOTION CARRIED. 

EESOLQEIQE, QAEQELLIIQE QE auggsm §. 1221 COQECIL SESSIQN 
It was moved by Councillor MacDonald, seconded by Councillor 
Sutherland 

"THAT the August 6, 1991 Council Session be cancelled.” 
MOTION CARRIED. 

SIDEWALK CONSTRUCTION DISTRICT 4 

warden Lichter asked Mr. Crooks to indicate what type of resolution 
would be required with respect to this matter. 

Mr. Crooks stated to his understanding, difficulties had been 
encountered with the connection of the proposal to install 
sidewalks from the Department of Transportation. He advised of the 
right-of-way difficulties in this area with respect to two lots. 
He advised the owners had been unwilling to date to commit access 
for construction purposes over their respective properties. He 
stated in the circumstances, the only alternative the Municipality 
would have to gain authorized access for itself and/or the 
Department of Transportation for purposes of sidewalk construction 
was to expropriate an interest in those two lots which would be in 
the nature of a temporary easement provided they are suggesting for 
a period of one year which would permit necessary access for 
purposes of sidewalk construction within the DOT right-of-way. He 
advised Mr. Kelly had resolutions with him with respect to the two 
lots in question. 
Mr. Kelly presented the two resolutions to Council. 
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