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REQUEST FOR DIRECTON 
 

TO: Committee of the Whole 

FROM: Beth Schumacher, Municipal Clerk 

SUBJECT: Boundary Review 2025 – Summary of Public Engagement 

DATE: 25/11/2025 

SUMMARY 

From October 20 through November 19, 2025, municipal staff undertook a series of public 
engagement efforts to bring awareness to and gather feedback from County residents 
regarding the municipal boundary review, and specifically on the conceptual revisions to the 
polling district boundaries approved by Municipal Council for consultation purposes at their 
meeting on October 14, 2025.  

BACKGROUND 

This report is an update on the process of the 2025 Boundary Review.  For a full background of 
the topic of boundary review and the timelines for why the County is undertaking its review in 
2025, please consult the following staff reports previously presented this year: 

• February 26, 2025 Boundary Review Next Steps 

• September 9, 2025 Boundary Review Preliminary Mapping 

An important part of the boundary review process is the meaningful engagement with the 
community regarding the proposed outcomes of the review.  For the first part of the review, 
which determined the number of Councillors and Districts to be considered, the efforts 
undertaken in late 2023 and early 2024 were considered to be recent and definitive enough to 
carry forward and be used for the remainder of the review occurring in 2025.  To refresh, the 
work done by Stantec included an analysis of how the Municipality compared to other rural 
communities in Nova Scotia with respect to council size, and involved a first phase consultation 
process, which consisted of a public meeting on September 25, 2023, and an online public survey 
that was open from September 18 to October 11, 2023.     In December 2023, Municipal Council 
confirmed that they wished to proceed to public consultation with ten-district options based on 
the results of the feedback received from that consultation.   

In early 2025, staff presented the newly elected Municipal Council with the background of the 
2023/24 boundary review exercise, and on March 11, 2025 confirmed by motion to utilize the 
results of the first phase of the 2023/24 boundary review and proceed with ten districts for the 
second phase of the review.  Council also directed staff to undertake the review internally, using 
a mapping consultant as needed, instead of using an external consultant as was done in 2023.  
Once mapping was updated with numbers from the 2024 list of electors, staff met individually 
with each councillor to discuss the proposed modifications to the boundaries.  In several 
instances, staff also met with councillors in groups, to facilitate discussion about the relationships 
in the areas between two districts where a change in boundary lines was under consideration. 
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Once these changes were incorporated into new maps, staff brought the draft mapping to the 
Committee for review and discussion at their meetings on September 9, September 23, and 
October 14th, 2025 before requesting approval of the propose mapping for the purpose of public 
consultation on October 14, 2025. 

DISCUSSION 

Approach to Public Consultation 

Staff took an approach to public consultation that looked to have a broad outreach to make the 
public aware of the process and the desire for their engagement and feedback.  Several 
mediums of outreach were utilized; the primary methods of information sharing were the 
municipal website page about the process, as well as in-person/virtual information sessions 
held over a period of three weeks. 

Based on feedback from members of Council, staff looked to hold information sessions in every 
community in the County, to make the information sessions as accessible as possible.  In 
addition to this, each session was broadcast on Zoom, where available, to make the meetings 
available to those unable to travel to attend in-person.  The sessions were primarily held during 
the evening hours of 7-9pm, with one session held mid-afternoon to capture those not able to 
attend in the evening.  All the sessions were made with identical presentation material and 
format, to ensure that a resident from any part of the county could attend any meeting as their 
availability permitted and receive the same information. 

The schedule and locations for these meetings were as follows: 

Date Time Location Address 

Monday October 20 7-9pm St. Joseph’s Lakeside 
Community Centre 

2752 Ohio East Rd, 
St. Josephs 

Tuesday October 21 7-9pm Mini Trails 
Community Centre 

4382 Highway 337, 
Lakevale 

Wednesday October 22 1-3pm Municipal Office 285 Beech Hill Road, 
Beech Hill 

Thursday October 23 7-9pm St. Andrews 
Community Centre 

81 Pomquet River 
Road, St. Andrews 

Friday October 24 7-9pm Pomquet Community 
Centre (Société 
Acadienne Sainte-
Croix) 

791 Taylors Rd, 
Pomquet 

Wednesday October 29 7-9pm Heatherton & Area 
Community Centre 

42 Summerside Rd, 
Heatherton 

Monday November 3 7-9pm Havre Boucher 
Community Centre 

12401 Highway 4, 
Havre Boucher 
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Tuesday November 4 7-9pm Arisaig Parish 
Community Centre 

5548 Highway 245, 
Arisaig 

Wednesday November 5 7-9pm St. Andrews Junior 
School (SAJS) 

2 Appleseed Dr, 
Antigonish 

Thursday November 6 7-9pm Tracadie & District 
Fire Hall 

10205 Highway 4, 
Monastery 

The methods of informing the public of these sessions that were utilized included the following: 

• Information posted on the municipal website 

• Information shared on the municipal social media page (Facebook) 

• Radio advertisements 

• Notices in church bulletins through the county 

• Posters distributed throughout the community and at the municipal office  

In addition to this, the Warden filmed an information clip that was shared online with residents 
to let them know about the upcoming opportunities to engage and also appeared on a local 
podcast to speak about the boundary review.  Further, while the County Connect publication 
went to print before the engagement session schedule was set, there was information about 
the process and directing residents of the window of consultation and where to find information 
on the municipal website featured in the publication, which was distributed throughout the 
community shortly before the consultation sessions began.  One limitation to outreach was the 
Canada Post strike through September and into early October, which complicated the delivery 
of the County Connect publications and meant that direct mailouts to residents was not a 
reliable option. 

One change was made to the schedule of consultation sessions.  In response to a death in the 
community of Paqtnkek, being in the area of the meeting taking place of the Tracadie & District 
Fire Hall, and the public wake for that community member taking place at the same time as the 
proposed meeting on November 6th, that session was rescheduled to take place on Monday 
November 10th.  That change of date was advertised through the municipal website and social 
media, as well as through radio advertising as soon as the need for the change was identified. 

Attendance at the information session varied, but overall, 146 individuals signed-in or attended 
virtually, divided amongst the sessions as follows: 

Session Date and Location Sign-ins Virtual Attendees 

Monday October 20 
St. Josephs 

5 0 

Tuesday October 21 
Mini Trail Community Centre 

14 2 

Wednesday October 22 
Municipal Office 

1 2 
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Thursday October 23 
St. Andrews Community 
Centre 

10 0 

Friday October 24 
Pomquet 

0 0 

Wednesday October 29 
Heatherton  

23 2 

Monday November 3 
Havre Boucher 

35 2 

Tuesday November 4 
Arisaig 

10 1 

Wednesday November 5 
SAJS 

2 0 

Monday November 10 
Tracadie & District Fire Hall 

35 2 

Totals 135 11 

Staff also spent a Saturday at the local Farmer’s Market, making use of the community table 
available at that facility, to engage with patrons about the boundary review process and 
encourage attendance at the remaining sessions.  A count of those that visited the table was 
not possible, as staff was too busy for the four hours to be able to reliably keep track. 

Additionally, on November 19th, staff attended the grade 9 civics class at a local high school to 
speak about the boundary review process and encouraged those students to engage with their 
families and as a class to provide their input on the process as well.   

Feedback Received through Public Consultation 

Over the course of the public consultation period, staff received not only the feedback at the 
meetings and while speaking to individuals at the market, but also received several emails from 
residents with questions, expressing concerns, or providing options/alternatives to the draft 
boundaries that were shared at the meeting.  This feedback has been compiled, and is included 
as Appendix A to this report, so that members of the committee are able to read this 
correspondence to hear the residents’ voices directly instead of a staff interpretation of their 
concerns.   

The following is a summary of the questions and comments fielded by staff at the public 
information sessions and day at the market: 

• Why is the County doing this? 

• Are there other ways to divide the districts?  For example, by fire department areas? 

• Why are you looking at electors and not population? 

• Would it be easier to have fewer/more districts? 
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• I feel that my area has more in common with somewhere in an adjacent district (examples 
of Lakevale / Mt. Cameron / North Grant / Pomquet Forks / East Tracadie / Summerside 
and Bayfield) 

• Concerns about existing councillors now being outside of the district that they represent 

• Anticipated areas of growth requiring more changes of boundaries in the future 

• Differences between the polling district maps and the fire district maps, and the impacts 
of this due to fire department by-laws noting residency requirements. 

• Concerns about community organizations or community funding that use polling districts 
to define service areas / benefit areas being impacted by a change.  Examples of SASHA 
and wind turbine development benefit. 

• Concerns about changing districts when closely involved in the community centre 
associated with their current district – optics and associations 

• Concerns that the process is too slow / too fast (both mentioned in the same meeting) 

During these consultation sessions, a resident identified that the numbers of electors that were 
on the maps prepared by the mapping consultant were not consistent with the numbers that 
were published in the preliminary election results after the October 2024 election.  In response 
to this enquiry, staff went to back to check the figures from the mapping with the final list of 
electors (post revising) and did find that there were discrepancies in the numbers, despite the 
consultant having this information when preparing the mapping earlier in the year.   

Staff then spent a considerable amount of time to manually cross-reference the numbers for 
each of the communities using the numbers from the final list of electors and will carry forward 
with using these numbers as any revisions are being considered to the mapping.  To summarize, 
the difference between the two data sets was 325 electors (13,165 vs. 12,840), with the 
communities with the largest discrepancies being St. Andrews, Paqtnkek, and Mattie 
Settlement. 

Changes Proposed for Consideration by the Committee 

In response to the feedback received from the community during the consultation period, staff 
is looking at recommending that the committee consider the following changes to the proposed 
boundaries: 

• Changes to Districts 1, 2, and 4, to reflect the comments from residents at the Mini Trail 
and Arisaig sessions, as well as at the Market, who noted that they felt that Antigonish 
Landing (Mount Cameron) and the Cloverville/North Grant communities had more in 
common with each other and should be grouped together.  As a result of this change, the 
community of Pleasant Valley is proposed to move from District 1 to District 4.  All 
communities currently shown in District 2, apart from Antigonish Landing and Lanark, are 
proposed to move into District 1. 

• Changes to Districts 6 and 7, to move areas that were proposed to go from District 6 to 7 
in Lower South River (South River Loop, along Highway 316) and most of Pomquet Forks 
back into District 6. 
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• Changes to Districts 3 and 6, to move the communities of Glen Road and Pinevale from 
District 6 back into District 3, to balance out the changes between District 6 and 7.  Copper 
Lake is also proposed to move from District 3 to District 6.

• Changes to Districts 7 and 8, to move the communities of Summerside and Bayfield, from 
District 8 back into District 7.

• Changes to Districts 8 and 9, to move East Tracadie to be fully within District 8, as well as 
the communities of Mattie Settlement and Grosvenor to move from District 9 back in to 
District 8.

These proposed changes would modify the district counts, percentages, and percent different 
from the mean to be as follows: 

List Figures 

District Total Electors Proposed List Figures % of Electors List Figures 
% Difference from Mean List 
Figure of 13165 

1 1383 10.50% 5.05% 
2 1410 10.71% 7.10% 
3 1394 10.59% 5.89% 
4 1391 10.57% 5.66% 
5 922 7.00% -29.97% 
6 1437 10.91% 9.15% 
7 1265 9.61% -3.91% 
8 1368 10.39% 3.91% 
9 1198 9.10% -9.00% 

10 1398 10.62% 6.19% 

As noted in the table, staff utilized the community counts from the final list of electors, as 
opposed to the mapping data that was prepared and utilized earlier in the process, for the 
highest level of confidence in the accuracy of elector distribution. 

These changes still leave District 5 significantly lower than the +/-10% range, and even below 
the +/-25% range that is recommended as the maximum extent of permitted variance.  
However, where all of the other districts work with this arrangement, and where District 5 
has such defined physical boundaries (Highway 104 and the water), staff is still looking to 
proceed with this proposal and ask the NSUARB for consideration of this extent of variance 
for this review. 

NEXT STEPS 

These finding are being presented to the Committee of the Whole for information, while the 
mapping suggestions are being put forward for the committee’s consideration and direction 
regarding any further revisions in advance of staff looking to bring a final report forward at the 
December 9, 2025 meeting. 



From: Beth Schumacher
To: "Corey LeBlanc"
Subject: RE: EXTERNAL: Boundary review public sessions, map
Date: October 16, 2025 10:52:00 AM
Attachments: Poster.pdf

2025 - Sept 9 - AT Revised Electoral Districts (002).pdf

Hi Corey,

I’ve attached a copy of the proposed boundary change map, and a copy of the poster that
we’ve created to advertise the public sessions.

We’re also adding details to our webpage for the boundary review today, and it can be found
here: https://antigonishcounty.ca/boundary-review-2025/

Cheers,

Beth

From: Corey LeBlanc <l > 
Sent: October 15, 2025 12:30 PM
To: Beth Schumacher <Beth.Schumacher@antigonishcounty.ca>
Subject: EXTERNAL: Boundary review public sessions, map

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Hi. Beth, in the next couple of days, is it possible to get an electronic copy of proposed map
and the schedule for public sessions for boundary review?
Thanks for your help.
Best
Corey 
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From: Beth Schumacher
To: "Dianne Fitzpatrick"
Subject: RE: EXTERNAL: Boundary review
Date: October 16, 2025 10:42:00 AM
Attachments: 2025 - Sept 9 - AT Revised Electoral Districts (002).pdf

Hi Dianne,
 
Thanks for reaching out. 
 
Our current district boundaries are best reviewed online, and are posted here:
https://edpc.maps.arcgis.com/apps/Viewer/index.html?
appid=e25386cbab3c4639aa20e8ead9388d63
 
I’ve attached a file that shows the district boundaries as they are proposed to be redrawn.
 
We’re working on some updates to our website for the boundary review today, but it will be a
good resource for additional information about the boundary review process.  It can be found
here: https://antigonishcounty.ca/boundary-review-2025/ .  Stay tuned to the County’s
Facebook page for further updates as well.
 
Cheers,
 
Beth
 
From: Dianne Fitzpatrick  
Sent: October 15, 2025 3:34 PM
To: Beth Schumacher <beth.schumacher@antigonishcounty.ca>
Subject: EXTERNAL: Boundary review

 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

 
Good afternoon, Beth.
 
Are you able to send me a copy of current and proposed boundaries please.
 
Thank you.
 
Dianne Fitzpatrick 
West Havre Boucher 
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From: Beth Schumacher
To: "Francis Chisholm"
Subject: RE: EXTERNAL: boundary review
Date: October 16, 2025 10:49:00 AM
Attachments: 2025 - Sept 9 - AT Revised Electoral Districts (002).pdf

Hi Francis,
 
Thanks for reaching out. 
 
Our current district boundaries are best reviewed online, and are posted here:
https://edpc.maps.arcgis.com/apps/Viewer/index.html?
appid=e25386cbab3c4639aa20e8ead9388d63
 
I’ve attached a file that shows the district boundaries as they are proposed to be redrawn.  This file
will allow you to zoom in closer to take a look at the proposed changes.
 
We’re working on some updates to our website for the boundary review today, but it will be a good
resource for additional information about the boundary review process.  It can be found here:
https://antigonishcounty.ca/boundary-review-2025/ .  Stay tuned to the County’s Facebook page for
further updates as well.
 
Cheers,
 
Beth

 
 
From: Francis Chisholm  
Sent: October 15, 2025 12:39 PM
To: Beth Schumacher <beth.schumacher@antigonishcounty.ca>
Subject: EXTERNAL: boundary review
 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

 
Good Day,
Just wondering on County’s facebook page you have the picture of the current Boundaries and the
proposed ones, yet on the county website I can only see the current boundaries and not the picture
of the proposed one. Will that be uploaded to the website  so that one is able to see it. When I
enlarge it on the facebook page it becomes very blurry.
Thanks 
Frances Chisholm
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From: Beth Schumacher
To: "Terry Penny"
Subject: RE: EXTERNAL: Re: Mini Trail
Date: October 16, 2025 10:54:00 AM
Attachments: 2025 - Sept 9 - AT Revised Electoral Districts (002).pdf

Hi Terry,
 
I’ve attached a copy of the map that should be able to be enlarged without too much distortion.
 
Cheers,
 
Beth
 
From: Terry Penny  
Sent: October 15, 2025 12:24 PM
To: Beth Schumacher <Beth.Schumacher@antigonishcounty.ca>
Subject: EXTERNAL: Re: Mini Trail

 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

 
Absolutely. Will post today. I will also share to the Friends of 337 page. Is it possible to get a
copy of the boundary map used in the poster - one that could be enlarged without distortion?
Thanks. Terry
Sent from my iPhone

On Oct 15, 2025, at 11:43 AM, Beth Schumacher
<Beth.Schumacher@antigonishcounty.ca> wrote:

Hi Terry,
 
I was wondering if the Mini Trails Community Centre could share the following
social media post, to help to get word out about the open house that we’ve booked
there on Tuesday evening. 
 
My colleague Meg has prepared a graphic (attached), as well as the following
wording to provide context about the purpose of the meeting:
 

What is a Boundary Review?
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Antigonish County is divided into electoral districts, with each district
represented by a member of Council. Currently, there are ten districts, and
the boundaries were last set in 2014. The purpose of a boundary review is
to ensure that the number of districts is appropriate for the community and
that the boundaries are drawn so each district has, as much as possible,
the same number of electors.

 
What Does This Mean To You?

 
Because populations grow and shift, the current district boundaries no
longer reflect an even distribution of residents across Antigonish County.
Updating the boundaries ensures fair and effective representation for all
residents, no matter where they live. This means your electoral district
may change as boundaries are redrawn to balance the number of electors
across all ten districts.

 
How Can You Be Involved?

 
Upcoming Information Sessions will give residents an opportunity to learn
more about the boundary review, ask questions, and share their feedback.
Your input will help shape district boundaries that reflect the needs of our
community and ensure fair representation on Council.
All Information Sessions are open to the public, and all residents are
encouraged to attend. While the goal is to host an open house in every
district, you’re welcome to attend any session. Sessions will also be
available online if possible.

 
 Thanks,
 
Beth
 
<Mini Trail.png>
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From: Beth Schumacher
To: "sharon boudreau"
Subject: RE: EXTERNAL: good afternoon
Date: October 20, 2025 4:33:00 PM

Hi Sharon,
 
Where we don’t deal with the fire department boundaries (and by “catchment area” I was
trying to refer to the area that a fire department deals with, in a way that would distinguish it
from the municipal electoral boundary), I’m not fully informed regarding the process that fire
departments use when they establish or revise their boundaries.  I will do my best to try to
answer your questions regarding the fire departments though.
 
Regarding the levy, our Tax Department team uses the fire department map that I sent the link
for earlier today to identify what residents fall within the area for each fire department, and that
would not be impacted by our electoral boundaries changing. 
 
I don’t know if the fire departments have certain agreements or terms of reference that apply to
their members, so I’m answering your other question based on what I see on the fire
department map and our existing electoral boundaries.  Where several of our other fire
departments have areas that include more than one district (e.g. Pomquet covers an area that
includes Districts 5 and 7, North Shore covers parts of Districts 1 and 2, and County covers
parts of Districts 3, 2, 4, 10, and 1), I don’t think that there is a restriction based on electoral
district. 
 
I hope that answers your follow-up questions.
 
Cheers,
 
Beth
 
From: sharon boudreau  
Sent: October 20, 2025 3:38 PM
To: Beth Schumacher <beth.schumacher@antigonishcounty.ca>
Subject: Re: EXTERNAL: good afternoon

 
Sorry lots of questions .. 
so fire members from two different districts can be on the same fire department?
I just need clarification 
Thank you 
Sharon 
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Sent from my iPhone

On Oct 20, 2025, at 1:08 PM, Beth Schumacher
<beth.schumacher@antigonishcounty.ca> wrote:

Hi Sharon,
 
Thanks for reaching out with your question about whether the change in the
municipal electoral districts will result in a change in the local fire department
catchment areas. 
 
This boundary review exercise does not change the fire department catchment
boundaries, and fire department catchment boundaries are not matched to the
municipal electoral boundaries.  Fire department catchment boundaries are set by
the fire departments themselves, and the municipality is not involved in setting
those boundaries.
 
A map of the fire department catchment area boundaries, last updated in 2021, is
available online here: https://www.arcgis.com/apps/PublicGallery/map.html?
appid=dbe77eeb7a1f470288612996b78e5853&webmap=1a6b226adcb941d39
67d9f80ab3b7d02
 
Regarding your comment regarding only half of East Tracadie proposed to be in
District 9, with the other half in District 8, there were some instances where some
of the communities within a district needed to be split in order for each district to
fall within the range of electors that they must have (which is +/- 10% of the
median number of electors).  East Tracadie is an example of a community on the
edge of a boundary division where the numbers needed by/in each district meant
that we looked at an easy-to-reference way (e.g. using a road) to divide the
number of electors between the two adjacent districts.
 
I hope that information addressed your question and concern.
 
Thank-you,
 
Beth
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From: sharon boudreau  
Sent: October 17, 2025 12:43 PM
To: Beth Schumacher <beth.schumacher@antigonishcounty.ca>
Subject: EXTERNAL: good afternoon

 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

 
Good afternoon ! 
 I am looking at the proposed boundary reviews right now,and need a few things
answered........ . I live in District# 8 at the moment, looking at the proposed....we
will become # 9 but only half of East Tracadie , the other half in District #8 , WTH ,
so my question is our district would change , where will the fire department be that
we depend upon , Monastery 5 minutes away, (we are all members of this
department in this household  ) or would we have to wait for Harvre Boucher,  20
minutes away,  my husband is Fire Chief for the Tracadie and District
Volunteer Fire department in Monastery ...we have 10members that will fall into
this , half in Monastery in a different district,  the rest in East Tracadie and Linwood
but in different districts this is not sitting well with me please shed some light on
this please so I know what I will be saying in our meeting in November at our Fire
Hall
Thank you 
Sharon Boudreau 
 
Thanks and have a great day !!!!
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From: Beth Schumacher
To: "sharon boudreau"
Cc: Megan MacInnis
Subject: RE: EXTERNAL: good afternoon
Date: October 20, 2025 1:08:00 PM

Hi Sharon,
 
Thanks for reaching out with your question about whether the change in the municipal electoral
districts will result in a change in the local fire department catchment areas. 
 
This boundary review exercise does not change the fire department catchment boundaries,
and fire department catchment boundaries are not matched to the municipal electoral
boundaries.  Fire department catchment boundaries are set by the fire departments
themselves, and the municipality is not involved in setting those boundaries.
 
A map of the fire department catchment area boundaries, last updated in 2021, is available
online here: https://www.arcgis.com/apps/PublicGallery/map.html?
appid=dbe77eeb7a1f470288612996b78e5853&webmap=1a6b226adcb941d3967d9f80ab3
b7d02
 
Regarding your comment regarding only half of East Tracadie proposed to be in District 9, with
the other half in District 8, there were some instances where some of the communities within a
district needed to be split in order for each district to fall within the range of electors that they
must have (which is +/- 10% of the median number of electors).  East Tracadie is an example
of a community on the edge of a boundary division where the numbers needed by/in each
district meant that we looked at an easy-to-reference way (e.g. using a road) to divide the
number of electors between the two adjacent districts.
 
I hope that information addressed your question and concern.
 
Thank-you,
 
Beth
 
 
 
From: sharon boudreau  
Sent: October 17, 2025 12:43 PM
To: Beth Schumacher <beth.schumacher@antigonishcounty.ca>
Subject: EXTERNAL: good afternoon
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CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

 
Good afternoon ! 
 I am looking at the proposed boundary reviews right now,and need a few things answered........
. I live in District# 8 at the moment, looking at the proposed....we will become # 9 but only half
of East Tracadie , the other half in District #8 , WTH , so my question is our district would
change , where will the fire department be that we depend upon , Monastery 5 minutes away,
(we are all members of this department in this household  ) or would we have to wait for
Harvre Boucher,  20 minutes away,  my husband is Fire Chief for the Tracadie and District
Volunteer Fire department in Monastery ...we have 10members that will fall into this , half in
Monastery in a different district,  the rest in East Tracadie and Linwood but in different districts
this is not sitting well with me please shed some light on this please so I know what I will be
saying in our meeting in November at our Fire Hall
Thank you 
Sharon Boudreau 
 
Thanks and have a great day !!!!
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From: Beth Schumacher
To: "Terry Penny"
Subject: RE: EXTERNAL: Re: Mini Trail
Date: October 20, 2025 4:19:00 PM
Attachments: image001.png

Hi Terry,
 
Here is the tally of the communities that are proposed to make up District 10:
 

 
West River (select) is referring to the part of the community of West River that is being included
in District 4.  Unfortunately, it appears that the label for the rest of West River was omitted
from the final draft of the map.
 
Thanks for flagging that, so that I could be prepared for that question if it comes up at a session.
 
Cheers,
 
Beth
 
From: Terry Penny  
Sent: October 20, 2025 3:26 PM
To: Beth Schumacher <Beth.Schumacher@antigonishcounty.ca>
Subject: Re: EXTERNAL: Re: Mini Trail

 
Hi Beth
In preparation for the meeting I have been reviewing the attached map. Could you clarify
District 10 numbers for me. When I review the map, Williams Point (201), Greenwold (328),
South River Rd (154), West River select (142) and Beech Hill are noted as parts of District 10.
This adds up to 874. The map indicates population of 1397 in this District. Am I reading the
map incorrectly? 
Thank you for any information you can provide. 
Terry Penny
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Sent from my iPhone

On Oct 16, 2025, at 11:11 AM, Terry Penny wrote:

Many thanks
Sent from my iPhone

On Oct 16, 2025, at 10:54 AM, Beth Schumacher
<Beth.Schumacher@antigonishcounty.ca> wrote:

Hi Terry,
 
I’ve attached a copy of the map that should be able to be enlarged
without too much distortion.
 
Cheers,
 
Beth
 
From: Terry Penny  
Sent: October 15, 2025 12:24 PM
To: Beth Schumacher <Beth.Schumacher@antigonishcounty.ca>
Subject: EXTERNAL: Re: Mini Trail

 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links
or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

 
Absolutely. Will post today. I will also share to the Friends of 337
page. Is it possible to get a copy of the boundary map used in the
poster - one that could be enlarged without distortion?
Thanks. Terry
Sent from my iPhone

On Oct 15, 2025, at 11:43 AM, Beth Schumacher
<Beth.Schumacher@antigonishcounty.ca> wrote:
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Hi Terry,
 
I was wondering if the Mini Trails Community Centre
could share the following social media post, to help to
get word out about the open house that we’ve booked
there on Tuesday evening. 
 
My colleague Meg has prepared a graphic (attached), as
well as the following wording to provide context about
the purpose of the meeting:
 

What is a Boundary Review?
 

Antigonish County is divided into electoral
districts, with each district represented by a
member of Council. Currently, there are ten
districts, and the boundaries were last set in
2014. The purpose of a boundary review is to
ensure that the number of districts is appropriate
for the community and that the boundaries are
drawn so each district has, as much as possible,
the same number of electors.

 
What Does This Mean To You?

 
Because populations grow and shift, the current
district boundaries no longer reflect an even
distribution of residents across Antigonish
County. Updating the boundaries ensures fair and
effective representation for all residents, no
matter where they live. This means your electoral
district may change as boundaries are redrawn to
balance the number of electors across all ten
districts.

 
How Can You Be Involved?

 
Upcoming Information Sessions will give
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residents an opportunity to learn more about the
boundary review, ask questions, and share their
feedback. Your input will help shape district
boundaries that reflect the needs of our
community and ensure fair representation on
Council.
All Information Sessions are open to the public,
and all residents are encouraged to attend. While
the goal is to host an open house in every district,
you’re welcome to attend any session. Sessions
will also be available online if possible.

 
 Thanks,
 
Beth
 
<Mini Trail.png>

<2025 - Sept 9 - AT Revised Electoral Districts (002).pdf>
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Boundary Review - October 21, 2025


The establishment of municipal boundaries ought to be more than the arbitrary lines drawn 
based on population location. Municipal boundaries ought to respect the “natural” 
communities that have developed based on commonalities such as church, geographics, 
interactions, socialization patterns and industries such as farming and fisheries. 


When campaigning in District 2 last year, it was a common comment from folks, Why is the 245 
clumped in with the 337? We have nothing in common. Why is Lakevale divided in half? Why 
are we not over with the rest of the Cape? That’s where we belong? We have nothing in 
common with the needs of Mount Cameron.


These are not comments aimed at degrading one community or another but comments from 
people looking for boundaries based on those that naturally exist - our “natural” communities.


Patterns of the past are often difficult to address and break but with the scale of the present 
boundary review, it appears now is the time to address some of the divisions created with 
earlier municipal boundaries.


Council representation of areas that have limited commonalities create additional challenges 
for elected officials. Regrouping Districts to respect the natural boundaries, while balancing 
population numbers within the 10% mandate of the Municipal Government Act, will offer some 
respite to those elected in the “mixed” communities of present boundaries.


As Antigonish County continues to grow, much of our growth is occurring in the “fringe” area. 
These areas, while located in the County, are much more urban that rural. The concerns and 
needs of the “urban” county areas are very different than the “rural” county areas.  The 
character and services of “urban” areas are very different than those of “rural” areas. Again, 
respecting the “natural” communities could ease some of the challenges of council 
representation.


I thank staff for the tremendous amount of work that has gone into the proposed boundaries. I 
would like to ask that the divisions be reexamined with an eye on recognizing the natural 
communities of the 337 and the 245.


Never one to identify a concern without offering a possible solution, I am asking the planners 
and Council to consider the following reallocation of boundaries:


1. Move Antigonish Landing (population 704) from District 2 to District 10

2. Move remainder of District 2 to District 1

3. Move Maryvale (238), Pleasant Valley (179), Cloverville North (27), North Grant (323), 

Highfield & Maple Ridge (0) from District 1 to newly created District 2

4. Move Sylvan Valley (354) and Cloverville South (199) from District 4 to newly created 

District 2

5. Move West River (population 665) from District 10 to District 3

6. Move James River (143), Brierly Brook West (147), Addington Forks (161), Beaver Meadow 

(42) and Beaver Mtn (0) - TOTAL (493) from District 3 to District 4
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District Proposed Area Population

1 The natural fishing communities of Hwy 245 and Hwy 
337

1322

2 Communities of Hwy 245 from town line  to 
intersection of Hwy 245 & 337

1320

3 Hwy 7  & area 1443

4 Fringe #1 1346

10 Fringe #2 1436

5, 6, 7, 8, 9 No proposed changes
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From: Beth Schumacher
To: ; Nicholas MacInnis
Subject: RE: EXTERNAL: Boundary Lines
Date: October 29, 2025 1:54:00 PM

Good afternoon,
 
I wanted to respond to thank you for sending along your comments below.  I will include these
comments with the summary of feedback that I am collecting from the community through this
consultation process.
 
Thank-you,
 
Beth

 
 
From: dorothyteasdale00@gmail.com  
Sent: October 29, 2025 9:38 AM
To: Beth Schumacher <beth.schumacher@antigonishcounty.ca>; Nicholas MacInnis
<nicholas.macinnis@antigonishcounty.ca>
Subject: EXTERNAL: Boundary Lines

 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

 

Unfortunately, we were unable to attend the meeting in St. Andrew’s; however, we will be attending the meeting in
Heatherton this evening. I have attached an outline of our concerns regarding the boundary line being divided at Meadow
Green Road, which separates us from our community, as we reside at Pomquet River Road.  The boundary line should in
our opinion stop at the end of the Pomquet River Road.

Hi Nick:

I am writing to express my deep concern regarding the potential boundary
changes to St. Andrew’s.

I am a lifelong member of this community. My parents immigrated from
Holland and settled here in the late 1940s, and our family’s roots and ties to
St. Andrew’s run deep.

The Dutch settlers played a significant role in building this community.
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They invested not only their financial resources but also countless hours of
volunteer work to establish essential community infrastructure such as the
fire hall, community centre, curling rink, and seniors’ housing. Their efforts
were driven by a desire to ensure that future generations, their children and
grandchildren,  could enjoy a strong sense of belonging and community
spirit.

My husband Paul and I have raised our children here, and we are proud that
one of our daughters chose to return and raise her own family in St.
Andrew’s. She did so because she values the strong sense of community
that has always defined this area.

I respectfully ask that you take into consideration our heritage and history.
While we do not come from an Acadian background, our Dutch heritage is
deeply woven into the fabric of St. Andrew’s. Our parents and grandparents
worked tirelessly to help build the community’s identity, and we do not
want to see that legacy diminished or lost through boundary changes.

Thank you for taking the time to consider my concerns and for recognizing
the importance of preserving the heritage and unity of St. Andrew’s.

Dorothy & Paul Teasdale

 
Sent from my iPhone
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From: Beth Schumacher
To: "Harry Daemen"
Subject: RE: EXTERNAL: Boundary Review session
Date: October 29, 2025 1:36:00 PM

Good afternoon,

I wanted to respond to thank you for attending the session last week, and for sending along your additional
comments below.  I will include these with the summary of feedback that I am collecting from the community
through this consultation process.

Thank-you,

Beth

-----Original Message-----
From: Harry Daemen 
Sent: October 26, 2025 4:38 PM
To: Beth Schumacher <beth.schumacher@antigonishcounty.ca>
Subject: EXTERNAL: Boundary Review session

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Sorry I had to leave early from last Thursday's Boundary Review session in St Andrews to my 8:15PM curling. I do
hope that the hot topic of transferring that area from LSR ballfield to Trunk #4 does remain with District #6. In fact
that entire strip south of the old #4 LSR up to the Taylor's Rd are more connected with St Andrews through School,
Church, and the St Andrews Partnership organization. I think the balance had better come form the District 8
western side to include Bayfield and that area who are more connected to Heatherton area. This forced
preoccupation with balancing District#7, 8, &9  and yet totally willing to excuse district#5 that is dramatically
smaller. I doubt the French heritage aspect would be much of an argument when one considers South Side Harbour
&  Glenaire Estates inclusion as currently exists in District #5.  Williams Point & north of the Highway 104 to LSR
make sense to me to be in District #5 and then your District#10 might not have to be so jagged a shape; it also suits
the St Andrews Consolidated school service area better as that is a strong thread of community connectivity.

Bottom line for me is not so much voters per councillor but the connectivity of the area in terns of other services; we
just have to recall the Federal dividing line in the recent past to show this type of error in thinking. But having
provided these comments I do acknowledge that you have a tough task at hand as driven by Provincial mandates.

Harry Daemen
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From: Beth Schumacher
To:  Nicholas MacInnis
Subject: RE: EXTERNAL: Boundary Review - Comments on Proposed District 2
Date: October 29, 2025 1:26:00 PM

Good afternoon,
 
I wanted to make sure that I followed up to your email after our discussion at the
community centre in Lakevale last week, to let you know that I had received your
comments and would be including them with the summary of feedback received through
the public consultation process for the Boundary Review.
 
Thank-you again for attending the meeting last week.
 
Beth
 
From:  
Sent: October 21, 2025 2:27 PM
To: Nicholas MacInnis <nicholas.macinnis@antigonishcounty.ca>
Cc: Beth Schumacher <beth.schumacher@antigonishcounty.ca>
Subject: EXTERNAL: Boundary Review - Comments on Proposed District 2

 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

 

Hi Nick,

Just wanted to weigh in on the boundary review proposals.

The proposed District 2 currently extends from Antigonish Landing out to Lakevale, including
Fairmont and Big Marsh. While this area may appear contiguous on a map, it combines two
very different types of communities.

Antigonish Landing is home to the rapidly growing Mount Cameron development — a
suburban, fringe area that is closely tied to the Town of Antigonish in both character and
service patterns. In contrast, the communities from Lanark through to Lakevale are distinctly
rural, with common economic interests, strong social and cultural connections, and deep
community ties.

The rural corridor from Lanark to Lakevale shares far more in common with the communities
along Highways 337 and 245 — such as Cape George, Ballantynes Cove, Cape George Point,
Livingstone Cove, Doctors Brook, Arisaig, McArras Brook, Malignant Cove, and Knoydart —
than it does with the urban fringe of Mount Cameron.

I would therefore ask the Review Committee to consider how population balance might be
achieved if Antigonish Landing were excluded from District 2, and instead, the rural
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communities along the 337 and 245 corridors (Cape George to Knoydart) were included. This
adjustment would create a district that more accurately reflects shared rural interests,
community identity, and geographic continuity, while still maintaining fair representation in
line with population targets.

Thank you for your consideration,
Lloyd Jewkes
Jimtown

 

Boundary Review 2025 – Summary of Public Engagement 
Appendix A 

November 25, 2025



From: Anne-Marie Long
To: Beth Schumacher
Subject: EXTERNAL: Electoral Districts Antigonish Countu
Date: November 3, 2025 6:58:02 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

FYI

https://antigonishcounty.ca/wp-content/uploads/2024/10/Election-Results.jpg 
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From: Beth Schumacher
To: "Jenna Teasdale"
Subject: RE: EXTERNAL: Fw: Preserving the St. Andrews Community Boundaries
Date: November 5, 2025 10:55:00 AM

Good morning,
 
I wanted to respond to thank you for sending along your comments below. I will include
these comments with the summary of feedback that I am collecting from the community
through this consultation process.
 
Regards,
 
Beth
 
 
From: Jenna Teasdale  
Sent: October 29, 2025 8:34 PM
To: Beth Schumacher <beth.schumacher@antigonishcounty.ca>
Subject: EXTERNAL: Fw: Preserving the St. Andrews Community Boundaries

 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

 
Please see this email I sent to Nicholas regarding my concerns with the boundaries 
 
Jenna MacIsaac 

From: Jenna Teasdale 
Sent: October 28, 2025 8:09 PM
To: nicholas.macinnis@antigonishcounty.ca <nicholas.macinnis@antigonishcounty.ca>
Subject: Preserving the St. Andrews Community Boundaries

 
Dear Mr. MacInnis 
 
I hope this message finds you well. My name is Jenna MacIsaac, and I am writing to
express my deep concern regarding any potential changes to the community boundaries
of St. Andrews. I will be attending the meeting to express these concerns tomorrow!! 
 
I was born and raised in St. Andrews, and generations of my family before me have
proudly called this community home. My parents still live here, as did my grandparents
before them, and our roots in this area run deep. When it came time to start a family of
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my own, I made a very intentional decision to remain in St. Andrews — not just because
of family ties, but because of everything this community represents.
 
Growing up, I was very active in the St. Andrews community. I participated in the local
curling club, was an active member of 4-H, volunteered regularly at community events,
served as an altar girl, and even taught religion classes. These experiences shaped who I
am today and instilled in me a lifelong appreciation for community involvement and
service. Now, as an adult, I continue to give back — I am a 4-H leader and volunteer
helper, and my daughter is proudly following in my footsteps as an active member of the
club.
 
St. Andrews has always been more than just a place to live — it’s a true community built
on connection, tradition, and care for one another. The school, fire hall, church,
community center, and 4-H club are the pillars that bring people together and create the
sense of belonging that makes this area so special.
 
Changing the community boundaries would disrupt that continuity and risk weakening
the strong sense of identity that has been nurtured here for generations. Our family’s life,
values, and daily routines are intertwined with St. Andrews, and I believe maintaining the
existing boundaries is essential to preserving the heritage, integrity, and heart of this
community.
 
Thank you for your time, consideration, and dedication to representing the voices of
local residents. This issue is deeply personal not only to me but to many families who
have built their lives, traditions, and futures here. We are not just numbers, we are
families!!!!! 
 
Warm regards,
Jenna MacIsaac 

 Pomquet River Road 
ST.ANDREW'S
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From: Beth Schumacher
To: "Melissa Gottschall"; Nicholas MacInnis
Cc: Neil Hanlon
Subject: RE: EXTERNAL: Community Boundary Review- Pomquet Forks
Date: November 5, 2025 10:46:00 AM

Good morning,
 
I wanted to respond to thank you for sending along your comments below. I will include
these comments with the summary of feedback that I am collecting from the community
through this consultation process.
 
Regards,
 
Beth
 
From: Melissa Gottschall  
Sent: November 4, 2025 9:55 AM
To: Nicholas MacInnis <nicholas.macinnis@antigonishcounty.ca>; Beth Schumacher
<beth.schumacher@antigonishcounty.ca>
Cc: Neil Hanlon 
Subject: EXTERNAL: Community Boundary Review- Pomquet Forks

 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

 

Hi Nick and Beth,

My name is Melissa Gottschall, and my partner, Neil Hanlon, and I purchased our home in St.
Andrews about a year and a half ago. It is our understanding that the proposed boundary
review for Antigonish would reclassify our property Pomquet River Road) as part of
Heatherton. We’re aware that several of our neighbours have been in discussion with you
about their concerns with this change, and we want to express our concerns as well and join
them in advocating for Pomquet Forks to remain part of the St. Andrews community.

As new residents, we’ve been gradually immersing ourselves in the community and chose to
buy in St. Andrews very intentionally because of its strong sense of connection and belonging.
Being close to the St. Andrews Community Centre has been an important part of that — it’s
where local events and gatherings take place, and it gives us the opportunity to engage with
our neighbours and community in meaningful ways. By contrast, Heatherton is farther from
us, which would make it more difficult to participate regularly in community activities and
stay involved.

As we look to grow our family in the coming years, we’re excited about continuing to build
these connections through the community centre, church, and school events. We see the deep
roots many of our neighbours have in St. Andrews and hope to build that same sense of
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continuity and belonging for our family.

We hope you will consider revising the proposed plans to allow Pomquet Forks to remain part
of the St. Andrews community.

Thank you,
Melissa Gottschall & Neil Hanlon
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From: Beth Schumacher
To: "Valerie Haskett-Chugg"
Cc: Nicholas MacInnis; Mary MacLellan
Subject: RE: EXTERNAL: Boundary Review
Date: November 5, 2025 10:52:00 AM

Good morning,
 
I wanted to respond to thank you for sending along your comments below. I will include
these comments with the summary of feedback that I am collecting from the community
through this consultation process.
 
Regards,
 
Beth
 
From: Valerie Haskett-Chugg  
Sent: October 31, 2025 12:21 PM
To: Beth Schumacher <beth.schumacher@antigonishcounty.ca>
Cc: Nicholas MacInnis <nicholas.macinnis@antigonishcounty.ca>; Mary MacLellan
<mmaclellan@antigonishcounty.ns.ca>
Subject: EXTERNAL: Boundary Review

 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

 
Hello everyone:  I had the opportunity to attend the boundary review session held at Mini
Trail Community Centre and I understand it is quite a process to arrange the 10 districts and to
satisfy the electorate in all of these districts.
 
I live at Cape George -  living there and being involved in that community on many levels
includes the areas of Morristown all the way to Arisaig -   we have a vast volunteer group from
that catchment area  for the many events we hold including  fundraisers, community boards,
sporting events etc.  and  it is my hope that District 1 will be reconsidered on the draft map to
include these areas as one district and become District 1.    Those that live in that area have
very much in common from fishing communities, tourism, fire departments -  and the most
beautiful route to travel for locals and tourists.  I believe the number of voters in the area I
mentioned would easily coincide with the size of the other districts you are reviewing.  
 
Please reconsider my request when you have finalized your meetings and will be meeting with
council as a whole.  
 
Best regards,
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Valerie Chugg
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From: Beth Schumacher
To: "Wendy Chisholm"; Nicholas MacInnis; Wayne Melanson; Shawn Brophy; John Dunbar; Gary Mattie; Harris

McNamara; Sterling Garvie; Mary MacLellan; Adam Baden-Clay; Richelle MacLaughlin
Subject: RE: EXTERNAL: boundary review
Date: November 5, 2025 10:54:00 AM

Good morning,
 
I wanted to respond to thank you for sending along the comments from Mr. Juurlink. I will
include these comments with the summary of feedback that I am collecting from the
community through this consultation process.
 
Regards,
 
Beth
 
 
From: Wendy Chisholm  
Sent: October 31, 2025 9:02 AM
To: Beth Schumacher <beth.schumacher@antigonishcounty.ca>; Nicholas MacInnis
<nicholas.macinnis@antigonishcounty.ca>; Wayne Melanson
<wayne.melanson@antigonishcounty.ca>; Shawn Brophy <Shawn.Brophy@Antigonishcounty.ca>;
John Dunbar <John.Dunbar@Antigonishcounty.ca>; Gary Mattie
<Gary.Mattie@Antigonishcounty.ca>; Harris McNamara <Harris.McNamara@Antigonishcounty.ca>;
Sterling Garvie <sterling.garvie@antigonishcounty.ca>; Mary MacLellan
<Mary.MacLellan@Antigonishcounty.ca>; Adam Baden-Clay <adam.baden-
clay@antigonishcounty.ca>; Richelle MacLaughlin <richelle.maclaughlin@antigonishcounty.ca>
Subject: EXTERNAL: boundary review

 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

 
Good morning,
 
Please find attached a letter for your consideration regarding the boundary review from St. Andrews
resident Alphonse Juurlink
 
Thank you
 
Wendy Juurlink
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From: Beth Schumacher on behalf of beth.schumacher@antigonishcounty.ns.ca
To: "yvette macdonald"; Mary MacLellan; Adam Baden-Clay
Subject: RE: EXTERNAL: Boundary Review
Date: November 5, 2025 10:56:00 AM

Good morning,

I wanted to respond to thank you for sending along your comments below. I will include
these comments with the summary of feedback that I am collecting from the community
through this consultation process.

Regards,

Beth

From: yvette macdonald  
Sent: October 29, 2025 3:22 PM
To: Beth Schumacher <beth.schumacher@antigonishcounty.ns.ca>; Mary MacLellan
<Mary.MacLellan@antigonishcounty.ca>; Adam Baden-Clay <adam.baden-
clay@antigonishcounty.ca>
Subject: EXTERNAL: Boundary Review

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Good afternoon ladies,

My apologies for the delay in sending this email.  Thank you for the presentation last
week at the MiniTrail Community Center.  I just wanted to state in an email that I
concur with the proposal that Terry Penny presented to the group.  I reside in District 1
and strongly feel that as a coastal community resident that we would have more
commonalities with the Lakevale area as well as the Arisaig area. I really do not see how
we would have any with North Grant, etc.

Not sure if you need more information from me or not but if so I can be reached at the
following.

Yvette MacDonald
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From: Beth Schumacher
To:
Subject: FW: EXTERNAL: General Question/ Inquiry
Date: November 21, 2025 11:08:00 AM

Good morning,
 
Thank-you for reaching out with your questions regarding the 2025 municipal electoral
district boundary review.
 
The proposed changes to the polling district boundaries will only change the district for
what municipal councillor you vote for in municipal elections.  Any changes to the
municipal polling districts do not change any part of your mailing address.  We are also
not proposing to make any changes to the areas that are serviced by the local volunteer
fire departments, as those departments determine their service areas, not the
municipality.
 
Thank-you for reaching out with your questions, and I hope that this response addresses
your concerns.
 
Beth
 
 
From: Jackie Brown <wordpress@antigonishcounty.ca> 
Sent: November 11, 2025 6:17 PM
To: AC-Reception <reception@antigonishcounty.ns.ca>
Subject: EXTERNAL: General Question/ Inquiry

 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

 

Name: Jackie Brown

Email Address: 

Preferred method of contact:I prefer to be contacted by email

What can we help you with?
I need more information on the boundary review 2025. I live in Grosvenor and my mailing
address is Old Mulgrave Road, my city is Monastery but if this happens will my city be Harve
Boucher? Will I be changing all of my mailing addresses? Will I be paying fire tax to Harve
Boucher and be waiting 30 mins for fire service instead of 10-15 mins because Tracadie fire
department is closer? This is very concerning to me. I belong to district 8. My children
attended the schools there, I have supported district 8 for years. I do not want this to change.
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From: Beth Schumacher
To: Lori Boudreau
Subject: RE: EXTERNAL: District boundary changes
Date: November 21, 2025 11:11:00 AM

Lori,

I wanted to respond to thank you for sending along your comments below. I will include these comments with the
summary of feedback that I am collecting from the community through this consultation process.

Cheers,

Beth

-----Original Message-----
From: Lori Boudreau 
Sent: November 18, 2025 11:55 AM
To: Beth Schumacher <beth.schumacher@antigonishcounty.ca>
Subject: EXTERNAL: District boundary changes

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Good morning,

My name is Lori Boudreau. I live in  East Tracadie. I have land on both sides of the East Tracadie Road. I am
writing to let you know I think the bounties should be left alone. If I have an issue I shouldn’t have to go to two
different district councillors for an issue. Our councillor Gary Mattie in district 8 should remain our councillor.

Thanks,
Lori Boudreau
Sent from my iPhone
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From: Beth Schumacher on behalf of beth.schumacher@antigonishcounty.ns.ca
To: "Anne Marie MacKenzie"
Subject: RE: EXTERNAL: RE: Municipal Boundaries - Recommendations & Follow UP
Date: November 21, 2025 11:14:00 AM

Anne Marie,
 
I wanted to respond to thank you for sending along your comments below and the
suggestions that you provided with your email. I will include these comments with the
summary of feedback that I am collecting from the community through this consultation
process.  I also appreciate your feedback on the sessions and appreciate you attending
and providing your input at Mini Trail and Arisaig.
 
Thank-you,
 
Beth
 
From: Anne Marie MacKenzie  
Sent: November 18, 2025 11:36 AM
To: Beth Schumacher <beth.schumacher@antigonishcounty.ns.ca>
Subject: EXTERNAL: RE: Municipal Boundaries - Recommendations & Follow UP

 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

 
Hi Beth,

I had hoped to send this email much sooner, and I’m also hoping it’s not too late.
Attached are some recommendations I’ve put together for you; they’re based on the
relationships within and between our communities—whether social connections,
transportation pathways, or environmental challenges and opportunities.

I grew up in Morristown and later returned to Antigonish to work with the Regional
Development Authority. My project work included the Havre Boucher Community
Centre, the St. Joseph’s Lakeside Community Centre, and a range of NGOs within both
the Municipality and Town.

I’d be happy to chat or meet with you to discuss any of this further. I was really
impressed with your delivery at both sessions I attended—your language was clear, and
your tone was welcoming and engaging for the audience.
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Class comments: 

I think that District 5 should stay their own little district because they’re the only French 
community. I also think that the other districts should be split up more equally and based 
on needs and similarities, so people got what they needed a little quicker.  

The boundary review is a very complicated job that I didn’t know much about before this 
presentation. I realize how difficult it would be to have your job. Thank you for considering 
all the communities while trying to do what’s best for all of Antigonish County. My only 
concern would be that district 5 lower south river north is in the district with communities 
like pumpkin when lower cells river has a stronger relationship with Saint Andrews in 
district 6. 

I think it would be important to keep whole communities together such as all of Heatherton 
or Saint Andrews. This would allow people to better understand who is representing each 
district.  

I think that the size of the district should be more accurately sized by population. I also 
don’t believe district 5 should be as small as it is, primarily due to the language they speak. 

In my opinion, I think that Pomquet should stay as its own district since it’s the only 
Acadian community in our region. Also, I would like to say that maybe it’s maybe going to be 
better/easier to make more districts than 10 for example, they can be smaller to have more 
in common. 

Some suggestions could be putting communities together that have similar concerns for 
example fishing farming, and tall areas. 

I don’t think that Sylvan valley should be considered a district because it’s right beside the 
town 

I think that they should’ve done traffic at different times so everyone is not so late to the 
stuff so that is why they should do it at different times. 

I think Pomquet should stay in its own district because it is the only French community in 
the region. I think the groups are good as they are so they should stay the same. 

Organize districts to include a piece of our forestry and nature in each area. Being 
connected to our environment will help us to protect it. 

Look at the boundaries and population and where it has grown in one district . 
Where it is overpopulated, that needs to change for this boundary review . 
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2025 Boundary Review 
10 District Model 

1 

District 1 

Community Name 
From Map From List 

2024 Number 
of Electors 

District 
Tally 

2024 Number 
of Electors 

District 
Tally 

Knoydart 15 15 15 15 
McArras Brook 29 44 32 47 
Maple Ridge 0 44 0 47 
Arisaig 155 199 157 204 
Doctor’s Brook 62 261 67 271 
Highfield 0 261 0 271 
Maryvale 238 499 237 508 
Georgeville 56 555 56 564 
Rear Georgeville 5 560 5 569 
Livingstone Cove 40 600 40 609 
Cape George Point 27 627 30 639 
Ballantynes Cove 28 655 25 664 
Malignant Cove 137 792 132 796 
Cape George 78 870 79 875 
Big Marsh 35 905 35 910 
Lakevale 157 1062 132 1042 
Morristown 90 1152 90 1132 
Antigonish Harbour 44 1196 44 1176 
Jimtown 20 1216 20 1196 
Mahoneys Beach 21 1237 21 1217 
Harbour Centre 99 1336 99 1316 
Fairmont 67 1403 67 1383 
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2025 Boundary Review 
10 District Model 

2 

District 2 

Community Name 
From Map From List 

2024 Number 
of Electors 

District 
Tally 

2024 Number 
of Electors 

District 
Tally 

Antigonish Landing 704 704 704 704 
Lanark 157 861 157 861 
Cloverville 226 1087 226 1087 
North Grant 323 1410 323 1410 
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2025 Boundary Review 
10 District Model 

3 

District 3 

Community Name 
Map Figures List Figures 

2024 Number 
of Electors 

District 
Tally 

2024 Number 
of Electors 

District 
Tally 

Lochaber 68 68 68 68 
West Lochaber 63 131 67 135 
College Grant 5 136 5 140 
Hillcrest 18 154 18 158 
North Lochaber 96 250 96 254 
Cross Roads Ohio 67 317 67 321 
Keppoch Mountain 19 336 19 340 
Ohio 77 413 77 417 
Ashdale 115 528 115 532 
St. Joseph 84 612 84 616 
Gaspereaux Lake 67 679 67 683 
Purlbrook 87 766 87 770 
Beaver Meadow 42 808 48 818 
Beaver Mountain 0 808 0 818 
James River 143 951 143 961 
Middleton 3 954 3 964 
Glen Road 75 1029 75 1039 
Addington Forks 161 1190 161 1200 
Brierly Brook West 147 1337 147 1347 
Pinevale 47 1384 47 1394 

Brierly Brook West 

Road Name 2024 Number of Electors Area Tally 
Brierly Brook Road between civics 1150 
and 27 

47 47 

Highway 4 90 137 
School Road 7 144 
Grant Lane 0 144 
D-18 Road 3 147 
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2025 Boundary Review 
10 District Model 

4 

District 4 

Community Name 
Map Figures List Figures 

2024 Number 
of Electors 

District 
Tally 

2024 
Number of 
Electors 

District 
Tally 

West River: Nova Landing, 
Keating Court, and Tamara 
Drive 

142 142 142 142 

Post Road 427 569 429 571 
Brierly Brook east of Civic 
1150 (excl) 

81 650 81 652 

Browns Mountain 0 650 0 652 
Clydesdale 205 855 205 857 
Sylvan Valley 354 1209 354 1211 
Pleasant Valley 179 1388 180 1391 

West River: Nova Landing, Keating Court, and Tamara Drive 

Road Name 2024 Number of Electors Area Tally 
Highway 7 civics between 5671 and 
5689 

3 3 

Keating Court 70 73 
Nova Landing 2 75 
Tamara Drive 67 142 
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2025 Boundary Review 
10 District Model 

5 

District 5 

Community Name 
Map Figures List Figures 

2024 Number 
of Electors 

District 
Tally 

2024 Number 
of Electors 

District 
Tally 

Upper Pomquet 108 108 107 107 
Dagger Woods North 34 142 34 141 
Taylors Road 85 227 85 226 
Pomquet 414 641 421 647 
Monks Head 114 755 114 761 
Southside Harbour 133 888 133 894 
Lower South River North of 
Highway 104, east of the 
South River 

28 916 28 922 

Lower South River North of Highway 104, East of the South River 

Road Name 2024 Number of Electors Area Tally 
South Side Harbour Road 22 22 
Kennedy Road 6 28 
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2025 Boundary Review 
10 District Model 

6 

District 6 

Community Name 
Mapping Figures List Figures 

2024 Number 
of Electors 

District 
Tally 

2024 Number 
of Electors 

District 
Tally 

Caledonia Mills 19 19 18 18 
Upper Springfield 8 27 8 26 
Croft 16 43 16 42 
Springfield 13 56 13 55 
Lower Springfield 9 65 9 64 
Beauly 30 95 30 94 
Marydale 116 211 113 207 
Meadow Green 38 249 36 243 
St. Andrews 276 525 391 634 
Dunmore 173 698 171 805 
Frasers Mills 80 778 80 885 
Upper South River 68 846 68 953 
Loch Katrine 46 892 46 999 
Copper Lake 3 895 3 1002 
Pomquet Forks West (civics 
663 to 987, Pomquet River 
Road) 

21 916 21 1023 

Pitchers Farm 92 1008 92 1115 
Lower South River Route 
316 

78 1086 78 1193 

Lower South River Dunmore 
Road 

103 1189 103 1296 

Salt Springs 120 1309 120 1416 
Lower South River South 
River Loop 

21 1330 21 1437 

Lower South River Dunmore Road 

Road Name 2024 Number of Electors Area Tally 
Dunmore Road in LSR 92 92 
Riverbend Road 11 103 
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2025 Boundary Review 
10 District Model 

7 

District 7 

Community Name 
Map Figures List Figures 
2024 Number 
of Electors 

District 
Tally 

2024 Number 
of Electors 

District 
Tally 

New France 12 12 12 12 
Glassburn 4 16 4 16 
Frasers Grant 66 82 66 82 
Black Avon 50 132 50 132 
Heatherton 266 398 266 398 
Bayfield 191 589 191 589 
Summerside 70 659 79 668 
Pomquet Forks East (civics 
1076 to 1476 incl, Pomquet 
River Rd) 

14 673 14 682 

Dagger Woods South 0 673 0 682 
Lower South River 689 1362 701 1383 
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2025 Boundary Review 
10 District Model 

8 

District 8 

Community Name 
Map Figures List Figures 

2024 Number 
of Electors 

District 
Tally 

2024 Number 
of Electors 

District 
Tally 

Upper Big Tracadie 14 14 16 16 
Monastery 250 264 250 266 
Merland 71 335 71 337 
East Tracadie 118 453 123 460 
Tracadie 224 677 228 688 
West Arm Tracadie 53 730 54 742 
Upper Afton 7 737 7 749 
Paqtnkek 112 849 249 998 
Afton 193 1042 193 1191 
Grosvenor 15 1057 15 1206 
Mattie Settlement 13 1070 44 1250 
Welnek 1 1071 0 1250 
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2025 Boundary Review 
10 District Model 

9 

District 9 

Community Name 
Map Figures List Figures 

2024 Number 
of Electors 

District 
Tally 

2024 Number 
of Electors 

District 
Tally 

Aulds Cove 91 91 91 91 
East Havre Boucher 83 174 83 174 
Havre Boucher 285 459 285 459 
West Havre Boucher 76 535 76 535 
Cape Jack 132 667 132 667 
Frankville 312 979 312 979 
Linwood 117 1096 118 1097 
Linwood Station 102 1198 101 1198 
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2025 Boundary Review 
10 District Model 

10 

District 10 

Community Name 
Map Figures List Figures 

2024 Number 
of Electors 

District Tally 2024 
Number of 
Electors 

District 
Tally 

Williams Point 201 201 201 201 
South River Road 154 355 154 355 
Greenwold 328 683 328 683 
West River except for Nova 
Landing, Keating Court, and 
Tamara Drive, and specific 
addresses on Highway 7 

665 1348 665 1348 

Beech Hill 49 1398 49 1398 
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