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ORIGIN

During the month of July, we conducted a public consultation program to gather input on our current
municipal polling districts and the number of voters in each district. This report outlines what we heard
during our consultation and the next steps in the boundary review process.

BACKGROUND

Every 8 years, municipalities in the province are required by s. 369 of the Municipal Government Act to
conduct a review of its polling districts. The current review is taking place this year in preparation for the
next Municipal Election in 2024.

The first phase of the review is to determine if the current 5 municipal polling districts are still the
appropriate number. The second part of the review will look at the districts to make sure that there are
about the same number of voters in each district. The target is for districts to be within +/-10%, only
allowing variances up to +/-25% in extraordinary circumstances where the Municipality can provide a
detailed written explanation confirming that factors such as community of interest or geography clearly
justify the necessity of an increased variance in a polling district.

In January, Council passed a motion directing the CAO “to commence the boundary review with the
intention of retaining the status quo with minor changes being made where necessary and with particular
attention being given to the boundary between District 2 and District 5 in the Oak Park — Riverhead area,
as that boundary has caused some confusion to residents in the past.” (C220101)

Although status quo is the intended outcome, public consultation is an inherent part of the review. The
type and amount of consultation is within council’s discretion, but it should give members of the public
an opportunity to express their views on the size of their council or upon the location of boundaries
municipal polling districts.



Our public consultation program included the following:

Dedicated Webpage
A dedicated webpage was launched towards the middle June which houses all the information relating to
the boundary review, including details of the public consultation.

Online Survey
An online survey with three questions was open from July 1 —July 31. The questions were:

1. Which community do you live in?
Barrington currently has 5 councillors, do you think this is an appropriate number? Why?
The current district boundaries are as follows. Are there any of these that you feel should change?
If so, why?

Open Houses
We hosted three in-person open houses:

1. Wednesday, July 13, 6-8 p.m. — Island and Barrington Passage Fire Hall, 1081 Highway 330,
Centerville

2. Wednesday, July 20, 6-8 p.m. — Barrington/Port la Tour Fire Hall, 165 Villagedale Road, Barrington
Wednesday, July 27, 6-8 p.m. — Woods Harbour Community Centre, 6881 Highway 3, Central
Woods Harbour

At these open houses, we provided background information on the review and provide the opportunity
for questions and feedback on the size of council. The format will be very informal, with information such
as our legislative requirements, district maps and historical data and a system for us to record questions
and feedback (i.e. comment cards, flip chart, etc.).

The entire process, including the public consultations, were promoted through our municipal website,
social media channels and through radio/print ads.

In addition to understanding what we heard during the consultation program, it's important to
understand the current statistics related to the number of voters per District as voter parity must be within
+/-10%, only allowing variances up to +/-25% in extraordinary circumstances. Here they are:

Polling District Number of Electors Varlat;#on fiieliy SN T be ol I;ectors
1 1,078 (12) (1.1)
2 1,326 236 21.7
3 955 (135) (12.4)
4 860 (230) (21.1)
5 1,231 141 12.9

Total number of electors: 5,450
Total number of Councillors: 5
Average number of electors per Councillor: 1,090



DISCUSSION

Open Houses

In total, 7 people attended our three open houses. Most viewed our maps and provided their input by
completing a paper copy of our survey. These responses were then inputted into the online survey,
therefore their feedback is captured in that data.

Survey

We received 104 total responses to our survey. In summary, 70.19 % of respondents believe that 5
districts/councillors is an appropriate number and 72.12% believe the districts should remain the same.
All of the responses to each question are attached to this report.

District 1/2 and 2/5 Boundary Change Option

Although it was only mentioned on a couple of occasions during our public consultation, Council asked
that attention be given to the boundary between District 2 and District 5 in the Oak Park — Riverhead area,
as that boundary has caused some confusion to residents in the past. We only heard this on a couple of
occasions during our public consultation, but we did develop an option that would see the remainder of
Riverhead Road move into District 2. Due maintain voter parity, some electors from District 2 would have
to be moved to another District. Based on history and discussions with residents and Councillors, the most
logical district seems to be District 1. The two last maps attached to this report show visually the boundary
changes and their related impact on electors. In summary, this is what the number of eligible electors
contained in each polling district would be:

Polling District Number of Electors Varlat;on from Avg. Number of I;ectors
1 1,293 203 (18.6)
2 1,245 155 14.2
3 955 (135) (12.4)
4 860 (230) (21.1)
5 1,097 7 0.6

BUDGET IMPLICATIONS

N/A

LEGAL IMPLICATIONS

N/A

PUBLIC CONSULTATION/COMMUNICATIONS

N/A



RECOMMENDATION

All in all, the voter parity variances with the boundaries as they are would be within the +/- 10%-25%
threshold and | believe we would not have any issues with justifying those that are above the targeted +/-
10% due to community of interest and geography.

That said, if Council were interested in addressing the supposed confusion of the Riverhead Road, | believe
the option presented would be the most logical and simple based on history and discussions with residents
and Councillors.

SUGGESTED MOTION

Move to direct the CAO to draft an application to the UARB to confirm the present number of councillors
at 5, and further, to confirm the boundaries of the polling districts as they current are.

Move to direct the CAO to draft an application to the UARB to confirm the present number of councillors
at 5, and further, to confirm the boundaries of the polling districts with the amendment to the boundary
between Districts 2 and 5 and Districts 1 and 2, as presented.

ALTERNATIVES
N/A
ATTACHMENTS

=  Boundary Review Public Consultation Survey Results
= Current District 1 Map

= Current District 2 Map

= Current District 3 Map

= Current District 4 Map

= Current District 5 Map

= District 1 and 2 Boundary Change Option Map

= District 2 and 5 Boundary Change Option Map



Barrington currently has 5 councillors,
do you think this is an appropriate

The current district boundaries are as
follows (click here for a map of each
district). Are there any of these that

Which community do you live in? number? Why? you feel should change? If so, why?
Barrington No Too many. 2 Councillors and a Mayor.  [No.
Woods Harbour Yes George can handle it. No.
We should have 2 Councillors and a
Woods Harbour No Mayor. No.
1 East, 1 West and a Mayor. Should
Woods Harbour No have less. No.
Too many. One mayor, one east
Woods Harbour No councillor and one west councillor. No.
No more cape island east or west. One
councillor for cape island, one for
Barrington east, west. Charles ville to
Because the job of a councillor consists [barrington passage, cape island to
of regurgitating the wants and or needs |barrington passage, Clyde to barrington
Barrington No of those in our community passage.
1 for the east, 1 for the west, 1 for Cape
Island. We are a small place. Dona€™t
need that many. Should save money
Barrington No Can run the place on 3 and this is the best place to save.
Clarks harbour Yes Nice to have different opinions No
They're too complicated and split
There should be one from each communities. Districts should comprise
South Sidd No community. entire communities, whether 1, 2, or 3.
I don't know if too few or too many; no
Blanche Yes idk button nope--they look pretty good to me
Having more would just create more
disagreements and controversy. Five is
plenty if they work together for the
Barrington Passage Yes betterment of the entire Municipality. [Look OK at present.
Each councillor can focus on their
Barrington Yes district without being overwhelmed. No
oak park Yes its not that big a place nope
| believe we can function with fewer Districts could be combined although |
Bear Point No members of council. wouldnd€™t know which, or how.
Port La Tour Yes No
Barrington passage Yes Their area is right size 3 &4 could be combined
Seems like #5 is rather large compared
Barrington No to the rest
barrington passage Yes small area no change needed
Wood's Harbour Yes Small municipality No
Sufficient for population, meetings likely
Barrington West Yes long enough already No
Barrington No There should be fewer councillors Unsure
I think more councilors would better
serve the people and more decisions
makers are better representing the Yes more councilors thus more districts.
Clyde River No community. Separate accordingly.
| just do, not even sure they need that
many. Sorry to seem harsh but | think
the municipality needs to look into
helping the elderly . | have heard from a
very good person that some are eating
cat and dog food . They cand€™t afford
to pay bills, rent, and eat. So eating
comes last with whata€™s left.1a€™m
Barrington Yes sorry again but breaks my heart. No
Stoney Island Yes No




Clam Point, N.S. Yes seems adequate . no
Bear point Yes No
North East Point Yes No
We need appropriate representation for
Woods Harbour Yes the municipality No change
Clyde River Yes No
woods harbour Yes no
| feel our area does not warrant any
Villagedale Yes more based on population size | feel they are fine
Clam Point Yes It's not a very big area. No.
| feel as though East Bay should be a
smaller area and the remainder be
South side Yes added to West Bay
It seemed the logical answer since we
have only been in the area since April Cannot answer as new to the area since
Clam Point Yes 14th of this year April 14, 2022.
| am more aware of the impact that it is
having on Shag Harbour and Bear Point
| dond€™t feel that Shag Harbour/Bear [because that is the area that | live in but
Point do not have adequate | do feel that council better represented
representation when added to woods  [the whole municipality when there were
Harbour/Barrington respectively. The [more councillors. | feel that less
priority in these districts is the councillors silence the areas that were
Shag Harbour No existing/larger area. eliminated.
Barrington Passage Yes No
Barrington No Done District 4
Cape Island should have 1 more
Centerville No Councillor to Resident ratio is too low |councillor as should woods harbour
Clark's Harbour Yes for voting reasons. i imagine each district has a councillor??
Representative:populous ratio seems
Clyde River Yes fair No
More are unnecessary in a relatively As long as the number of constituents is
small area, but fewer would require reasonably the same these areas are
each councilor to have to contact too satisfactory. If the population shifts
many people to keep well enough significantly then the boundaries may
Barrington Yes informed. need to be shifted accordingly.
Shag harbour Yes They are sufficient. No.
Barrington Yes About all we can afford no
Cape Negro Yes no
District 5 is larger population, | would
think, has more of a business core,
which are additional responsibilities.
The other areas seems less populated
and smaller regions to manage
The district 5 councillor is getting a lot  |3€doesna€™t seem like fair
Barrington Yes done distribution
| believe this is a good number of
counsellors. Any more would be
overload, any less would not be able to
represent the people as well, given the
Port LaTour Yes sprawling population! No
Need more councillors. There appears ti
be a 2/3 split on council. For the most
part the present councillors have been
there a long time (with the exception of
Andrea Nickerson) this would allow
more diversity and new ideas as council
is a€ceold3€ not referring to age but
length of time there and it would
diversify the 2/3 situation and lessen
the large geographic areas they now Similar divisions as we had at the time
Stoney Island No represent. of a 7 member council




Barrington West and Barrinton East

Barrington West Yes should be within the same boundary.
Clam Point Yes 5is plenty No
Thata€™s about 1000 voters per
councillor. | thanks thata€™s not too
Barrington Passage Yes much for one to handle. No
Port Clyde Yes No
Not that | can see. You may have some
It is a small population municipal unit minor adjustments based on population
Upper Port LaTour Yes with less than 1500 voters per district. |shifts.
Stoney Island No not sure
Woods harbour Yes No
Charlesville No Too large of an area Areas are too large
South Side Yes No
Shag Harbour No No
Minor changes could be made to right-
size district 2 by adding some
communities to district 1 or 5. Why is
the island divided east-west into two
districts rather than north-south?
Barrington is a small municipality. 5 Northeast Point, Centreville, Stoney
districts accounts for each councillor Island and Clam Point being a district.
representing approximately 1500 Newellton, West Head, Hawk, Lower
residents, if district boundaries are Clark's Harbour and South Side being
Stoney Island Yes drawn appropriately. the other.
Brass Hill Yes Good representation No
The people voted for a mayor twice.The
Wood3€™s Harbour No people should be heard. All
They have to deal with their
communities of interest as well as
respond to the public while often
Barrington Yes working a full time job . No
Woods Harbour Yes no
Gives a better chance of more points of
Bear Point Yes view and no coersion. no
Three are oversized (distance) for 2,5,and 1 why? See answcer in
District 2 No proper representation. question 3
Clam Point Yes No
Lower Clark's Harbour Yes It's a big municipality Clarks Harbour should be added.
Because the MOB is a very diverse and
widely spread geographical area. We
need more representation for more
Barrington No areas/localities No
Port la Tour Yes It is too much of a area for less people  [No
The population and geographical spread
Port Clyde No of the community needs more attention |No opinion
Yes, Wood Harbour- Charlesville should
have own, Shag Harbour to Doctors
Cove should have one. Barrington / Oak
Park one, Cape Island 2.Clyde/Baccaro/
Shag Harbour No | think we need 2 more, Villagedale 2
We think that the money spent in more
than needed councillors could be put to
use for recreation, heated pools, Cape Sable | think is 3 and 4 could be
Centreville No sidewalks extended, etc. united as 1.
South Side No Yes
North East Point Yes Allows for different opinions/viewpoint |No




The more people we have to make
decisions on our behalf the better. If
you only have a few they will have more
chance to just do what they want with

Woods harbour Yes no one to challenge them. No
Five seems representative of the area
Port LaTour Yes population. No.
NEP to West Head is a lot smaller than
Charlesville to Lower Shag Harbour. The
latter encompasses a lot of people
where the former is a quite small area.
It3€™s a large area that has areas that
Shag Harbour Yes get overlooked for projects
District 2 Yes No
Port LaTour Yes no change
| feel there's enough councilors to
manage but there may be certain areas [l feel district 1 and 5 is bigger than the
of their commitments that could benefit |others but those areas are more rural
from having some help and doesn't have as much stuff to be
Barrington Passage Yes managing/planning/etc... managed and such.
Barrington No To many Have less
Seven was too many, and | think three is
Newellton Yes too few. No.
newellton Yes no
| dond€™t believe 5 people should
Barrington Passage No represent 7000+ No
Coffinscroft Yes No
5 people can't accurately represent We need more counselors so it should
Clyde river No almost 7000 people be less condensed
Barrington Passage Yes No
Baccaro Yes Cost effective, equal representation No
Because in comparison to adjacent
municipalities who have have the
population of MOB and have seven
councillors, MOB has too many I know from personal experience and
residents under each district. | feel like |family/friends' comments that Shag
having over 1000 residents per Harbour/Bear Point prefer their own
Clam Point No councillor is too high. district.
Newellton Yes No
Bear Point Yes No
Barrington Yes For best representation No change
Barrington Yes Right number for our population No
Shag harbour Yes No
Oak Park Yes It covers everyone No
Area is widespread, we have good
Barrington Yes coverage for amount of people Leave it alone
mcgray Yes small town small government no
We need a wider point of view with
Centreville No more people No change
smithsville Yes Too many people just creates confusion |No
We are small and do not need more
Upper Port la Tour Yes coverage by councillors. No
Clyde river Yes No
Shag Harbour Yes Looks good
Newellton Yes No
Pretty equal reprentation across the
South Side Yes Municipality. No
Barrington No Too many All of them
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MUNICIPALITY OF THE DISTRICT2TO 1
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DISTRICT OF BARRINGTON POLLING DISTRICT 2022-06-06
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