Council,
October 28, 1965.

The Acting Commissioner of Finance advised that he
was attending a course being conducted by the Municipal .

Affairs Department, and one of the Officials of Central Mortgage

and Housing Corporation was discussing the financing of the

Municipal Development Loan Fund who advised that the two-thirds
forgiveness feature would only effect payments made by Central
Mortgage and Housing Corporation by March 31lst. Therefore, it
would be necessary for the City to have its application in by
January 13, 1966, in order to take advantage of the forgiveness
feature.

His Worship the Mayor pointed out that if this inter-
pretation is correct, it means that the close-off date for ap-
plications to the Municipal Development Loan Fund is January 31,
1966. He suggested, in view of the letter from Stevens & Fiske
.Construction Limited and the maximum saving on the borrowing of
$10,666.00, is only a difference of $2,600.00. He suggested
Council proceed with the request of the Board of School
Commissioners.

Alderman Matheson suggested that the contractor would
increase the contract price the amount it will cost them for the
delay which might not be $16,000.00.

MOVED by Alderman Black, seconded by Alderman
H. W. Butler, that Council approve the request of the Board of
School Commissioners to proceed with construction immediately to
avoid increased costs and that the present capital borrowing
authorization of $108,406.00 be utilized for this purpose.

The City Manager pointed out that, in view of the new
information received by letter from Stavens & Fiske Construction
Limited as well as that submitted by the Acting Commissioner of
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Finance, he had no hesitation in saying that the best plan would
be to proceed at once with construction.
The motion was put and passed unanimously.
QUESTIONS
Question - Alderman Black Re: Notices to Solicitors, Ete, -

Applications for Consideration Before Council
and its Committees

Alderman Black asked if a system could be instituted
whereby solicitors and persons interested would be notified in
writing by the City Clerk when matters will be considered by
Council or its Committees.

The City Clerk was directed so to do.

Question - Alderman O'Brien Re: Appointment of Committees

Alderman O'Brien asked His Worship the Mayor if he had
given any thought to the possibility cf consulting the members of
Council prior to his nomination of the Committees.

His Worship the Mayor replied in the negative and
stated that he had hoped to dispense with the second Committee
meetings in the monthand in place,hold armeeting>®f the Committee
of the Whole Council but it is not possible unless an amendment
is made to the Committee Ordinance. He said it was not normal for
the Mayor to consult the Aldermen in drafting the Committee list.

Question - Alderman O'Brien Re: Informal Session of Council -
Appointment of Committees

Alderman O'Brien asked His Worship the Mayor if he would
consider an informal session of Council prior to the nominations
so that there might be some discussion of the matter. He said

he had no specific proposals to make but he had ideas about

principles involved. He said he knew of other Mayors in office

who had consulted every member of the Council about who was to be
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nominated and particularly with respect to the person himself.
In some cases, the person objected and said he did not want to
serve on that Committee which resulted in changes being made in
advance of the meeting.

Question - Alderman Black Re: Regional Gaol

Alderman Black referred to a newspaper clipping in
which the John Howard Scciety was critical of the City and County
of Halifax. He gathered that the report made by the Committee
appointed for the purpose to the Halifax-Dartmouth Regional
Authority was never given to this Council, He asked if His Worship
the Mayor would prepare a report outlining what happened to the
proposal. He said he understood that a report was made by people
who are interested in this field znd that architects’' plans are
available. He felt that action should have been taken and he
wondered why 1t was nct,

His Worship the Mayor advised that the matter was con-
sidered by the Town Planning Board and that it was referred to the
Halifax~Dartmouth Regional Plarring Commissicn to suggest a site.
He pointed out that the suggested site for the new Gaol is im-
mediately north of the proposed Narrows Bridge approaches on the
Halifax side lying between the bridge approaches and the Canadian
National Railways tracks.

Alderman Richard asked if it were not true that the
Halifax-Dartmouth Regional Authority had considered at least four
sites which were rejected and these four sites were the basis of
the joint-staff report which never came to Council but subsequently
the report recommending the site in the City of Halifax, was
brought in. He pointed out that all four sites considered were

in the County of Halifax and the recommendation concerning these
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four sites never reached the floor of this Council to which His
Worship the Mayor agreed.

Alderman Richard then asked His Worship the Mayor if
he thought that the situation was clarified,in the light of the
reports of Mr. John Arnott. He felt that the City of Halifax
should be vindicated to a certain extent from the position in that
the City of Halifax is being accused of being the hold-up in con-
nection with this subject. He felt it was extremely unfair.

Alderman Matheson referred tc another newspaper clipping
which read, "Nowhere is Halifax City Council‘s pathological in-
ability to get things done more devastatingly evident than in the
continued existence of the decrepit County Gaol on Spring Garden
Road. Nowhere has ‘buck passing® developed to a higner degree than
in the Council Chamber where decision is something tc be avoided
for as long as there exists tne least plausible excuse for
commissioning orie more sterile ‘study’, ‘report’ or'survey’'".

He asked if tne City Council was guilty or not.,

His Worship tne Mayor replied that Courcil was not
guilty because the responsibility for finding a site for the
Regional Gacl rests with the Halifax-Dartmouth Regional Authority.

Alderman LeBlanc asked His Worship the Mayor if he
thought that the paper was absolutely right in this connection to
which His Worship the Mayor felt that the Press was placing too
much blame on the City Council in this respect.

Alderman Matheson asked if the City Manager would pre-
pare a statement to be circulated to all members of Council and
the News Media establishing the position that the City Council is

not guilty in this instance.
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His Worship the Mayor again replied that the City
Council was not guilty of the charges expressed in the editorial.

Alderman Matheson pointed out that some of the Aldermen
are involved as members on a Halifax-Dartmcuth Regional Authority
but most of the members only know what they read in the press and
it is not very flattering.,

His Worship the Mayor advised that some of the sites
recommended were not available and one was ruled out because it
was too far away from the Halifax area.

Alderman Matheson again asked that the members of
Council be given a statement from either Iis Worship the Mayor,
the City Manager or both relating to this matter as he felt that
the editorial was a very damming indictment of the City Council.
He said that if it 1is true, all members should be tnoroughly
ashamed of themselves but if not, the public should be so infecrmed.

His Worship the Mayor pointed out that the proposed
facility will be built by the three municipalities and will cost
in excess of $1,000,000.00, ©Having due regard to changes in popu-
lation and shifts in grdwth area, he stated that the gaol should be
properly located. There are other criteria such as the availability
of hospitals, police departments and the installation of munici-
pal services. In some cases, the ccst was excessive as the site
was too far away from the source of water or for a sewerage disposal
area. He said there are many reasons why a decision was not reache
He pointed out that the matter came to Council in July of this year
and because it meant a sub-division was involved with the land, it
had to be referred to the Halifax-Dartmouth Regiocnal Planning
Commission.

Alderman Matheson then stated that the shack (Court House

on Spring Garden Road is an insult to the citizens of this
i
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Community and a disgrace to the City of Halifax.

| His Worship the Mayor replied that the degree of main-
tenance on the Court House has not suffered over the years but it
is not the case with respect to the Rockhead Prison which was

built in 1858. He said that that building has been maintained in

a fairly good condition and it has certainly been maintained in an
excellent condition over 108 years., The same thing could not be
said of the Court House on Spring Garden Road.

Alderman Matheson again said this is what should be
; put in a form of a statement or an explanaticn to which His Worship '
| the Mayor agreed.

i Question - Alderman Moir Re: Meeting with Welfare Council
1| of Halifax

Alderman Moir asked when the Fublic He:zlth and Welfare
Committee would be meeting with tne Welfare Council of Halifax to
which His Worship the Mayor replied it would meet as soon as the

new Committee was named on November 1, 1965.

NOTICE OF MOTION

None.

ADDEC ITEMS ]

Modification of Setback Requirements - Froposed Tower On
Terminal Road - National Harbours Roard

MOVED by Alderman Moir, seconded by Alderman H,W,Butler

that, as recommended by the Town Plznning BSoard, the application of
the National Harbours Board for setbzack modifications be approved
with advice to the Board that the City Council appreciates the fact
that the National Harbours Board is making an effort to improve the
grain shipping facilities in the Port of Halifax; also, that the

Board be asked to consider the suggestions of the Director of

Planning for the improvement of the appearance of the proposed tower
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assuming, as it does, a dominant position on the waterfront of

Halifax. Motion passed.

Expropriation Property - #6589-91 Chebucto Road (480 sqg.ft.)

MOVED by Alderman Abbott, seconded by Alderman
A. M, Butler that, as recommended by the Committee on Works,
480 square feet of the property #6589-91 Thebucto Road, assessed
to Wanda Bianco, be exprcopriated for street widening purposes and
that the compensation for the said lands be the sum of $2,700.00.

Motion passed.
The fcllcwing expropristion resolution, to give effect

to the foregecing mction of Council, w=s submitted:

WHEREAS the City Council of the City of Halifax has
caused to be prepared a plan and description of certain land in
the City of Halifax znd a list of the owners of such land, which
land is required fcr strset widening purposes;:

AND WHDEREAS the City Council is of the opinion that
the said land should be acgquired for the dforeszaid purpose;

AND WHEREAS City Ccuncil ceannot acquire the land
hereinafter described by agreement with the owrer or owners at
an amount that the said City Council considers a failr price;

AND WHEREAS City Courcil deems it necessary that the
said land should be expropriated.

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council that,
pursuant to the provisions of the Halifax City Charter, 1963
and amendments thereto, the said land and any and all estates
or interest therein, be and the same are hereby expropriated
for street widening purpcses;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the City Council that
pursuant to the provisions of the said City Charter, the City
Clerk do file with the Registrar of Leeds s copy of the said
Plan of Expropriation, besring Number ©T-4-16437, and a copy of
this Resolution under the Seal of the City of Halifax:

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the land to be
expropriated, the assessed owners, and the compensation to be
paid therefor, are as follows:

6589-6591 Chebuctc Road - Wanda Bianco = $2,700.00

the said land being described as follcws:
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ALL that certain lot, piece or parcel of land situate, lying and
being at the northeastern corner of Chebucto Road and Connaught
Avenue in the City of Halifax as shown bordered in red on a
plan entitled, "Expropriation of Certain Lard Required by the
City of Halifax for Street Purposes at the Northeastern Corner
of Chebucto Road and Connaught Avenue", dated QOctcber 28, 1965,
and being on file in the cffice of the Commissioner of Works of
the City of Halifax at City Hall as Plan No. 77=4-16437; the
said land being more particularly described as follows:

BEGINNING at the point where the former northern official street
line of Chebucto Road is intersected by the fcrmer eastern
official street line cf Connuaght Avenue;

THENCE northwardly along the said former eastern official street
line of Connaught Avenue and continuing northwardly along the
eastern official street line of Connaught Avernue for a distance
of thirty-two feet (32');

THENCE southeastwardly for a distance of forty-four feet and
eleven hundredths of a foct (44.11°') to z point ca the aforesaid
former northern official street line of Chebucto Road distant
eastwardly fhirty feet (30°) from tne place of beginning;

THENCE westwardly alcng the said former northerrn official street
line of Chebucto Road for a distance of thirty feet (30°') to the
place of beginning.

Containing an area of four rundred and eighty square feet
(480 sqg.ft.).

MOVED by Alderman Abbott, seconded by Alderman
H., W. Butler, that the resolution as submitted be approved.

Motion passed.

Meeting adjourned: 10:25-p.m.
HEADLINES

Minutes - September 16, 30 and October 6, 1965 806
Approval of Order of Business - Additions or Deletions 806
Greetings to Lt.Col. Prachakra Bunnag,

Metropolitan Bangkok Police - Thailand 807
Welcome to Alderman A, M, Butler 807
Sale of Land to Children's Hospital 807
Deferred Business:

Sale of Sewer System to Public Service Commissiocn 816
Installation "No Right Turn Sign" - Newton Ave. & Chebucto Rd.816
Petition Re: Erection of Tavern - Kempt Rozd & Hoocd Street 816
Motions of Reconsideration - None 816

Motions of Rescission:

Motion - Alderman H. W. Butler to Rescind Resolution of
Council, dated September 30, 1965, Re: Appeal
from the Refusal of the Building Inspector to
Issue an Occupancy Permit for a Proposed Tavern
at Kempt Rd. and Hood St.
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Public Hearings - None 819
Petitions & Delegations - None 819
Report - Finance & Executive Committee: 819
Permission to Overdraw 1965 Apprcpriations:
(1) Drawing Reproductions Acct.Traffic Engineering Div. 819
(2) Office Furniture & Equipment Acct.Cevelopment Dept. 819
(3) Office Supplies Acct. Clerk of the Court 819
(4) Fire Dept. 819
Property Acquisition - #5208-5210 North Street 820
Property Acquisition - #.532 Barrington Street 820
Property Acquisition = #5207-09 Cornwallis Street 820
Property Acquisition = #5451 Gerrish Street 820
Property Acquisition - #5453-55 Prince William Street 821
Property Acquisition, Africville - Property #127 821
Property Acquisition, Africville - Property #73 822
Authority to Expend in Excess of $1000.00 822
Fire Insurance Coverage - Federsl-Provincial Fublic
Housing Projects 823
Request for Commercial Use of the City Arms 823
Settlement of Claim = Mrs, Tromas Miise - $270.00 823
Wage Rates = Canadian Ccorps of Commissionaires 824

Payment of Compensation to Owners of Expropriated FProperty 824
Application for Door=to-dcor Canvass - Shriners,

Philae Temple 826
Supplementary Appropriation - Section 316"C" - City Charter
Fire Department 826

Meeting with Professor John Graham to Consider freparation
Proposed Brief to Province of Nova Scotia Re:

Highways, Health Services and Overall Problems 826
Delegation of Students from Westmount School 827
Report - Committee on Works:
Certificate #1 (Final} - Hot Water Storage Tank

Convalescent Hospital - J.A_Moulton & Son Ltd. 827
Certificate #2 {(Final! - Renovations - Convalescent

Hospital - Pryor Construction Co.Ltd. 827

Controlled Burning on City Dump 828

Additional Planting = Rehabilitation of North Common 828
Sewer Easement Agreement = National Harbours Bozard Re:

Sewer Retention Tank 828

Acquisition = Lands Adjacent to Fleming Park 829

Report - Safety Committee - None
Report -~ Public Health & Welfare Committee:

Scale for Welfare Payments for the Year 1966 829
Report. = - :Committee of the Whole Council,Boards & Commissions 830
Report - Town Flanning Board:

Rezoning Land Adjacent to Dalhocusie Campus from R-3 Zone

to Park & Institutional Zone - Hearing 830

Rezoning R-3 Zone to C-2 Zone - #1441-77 South Park St.

#5673-83 Brenton Place & #1448-74 Brenton St .Hearing 830

[a]]

Motions:
Motion - Alderman Black Re: Acquisition of Land South
of Fleming Park 830
Association for the Preservation of the North West Arm 831
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Miscellaneous Business:
Accounts Over $1,000,00
Second Harbour {rossing - Report Special Committee

Motion - Alderman Black Re: Mayor's Report, dated

J August 9, 1965 - Respecting Bridges & Armdale Rotary

Miscellaneous Business (Ccnt'd.):

Application - Lord's lay rermit

Location for Halifax Juvenile Court

Letter - Board of School Commissioners Re: Capital

Borrowing - Addition to Edgewood School

Questions:

Question - Alderman Black Re: Notices to Solicitors, Etc.
Applications for Ccnsideration Before Council
and its Committees

Question - Alderman O°'Brien Re: Appointment cf Committees

Question ~ Alderman O’Erien Re: Informal Session of Council
Appointment of Committees

, Question ~ Alderman Black Re: Regicnal Gaol
i Question -~ Alderman Mcir Re: Meeting with Welfzre Council
' of Halifax
Notice of Moticn - None,
Added Items:
Modification cf Setback Reguirements - Propcsed Tower
on Terminal Road - Nationzl Harko.rs Board
Expropriation Property - #6589-91 Chebucto Rd. (480 sq.ft.)

C. A, VAUGHAN
MAYOR & CHAIRMAN

R. H. STODDARDE
CITY CLERK
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CITY COUNCIL
MINUTES

SPECIAL MEETING

Council Chamber,
City Hall,
Halifax, N. 'S.;
November 1, 1965,
4:00 p.m.

A meeting of the City Council was held on the
above date.

After the meeting was called to order, the members
of Council attending, led by the City Clerk, joined in reciting
the Lord's Prayer.

There were present Mayor C, A, Vaughan, Chairman;
Aldermen Black, Q.C., Abbctt, Lane, Moir, A, M. Butler, Meagher,
LeBlanc, Trainor, Connolly, Richard, Doyle, O'Brien and
H. W, Butler,

Also present were Messrs. P. F., C., Byars,

R, H. Stoddard, W, J. Clancey, D. F., Murphy, C. F. West,
J., F, Thomson, J, L.Leitch, R, B, Grant, K, M. Munnich,
V. W, Mitchell, G. H. Brundige and Dr. E. M. Fogo.

The meeting was called specially to consider the
following items:

1. Election of Deputy Mayor

2. Appointment of Committees

ELECTION OF DEPUTY MAYOR

MOVED by Alderman Trainor, seconded by Alderman
Meagher, that Council proceed to appoint the Deputy Mayor for
the year commencing 1965 and that Alderman A. M. Butler be voted
on for such office.

Alderman O'Brien asked if the foregoing was a
nomination which would not require a seconder but was advised

by His Worship the Mayor that it was a motion because the City
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Charter provides that the Council shall appoint a Deputy Mayor
and it can only do so by motion,
The Alderman then asked if more than one name was
submitted, how would Council prcceed, to which His Worship the
Mayor advised that Council would vote on the names submitted :

to it.
Alderman O'Brier. then MOVED the nomination of

Alderman Black as Deputy Mayor for the year commencing November 1,

1965.
His Worship the Mayocr called for further nominations

but none were forthcoming. His Worship the Mayor then submitted
the names of Alderman Allzn M, Butler and Alderman Gordon S. Black
to be voted on by Council fcr the office of Deputy Mayor for the

ensuing year.

Alderman Moir requested that the election be carried
out by secret baliot but was advised by His Worship the Mayor
that such procedure could not be considered according to the
Rules of Order of Council because all votes taken must be re-
corded by the City Clerk,

Alderman Moir then contended that after the election
by secret ballot, a wote could be taken on the matter., He said
he would ask for a ruling from the City Solicitor.

His Worship the Mayor again stated that all votes
must be recorded by the City Clerk according to the Rules of

Order of Council and it always has been the practice. He so

w
o

ruled.
Alderman Moir submitted that the matter before

Council was an election and not a motion which required to be
settled by a vote of "yeas" and "nays".

In answer to a question from Alderman LeBlanc,
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His Worship the Mayor advised that each Alderman states who he
or she votes for and that it has always been the practice.

Alderman O'Brien then suggested that an election be
held and when the results are declared by the City Clerk, a
motion could be made to appoint the named person as Deputy Mayor.
He said he could not understand how anyone could be against the
secret ballot procedure.

His Worship the Mayor then stated it was his opinion
that the mction as made by Alderman Traincr is a valid one in
accordance with the City Charter which requires the Council to
appoint a Deputy Mayor. If Council dces not see fit to support
the motion, then the name czn be rejected and another name can
be submitted by another motion,

Alcderman Mathescrn, Q.C., arrives.

Alderman Matheson zagreed with the ruling of the Chair
and that it was the duty of zall members of Council to stand up
and be counted but on the other hand, hLe suggested that Council
might hold a straw vote whiich might give an indication one way
or the other.

Alderman Lzne pointed out that in 1955 she was no-
minated for the office of Deputy Mayor and former Alderman
B. 0., Macdonald was also nominated and the vote was taken openly. '
She felt that Alderman Trzinor shoulda have placed in nomination
the name of Alderman A. M. Butler and then Aldermar O'Brien would
have done the same with Alderman Black. A vote would be taken
and a motion would then be made that the winning candidate be
appointed Deputy Mayor.

The Deputy City Solicitor referred to Section 13 of
the City Charter which provides that Touncil shall annually

- 851 -




Council,
November 1, 1965,

appoint one of its members to be Deputy Mayor for a period of
one year. There is no provision in the Charter as to how the
election is to be held and there are nc provisions in the
Rules of Order of Council as to how the appointment is to be
made. He thought that the appointment of Deputy Mayor was
a question of procedure. Where there 1s no provision set out
in the City Charter or Rules of Order cf Council, he was of the
opinion that it was open to Zouncil to determine itself how
the appointment would be conducted. He suggested that the
motion that the appointment be made by secret ballot itself,
would not have been out of order.

His Worship the Mayor then ruled that the intent
of the motion by Alderman Trainor is that Alderman A.M.Butler

be appointed Deputy Mayor.

Alderman Moir then appealed the ruling of the

Chair to the Council.
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During discussion on the matter, Alderman Trainor rephrased

his motion to read "that Alderman A. M. Butler be appointed to the

position of Deputy Mayor", which was seconded by Alderman Meagher.

Council then voted on the following: "Shall the ruling of

the chair be upheld?”
Nine voted for the same and five against i1t as follows:

FOR: Aldermen Abbott, Matheson, A. M. Butler, Meagher,
LeBlanc, Trainor, Doyle, Richard and H. W. Butler - 9

AGAINST: Aldermen Black, Moir, Lane, Connolly and O'Brien = 5

MOVED in amendment by Alderman O'Brien, seconded by Alder-
man Moir, that Council hold an election cn the nominations of
Aldermen A. M. Butler and Black. This amendment was not accepted by
the chair.

MOVED in amendment by Alderman O'Brien, seconded by Alder-
man Moir, that Council substitute the name of Alderman Black for the
name of Alderman A. M. Butler.

Alderman Richard then suggested that Cocuncil vote on the
motion and if the same is defeated, then another motion could be made,
to which His Worship the Mayor agreed.

His Worship the Mayor then ruled the amendment out of order
because, in effect, it said "that Alderman A. M. Butler not be the
Deputy Mayor".

Alderman O'Brien then asked His Worship the Mayor in what
form the motion should be, to which His Wership the Mayor replied
that the vote would be taken on the motion of Alderman Trainor and if 2@
insufficient votes are cast in favour, then the way would be clear
for another motion.

Alderman Lane referred to the fact that when this matter was

considered by previous Councils, it was always done by nominations
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