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on this matter would be those attending this meeting. 
The City Solicitor advised that where the Council is 

acting as a quasi judicial body, hearing evidence and will make 

a decision affecting rights of people, it is only proper that 

any Alderman who is voting should be present to hear such 

evidence and make the decision. He ruled that any member of 

Council not present at this'meeting, could not vote on this matter. 

Alderman Richard stated that the rezoning application had 

given him a certain amount of concern since it was first brought 

up and that he had studied the matter of implications. He con- 

tinued and said that Council appreciates the problems that the 

University is facing at the present time and said that Council 

would generally be most hesitant to do anything to delay any of 

the expansion plans which the University has. He then read an 

extract from the staff report "it is inconceivable that the City 

could disregard the benefits produced by Dalhousie University". 

He also read a paragraph of an editorial in the Mai1—Star — 

"The rezoning of the area in question will not affect the rights 

of a single resident to sell his property to'whom he may choose 

but it will prevent the erection of apartment houses and the 

threat of apartment houses in this areafl. 

He contended that this is the fear that the University 

representatives have expressed up to this time. The fact 

that some large high density apartment unit will come into 1 

the area and frustrate the plans which Dalhousie University 

has for its development. On the other hand, the bargaining 

position regarding the value of land acquisition costs has a ten- 

dency to drive the value considerably above what is normal.
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Council has to give consideration to the rights of the residents 
of the area and the effect that the rezoning will have on their 
properties. He said he was not that convinced that the Park 
and Institutional zoning will have a serious effect but felt 
that the fears of the owners are quite well justified from the 
point of view of the Park and institutional zoning as opposed 
to some other zoning. 

He suggested that Council consider an alternative which 
he felt will provide the University with the protection that it 
desires and also give the propety owners in the area a certain 

amount of security. That alternative would be to rezone to R-2 

pone rather than Park and Institutional Zone. He contended 

thatzthe R-2 Zoning would be compatible with the present use in 

the area. There will be a preservation of the zoning of that 

particular use and a freedom to mod;fy or add to their homes 

within the limits of the K-2 Zane- in the case of destruction 

or major overhaul, the owners would not have to worry about non- 

conforming use restrictions. 

The advantages, as far as Dalhousie University is con- 

cerned, are the same as Park and Institutional zoning would 

have. There would not be any more fear of high density develop- 

ment in the area because a developer would be precluded from 

amassing a certain area of land with the intention of erecting 

thereon such a development because the R-2 Zoning is quite 

restrictive. He also felt that there will bea stability of 

land values in the area as a result of any R-2 Zoning because the 

high density developments would be eliminated. He did not 

think that the University would run into any proplems of rezoning
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when it did acquire these properties. He pointed out that the 

University could expand its facilities in an R-2 zone. He stated 

that Council might be able to secure legislation to the effect 

that any land the University acquires in the area would automati- 

cally be zoned Park and Institutional. He felt his suggestion 

was a good balance between the interested parties involved and 

nobody will be any worse off than they would be under the Park 

and Institutional zoning. 

Counc;l was advised that lf the area is 2: be rezoned to 

R-2, another public hear;:g wcuid be requiref. 

MOVED by Alderman Richard that the matter be referred to 

the Town Planning Board Ear further ronszderation. 

Alderman O Brien: “. «iii se:_nd the MGLZOH; but 1 

want to put forward an a;ia:na —t'* 1 e pitprsai f‘r study at the 

same time; hnd 1 would like tr: menmers of Council to think 

about it and for Dalhousie ;n_uers-ty and those who are opposed 

to think about it. 

"The R—i compromise seems to me to be the use of a rather 

rough tool for the control of the development of these lands 

where a more precise instrument, ; believe, lS available to us 

that would servethe interests of the three affected parties-— 

the property owners in the area. Dalhousie University and the 

City, as represented by the flouncil. The City‘s interest was well 

expressed by Dr Hicks when he spoke of the aesthetics of the 

City as a whole and particfilafly the Dalhousie area. I think that 

we should be concerned about that aspect Of the development 

as we go along. If it is R-2 "we could have a number of these 
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four-unit apartment buildings constructed here and there through- 
Out the area; We might still have these odd fingers of incompat- 

ible deVe1°PmentS that would spoil the appearance of the area. 
"Under the new City Charter, in Sections that have been 

proclaimed by the Province there are some powers which the City 
has not yet used, which I think may be appropriate for this 

purpose. Section 535 says the Council may have development plans 

prepared or revised from time to time. Such plans may relate 

to the whole City or to any particular area of the City, or to 

a specific project or projects within the City. Such plans may 

prescribe the manner in which the lands in the City or any part 

thereof may be developed or redeveloped, whether for public or 

other purposes, and the stages or sequences in which any such 

development or redevelopment may be carried out. 

"Section 536 says the Council may by ordinance adopt as 

an official development plan, or as a part thereof, any develop- 

ment plan prepared under Section 535; and by ordinance we may 

revise or amend it from time to time. 

"Section 539 provides for ordinances to be made by the 

Council which would permit the issuance of development permits -- 

a procedure that would come before building permits-and would 

allow Council to issue permits with conditions attached about 

the nature of development so that in a given area with R-3 

Zoning, or Park and Institutional Zoning, or R-2, as long as it 

were within the zoning, we could put further restrictions on by 

means of the development permit to keep it in line with some 

development plan of the City. 

"You may say that it would take time to get a develop- 

ment plan, suitable to the University, to City Council and to most 
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of the property owners in thearep, adopted. But, there is a 

further Provision in Section 538 which says that prior to the 

3d0Pti0n of an official development plan or an amendment to an 
ordinance made under this part, or of an alteration, addition 

or extension to any official development plan, the Council may 
cause the issuance of any development or building permit to be 

withheld for a period of six months from the date of application 

for such permit; or, the Council may impose such conditions on the 

granting of the development permit as may appear to the Council 

to be in the public interest. 1t is then stated that if the 

development plan is not proceeded with after six months, it 

would be necessary to compensate owners who have been held up 

for this period of time. 

"If we were to use this legislation, it would be 

possible for us to have a plan which would be gradually put 

into effect; and if the property cwnersin the area would not 

be affected earlier than they wanted to but, supposing, at a 

certain time, a property owner wanted to sell his property for 

any purpose, Dalhousie University might say: 'That's really con} 

trary to this particfilar plan.': and, if Dalhousie is not 

prepared to purchase this property at this time, then the City 

will amend the development plan so that a building permit may be 

issued to this particular property owner: and the property owner 

would, thus, be able to get compensation from Dalhousie immed- 

iately, or have the freedom to develop the property in a way 

which would be consistent with the City's overall zoning: but 

it might be a modification of the University's development plan 

of the area, if Dalhousie was unwilling to pruchase at that time. 

-242-



.""' 

‘ 

‘1="'=v-1.‘ 

'.‘.'-ii"!-A 

.'‘.''~-

- 

Copncil, 
March 31, 1966. 

"Furthermore, I would take the position (although I 

don't think this is essential to the plan that i propose) that 

if, at the time of the University's expansion in a given block, 

say, of this area, there was a property owner who was holding 

out for an unreasonable sum, I would then use the City's 

expropriation powers, providing Dalhousie was prepared to pay to 

the City whatever the Courts awarded that particular property 

owner. And it seems to me that the combination of these possibi- 

lities does provide a possible solution which ought to be studied 

by the City, by Dalhousie and by the solicitors for the property 

owners in the area.” 

Alderman Black stated that Alderman O‘Brien's proposal 

combined with A1derman]%chard's suggestion, the Town Planning 

Board could very well consider and might come up with some 

equitable arrangement that will satisfy the needs of all the 

citizens involved. He said that Council is cognizant of the 

needs and desires of the University as well as the rights of 

the property owners. 

Alderman Ivany agreed with Alderman O'Brien when he 

stated that the proposed R-2 Zoning would be a rough tool. He 

pointed out that if the members of Council would read the 

staff report presented to the Town Planning Board on October 20, 

1965, Mr. Cluney stated that he was concerned about the possible 

building of high rise apartments in the area and for that reason 

wanted Par£,and Institutional zoning. Dr. Hicks has re—affirmed 

that point. The Alderman said he was prepared to support 

the motion as moved by Alderman Richard, and for consideration of 

the suggestion of Alderman O'Brien. 

— 243 —



I Council, 

mt 

March 31, 1966. 

I

I 

Alderman LeBlanc contended that the combined suggestions 
of Aldermen Richard and O'Brien would be the logical solution. 

:_ 
In reply to a question of Alderman LeBlanc, the City 

Solicitor advised that he could not answer at the present time, 
whether the Council has the power to carry out Alderman 0'Brien's 

suggestion. 
_u—._ 

.-_. 

Alderman Matheson suggested that the Council would 

want an opinion from the City Solt:itor when this matter comes 

before the Town Planning Board. He felt there might be some 

conflict between the City Charter and the Town Planning Act 

and Alderman O'Brien's suggested device may not be intended for 

this purpose. He said the way the Charter is worded does not 

sound like it is intended to provide a vehicle whereby an 

institution can acquireland in an area where it wishes to 

expand. He felt it would be most unwise to proceed with such 

a suggestion without having careful consideration being given 

to it by the Legal Department. 

The motion to refer was then put and passed unanimously. 

lO:4O p.m. Council recessed. 

lO:50 p.m. Council reconvened, all members of Council 

. being present with the exception of Alderman Abbott. 

PETITIONS AND DELEGATIONS 

Request to Address Council — Mr. Murray Warrin9tOfl 

A letter was submitted from Mr. Murray Warrington 

requesting permission to address Council with respect to the 

unco-operative attitude of the Property Management Supervisor 

relating to the acquisition of his property, #2369 Maitland 

Street. 

MOVED by Alderman Matheson, seconded by Alderman Meagher . 
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that Mr. Warrington be heard, 

It was pointed out that Mr. Warrington had already been 

heard at the meeting of the Finance and Executive Committee and 

the City Manager was requested to submit a report at a subsequent 

meeting. 

After a short discussion, the motion was put and passed. 

Mr. Warrington then addressed the Council with respect 

to the City Staff negotiating with him or his solicitor concern- 

ing the acquisition of the property #2369 Maitland Street. He 

contended that the Property Management Supervisor was not willing 

to arrange a meeting with his solicitor which was substantiated 

by his correspondence unless Mr. Warrington and his solicitor 

were willing to pare down the asking price to close proximity 

to the assessed value; He said he had asked for a settlement 

of $20,000. He then listed the follawing properties with 

assessed value and settlement prices: 

Property ggsessed Value Settled Price 

5355 Prince William St; $6 300.00 $14,875. 
5485-? Clyde St. $13,950.00 $25,000. 
2374 Maitland St. $3,250.00 $6¢500. 
2372 Maitland St. $2 600.00 $5,600. 

In answer to a question from the Chairman, Mr. 

Warrington advised that his property is assessed at $9,900. 

The City Manager then outlined a history of events con- 

cerning the acquisition of this property since l963 to the present 

date. He pointed out that the property is outside the redevelop- 

ment area and is not required immediately for redevelopment 

purposes, but if people feel they would like to dispose of their 

properties because the area will eventually be required for re- 

development purposes, the City is prepared to negotiate a reason‘ 
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able settlement and if such settlement is not reached, the Staff 

will recommend that the property be expropriated. 
The Pf0Perty Management Supervisor advised that appraisers 

had been appointed to appraise Mr. Warrington's property which 
Certain1Y indicated that he and Mr. Warrington had discussed the 
matter of acquisition. Mr. Warrington stated that he had been 

in Mr. Smith‘s office a dozen times, 

It was then MOVED by Alderman Black, seconded by Alderman 

LeBlanc, that Coundil proceed to the next item of bus1neSS_ 

Motion passed. 

Petition Re: Parking Facilities ~ Htspital - 
University Avenue Area 

A Petition was submitted from the Staff of the Hospital, 

Medical and Pathology institute pointing out that the parking 

facilities in the area of University Avenueare inadequate and 

should be considered by the Traffic Authqrity or City planners. 

MOVED by Alderman Black, seconded by Alderman‘Matheson, 

that the petition be referred to the Traffic Engineer for study 

and report. Motion passed. 

REPORT - FINANCE d dXECUT3¥E CQMMITTEE 

Council considered the report of the Finance and 

Executive Committee at a meeting held March 24, l966, as 

follows: 

Debentures, Municipal Development & Loan Fund 
(1) Barrington Street Storm Sewer 
(2) Chebucto Road Storm Sewer 
(3) Revitalization 5 evelopment — North Common 
(4) Street Widening — Brunswick Street 

As this item required a two—thirds vote of the members 

of Council and such number not being present, the matter was 

deferred for consideration at an adjourned meeting to be held on 

Friday, April 1, 1966 at 4:45 P-m- 
— 246 -
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Capital Funds - Board of School Commissioners 
AS this item required a two—thirds vote of the members 

i of Council and such number not being present, the matter was 
'deferred for consideration at an adjourned meeting to be held on 
Friday, April 1, 1966, at 4:45 p.m. 

-u-.—-.--—- Pr0PertY Settlement - #2420—24 Brunswick Street 
MOVED by Alderman Richard, seconded by Alderman Moir, 3! 

that, as recommended by the Finance and Executive Committe, 
the sum of $15,500 be paid to Mrs. Bertha Cappell as settlement 
in full for all claims arising from the acquisition by the City 
of her property at 2420-2424 Brunswick Street located in the 
Uniacke Square Redevelopment Area. Motion passed. 

Property Acquisition —_#5454-56 Gerrish Street 

MOVED by Alderman LeBlanc, seconded by Alderman Black, 
that, as recommended by the Finance and Executive Committee, 

the sum of $17,900.00 be paid to Mr. & Mrs. Harry Gordon as 

settlement in full for all claims arising from the acquisition 

by the City of their property at 5454-56 Gerrish Street 

D located in the Uniacke Square Redevelopment Area. Motion passed. 

Property Acquisition - #2083 Barrington Street 

As this item required a two-thirds vote of the members 

of Council and such number not being present, the matter was 

deferred for consideration at an adjourned meeting to be held 

on Friday, April 1, l966 at 4:45 p.m. 

5 Expropriation - Bellevue Property 

MOVED by Alderman Blahk, seconded by Alderman Matheson, 

that, as recommended by the Finance and Executive Committee, 

the City Solicitor be authorized to take whatever legal steps 
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he deem5 “eCe5SarY t0 Protect the City's interest in the event 
that the Halifax Infirmary endeavours to have a special act pas- 
sed by the Nova Scotia Legislature vesting title in the Infirmary 
t° lands forming Part of the Bellevue property which the Infirmary 
had purchased from the Province of Nova Scotia after the Bellevue 

“ 
property had been expropriated by the Province. Motion passed. 
Honoraria — Members of Board of Management 
Halifax Mental Hospital 

MOVED by Alderman Richard, seconded by Alderman LeBlanc, 
that, as recommended by the Finance and Executive Committee, 

honoraria be paid to non—elected members of the Board of 

Management of the Halifax Mental Hospital at the rate of $20.00 

per member per session, payment to any one member not to exceed 

$400. per year; and that a supplementary appropriation in the 

amount of $2,800 be approved for this purpose under the authority 

of Section 316C of the City Charter. Motion passed. 
: Borrowing - $88,085.37 — Neptune Theatre 

MOVED by Alderman LeBlanc, seconded by Alderman Moir, 

that, as recommended by the Finance and Executive Committee, 

D the condition imposed by the Minister of Municipal Affairs in 

approving the Borrowing Resolution for the sum of $88,085.37 

covering the City's share of the guarantee of the financial 

obligations of Neptune Theatre, to the effect that the loan be 

repaid over a period of five years without the issuing of de- 

bentures, be accepted; and that funds for this purpose be pro- 

vided in the annual budgets for the year 1967 and subsequent 

.. 

._.¢"L__._. 

years. Motion passed unanimously- 

Swimming Pool — Capital Funds - $400,000.00 

As this item required a two—thirds vote of the members 
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of Council and such number not being present, the matter was 
deferred for consideration at an adjourned meeting to be held on 
Friday. April 1, 1966, at 4:45 p.m. 
Travelling Expenses Re: Inspection Homes for Special Care 

MOVED by Alderman Richard, seconded by Alderman Moir, 
that, as recommended by the Finance and Executive Committee, 
funds in the amount of $500.00 be provided under the authority 
of Section 316C of the City Charter to cover travelling expenses 
of Deputy Mayor A. M. Butler and Dr. B. M. Fogo for the purpose 
of viewing recently—ccnstructed institutions in the New York- 
Boston area to assist in developing the program requirements of 

the proposed new Basinview Home. Motion passed. 
Permission to Expend in Excess of $1,000 

MOVED by Alderman Moir, seconded by Alderman LeBlanc, 
that, as recommended by the Finance and Executive Committee, the. 

City Manager be authorized to expend the sum of $4,196.70 for 

the purchase of one Graphotype machine for use in the City 

Assessor's Office. Motion passed. 

REPORT — COMMTTTEE ON WORKS 

Council considered the report of the Committee on Works 

at a meeting held March 22, 1966, as follows: 

Tenders for Demolition: {1} #2359 Gottlngen Street 
(2) #2385 Gottin en Street 
[§} #2540 Brunswick Street 

MOVED by Alderman Matheson, seconded by Alderman Meagher, 

that, as recommended by the Committee on Works, the tender of 

George A. Redmond, the lower tender received, be accepted for t 

the demolition of the following buildings: 

(1) 2359 Gottingen Street — in the amount of $647. 
provided a Performance Bond in the amount of 
$1,300 is submitted by him to the City 
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(2) 2385 Gottingen Street - in the amount of $626 provided a Performance Bond in the amount of 
$1,300 is submitted by him to the City. 

Motion passed. 

The City Clerk advised that he had received word from 
the Property Management Division to request Council to withdraw 
the recommendation dealing'with the demolition of #2540 
Brunswick because repairs can be made to the property. 

MOVED by Alderman Matheson. seconded by Alderman Meagher, 
that the recommendation dealing with the demolition of #2540 

Brunswick Street be withdrawn. Motion passed. 

Tabulation of Tenders - Demolition 

MOVED by Alderman Meagher, seconded by Plderman Ivany, 

that, as recommended by the Committee on Works, that the tender 

of Roy Judge Co. Etdfiy the lowest tender received, be accepted 

for the demolition of buildings in §£ggp_L$l_— #235l—55—57 

Gottingen Street and £373 Gottingen Street in the amount of 

$2,886, provided a Performance Bond in the amount of $5,800 

is submitted by Roy Judge Co. Ltd. to the City; and that the 

tender of the City of Halifax, the lowest tender meeting 

specifications: be accepted for the demolition of buildings in: 

Group (2) — #5423,5425, 5431, 5437, 5439-41-45, 5453 and 5455 

Gerrish Dtreet in the amount of $9 755.00: and 

Grou 3) — #2420—2424 Brunswick Street, in the amount of 

$1,267.00. Motion passed- 

REPORT - SAFETY COM;-1i'r'I:EE 

council considered the following report of the Safety 

Committee: 

salary - corgoral G. Herman — Police Department 

The Safety Committee at a meeting held on March 8, 1966 
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considered a report from the Chief of Police respecting the 
fulfillment of the rank of Corporal as approved by the Safety 
Committee and City Council at recent meetings. 

It was also pointed out in the Chief's report that for 
one of the Constables being promoted, Cst. G. Herman, this 
promotion at this time means a reduction of $70 per annum in 
his salary as he presently receives Special Skills pay of $460 
per annum and Long Service pay of $200 per annum; and this 
situation would not be corrected until he attains the top 
step in the Corpora1s' pay scale. 

MOVED by Alderman Ivany, seconded by Alderman Black, 

that, as recommended by the Safety Committee, Cst. G. Herman 

be carried at the same rate of total pay that he now receives 

until such time as he attains the top step in the Corporals' 

pay scale when the amounthe will then receive will be greater 

than the amount he would receive as a Constable. Motion passed. 

REPORT — PUBLIC HEALTH AND WELFARE COMMITTEE 

Council considered the report of the Public Health 

and Welfare Committee at a meeting held March 24, 1966, as" 

follows: 

Tenders for Dental Equipment 

MOVED by Alderman LeBlanc, seconded by Alderman Richard, 

that, as recommended by the Public Health and Welfare Committee, 

'. the tender of Unident Limited for the supply of an Airotor 

Dental Unit for use at the Westmount School, at a total cost 

of $2,214.00, being the lowest tender submitted, be accepted. 

Motion passed. 

Dalhousie University Sponsored Public 
Health _Pediatric Clinics 

A letter was submitted from the Administrator of the 
Children's Hospital respeQting the termination on May 31, 1966, 
of the Dalhousie University sponsored Public Health Pediatric 
Clinics.‘ The letter outlined an alternate method of carrying 
out these services following that date. 

' MOVED by Alderman Richard, seconded by Alderman LeBlanc, 
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that, as recommended by the Public Health and Welfare 
Committee, 

(1) ”" the City of Halifax continue its support of the Public Health Pediatric Clinic; 
(2) the City Manager be requested to investigate whether or not Dalhousie University is free of any obligation by any deed or gift conveyed to the University over the years, particularly those years immediately following the Halifax explosion when a surplus fund may have been left over from the Halifax-Massachusetts Relief Fund raised in the State of Massachusetts in 1917-1918 for the aid and rehabilitation of the citibens of Halifax following the Halifax Explosion; and that the City Manager report back to the next meeting of the Health Committee: 
(3) His Worship the Mayor and Alderman Trainor be appointed to meet with representatives of the City of Dartmouth, Municipality of the County of Halifax, Dalhousie University and the Children's Hospital at a meeting to be called in the near future to discuss the proposal outlined in the submission of Mr. Matheson, Administrator of the 

Children's Hospital, on behalf of representatives of 
Dalhousie University: Commissioner of Health and 
Welfare of the City of Halifax; the Executive Director 
of the Nova Scotia Hospital insurance Commission, the 
Board of Management: Medical Staff and Administration 
Staff of the Hospital, and that the City representatives 
report back to this Committee. 

Motion passed. 

REPORT m COMMITTEE ?F THE WHOLE COUNCIL, BOARDS AND 
COMMISSIONS 

None. 

REPORT — TOWN PLANNING BOARD 

Council considered the report of theiTown Planning Board, 

at a meeting held on March 22, 1966 as follows: 

Modification of Set Back Requirements - Robie
I Street, Quinpool Road - Service

_ 

Station, Parking Unit and Office Building 

MOVED by Alderman Meagher, seconded by Alderman Matheson,
W 

that, as recommended by the Town Planning Board, the modification 

of set back requirements for a 12 storey office building at the 

northwest corner of Robie Street and Quinpool Road, as shown on
. 
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