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May 28, 1969 

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 engineering 
point of view, from a planning pointcfi'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 
McGuire cocoon-nucouscous-coo-uooooooo 4 

Against — Aldermen Connolly, Ivany, LeBlanc, 
Meagher, and Sullivan -OCIOCOCDCICI 5 

PUBLIC HARINGS AND HEARINGS 
Public Hearing Re: Rezoning #6287—63l1 Liverpool Street from 

_\';I}'. 

R-2 Zone to R-3 Zone 

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 d—2 Zone (General 

Residential Zone) to R-3 Zone (Multiple Dwelling Zone). 

The City Clerk advised'he had received letters of 

objection from the following persons: 

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

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

N _ 

' Mr. J.H. Burke of 2940 Dublin Street. In addition, he 

said, Mr. Fred Machan of 6294 Cork Street had written 

a_1etter to the effect that he would like to address 

Council on the matter.‘ 

Mr. L. Lubka, Senior tlanner yeviewed the matter for 

the benefit of Council members. He said the application 

had been before Council on other occasions, when it had 

been turned down. On this_occasiont he ntated, there was 

an additional difficulty, in that the applicant did not 

own a lot which was part of the total site under con- 

sideration, nor did he even hold 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 presently owned by the applicant, was to 

be utilized for an apartment_dwelling, but it was not 

in favour of the 1and_present1y owned by the applicant 

being rezoned on its own, since it would isolate the 

remaining lot in an Rr3 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 aefer~a deeisioh in the matter until the 

applicant could obtain ownership or an option on the 

lot in questien.' ‘“He"said the fact that the owner of the 

lot did not ohieet to the rezoning, did not in itself 

guarantee that a satisfactory agreement of purchase 

would he arrived at between the applicant and the owner, 

in which case the applicant 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 forward. 

Mr. Marhan said the basis for his objectinn 

was that the area involved was already over—developed as 

far as apartment dwellings were concerned, with the result 

there was considerable congestion. 

was aggravated by the loeation of the Forum, and would be 

worsened onee 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 forward. 

1’~Lr". Newman .’.‘.'OIlfiI'mEd that it was hoped that 

he wou1d'be able to acquire the lot referred to by Mr. Lubka, 

and that it would he used as'part of the total site for 

a small—type apartment dwelling, 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 e souroe sf 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—f1oor dwelling 

of between 16 to 21 units, depending on the size of the 

units. 

There were no further requests from the 

gallery to be xeard either for or against the rezoning, 

and His Worship the Mayor advised that the matter was one 

before the Council for its consideration.. 

Aldermen LeB1anc said that he had witfiesee“ 

the traffic eonoestion in the area es eciall durin winter , o P Y 9 

months, to which Mr. Machan had made reference, and felt 

the e was €ucri?ioeticn for the claim that the area was 

already overudeveloped, so that any additional apartment 

dwellings would only aggravate the problem. 

Alderman Abbott felt in View of Mr. LMbka's 

statement that staff would not approve the rezoning until 

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, 1969 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 

adeqwme 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«63ll Liverpool Street from R-2 Zone to R-3 Zone 

be refused. 

Alderman McGuire asked if there was some 

misunderstanding between the 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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fir. Lnbka said that at.tha time the 

application was before,Qounci1_on_the previous occasion, 

Mr. Newman-had an.optionjon_the_1ot, 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 

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'deve1opcr 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 6287-6311. 
I wish to have our property known as 6311 included 
in the rezoning. 

"I remain, 
Yours very truly, 

(Sgd) Jean Dockrill
; 

"April 11, 1969" 

Alderman McGuire said that in this case 

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

fact, the total property known as 6287-6311 Liverpool Street 
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!he motion to refer was put and passed, 

five voting for the aauo,,and_£our aga1nnt'it, as follows: 
. 

For ' 

. 

- 

I 

F nhlderhon ohbott. Allen. 
Hogan, Ivany, and McGuire... 5 

Against - - lldoraon Connolly, LeB1anc, 
lloaglbar», and Sullivan . . . . . . 4 

_ 

pzrirxons nnnibonaonrious 

Location - Haws gadia f ggfigcgg ggalhor 
I 

1fior!aflidU1fl9.1¢tter was aubmitted from 

D-_ _ 

cdofl radio afiationa‘
I 

“May 23; 1969_.
I 

‘His Korahip.tha]Hnfior, Allan o°§rion 
Halifax city flail - -

' 

.~n.a: Mayor'O'§r1ont __' 

-‘It has recantlfi boenLhrought.to my attention that 
acooulodation. for ndwalnan odvoring city council 
will be changed.in the near future; I am told that 

' the changes will forgo newsman to a backrow seat. 

"1: is my belief-that to oaver'Cbunci1 properly, 
newsman-must be 1ocatod.in'a more suitable position. 
I am fully aware of the problems that you have with 
your new seating arrangaoont. However, I do feel that 
some solution must be found. 

“Having had littlo success witn'tho committee in charge 
Of fBD°V3ti°fl3. I wnu1d.ank that-you consider granting 
permission for a reproaehtative to appear before 

. Council on behalf of.c1ty Hall reporters to plead our 
: 

case. -; . 

iaospectfiuliy yours, 

: ; 

' 

r (396) ‘Clifford Fletcher, 
5 

' 
' 

' 

' Nana Director“ 

Alderman _lI'ea'ghel-.' asked if the matter could 

-i 

be referred to_the .(.'btII1t-.t.ae'Iasigned-the task of effecting 

improvements in the Council Chamber. and His Worship the 

Mayor asked for the views of whoever was appearing on behalf 
- of tho reporroré. 
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. “wannabe the Government o£.canada, under Part VI B . 

- (section 36)-of the National Housing Act provides for 
' gloaus. to hunioipalitiés for the construction of 

sewage treatment bffliocts and forgives payment by the 
barrQUer'o£=25% at tho.pr1nc1pai amount of-the loan 
and interest on projects completed or partia11y_as of 
March 31, 1970: ' ' 

I “AND HHEREAS many municipalities have undertaken sewage 
' treatment projects under the provisions of the National 

Houeing.Act and due to_time, magnitude of project, and 
capital costs of othor'necessary and essential services, 
are unable to complete their sewage treatment projects 
by March 3l,'l970; 

' -"fiND WHEREhS.it is_eseentia1-that sewage treatment 
_ 

- projects'be_¢ontinued_to prevent the discharge of raw 
D‘ sewage into rivets;"1akes and tributary streams to lessen 

the po1lution_theroo£; 

"syn WHEREAS deny nunioipalities will experience difficulty 
in financing seflage treatment projects, due to the high 
interest rate presently required for municipal debentures, 
Without financial insistence from the Federal Government; 

.“now Tnsasrons as IT assonvso 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 Housinq“Aot respecting loans to municipal- 
ities for sewage treatment projects; and further, that 
copies of this resolution oe.£orwarded to the Prime-Minister 
of Canada, the Minister of.Lahour, the Canadian Federation 
of Mayors and Municipalities, all major cities in.canada, 
and local members of the Federal Government for endorsa—' 
tion." - 

- - 

His Hbrship the Mayor quoted the following 

telegram he had received from_the Honourable Mr. Robert Andras, 

Minister without Portfolio; responsible for housing matters: 

"YOUR arrears Tnmouon crux orrzcn To ENSURE sxrsusron or 
Fonoxvnnsss on C.H.H.C, Loans FOR TRUNK SEWERS AND 
seamen TREATMENT pianos SUCCESSFUL. BILL C201 TABLED IN 
HOUSE FRIDRY sxwnnos PART 63 SECTION ass or N.H.A. FOR 
FIVE trans“ - 

MOVED bQ'Alderman.Conno11y, seconded by 

Alderman Ivany. that a letter of appreciation be sent to [ 

Mr. Andras. Motion passed. 

His Iorship-the Mayor said that Mr. Andras 
I 

had been quoted as saying.thore was going to be a loosening 
FI 

......m..— 

—... 
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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 gr°“Pr 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. 

Acguisition — 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. 

Acquisition - 5410 Cogswell Street - Halifax Labour Temple 

The recommendation of the Comittee reads as follows; 
"THAT the property of the Halifax Labour Temple Association, known 
as Civic No. 5410 Cogswell street he 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 I 

approve in principle the proposed leasing arrangement between the
I 

City and the Labour Co—op Centre." 
Alderman Ivany questioned whether the property in questiong 

would be large enough for the kind of operation the Labour Co—op h 

Centre would be carrying out, and he felt there should be some
g 

.-..—.—.-. 

--... 

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

He felt hesitant, he said 
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approving any leasing arrangement in principle without 

knowing exactly what nse,waa intended for the property. 
i 

LE1: 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 

itslapproval. 

W _ 

MOVED by Alderrnan Ix_rany,' ,secorrded by, 

_ alderman Abbott, that the property of the Halifax Labour 

Temple Association, known as Civic No. 5410 Cogswell street 

he 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 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 

L matters of the settlement itself and the leasing of the 

'? land stood apart. 

central Victualling_Depot 

MOVED by Alderman Ivany, seconded by 

Alderman Abbott that, as recommended by the Finance and 

Executive committee, staff be instructed to negotiate a 

rental arrangement with the Department of National Defence, fl 

relating to a large stockpile of fill, owned by the City of 

Halifan, which remains on the old CVD property, with the 

effective date to'commence on April 1st, 1969, until'the 
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stockpi1e.of fill is removed. 

Alderman Sullivan asked what amount of rental was 

involved, and how long 5 period was involved; 

The City Manager advised the requested rental was 

around—$500 per month, but that staff was negotiating for 

a lesser figure. his Worship the Mayor stated that a 

motion of Council had given the coeordinating 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 fill.‘ 

The motion was put and passed. 

Request for_Compensation 4 Mr. & Mrs. Anthony Edwards, 
' 2045 Brunswick Street 

MOVED by Alderman Abbott, seconded 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 $3d2.00 which was originally 

approved by Council on March 12, 1969. Motion passed. 

\ 

Payment to Regional Planning Comission
- 

t MOVED by Alderman Sullivan, seconded by Alderman 

Connolly, that as recommended by the Finance and Executive 

Committee, the City of Ha1ifax'advance the balance of its 

1969 contribution to the Regional Planning Commission 

in the amount of $8,283.93 on the understanding that, ghould 

the Province increase its financial support of the Commission, - 5 

such funds would be applied in the first instance to the ;" 

appropriate rebate to the city of Halifax. Motion passed.
5 
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Advertigement - Canada Games Souvenir Programme 

OVED by Alderman Abbott, seconded by 

A1derman;jvany that, as recommended by the Finance and 

Executive comittee, the City of Halifax purchase one 

8%“ x 11" page in the official Souvenir Programe of the 
Canada Summer Games to be-produced by the Kiwanis Club of 

_ 

mu-tmouth at a cost of $2,000.00: funds for this purpose 

to he provided under the authority of Section 316-6 of the 

City Charter. Motion passed. 
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