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THOSE PRESENT: 

COUNCIL SESSION 
JANUARY 2, 1996 

Mayor Ball, 
Councillor 
Councillor 
Councillor 
Councillor 
Councillor 
Councillor 
Councillor 
Councillor 
Councillor 
Councillor 
Councillor 
Councillor 
Councillor 
Councillor 
Councillor 

Chairman 
Meade 
Rankin 
Fralick 
Mitchell 
Deveaux 
Bates 
Hendsbee 
Levy 
Dooks 
Smiley 
Naugle 
Peters 
Merrigan 
Brill 
Snow 

Deputy Mayor Giffin 
Councillor 
Councillor 
Councillor 
Councillor 
Councillor 
Councillor 

Scratch 
Harvey 
Sutherland 
Turner 
Mclnroy 
Cooper 

Fred Crooks, Municipal Solicitor 
Dale Reinhardt, Deputy Municipal Clerk 
Sandra Shute, Recording Secretary 

ALSO PRESENT: 

CALL TO ORDER 
The meeting was called to order at 6:00 p.m. with the Lord's 
Prayer. Mr. Reinhardt called the roll. 

APPOINTMENT OF RECORDING SECRETARY 

It was moved by Councillor Meade, seconded by Deputy Mayor Giffin: 

"THAT SANDRA SHUTE BE APPOINTED AS RECORDING SECRETARY". 

MOTION CARRIED. 
LETTERS AND CORRESPONDENCE 
1. Letter dated December 21, 1995 from the Minister of 

Education in response to correspondence sent with regard 
to school bus privatization within the jurisdiction of 
Halifax County-Bedford District School Board.
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It was moved by Councillor Mitchell, seconded by Councillor 
Deveaux: 

"THAT THE CORRESPONDENCE BE RECEIVED". 

MOTION CARRIED. 
2. Letter dated December 18, 1995 from Provincial Director 

of Assessment Services advising of managerial 
appointments within the Department of Municipal Affairs 
Assessment Services. 

It was moved by Councillor Scratch, seconded by Councillor 
Sutherland: 

"THAT THE CORRESPONDENCE BE RECEIVED". 

MOTION CARRIED. 
3. Letter from the Minister‘ of Municipal Affairs dated 

December 8, 1995 regarding the position of Volunteer Fire 
Departments in the Regional Municipality; 

It was moved by Councillor Harvey, seconded by Councillor Turner: 

"THAT THE CORRESPONDENCE BE RECEIVED". 

MOTION CARRIED. 

4. Letter dated December 12, 1995 from Martin Delaney, 
Department of Transportation advising that a survey and 
review will be carried out for the bridge at the Junction 
of Highway #2 and Oldham Road in Enfield. 

It was moved by Councillor Peters, seconded by Deputy Mayor Giffin: 

"THAT THE CORRESPONDENCE BE RECEIVED". 

MOTION CARRIED. 
5. Letter dated December 1, 1995 from the Minister of 

Environment with regard to the release of the Solid Waste 
Strategy. 

It was moved by Councillor Turner, seconded by Councillor Hendsbee: 

"THAT THE CORRESPONDENCE BE RECEIVED". 

MOTION CARRIED. 
6. Letter undated from Bob Taylor, member of the Coalition 

for Fairness regarding tolls for Highway 104.
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It was moved by Councillor Scratch, 
Giffin: 

seconded by’ Deputy" Mayor 

"THAT THE CORRESPONDENCE BE RECEIVED". 

MOTION CARRIED. 
7. Letter dated November 23, 1995 from the Minister of 

Natural Resources advising that monitoring will take 
place during the 1996 growing season with regard to oak 
leaf browning and premature shedding, 

It was moved by Councillor Cooper, seconded by Councillor Mitchell: 

"THAT THE CORRESPONDENCE BE RECEIVED". 

MOTION CARRIED. 
8. Letter dated December 6, 1995 from Martin DelaneyL 

Department of Transportation regarding the installation 
of rumble strips on Conrads Road adjacent to Queensland 
Beach to cut down on excessive speeds. 

It was moved by Councillor Meade, seconded by Councillor Mitchell: 

"THAT THE CORRESPONDENCE BE RECEIVED". 

MOTION CARRIED. 
Councillor Meade requested that a copy of the letter be sent to 
Heather Hirtle, Beach Road, Queensland. Council members agreed. 

9. Memorandum dated November 24, 1995 from Union of Nova 
Scotia Municipalities regarding appointments to Policing 
Services Advisory Committee. 

It was moved by Deputy Mayor Giffin, seconded by Councillor 
Mitchell: 

"THAT THE CORRESPONDENCE BE RECEIVED". 

MOTION CARRIED. 
It was moved by Councillor Hendsbee, seconded by Councillor 
Deveaux 2 

"THAT THIS MATTER BE REFERRED TO HALIFAX REGIONAL 
MUNICIPALITY". 
MOTION CARRIED. 
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10. Letter dated December 4, 1995 from Paul O'Brien, 
De artment of Trans ortation re ardin a review of Trunk 
2 from the Town of Bedford to Enfield. some upgrading of 
route markers is required. 

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

"THAT THE CORRESPONDENCE BE RECEIVED". 

MOTION CARRIED. 

11. Letter dated November 23, 1995 from the Sambro-Ketch 
Harbour School Trustees concerning_the funding_formu1a 
for education. 

It was moved by Councillor Scratch, seconded by Councillor 
Sutherland: 

"THAT THE CORRESPONDENCE BE RECEIVED". 

MOTION CARRIED. 

It was moved by Councillor Harvey, seconded by Deputy Mayor Giffin: 

"THAT THIS MATTER BE REFERRED TO HALIFAX REGIONAL 
MUNICIPALITY". 
MOTION CARRIED. 

12. Letter dated December 13, 1995 from Paul O'BriegL 
Department of Transportation advising that a reduced 
speed on Beaverbank Windsor Junction Cross Road is not 
warranted. 

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

"THAT THE CORRESPONDENCE BE RECEIVED". 

MOTION CARRIED. 

13. Letter dated November 27, 1995 from the City of Halifax 
regarding the United Way Campaign. 

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

"THAT THE CORRESPONDENCE BE RECEIVED". 

MOTION CARRIED. 
14. Memorandum dated November 7, 1995 from the Nova Scotia 

Firefighters School requesting permission to address 
Council regarding financial assistance.
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It was moved by Councillor Scratch, seconded by Councillor Turner: 

"THAT THE CORRESPONDENCE BE RECEIVED". 

MOTION CARRIED. 
It was moved by Councillor Peters, seconded by Councillor Mitchell: 

"THAT THE NOVA SCOTIA FIREFIGHTERS SCHOOL BE INVITED TO 
ADDRESS COUNCIL AT THE MEETING ON JANUARY 16, 1995". 

Councillor Harvey asked what purpose would the presentation serve 
and suggested it should be referred to Halifax Regional 
Municipality. 
Councillor Peters replied that Council could endorse the 
presentation and encourage the support of the Regional 
Municipality. 

MOTION CARRIED. 

15. Letter dated December 12, 1995 from Derek Wells, M.P. 
South Shore regarding Gun Control Legislation and 
requesting further details with regard to a Resolution 
passed by Council. 

It was moved by Councillor Sutherland, seconded by Councillor 
Mitchell: 

"THAT THE CORRESPONDENCE BE RECEIVED". 

MOTION CARRIED. 

Mayor Ball pointed out that Council had previously appointed a 
committee consisting of Councillors Docks, Reid, Smiley and people 
from other organizations and subsequently made a presentation to 
Council. 
Councillor Sutherland said he felt the letter front Mr. Wells 
required a response and, if the committee is still intact, they 
could meet and formulate a response. 

Council members agreed that Councillors Docks, Reid and Smiley 
would be requested to contact the other members of the committee. 

16. Letter dated December 18, 1995 from Ronald Pink 
concerning the possible demolition of the Ultramar 
Refinery in Eastern Passage. 

It. was moved by’ Councillor' Deveaux, seconded. by Deputy' Mayor 
Giffin:
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"THAT THE CORRESPONDENCE BE RECEIVED". 

MOTION CARRIED. 
Councillor Deveaux asked if the County could legally ensure that no 
demolition permit was issued. 

Mayor Ball advised he had received a verbal request for Council to 
endorse a submission to the Minister of Environment requesting an 
environmental assessment before demolition takes place. 

Councillor Deveaux asked if any request had been received in 
writing. 
Mayor Ball replied this was the only actual letter received. 

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

"THAT A LETTER BE SENT TO THE MINISTER OF ENVIRONMENT 
REQUESTING THAT AN ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT BE CARRIED 
OUT BEFORE ANY DEMOLITION OR DISMANTLING PERMIT IS 
GRANTED". 
MOTION CARRIED. 

1?. Memorandum dated November 28 1995 from Union of Nova 
Scotia Munici alities rovidin information on the UNSM 
Presentation on Bill #39 and callin for nominations for 
IPAC's Lieutenant Governor's Medal for Excellence in 
Public Administration. 

It was moved by Councillor Mitchell, seconded by Deputy Mayor 
Giffin: 

"THAT THE CORRESPONDENCE BE RECEIVED". 

MOTION CARRIED. 

Council agreed that Mayor Ball and Councillor Peters would form a 
committee with regard to submitting a nomination for the award. 

18. Letter dated January 2, 1996 from Greg Brown, Halifax 
County Regional Development Agency requesting an 
opportunity to address Council to provide an update on 
the Agency's progress during the third quarter. 

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

"THAT THE CORRESPONDENCE BE RECEIVED“. 

MOTION CARRIED. 

C71
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Council members agreed that the presentation could be held on 
January 16, 1996. As there was also another presentation, it was 
agreed that each would be limited to 15 minutes. 

MOTION OF RECONSIDERATION - PURCHASE OF PARKLAND - FALL RIVER 
VILLAGE - LOT 1B*4. 

Councillor Peters stated she had been told she should put forward 
a Motion of Reconsideration but now understood she needed a motion 
to rescind. She said she was unsure how to proceed and explained 
that she did not necessarily want to stop the purchase of the 
parkland but just wanted questions answered before the purchase 
proceeded. she went on to say that Mayor Ball had sent out letters 
to the Minister of Environment and the Minister of Transportation 
dated December 22, 1995. She said her concern was the acidic slate 
runoff and the financial implications to the County in the event 
there is remedial action required. She said she had had a meeting 
with staff and one of the municipal solicitors and subsequently she 
received a Memorandum from Ted Tam of Engineering Department 
containing a 10-page report from Jacques Whitford. She said, 
however, that the questions she had raised have still not been 
answered. She said she was not trying to stand in the way of 
parkland acquisition and something that sounded like a good deal 
but she was wearing two hats as a Councillor and as a member of the 
area Watershed Environmental Protection Committee. She said she 
wanted to know the costs of possible acidic slate runoff and she 
did not want the taxpayer to be faced with the costs. 

Mayor Ball said there were two possible options. one was a motion 
to rescind or staff could be asked not to carry out the purchase 
and have the questions answered at the next Council Session. This 
would be up to Council to decide. 

Mr. Crooks said it was clear what the intention is with regard to 
the notice. The matter could be deferred until the next Council 
Session to make a decision on the motion to rescind on the 
understanding that staff would be directed not to take any action 
on the December motion until after the meeting on January 16. 

Councillor Peters said that an attempt would have to be made, 
therefore, to get a speedy response from the Ministers of 
Environment and Transportation. 

Councillor Snow said there was no intention at this time to ask the 
County for any money to put in a ballfield in that area. The 
environmental concerns have all been addressed and there would be 
no excavation taking place at all — it would be filled in. He said 
the area was never used as a slate pit and he did not see what the 
big fuss was all about. He said this was an $86,000 piece of 
property for $10,000. He said that if the County did not buy the 
land, someone else would and put in four houses. He said there was 
no intention to disturb the bank or the waterways and it was almost
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a natural ballfield now. He said this was a deal for $10,000 which 
has been passed by Executive Committee and Council and he wanted to 
know why it was coming back. 

Councillor Peters referred to the Staff Report dated October 19, 
1995 from Ted Tam which stated that purchase of the property would 
also inherit the liability that goes with it, especially since 
there was no letter from Department of Environment confirming that 
no further action would be requested of the future owner. She said 
she did not want to stand in the way of a good deal; she simply 
wanted the environmental concerns addressed. 

It was moved by Councillor Peters, seconded by Councillor Scratch: 

"THAT STAFF PROCEED NO FURTHER WITH THE PURCHASE UNTIL 
JANUARY 16, 1996 UNTIL ENVIRONMENTAL QUESTIONS ARE 
ANSWERED". 

Councillor Snow said he did not know what the environmental concern 
was. He asked if there should be a stop on all development in the 
County because of pyritic slate, which can be corrected. 

MOTION DEFEATED. 

Councillor Peters said, therefore, she wanted to make sure that the 
Mayor's letters to the Ministers of Environment and Transportation 
and subsequently a letter from Jacques Whitford to Mr. Tam be 
tabled as outlining their concerns that the water on the site and 
coming on to the site does not meet Canadian standards and is in 
violation. She said she also wanted her objections to the project 
moving forward known because of the possible future financial 
implications to the taxpayers. 

Mayor Ball said that those attachments would be made to the project 
for everybody's information. 

FIRST READING - A BY-LAW TO AMEND BY-LAW NO. 51, THE TAX EXEMPTION 
BY-LAW * ST. MARGARETS ARENA ASSOCIATION 

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

"FIRST READING OF A_BY-LAW TO AMEND BY-LAW N0. 51, THE 
TAX EXEMPTION BY-LAW - ST. MARGARETS ARENA ASSOCIATION". 

MOTION CARRIED. 

REPORT FROM MUNICIPAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

1. File No. RA-F&S-27-95-14 - Application by the Municipality to 
Rezone Two Properties in Wellington
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It was moved by Councillor Mitchell, seconded by Councillor 
Hendsbee: 

"THAT A PUBLIC HEARING BE HELD ON JANUARY 22, 1996 AT 
6:00 P.M. WITH REGARD TO FTLE NOL RA-F&S-27-95-14 - 

APPLICATION BY THE MUNICIPALITY TO REZONE TWO PROPERTIES 
IN WELLINGTON". 

MOTION CARRIED. 

2. Application by Mounera Halo to Amend the Municipal Servicing 
Boundary for Cole Harbour/Westphal and the Subdivision By—law 

It was moved by Councillor Cooper, seconded by Councillor Mclnroy: 

"THAT A PUBLIC HEARING BE HELD ON FEBRUARY 12, 1996 AT 
6:00 P.M. WITH REGARD TO THE APPLICATION BY MOUNERA HALO 
TO AMEND THE MUNICIPAL SERVICING BOUNDARY FOR COLE 
HARBOUR/WESTPHAL AND THE SUBDIVISION BY-LAW". 

MOTION CARRIED. 

3. SB-O9-95 - Application by the Municipality to Amend the 
Subdivision By—law Pursuant to the Recommendations of the 
Subdivision By-law Review Steering Committee 

Mr. Mitch Dickey, Planner provided background information leading 
up to the proposed amendment to the Subdivision By-law as a result 
of meetings held by the Subdivision By-law Review Steering 
Committee since the spring of 1995. The mandate of the committee 
was to draft a set of amendments which would update the roads- 
related portions of the municipal Subdivision By-law which were 
necessitated as a result of service exchange. 

Mr. Dickey answered questions posed by Councillors and took note of 
items that Councillors felt should be considered. Mayor Ball 
pointed out that there would be an opportunity at the Public 
Hearing to also do this. 
Councillor Merrigan said he had been a member of the committee and 
advised of his support of the amendments. 

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

"THAT A PUBLIC HEARING BE HELD ON JANUARY 29, 1996 AT 
6:00 P.M. WITH REGARD TO FILE NO. SB-09-95 - APPLICATION 
BY THE MUNICIPALITY TO .AMEND THE SUBDIVISION BY-LAW 
PURSUANT TO THE RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE SUBDIVISION BY-LAN 
REVIEW STEERING COMMITTEE". 

MOTION CARRIED.
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It was agreed that staff would provide some clarification on the 
points raised by Councillors tonight. 

At this point, Mayor Ball left the Chair and Deputy Mayor Giffin 
took the Chair. 
MINOR VARIANCE REQUEST - MV—O8*02-95 ~ GARY PETTIPAS 

Paul Sampson, Development Technician, Planning Department said that 
the Minor Variance, as outlined in the Staff Report dated November 
28, 1995, was an appeal of the Development officer's refusal to 
grant the variance to permit the location of an existing detached 
garage on Lot 543, Civic No. 100 Greenwood Avenue, Timberlea - at 
the intersection of Greenwood Avenue and Eisener Street. He said 
that the garage was located 11.5‘ from the right of way; however, 
the required setback under the Land Use By-law for 
Timberlea/Lakeside/Beechville was 20'. 

Mr. Sampson stated that a Minor Variance was approved on September 
28, 1995 to permit an addition to the dwelling to be located 15' 
from Eisener Street right of way. This addition was to be located 
in the area of the existing detached garage. The garage was to be 
moved to another location on the property pending the outcome of 
the Minor Variance application for an addition. He said, however, 
that the garage was moved without the required permits to its 
present location on a concrete slab. An application for Minor 
Variance was received on October 17, 1995 for the 11.5‘ setback for 
the garage. on October 30, 1995, the Development Officer notified 
the applicant, Gary Pettipas, that the request for Minor Variance 
was denied. Subsequently, on November 15, 1995 an appeal of the 
decision was filed with the Municipal Clerk. 

Mr. Sampson showed slides to illustrate. 

Mr. Sampson said there appeared to be no reason why the garage 
could not have been located to meet the required setback; 
therefore, the Development Officer had no choice but to deny the 
request. He said the Development officer felt, however, that this 
was not an intentional act by the applicant. He said it was also 
important to note that Department of Transportation approved the 
garage‘s present location at ll.5'. Since the decision of the 
Development officer was appealed, final decision now rests with 
Council. 
Questions From Council 
Councillor Mclnroy asked where the garage was going to be moved, 
other than the location it was presently in. 

Mr. Sampson said that was undetermined at the time. The situation 
that occurred was that the applicant's contractor was the first one 
to come into the office to inquire about permits and he was told

10
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about the requirement for permits for the relocation of the garage. 
He said it was possible there was miscommunication between the 
contractor and the applicant. 

Councillor Sutherland asked the dimensions of the garage. 

Mr. Sampson replied it was 12' x 20' and approximately 10-12‘ high. 

Councillor Cooper asked if there were any sketches provided when 
the application was received. 

Mr. Sampson replied that the initial sketch only indicated the 
location for the addition to the dwelling. At that time, the 
understanding was that they would apply for permits to move the 
garage once there was an indication that the minor variance was 
approved. 
Councillor Bates asked if anyone had complained about the new 
location of the garage. 

Mr. Sampson said no, unless there was someone here tonight. 

Councillor Hendsbee asked if it was the responsibility of the 
contractor or the owner to make the application for the permit. 

Mr. Sampson said it could be either. 

Councillor Hendsbee asked if the garage was attached to a 
foundation. 
Mr. Sampson said it was on a concrete slab. He went on to say that 
there had been no complaints with regard to the minor variance for 
the addition to the dwelling. 

Councillor Hendsbee asked how Department of Transportation had 
approved a 11.5’ setback. 

Mr. Sampson responded that he did not think ll.5' was their 
standard but they were willing to let it stand. 

Speaker in Favour 

Mr. Gary Pettipas said that at the time he moved the garage he was 
not aware that he needed a permit as it was an existing structure. 
He said the contractor who put on the addition was not the person 
who moved the garage for him. 

gyestions from Council 
Councillor Hendsbee asked if the garage was moved onto a pre-poured 
foundation.
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Mr. Pettipas replied yes, the concrete was poured and the garage 
was put on top. 
Councillor Mclnroy asked why the owner had chosen that particular 
location for the garage. 

Mr. Pettipas replied that he did not want the garage too far back 
because it would block off the entire back yard and cut it in half. 

Councillor Rankin asked if Mr. Pettipas had been advised that 
moving the detached garage to another location would require a 
permit. 

Mr. Pettipas replied no. 

Councillor Rankin asked if Mr. Pettipas understood that permitting 
with regard to auxiliary buildings only required approval by 
Department of Transportation. 

Mr. Pettipas replied that staff had gone to Department of 
Tranportation. ‘ 

Speaker in Opposition 

None 
Decision by Council 
It was moved by Councillor Rankin, seconded by Councillor Naugle: 

"THAT THE MINOR VARIANCE MV-08-02-95 BE GRANTED, BASED ON 
THE TESTIMONY BROUGHT FORWARD AND BASED ON THE FACT THAT 
THERE HAS BEEN NO CASE MADE THAT THERE IS AN ADVERSE 
EFFECT ON THE COMMUNITY AND THAT THERE IS NO TESTIMONY 
BROUGHT FORWARD THAT THERE IS INTENTIONAL DISREGARD". 

MOTION CARRIED. 
At this point, Mayor Ball reassumed the Chair. 

REPORT FROM COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 

Mirror Contract — Solid Waste Management Strategy 

It was moved by Deputy Mayor Giffin, seconded by Councillor 
Hendsbee: 

"THAT COUNCIL ACCEPT THE RECOMENDATION OF COMMITTEE OF 
THE WHOLE THAT THE MIRROR CONTRACT BE TABLED TO JANUARY 
23, 1996 FOR RECEIPT OF WRITTEN PUBLIC SUBMISSIONS TO THE 
MUNICIPAL CLERK AND THAT ENDORSEMENT BE REQUESTED FROM 
THE REGIONAL MUNICIPALITY BY FEBRUARY 1, 1996 AND THAT A
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SPECIAL COUNCIL SESSION BE HELD ON FEBRUARY 2, 1996 AT 
3:00 P.M. TO DISCUSS COUNCIL'S FUTURE ACTIONS WITH REGARD 
TO THIS ISSUE". 

MOTION CARRIED. 

Pa! Eguitg 
It was moved by Deputy Mayor Giffin, seconded by Councillor 
Sutherland: 

"THAT COUNCIL ACCEPT THE RECOMENDATION OF COMMITTEE OF 
THE WHOLE THAT COUNCIL ENDORSE OPTIONS 1, 3 AND 4 OF THE 
STAFF REPORT DATED DECEMBER 7, 1995 REGARDING PAY EQUITY 
SALARY ADJUSTMENTS FOR STAFF AT COLE HARBOUR PLACE AND 
SACKVILLE SPORTS STADIUM". 

MOTION CARRIED. 
William Ross School, Westphal, District 7 

It was moved by Councillor Bates, seconded by Councillor Hendsbee: 

"THAT COUNCIL ACCEPT THE RECOMMENDATION OF COMMITTEE OF 
THE WHOLE THAT THE WILLIAM ROSS SCHOOL BE LEASED TO THE 
CITY HEIGHTS CHURCH FOR A FIVE-YEAR TERM WITH A FIVE-YEAR 
OPTION FOR RENEWAL AT A NOMINAL FEE OF $1.00. THE 
AGREEMENT WOULD BE CONTINGENT UPON THE SUCCESSFUL 
ORGANIZATION BEING RESPONSIBLE FOR ALL THE OPERATING, 
MAINTENANCE AND UPKEEP OF THE BUILDING FACILITY AND THE 
CHURCH WOULD MAKE ACCOMODATION FOR SPACE IN THE BUILDING 
FOR HALIFAX COUNTY PARKS AND RECREATION DEPARTMENT". 

MOTION CARRIED. 
WINTER MAINTENANCE SERVICE FOR MUNICIPAL STREETS 

Mayor Ball advised it had been necessary for him to sign a Contract 
with Department of Transportation for winter maintenance and he was 
now requesting Council to approve the adoption of the Contract. 

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

"THAT COUNCIL.APPROVE THE CONTRACT FOR.WINTER.MAINTENANCE 
SERVICE FOR MUNICIPAL STREETS". 

MOTION CARRIED. 
DEPARTMENT OF INDIAN AFFAIRS - DEPUTY MAYOR GIFFIN 

Deferred to the next Council Session.
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DEPARTMENT OF FISHERIES - COUNCILLOR FRALICK 

Councillor Fralick said that the Inshore fishing industry is so 
heavily regulated that fishermen often did not know if they were 
operating legally or illegally. He said every time an incident 
occurs, another regulation is slapped on without any consultation 
or thought as to what the results will bring. Regulations were 
preventing Inshore fishermen from competing effectively with the 
Offshore and Inshore fishermen should have more power, must be able 
to recommend management principles and review performance of the 
existing policies. He said that good fisheries management should 
involve consultation with those who will be affected; however, 
instead the Federal government tends to employ policies and then 
tries to sell them to the fishermen. He said the Inshore fishermen 
should be able to recommend safeguards to be included had they been 
consulted earlier in the process. He said the long term health of 
the fish stocks depends effectively on cull management which has to 
include input from the inshore fishermen. He said the effects are 
the buying power of the fishermen and short and long term 
strategies. 
It was moved by Councillor Fralick, seconded by Councillor 
Mitchell: 

"THAT A LETTER BE SENT TO THE FEDERAL AND PROVINCIAL 
DEPARTMENTS OF FISHERIES, MLAS AND GEOFF REGAN, M.P. IN 
THIS REGARD". 

MOTION CARRIED. 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION — COUNCILLOR PETERS 

Councillor Peters requested that a letter be sent to the Minister 
of Transportation regarding the level of service on Highway No. 2 
from Fall River to Enfield. She said it seemed that Department of 
Transportation had one set of machinery to Fall River and, as soon 
as you pass Coach Avenue on Highway No. 2, the level of service 
drops dramatically and she was requesting an improved level of 
service for that area. 

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

"THAT A LETTER BE WRITTEN IN THIS REGARD". 

MOTION CARRIED. 

It was agreed that a copy of the letter would be sent to MLA Cosman 
and to the Wellington Fire Department. 

SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT
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Mr. Ken Donnelly stated there were two items for Council to 
consider. 
1. Memorandum dated January 2, 1996 regarding Mirror Group Work 

Mr. Donnelly explained that the 90~day workplan approved by Council 
expired on December 31, 1995; however, there was still a lot of 
work to do nor was there a contract. He explained that the reason 
for the 90-day workplan was to cover the interim time from when 
negotiations for the contract were started and when the contract 
could be either executed or not. 

Mr. Donnelly stated that primarily because of the public review 
period, there was still no contract but it was necessary to 
continue to move ahead. He said the original budget for the 
workplan. was approximately $1.44 million. As of the end of 
December, billings to date were $523,000 which left a surplus of 
$923,000. December billings were expected in the order of 
$200,000-250,000. He said that it was the intent to continue the 
work on the Front End Processing Facility, the Source Separated 
Composting Facility, the landfill and the other issues in the 90- 
day workplan. He said the budget itself was in very good shape. 

It was moved by Councillor Cooper, seconded by Deputy Mayor Giffin: 

"THAT COUNCIL ENDORSE THAT THE MIRROR GROUP CONTINUE ON 
WITH THE WORK OUTLINED IN THE 90-DAY WORKPLAN". 

MOTION CARRIED. 

3; Memorandum dated January 2, 1996 re Regional Solid Waste 
Management Project 
Mr. Donnelly said this Memorandum dealt with the Front End 
Processing Facility and attached to it was a letter from the Mirror 
Group dated January 2, 1996 which was an Addendum to the main 
report which had been circulated at the Committee of the Whole 
meeting last month. He said that the Front End Processing Facility 
was a sorting and stabilization facility which would ensure that 
the landfill receives only non—compostable materials. It would be 
designed, built, owned and operated by the private sector partner 
and, in the draft contract, the Mirror Group commits to having the 
facility operational on or before January 1, 1997. 

Mr. Donnelly said that with regard to the siting, Mirror Group 
incorporated the same siting criteria used for the landfill with 
exception of the distance to residential buildings. Instead of 
going 3 km. for those on wells, they went to 1 km. He pointed out 
that the regulatory requirement was only 500 meters. He said that 
20 different criteria were used and seven areas were examined on 
six different sites - Burnside Industrial Park, two in Ragged Lake 
Industrial Park, Bedford Industrial Park, Site A, Aerotech Park and
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Lakeside Industrial Park. He said the Ragged North site was 
eliminated because it was too close to residential and commercial 
buildings, the Bedford Industrial Park was too close to a school 
and commercial buildings and Aerotech Park was too far from the 
centre of generation and the residual disposal facility. He said 
of the remaining candidates, Site A was significantly cheaper - to 
the tune of $6 million - for site preparation, purchase, road 
access, sewer/water, telephone and cleaning and grubbing of the 
site. He said the primary reason why there was a big difference 
between Site A and the other three still being considered was that 
the road was already being built, there would be an interchange. 
He said for Burnside, Ragged Lake and Lakeside there would have to 
be significant infrastructure put in. 

Mr. Donnelly referred to the letter from the Mirror Group in which 
it was stated that there were significant cost efficiencies, good 
traffic access based on the use of Highway 103 and the new 
interchange and the benefit of the proximity to the new residuals 
disposal facility. There was also in the order of 175 new jobs 
that the facilities would bring and the capability of being able to 
establish a campus concept for these two facilities. He said that 
staff concurred with Mirror Group's recommendation that the 
facility be sited on the lands identified as Site A. The 
recommendation also said that the adoption of the site would be 
subject to the approval of Halifax Regional Municipality as is the 
whole project. 
It was moved by Councillor Peters, seconded by Councillor Hendsbee: 

"THAT COUNCIL ADOPT THE RECOMMENDATION THAT LANDS 
IDENTIFIED AS SITE A IN THE DRAFT FINAL REPORT ON 
INTERMEDIATE LEVEL INVESTIGATION OF SITES DATED OCTOBER 
1995 BE CHOSEN AS THE SITE OF THE FRONT END PROCESSING 
FACILITY FOR THE REGIONAL SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PROJECT 
AND THAT THE ADOPTION OF THE SITE IS SUBJECT TO THE 
APPROVAL OF THE REGIONAL MUNICIPALITY'S SUPPORT OF THE 
REGIONAL SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT STRATEGY". 

Councillor Cooper asked what protections would be in place from 
runoff from each of these facilities. 

Mr. Donnelly said it was essential that all runoff from the front 
end processing facility be handled just as the runoff from the 
landfill facility. There would be collection of all the runoff and 
leachate created would be captured and treated. Department of 
Environment was insisting that in the drawings show all of the 
catch basins for surface runoff and leachate. 

Councillor Cooper asked for information regarding anticipated land 
costs.
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