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Alderman McGuire submitted the following
support of his motion of Reconsideration:

"Your Worship and members of Council, I move re-consider
ation of Council's decision of May 14, 1969 relating

to the location of Dunbrack Road in the Fairview vicinity

-- though I disagreed with that Council decision, my
disagreement is not the basis for reconsideration.

"The decision of two weeks ago today was made in my
opinion without that necessary consideration which we
agreed every decision should have. It was a decision
made without a staff report - not merely a staff report
at the last minute, but without a staff report. More-
over, it flew in the face of a staff report of April 9,
1969, The decision was contrary to a Town Planning
Board decision of April 9 to recommend a course of
action.

"It might have been understandable to vote against the
staff recommendation. It was quite another thing to
vote in a positive manner for an alternative presented

by a paid legal counsel and prepared by an engineer whose
name we have yet to hear; without any estimate of cost or
damage or disruption to development in the area considered

without even an adequate map of the proposal.

"Basically, the same alternative which our staff had
investigated and found unsatisfactory froman engineerinc
point of view, from a planning point of view, and from
an economic point of view.

"Finally the decision of the Town Planning Board last
week relative to approving lots of Birkdale Avenue seems
to me to be in conflict with the decision of twelve days
ago relative to location of Dunbrack Road as both
decisions stand. I, therefore, urge you to approve of
my motion to reconsider that Council decision."

The motion was put and lost, four voting
the same, and five against it, as follows:

For -~ Aldermen Abbott, Allen, Hogan, and
MCGUITE e vavsecaascsssasasnsassssnsss 4

Against -~ Aldermen Connolly, Ivany, LeBlanc,
Meagher, and Sullivan ..ccesccesees 5

PUBLIC HEARINGS AND HEARINGS

Public Hearing Re: Rezoning #6287-6311 Liverpool Street from

R=2 Zone to R-3 Zone

A

A Public Hearing was held at this time
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into the matter of the rezoning of land on the north side
of Liverpool Street between Windsor Street and Dublin
Street in the City of Halifax, from h—2 Zone (General
Residential Zone) to R-3 Zone (Multiple Dwelling Zone).

The City Clerk advised he had received letters of
objection from the féllowing persqns=

Mr. & Mrs, Auysten Murray of 2980 Windsor Street,

Mr. William C. McSweeney of 6282 Liverpool Street, and

Mr. J.H. Burke of 2940 Dublin Street. 1In addition, he
said, Mr., Fred Machan of 6294 Cork Street had written
a letter to the effect that he would like to address
Council on the matter.’

Mr. L. Lubka, Senior Planner reviewed the matter for
the benefit of Couﬁcil members. He said the application
had been before Cauncil on other occasions, Qhen it had
been turned down. On this_occasionF he stated, there was
an additional difficulty, in that the applicant 4did pot
own a lot which wés part of the total sjite under con-
sideration, nor did he even hﬁld an option on it, although
he was in possession of a letter from the owner stating
he did not object to the rezoning. Mr. Lubka said that
staff favoured the rezoning on the basis that the total site,
including the lot not presengly owned by the applicant, was to
be utilized for an apartment dwelling, but it was not
in favour of the land presently owned by the applicant
being rezoned én its own, since it would isolate the
remaining lot in an R-3 Zone, when in fact it was not

large enough to be utilized for an apartment
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dwelling. He suggested, therefore, that possibly Council
would wish to defer a de“ision in the matter until the
applicant could obtain ownership or an option on the

lot in question.’' '“He said the fact that the owner of the
lot did not obiect to the rezoning, did not in itself
guarantee that a satisfactory agreement of purchase

would be arrived at between the applicant and the owner,
in which case the applicarnt would have no alternative but
to restrict his building to the land he already owned.

His Worship the Mayor then asked if there
was anyone present who wished to speak against the rezoning,
and Mr, Machan came feorward,

Mr, Machan said the basis for his cbisction
was that the agsa inwolved was already over-developed as
far as apartment dwellings were concerned, with the result

thera was considerable congestion. The traffic problem,hs

a
)
P'I.

e

was aggravated by the location of the Forum, and would be
worsenaed once the new bridge was opened.

His Worship the Mayor asked if there was
anyone who wished to speak in favour of the rezoning, and |
Mr. Newman, the applicant, came forwarde.

My, Newnan confirmed that it was hoped that

he would'be able’ to'acquirs' the lot referred to by Mr. ILubka,

and that it would k& used aé'part of ' the total site for

a small-type apartment Awslling, for which purpose he felt
the lot and area were most suitable, and, in view of the
housing shortage, also desirable, In reply to accusations
that apartments in the area were untidy and in some cases

their occupants @& source of annoyance to other residents,
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Mr. Newman said his buildings were clean, well-run places,
and invited the Aldermen to examine them at any time.

On being asked whether a firm commitment
regarding his purchase of the lot in question was pending,
Mr. Newman replied that he had not pressed the matter with
any urgency up to now, but had simply asked the owner to
make the land available to him at the owner's convenience.
He stated the intention was to build a three-floor dwelling
of between 16 to 21 units, depending on the size of the
units.

There were no further requests from the
gallery to be heard either for or against the rezoning,
and His Worship the Mayor advised that the matter was aow

before the Council for its consideration..

Aldermen LeBlanc said that he had wibtnessen

the traffic congestion in the area, especially during winter
months, to which My, Machan had made reference, and felt
there was justification for the claim that the area was
already over=developaed, so that any additional apartument

awellings would only aggravate the problem.

Alderman Abbott felt in view of Mr. Lubka's

tatemsnt that staff would not approve the rezoning until

47}

the applicant could show ownership or an option on the one
lot in question, a decision should be deferred to give
Mr. Newman an opportunity to purchase the lot.

MOVED by Alderman Abbott, seconded by
Alderman McGuire that a decision in the matter be deferred

until the July 2, 19269 meeting of City Council.
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With regard to the problems of parking
caused by the Forum, Alderman Ivany felt it was unfortunate
that such City properties were not required to provide
adequate parking facilities for their patrons in the same
manner that the owners of apartments buildings were
required to do.

The motion was put and lost, three
voting for the same and six against it, as follows:

For - Aldermen Abbott, Ivany, McGuire.. 3

Against - Aldermen Allen, Connolly, Hogan,
LeBlanc, Meagher, & Sullivan ... 6

MOVED by Alderman Connolly, seconded by
Alderman LeBlanc, that the application for rezoning
#6287-6311 Liverpocl Street from R-2 Zone to R=3 Zone
be refused.

Alderman McGuire asked if there was sone
misunderstanding between thé Planning Department and the
developer in this case, as it appeared from Mr., Newman's
comments that he was not fully aware of the form in which
staff was putting their recommendation. He said it was
apparently Mr. Newman's understanding that the letter he
had obtained from the owner of the property to the effect
that the owner had no objection to the rezoning, was
sufficient,

His Worship the Mayor said he did not
think Mr. Newman was under that impression, since in his

remarks to Council he had stated that he had anticipated

having an option on the lot by the time of the Public Hearing.
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Mr,  Lubka said that at the time the
application was before Council on the previous occasion,
Mr, Newman had an option on, the lot, and it was just
assumed he still held that option when he made the present
| application, He said staff only discovered at the last
minute that this was not the case,
The City Solicitor said he felt it

was consistent with the policy adopted by Council that the

'I applicant for a rezoning must be the owner of the land in
question, or hold an option on it, that a letter from the
owner to the effect that he did not object to the rezoning
be considered as sufficient authority for a’developer to make
such an application.

His Worship the Mayor said the letter in
question was actually a little stronger than just saying
the owner had no objection, The letter read as follows:

"City Clerk,
City of Halifax
Nova Scotia
"Dear Sir:
. “This will confirm that I am aware of Mr. Newman's
plans to rezone this property known as 6287-631l,
| I wish to have our property known as 6311 included

in the rezoning.

! "I remain,
‘ Yours very truly,

(5gd) Jean Dockrill

“April 11, 1969"

Alderman McGuire said that in this case

it could be said in answer to the Senior Planner, that in w

fact, the total property known as 6287-6311 Liverpool Street
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- R in the control. Rf tp‘?. appiicant.. . .. |
. app‘l Lcat ioi q.‘hp cweﬁgucim: g3id the letter
. .M,..;enm?hm'- % satisfy, the requirements that an
f }ioaqt mugt, nwn ] h#?é an_optiqn nn_the land to
| < Hﬁ szpppd but it 61151 ryot:i p\lp‘p}y t.‘he necessary proof
| wll.ﬂ\ regard to the gaod nl,anqi.nq aspect of the matter.
.f .There was, he said,, noqpipg Milquapnntee after the
;;fsqning was grantad that ﬂr. Hewnan would be able to
' | L surchase the l.ol: known qa ﬁ3}1. with the result that he
ﬁ lie ;gquq.golahoad with hgghbngidinqnon the land he did own,
;jggﬁtné 6311 a snalli!gt.;n an R=3 znnq that could not be
. utiltﬁed- for R-3 purpobaa, and if. waé this aspect nf the
'untter. he added, that staft could not approve in terms of
a0 .good planning. Wit c ;
. ;, ey Aldegpanjquny aaked if the information
' -about Mr. Newman not. having an pption on lot #6311 was
put bafore the Tuwn Planning Board at the time they had
'studiod _the uiat.t;er, and the City Solicitor replied that
j.l; ,ha(i- not, because at_'ﬁlin-t_: .t_:ilne it had been assumed, as on
'the previous occasionﬁwhqn¢§;, Newman had applied for rezoning,
" | ‘that he held an option on thel.ot in question. This fact,
I . he said, qnly came t.o"l'.ight-'after the matter had been
_E'diacussad by the Town Planning ‘Board.
MﬂVBD by Alﬂarmnn Ivany, seconded by
nidernan Abbott, that in view of the new information which
had come td 1ight s;nco’tho Town Planning Board discussed

t.hta. matter, it be referred back to the Town Planning Board

- fox its re'connldm;_ati'on..-_
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The motion to refer was put and passed,
five voting for the same, and four against it, as follows:
SAD R ey - Aldermen Abbott, Allen,

Hogan, Ivany, and McGuire... 5

| ; _ ~ Against : - Aldermen Connolly, LeBlanc,
' ; e uaaQNGr. and Sullivan eecees 4

PE‘!‘ITIONS IND WLEGATIONS

Location - Newa Eedia o ggggcil gganbor

£qilowtnq letter was submitted from

’-_ | CJCR radio atationl
“May 23, 1969 .

“His Horship the Hayor, hllan 0°arion
Halifax City Hall :

“Dear Mayor O'Briant

-‘It has recently bnenL.rought ta ay attention that
accommodation for newsmen covering City Council
will be changed in the near future, I am told that
' the changes will force newsmen to a backrow seat,

“Jt is my belief that to cover Council properly,

newsmen must be located in a more suitable position,

I am fully aware of the problems that you have with
your new seating arrangement, However, I do feel that
some solution must be found,

“Having had little success with the Committee in charge
of renovations, I would ask that you consider granting
permission for a representative to appear before

. Council on behalf of 01ty Hall rePOtters to plead our
case,

'aosyectfully yours,

(896) ‘Clifford Fletcher,
News Director"

Alderman neaghei' asked if the matter could \
be referred to the Committee assigned the task of effecting

improvements in the Council Chamber, and His Worship the

Mayor asked for the views of whoever wﬁa appearing on behalf

. of the reporters.

—————
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both Aldorm nooui.u nwl !nax. wl.thout. being able ¢o
: 'euolvq the prabm. vbid wn tho tum for his
. appn to the c'i.ty o:mcu. i |

'shauld aonfar wtth th. m am-mu at the same tim. and
P ¢ aama conpromtu cmld not. bo :caehod. the matter ho '

L h«ra at the naxt: mung o! tha cu:y couueu. _

. prnented to Counct! !or i.tt eonaidomtlon. :

' ur. Pru had net hml 3 elnr onortunity ot mttng with

: 'm a;a-mn mmy lml hunu ae r.no sawe time, to discuss
¢ tha problem and ptennb hia ucmndaum-. and he agreod
. that this was the mmr l.n‘(ch t'.ho ntter shcauld be

3 apprqnahad.

-‘_'Mesuiu should arzangb ta mt um Ilr. Prat, nt a time
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nuu Prat said he had talked to

memn llnqhor sugguted that. Mr. Prat

ur. mt nxd t.hn. ammu Hcautre haa

a!uady amud ho aaw aothlng vm wi.t.h t.he natt.er haing

M&mn !chutro uld it was true t.hnl:

It mcmood 'thlt Aldermen Igyany and

to be aset by them. to dueuu the quucton of the placement
of ropr:ern in tho councn mu. and that no further

ohangas be effoctod uati.l thls naettnq had taken place.

- Reselutfon - cu:'y' :oz_ um&éoﬁ_ = Loan Constyuation of Sewage

o | ' 'nne mmndlcim from the Pmnca and
Executive comtttu rud as fouawn
'"rm\'r city Council endorse tha tonowing :esolutlon
submttted from the city el.' Ilndmo

""-_--_--'_m_--,_ T
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. “unmnzhs the Gavorn-ant of Canada, under Part VI B

© (Section 36) of the National Housing Act provides for

., loags. to municipalities for the constriiction of
sewage treatmant projects and forgives payment by the
baorrower of 25% af the principal amount of -the loan
and interest on prajacta cowmpleted or partially as of
March 31, 1970: :

| “AND WHEREAS many municipalities have undertaken sewage

. treatment projects under the provisions of the National
Housing Act and due to time, magnitude of project, and
capital costs of other necessary and essential services,
are unable to complete their sewage treatment projects
by March 31, '1970;

©  “AND WHEREAS it is essential that sewage treatment

? - projects be gontinued to prevent the discharge of raw
" sewage into rivers, lakes and tributary streams to lessen
the pollution ther.ofs

“AND WHERFAS many munic;palxtiea will experience difficulty
in. financing sewage treatment projects, due to the high
interest rate presently required for municipal debentures,
without financial assistance from the Federal Government;

. “NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Government of
Canada be requested to extend from March 31, 1970 to
March 31, 1973 the provisions of Part VI B (Section 36)
‘of the National Housing Act respecting loans to municipal-
ities for sawage treatment projects; and further, that
copies of this resolution be forwarded to the Prime Minister
of Canada, the Minister of Labour, the Canadian Federation
of Mayors and Municipalities, all major cities in Canada,
and local mambers of tha Federal Government for endorsa-

tiol‘l.
His Worship the Mayor quotaed the following
teleqrém\ho had received from the Honourable Mr. Robert Andras,

Minister without Portfolio; responsible for housing matters:

“YOUR EFFORTS THROUGH CFMM OFFICE TO ENSURE EXTENSION OF
FORGIVENESS ON C.H.H.C. LOANS FOR TRUNK SEWERS AND
SEWAGE TREATMENT PILANPS SUCCESSFUL, BILL C201 TABLED IN
HOUSE FRIDAY EXTENDS PART 6B SECTION 36G OF N.H.A. FOR
FIVE YEARS"® : \

MOVED by Alderman Connolly, seconded by

Alderman Ivany, that a letter of appreciation be sent to 3

Mr. Andras, Motion passed,

Hig Worship the Mayor said that Mr, Andras

" had been quoted as saying there was going to be a loosening “

i .. £ it
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up with regard to public housing, although they would be looking
for improvements in design; also, top priorities would be given
to lower income group, which was the reverse of the policy ad-
vocated by the Hellyer Task Force.

Since endorsement of the Resolution from the City of
Windsor is not now required, His Worship the Mayor suggested
that Council proceed to the next item.

Acquisition - 2283 Barrington Street - Canada Packers Limited

MOVED by Alderman Abbott, seconded by Alderman Sullivan
that, as recommended by the Finance and Executive Committee, the
property of Canada Packers Ltd., known as Civic No. 2283 Barrington
Street, be purchased for $90,000.00 as settlement in full for all
claims arising from the acquisition of the property by the City,
required for the future alignment of Harbour Drive. Motion passed.

A Formal Resolution was submitted giving effect to
the foregoing motion of Council and requesting permission to
withdraw funds from the Sale of Land Account.

MOVED by Alderman Abbott, seconded by Alderman Sullivan

that the Formal Resolution, as submitted, be approved. Motion

passed unanimously.

Acguisition - 5410 Cogswell Street - Halifax Labour Temple

The recommendation of the Committee reads as follows:

"THAT the property of the Halifax Labour Temple Association, known \
as Civic No. 5410 Cogswell Street be purchased for $80,000 as

settlement in full for all claims arising from the acquisition of

the property by the City, required for the widening of Cogswell

Street in conjunction with Harbour Drive, and that City Council Y
approve in principle the proposed leasing arrangement between the

City and the Labour Co-op Centre."

Alderman Ivany questioned whether the property in question
would be large enough for the kind of operation the Labour Co-op I
Centre would be carrying out, and he felt there should be some [

aiia e, . i

negotiation between them and the City's Planning Staff. L

He felt hesitant, he said
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appfoving any leasing ayfgngemént in principle without
knowing exactly what ‘use‘w_as intended for the property.
r LHia Worship the Mayor said that because
of the nature of the intersection at that location, there
would have to be control of access to the property, which
‘would give staff a power for negotiation. In any event,
he added, the lease would have to come before Council for
its'upproval.
" | MOVED by Alderman Ivany,,secomded by
: Aldarman Abbott, that the property of the Halifax Labour
Temple Association, known as Civic No, 5410 Cogswell Street
be pufchased fbr $80,000Ias settlement in full for all claims
arising from the acquisition of the property by the City,
required for the widening of Cogswell Street in conjunction with
Harbour Drive, and that City Council give consideration
to a proposal to be submitted respecting a proposed leasing
arrangement between the City and the Labour Co-op Centre

for the remainder of the land, Motion passed.

The City Manager confirmed that the
k matters of the settlement itself and the leasing of the

'P land stood apart.

Central Victualling Depot
MOVED by Alderman Ivany, seconded by
Alderman Abbott that, as recommended by the Finance and

Executive Committee, estaff be instructed to negotiate a

rental arrangement with the Department of National Defence, N
relating to a large stockpile of fill, owned by the City of
Halifak, which remains on the old CVD property, with the

effective date to commence on April lst, 1969, until the

————
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stockpile of fill is removed.

Alderman Sullivan asked what amount of rental was
involved, and how long é'périod was involved.

The City Manager advised the requested rental was
around $500 per month, but that s#éff was negotiating for
a lesser figure, ﬁis Worship the Mayor stated that a
motion of Council had given the cOQordinating Committee
for the Waterfront Historic Buildings until June 18th
" to come up with the answers to certain problems concerning

the retention of those buildings, one of the problems being
the disposal of this fili;‘
The motion was put aﬁd passed.

Request for Compensation - Mr. & Mrs. Anthony Edwards,
' 2046 Brunswick Street

MOVED by Aldermén Abbott, éebonded by Alderman
Meagher that, as recommended by the Finance and Executive
Committee, the'compensation to be received by Mr., &

Mrs., Anthony Edwards for the acquisition of part of their
property located at 2046 Brunswick Street be amended to
read $996.00 instead of $332.00 which was originally
approved by Council on March 12, 1969, Motion passed,

\ Payment to Regional Planning Commission

i MOVED by Alderman Sullivan, seconded by Alderman

Connolly, that as recommended by the Finance and Executive

Committee, the City of Halifax advance the balance of its

1969 contribution to the Regional Planning Commission

in the amount of $8,288.93 on the understanding that, should

the Province increase its financial support of the Commission, -
such funds would be applied in the first instance to the i\
appropriate rebate to the City of Halifax. Motion passed. ;
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Advertisement - Canada Games Souvenir Programme

MOVED by Alderman Abbott, seconded by
Alderman. Yvany that, as recommended by the Finance and
Executive Committee, the City of Halifax purchase one
8%" x 11" page in the official Souvenir Programme of the

Canada Summer Games to be produced by the Kiwanis Club of

_Dnrtmouth at a cost of $2,000.00; funds for this purpose

to be provided under the authority of Section 316~C of the

City Charter, Motion passed,
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