i e~

FONE .-.ns .,E)UD

prendum increase from $140,00 to $138,00 per year, The:e ars average prices,

and they have been comparsd with the gbtained by Mr, Mitc the Asszistant

C....t.y S".ﬂ. ¢lLtor., i

Alderman Lloyd: ®"From what limits, to what 1imitel®

Mr, Smith: “That, Alderman, covers an lncresse f:wm $5,000,/10,000/ -
1,000 to $10,000/20,000/5,000, We are all in agrsement on that $5,000,00 Pro-
perty Damsge, we are not questioning that at all, In fact, we heartily concur

in it, That $5,000.,00 Property Damage coversge is satisfactory to all concern-

blems only ari

premivum increase of an extra $48,00 per year for the taxls, However, when you

get into the field of $20,000/40,0 your premivm cost rises to $226.00

and when you add to that, as people always do, fire and theft

erage, give

jollar or two, it amcumts to a round figure of $230.00,

"There is one very important factor, which I do net sve has been

3 3

menticned before, certainly not te Cow

*he first time it

11, because

was dealt with, Many taxi owne wtomobiles

with the assistance of Finance Companies which, In turn, necessitates the use of

-

Colligion Tmsurance, J1 think we gll und

may come as SUrpr.

insurance premium on colliision for a taxl, in ome year; fs $200,00, and for

$100,00 dedue it price, it rumg to ever $400,00 per

DTa’h

miuim of $200,00 ©o

an insurancs ing into

formidable money,
s I say, I want to agaiu point sut that the cost to the owner is not

the sole answer, by any meaus, because the publie mast be protected, When you

levels he has to buy; the repairs and the rlisging cost of peplacings you c¢an

is being sutjectsd fo a pretty, heavy
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"However, some drivers of taxis, I might say, ares on the assignment
pian, I think you will understand that, and the Companics.to whom they are re-
gistered and assigned, are only compelled to write $3,000/10,000/1,000, and it
is up to the Company to say whether they want to go higher or not and, there-
fore, the taxi operator is at the mercy of the Company and may not be able to
comply with the By~Law if it goes higher, I thirk we will have no real dif-
ficulty in getting $10,000/20,000/5,000, In fact, the isscciation. says they-are
quite prepared to take that chance, but when you get into the higher bracket,
you may find that the Insurance Company wouldn't do it,

"Comparative figures; that were asked for at the Finance and Executive
meeting, the smaller size trucks, I speak of G, M,C,, Fargo and small Half-Ton
Mercurys, you can get a $20,000/40,000/5,000 policy insurance on them for $40,00
to $65,00 per yearj according to make; Now,compare that with taxis, Those
figures, I might say, came from A, J,Haliburton and Company and I leave it to
the-membeﬁs-AfcﬂoﬁnﬁiI:éo decide whether the gverage truck agvﬁi¥ﬁ“3£néefs is
a greater hazard than taxis, or not —- yet $5,000/10,000/1,000 is-all they are
allowed to carry.

‘"Now, the Public Urilities Board set the limits of $1o,rqti.q'/ﬂ§o';000 at
the Public Ki&bility level for a twelve passenger Bus, Now, why showld a taxi,
which only carries, at most, five passengers and usually one or two, two is
the average call,have to be double the limits that a Bus carrying twelve pas-
sengers has to be, The Bus goes all over the place, ocut of town as well as
in town., It seems almest like discrimination, if that word fits the situation,
and the Public Utilities Bgard having set $10,000/20,000 1imits for a Bus, it
does not seem fair or reasonzble that a taxi should have to, under this pro-
posed amendment of $20,000/40,000 now before you, carry double what a twelve
passenger Bus does, This simply doesn't seem toc make sense,

"If we examine the letter that was put forward by the CGity Manager,
under date of May 12th, he made a comprehensive survey of some of the Canadian
Cities, I don't want to bwden you with them, but I must point out these ——
that the City of St. John requires $18,000/20,000/2,000, Now, we are quite

happy with the ®five?, so we don't mind that at ali, TIhs Uity of St, John

- 655 =
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seems to be a comparable place to drive in to the City of Halifax, It is much
the same sigze, streets are old, some are narrow, just abcut the same as oursy
yet that is all they reguire,

#The City of Montreal, a tremendcus City, where there is heavy traffic,

all they require is $10,000/20,000/1,000; Ottawa, a sizeable City, $10,000/

20,000/5,000; London, Cntaric, $10,000/20,000/2,000; Saskatoon, they only have

$5,000/10,000 out there; the entire Provimce of Albertis, 1like Calgary, Edmonton,
and all over, $10,000/20,000/5,000, which ¢he Taxl Association here advocates;
Vancouver $10,000/20,000/3,000 snd Victoria $10,000/20,000/2,000,
wOut of that list of Cities, there are eight Cities that have no higher
than $10,000/20,000/5,000, and they are all prominent and foremost Citles in
this Country, There are only two higher, one ig Toronto and the other is
Windsor, Well, Windsor gets the overflow fiom Detrolt; and the accident
hazard, I think, could be said to be great. Toronto] 5,000/50,000/5,000,
which seems to be pretty high under the circumstances and they are the odd one
of the lot,
problem

3, DUT are
Authorities that govern eight of o itiess can you say
wrong, that they are.too low an , therefors, should be twice the size.
suggast, on behalf of the Taxi Association, that the pz
that should be considered., Otherwise, you may have a business extermination,
you may put people out of business, It might result, perhsps, in an applica-
tion for higher rates if it went through, because ths
kind of meney at all, They want to protest
they want to protect themselves, and should t

"Sp, $10,000,/20,000/5,000 doubles the pre:

1,000, and there is no rscorded case where any of these pelicy limits were
ver exceeded on any plan, None ¢
to find one for us, Iif the ams
that the strongest

of Municipal
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be not approved, but eme on the $10,000/20,000 should bde.

"We wish to cooperate, we wish to assist, we comsent readily to doubl-
ing the present limits, but we want $10,000,/20,000/5,000 and would willingly
do it, We thank you for your kindress and patience in hearing our representa—
tions, and that is the position we wish to take,”

MOVED by Aldermsn DeWslf, seconded by Aldermsn Comnclly, that the in-
surance coverage for Putlic Liabillity, Property Damsge snd Faszsenger Hazard

on taxis operating in the City of Halifax be set at $10,000,/20,000/5,0005 and

(=8

that Ordinance No,13, Section 6, be amended accordingly and same be read and
passed a first time,

The motien wzs vat snd passed, nine voting for the same and four
against it, as followss-

Fox, Lloyd,

For the Motion = Aldermen DeWolf, Abbott, Dunlop, Lane, But

iaon, Trainor and

0'Brien = 4

BOUNDARIES OF IAND TQ BE C BYED TO Co Bo Co ON BELL RCAD AND
CE _THEREFCR ,

o= e —

To Hiz Wership the Mayor and
Members cf the City-ﬁ,um:ﬁﬂo

At a2 meeting of the ance
1960,a letter was submitted and read from ¢
ad““*ng *haa it is prepared to declars surp
Hsgh Sshoe.

K
he B@ard of -;=L;“ Comnrissioners
Jus the land at Queen Elizabeth

As legislative authority has been obtained, your Committee recommends
Feet of land on Bell Re Ti; a3 «hewn sn Plan

thﬂh“« ‘:9» .-4 &mwﬁ
No. 00-9-14848 be &
value of $1,.25 per sgquare iﬁmfg

-

e assessed

Respectfully submitted,

R, H, STODL am:e,,
CITY GIERX

MOVED by Aldermsn Dunlop, seconded by Alderman ILloyd, that the report

TAG DAY — BALIFAX SYMPHONY SOCIETY - AUGUST 12

To His Worship the Mgyor and

Members of the City Council,

F{Lar:— and Executive Committee, held en June 9,
the Women's AuL_Jﬂary of 4he Halifax Symphony
h&;d a Tag Day on August 12th, 1960, because
-~ 058 =

At a meetin
1960, a letter was rec
Seciety requesting perm

. —




port be approved., Motion

Tos

Froms
Dates

Subjects

In ac

aud _.Led 5

DEPARTMENT

Financs

Fire

Works

their scheduled date

of May 1d4th kad been rained out,

Your Committeec recommends that the request be granted,

Respectfully subm

R. H. STODDARD,
CITY CLERK.

MOVED by Aldzrman Trainor, seconded

passed.

ACCOUNTS OVER $500,00

His Wership, C, A.Vaughan and
Members of the City Coumcil,

A, A, DeBard, Jr., City Manager.
June 14, 1360,

Accounts gover

rdaﬁ:— with Sc’*‘** 115-F of the City Charter, the following ac
b These accounts have been

[ S . - -
Survey squ

Snow Temovia

Trucking

Flants

D e i -
Egquipment par

Manhole sections

Health Dictating Equipment D Mzchines
Mental Hospital Canadian Laundry
Machinery Co, Laundry eguipment
Recreation Phinneys Limited Bassballs
Purves Indust: Salies laéd%r€ glids
swing

nitted,

by Alderman Ferguson, that the re-

counts

hert_f*ed and

AMOUNT

$ 4,840,00

2,127 .48
11,002,96
1,901,25
4,319,26
4,784,57
660.00
2,218,70
504,45
692,00
860,67
703,40
9,024.71

1,603,28

[
]
"
Lad
a
iy
o
o
o

~J
Lad
[\&]
o
-y
wn

oed

s
=3
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DEPARTMENT VENDCR PURPGSE

e e P

Tourist Bureau Royal Print & Litho Celluloid Buttons

AMOUNT

$ 1,125.,00

$ €9,844,98

AcA, DE |
GITY

a
GITY MANA

ot

[‘J:s '}RO’
13

o

MOVED by Alderman DeWs seconded by Alderman Tralner, €

be approved,

tiong,
(% s . . x
LOMNL SRA.eneyr

Y o3
4 LS80 oW,

beiag

T
fr

b

ment we wi

i

Alderman Dun

the wooden fence avound the Wanderers? Crounds, and said that
standing that the fence was to be replaced by an ornamentsl fence

e S o e PR
that asround the Public Gardens,

S = ~ 5 oy
e e E T B i -
sncilosed fileld,

:
paying

emH g9 as X il L A o

ced by some, We will hold wp

argumsnt

£y W#"L_Jra

P

To His Worship the

T L
sutive Committ
lariager recou

ty Clerk!'s

Your Commit

hzt the report

it was his under-

similar to
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MOVED by Alderman Iloyd, seconded by Alasrman C'Brien, that the report
be approved, Motien passed,

WILLYE, OFF — HOSFIFAL ACCOUNT — ESTATE OF ELSIE 1, PYKE,

Te His Worship ‘?‘ h—;‘r r and
Members of the Clty Couredl

ol o

Tnsnce and Executive Committee, held on June 9,
from the Commissioner of Finance advising that a
. Company in the amount of $1,109,94 has been re-
nt of a Victoria Ceneral Hawpﬂdal Account against

Zsing that the Estate
he amount as stated

I—m

Regpectfully submitted,

o Ho STODDARD,
TTY CLERK,

Trainer, seconded by Alderman Connolly, that the

1

I

g

” )

4

2
T
Y
3
7
i
A
.

Mstion passed,

E FAIR - $1,500.,00 -~ 316 "C"

(=

ive Committes held on June 9,
adf‘"“rg that the Free Port
ee port in Halifax and a Latin

els in this City, it was
. be necessary to discuss the

€00 ,00 be provided under
» the following purposes:

Your Commit
the authority of q“:‘f-“

i, A trip to Ottawa tes
{a) Enlist support of Ambassadors of Latin Amsrican Countries.
{(b) Securs ‘Tederal Government sooperation,

2. Teips to Montreal, Torents, etc, to secure opinion of leading manu-
facturers! and experters! w*Liungne's to exhibit,

3o Gompensatisn to Mr, Strand for time spent outside of Halifax,

4, Iravelling sxpenses.

-

Respsctfully submitted,

- 661 =
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MOVEDR by Alderman Iioyd, seconded by Aldermsn Wyman, that the report

ORDINANCE NC 14 ~ TIRST READING

 June 10, 1960, a full
g truck lﬁcens1ng and ad-
sl= Ast, it would be neces-
fee for all trucks at

firms with three or
ated that under
ng for revenue
pect to firms

\\‘i
w a
(T
= ot

After a long discussion, ysur Committee makes the following recommenda-

n
: i a2 trocking license for the year 1959 be
Frand 19 5]
2 4 of Ordinance #14, as drafted by the City
Tieft time,
Regpectfully submitted,
e Ho STCRDDARD,
CITY CLERK,
by the Mayor and City Council of the City of Halifax
a5 followss
. Section 4 of Ordinance Mamber 14, The Regulations of Vehicles Used for

following substituted therefor:

of vehicles engaged in trans-

Herge Drawn Vehiclesge

\!_ norsg $ .10 00
A HAOE SE OO O0ODODOOOODODOOO0O0OONDODDODODONDO0D0DOOOO00O0O000O00D0 = 25 8

T hawoEme oW = l

& ll'»‘.-:'. e 2 Wl .-m\':r\': 0000000020000 00000000000000000C0000 ~-e

:‘ﬁq 00
o000 BOD0ODOODBOODDOOODO0O0OODOOODDODODODD «/s“s

It was agresd to bear Me, J, R, Matheson, Sclicitor for several truck-
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on Finsnce, briefiy, but no action was taken.to my recollectior .except to hand
e matter over to the Committse on Ssfety. We baven't really made repre-
sentations to all the members whe were here, I think the only.submissions I

Committee, and I don't propose to

made, at any length, were |

repest themy but goms of my remarks dealt with the question as to whether or

]

not the Ordipances was valid, I ize +hat *he Committezs and Council now have

agrze with that opimion,?
Hiz Worship the Mayor: %I want to inform you, now, that all your re-

marks were recorded in the Minutes of the Committee which have been distributed
to the members of Coumell, So, they know your basic argument.”
Mr, Mathegons "Thank you, Your Worship, There is just one matter
‘n the report, read by ths City Clerk, that says something to the effect that
sald the City had no right to tax, had no right to license vehicles for
revenue purposes under the Motor Csrmder Act, I think that should read the
Motor Vehicle Act, as the City's aunthority is under the Motor Vehicle Act,

just want to relterate the remarks I made the other day to the Alder-

men who wers not there, that I don't think the City should be regulating truck-

Now, X have not seen the report presented

Act and which are, as you know, administered by the Board of Commissioners of

Public Urilities, I den®? know 'whether he compared these regulations with :

be thit the matter be adjourned sgain until a separate report is made to the

Aldermen, bacause I think s report of that nature must reveal very ¢learly that

Ald=rman Trainer: ©Have we had a written report from the Solicitor's

His Worship the Mayorg e had one from the City Manager, and I think

the mos® pertinent remark in the Manager's repvort was the fact that we can 2100 — |

d, if we are going to give them up, we

2
&,
(‘.*.
(]
1]
g
-5
£
(o
ey
9
5
eh
2
]
i
@
5
(17
(47
7]
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who ig not paying buginese

¢ compansated far them by the senior Govermment, If they move into

the £1eld and Impoge taxss, then I think we should be compensated before we ‘

b0 Mathesons Welly I can sympathize with that pesition, Your
Worship, I donlt wlish to come here and, with the difficult times the Mmici-

palities ars having these days, try to persuade the CGity to glve up its source

where £t was only suthorised to provide a ligense fee.to pay the cost of pro-

a " ORGP - . o . R 2

ng the public from the results that might occur if there is an industry,

the Trucking Industry, that is net regulated; and, I think that was

His Worghip the Msyors “Flus the peint that they use the public

3 tv = the stre Quite often these
trucsking firms {a lot of them) operats out of their hats.™

Mr, Mathesoms 01 domft think thers f3 ons of my clients, Your Wership, 1

T

. dozens of trucks using the |

snd they are not 1lcenssd, and their revenue is considered larger too,

This is quite an onercus tax, as Mr, Smith was saying about taxes, I don't

+hink that any of the =mall trucking firms are paying very much in the way of
Inceme Tax thege days. I - they have a very difficult time making ends
mest, An eperator. wlth tea trucks. and I think ome or two of these have con~

. R L
siderably more than that

Zon that he has te face today from the sources

hers are s¢ many anomalies here.

if 1e permitted ¢o stand, The Public Utilities Board might
1isenze somebody and the CGity's Safety Committee refuse the license., As I

stated the other day, the City might reveke a Ifcense and the operator would

T

n the strest with bis tzusk, Now, that same operator,

{4

ies, can be fined if he doesn't
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n the street heszuse cace he is licensed by the Board of Public

s to perform the service for which he is licensed. How

—
1.)
e
o
7i)
=
4]
g
-
2
€
it
[

-an he obey two laws which are go repugnant to each other? I think that il-
Tustrates my main srgument that there is nothing for the City to regulate,

That is why I think tohe Aldermsn should bave information of that nature, a com-
psrizon of the regulations adwinistered by the Board of Public Utilities with

the regulations contalned in this Ordinasnce, I think that a study of those

sonvince everyone that the regulations that

o .
tTWa pPeipetiive rezZiuiat

of Commissioners of the Public Utilities complete-

r& administerad by the
and wholly regulates this industry in the City of Halifax, so how can the
City justify having a Department, let - alone licensing how can it justify

J A

having employess regulating an Industry which is completely regulated by anoth-

LAY Ll bt

and the aunthority that this bedy has to regulate must come from the

» bedy,

Province of Nova Scotiag and I dém?t think in the face of this new Act that
the Olty should, any longer, try to control operators who have more than three
His Worship the Mayors “You are trying to create the impression that
Gity of Halifax has a Department exclusively for checking on trucking
licenses, which is not 50,7

Mr, Mathesons 9% dida't mean to suggest that, but there are men en-

atlen of trucking in the City, I say that the City is not

jugtified paying salaries to these men for regulating trucking when the Pro-

vincs of Nova Sastia ard the Legislature of this Province has decided; in its

wisdom,. that somebody else should do it.®

+he Mayors "Have you made this same argument to the

©

His Wor:

Pravinee? You came to the sasiest mark, the City Council,®

L

c

2

Mr, Mathesons Wy, I wasn't retained at the time the Province was

, Mathessn: 9T +hink their fees this year are, probably, not much

higker than they were lagt vear, I think last year they were reduced about a

T NLIE—
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hird or a quarter to what they were, sé 2, 3&t by the Board of
ntally, is only sufficient to cover the cost of ad-
winfstration, and that is why the fees were drastically reduced, so that the
fee paid for trucking lsst year, from the first of September to the end of
Desember, is the same as the fee charged in 1960 for the whele year, It was
duced by that much, becsuse the policy is to charge, as I understand it,
st of adminfstering tﬁeae regulations,
rs out on the road to inspect the vehicles; they require
lvers put through a medicsl examination: they re-
of an automptive mechanic before they license a truck

it is mechanically sound; they reguire fire extingulshers; first aid
snd they have very strict regulations as to the other equipment the truck
st have, There just isn't anything left for anybody else to control.
My srgument is that-the City has nothing to control, Therefore, it must
.y be imposing this license fes to ralje revenue, and the Motor Vehicle Act
vpressly says the Gity canmot tax motor vehicles, That is the reason that
| saggest 1f the Aldermen are not prepared tonight to decide that the
nance should be repealed, that a report be preparsd so that a comparison
show ﬁhaﬂ the regulations by the Board of Public Utilities more than
adeguately protect the public of this City; and the duplication is unnecessary
and the regulations are repugnaat in the sense that you have to have a license
two bodies before you can operate a truck, If the City revokes the
license, then, the person gees on the street at his peril or he stays home at
Surely, that in itsslf is encugh reascn why this Ordinance should
ed, Thank vou very much,®
His Worship the Maye: 7Y think the Public Utility Board also controls
ribution of milk 'oes it not, Dr, Morton? There are many places
ou do find, perhaps; a duplication, but tha*l's not all the fault of the

Halifax, I think scme of these arguments should go to the Public

Mr, Matheson: 9X understood the Board of Public Utilitiss were soncern- |

ir the milk industry only with rates, and that soert of thing, and not with
the things that Dr, Morcon is concerned with, which is the health of the
- 666 -
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citizens,”

"TPhere are two bodies regulating different

Mr, Mathesons %“Yes, that is my very peint, Your Worship, I am say-
ing, here, that you have two bedies that are trying to rsgulate the same as-
pects of an industry, whersas in the milk biisiness you have two bodies control-=
ling separate aspects of the business. That is my very point, You pit it
much more c¢learly, perhaps,than I was doing. That is the poiat that I have

. have been statements made absut the matter of
Where business taxes
i1ike to see there is no additicnal tax imposed. Un-
people who do an extensive velvme of business in

the Gity who pay a very small business tax, There ars many, many inconsisten-

cles, unfortunately, Ty defend the system on pure lLogical grounds is an im-

possible task, One has to compromise a great many principles in a tax struc-
ture of a City,

“However, there was one statement made by the City Menager which should
be answered before the second reading: First, what respensibility does the City
have and I would like te have the Chief of Police give us a report at the time
of the second reading:i®

MOVED by Alderman Lioyd, seconded by Aldermasn Wyman, that the amendment

to Ordinance No. 14 be read and passed a first time. Motion passed.

DOWNTOWN PARKING GARAGE

b |

To: His Worship the Mayor and Members of City Council.,
From: Committee on Works.

Date: June 10, 19%80.

Subject: Downtown Parking CGarage.

The Committee on Works at a meeting held on the above date considered
a request on behalf of the Downtown Merchants Association, that the City
expropriate the land as shown in red on Plan No. SS§-5-14769, and that the
Parking Garage be erscted on that site,

On motion of Alderman Abbott, seconded by Alderman O'Brien, the Com-
mittee recommended to City Council that the land as shoen outlined in red on
Plan No. SS-5-14769 be expropriated for the purpose of parking facilities and
also that City Council sngage appraisers to advise the City,

Respectfully submitted,
K. C. Mantin,
= 667 = CLERK OF WORKS,
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To; His Worship the Mayor and Members of the City Council.
From: K. M, Munnich, Director of Planning,
Date: June 16, 1960.
Subject: Earl Granville Parking Garage.
I have the following general comments on the Proposal for a Par rking

Garage submitted to the Council by the Downtown Business and Prefessional
Men's Association onm May 26, 1960,

L. The Need

Although we Lack a de ] ity which would also
cover the parking needs, there can be little doubt that the City!s central
area suffers from a severe shortage of car parking facilitiss.

The

(a)

tuaticn 4:

1)

relieved to some extent by:

a) Meter parking provision on streets, which in many i
as on Hollis Street, Sackville Street and others, creates
to traffic congestion,

Li

ces, such
- gontributes

fh) al
arkers le: siness i
the downtewn area ﬁgaino this type of p@vm“"g i intereferes wi

t c a;rnui tion as for instance on Brunswick S,me ¢ hetween Rainnie

Drive and Sackville Street,

{¢) Temporary parking lots on areas cleared for redevelopment by the
City. These lots will ultimately be developed and car parking displaced.
pe iy g

{d) Makeshift parking lots on wharves and odd araels of privat
developed land, This provision is symptomatic of lack of business
expansion and commercial pressure in the downtown area and cannot be
considered a he solution of the parking problem, It should be
considered benel al to the prosperity of *he City to see land misused
for makeshift meK“ng arrangements returrned to more intensive use in
keeping with the commercial and business function of the downtown area,

Even with all those facilities and including the Grafton Street parking
lot the demand for parking space in the commerciil centre of the downtown
area is not satisfied. Considering the temporary nature of some of the pre-
sent provision and the need I@r clearlng of the major streets of the parked

' ha a permanent se-=

cars to allow free tra bt
lution of the parking p*ﬁml@m in the downtown ares can be ;1&&33b$} ad-
vanced by the parking garage advocated by the Assoc 1at10“°

2. The Location

The parking garage site suggested is in the centre of the retail business
and office area and should be most attractive to customers, It is also down-—
hill from the majority shopping. The location is very convenient to people
wishing to call at the Provincial and Federal Offices or banks which are all
east of Barrington Street, a major pedestrian barrier, Traffic 4pproa@h@$ to
the site are quite ade 1ua+& especially with ultimate zbolition of p»Wklng on
major streets, Sackville Street provides a direct link with many major traf-
fic routes andGranville Street whichis in the naturs of 2 service road affords
suitable access to the garage without interference with through traffic.

L |
=
of

I am, thersfore, satisfied that the location is suitable on planning
grounds.

- 668 =




3. The Scheme

The tentative scheme submitted by the Associatio
the natural sliope of *.bﬁ, area to accommodate shops on
frontage, This should prove a successful arra agmmmﬁ*.
that these shops FDUL: have rear service access which we
free from p&TK“i j rery vehicles, The proposal indic

Strest with no access off N-'_"

EATAEE from Gra & 01,

sider very ’vwri Although at this stage it woul be oI

cuss the proposed building in any detail, the submz%taﬂ sketch prﬂp@saA in=
dicates that the site ig capable of being developed %n a2 satisfactory way for
a parking garage and that all the major planning requirements can be met.

For the
Dowmtown Business
planning g?"un*~

stated I consider that the pro
Lgnal Men's As q@tim*‘ﬁn
ound contribution te the

LOWN ares r with the major redeve
the City, g way towards ensuring a
B DEFOUS . heart of the C.Lfyo
Respectfully submitted,
K|Q WL > .\h
IESTQTDB OF PLANNING,
To: Hiz Worship, C. A. Vaughan and | Members of the City Council,

From: A, A, DeBard, Jr., City Manager,

Date une 15, 1960.
Sub j e r 5 Downtown Parking Garage.

28, 1960, received by me at 3:

1 C

M, on May 25th; 1960
for the “ouncil meeting of May 6

Is

Y

L on

25,000 passenger vehicles regist

If there are -
within the bounds set forth on

vate parking spaces |
ot mmtwrs. I cannot Fhe Ul';mﬁ as to
s@s in the area

f
ich vacant office

ép i"‘

on would be vacant hus:
re few vacant stores.

er ones are the phy
are the rents reaso

al% S

Fage ©
The assessment reduction granted te BETLLLg"ﬁ Operating Company was
"y g S e - . .
pot because of inadeguacy of parking space;, but b: & building is ob-
solete., Mr. Thomson can elaborate on the details of cbsclesence,

= 669 =

=




probably

The merits

cause

&« old premises are not

the occupancy

vacant there is

and preblems ef financing a

discussed immediately

of a Parking Authority
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The twg me! ts groups have done a very goot
two present with the regulations eatablis
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City officials.

Remowal
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parking

Do vou msul“
land, but Lo

and should not be coupled with the me

sments being reduced,
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S7an
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etc.
the schems
e highest use
return

o
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o
one not in a very gooed , the rest are
'y slum, This statement sxaggeration and
on our building and hewlth in IS o
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(e) This indicates it is self supporting.
Multi-level, Self-park Garage
Page 12 \

Per
Lot No. Berths Land Cost Berth

1 220 168,221,00 764,64
5 260 106,000,00 407,69
6 118 130,721.28 1107.80

598 404,942,28 667.17

A further refinement of . figures submitted show |

Page 13
See the gquotation from the history of the Vanccuver Downtown Parking
e Corporation,

Points I would make are;

¥

(1) Whether funds from parking lots should he used for more parking
facilities or for other civic benefits 2z a sion »hhrr should
lie in the hands of the Council., To get the s for parking
lots in the st place and to underwr: Jjuires
funds from other sources. These determinat = made
by Council. |

*+ 8 Sy

. There mig ht be some question about issuinz 'dirsct cbligations of
the Cerporatidnt, i

Are these notes paid now?

Crafton Street lot used for the working parker. !
many cities providing parking for workers, Busine
for their customers?! parking - they pay less ti

there are any or
are not paving
- ses top of page 1l

ﬁn

Page 16

scepted, but

| Professor Stephenson's recommendations for mors p:
his locations {an expert's) are rejected.

Recommendations, 1

1. That the location specifically suggested he studied to see if it i
the only ome or the best, #

7]

2, The leass, i
determined i
the City has t

it might not be better to lease in this way even if

possible, should be to the merchants, sught to be
o build the parking garage ‘ftself,

3., That no Parking Authority be established !fo
ment of the “1tyuwide'parkihg'probleafo £ <
Authority let it operate the lots under regu
Development, financing and determination :.q;f'
the Council., Opinions of merchants and =1
weighed by Council,

ilation and develop-

t be a Parking i

, set by the Council

a responsibility of

would no doubt be i

# = A check of present facilities should be made, des.gnating each facility and
its capacity, with relation to principal destinations of people, and spotti
available sites. If this is not done, and well dor the lot will not be 16

cated in the best place and will interfere with :
lots. Parking lots, particularly those combined =
generate traffic and may cause a serious problem.

A, A | .
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! MOVED by Alderman Abbott, seconded by Alderman Wyman, that the report
be approved.

His Worship the Mayor: "Before you vote on this, we have Mr, Munnich's

report on the planning aspects of the location of this garage; and you, alsc,
have Mr, DeBard's comments onr the proposal.”®

Alderman Lloyd: "Does the City Manager take any peint of cbjection to
the proposal?®

City Manager: “Yes, I say that in the brief which was presented by
the merchants that they have very little of fact, 1 zm not sure that that is
the correct location for a parking lot. I donft think we should be spending

this kind of money on an impressiom. I think, prokably,

needed downtown, but I don't think they have proved it in their brief as I
have pointed out in mine; and I think we should be careful that, if we put a
parking lot there that we are not spoiling the parking plans for the future
i , in having a lot or facility at Crafton Street and one down there where, {

perhaps, a lot such as on Sackville Street perhaps should be further down,
closer to George Street,m

Alderman Lloyd referred to Comment No. 4 of Mr, Munnich's report and
asked: "Is that a direct difference of opinion between Mr, Munnich and the
City Manager?"®

City Manager: "I would say so."

Alderman DeWolf: "It seems we are only asked rto deal with one recom=

ade g sure—

=

mendation. I would like to know if any official in the City has |

vey of this City, itself, to see whether there is any area downtown that would j

be just as suitable or, perhaps, more so; and, perhaps, at less money. I did

suggest the other day the Parade. I would like to have 3 report om it
His Worship the Mayor: "That would cost us mors money.”
Alderman DeWolf: %A1l right, I don't fully agres and that is what I :

want to know., I think it is a mistake to jump at cus conclusicn before exam-

ining other facters, I don't say that this is necessarily the cne, I am in

favor of a parking space. It might be that the parking space up here should

have an extra deck on it, but what I am against iz Taking privately—owned

land and developing it for this purpose where we are getting 2 T%T&nue; as
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S

against any other land that may be available at a lewer prics,

"I was told by somsbody that it would cost us more money here, I don't
believe that, I have to be shown, Somebody, I assume, has told you that it
would cost more money.”

His Worship the Mayor: "It would cost us a lot more monsy,”

Q
ot
i
s
¥
&
2

Alderman DeWolf: %I don't fully subscribe t
isn't a downtown merchant, but an engineer to tell me that, For instance, this
land here is more thau twice as big as the land that they are going to take,
This land has 52,000 sg. ft. against 24,000sq. ft. which is propesed to bs
taken, So, if they have four stories down there, they would nesd only have
two here; and I would think the cost of putting up a two-storey garags would
be lower, proportionately, than a four sterey."

His Worship the Mayor: "Your plan is to put it underneath the Parads.”

S )
Do

e

Alderman DeWoif: Y

Hiz Worship tha.ﬁ&?@fz “Mqﬁ@-theltrees?“

Alderman DeWolf s "Hove evé?%thiﬁg and put tﬁé'é&rkiag lot down and put
everything back again. 1 talked with a specialist in moving sarth, rock and

so on; and I asked him what the cost might be. He couldn't tell without know=

—

ing what the formation of the soil was, whether it was all rock

what: but, he did suggest that it would be less than $100,000,00, It may be
considerably less. This man has been in the business, so I take his word for
it the same as I would take an engineer's word for it; but I haven't been told
by an enginser what the difference in cost is going to be, The conly reason i3
and X particularly like this — if it can be done, then I suggest that the City
is going to save money in taxable land. This land will never be taxed. Other
land will be taxed; and I suggest, too, that this report which we got from the
merchants hasn't been sufficiently clarified from the econcmic standpeint to
tell us where we are geing, or what we are going te get cut of it; where we are
going to get back our money in taxes and enjoy the same position we presently
enjoy. I suggest it doesnft show that because if it is suggested it will cost
$450,000.00, that would be $45,000.00 per year to pay that oif in twenly Vears,
The taxes on that building or what they claimthey will pay are at 75% as a com=
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Counci

1,

June 18, 1960,

bined rate of business

and occupancy. That would be’ much mers thar

an We ars

getting now., I understand from Mr. DeBard's report we are getting $16,000,00

a4 year now; but we are going to lose.$16,0(-)0.,00° We are going to

ference between $10C,000,00 and $450,000,00. In my opinion; and

i

to have this confirmed by someone who knows, engineers,
ference will be,

Hall who would have v to that type of information,”

City Manmager
out in his report, has really studied this."
Alderman DeWolf: "From the standpeint of planning, no one

fault with Mr, Munnich's report. That particula

28

be all right, but he doesn®t say that another area on Granville Straet,

AE]

that wouldn't be all right.

to report on, I want to know if

made any survey of their own to determinfe tﬁat something else

as to what

[ think it should be produced by somebody probably

INohody on staff;, not even Mr., Mumnich, as he

r area in nis opipliohn W

L
&
(=)
=
=
(=%
2]
x
@

nother area on Barrington Street or Argyle Street, but he doesn’t say that
He is.only reporting on the area that he wWas asked

the officials have beenm consulted, have they

1d be located;

and that's why I think it is a mistake to jump at the first one that has been

pointed out to us rather than taking a look for ourselves,”

Alderman Lloyd: "It is fair to say that should such a parking

be constructed, I am sure that any realtor will agree that our ability

our assessment values in the very heart of the City where we derive

-y

revenue, would be a lot easier than if we don't proceed with scme

posal coming from the merchants.™

His Worship the Mayor: "And this will be a validation scheme, The mer—

chants are going te pay cver and above their taxes.”

Alderman Lloyd: *I:don't want to shut of f the possibility

under the Grand Parade by any means, That may be an additional thing we may

need for other purposes, but I would hope that, if there

lay, it is not going to be a protracted one. I would like to see
fixed for that information to be obtained.
rapidly.®

Alderman DeWolf: “Not only the Grand Parade, but auywhere

= 674 -
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area, I am not trying to limit it to this."

His Worship the Mayors "The value of your parking lot goes down with

each block you meve awzy from Barrington Street. Therefere, the first twe
blocks you would consider would be the Granville or the Argyle Strest ares,
If you examine all this area, you will find that it is about the lowest priced
area you can get to locate the garage and still get the maximum location value

out of it because it is close to Sackville and Barrington Strest which is the

principle business corner im Halifax, It is one block removed from itj and,

P

you have the advantage of having some blight there. It has the advaantage of

uplifting an area close to the new Federal building and the new Bank of Canada

B

building and there is a vacant lot there now, It is about the only block in
the downtown area, if you walk around it and you check on the assessment
values of lots, that you can possibly pick out at this time,"

Alderman Ferguson: "When you give the matter some thought, there are
many drawbacks to this stiuation, It is going to be expensive, T doubt if it
will ever be ecomomically feasible from a strict business point of view; but

notwithstanding those facts, I think it is essential and necessary that we get

the parking facility and get it as soon as we can, I think that, ¢
lose a little money from the straight tax point of wiew which I would be pre-
pared to do for one, we will get more back from the increase or at least the

holding of a settlement in the general area. I think incrsased parking is

absolutely essential for it isn't what we are going to lose

ticular parking lot, it is what we will lose in the whole downtown area, 1
think it is a must, I think it is the lesser T ¥ mmber of ills, I doalt
think it is going te be sconomically possible to rscover the full cost; but,
notwithstanding that, I think it is going to be a form of s ubsidy which we
have to give if we expect to get even the normal tax return in dellars that
we are getting from the downtown area. I think it is a must. I am certainly
in faver, in principle, of going along with the situation. I weuld like to
get some further thoughts of the method of operation at a late
it stands now, certainly, I think wa should get on., You may get other lecatrions,
I don't think you are going to get any cheaper ones, I don't agree with the
figures that Alderman DeWolf has on the cost of excavatiom. I think the
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gentleman who gave him t

wery, very expensive if you struck rock."

o

Alderman DeWolf:
business for at least th

wvations probably in the

His Worship the Ma
tion from a man in busine

It was 1/10 of what we ever expected to get by at a contract price; after

had started boring, whic
Alderman Trainor:
Ferguson, I wonder, car
sy idea of howt much inc
in the Gottingen Street

has been and is underway

m

Cou
June 1&. 1960
‘he information may have made a mistake [t could bs

“I got the information from a man whe has hesn in
irty or forty years.and he is doing * e largest exca—

City, Surely, he should know."

(=1
[
+
o
[
by
=]
]
L

yor: “Except that we had a similar kind

ss for the excavation of the Industrial Mile Area

% indicated ths underlying character of the £r sand, "

=

"] agree with the thoughts expressed by Alderma
rying this thing a little further; if the Assssseor
rease in assessments there has been in the Last year

area over two years ago because of the fzct that

presently a municipal parking lot.”

His Worship the Mayor: "Glube's and Heinish's were built only on the

sssumption that the park
Alderman Trainors:
up there all along.” And
subsequent meeting.
go ahead with this downt

to be is another thing,

Alderman Wyman: "

“That will make our stand more positive that we

but we have to approve the thing in primciple.

ing lot was going to be created there
“There are other additions and improvements going

he asked the City Assessor to submit a report at

o
.
]

{11=]

own parking garage. Just where the locationm

=
£
T
£
)
B
(3
[ig ]
-+

In this connection, not long ago I attend

where there was some discussion not of parking garages; but of the parking
problem generally, at which time it was stated that Haligonians are particularly
opposed to walking, Whether we think they should be or not and whether we
it or not, the fact remains and if we are going to persuade Haligomiazns
business in the downtown area, they have to be able to get there and get
without much walking. I think we can all agree on that, When we talk abou

+he downtown business area, essentially we are speaking of the length of

Barrington Street and adjacent streets from about Spring Garden Road to .

ot

Buckingham Street; and if you look at that area and try to provide 2 locabi
close to it where any substantial amount of parking is possible; it is not
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Council
June 16, 1960

to be easy to find, I can't picture any location that is any better located
with regard to that busimess area than the one we are talking azbout,
"If we go ahead with this, having built a parking garage ther

no doubt that if it does; as we all hope it will, not omly sustai

too many years there may be need for further parking facilities

I would plan perhaps we might look at the Parade as a possibility
inclined to agree with those who have doubted whether or not the

be developed at aaything less than a very large price because

sure that most of it would be blasting, if it is ever done; but I think thers
is an urgency that rather precludes the undertaking of that type of 3
ment, It will take much longer than the location we are discussing,
be a reserve that we can keep for some future time and at the

vide this which has been needed for some time, The need hs

and it has been called to our attention time and again that some

be done.”

The motion was pit and passed with Alderman DeWolf wish
against,

Alderman DeWolf: "I am 100% in favor of a parking lot downtown,
know it is needed. All I want to do is, I think it is fair enough not to take
the first one that comes along at a price. I think it should be explored.
Can you do as well somewhere near and until I find out, I will have
against it."

MODIFICATION OF SIDEYARD AND REARYARD — NO. 310 JUBTLEF ROAD
To: His Worship the Mayor and Members of City Council.
From: Town Planning Board.
Date: June le 1960,
Subject: Modification of Sideyard and Rearyard = No, 310 Jubiles Ruazd,

The Town Planning Board at a meeting held on the above date ¢ dexe
a report from the Director of Planning recommending against a modification
sideyard and rearyard at Ng. 310 Jubilee Road.

Counecil.,

It was mored by Alderman Macdonald, seconded by Aldermsn 07Brien
ty

the Board approve the report and recommend it to Ci
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Council,
June 16, 1960.

The vote on the motion was 3 = Z in favor:

For: inst;
Aldeyman Macdonald Alderman Connelly
Alderman O'Brien Alderman Tgainer

Alderman Abbott
Respectfully submitted;

K., €, Mantin,
CLERK OF WORKS.

MOVED by Aldermsn Butler, seconded by Alderman Lioyd, that this matter
be referred back to the Town Planning Board.
Alderman Butler: “The building on this lot! has been there for a number

iere are some circumstances I understand which would indicate

.

&
-4

ol

rhis might bs a case that possibly could justify & relaxing of the rules
with respect to rearyard lines and sideyard lines., The frontyard'is something
like BO feet fyrom the south side of Jubilee Road, I understand there is a
peculiar problem invelved inasmuch as the building is quite far back on the

lot and the living room is on the front of the house, the kitchen is on

the back of the house, In order for this gentleman to add to his kitchen

in order to accommodate his family, the only place he has to add to this

Lo

building is at the back of it."

His Worship the Mayor: "He is adding a dining room."

Alderman Butler: %Yes, opposite the kitchen. That is correct. Thére
was a suggestion that he put it on the front of the building, but it does
seem most impractical for him to walk from the back of ais house to the fromt
of the house in order to sat his meals.®

His Worship the Mavor suggested re—arranging the use «f the rooms,

Alderman Butier: "It gets complicated, That is why I suggest it go
back to the Town Planning Board. The City, I understand, owns the land south
and adjacent to this property; and I believe he would be about nine feet from
the rear line and even if something were built upon the land of the City, ne
doubt there would be a certain set-back — they wouldn't build up to his
rear line., As a result, he would have a fair amount of cliesarance. It doesn't
seem to me to pose such an awfully serious problem, The building is far enough
back that it doesn't interfere in any way with the adjoining building. I
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Couneil,
June 16, 1960,

don't think there would bs any objection from the neighbors because there is
a large retaining wall now and this addition wouldmors or less make it a much
better situation for himself and his neighbor. I think there are some facts
that would substantiate that the matter be reviewed in more detail inthe Town
Planning Board, I would move now that permission be granted if I could get
& seconder for the motion,®

His Worship the Mayor suggested that the omwer be asked to submit pre-
sent floor plans and the proposed floor plans for the guidance of the
Committee,

Motion passed with Alderman O'Brien wishing to be recorded againmst,

COURT OF TAX APPEALS ORGANIZATION

June 16, 1960.

To His Worship the Mayor and
Members of the City Council,

At a meeting of the Finance and Executive Committee held on June 9, 1960,
a report was submitted from the City Manager giving information with regard to
the number of assessment appeals, withdrawals, cests; etc, over the psst vears,
Your Committee, in, considering the emolument to be paid te the members
of the Court of Tax Appeals, recommends that the Chairman recieve $1,200.00
and each member $1,000.00 per annum effective as of 1961,
Respectfully submitted,

R, H, Stoddard,
CITY CLERK,

MOVED by Alderman DeWolf;, seconded by Alderman Fox;, that the repert be
approved. Motion passed.

TAX EXEMPTION = HALIFAX LAROUR TEMPLE - LEGISLATION

June 16, 1960,

To His Worshipthe Mavor and
Members of the City Cou

At a meeting of the Finance and Executive Committee held on June 9; 1960,
a report was submitted from the City Manager relative to a request from the
Halifax Labour Temple Association for fixed taxation in the amount of $500.00
for the next ten years.

For the information of the Committee, the report revealed the tax paid
and exemption granted for the last 4 years with respect to the Longshoremen®s
Hiring Hall and the Carpenters' Hall.

The City Manager suggested that any exemption in the case of the Halifax

Labour Temple Association should cease when the present physical facilities
are changed and that it should be for 5 years rather than 10.
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Counecil,
June 16, 1960,

Your Committee recommends that legislation be sscured to fix the tax
payable by the Halifax Labour Temple Associatiom at $500,00 for the next 5 |
years retroactive to January 1, 1960,

Respectfully submitted,

R. H, Stoddard,
CITY CLERK.

MOVED by Aldsrman Dunlep, seconded by Alderman Lloyd, that the report
be approved, Moticn passed,

BICENTENNIAL HIGHWAY ENTRANCE - CONSULTANTS

Deferred in Committee, |

Hiz Worship the Mayor: Y“I have written to the Minister of Municipal
Affairs posing two guestions directed to me by the Committee, One was,
"Will the Province be prepared to accept the recommendation of Whitman, Benrn

and Associatead nd two, 'Will the Province share in the cost of this study?!’

MULGRAVE PARK_HOUSING PROJECT — CONTRACT CHANGES I

June 16, 1960.

I To His Worship the Mayor and
' Membrrs of the City Council,

At a meeting of the Finance and Executive Committee held on June 9,

| 1960, a report was submitted from the City Manager listing cHanges from the \
Province of Nova Scotia which have been requesteg@ by Central Mertgage and
Housing Corporation wﬁﬁp@“14ng the Mmlgrave Park Housing Contract as follows: ‘ 1.
I ‘ Subtract - !
1, Cement Pipe = City Services $ 4,369.75 $ 5,167.30
2, Additional pipe and manhole backdrops |
3, Drain tile andé waterprocfing 1,020.,47
4, Additional excavation and rock 1,050.25 :
5. Chase in concrete wall 6,125,00
6. GCravel stops for roc ; 360.00
7. Drilling for tests ( 5,104,00 l
8. Windqw cleaner bolts 2,206,00 385,00 '
9, Smaller rail on rétaining walls 304,00 j
10, Hardware reduction 16,150,37
11, Security window substituted fer names
brand in specifications 67,500,00
$ 90,530,12 $ 19,212.02 !
Net Reducticn $ 71,318,10

Your Committee recommends that the changes be approved.
Respectfully submitted;

k., H. Stoddard,
CITY CLERK.

MOVED by Alderman Lane, seconded by Alderman O'Brien; that the report

be approved. Motion passed,
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Coyncil,
June 16, 1960,

REDEVELOPMENT AREA ~ DEMOLITIONS ‘
To: His Worship the Maycr and Members of City Council, ‘
Frem: Committes on Works,
Date: June 10, 1960,
Subject: Redevelopment Area — Demolitions,

The Committes on Works at a meeting held on the above date considered a |
report from the ity Manager recommending that the lowest tenders be accepted ;
for the demolition of buildings in the redevelopment area.

On motion of Alderman 0'Brien, seconded by Alderman Connolly, the
Committes recommended to sept the low tender in each case, and in the case

where there is a t ty Manager toss a coin to decide who sheuld be
awarded the tender and recommended the same to City Council.

tie th

r

Respectfully submitted,

K, C, Mantin,
CLERK OF WORKS,

MOVED by Aldermsn Trainor, seconded by Alderman Abbott, that the report
be approved, Motion passed.
HOUSTNG AUTHOR(TY - SUPPLEMENTARY BUDGEY - BAYERS/ROAD PROJECT !

June 16, 1960,

To His Worship the Mayor and
Members of the City Counecil.

At a meeting of the Finance and Executive Committee held on Jume 9,
1960, the City Manager submitted the following supplementary budget requested
by the Housing Authority for the operation of the Bayers Road Project:

Fidelity Bond — 2 new members of Authority $ 34,23
1i

Catch basin and line to storm sewer = Romans Ave, 2,500,00
Share of fence = St. Andrews Avenue line ~1.000.00

$3,534,23

Your Committee recommends that the supplementary budget, as requested,
be approved.

. Respectfully submitted;

R HL Sﬁaddardg
CIT¥ CLERK..

MOVED by Alderman O'Brien, seconded by Alderman Trainor, that the re-

[£7]

port be approved., Moticn passed. i

PROGRESS - MULGRAVE PARK HOUSING PROJECT

Alderman Trainor: “When do we expect te start moving people in the |
first unit of Mulgrave Parki™

His Worship the Mayor: "“About September lst. The first twenty-seven

i
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Council,
June 16, 1960.

units are expected to be ready then,”

Alderman Trainor: “How many units do you expect will be completed by
the end of the year?i®

City Manager: "“Ninety—nine,®

His Worship the Mayor #They are making mach better progress than

expecte d, m

HOUSING AUTHORITY — SUPPLEMENTARY BUDGET - MULGRAVE
'ARX HOUSING PROJEST

T TR R T Ter e b D S < o e = e

June 16, 1960,

To His

Finance and Executive Committes held on June 9, 1960,
1 the City Manager advising that the Housing Authorlty
v budget because of increase in personnel and office

occupancies in the Mulgrave Park Project beginning in

The report listed estimated revenue amounting to $18,753.00 and estimated
.5 amounting to $45,125,00, resulting in an estimated deficit of

Your Committee wecommends that the supplementary budget as requested be

Respectfully submitted,

R, H, Stoddard,
CITY CLERK.,

MOVED by Alderman Trainor, seconded by Alderman O'Brisn, that the re-

approved, Motion passed,

1

port

ADVERTISING ACCOUNT AND APPLICATION FEE FOR REZONING = DRUMMOND

<LEAMAN STREET AREA

To¢ His Worship the Mayor and s of City Council,
From: Committes on Works, :

Date: June 10, 1960,

Subject: Advertising
and Leaman Street

and Application Fee for Rezoning Drummond Court

The Committ@w t a meeting held on the sbove date considered
the matter of the advert - account and application fee for rezoning of the
Prummond Court and Leaman Street area,

On motion of Alderman Connolly, seconded by Alderman Trainor, the
Committee agreed to recommend to City Council that the advertising account in
the amount of $432.00 be paid by the Cjty of Halifax and the application fee
in the amount of $10.00 paid by Mr. Colin Hubley refunded to him.

Respectfully submitted,
K. C. Mantin,
= 682 = CLERK OF WORKS.
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