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Campaign to Protect Offshore Nova Scotia
MoDL Council Meeting, Bridgewater, 23 August 2016
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CPONS seeks to ensure that Nova Scotians have
a far greater voice in decisions regarding
developments in our offshore waters.
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What is the Problem?
What is the Solution?
Canada-Nova Scotia Offshore Petroleum Board
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Promises: Environmental Assessments
“Canadians must be able to trust that government will
engage in appropriate regulatory oversight, including
credible environmental assessments, and that it will
respect the rights of those most affected, such as
Indigenous communities. While governments grant
permits for resource development, only communities
can grant permission.” (Liberal Party of Canada. May 14, 2016)
http://www.liberal.ca/realchange/environmental-assessments/
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Federal review of regulatory agencies
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Get Involved!
The Government of Canada is undertaking a review of environmental and
regulatory processes. Consultation will be at the core of this review. The
Government believes in a coordinated, open and transparent process that
incorporates scientific evidence and takes into account the views of
Canadians. The review will focus on the following:


Reviewing federal environmental assessment processes



Modernizing the National Energy Board;



Restoring lost protections and introducing modern safeguards to the
Fisheries Act and the Navigation Protection Act.
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In addition to a more democratic CNSOPB,
our Campaign calls for:


mandatory public hearings on all major developments in the
offshore, with publicly funded independent expert witnesses
and public interest legal representation



transparent decision-making and reporting by the agency;



stronger in-house research capacity;



a moratorium on new appointments to the Board pending
reform;

7

CPONS also calls for:
• a moratorium on oil drilling in

all zones of critical importance
to marine ecosystems or of
particular importance to a
sustainable fishery; and,

• a moratorium on oil drilling

lease approvals until the
CNSOPB and its decisionmaking processes are
democratized.
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CPONS outreach and support








Receiving endorsements from, for example,
Ecology Action Centre, Clean Ocean Action
Committee, Greenpeace Canada, artist
Christopher Walker, Endangered Perspectives
author Zack Metcalf, local citizens, and fishers;
Taking our CPONS petition to South Shore
Farmers’ Markets & then the NS government;
Sharing and supporting the District of Barrington
resolution;
Making submissions to online Federal Review;
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Outreach cont’d






Initiating a fundraising campaign
through the sale of “Devotion”;
Met with MLA Sterling Beliveau,
MLA Suzanne Lohnes-Croft, as well
as MP Bernadette Jordan; and,
Continuing with our letter-writing
campaign, including those to several
federal ministers and The Honorable
Catherine McKenna.
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Petition to Legislative Assembly of NS
WHEREAS the Canada-Nova Scotia Offshore Petroleum Board (CNSOPB) has granted Shell Oil
and Norway’s Statoil the right to drill exploratory oil wells in areas adjacent to some of
our most productive fisheries and spawning areas on the Scotian Shelf south of
Shelburne;
WHEREAS this decision puts traditional livelihoods, sustainable resource industries, tourism,
the communities dependent on them, and a fragile marine ecology at great risk; and,
WHEREAS the CNSOPB does not represent communities affected by its decisions; does not
offer mandatory public hearings on key proposals; and, does not engage in democratic,
transparent or publicly accountable decision-making processes;
We petition the Legislative Assembly of Nova Scotia to instruct the Government of Nova
Scotia to initiate steps to reform the appointment and decision-making processes of the
CNSOPB, so that Nova Scotians’ socio-economic interests, as well as the health of the
offshore fisheries and marine life are not at risk as a result of offshore drilling activity.
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Campaign to Protect Offshore Nova Scotia
A project of the South Shore Chapter of the
Council of Canadians
southshore.cpons@gmail.com
www.facebook.com/ProtectOffshoreNS/
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Getting It Right
Template for Presentations to Potential Allies, Opinion
Leaders, Politicians etc.
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Introduction
•
•

•
•

•

•

•

•
•
•
•

Oct. 20, 2015, the Canada/Nova Scotia Offshore Petroleum Board (CNSOPB)
granted Shell Oil the right to drill exploratory oil wells in the Shelburne
Basin, 250 miles south of Shelburne
The drilling site is close to Nova Scotia’s most productive fishery zones and
key shellfish and groundfish nursery areas and not far from Georges Bank, an
area covered by a drilling moratorium (on both the Canadian and US sides of
the border).
Unbelievably, the terms of the license give Shell up to 12 days to get a
capping stack in place “in the unikely event” of a blow-out at the well-site.
(Alaska allows only 24 hours)
Recently, the CNSOPB granted the Norwegian state oil company permission
to explore for oil on the Scotian Shelf, even nearer the Georges Bank
moratorium area. Interest from other oil companies is likely to lead to
additional permits.
Given BP’s 2010 Deepwater Horizon blow-out disaster in the Gulf of Mexico,
many Nova Scotians were surprised by the go-ahead to Shell to drill in
waters half again as deep as the BP well, and so near our fragile marine
ecosystems and such an important and sustainable fishery (worth between
$1 and $2 billion a year to the province’s economy – 60% originates here).
Most striking of all, this decision was made with little informed public
participation, not from the fishers themselves, nor the communities along the
South Shore whose economy, environment and general well-being are most
at risk.
Seeing the risk to both the fishery and the wider marine ecosystem, not to
mention the province’s southwest coastline, as significant, many wondered
how the decision had been made - whether the lessons of the BP disaster had
informed that decision, and how the risk had been evaluated.
Surely, given all that is at stake, the decision should be the result of broadbased public involvement and democratic decision-making?
Not so, as it turns out.
Given the minimal informed public involvement, both the decision and the
process by which it was reached must be re-examined.
The South Shore Chapter of the Council of Canadians is calling on all Nova
Scotians to support a review and reform of that process before further
decisions add to the risk to our coastal waters.
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What is the Canada/Nova Scotia Offshore Petroleum Board?
•
•

•
•
•
•
•
•
•

•
•

•

The CNSOPB is a joint federal/provincial agency created by an Accord signed
by Canada and Nova Scotia in 1986.
The Board’s responsibilities include:
o health and safety of offshore workers
o protection of the environment
o management and conservation of offshore petroleum resources
o compliance with the provisions of the federal/provincial Accord Acts
that deal with employment and industrial benefits
o issuance of licenses for offshore exploration and development
o resource evaluation, data collection, curation and distribution
Of the five members, two are chosen by the province, two by Ottawa, with the
chair jointly appointed. There are two alternate members, one provincially
and one federally appointed. Terms run for 6 years and are renewable.
No more than two public servants can be board members at one time, but
there is no limit on those with a private sector or oil industry background.
In fact, five of the seven current permanent and alternate members of the
Board have oil industry backgrounds.
None of the members is known as an independent (non-government, nonindustry) expert on the environment, the fishery, tourism, marine ecology,
climate change, or the economics of long-term energy policy.
The Board is served by a small in-house staff. Interestingly, environmental
matters fall under the Health and Safety Division of the Board.
The Board has the power to hold public hearings as part of its environmental
assessment and license issuing responsibilities.
It also has the power to provide support for public interest intervenors. Such
power could extend to covering the cost of public interest legal
representation and independent expert witnesses. These powers have been
little used to date.
Instead, Board “public consultations” and “open houses” stress an industry
perspective, avoid scientific controversy and limit access to contrary expert
opinion and research.
The lessons from research on BP’s Deepwater Horizons disaster do not
appear to have influenced the CNSOPB’s practice significantly. That research
identified the overwhelming pro-industry cultural perspective of the
responsible regulatory bodies as a key causative factor. It also underlined
the negative impact of the use of the dispersant, Corexit,, favoured by Shell in
the event of a spill in our offshore.
Not surprisingly, there is widespread public distrust of the Board’s
reassurances and decisions.
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Is today’s CNSOPB what we need?
•
•
•

•

•
•
•

•
•

Clearly, Canada and Nova Scotia need a regulatory agency to determine
whether development of offshore petroleum resources is in the public
interest, and, if so, under what conditions such development should proceed.
Equally clear, such an agency’s practice must meet a very high standard of
democratic participation if its decisions are to instill public confidence.
The country’s environmental assessment process was a 2015 federal election
issue. The victorious Liberals asserted in their platform that “while
governments grant permits for resource development, only communities can
grant permission.”
Prime Minister Trudeau, in the “mandate letter” he issued to his new
Environment and Climate Change Minister, Catherine McKenna, instructed
her to “introduce fair new processes that will:
o Restore robust oversight and thorough environmental assessments….
o Ensure that decisions are based on science, facts, and evidence, and
serve the public’s interest
o Provide ways for Canadians to express their views and opportunities for
experts to meaningfully participate
o Require project advocates to choose the best technologies available to
reduce environmental impacts.”
The practice of the CNSOPB does not come close to meeting those standards.
Norway sets an interesting counter-example to the CNSOPB.
Our offshore is open for exploration everywhere but on Georges Bank, no
matter what the risk to the marine ecology, the fishery and tourism
industries, or the intrinsic value of a pristine ocean to our seaboard society.
Those with concerns about oil industry activity in the offshore must fight to
be heard.
In Norway, the reverse is true. All areas are closed to exploration and the
industry must make its case for development, subject to widespread public
participation, expert input and a vote of the Norwegian Parliament.
We conclude that the CNSOPB needs reform if it is to become a vehicle for
democratic evidence-based decisions regarding developments in Nova
Scotia’s offshore.

Can we trust the oil industry?
•
•

Nova Scotia’s offshore has already experienced two blow-outs (in the 1980s).
The longest took 8 months to cap. Luckily, they were both gas wells, whose
products are prone to rapid evaporation.
BP’s “fail-safe” Macondo well blow-out in the Gulf has cost the region’s
fishery and tourism industries more tan $25 billion to date, while the toll on
the marine ecology and wildlife continues to mount.
17
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•
•
•

•

In 2012, BP pleaded guilty to 11 counts of manslaughter as well as lying to
Congress, and has paid over $42 billion in settlements and another $40
billion in clean-up costs.
Shell says it has learned the lessons of the Macondo disaster.
What of Shell’s record? Some instructive examples:
o Since discovering oil in Nigeria in 1956, Amnesty international
reports Shell has spilled more than twice as much oil as BP spilled in
the Gulf.
o In 2015, Shell paid a massive fine for the biggest oil spill in the North
Sea in a decade.
o In March, 2016, at its Shelburne Basin site, Shell dropped 2 kilometres
of drilling pipe to the sea floor, having miscalculated the storm risk.
Despite this record, inadequate public interest participation in the CNSOPB’s
decision-making process, leaves the agency largely dependent on oilindustry-sponsored research to inform its conclusions. That’s not good
enough.

The CNSOPB has failed us
The CNSOPB’s faults are many. Among them:
•

•
•
•
•

•

Inadequate risk assessment of; drilling activity in deep water; the
likelihood of spills and blow-outs; and risks to the fishery, marine and littoral
ecology, the tourism industry and the economy and communities dependent
on them.
Failure to ensure an immediate response to spills and blow-outs with
appropriate technology on-site, including a capping stack.
Failure to ensure that lease holders on the Scotian Shelf have the
demonstrated capacity to clean up an offshore oil spill and to get the oil
off, and out of, our ocean.
Failure to incorporate lessons from BP’s Deepwater Horizon disaster,
especially research showing use of dispersants aggravates harm to marine
species, and the pro-industry culture of the regulatory process.
Inadequate weight given to the risk to Georges, Browns, Baccaro, La
Have Banks, and other critical fisheries and spawning areas, specifically, the need to ensure zero risk of pollution – by permanently
removing these key areas from any future drilling activity, in consultation
with fishers and independent marine scientists. Note President Obama’s
2016 moratorium on drilling off the eastern seaboard of the U.S.
Failure to give appropriate weight to the importance of a sustainable
fishery and its spin-offs in the regional economy.
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•
•
•
•

Failure to ensure full community input through widespread public
hearings, with publicly-funded, independent expert witnesses and impartial
dissemination of the latest research findings.
Failure to address the unrepresentative membership of the CNSOPB and
to ensure a non-oil industry majority, with community, municipal, renewable
industry, and expert representation.
Failure to create a non-partisan process for appointments to the Board
Lack of a transparent decision-making process to expose the CNSOPB’s
decision-making and the weight given to competing arguments before it.

Our Recommendations

1. Make the Board more broadly representative of the community,
enlarging it as necessary.

2. An appointments process that is non-partisan and democratic.

3. Mandatory public hearings, not simply at the whim of the Board.

4. Funding for public interest intervention and independent expert
witnesses.

5. Better in-house research capacity for the CNSOPB and a higher priority
for environmental and socio-economic research.

6. Readiness to say “no” to the industry, when necessary, including taking
particularly vulnerable fishery and marine sensitive zones off the table
for future oil industry activity.

7.

Mandatory transparent, and accountable decision-making.
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PROTECTING OUR OCEANS
After the Harper decade, Canadians no longer feel that
they can trust their federal government to protect their
best interests when it comes to the environment. A Liberal government will undo the damage done by the Harper
Conservatives and give to our children and grandchildren a country even more beautiful, sustainable, and
prosperous than the one we have now.

committed to meet
the Aichi Biodiversity
Targets to protect freshwater, marine, and coastal
habitat. One of those commitments was:
By 2020, at least 17 percent of terrestrial
and inland water, and 10 percent of coastal
and marine areas, especially areas of particular
importance for biodiversity and ecosystem services,
are conserved through effectively and equitably
managed, ecologically representative and well
connected systems of protected areas and other effective area-based conservation measures, and integrated into the wider landscapes and seascapes.

Our plan will build a better country, a sustainable economy, and give hard-working Canadians a fair shot at
success. We will improve Canadians’ quality of life: the air
we breathe, the water we drink, the parks and beaches
where our children play.
That means investing in the protection of our oceans –
the health of which is critical to safeguarding our environment and growing our economy. Our plan will help ﬁsh
stocks recover, support eco-tourism, protect coastlines
from erosion, ensure ecological integrity, and protect
species at risk. We will restore Canada’s reputation as a
leader in ocean science, strengthen our laws and regulations, and give communities more say in how we manage
our oceans.

– Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020, Target 11

A Liberal government will:

While other countries, such as Australia and the United
States, have made great strides to meet their commitment – protecting 33.2 percent and 16.6 percent respectively – under Stephen Harper, Canada has protected
only 1.3 percent. Even Russia is well ahead of us, having
protected 11.6 percent of its marine and coastal areas.

1. Meet our international commitment to
protect marine and coastal areas

This is yet another international environmental commitment that Stephen Harper is not on track to meet.

In 2010, under the International Convention on Biodiversity, Canada along with numerous other countries

A Trudeau-led Liberal government will meet this commitment. We will increase the amount of Canada’s marine
20

PROTECTING OUR OCEANS
4. Encourage community engagement

and coastal areas that are protected from 1.3 percent to
5 percent by 2017, and 10 percent by 2020.

A Liberal government will co-manage our oceans more
effectively, by working with the provinces, Indigenous
Peoples, and other stakeholders. We will develop plans
that not only make best use of our marine resources, but
give coastal communities more say in managing the
resources around them.

2. Invest in ocean science
We will also reinstate the $40 million that Stephen
Harper cut from the federal government’s ocean science
and monitoring programs. This will restore much-needed
scientiﬁc capability in the Department of Fisheries and
Oceans, and return Canada to being a well-respected
world leader in oceans and marine research.

5. Protect the marine environment from oil
spills

This funding will be used to ensure the health of our ﬁsh
stocks, such as the iconic British Columbia salmon, monitor contaminants and pollution in our oceans, and
support an environmentally sustainable, responsible,
and economically successful aquaculture industry on our
coasts.

We will formalize the moratorium on crude oil tanker
trafﬁc on British Columbia’s North Coast, including the
Dixon Entrance, Hecate Strait, and Queen Charlotte
Sound, to ensure that ecologically sensitive areas and
local economies are protected from the potentially devastating impacts of a spill.

We will use scientiﬁc evidence and the precautionary
principle, and take into account climate change when
making decisions affecting ﬁsh stocks and ecosystem
management.

3. Strengthen our laws
We will restore robust oversight and thorough environmental assessments of projects that could impact areas
under federal jurisdiction – including oceans and freshwater – and conduct a wholesale review of Harper’s
amendments to the Fisheries Act and other legislative
changes, incorporating modern safeguards to protect
our oceans and freshwater ﬁsh habitat.

LEARN MORE AT
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Campaign to Protect Offshore Nova Scotia (CPONS)
Introduction Fact Sheet June 2016

CPONS seeks to ensure that Nova Scotians have a far greater voice in
decisions regarding developments in our offshore waters.

These waters are a critical part of the province’s biosphere. They are the
nursery of a sustainable fishery, the main attraction for our tourism
industry, and the lifeblood for thousands of Nova Scotians who live and
work along this coastline.

The Canada-Nova Scotia Offshore Petroleum Board (CNSOPB), the
federal/provincial agency that licenses and regulates oil industry activity
offshore, is currently dominated by oil industry veterans. The agency
recently approved licenses for Shell Oil and Norway’s Statoil to drill
exploratory oil wells adjacent to the province’s most important fishing
grounds in a fragile marine environment.

Many see these decisions as unwise and argue that the conditions
imposed by the Board do not adequately reflect the risks involved. We do
not believe a body dominated by the oil industry can impartially assess
what is an acceptable risk to our marine ecology and to traditional
industries that contribute billions of dollars every year to our
communities. We are also concerned by the lack of informed public
involvement in the Board’s decisions.

We believe it is time to replace the CNSOPB with a more impartial and
representative agency. Independent experts and representatives of the
communities most affected making up the majority of its membership.

In addition to a more democratic CNSOPB, our Campaign is calling for:
● mandatory public hearings with independent expert witnesses and
funded public-interest legal representation;
● transparent decision-making and reporting by the agency;
● stronger in-house research capacity; and,
● a moratorium on oil drilling in all zones of critical importance to
marine ecosystems and a sustainable fishery.
Please visit and “Like Us” at www.facebook.com/ProtectOffshoreNS/
To get involved, receive CPONS news, or request our background
research paper, contact us at southshore.cpons@gmail.com
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rachel Eisenhauer
Rachel Eisenhauer
RE: Presentation - August 23 Council Meeting
August 19, 2016 11:40:37 AM

Council
August 23, 2016
Item: 8.2
Authorization: A. Dumaresq

From: Peter Puxley
Sent: July 5, 2016 2:11 PM
To: Heather Whynott <hwhynott@modl.ca>
Cc: Eric Hustvedt <ehustvedt@modl.ca>
Subject: Request to appear

Dear Ms. Whynott,
At the suggestion of our councillor, Eric Hustvedt, and after discussions with the Mayor, we
would like to request an opportunity to appear before MODL Council at its late August
meeting.
We have prepared a proposal for a community stewardship committee from the Broad
Cove/Cherry Hill/Voglers Cove communities to manage and maintain the Artie's Pond
wetland complex, a community resource and natural feature for decades. Our objective is to
protect and maintain Artie's while expanding its potential for recreational and educational
purposes.
We have approached the Bluenose Coastal Action Foundation seeking their participation and
advice and we await their Board's response. BCAF staff have visited the site and gave us a
very positive response to our plans.
We are at present also gathering evidence of community support for this initiative that we will
be pleased to share with Council when we appear.
I hope an August appearance will be possible, since many of our committee are not available
at the time of Council's September meeting.
Thank you for your attention to this and I look forward to your response.
Yours truly,
Peter Puxley
On behalf of the Ad Hoc Committee to protect Artie's Pond
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Council
August 23, 2016
Item: 9.1
Authorization: A. Dumaresq

Kevin Malloy
Rachel Eisenhauer
RE: Right to Know Week in Nova Scotia - Reminder
August 17, 2016 9:02:51 AM
image004.png
image005.png

From: Young, Julie A
Sent: Thursday, June 23, 2016 2:00 PM
To: 'kmalloy@modl.ca' <kmalloy@modl.ca>
Cc: 'Sherry Conrad' <sconrad@modl.ca>
Subject: Right to Know Week in Nova Scotia

Dear Mr. Malloy:
RE: Right to Know Week in Nova Scotia
I am very pleased to take this opportunity to once again encourage your participation in Right to Know Week.
September 28, 2016 is International Right to Know Day. In Canada, the week of September 26 to October 2 has
been designated as “Right to Know Week.” There will be various activities in most provinces/territories and at the
national level during this week.
To enhance public awareness, we invite your municipality to proclaim September 26 to October 2, 2016 Right to
Know Week in your municipality. A proclamation would serve as an official endorsement demonstrating your
commitment to openness, transparency and accountability, greatly increasing the number of citizens who will become
aware of their right to access information.
The purpose of Right to Know Week is to celebrate the right of all Canadians, and in our case specifically Nova
Scotians, to access information in the custody or under the control of public bodies, municipalities, and health
custodians as guaranteed by access to information legislation. Such legislation entrenches the accountability of
governments by ensuring they operate with transparency and openness.
As the Nova Scotia’s Information and Privacy Commissioner, I am participating in this Canada-wide effort along with
my other Canadian Commissioner colleagues to raise awareness of the right to access information and its value, with a
local focus on what it means to those living and working in Nova Scotia.
In 2015 the OIPC sent invitations to the Province of Nova Scotia and all municipalities inviting them to proclaim
Right to Know Week. The following proclaimed or passed a motion/resolution for Right to Know Week in Nova
Scotia:
§
§

Province of Nova Scotia
Town of Bridgewater

This year, in an effort to increase the number of municipalities proclaiming Right to Know Week, I am sending this
invitation earlier to ensure there is enough time to pass a motion to sign the proclamation. We will send another
invitation later in the summer as a reminder.
A copy of the proposed wording for the proclamation is attached. It has been formatted in such a way as to make it
easy for you to complete. As soon as your municipality has passed a motion to sign the proclamation please provide
the OIPC with a signed and sealed copy of the proclamation, which will be posted on the Right to Know Week
webpage of our website www.foipop.ns.ca. We also may Tweet about it on our Twitter page, @NSInfoPrivacy. We
invite you to retain an original signed copy of the Right to Know Proclamation and post it in a prominent location in
your municipality.
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Thank you for your participation in Right to Know Week. If you require further information, please contact Julie
Young, Executive Assistant, OIPC at 902-424-4684, or julie.young@novascotia.ca.
I invite you to feel free to contact my office you have any questions or concerns relating to your administration of
your access responsibilities under Part XX of the Municipal Government Act.
Yours truly,

Catherine Tully
Information and Privacy Commissioner for Nova Scotia

Sent on behalf of Catherine Tully by:
Julie Young
Executive Assistant to the Commissioner

Office of the Information and Privacy Commissioner for Nova Scotia
Telephone: 902.424.4684; Toll free within NS: 1.866.243.1564
TDD: 1.800.855.0511; Fax: 1.902.424.8303
www.foipop.ns.ca
Follow us on Twitter @NSInfoPrivacy

Notice: This email may contain confidential information and is intended only for the individual named. If you have received this email by
mistake, please notify me by email or by calling 1-902-424-4684 immediately and delete it from your system. Do not copy or distribute it.
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PROCLAMATION
RIGHT TO KNOW WEEK
September 26 to October 2, 2016
WHEREAS the [Insert the name of your jurisdiction] has adopted the principles of openness,
transparency and accountability; and
WHEREAS Part XX of the Municipal Government Act gives citizens a right of access to
information in the custody or under the control of the [Insert the name of your jurisdiction];
and
WHEREAS access to information ensures citizens of Nova Scotia have the opportunity for
meaningful participation in the democratic process; and
WHEREAS a celebration of the right of citizens to access information will facilitate informed
public participation in policy formulation, ensure fairness in government decision-making and
permit the airing and reconciliation of divergent views; and
WHEREAS [Insert the name of your jurisdiction] joins all other Canadian jurisdictions and
democracies world-wide in acknowledging international Right to Know Week;
THEREFORE be it resolved that I, [Insert the name of the Mayor or Warden], [Insert the
name of your jurisdiction], do hereby proclaim September 26 to October 2, 2016 to be Right to
Know Week in the [Insert the name of your jurisdiction].
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Council
August 23, 2016
Item: 10.1
Authorization: A. Dumaresq

Municipality of the District of Lunenburg

August 11, 2016

To His Worship, Mayor Downe, and Councillors
of the Municipality of the District of Lunenburg
Dear Mayor and Councillors:
The Dangerous & Unsightly Property Committee, in session on Thursday, August 11, 2016,
made the following recommendation to Municipal Council:
A) that Municipal Council approve the lowest bid from Gerald Delong Construction be
accepted for the clean-up of the MacAlpine property at 15660 Highway 3, Hebbville,
PID #60291028; that is, $3827.00 + $ 574.05 HST, for a total of $4401.05.
B) that Municipal Council approve the lowest bid from Gerald Delong Construction be
accepted for the clean-up of the Tumblin property at 7634 Highway 331, Cherry Hill,
PID #60365574; that is, $3540.00 + $ 531.00 HST, for a total of $4071.00.

Respectfully submitted,
The Chairman and Members
of the D&UPC

kk
Attachments

210 Aberdeen Road Bridgewater Nova Scotia Canada B4V 4G8
Phone: 902.543.8181 / Fax: 902.543.7123 / Web Site: www.modl.ca
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MUNICIPALITY OF THE DISTRICT OF

4)

Council
August 23, 2016
Item: 10.1.1
Authorization: A. Dumaresq
LUNENBURG

REQUEST FOR DECISION/DIRECTION

REPORT TO:

Dangerous &

SUBMITTED BY:

Michael Bevis

DATE:

August 8, 2016

FILE No:

NC 120026

RE:

Unsightly premise —Earl MacAlpine

Unsightly Property Committee

Property —15660 Highway 3, Hebbville
PID #60291028

ORIGIN:

Assessment # 01272705

Unsightly Property Complaint

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the Dangerous &

Unsightly Committee recommend to Council the quote

from Gerald Delong Construction be accepted for the clean- up ofthe MacAlpine property at 15660
Highway 3, Hebbville, PID 60291028; that is, $ 3827. 00 + $ 574. 05

HST, for a total of $
4401. 05.

BACKGROUND

We received a complaint in reference to this property on April 25, 2012. The first inspection took

place on May 14, 2012 and found old vinyl siding, oil tanks, assorted metal and junk. The property
was deemed to be unsightly. As per Policy 07, the property owner was advised of the unsightly

premise by letter dated May 24, 2012. A subsequent inspection found that no progress had been
made and an Order dated July 3, 2012 was issued. The Order read:
IT IS HERBY ORDERED that you are to hereby within thirty days of the
service of this order remedy the unsightly condition namely:

ACTION " To remedy the unsightly condition the old vinyl siding, oil tanks and
assorted metal junk must be removed from the property. If you fail to comply
with the requirements of this Order the administrator may enter upon

the

property without warrant or other legal process and carry out the work specified
in this order as per section 348( 4) of the Municipal Government Act and/ or lay
charges as per section 348( 4) of the Municipal Government Act."
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After several more inspections of the property, with little progress being made, charges were laid.

A trial took place whereby Mr. MacAlpine was found guilty. A Remedial Order was subsequently
issued on September 3, 2013 ordering Mr. MacAlpine to comply with the terms of the July 3, 2012
Order on or before February 20, 2014.

Further charges were laid on February 20, 2014 and the first court appearance was scheduled for
December 16, 2014. Several court appearances have been postponed with the last one being July
11, 2016. The next court appearance is scheduled for October 18, 2016 with no guarantee it will
not be postponed.

The Municipal Solicitor has advised me to move this file forward and not wait for the next court
date.

ALTERNATIVES

a)

Do nothing and close file.

b)

Wait for court date of October 18, 2016 to see what happens.

CONCLUSION

It is my opinion that the property is still unsightly.

Report Prepared By:

Date:

Michael Bevis

August 8, 2016

Date

Report Approved By:

Date

Reviewed By CAO:
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Mike Bevis

From:

Val Oakley

Sent:

August 5, 2016 10:26 AM
Jeff Merrill

To:

Mike Bevis

Cc:

unsightly properties

Subject:
Attachments:

20160805101359835. pdf; 20160805101434634.pdf

Good morning Jeff,

Attached are the quotations for four ( 4) unsightly property clean up requests.
The RFQs were sent to:

G. E.' s All Trucking, who declined to bid this time due to problems with their excavator.
Wm. Gerhardt, who was unable to get their bid in before the close as Bill was on vacation.
Gerald DeLong, who provided a bid to clean up all four properties.
I have attached Gerald' s quotations and certifications.

Cheers,

Val

Valentina Oakley, CPPB
Purchasing Coordinator

Municipality of the District of Lunenburg
210 Aberdeen Road
Bridgewater, NS

B4V 4G8

Phone( 902) 541- 1324
Fax (

902) 543- 7123

Em:

voaklev(@modl. ca

www. modl. ca
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MUNICIPALITY OF THE DISTRICT OF LUNENBURG

RFQ # 2016- 01- 302 PROPERTY
BIDS CLOSE: AUG. 02, 2016 0 2: 00 P -M.,

L EAN UP AT: 15660 HWY 3,11EHBVILLE, NS

L

nME, g

S MAY BE E- MAILED TO: VOARLEYcBMC

902- 543- 7123 OR DELIVERED AND PLACED IN THE BID BOX AT THE FRONT COUNTER AT 210 ABERDEEN i

LA OR FAXED TO:

BRIDGEWATER, NS ON OR

BEFORE THE CLOSING DATE AND TIME

S.0® P€. OF VIfF EBK

r2:EMOVE ALL ITEMS FRONT PROPEF..TY AS SPECIFIED

DEBRIS TO BE PIPPED AT AN APPROVED LANDFILL, * CONTRACTOR MUST SUPPLY RECEIPTSTOR S'AME*.
CONTRACTOR MUST CALL MIKE BEVIS AT 902- 541- 1325 OR 902- 521- 4145 ( CELL) TO MEET ON StrE TO
COMPLETE HAZARD ASSESSMENT BEFORE STARTING WORK.
PRICING

6 47. o b

LABOUR AND EQUIPMENT, -

TRUCKING

DISPOSAL FEES

SUB -TOTAL

s—

3897, 00

LL.

HST

TOTAL

CONTRACTOR' S

NAME:

CONTRACTOR' S SIGNATURE:

DATE:. -(.

o I. 6 -- —..
i

Plea e:att 6v copies of the following certiOtatlons; WCB', : Liability Tnsurai"get!at,,J ;
Tn
mm
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Meeting :
Date:
Item No.:
Approved By:

D&UP
Augut 11, 2016
5.4
J. Merrill

Council
August 23, 2016
Item: 10.1.2
Authorization: A. Dumaresq
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Council
August 23, 2016
Item: 11.1.1
Authorization: A. Dumaresq

Active Living Update

50

Share the Road

We are excited to continue our
Active Transportation routes by
having Share the Road signs
installed along Route 332
(Dayspring to Riverport).
Remember: The law indicates that
motorists must give at least a onemetre clearance when passing
cyclists.
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Women on Wheels (WoW)
Bicycle Nova Scotia launched the WoW
program in 2015 across the province.
WoW is a program that focuses on
building the bicycle skills of senior
women in Nova Scotia. Bicycle Nova
Scotia’s goal is to increase riders across
the province and to grow the numbers
of people using bicycles for both
transportation and recreation.
MODL took the initiative to create a
local group in the district. The group
meets weekly in Mahone Bay and takes
various routes, riding mostly on trails,
with the occasional road ride. We have
16 senior women in our group, with an
average of 8 riders per week.
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Women on Wheels
Members of our group participated in the Heartland Tour on July 11th. The Heartland Tour is a public
awareness campaign that uses the bicycle as a vehicle to educate and draw attention to a topic that is
of vital importance – the reduction of cardiac and health risk factors in the health of Nova Scotians.

53

Trailblazers
Trailblazers is a free, municipally
run outdoor after school program
focused on youth in grades 4-9
across the district with the
following goals:
• To connect youth with nature
• To engage youth in moderatevigorous physical activity
• To develop transferable
outdoor skills
• To educate the importance
respecting our environment
• To increase youth’s leadership
abilities
• To have fun in nature
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Trailblazers in Action
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Experiential Outdoor Education
Petite Rivière offers a fascinating environment for Trailblazers to explore, learn,
and challenge themselves. This natural setting was a favorite among Trailblazers
participants and staff.
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Disc Golf at the MARC

The MARC is now equipped with a complete 9-hole disc golf course –
the first completed course on the South Shore! The course will be
marked with tee off signs (9 red tees for amateur and 9 blue tees
for experienced) and a map of the course will be located on the
back of the kiosk near the parking lot.

57

58

For the Love of Disc Golf

Disc golf is about
getting outside,
enjoying nature,
under all conditions,
being physically
active and having fun
with like-minded
individuals.
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Grand Opening Event

Join us as we officially open our new and
improved disc golf course at the MARC! We
will be hosting a ‘trilogy’ event for all ages
and abilities to come out and play 18 holes!
We will also offer a free introduction to disc
golf starting at 1:00 pm.

Sunday, September 11th,
2016
Time: 2:00 pm - 3:30 pm
Location: MARC,
Dayspring.
Cost: $35 – includes 3
discs for you to keep and
a prize bag!
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Upcoming Program
Opportunities

A Walk in the
Park

Women’s
Basketball

Sunset Paddle &
Yoga

A 4 week series will have us visit
different parks and trails around
the District. After our walk, we
will enjoy a picnic lunch.

Recreational basketball for
women ages 18+. A great way
to stay active and have fun! In
partnership with the YMCA.

Experience the LaHave Islands by
sea kayak during the most beautiful
light of the day. Once you reach the
islands, you will enjoy an outdoor
yoga session on the beach.

September 20 – Miller Point
September 27 – MARC
October 4 – River Ridge Common
October 11 – Indian Falls

Wednesdays, 6:30 pm - 8:30
pm, starting September 14
Lunenburg County YMCA.

Sunday, September 18, 4:30 pm 7:30 pm. Meet at Crescent Beach.

Meet at 11:00am each week.
FREE!

FREE!
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$50/person (includes kayak rental)

Council
August 23, 2016
Item: 11.1.2
Authorization: A. Dumaresq
RFP Award Recommendation

From:

Trudy Payne, Director Recreation Services
Roger Stein, A/Director Engineering Services

To:

Council

Re:

Tender 2016-05-401 - Design/Build for Wheelchair Accessible
Deck/Outdoor Space on the Program Building at the MARC.

Origin:

2016/17 Capital Budget

Recommended Motion:
Move that municipal Council award the tender for design
and construction of the MARC deck and outdoor space to
JND Construction in the amount of $42,988 plus HST.

Background:
The existing deck on the MARC program building is deteriorating. Prior to 2016/17 budget
deliberations, staff had the wooden structure inspected and the evaluation indicated
replacement was necessary. Subsequent to the budget deliberations, MODL was informed
we had received a Recreation facility Development Grant to replace the existing deck with
an expanded deck which will provide improved program space for municipal programs and
for community groups renting the facility. As a result of the grant, the municipality will be
able to replace the deck with the expanded structure without any additional funds required
from MODL beyond those already included in the capital budget. The details of the
procurement process are laid out below.
Scope of Work: To design and build a wheelchair accessible deck and outdoor space to
replace the current deck located on the Program Building at the MARC

Closing Date: 2016 August 11

Rejected RFP’s: 0
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Funding Sources
Gas Tax;
Provincial Grant
Tenderers
Rikjak Construction Ltd
C & R Gillis Contracting
Ltd.
Wood Chuckers Limited
JND Construction Ltd.

Budget FY 2016-17( incl. HST)

$50,000

Total Bid (excl. HST)
$108,938 or $54,068 – price varies
based on proposed materials
$42,510
$44,000
$42,988

All four submissions met the mandatory RFP requirements.
RFP Award Recommendation:

There were four evaluation criteria which were design (35%), proposed budget (20%),
professional experience/timelines (35%) and quality of the proposal (10%). Three staff
evaluated the proposals and the rankings for each company based on the evaluation
criteria are in order of the highest score to the lowest:
1.
2.
3.
4.

JND Construction Ltd.
Rikjak Construction Ltd.
Wood Chuckers Limited
C & R Gillis Contracting Ltd.

Therefore, it is recommended that Council award RFP 2016-05-401 wheelchair accessible
deck/outdoor space Design/Build to JND Construction Ltd. at the proposed RFP cost of
$42,988 plus HST.
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Council
August 23, 2016
Item: 11.2.1
Authorization: A. Dumaresq

Municipality of the District of Lunenburg

__________________________________________________________________________________________

210 Aberdeen Road Bridgewater Nova Scotia Canada B4V 4G8
Phone: 902-543-8181 / Fax: 902-543-7123 / Web Site: www.modl.ca

MEMORANDUM
Council
TO:
FROM: Brock Jeans, Municipal Engineer, EIT
DATE:
August 23, 2016
RE:
New Engineering Truck
_____________________________________________________________________________
Background:
The new engineering truck received capital budget approval for Fiscal 2017 for $25,000. Section 10.3 of
MDL - 33 - Purchasing and Tendering Policy authorizes this level of purchase via standing offer. Using
the Provincial standing offer, six trucks are available for purchase: two ½ ton and four ¼ ton pickup
trucks. In the event that a capital budget comes in over budget, Council must approve the over budget
amount before this expenditure can be made. The table below shows the Standing Offer price for each
truck.
Truck Make/Model
Chev Colorado 4x4
Nissan Frontier 4x4
GMC Canyon 4WD
Toyota Tundra 4WD
Toyota Tacoma 4WD
Chev Silverado 1500 4WD

Price
$29,058
$25,647
$34,855
$33,853
$33,135
$29,975

The Engineering department has determined that a ½ ton pickup truck is not necessary for what is
needed and that a ¼ ton 4x4 will be sufficient. Thus, the Nissan Frontier pickup truck for $25,647 plus
tax is recommended. The funds for the truck will be withdrawn from the depreciation reserve.
Recommendation:
That Municipal Council authorize the expenditure of $25,647 plus tax for
the purchase of the 2016 Nissan Frontier 4x4 pickup truck with funds
coming from MODL depreciation reserve.
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Council
August 23, 2016
Item: 12.1
Authorization: A. Dumaresq
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Council
August 23, 2016
Item: 13.4
Authorization: A. Dumaresq

Eric Hustvedt
18 The Lane
Broad Cove, NS
B0J 2H0

July 31, 2016
Immigration Appeal Division
Immigration & Refugee Board of Canada

Dear Panelists:
Re: Upholding 2014 Decision for David and Kathryn Wright as Permanent Residents
Hello. I write to you as the rural municipal councilor who has represented Voglers Cove and ten
other tiny communities in Lunenburg County for the last eight years.
I write in support of upholding the 2014 decision to grant Permanent Resident status to David
and Kathryn Wright.
As someone who grew up in a big city suburb, I know it is difficult for many people to
understand the impact individuals can have on the life of village of about 150 people within a fire
district of about 500 people.
So am I not exaggerating when I say that David and ‘Kat’ Wright have had a significant impact
on their community. David is a volunteer firefighter and member of the medical response team
with the small fire brigade in a remote rural area half an hour from the nearest hospitals. Quick
response to fire and medical calls is essential. David provides the other aspects of time required
for fire protections: practices, meetings and the frequent fund-raising activities that supplement
the fire tax. He is a highly visible element of all these efforts, where the few make a big impact .
Kat is one of a small core of volunteers that make the Voglers Cove Community Hall thrive. In a
community much too small for a school, post office or even a general store of any kind — in fact
none of these can be found in the fire district — a community hall is the centre of community life.
Kat’s most well-known contribution is spearheading the creation of a “Read & Share Corner”
program. Begun with a thousand books donated by the community, the program now generates
participation from surrounding communities. Kat also founded a Story Hour for Pre-Schoolers
and is active in reading events by Nova Scotia authors. She commits several hours to these
programs as well as other Hall programs and fund-raising activities.
In addition to being part of the community fabric of their community, David and Kat are both selfemployed through their design and editing work respectively.
I have only ever heard positive comments about either of them as I circulate on a weekly basis
…/2
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Upholding 2014 Decision re: David and Kathryn Wright
Hustvedt, p. 2
through the area I represent as a municipal councilor (eleven communities with a total
population of 2000).
It is not uncommon for young people to leave this area for economic reasons — sometimes to
go to the USA — only to return decades later when their economic situation has improved. The
Wrights are very much in this tradition.
In summary, David and Kathryn Wright have my unqualified support in their appeal for
permanent resident status. They are the kind of responsible, active, civic-minded individuals
that are indispensable in maintaining a thriving rural community.
The decision in 2014 was made on compassionate grounds in terms of compassion for Kat and
David. Upholding that decision in 2016 would be one of compassion for their community as
well.

Respectfully submitted,

Eric O. Hustvedt
902-677-2794
coveside@eastlink.ca
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