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A G E N D A

For the regular meeting of RED DEER CITY COUNCIL 
to be held in the Council Chambers, City Hall, 
MONDAY, APRIL 13th, 1981, commencing at 4:30 
p .m.

(1) Confirmation of the March 30th, 1981 minutes and the Budget 
minutes of March 23rd, 24th & 31st, 1981

PUBLIC HEARINGS

Public hearings will be held at 7 p.m., Monday, 
April 13th, 1981 concerning Land Use Bylaw Amendments 
2672/G-81, 2672/H-81 and 2672/I-81. p. 77

(2) UNFINISHED BUSINESS

1) City Clerk - RE: Bylaw 2702/81 .. 1

2) City Engineer - RE: Recommended Policy from Committee 
- Morrisroe Subdivision Lot Sales        .. 2

3) P.S.S. Director - RE: School Age Child Care Program .. 5

4) City Clerk - RE: Grants Bylaw No. 2708/81 .. 6

5) City Clerk - RE: City Hall - Additional 2  Storeys .. 9

(3) REPORTS

1) City Engineer - RE: Sewer & Water Connection Rate 
Increases for 1981        ..10

2) City Treasurer - RE: 1981 Budget .. 12

3) City Treasurer - RE: Annual Report on Inventory Position . .14

4) City Treasurer - RE: Tender on Renovations to Arena Rink .. 17
Boards

5) Chairman, Ft. Normandeau Joint Management Board - RE: Operation 
of Ft. Normandeau        .. 19

6) City Engineer - RE: 1981 Hot Mix Asphalt Concrete .. 24

7) City Engineer - RE: Gaetz Avenue & 49 Avenue Bridge
Improvements .. 29



8) Director of Economic Development - RE: 
Block 7, Plan 802-2688

Transfer of Lot 1-C, 
    .. 31

9) Director of Economic Development - RE: Ant Construction Ltd. ..33

10) E.L. & P. Supt. - RE: Rate Bylaw 38

11) Director of Economic Development - RE: Swift Gull Enterprises
Ltd. .. 41

12) City Clerk - RE: FCM 44th Annual Conference 48

13) Chairman, Red Deer & District P.S.S. Board - RE: Changes 
to Social Services Program 49

14) Parking Commission - RE: 1981 I.M.P.C. Annual Workshop 
Trade Show 54

15) City Treasurer - RE: Budget Administration 55

16) City Treasurer - RE: G.H. Dawe Centre Phase III 
Bylaw 2676/80 66

17) City Treasurer - RE: Ford Tandem Dump Truck 67

18) P.S.S. Director - RE: Group Home Proposal 70
19) City Clerk - RE: Public Hearings 77

20) City Engineer - RE: Amendment to Bylaw No. 2705/81 
Unit Rate Bylaw 78

(4) WRITTEN INQUIRIES

(5) CORRESPONDENCE

1) H.S. Sims - RE: 55th Street & 48th Avenue - Pedestrian 
Activated Traffic Control Lights 79

2) Union Carbide Canada Limited - RE: Industrial Development 
Permit 90

3) Laebon Developments Limited - RE: Lot 2, Block 1, Plan 1376
H.W. .. 92

4) Cairns Homes Ltd. - RE: Application for Condominium Approval 
on Lots 7-13 inclusive, Block 13, Plan 802-0563 .. 95

5) County of Red Deer - RE: Lots 1 & 2, Block 9, Plan 708 M.C. .. 99

6) Residents of Nolan Crescent - RE: Traffic Problem .. 106

7) Chairman, Red Deer Regional Planning Commission - RE:
Extension of Construction Deadline .. 125



8) Recording Secretary, Waskasoo Lodge #16 - RE: Alcohol-Drug 
Education Association         .. 128

9) Eileen Dubois, Barbara Cooke, G.E. Jordan - RE: Reduction 
in Transit Services         .. 130

10) Associate Planner - RE: Urban Parks Proposal: The Preparation
of a Master Plan for the Red Deer Corridor Park .. 134

11) Cardell Equities Ltd. - RE: Application for Amendment 
to Land Use Bylaw           ..138

(6) PETITIONS & DELEGATIONS

(7) NOTICES OF MOTION

(8) BYLAWS

1) 2159/U-81 - 3 readings (Sewer Bylaw) p. 10
2) 2343/N-81 - 3 readings (Water Utility Bylaw) p. 38
3) 2672/G-81 - 2nd & 3rd readings (Site Area Requirements - one bedroom

multi-family) p. 77
4) 2672/H-81 - 2nd & 3rd readings (Boomer Property) p. 77
5) 2672/I-81 - first readina (Barbara Scheidl) p. 77
6) 2676/A-81 - first reading (G.H. Dawe Centre - Library, Mall, Arena) p. 66
7) 2702/81 - 2nd & 3rd readings (Land Acquisition)
8) 2705/81 - 3 readings (Unit Rate Bylaw) p. 78
9) 2708/81 - 3rd reading (Grants Bylaw) p. 6

10) 2711/81 - first reading (Red Deer Curling facilities)

Committee of the Whole Agenda 

(1) Industrial Land N.W. Sector of City
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UNFINISHED BUSINESS

NO. 1

April 7, 1981.

TO: Council

FROM: City Clerk

RE: Bylaw 2702/81

We have been informed by the Local Authorities Board that it is in order for 
Council to proceed with 2nd and 3rd reading of the above Bylaw.

This Bylaw provides for the borrowing of $700,000.00 for the purpose of 
purchasing part of the S.WA 32-38-27-W4 (approx. 30 acres in the N.W. sector 
of the City).

The Bylaw will be available at the Council meeting.

Respectfully submitted,

R. Stollings, City Clerk



-File: 155-006

April 8, 1981

NO. 2

TO: City Clerk

FROM: City Engineer

RE: Recommended Policy from Canmittee re: Morrisroe Subdivision Sales

I am enclosing herewith, on behalf of the Morrisroe Subdivision Ccnmittee, 
a copy of the suggested policy for the Morrisroe Extension Subdivision.

BCJ/ab 
attachments
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RECOMMENCED POLICY FROM COMMITTEE RE: MDRRISROE SUBDIVISION SALES

The Committee of Council selected to investigate the problems encountered with 

the Morrisroe Subdivision Extension lot sales and present to Council a policy 

for dealing with the problems that have or will present themselves, would offer 

the following reccnmendaticns.

1. That a letter be sent to all lot owners in the subdivision outlining 

the potential problems that could be encountered. This letter will 

state the owner may within a 60 day period from this Council meeting, 

return his/her lot to the City at no penalty and receive a full refund 

(plus 12% interest from the date of the agreement being signed).

2. Future lot sales in the area to be dene on a $100.00 refundable deposit 

system to allow 30 days for the potential purchaser to investigate 

lot conditions.

3. The Cormittee has determined that the sanitary sewer line cn Morris 

Avenue may be lowered by a new sanitary sewer line which will be laid 

in the front of the lots to accommodate these lot owners at no cost 

to the owner.

4. That the Ccrrmittee give to the Administration the authority to in­

vestigate requests and any such requests be brought back to the Ccnmittee 

for consideration and decision.

5. That all lot owners in Morrisroe Extension be allowed to take fill from 

the City stockpile at no charge for use within the subdivision. Trans­

portation to be arranged and provided by owner.
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Mayor*s comments

The attached report Is submitted in response to the request of 
Council March 30, 1981.

"R.J .McGHEE"
Mayor
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N9 .3
April 7, 1981

TO: -City Clerk

FRO?: P.S.S. Director

RE: School Age Child Care Program
(After School Care)

With respect to the resolution passed by Counci I at the March 
30, 1981 meeting, there appeared to be some confusion in the recommendation 
in my report to Council. The Province is offering to continue subsidizing 
families presently receiving this service under the day care program beyond 
April I, 1981 until the City agrees to take it on as a P.S.S. project. 
Hie application for interim funding is to cover the provincial 80^ cost 
of the subsidies if the City takes it over. To take this on, the City 
needs to assume the 20^ cost of the subsidies. Therefore, 1 would recommend 
that the City allow the present funding arrangement to continue and that the 
Province be advised that we will consider taking this service on as a P.S.S. 
project in the future.

1 hope this clarifies the matter and I wi 11 attend the Counci I 
meeting to answer any questions if necessary.

P.S.S. Director

RA:SP

Mayors comments

In light of the above comments, the approved application should 
be withdrawn and the Province Informed that we sih to continue with the 
existing program.

"R.J. McGHEE"
Mayor



Please Quote Our File No_______

THE CITY OF RED DEER
NO. 4

Office of: 
CITY CLERK

RED DEER, ALBERTA
T4N 3T4

April 1, 1981

TO: CITY COUNCIL

FROM: CITY CLERK

Re: Grants Bylaw No. 2708/81

The above mentioned bylaw was introduced at the meeting of Council 
March 30, 1981 at which time same was given first and second reading and third 
reading was set over for a period of 2 weeks pending clarification as to whether 
or not a duplication of grants may exist as between the Chamber of Commerce and 
the Red Deer Convention Association.

The City Treasurer has prepared additional observations and comments 
concerning this particular topic and same is provided herewith.

Respectfully submitted,

Zea

R. STOLLINGS 
City Clerk
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TO: City Clerk

1981 04 08

FROM: City Treasurer

RE: Grants Bylaw No. 2708/81

At the March 30, 1981 Council meeting Council members requested 
additional information on grants provided to the Red Deer Chamber of Com­
merce and the Red Deer Convention Association.

The amount of related grants included in the 1981 budget are:

Tourist Council $ 8,274
Red Deer Convention Association 8,500
Red Deer Chamber of Commerce - Operations 8,300

- Convention Promotion 25,350

Attached are copies of supporting information provided at the 
time grants were considered. A summary of what the above grants are used 
for follows:

1) TOURIST COUNCIL
This grant is used to assist in promoting the Zone 4 area 

to tourists.

2) RED DEER CONVENTION ASSOCIATION
This is an association developed by five major convention 

hotels in Red Deer and the Tourist CounciloPrograms provided include:
a) Convention booklet
b) Convention film
c) Registration and reservation service
d) Spouse and delegate service

3) RED DEER CHAMBER OF COMMERCE - Operations
This grant is provided to assist in the general operations of. 

the Chamber.

4) RED DEER CHAMBER OF COMMERCE - Convention Promotion
a) Convention hostesses
b) Hats and novelties
c) City maps
d) Chamber staff (portion related to convention & tourist 

promotion).
e) Convention supplies (hats, pins, name tags, etc.).

. . 2
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There appears to be very little coordination between the Convention
Association and the Chamber Convention Promotion. As a result of the lack of 
coordination, it is possible that some duplication of services in this area 
could occur. This duplication does not appear to be significant at this time 
but could become so if activities are not coordinated. It may be that Council 
may want to advise both the Chamber and Convention Association to coordinate 
activities under one group or be subject to possible reductions in funding.

Yours trulyJ-M O LI j

A. Wilcock, B. Comm., C.A 
City Treasurer

AW/cp 
Attch.

Mayor1s comments

Please review the Brief which was presented during budget deliberations 
and which Brief referred to all of the grant requests listed above.

"R.J. McGHEE"
Mayor
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April 2, 1981.

NO. 5

TO: Council

FROM: City Clerk

RE: City Hall - Additional Two Storeys

At the meeting of Council, March 30, 1981, the following resolution was 
introduced as a result of a report brought forward from the City Treasurer 
and Construction Co-ordinator.

’’RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer having 
considered reports from the City Treasurer and Construction 
Co-ordinator re: City Hall Expansion, hereby authorize over- 
expenditure of $521,232.00 to be financed from grant funds 
received under the Alberta Municipal Housing Incentive Program, 
as recommended to Council March 30, 1981 by the City Treasurer 
and City Commissioner.”

The above resolution was tabled pending receipt of copies of all previous 
reports and minutes in connection with the City Hall expansion and these reports 
and minutes have been distributed to members of Council in advance of the Council 
meeting to enable them to review same prior to the Council meeting.

Respectfully submitted

R. Stollings, City Clerk

RS/d s
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File: 610-004

10.
'NO/ F

March 25, 1981

TO: City Clerk

FROM: City Engineer

RE: Sewer and Water Connection Rate Increases for 1981

Could you please place the attached preposed rate increases cn the 
next Council agenda.

The largest increase has been applied to the sidewalk replacement 
and/or tunnelling and curb replacement. The increase in these two areas are 
40% and 47% respectively. The reasons for these significant increases are:-

1. cost of concrete and asphalt increasing significantly
2. average length of cut in paved areas is greater than anticipated
3. length of curb replacement greater than originally estimated

These increases are established to provide for a break-even situation 
in construction costs.

The remaining areas are self supporting and the increases have been 
limited to the inflation rate of 15%.

SB/ab 
attachments



PROPOSED NEW BATES 11 .

FROM MAIN FROM MAIN
IN STREET IN LANE

1. Basic charge for 1" water and 6" sanitary $1,275.00 $ 930.00
2. Basic charge for 1" water $1,200.00 $ 840.00
3. Basic charge for 6" sanitary $1,200.00 $ 840.00
4. Basic charge for service from one available 

main
$1,200.00 $ 840.00

5. Basic charge for 6" storm $1,200.00 $ 840.00

EXTRA CHARGE FOR

Larger water - 1Y' - $470.00, 2" - $885.00, 4” - $2,160.00, 6" - $2,750.00, 8" - 
$3,395.00

Larger sanitary or storm - 8" - $60.00, 10” - C65.00, 12" - $110.00. 15" - $205.00, 
18" - $430.00

ADDITIONAL CHARGES

Construction of manhole
Cutting & replacing pavement
Winter construction (November 15 to May 15) 
Replacing and/or tunnelling sidewalks - Res. 

- Comm.
Replacing curb only
Water kill - Pavement

- Gravel

Mayor's comments

The proposed costs reflect actual Field costs 
Council approve the proposed rates for 1981. These 
in bylaw amendments attached hereto.

"R.J. McGHEE"
Mayor

$1,725.00
$1,110.00
$ 470.00
$ 310.00
$ 560.00
$ 205.00
$ 680.00
$ 570.00

and, therefore, recommend 
rates are incorporated
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N9 . 2
April 3j 1981

TO: CITY CLERK

FROM: CITY TREASURER

RE: 1981 BUDGET

As a result of Council budget meetings, the municipal mill 
rate is:

MILL RATE

All Property
Commercial & Industrial Only

1981
40.627
3.854

1980
36.022
3.417

% INCREASE
12.8
12.8

You will note the actual mill rate increase is 12.8% rather
than the 12.5%.

The following items now require the approval of Council:
1. Budget minutes for:

a) March 23, 1981
b) March 24, 1981
c) March 31 , 1981

The minutes for March 23 and 24 were previously provided to 
Council.

2.
3.

1981 Budget resolution
Amendments to Utility rate bylaws:
Utility % Increase
Water 12
Sewer 12
Garbage 16.5
Power 10

When the requisition for the schools, hospital and education
foundation plan have been received a mill rate bylaw will be brought 
forward for Council's consideration.

Approval of the 1981 budget resolution will allow the 
departments to proceed with their programs.

A. Wilcock, B. Comm., C.A. 
City Treasurer

AW/ jm
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1981 BUDGET RESOLUTION

Council of the City of Red Deer having considered the 1981 
Municipal Budget recommendations as submitted by the City Commissioners, 
and amendments as set out in the minutes of the meetings of Council 
sitting as a Committee of the Whole, do hereby adopt the following 
estimates as the 1981 budget.

1 . GENERAL REVENUE FUND

Taxation 
Other Revenue 
General Administration 
Other Administrative Services 
Police Services 
Fire Protection 
Other Protective Services 
Transportation Services 
Transit Deficit 
Citizens Action Bus 
Public Health Services 
Preventive Social Services 
Cemetery Operation 
Economic Development 
Environment Development 
Parks 
Recreation & Cultural Services

$(8,549,820)
(6,108,150)
2,487,040

337,750
1 ,429,530
2,483,200

2,890
4,309,310

576,370
85,410
5,500

155,670
67,410
78,000
80,240

699,090
1 ,860,560

2 . UTILITY FUNDS
Revenue Expenditures

Equipment Replacement 
Fund $ 2,118,520 $ 2,118,520

E.L. & P. Utility 12,221,400 12,221,400
Water Utility 3,208,800 3,208,800
Sewer Utility 3,214,370 3,214,370
Transit Utility 1 ,744,340 1 ,744,340
Airport Utility 370,340 370,340
Garbage Utility 1 ,357,370 1,357,370
Parking Fund 620,580 620,580

Mayor's comments

The attached budget resolution and amendment to the garbage bylaw were 
tentatively approved at recent budget meetings and formal approval is now 
requested of Council.

"R J .McGHEE"
Mayor



14.
NO ,3

March 26, 1981

TO: CITY CLERK

FROM: CITY TREASURER

RE: ANNUAL REPORT ON INVENTORY POSITION

On April 8, 1968 Council requested that a report be sub­
mitted annually on the stores inventory position.

inventory 
follows:

In compliance with Council’s request, the 1980 year end 
on hand or ordered and comparative data for previous years

Inventory
Type 1980

%
Incr 1979 Incr.

General 92,736 62 57,086 46
E.L. & P. 4,404,979 7 4,123,281 87
Water &

Sewer 139,105 4 134,380 31
Auto & 

Transit 106,463 28 _ 83,071 6
4,743,283 8 4,397,818 82

Inventory
Type 1978

’O %
Incr. 1976 Incr-.Incr. 1977

General 38,955 11 34,839 (2) 35,420 1
E.L. & P. 2 ,195,875 40 1,563,083 53 1,021,144 75
Water &

Sewer 102,458 4 98,716 3 95,433 17
Auto &

Transit 77,985 53 50,962 (7) 54,826 57
2 ,415,273 38 1,747,600 45 1 ,206,823 64

The first column indicates the amount of inventory of each 
type at year end and the second column the percentage increase over the 
previous year.
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It should be noted that the above figures include items which 
had been ordered prior to December 31 but not actually received by the 
year end. If the figures were adjusted for these 'accrued' items, the 
actual physical inventory on hand at the end of the last two years would 
be as follows:

1 980 1979 % Incr.
General 57,076 50,632 13
E.L. & P. 4,038,997 2,469,314 64
Water & Sewer 130,775 121,122 8
Auto & Transit 105,073 82,968 27

4,331,921 2,724,036 59

While the total recorded inventory increased by only 8%, 
the actual physical inventory increased by 59%. In other words, 
there were a large number of purchase orders for inventory items 
outstanding at the end of 1979; the delivery of these goods took 
place in 1980 and the inventory did not increase significantly 
beyond that point. From the above table, it can be seen that 
virtually all of these goods were E.L. & P. materials.

The high level of inventory is due primarily to:
1. Continued high level of subdivision construction.

2. Extended delivery periods from manufacturers requiring 
the City to carry more stock.

One of the risks inherent in carrying a large inventory is 
the possibility that inventory items may become obsolete or unusable 
by the time their intended use arrives. In 1979 we provided a reserve 
of $124,000 in the E.L. & P. expenditure accounts for possible losses 
on certain stock items which now appear to be obsolete. At the 1980 
year end, we provided an additional $12,000 for such items.

City policy with respect to the purchase of stores is to 
not have more than one year's supply of most items on hand. However, ‘ 
delivery periods on some items are very long (especially for E.L. & P. 
materials) and a stock of valves, pipes, transformers and other 
emergency repair items must be kept despite the fact that some may not 
be used for several years. It is necessary to maintain an inventory 
of other materials to prevent construction delays due to material 
shortages or late delivery of materials.

The reason that E.L. & P. materials represent over 90% 
of the total inventory are:

1. Unlike materials for water and sewer installations,
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E.L. & P. materials cannot be delivered to or stored at 
subdivision sites because items such as transformers and 
cable are easily damaged or stolen. If E.L. & P. materials 
could go directly to the subdivision sites, the cost would 
be reflected in subdivision investment rather than in 
general stores totals.

2. Unlike water and sewer installations, almost all E.L. & P. 
installations are done by City forces.

To ensure that effective control is maintained over the 
stores inventory, the subsidiary ledgers are maintained by the 
Treasury accounting department. The inventroy is also subject to 
a physical count on a continuous basis by the Stores Department of 
at least 10% of the stock items each month. All physical counts 
are documented by Stores personnel and verified to the records by 
Treasury accounting staff.

This report is submitted for the information of Council.

A. Wilcock, B. Comm., C.A. 
City Treasurer

AW/ jm

Mayor’s comments

The above Is submitted for the information of Council.

"B J. .McGHEE" 
Mayor
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NO , A

March 27, 1981

TO: CITY CLERK

FROM: CITY TREASURER

RE: TENDER FOR RENOVATIONS TO ARENA RINK BOARDS

As a result of a request for tenders on the above, 
the following tenders were opened on February 12, 1981:

Ranger Homes
Griffin Construction
Robinson Builders

$30,297
47,000
58,636

On February 19, 1981 a letter was received from Ranger 
Homes that their calculations were incorrect and as a result 
the correct figure should be $39,992.04. They requested either 
the new tender be accepted or they would have to withdraw their 
tender.

The City now has three options:
1. Award the tender to Ranger Homes for $39,992.04
2. Reject Ranger Homes tender and award to Griffin Construction
3. Retender

In view of the $7,000 difference that exists between 
the tender from Ranger Homes and Griffen Construction, Council 
may want to approve the award of the tender to Ranger Homes. 
The concern, of course, is whether consideration should be 
given to a revised tender after tenders have been opened.

A. Wilcock, B. Comm., C.A. 
City Treasurer

AW/jm
cc: Purchasing Agent 

Recreation Supt.
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Mayor1s comments

I would agree with option two as outlined. It is our understanding 
that $41,300. has been budgeted for this project. Therefore, an over­
expenditure of $5,700. should also be authorized if the second bid is 
accepted.

If Council does not agree with this recommendation, we would 
suggest the project be retendered.

"8 J McGHEE"
Mayor



13
61

 
£

"73

m m



pw
>

o%
 ^u'

dM
'd

bv
uv

^ y
uy

op
 

w
 ‘oo

oh
 '3 

m
wa

iv

CO

bo

M



File: R-15793 21.

MEMORANDUM

TO: Fort Normandeau Committee

FROM: Recreation Superintendent

This memorandum is intended to help clarify the past and future 
involvement of the City Recreation Department, in the planning, management, 
and operation of the Fort.

When the Fort was nearing completion, it was agreed that the 
Recreation Department should be given' the responsibi1ity for it, since there 
was no other agency prepared to accept the responsibility at the time.

In the early deliberations, it became apparent that the City of 
Red Deer could not put funds into the project unless there were an agreement 
between the County of Red Deer and the City of Red Deer. This was accomplished 
and in addition to the joint committee of the two governments, an operations 
committee was established involving people who were concerned and interested 
in the project.

The first number of years, a very limited amount of financial support 
was given to the project by the City and it was the Committee's responsibility 
to generate support from other quarters which was done with reasonable success 
through special grants which permitted us to engage part-time student help and 
through some special promotions and contributions from other sources.

Due to changes in staff, the direct responsibility for management 
of the project reverted to the citizens committee, and the Department became 
very much less involved, and since there were other pressures and priorities, 
we took no initiative to change this.

I was very pleased to see the interest displayed by the Museum Society 
on the project and I feel that there is real logic in them assuming responsibility, 
provided they are given adequate support by the tourist and convention interests 
and to a lesser extent, from the Recreation Department, and provided the problems 
associated with the adjacent picnic area and campgrounds can be resolved.

It might be useful to analyze the facility in terms of its purpose 
and the potential services that it can provide. I see them as being as follows:

1. A Tourist Attraction.
2. A Heritage Resource.
3. A Recreation Amenity.
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File: R-15793 - 2 - March 31st, 1981

The following is a brief discussion of each:
1. Tourist Attraction
This is one of the few developed historic attractions that we 

currently have, and there would be merit in having it open and operational 
during the tourist season with persons in attendance who can assist the 
public to interpret the project in an interesting and meaningful way. This- 
has been done over the years with varying degrees of success, and the support 
of the Museum Society in providing a limited number of artifacts, along with 
those acquired by the committee themselves has been most welcome. The 
involvement of the tourist and convention people and the Chamber of Commerce 
should be expected if this is to be a real asset, because there have been times 
when Red Deer's image has been injured, rather than enhanced, due to the type 
of staff available.

2. Heritage Resource
The Museum Society and Morris Flewwelling are far more able to outline 

the potential of the project in this area, but in the past, some high degree 
of success has been attained by making the facility available, not only to 
tourists, but to local groups including schools for interpretive types of 
programs, in fact, this particular use was the one that seemed to be missed 
most when services were curtailed or eliminated.

3. Recreation Amenity
The Department has and would continue to use the facility and 

encourage the use by others for recreation related activity. This would 
include less formal and structured interpretive tours and visits, but it 
could also include simulated play experiences for children, both those involved 
on the City playground programs in the summer months, and children involved in 
private agency programs, such as the Y.M.C.A., the Churches and Clubs of various 
kinds, including of course the Boy Scouts and Girl Guide movement.

There is also potential for performing art and craft related kind of 
activities and special events, and some of this has been done with reasonable 
success in the past.

Another type of recreation involvement would be as part of another 
theme, wherein groups could hike to or cycle to the site for a day out, which 

. . ./3
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File: R-15793 - 3 - March 31st, 1981

would include a visit to the Fort, in fact, there had been talk of scheduling 
canoe and boat rides originating from the Fort travelling down river, both 
as a casual recreation experience and also as part of a historic and natural 
history interpretive type of program.

In summary, I believe, the project has excellent potential to meet 
all three of the goals above described, but it is a project that will thrive 
under the management of the Museum Board or the Chamber of Commerce. . Since 
the prime thrust from a community standpoint should be slanted toward promotion 
as a historic site and heritage resource, it would seem that the business and 
recreation interests role should be one of strong support utilizing it to 
advantage as and when seen appropriate.

The Recreation Staff would be pleased to support the project if 
asked to do so.

DON MOORE
DM:pw
Mayor's comments

We do not agree with the suggestion that this site be included in 
the Urban Parks System as it would be disjointed from the remainder of the 
system. The implications of the City acquiring this site are many and we 
are hesitant at this time to support same.

"R J. McGHEE"
Mayor
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Np ,6

April 6r 1981

TO: City Clerk

FROM: City Engineer

RE: 1981 Hot Mix Asphalt Concrete

Tenders for the supply of Hot Mix Asphalt Concrete were advertised 
iferch 14, 18, 21, and 25, 1981 in Edmonton, Calgary and Red Deer newspapers 
with the tender closing dated being April 3, 1981. Cne bid was received from 
Border Paving of Red Deer for the tender amount of $1,254,110. Our pre-tender 
estimate was $1,340,580.

The tender submitted by Border Paving was found to be conplete as per 
specification requirements. No arithmetic errors were found in the unit price 
extensions.

It is the reconmendation of the Engineering Department that the 1981 
Hot Mix Asphalt Concrete tender be awarded to Border Paving Ltd. of Red Deer.

Because of the uncertainty of national oiling pricing policies on 
asphalt escalation clause was set up in this years tender. Basically fluctuating 
asphalt cement costs will adjust the unit prices of portions of this contract.

The following breakdown identifies the allocation of charges for the 
asphalt tender:-

Items
Per Tender Form Allocation Description Costs

A,C, Eii, Eiii, F Projects & subdivisions New construction $541,220
Subtotal to projects $541,220

B, Ei 1981 budget Crown paving $286,300
Di 1981 budget Skin patching $134,500
Dii, Diii 1981 budget Repairs to utility services•r

frost boils & pot holes $259,000
G,H 1981 budget Pavement repairs $ 33,090

Subtotal to 1981 budget $712,890

TOTAL $1,254,110
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25.TENDER

(Name)
Tender of

(Address)

For the Supply and/or Installation of Hot Mix Asphalt Concrete, City of Red 
Deer, hereinafter referred to as the Work.

TO: The City Commissioners
City Hall
RED EEER, Alberta

Gentlemen

We, the undersigned, having investigated the site of the Works and having 
examined the Invitation and Instructions to Bidders, and the Contract Documents 
for the construction of the Works, offer to construct, conplete and maintain 
the Works in conformity with the said documents and to enter, into an agreement 
according to the form hereto attached, in consideration of the payment to us 
of a sum (hereinafter referred to as "the amount payable") which amount payable 
shall be determined as follows

1. The total of those amounts determined for each of the following items of 
work actually performed at the unit price stated thereafter.

2. Plus, where no unit price is indicated for any item of work below, the 
amount of any lump sum specified in lieu thereof, provided that such work 
is required and is actually performed under and by virtue of the Contract 
Documents; and

3. Plus or less any addition, deduction, retention, penalty or other sum 
that may be ascertained in accordance with the Contract Documents; and

4. Should the quantities of performed work of any individual item of the 
following items of work vary 25 percent or more from the estimated 
quantities of work stated below, either the City or the Contractor may 
request a revision of the unit price for the items so affected, and both 
parties agree that under such conditions an equitable revision of the

: price shall be made. If the parties fail to agree upon the revision to 
be made, the dispute shall be determined by an equitable assessment 
persuant to the formula provided for such an equitable assessment in 
paragraph 37 headed "Unclassified Work under the General Conditions of 
the Contract;

PROVIDED that no payments shall be payable to the Contractor except for 
work actually performed and/or quantities actually incorporated in or 
made necessary by the work and providing that such work and/or quantities 
are stipulated in and required under and by virtue of the Contract Documents.
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SCHEDULE OF QUANTITIES 
HOT MIX ASPHALT CONCRETE 

CITY OF RED DEER 26.

ITEM UNIT
ESTIMATED 
QUANTITY UNIT PRICE AMOUNT

A. Bituminous Prime Coat 
(in place)

2 m
(sq. metres) 55,000

B. Bituminous Tack Coat 
(in place)

2 m
(sq. metres) 14,000 "Z . a O

C. Bituminous Seal Coat (Fog) 
(in place)

2 m
(sq. metres) 66,000 o-n H

D. Hot Mix Asphalt Concrete 
i) Class I - 13 mm (1/2”) 

(F.O.B. Plant)
t 
(tonnes) 5,000 Ct O —►

ii) Class II - 16 mm (5/8”) 
(F.O.B. Plant)

t
(tonnes) 5,000

iii) Class III - 20 mm (3/4") 
(F.O.B. Plant)

t
(tonnes) 5,000

u

E. Hot Mix Asphalt Concrete 
i) Class I - 13 ram (1/2”) 

Crown Paving 
(In place)

t
(tonnes) 7,800

ii) Class II - 16 mm (5/8") 
. New Pavement 
(in place)

t ■
(tonnes) 9,000 '

iii) Class III - 20 mm (3/4") 
Deep strength 
(In place)

t
(tonnes) 5,200 " 3

<1 
n^cc-

F. Hot Mix Asphalt Concrete
Curb Mix 
(F.O.B. Plant)

t
(tonnes) 130

G. Cold Mix For Repairs 
(F.O.B. Plant)

t
(tonnes) 600 ’ )S~ oc

H. Cold Mix For Repairs 
(F.O.B. City Yards)

t
(tonnes) 600 l~7 ■

TOTAL TENDER T-S't. 1)0
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27.
We agree that if this Tender be accepted, the unit prices in this Schedule of 
Quantities shall be used to ascertain the cost of additions to or deductions 
from the Contract amount, if any, for an increase or decrease of up to twenty- 
five percent of the quantities shown.

The Consent of Surety form enclosed herein has been duly completed by a surety 
company legally doing business in the Province and said company agrees to 
furnish a Contract Performance Bond and a Contract Labor & Materials Payment Bond 
in the form herein set out.

Should this Tender by accepted we agree to appear at the office to which this 
is addressed within twenty-one calendar days from the date of the Notice of 
Acceptance to execute the Contract and to provide the bonds and copies of 
insurance.

We agree to begin work within twenty-one calendar days from the date of the 
Notice of Acceptance and to proceed with the individual phases of the work as 
and when required by the City.

Unless and until the formal agreement is prepared and executed it is under­
stood that this Tender together with your Notice of Acceptance shall constitute 
a binding Contract between us.

Accompanying this Tender is a certified—cheque or bid bond for ten percent (10%)

of the total amount of the tender for
6j

A Pct 4- TTh»> A J c Aw A Dol lars ($

which is to be forfeited to the City as liquidated damages, if, in the event 
that this tender is accepted, we fail to appear within the time stated herein 
to execute the Contract and/or we fail to furnish a satisfactory Contract Per­
formance Bond and/or Contract Labor & Materials Payment Bond under the conditions 
and within the time specified; otherwise the said cheque is to be returned.

If in the event that this Tender is accepted and we fail or refuse to execute 
the Contract as hereinbefore provided, the City may at its option, determine 
that we have abandoned the Contract and thereupon this Tender and the acceptance 
thereof shall be null and void and the City shall be entitled to liquidated 
damages as above provided.

The tender prices for Items D,E and F are based on the F.O.B. refinery price at date 
of tender closing of $ ,1Ur /tonne (dollars per tonne) for asphalt cement at

„ (specify refinery and location) .

The hot mix asphalt concrete prices for Items D,E and F are subject to an increase 
of $ c. C 7/tonne (dollars per tonne) for each $1.00/tonne price increase in asphalt 
cement from F.O.B. refinery price at tender closing.

Invoices must be supplied to the City of Red Deer to qualify escalation in asphalt 
cement costs.
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•Witness of Signature by Bidder

Occupation

Address Address Of Bidder

T?/ ^7

Names and Addresses of Members of Firm:

y ■ ( YV^C-Lb - /A^-Q

/A

•Required in all cases where Bidder is not incorporated.

Mayor's comments

Agree with the recommendations of the City Engineer.

nR J. McRHEE"
Mayor
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29.

NO. 7

April 6, 1981

TO: City Clerk

FROM: City Engineer

RE: Gaetz Avenue & 49 Avenue Bridge Improvements

The Engineering Department contacted the Consultant commissioned to 
provide engineering services for the above project several months ago and asked 
them to investigate methods of construction that would allow the City to keep 
two (2) lanes open on either bridge throughout the course of construction.

The original construction sequencing as laid out by the Consultant 
allowed for a minimum of one (1) lane to be kept open at all times. As a result 
of the concern voiced by certain meirbers of Council and also our own concern about 
being able to adequately accorrmodate emergency vehicles; we instructed the Con­
sultant to review the matter.

DeLCan have developed a construction procedure which would naintain 
two lanes on the bridge at all times. The procedure for each bridge is different 
and is quite involved. We have not included this detail in the report as we 
felt Council were not interested in the technical detail, but rather the concept. 
If Council is interested in the detail we would be pleased to outline it at the 
Council meeting.

The Consultant has also calculated what he considers the extra cost 
would be to enforce this condition (two lanes open) on a contractor. The ant­
icipated extra cost is in the order of $250,000.

The Engineering Department would, subject to Council's wishes, instruct 
the Consultant to provide two (2) alternatives to the Contractors in the Tender 
Form for this project. The first option would be to construct the bridges and maintain 
a minimum of cne (1) lane at all times. Under this arrangement it is anticipated 
that the bridges’s capacity would be reduced to one lane for approximately four 
(4) months in 1982 and be two lanes through most of the remaining construction 
period.

..........2
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The second alternative would instruct the Contractor to maintain at 
least two (2) lanes of traffic throughout the entire construction period.

The tenderers would be informed they must complete both alternatives.

With this information at hand we will be able to cane back to Council 
with a report re: the possibility of maintaining two lanes of traffic through 
the entire construction period.

This matter has been discussed with Alberta Transportation as to 
whether or not the additional costs to accnrrmodate two lanes would be eligible 
under their transportation funding programs. To date, while they acknowledged the 
desirability of such, they have not confirmed the eligibility of the additional 
cost. The Engineering Department is pursuing this matter with the Province and 
will keep Council informed.

Council's concurrence with the preposed course of action outlined above 
is respectfully requested.

/
'/ ■ /

B.^' JEFFERS, P. Eng., 
"City Engineer

BCJ/ab

cc: City Treasurer
Mayor’s comments

1 concur with the recommendations above and recommend Council authorize 
the inclusion of the 2 alternatives in the tender documents.

"R.J. McGHEE”
Mayor
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NO . 8
April 6, 1981

TO: MAYOR & MEMBERS OF COUNCIL

FROM: DIRECTOR OF ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

RE: TRANSFER OF LOT 1-C, BLOCK 7, PLAN 802-2688
NORTHLAND INDUSTRIAL PARK

The above parcel of land was purchased from the City of Red Deer in the 
name of Harm Veenstra on September 16th, 1980. A request has now been 
received to amend the Land Sales Agreement to include Fokkelina Harmann 
Vanderhorn Veenstra.

We would recommend that Council approve the inclusion of this second 
member of the Veenstra family in the Land Sales Agreement.

Economic Development

AVS/gr
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DIRECTION

TO: The City of Red Deer 
City Hall 
4914 — 48 Avenue 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 3T4

RE: Lot 1-C, Block 7, Plan Red Deer 802 2688

YOU ARE HEREBY authorized and directed to forward to our 

solicitors, Messrs. Johnston, Ming, Scammell, Manning, Lamb & Lee, 

Barristers and Solicitors, 4th Floor, Royal Bank Building, 4943 Ross Street, 

Red Deer Alberta, T4N 1Y1, to the attention of James T. M. Ming, a transfer 

to the above property describing the transferees as follows:

HARM VEENSTRA and FOKKELINA HARMANN VANDERHORN VEENSTRA, both of 

the City of Red Deer, in the Province.of Alberta, as joint tenants 

(Mailing Address: 3402 - 43 Avenue, Red Deer, Alberta) 

and for so doing this shall be your good and sufficient authority.

The transfer of land is required for mortgage purposes. 
'•n DATED at Red Deer, in the Province of Alberta, this -" day of----

C// t 1931.

cl____-r-

Mayor's comments

Concur with the recommendations of the Economic Development Director.

"R J McGHEE"
Mayor
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April 6, 1981
NO. 9

TO:

FROM:

RE:

MAYOR & MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL

DIRECTOR OF ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

APPLICATION TO PURCHASE 
LOT 5, BLOCK. 4, PLAN 772-1644 
NORTHLAND INDUSTRIAL PARK 
ANT CONSTRUCTION LTD.

Ant Construction Ltd. has made application to purchase a portion of the 
above parcel of land for the purpose of relocating their business. Be­
cause of the peculiar shape of the parcel in question, Ant Construction 
is asking that they be permitted to purchase 2.20 acres of a 2.85 acre 
parcels, leaving .65 acres unsold. The portion which would remain in 
the ownership of the City of Red Deer, would not have legal access, and 
would therefore be of use either to Mitten’s Moving, located to the north, 
or to Dennis Kennett, located to the east. Mitten’s Moving are not in­
terested in purchasing this parcel, and Mr. Kennett recently purchased a 
parcel adjoining his property to the east.

Normally, we would not have a parcel of land of the strange shape of this 
one. However the parcel had been sold at the same time adjoining properties 
in the area were sold approximately 2^ years ago, and the deal subsequently 
fell through. We have Indications of interest in the entire parcel from 
two other parties, who have both indicated verbally that they are prepared 
to purchase the entire 2.85 acres.

In view of the indicated Interest from other parties, we would recommend 
that Council not sell a portion only of Lot 5, Block 4, Plan 772-1644, and 
that Ant Construction Ltd. be required to purchase the entire parcel. 
Should they not be interested in that proposal, we would recommend that the 
property be offered to the other two parties, based upon the order in which 
they made application.

Economic Development

AVS/gr
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CONSTRUCTION LTD.

Phone: 347-2932 Box 186
Red Deer, Alberta

T4N 5E8

March; 29, 1981

Economic. Development Director
City of Red. Deer
City Hall.
Red. Deer, Alberta

Dear Mr.. Scott,

As requested, in our conversation in your office on 
March 24, 1 am writing this letter to verify our intention, 
to purchase Lot Block 4, Plan 772-1644.

We would, like to enter into an agreement with the city, 
to purchase this land, except for the area directly to the 
souths of Mitten’s Moving and Storage; (Lot 6, Block 4, Plan 
772-1644) as shown on the attached plan outlined in red.

We. are enclosing a certified cheque for/ $8,000.00 as 
required deposit on the above described land.

We would like to proceed on this development with as 
little delay as possible. Our present location has become 
inadequate due to expansion.

Thank you for your co-operation in this matter.

Sincerely,XL
Dennis Jdabasch

DS/cw

Enclosure.
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Mayor's comments'

Concur with the recommendations of the Economic Development Director.

"R J. McGHEE" 
Mayor
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NO. 10

M E M O

TO: Bob Stollings
City Clerk

DATE: 1981 04 07

FROM: Al Roth 
E. L. & P. Supt.

Attached are the necessary documents for the revision to the E. L. & P.

rate bylaw. These revisions cover:

a) the 10% rate increase

b) a change in demand period

Please include these in the next Council auenda.

Aiyjjd
Attachment



MEMO 39.

TO: City Ocnmissioner
City Treasurer
City Solicitor DATE: 1981 01 28

FROM: E. L. & P. Supt

Re: Revision to By-Law No. 2085 
(Electrical Supply By-Law)

Situations occasionally arise with respect to existing customers’ 
electrical load characteristics which can not be expeditiously reflected 
by a billing change under the existing by-law.

Two such situations have recently occurred which will serve as 
exanples.

1, Customer Installing Power Factor Correction

This is an energy conservation measure which has always been advo­
cated by electrical utilities. The customer, at his expense, installs 
equipment to reduce his overall requirenent on the electrical system 
which also frees, or reduces the need for, systen capacity. He recovers 
his costs through a reduced KVA demand and subsequent lower billing. At 
present, he is billed on the basis of the m^xirrum recorded KVA in the 
proceeding 12 month period including the present month. This results in 
the customer not being able to receive any return on his investment in 
demand reducing equipment for at least 12 months. This reduces, or 
eliminates, any incentive he may have for installing the energy conservation 
equipment and the electrical system is still faced with supplying the 
higher demand.

2. Customer Moves to a New and larger Building

The customer has expanded his business and moves to a new location 
with a larger electrical load. He has retained the old building with the 
electrical utility account in his name. The electrical load in the old 
building is now considerably reduced while the billing for the next 12 
months is still based upon his previously established high demand. He is 
coincidentally being billed on the basis of an equal or greater demand at 
his new location. He can avoid the high demand charge at his original 
site by changing the name on the utility account but this method is 
perceived as being rather sinister and he would rather simply have the 
billing demand revised.

The first situation is one which we as a utility should be encouraging. 
TO effectively encourage the customer, we mast be able to assure him that 
savings will accrue to him as well as giving him an estimate of the amount 
of the saving.
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In the latter situation we would be penalizing a customer for 

expansion. Some discretion would have to be used in reducing the billing 
demand at the former location and this would only happen if the defend 
as the new location was equal or greater than the original derend in 
order to ensure that we recover our investment in the system.

To effectively handle situations such as the above, it is recommended 
that Schedule "A/80" of Bylaw #2085 be revised by inserting the following 
paragraph after existing paragraph two.

"The KVA of Demand will be re-established on such shorter periods 
of time as designated by the Electric Light and Power Superintendent 
for the individual customer as warranted by that customer*s changing 
load characteristics."

Your comments on the above are requested in order that any proposed 
by-law change can be properly documented prior to being submitted for 
Council approval.

A. Both, 
E. L. & P. Supt.

Wjjd

Mayor’s comments

. A"1 amendment to the E.L. & P. rate bylaw is attached for Council 
consideration. This amendment incorporates the changes outlined above.

”R.J. McGHEE" 
Mayor
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April 7, 1981

NO. 11

TO: MAYOR & MEMBERS OF COUNCIL

FROM: DIRECTOR OF ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

RE: APPLICATION FOR LAND PURCHASE -
NORTHLAND INDUSTRIAL PARK, BY 
SWIFT GULL ENTERPRISES LTD.

(a) Proposed Development Details

Location desired .................... Shown on attached map
Size of site desired  .......... 0.80 acres
Building proposed...................... None
Use of site. ....... .......... Storage and display area for ad­

jacent motorcycle dealership ;

(b) Bylaw and Sales Policy

Parcel of land is located in a C-4 district, where storage and display 
of recreation vehicles would be a permitted use. Minimum site coverage 
on this site is 33% or 11,500 square feet. A building commitment is a 
Council policy on all City owned land.

(c) Recommendat ions

Council policy has always been that prior to the sale of any City developed 
land, a building commitment must be made, and while a number of site cover­
age relaxations have been granted in recent years, Council has not ap­
proved land sales without the purchaser agreeing to construct a building. 
On rare occasions, there have been exceptions, and this application would 
qualify. In cases where the adjacent property is owned by the same party, 
Council, occasionally has approved a sale, where additional space was 
required for storage, or future expansion. Swift Gull Enterprises Ltd., 
recently received Council approval for an assignment of the land sales 
agreement, covering the adjacent property.

Presently, a 9,340 square foot building is nearing completion on the ad­
jacent 0.80 acre parcel, acquired by Swift Gull. Use intended for the 
building, is the sales and service of motorcycles, and similar recreation 
vehicles. Present site coverage is 26.72%, and the additional parcel of 
land, if approved, would result in site coverage of 13.36%.

- cont’d -
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Since the application by Swift Gull, we have received another application from 
a developer, wishing to establish a small business, who is prepared to develop 
the property. As well, the property owner to the north - Certified Rentals - 
had his original property request reduced because of low site coverage (17.57%), 
and he indicated a desire at the time to acquire more land if the rules were 
changed.

I would recommend that Council not approve the application for the following 
reasons:

(i) It is contrary to Council policy to sell land without a development 
commitment;

(ii) The site coverage would be a substantial relaxation.

However, should Council wish to enter into an agreement on this site, then they 
should consider the following:

(i) Certified Rentals previous request to acquire additional land;
(ii) The price of $177,132.00 per acre, is a 20% reduction from market, 

offered largely as a result of a building commitment. Without any 
plans by the developer for a building, then perhaps the land should 
be priced at market - $221,415.00 per acre.

Respectfully submitted

ALAN V. SCOTT, Director 
Economic Development

AVS/gr

Attach:



24 March 1981

Alan Scott, Director, 
Economic Development, 
City of Red Deer, 
Box 5008, 
Red Deer, Alberta. 
T4N 3T4

Dear Mr. Scott:

As you are aware, Swift Gull Enterprises Ltd./Mac’s Cycle have recently 
finalized the purchase of a piece of property on Gaetz Ave. North, ident­
ified on the attached diagram as Mac’s Cycle.

At the present time, an adjacent property, situated between Mac's Cycle 
and Certified Rentals, is vacant and Mr. Ken Apperly of Swift Gull has 
had discussions with you regarding the possible acquisition of this lot. 
We understand that a stipulation contained in the guidelines for develop­
ment of the Northland Industrial Park covers a commitment relating to the 
size of building, namely that the ground floor area of the building must 
cover 1/3 of the total site area. The intended use of this property is not 
to erect a building. If acquired, the property would be paved and used 
as a display area for recreational vehicles.

On the basis of current expansion plans, it is anticipated that we will have 
insufficient space for outdoor display on the present Mac's Cycle site. For 
this reason, we are anxious to arrive at an agreement concerning the acquis­
ition of the adjacent property and request that consideration be given to re­
laxing the building commitment.

May we emphasise that the property will not be used as a storage area for 
the accumulation of debris or for any purpose that would appear untidy and 
detract from the general appearance of the park. As we intend to use this 
property as an outdoor showroom, it is obviously in our best interests to 
make the area as attractive as practical.

We will be pleased to discuss this proposal at your convenience.

Yours very truly A

Ken Apperley, ‘ '
Swift Gull Enterprises Ltd.
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1981 04 01

TO: Economic Director

FROM: City Assessor

RE: Swift Gull Enterprises Ltd.

In view of the shortage of Highway frontage lots in 
the area, I would not recommend the sale for outdoor display 
purposes.

D. J. Wilson, A.M.A.A.



Assessor 
A6.

RED DEER REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION
4920-59 STREET P.O. BOX 5002 RED DEER, ALBERTA, CANADA. T4N 5Y5

DIRECTOR: TELEPHONE: (403) 343-3394

Robert R. Gundy M.C.I.P. 

Your File No. ____________________

Our Rie No._____________________

April 7, 1981

Mr. Alan Scott, Director 
Economic Development 
City of Red Deer 
Box 5008 
Red Deer, Alberta.

Dear Sir:

nr?nri

Re: Mac's Central Cycle - Swift Gull Enterprises

This is in responce to your letter dated March 31, 1981, in 
which you requested dur comments regarding the sale of 0.80 acres 
of land in the Northland Industrial area.

The applicant proposes to acquire the lot between the Mac’s 
Cycle and Certified Rentals, and use it for display of recreational 
vehicles, with no building whatsoever.

One of the city’s land requirements is that the applicant 
construct a building with a minimum of 33% site coverage.

We do not favour the sale of this parcel of land for display 
of recreational vehicles, with no building commitments, for the 
following reasons:
1) The idea of building commitments serves two purposes, 

firstly, the city is assured that city land is not bought up 
for speculation purposes, and secondly, the building commitment 
provides tax revenue to the city;

2) The city's supply of highway commercial land is rapidly being ' 
depleted, and only a few parcels are left at this time;

3) The city, in the past, did not allow the sale of land with no 
building commitment, and feel that this policy should be main­
tained.

Based on the above, we recommend that the present policy be 
maintained, and that the request be denied.

Yours truly, V ) /
'i. . o A

MEMBERS OF COMMISSION ' MCIP
SENIOR PLANNER - CITY SECTION

CITY OF RED DEER—TOWN OF BLACKFALDS—TOWN OF CARSTARS—TOWN OF CASTOR—TOWN OF CORONATION—TOWN OF DDSBURY —TOWN OF ECKVLLE—TOWN OF N4SFAL

TOWN OF LACOMBE—TOWN OF OLDS-TOWN OF PENHOLD-TOWN OF ROCKY MOUNTAIN HOUSE-TOWN OF STETTLER—TOWN OF SUfCRE-TOWN OF SYLVAN LAKE

VILLAGE OF AUX - VILLAGE OF BENTLEY - VILLAGE OF BIG VALLEY - VILLAGE OF BOWDEN - VILLAGE OF CAROLINE - VILLAGE OF CREMONA - VILLAGE OF DELBURNE

VILLAGE OF DONALDA - VILLAGE OF ELNORA — VILLAGE OF GADSBY - VILLAGE OF MIRROR - SUMMER VILLAGE OF GULL LAKE - SUMMER VILLAGE OF HALF MOON BAY

SUMMER VILLAGE OF ROCHON SANDS — SUMMER VILLAGE OF WHITE SANDS — COUNTY OF LACOMBE No. 14 — COUNTY OF MOUNTAIN VIEW No. 17

COUNTY OF PAINTEARTH No. 18 — COUNTY OF RED DEER No. 23 — COUNTY OF STETTLER No. 6 — IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT No. 10
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Mayor's comments

Agree with the 
that the site not be 
thereon.

recommendations of the Economic Development Director 
sold without a commitment to develop a building

"R.3. .McGHEE" 
Mayor
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NO. 12

6 KpnuJL 1981

TO: ALL MEMBERS OE COUNCIL

erom: city clerk

RE: F.C.M. 44TH ANNUAL CONEERENCE

We have nieceived notice oV the F.C.M. Convenience scheduled 
Vom Jane 7th to 11th, 1981 at the "Centnie oV the Amts” Regina, Saskatchewan.

Undent the Bylaws oV the Association, Red Veent is entitled to 
send 2 voting delegates to this convenience. In the event one oni monie oV these 
pentsons ante unable to attend, Council may wish to delegate to the Mayom 
the authority to name a replacement.

IV Council would indicate who is to attend V^om Red Veeni, 
I will Vdle the necessaniy "voting delegate accnieditation V^ntm" and I will 
also arrange nioom reservations.

A preliminary progntam is attached hereto Vo^ Council’s 
inVormation.

RespectVuHy submitted,

R. STOLLINGS, 
City Clerk

Mayor's comments

We have also received a supply of consent forms for persons wishing to 
let their names stand for nominations to the F.C.M. executive. A copy 
of this form is being made available to each member of Council.

"8.a..McGhee"
Mayor



,-ase Quote Our File No.

NO. 13

THE CITY OF RED DEER ^3.

BED DEEB, ALBERTA
T4N 3T4

April 2nd, 1981

Mayor R.J. McGhee and Council 
City of Red Deer 
RED DEER, Alberta

Dear Mayor McGhee, and Counci I:-

RE: Changes to Preventive Social Services Program

The Hon. Bob Bogle, Minister of Social Services and Community 
Health, announced major changes to the Preventive Social Services Program, 
to take effect April 1st, 1981. Attached is a copy of the news release 
issued by Mr. Bogle on February 9th, 1981. The major changes in the program 
are as fol lows:-

Name changed to Fami ly and Community Support Services Program.
Delegation of decision making to municipaIities regarding 
approval of programs.

- Continuation. of the 80^ Provincial and 20& Municipal cost­
sharing arrangement, with a separation of "administration” 
costs and "program" costs.

- Advance funding on a quarterly basis.
Special consideration to areas of high growth or sparse 
population.
Implementation of a public awareness campaign.

Members of the Board of the Red Deer and District P.S.S. Program 
were generally supportive of some of the principles and new directions reflected 
in the announcement, particuI ar Iy'advanced funding and the delegation of decision­
making to municipalities. Of particular concern, however, was the formula for 
funding "administration and planning" costs, and a specific requirement that 
"local volunteer-operated projects will be given a priority for funding over 
municipally-operated projects". We would like your Council to be made aware 
of these concerns, and we would encourage you to take whatever action you feel 
is necessary to relay these concerns to the appropriate government authorities.

(Conti nued........ )
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Mayor R. McGhee & CounciI -2 - ApriI 2nd, 1981

With respect to the first concern, the maximum amount of funding 
that the provincial government will make available to a P.S.S. program in 
order to cover the 80$ of "administration and planning" costs, will be deter­
mined by a formula based on population, as follows:-

First 5,000 population $ 8.50 per capita
next 7,000 population 1.00 per capita
over 12,000 population 0.65 per capita

Based on this formula, the Red Deer region will be eligible for funding from 
the Province of up to $79,370. For the 1980-81 fiscal year, the actual amount 
of funding that we did receive was $89,528. The Province has indicated that 
they would "hold" our maximum figure at the 1980-81 allocation, and therefore, 
we should have sufficient funds for this year. We will likely experience 
some funding problems in the future, however.

The major concern expressed by the P.S.S. Board members is that 
it is financially to our advantage to "separate" municipalities from this 
regional program because the per capita funding for administration and planning 
costs would be greater if each municipality operated independently. P.S.S. 
Board members feel very strongly that the "regional" program that we have 
developed is superior to six municipal programs operating independently. 
However, the cost-sharing formula does not encourage the continuation of 
regional programs.

With regard to the second major concern, i.e. that priority be 
given to volunteer-operated projects, the P.S.S. Board members felt that any 
decision as to how to deliver services should remain the discretion of the 
local municipality. Similarly, there may be other services that may be mord 
appropriately municipally-operated. This requirement in the agreement for. 
funding with the Province is restrictive and could result in future problems.

We would encourage your Counci I to consider the above matters and 
endorse the position of the P^S.S. Board. We would suggest that the following 
esciL'ici be ^onsldere? by .ou’' Ccuncil:-

"Having considered the report from the Preventive 
Social Services Board, Council hereby agree that 
the funding formula under the new Family and 
Community Support Services Program for "adminis­
tration and planning" costs discourages the con­
tinuation of "regional" P.S.S, programs and 
recommends that the funding formula be revised

(.Conti nued........ )
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Mayor R. McGhee & Counci I - 2 - ApriI 2nd, 1981

to encourage municipalities to join together to 
offer such services, and that priority should not 
be given to voIunteer-operated projects over 
municipally-operated projects for funding since 
the municipality is in the best position to deter­
mine how services would best be delivered."

We would urge your Council to adopt the above resolution, and 
forward it to the Hon. Bob Bogle, as welI as the M.L.A. for your area.

BRYAN WILSON, Chairman
Red Deer & District
Preventive Social Services Board

Attach.

c.c. City of Red Deer
P.S.S. Board Members

0. Webb 
L. Pimm 
Dr. Horst Becker 
Russ Gray 
David Roberts



GOVERNMENT OF ALBERTA

RELEASE DATE: February 9, 1981MINISTER: Honourable Bob BogleDEPARTMENT: Social Services and Community Health
A NEW EMPHASIS ON AN EXCITING PROGRAM, FAMILY AND COMMUNTl’Y SUPPORT SERVICES, WAS ANNOUNCED TODAY BY THE HONOURABLE BOB BOGLE, MINISTER OF SOCIAL SERVICES AND COMMUNITY HEALTH.
THE FUNDAMENTAL PRINCIPLE OF THIS PROGRAM WILL BE LOCAL AUTONOMY, CONTROL AND RESPONSIBILITY. "OF THE SEVERAL HUNDRED REPRESENTATIONS MADE DURING THE REVIEW OF PREVENTIVE SOCIAL SERVICES, THIS THEME WAS MOST CONSISTENT AND PREDOMINANT," SAID MR. BOGLE.
THIS PREVENTIVE PROGRAM WILL FOCUS ON PROVIDING SUPPORT SERVICES FOR THE FAMILY AND C^MUNITY.
THE MAJOR PRINCIPALS INCLUDE:1. EXTENSION OF THE PROGRAM TO ALL ALBERTANS.2. DELEGATION OF DECISION MAKING TO MUNICIPALITIES TO STRENGTHEN THE ABILITY OF LOCAL' AUTHORITIES TO SET PRIORITIES AND ALSO TO ELIMINATE WHEREVER POSSIBLE "RED TAPE" DELAYS.3. CONTINUATION OF THE SIA PROVINCIAL AND 20^ MUNICIPAL COST- SHARING ARRANGEMENT WITH HIE ESTABL1 SWINT OF A FORMULA FOR FUNDING LOCAL ADMINISTRATION AND PLANNING COSTS.4. PROVISION OF FUNDS IN ADVANCE ON A QUARTERLY BASIS.

more
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5, INCREASING PROJECT FUNDS IN ORDER TO FACILITATE IIIE ELIMINATION OF INEQUITIES OVER THE NEXT SEVERAL YEARS.6. SPECIAL CONSIDERATION TO AREAS OF HIGH GR0M1I, AND TO AREAS OF SPARSE POPULATION.7. IMPLEMENTATION OF A PUBLIC AWARENESS CAMPAIGN TO ENCOURAGE AND STRENGl’HEN VOLUNTEER INVOLVEMENT IN LOCAL PROGRAMS.8. AUDITS OF MUNICIPAL PROGRAMS BY THE PROVINCIAL GOVERNMENT FOLLOWING COMPLETION OF PROJECTS.
"I KANT TO EXPRESS AD' APPRECIATION TO EVERYONE 1\HO PARTICIPATED IN THIS REVIEW. IT WILL ASSIST I’REMENDOUSLY IN MEETING 'HIE FUTURE CHALLENGE FOR PREVENTIVE PROGRAMMING IN ALBERTA”, SAID MR. BOGLE.

- 30 -
Ref: Honourable Bob BogleSocial Services and Community HealthPhono: 427-2606Hal B. O’NeilPublic CommunicationsSocial Sendees and Community HealthPhone: 427-4801
Mayor's comments

We have requested the Chairman of the P.S.S. Board and the Director 
be present to answer any questions Council may have on this topic.

"R.J. McGHEE”
Mayor
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April 9, 1981.
NO. 14

TO: City Council

FROM: Parking Commission

RE: 1981 I.M.P.C. Annual Workshop Trade Show

The Parking Commission at its meeting held on March 25, 1981, passed a 
resolution authorizing the Chairman or a member of the Parking Commission to attend 
the aforementioned workshop trade show to be held in Toronto, July 5-8, 1981, with 
expenses incurred to be charged to the Parking Commission budget.

Aiderman Dan Lawrence has consented to attend this conference as a
representative of the Parking Commission and accordingly, we would request Council’s
ratification.

Respectfully submitted,

R. Brown, Chairman 
Parking Commission

CS/ds

Mayor's comments

Agree with the recommendations of the Parking Commission.

"R.J. McGhee" 
Mayor
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NO. 15 1981 04 09

TO: City Clerk

FROM: City Treasurer

RE: Budget Administration

HISTORY

Council has expressed a request to have information provided to it 
in regard to control of expenditures and authorization of overexpenditures. 
This report is submitted to provide Council with additional information in 
this regard.

The question of control of overexpenditures was considered by Council 
in November, 1979 as a result of a notice of motion submitted by Aiderman 
Callahan. I submitted a report outlining the existing procedure and indicated 
possible areas for changes. Council did not authorize a change in the exist­
ing procedure.

FINANCIAL REPORTS

The following financial reports

FINANCIAL REPORT

1. Report on
a) Operating expenditures 

and revenues
b) Capital projects
c) Subdivision accounts

2. Annual Financial Report

3. Report on significant operating 
budget variances for the previous 
year

4. Annual Inventory Report

5. Annual Write off of Bad Debts

6. Annual report on Parking Revenue

are submitted to Council:

DATE OF REPORT

May 31, September 30

December 31

December 31 (to be ' 
submitted by April 30)

December 31

December 31

December 31

. . 2
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In addition to the above reports submitted to Council, a monthly 
general ledger is provided to departments. This report is very detailed 
and shows year to date balances and comparisons to budget. The report is 
normally available 2 to 3 weeks following the month end. This information 
is the same as provided by other Cities of similiar size.

BUDGET CONTROL

Capital projects or operating expenditures approved by Council for 
a particular department become the department’s responsibility to administer. 
The department must work within the budget approved by Council. If they an­
ticipate they will be unable to provide the service within the funds approved 
by Council then expenditures must be reduced or Council approval requested 
if the overexpenditure will be significant.

If the department fails to take either of the above two actions, 
and it is apparent from the financial records that a significant overexpendi­
ture will occur, then the Treasury Department will bring it to the attention 
of Council. The problem by this stage is that normally the expenditure has 
been incurred and Council is left with little choice but to fund the over­
expenditure.

The departments have been responsible for ensuring expenditures are 
incurred within approved budgets. If the treasury department were to become 
more involved in projects and reconcile expenditures as they are incurred with 
progress to date, it would involve a duplication of effort. If departments 
are not to be held responsible for operating within approved budgets, then the 
Treasury department would require at least one additional position, a Budget 
Officer, to perform this responsibility.

INCENTIVE GRANT FUNDS

At the Council meeting of March 23, 1981 Council expressed concern 
about possibly not being advised of grant funds available and in particular 
why the Incentive grant funds were not included in the operating budget.

Attached is a copy of a Council resolution passed December 20, 1976 
authorizing the use of incentive grant funds for subdivisions. I would assume 
incentive grant funds not used for City Hall would go to subdivision funds and 
would accordingly not appear in the operating budget.

When new grant programs are announced Council direction is requested 
on the use of the funds as occured with the Incentive Grant Program.

... 3
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FUTURE CHANGES

Most cities of comparable size to Red Deer provide only monthly 
detailed account balances to departments. For a number of months the fea­
sibility of going further than this by providing access at any time to de­
tailed account balances has been investigated. This information would 
assist departments in controlling their expenditures. Such a change would 
not be feasible until at least early 1982.

Yours truly,

A. Wilcock, B. Comm., C.A.
City Treasurer

57.

AW/cp
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S November 1979

TO: COUNCIL

FROM: CITY CLERK

RE: NOTICE OF MOTION - ALDERMAN CALLAHAN

, The. ^Mousing notice. o^ motion waA Submitted to Council. 
October 29th, 1979.

"Be It fte^oZved that tn ^utufte theJie be no ove/t- 
cxpcndituAd in anij account unZc&^ approved by 
City Council, budget o^ othe.fuctbett

"R. STOLLIMGS”
City Ct^h



DATE: 1979 11 06 59.

TO: City Clerk

FROM: City Treasurer

RE: ALDERMAN CALLAHAN'S NOTICE OF MOTION ON OVEREXPENDITURES

The notice of motion submitted by Aiderman Callahan states 
that "there be no overexpenditures in any account unless approved by 
City Council." This instruction would be difficult (if not impossible) 
to implement for a number of reasons.

First, an account is defined as any expenditure account to which 
a payment may be charged. The City has thousands of these accounts. 
To maintain control over each of these accounts by either the Treasury 
department or each City department would be an impossible task. If not 
an impossible task, it would certainly be very expensive to achieve.
I am not aware of any municipality of Red Deer's size that exercises this 
degree of control. To be feasible such control would have to be exercised 
at a much 'less detailed accounting level.

Secondly, what would happen if an emergency occurred that required 
an overexpenditure in a particular account. For example, if two feet of 
snow fell on Red Deer and * the snow removal accounts had only $1,000 left 
do we stop snow removal until a Council meeting can be called?

There is a need for Council control of the budget and Council 
does exercise control. In the event Council would like to exercise a 
greater degree of budget control I will describe the present procedure and 
suggest possible changes;'

Present Budget Control

Council approves expenditures for three main purposes:

1. Annual City budget
2. Major capital projects
3. Subdivision development.

The annual City budget is approved each year by Council 
approving budget resolutions adopting the budget. Administration of the 
approved budget is done on the basis of Council resolutions passed in 
1966 and 1969. These resolutions require that function expenditures must 
not be overspent during a year without prior Council approval. The

. . 2
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Treasurer and City Commissioner may jointly approve a transfer of funds 
within a function but the transfer of funds from one function to another 
must receive the prior approval of Council. A list of the functions is 
attached to this report as Appendix ’'A”.

The expenditure on capital projects is normally approved by 
Council by a debenture bylaw. The bylaw states the work to be undertaken 
and the amount approved for the work. If, subsequent to Council approving 
the bylaw, it is found the expenditure may significantly exceed the budget 
provision the excess would be financed by:

a) A bylaw amendment approving a budget 
increase, or

b) Approving a provision in the following 
year’s annual budget for the overexpenditure.

Expenditures for subdivision development are approved by Council 
through resolutions or debenture bylaws. If overexpenditures do occur 
they are not always reported to Council because the overexpenditures 
are recovered at the time of lot sales.

Possible Changes To Budget Administration

A. Annual City Budget

To be feasible but still allow Council to exercise budget control, 
the annual budget should continue to be administered in a simillar 
manner to the existing procedure.

1. Council must approve function overexpenditures prior 
to their occurrence.

2. Transfers of budget funds between functions must be 
approved by Council.

3. The City Commissioner and Treasurer can jointly authorize 
transfers of funds within functions.

It is also suggested that in the event of an emergency or if work is 
in process and it is not reasonable to halt it, that the Commissioner 
and Treasurer be authorized to approve (1) and (2) type overexpenditures. 
The overexpenditure must be reported to Council at their next regular 
meeting.

. . . 3
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B. Major Capital Projects

An ideal situation would be for Council to approve overexpenditures 
before they occur. This would prove not feasible. For example, a road 
could be torn up for paving and it is found the soil conditions are 
more difficult than expected. This could result in an overexpenditure. 
Is it reasonable for road construction to cease until the next 
regular Council meeting?

Normally when Council approve a capital project they approve 
specific work being undertaken. It would appear reasonable to assume 
Council would want the work completed even though an overexpenditure 
might occur unless the overexpenditure was significant. The following 
suggestion is made for administration of capital project budgets by 
Council:

1. If the capital project overexpenditure is expected to be 
greater than 5% of the approved budget and/or greater than 
$20,000, the overexpenditure must be reported to Council

■ for approval. Work can continue until Council is advised.

2. Overexpenditures less than 5% of the approved budget and/or 
less than $20,000 must be included in the next annual City 
budget. These overexpenditures do not have to be reported 
to Council prior to the next annual City budget. The Treasurer 
and City Commissioner must be advised when such over expenditures 
become known.

C. Subdivision Development

Council is required to approve expenditures on subdivisions by' 
Provincial legislation. Once Council has approved the work, any 
overexpenditures are recovered from the sale of lots. If Council 
is concerned that they should be made aware of such overexpenditures1 
but not necessarily want to approve them before they occur, the 
following suggestion is made for consideration:

1. At the end of each calendar year a report would be made 
to Council by the City Treasurer of the budget status of. 
subdivision projects approved by Council and either 
completed or in process during the calendar year.

2. The report in (1) is to be presented to Council by April 
30th of the following year.

. . 4
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Conclusion
The suggestions made in this report for budget administration 

by Council would allow effective control over the budget. As control 
increases so does the cost of administrating the budget. If Council wants 
a higher degree of control than suggested in this report, then such control 
should be carefully considered.

A. Wilcock, B. Comm., C.A. 
City Treasurer

AW: raw

Att’d.
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APPENDIX "A"

THE CITY OF RED DEER

LIST OF ANNUAL CITY BUDGET FUNCTIONS

GENERAL FUND
General Government Services.
Protective Services 
Transportation Services 
Environment Health Services 
Public Health and Welfare Services 
Environmental Development Services 
Recreation and Cultural Services 
Fiscal Services

ELECTRIC LIGHT AND POWER UTILITY EXPENDITURES 
EQUIPMENT REPLACEMENT FUND EXPENDITURES 
WATER UTILITY EXPENDITURES 
SEWER UTILITY EXPENDITURES 
TRANSIT UTILITY EXPENDITURES 
AIRPORT UTILITY EXPENDITURES .
PARKING FUND EXPENDITURES
GARBAGE UTILITY EXPENDITURES
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Commissioner1 s Comments

The attached report from the City Treasurer has Indicated some of the 
difficulties associated with the action contemplated by Aiderman Callahan’s 
Notice of Motion.

There is an existing policy with regard to the annual budget which gives 
Council the necessary control but still maintains some flexibility. Council 
should consider that in most cases approvals for expenditures are based on 
estimates and it is just not possible to achieve sufficient accuracy in these 
estimates so that overexpenditures never occur.

I believe the greatest area of concern is with major capital projects, where 
estimating is more difficult and overexpenditures, if any, tend to be of larger 
dollar amounts. However, even in this area of expenditure problems in the 
past have not been severe. For example, of the projects recorded as completed 
in 1978 the total value was $2,830,416.15 with total overexpenditures of 
$54,723.27 (2%) and total underexpenditures of $95,151.62 (3.4%).

Should Council feel that additional control is required I would recommend 
adoption of the procedures outlined by the City Treasurer.

H. MICHAEL C. DAY 
City Commissioner



December 20th, 1976

Moved by Aiderman Taylor, Seconded by Aiderman Fielding, RESOLVED that Council 
of the City of Red Deer agree that funds received from Central Mortgage
6 Housing Corporation Incentive Grants for medium density housing be credited 
to the Subdivision Fund to assist the residential subdivision developments, 
and as recommended to Council December 20th, 1976 by the Housing Committee.

MOTION CARRIED
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1981 04 08
NO, 16

TO: City Clerk
FROM: Vfity Treasurer

RE: G. H. Dawe Center Phase III
Bylaw No. 2676/80

You will recall that on March 2, 1981 City Council agreed to an 
increase in funding for the above project to $3,267,200. In addition 
Council agreed that $130,210 of the 75th Anniversary Committee funding 
provided for the above project would be returned to the 75th Committee. 
The funding for the project would noj^ be:

Provincial Government Cultural/
Recreation Grant $1,568,495

City of Red Deer - Debenture issue 1,471,265
- Operating budget 59,031

75th Anniversary Grant 38,199
Provincial Department of Education Grant 130,210

TOTAL PROJECT COST 3,267,200

The original debenture bylaw authorized borrowing was for 
$1,339,000. An amendment is now required to the debenture bylaw to in­
crease the borrowing to $1,471,265. The additional borrowings were pro­
vided for in the Seven Year Plan.

Council approval is respectfully requested for the amending bylaw.

Yours truly,

A. Wilcock, B. Comm., C.A. 
City Treasurer

AW/cp
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NO. 17

April 3, 1981

TO: *^AYOR 
CITY COUNCIL

FROM: CITY TREASURER

RE: P.O. 37698 - FORD TANDEM DUMP TRUCK $44,972 

Council has previously requested they be advised when
the lower tenders do* not meet specifications and are hot 
selected.

firm that
Attached is a report regarding a purchase order to a 
was not low bid. This is for Councils information.

A. Wilcock, B. Comm., C.A. 
City Treasurer

AW/ jm 
Att.
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Ma/tcA 16, 1981

TO: City Engineer

FROM: Generat Superintendent of Pubtie Works

RE: Tender on Tandem Gravet Truck

In our tender request for the suppty of one tandem dump 
truck, we received the fottowing bids:-

Firm Make ModeZ Price

Red Veer Motors Chevrotet CC70064 $40,900.00
At Gtover InternationaZ InternationaZ F-1954 $43,350.00
M.G.M Mercury Sates Ford LNT 3000 $44,972.00
Festivat Ford Sates Ford LMT 8000 $46,152.60
Western Mack Truck 

Catgary Ltd. Mack R.V.487SI $52,024.00

If you recatZ, tn 1979 we had some probtems with the 
frames and springs of our trucks. They were swaying white 
sanding and spreading, and caused damage to the box hoist, 
and extra spring teaves had to be added, In 1980, to overcome 
this probtem, we requested that the trucks. come equipped 
with section moductes of 25. As many trucks couZdn’t be 
supplied with this, we chose a unit with the best avaitabZe, 
21,60, which was better than the 18,3 that we had been getting. 
The unit we purchased has given us excettent service and we 
haven’t had the probtems we experienced before.

The main difference between the frames 18,3 to 20,38 
and 21,60 section modutes is aS fotZows:-

18,3 to 20,38 Section modute is a frame 10" deep x 3" wide, 
21,60 section moduZe is a frame 14" deep x 3" wide.

In 1981, we again Specified the section modutes be 21,60, 
In anatystng the bids, we find that the two tow bids, the 
Chevrotet and the InternationaZ, did not meet specs on the 
frame, We aZso find the Chevrotet did not meet spec on the 
air controtted shatters, as they can’t suppty. We find this to 
be very important during winter operations. We have one unit 
without the shutters and we have had prob terns.

...Cont’d
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In vZew of the above., and from oust past experience, I 
would recommend we reject the. two tow bids -

A. The. Chevrolet bid by Red Pee/t MoZo-u - not meeting specs 
on the frame and the shatters, and the exhaust is vented 
underneath, which we don*t tike. Most units exhaust 
ap top.

B, The International bid by Al Glover International - not 
meeting specs on the frame. It was on the International 
we had problems before with the frame.

We muAt also consider the fact that the third tow bidder could 
have bid less had they not bid to supply a frame meeting specs, 
or if they bid with no shutters and with underneath exhaust.

I would therefore recommend we purchase the tandem truck 
as bid by M.G.M., as they meet all specifications.

Vour approval or direction is requested.

L. M. Gillespie
General Supt. of P. W.

LMG/sv
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NO. 18

April 1st, 1981

TO: City Clerk

FROM: P.S.S, Director

RE: GROUP HOME PROPOSAL

The attached proposal was prepared by Lorne Jaques, Social 
Planner, after considerable discussion with other City departments, the 
Municipal Planning Commission, and representatlves of various organizations 
interested In developing group homes in Red Deer. It is our feeling that 
the adoption of the recommendations contained in the report would substantially 
reduce the controversy that surrounds the development of group homes in this 
community.

This matter was taken to the February 17th, 1981 meeting of 
the Preventive Social Services Board and Board members expressed general 
agreement with the policy as proposed by the Social Planner. However, one 
Board member felt that group homes should more .logically be placed In neighbor­
hoods close to institutions or the hospital.

Recommendation I deals with the development of group homes in 
new subdivisions. It is proposed by Recommendation II that lots be reserved 
in the Rosedale Subdivision where lots will be going on sale later this year. 
Recommendation ill deals with the development of group homes in established 
neighborhoods, and requires that agencies or groups wishing to develop a group 
home in an established neighborhood indicate in their proposal to the Municipal 
Planning Commission the extent to which residents of the neighborhood have been 
involved in the process. It is our suggestion that, if the Development Officer 
or M.P.C. do not feel that sufficient contact has been made, the applicant be 
required to make contact with the residents prior to consideration of the 
appIication. .

Other city departments and the Regional Planning Commission’are 
requested, by way of this memo, to forward any comments they have on this 
proposal to you for inclusion on the Council agenda. Organizations interested 
in developing group homes in Red Deer will be notified that this matter is 
coming before Council- at the next Council meeting. Should they wish to speak 
to this matter, we will advise them to contact you.

(Continued........ )
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City Clerk ApriI 1st, 1981

I have asked Mr. Jaques to attend the Council meeting when this 
issue is discussed so that he may be able to clarify any concerns. We would 
appreciate Council’s endorsement of the recommendations contained in the 
proposaI.

R. ASS INGER, w
P.S.S, Di rector

RA/jt 

c.c. D. Rouhi, 
Planning Commission

Don WiIson, 
City Assessor

Ryan Strader, 
Development Officer

Bryon Jeffers, 
City Engineer

Alan WiIcock, 
City Treasurer
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REPORT AND RECOMMENDATIONS ON GROUP HOMES

in^ed deer

Based in part on The recent experience in our city (Oriole Park) 
and because ongoing community resistance to group homes generally can 
be reasonably anticipated, the following proposal is submitted.

The opportunity for the development of group homes in any part 
of town, within the zoning restrictions, should be maintained and pro­
tected. However, the real ity of present circumstances suggests that 
there is a significant amount of resistance to them in established neigh­
borhoods. If an established neighborhood is the best location for a 
group home based upon judgement of the promoting agency, then it 
should be allowed (subject to present conditions). Community support 
should be fostered through open communication and education in these 
cases.

However, there are strong advantages to the construction of 
group homes in new subdivisions. Assurances could be made for the reser­
vation of lots in any new subdivision plan, specifically for the purpose 
of group home construction. People purchasing homes or lots nearby would 
be aware, from the outset, of the proximity of this land use. Red 
Deer is experienced with this process (Michener area) with reportedly 
successful results.

Another advantage is that an agency would be able to plan a 
facility from the beginning that would accommodate its program needs 
instead of needing to renovate an existing structure. It would also 
be in a position of establishing positive community relations and inte­
gration during the very important early years of neighborhood develop­
ment.

The biggest barrier to the success of this policy would pro­
bably come from the internal administrative processes of sponsoring 
groups and higher levels of government. It would require them to 
project needs and make fairly specific plans perhaps several years in 
advance. This may complicate annual budgeting and priorization but 
the benefits suggest that a way of overcoming these difficulties should- 
be explored.

To implement this policy effectively and fairly, some explicit 
measures would need to be implemented to follow the City’s commitment. 
It Is recommended.therefore:

. . . / 2
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RECOWENDATION I

I) That 4 lots per quarter section in new developments be reserved 
for agencies who wish to build a group home, and that these be 
selected based upon the fol lowing •crlterla:

i) Geographical dispersement,
ii) Ready access to public transportation,

iii) Access to public reserve and commercial sites,
iv) Minimization of Interface with adjoining properties,

2) That these lots be offered for pre-sale to any agency or govern­
ment department that wishes to use it for construction of a group 
home (as defined by the land-use bylaw).

3) That this use, because it would remain discretionary under the 
bylaw, would be subject to the approval of the Municipal Planning. 
Commission.

4) That the purchasing party wouId be required to identify the spe­
cific use to which the home would be put ie. number and nature 
of disability of the residents. This would be required for con­
sideration of MPC and for the information of potential purchasers 
of other lots in the subdivision. This process would need to 
be completed 6 weeks prior to public sale.

5) That those lots that were reserved, but not disposed of by the 
deadline tie. six weeks prior to public sale), would be offered to 
the public in the same way any other lot would be.

6) That lots would be distributed between agencies on a first come 
— first served basis.

7) That the arch ItecturaI design of the building be subject to the 
approval of MPC to assure its.design compatibility with the re-, 
mainder of the community. Approval of the physical design would 
not be required prior to public sale.

RECOMMENDATION II

That this policy commence immediately, thereby reserving 4 lots (see 
attached) in Rosedale.

Group home lots in new subdivision should be identified for the land 
department by the Red Deer Regional Planning Commission.

. . / 3
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This policy would not preclude agencies from developing group homes in 
existing neighborhoods and undoubtedly they will continue to be pro­
posed. The existing process of approval would be strengthened by a 
requirement that the developer clearly document, as a part of his pro­
posal, the strategy of community relations that is to be employed. A 
review of the adequacy of this strategy by the development officer (with 
direct input from the P.S.S. department) and MPC should assure that the 
agencies and community have both been given the opportunity to under­
stand the proposal and the nature of the community reaction.

RECOMMENDATION HI

It is therefore recommended that:

Agencies or groups, prior to their application for a development 
permit and/or licence for a group home in an existing neighborhood, 
be required to discuss their proposal with nearby residents.
Further, that their overall strategy for community involvement be 
submitted to the development officer and MPC for considerat ion.

Ongoing conformance of the program with the original proposal should be 
assured by the recently passed licencing bylaw.

These actions are not going to automatically remove all the contro­
versy about group homes. However, a clarification of the role of the 
city in this issue through the adoption of specific policies and regu­
lation will go a long way toward preventing some of the strife that 
seems to inevitably occur.

LORNE JAQUES, 
Social Planner

LJ :sp
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1981 04 08 76

TO: City Clerk

FROM: City Assessor

RE: Group Home Proposal

With reference to Mr. Assinger's letter of April 1, 
1981, and the report and recommendations on group homes as 
prepared by Lorne Jacques, may I submit the following observations.

The recommendation to pre-locate and pre-sell four lots 
in each quarter section has merits, in view of the recent 
controversy respecting group homes. From an administrative 
point, we would suggest that if the policy is adopted, that it 
not apply to the first sale stage in the Rosedale area. This 
request is made because of the time constraints involved.

It is anticipated that the lots will be placed on the 
market sometime this summer. This matter is presently being 
reviewed.

Respectfully Submitted,

D. J. Wilson, A.M.A.A.

Mayor’s comments

I concur with the 3 recommendations outlined by Mr. Jacques. I also 
agree that the assignment of lots not apply to the first stage of the Rosedale 
Subdivision. Further, we would suggest the final slection of lots be 
approved by City Council.

"R.J. McGHEE"
Mayor
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NO. 19

9 April 1981

TO: COUNCIL

FROM: CITY CLERK

RE: PUBLIC HEARINGS - LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENTS

Three Land Use Bylaw amendments (2672/G-81 , 2672/H-81 and 2672/1-81) 
have been advertised for public hearings Monday April 13th, 1981 .

Bylaw 2672/G-81 provides for a slight change in site area requirements 
for a one bedroom multi-family unit and a change in the density to be utilized 
in R.2 £ R.3 areas.

Bylaw 2672/H-81 provides for the rezoning of the Boomer property 
(61 Street and 53 Avenue) from A.1 to R.3"D216 Zoning.

Bylaw 2672/1-81 provides for a basement dwelling in a detached dwelling 
to be constructed on Lot 3"C, Block E, Plan 792-3164 as requested by 
Barbara Scheidl.

Respectfully submitted,

"R. STOLLINGS"
City Commissioner
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NO. 20
April 9, 1981

TO: City Clerk

FROM: City Engineer

RE: Amendments to Bylaw No. 2705-81 
The Unit Rate Bylaw

Please make the following additions to Bylaw 2705-81, as they were 
overlooked when the Unit Rate Bylaw was revised earlier this year.

Annual Rate Total Cost
Period of Per Assessable Per Assessable

Type of Improvement Assessed Years Metre Efetre

4 A. Paved Residential 
Road (new) #4

20 25.39 170.66

5 A. Paved Residential 
(existing base) #4

20 19.36 130.16

(#4) Paved residential road assumes an urban cross section (10 m) wide, including 
0.25 m standard curb and gutter both sides.

3EFEERS, 
City Engineer

P. Eng.,

TK/ab
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Mr. R. Stollings, 
City Clerk, 
City of Red Deer.

Dear Mr. Stollings,

4763-56th Street, 79- 
Red Deer.

26th March, 1981.

Re: 55th Street and 48th Avenue - Pedestrian Activated Traffic- 
Control Lights (Engineering Department File #060-021A).
Correspondence -
1. K.G. Haslop, P. Eng., Assistant Engineer - Roads

File #060-021A (Jan. 19/81)
2. B.C. Jeffers, P. Eng., City Engineer,

File #(?) 060-021A (Feb. 19/81)
3. Letter addressed to Mr. K.G. Haslop, Assistant 

Engineer, Roads - Dr. H.S, Sims (Feb. 3/81)
4. Letter addressed to City Clerk from City Engineer 

dated January 27th, 1981,
1. Advocate - February 2nd, Page 2B
2. Advocate - February 3rd, Page 2B

2

This letter is directed to members of City Council as suggested by 
Mr. B.C. Jeffers in his letter of February 19th, 1981.

Mr. Jeffers, in his letter, states "The Engineering Department under­
took a Preliminary Warrant Analysis for pedestrian activated lights for 
the portion of 55th Street from 49th Avenue to 47th Avenue and found that in 
accordance with the Warrants adopted by City Council on November 3rd, 1973, 
the pedestrian volume not justify signals. This information formed the 
basis of the decision made by the Traffic Advisory Committee".

Mr. Jeffers kindly provided a copy of the results of the preliminary 
warrant analysis, Warrants adopted for schools and pedestrian crossings 
approved by Council resolution dated Novmeber 5th, 1973 and a map of the area 
in question contained in a letter to the City Clerk dated January 27th, 1981 
prepared in response to a letter from Mrs. Johnstone requesting a pedestrian 
crossing at 47A Avenue and 55th Street.

In Mr. Jeffers letter of February 19th, 1981, I get the feeling that 
Mr. Jeffers takes objection to my criticisms and concerns in my letter to 
the Engineering Department dated February 3rd, 1981.

I would like to comment on the information contained in Mr. Jeffers* 1 
letter and further analyze results of the preliminary warrant analysis as 
I perceive and understand them.

According to the Advocate, February 2nd, 1981 in a report by Glen 
Argan entitled "Car Crash Victim seeks downtown crosswalk". The following 
statements are attributed to Chief Police Inspector Cec. Coutts regarding 
the accident rate on 55th Street in 1980 there were:
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(a) Five reportable vehicle crashes at 47thA Avenue and 
55th Street and two pedestrian mishaps.

(b) At 47th Avenue and 55th Street there were fourteen 
vehicle crashes, one pedestrian mishap and one 
bicycle accident.

(c) At 48th Avenue and 55th Street there were seven vehicle 
crashes.

"Review of the report to the City Clerk by the City Engineer dated 
January 27th, 1981, the following results are stated in respect to the traffic 
at 48th Avenue and 55th Street"

(a) Measured peak hour pedestrian volume - 13 persons.

(b) Measured peak hour traffic - 1,314 vehicles.

(c) Timed pedestrian delay - 15 seconds.

’Warrants for school and pedestrian crossings adopted by Council, 
resolution dated November 5th, 1973, specified that for consideration 
of a pedestrian activated light the following conditions must be met":

1. Peak hour pedestrian volume - 60 plus.

2. Peak hour traffic volume - 400 plus.

3. Pedestrian delay - 60 seconds plus.

4. Signal location - minimum 1000 feet from nearest signal.

"It is clear from the above information that pedestrian activated lights 
are not warranted in this area. Painted crosswalks marked with pedestrian 
crossing signs should be adequate protection particularly when considering 
the relatively low pedestrian volume" (Letter to City Clerk).

Personal Analysis of Data Provided:

I would like to make the observation that point #4 (signal location) 
can be disregarded outright as there is a marked demonstrable lack of courtesy 
to pedestrians by motorists making turns on green walk signals or at cross­
walks. It would be educational if the Councillors and members of the Engineering 
Department avail themselves of the opportunity to observe these crossings at peak 
hour traffic periods in order to fully understand my concerns and perceive the 
lack of courtesty to pedestrians (i.e. 47th Avenue, 47th A Avenue, 48th Avenue, 
49th Avenue and 55th Street).

A. The Preliminary Warrant Analysis demonstrated:

1. According to the map provided by Mr. Jeffers, the distance 
between 47th Avenue and 49th Avenue is approximately 1,400 
feet. There is access to 55th Street at 47A Avenue and 
48th Avenues.

3
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A. The Preliminary Warrant Analysis demonstrated: (contd.)

2. The peak pedestrian volume of 13 pedestrians per hour or 
60/13, which is approximately l/5th of the peak hour of 
the pedestrian volume suggested under the Warrant adopted 
on November 5th. (This point is stressed by Mr. Jeffers in 
rejecting pedestrian activated signal lights).

3. The peak hour traffic volume is reported as being 1,314 
vehicles per hour or 1314/400, which is approximately 3.3 
times the recommended guidelines adopted under the Warrants 
by City Council (this amounts to 21.9 vehicles per minute - 
i.e. 3,600/1314 or 1 vehicle every 2.73 seconds during the 
peak hour traffic volume). (This point is overlooked by 
Mr. Jeffers in his report to the City Clerk).

4. The pedestrian delay of 15 seconds at the peak traffic 
volume of 1,314 vehicles per hour does not appear to be a 
reliable figure unless this refers to the time that it takes 
a pedestrian to cross 55th Street, or does it refer to the 
time that it takes the pedestrian waiting for a break in the 
traffic flow on 55th Street to cross 55th Street.

B. Review of Preliminary Warrant figures and detailed map of 
55th Street between 47th Avenue and 49th Avenue.

On the accompanying map provided by Mr. Jeffers, the following 
distances apply:
1. 49th Avenue traffic lights and 47th Avenue traffic lights 

- approximately 1400 feet.

2. 49th Avenue traffic lights and 48th Avenue - approximately 
500 feet.

3. 47th Avenue traffic lights and 47A Avenue (north side of 
55th Street) - approximately 300 feet.

4. 47th Avenue traffic lights and 47A Avenue (south side of 
55th Street) - approximately 275 feet.

5. 47th Avenue traffic lights and 48th Avenue (south side of 
55th Street) - approximately 850 feet.

6. Width of 55th Street - 44 feet.

Observations and Calculations:

1. All vehicles in Red Deer travelling on 55th Street travel 
at the posted speed of 30 m.p.h. (50 km. p.h.).

2. All pedestrians in Red Deer walk at 4 m.p.h. or 5.87 ft/sec.

3. The preliminary warrant analysis revealed 1,314 vehicles peak 
hour traffic passing a given point, 48th Avenue and 55th 
Street. Since there are 3,600 seconds in each hour, assuming

.. 4
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Observations and Calculations:

3. (contd.)
the 1,314 vehicles are evenly spaced over that time interval, 
gives the figure of a vehicle passing a given point every 
2.74 seconds. (Direction and volume flow not specified in 
information provided).

4. Assuming the average person walks at approximately 4 miles 
per hour, they can walk at 5.87 feet per second (i.e. 4 mph 
x 5,289 feet/3,600 seconds).

5. The width of 55th Street at 48th Avenue is 44 feet. Therefore, 
it would take the average person walking at 4 miles per hour 
(5.87 feet per second) to cross 55th Street from curb to curb, 
7.5 seconds.

6, Conclusion:
If evenly spaced vehicles at peak hour traffic volume are passing 
this point every 2,74 seconds, the pedestrian would have to 
increase his pace by 2.8 times or approximately 10.9 miles per 
hour to cross 55th Street.

7. The Preliminary Warrant Analysis indicated 13 pedestrians per 
hour over the peak hour pedestrian volume. This amounts to 
60 minutes divided by 13 pedestrians or one pedestrian every 
4.61 minutes.

HYPOTHETICAL SITUATIONS:

A, Pedestrian crossing 55th Street at 47A Avenue, north to south.

1. There is a vehicle travelling east to west with a green light 
at 47th Avenue travelling at the legal speed limit of 30 mph 
or 44 ft./sec. The vehicle covers the 300 feet to 47A Avenue 
in 6.8 seconds (300 feet divided by 44 ft./sec.)

2. The pedestrian walking at 5.07 ft./sec., in 6.8 seconds is 
capable of walking 39.9 feet.

3. This, therefore, leaves a margin of safety on the south side 
of 55th Street of 44 minus 39.9 - 4.18 feet. This margin of 
safety assumes that the vehicle is travelling at the legal 
speed limit of 30 mph., the individual can walk at 4 miles 
per hour, the streets are dry, there is no traffic from west 
to east and no vehicles making a right turn on 48th Avenue 
proceeding east.

If the same pedestrian is crossing from south to north, the 
chances are that the pedestrian may become a patient at the 
Red Deer General Hospital or the vehicle will have to move 
into the oncoming traffic or proceed on to the sidewalk to 
avoid striking the pedestrian. (Pedestrians cause less 
damage than collisions with another vehicle or apartment 
buildings).
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B. Pedestrian Crossing 55th Street at 48th Avenue South to North: 
Using the same figures listed above, the vehicle travelling 
east to west at 44 ft./sec. will cover the 850 feet in 19.3 
seconds and an adult pedestrian should be able to cross 
55th Street in 7.5 seconds.. This gives the pedestrian a 
margin of safety of 19.3 minus 7.5 - 11.9 seconds providing 
there is no traffic from west to east.

C. Pedestrian Crossing 55th Street at 48th Avenue North to South:
1. Vehicle travelling west to east with green light at 47th Avenue, 

moving at 44 ft./sec. and red light at 47th Avenue.

2. The pedestrian crossing 55th Street at 48th Avenue north to 
south can cross in 7.5 seconds.

3. The distance from 49th Avenue to 48th Avenue is 550 feet.

4. Therefore, the vehicle will be at 48th Avenue crosswalk in 
550/44 = 12.5 seconds.

5. The margin of safety assuming no traffic from the opposite 
direction (i.e. west to east) is 12.5 minus 7.5 = 5.0 seconds.

CONCLUSION:

It is readily apparent that the guidelines can be manipulated in the 
selection of criteria to advance the argument one wishes to stress. The 
Preliminary Warrant Analysis indicated that the peak pedestrian power 
traffic volume was only 13 pedestrians and the recommended number is 60 plus 
pedestrians during peak pedestrian hour traffic. On the other hand, the 
guidelines also indicate a peak hour traffic volume of 400 plus vehicles 
per hour and in this case, the 1,314 vehicles per hour exceed this by a 
factor of 3.3 times. The pedestrian delay of 15 seconds in the 
Preliminary Warrant Analysis does not meet the criteria indicated in the 
Warrant for schools and pedestrian crossings of 60 seconds plus but this 
figure does not appear to be reliable as peak traffic volume is 1,314 vehicles 
per hour.

I have not had the opportunity to do an exhaustive study but it would 
appear to me that residing in a relatively affluent area of Red Deer does 
have its advantages in obtaining access to major roadways or obtaining 
pedestrian activated signal lights.

1. Grandview-Mitchener Hill Area - I have noted a recent installation 
of signal lights at 43rd Avenue and Ross Street, although previous 
signal lights existed at 41st Avenue and Ross Street and 40th Avenue 
and Ross Street.

2. Cronquist Area - Recently installed pedestrian activated signal 
lights at 57th Avenue and 43rd Street as well as signal lights 
at 55th Avenue and 43rd Street.
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3. Sunnybrook - Anders - Signal lights at 40th Avenue - 32nd 
street, 40th Avenue - Anders Road and pedestrian activated 
signal lights at 42nd Avenue and 32nd Street.

I am disappointed that Councillor Webb could not convince the members 
of City Council, as reported in the Advocate on February 3rd, 1981, that 
pedestrian activated lights are required at 55th Street and 48th Avenue 
and I agree with her statement that "Peak traffic flow on 55 th Street 
is just like shooting bullets up that road with a machine gun". It is 
regrettable that other Council members would not or could not analyze the 
critical traffic situation on 55th Street as well as she has.

In my opinion, pedestrian activated lights at 48th Avenue and 55th 
Street are indicated for a number of reasons:

(a) City Council has permitted multiple unit dwelling 
construction on both sides of 55th Street, many of 
which are occupied by single parent families who 
rely on day care, kindergarten and grade school 
facilities at the Central School.

(b) In spite of the preliminary warrant analysis, any 
individual who lives in this area or travels on 
55th Street during the normal Red Deer rush hours, 
morning, noon and evening, knows that the traffic 
on 55th Street exceeds the speed limit, and 
certainly supports Councillor Webb’s statement.

(c) Painted crosswalk and widening of sidewalks on 
55th Street will provide a false sense of security 
to pedestrians. This measure assumes that oncoming 
traffic will be aware of the crosswalk which, due to 
our climate, will be covered by ice, snow and mud 
for a major part of the year.

(d) As a concerned parent who lives on the north side of 
55th Street and share concern for my fellow neighbours, 
I pray that my child or any other citizen of this area 
does not have to die before City Council recognizes and 
approves pedestrian activated signal lights.

(e) The number of apartments that have been built surely 
provide a sound tax base to fund pedestrian activated 
signal lights since many of these units are occupied by - 
single parent families and their needs are not being 
considered.

Although I have not communicated with Mr. Ted Meeres and Mrs. Johnstone, 
both of whom sustained serious injuries, I am sure they share my concern. It 
is my sincere wish that Council review the data reconsider pedestrian activated 
signal lights at 48th Avenue and 55th Street.

Yours respectfully

ac:. Mayor Bob McGhee 
Mr. B.C. Jeffers 
Commissioner Day 
Council Member Oily Webb

H.S. Sims, M.D.
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2B THE ADVOCATE, Monday, February 2, 1981

Car crash victim seeks
downtown crosswalk

k: By GLEN ARGAN City historian Ted
of The Advocate Meeres suffered five

A second pedestrian , broken ribs in a separate 
victim of a crash at 55th U npshap" at a/a AVeriUer 
Street and 47 A Avenue Nearly Dus month and
has berated motorists for 

; lack of consideration and 
caTIecT for improve cTtraf- 
fic control at the intersec­
tion.

Olive Johnstone, who 
suffered broken bones 
and bruises and spent 
two months in hospital 
<Tfrer an accident last 
year, is asking city coun­
cil to put in a crosswalk 

y* and pedestrian-activated 
1 traffic signal at the inter­

section.
Mrs. Johnstone, wife of 

long-time community 
worker Ellis Johnstone, 

J? a I so suggests improving 
. sidewalks near 47th Ave­

nue and 55th Street to 
. ... allow pedestrians to use 

the controlled intersec- 
. ? tion there.

wrote The Advocate to 
complain about speeding 
motorists there who give 
pedestrians hoT~chance to 
cross the street.

SFrT Johnstone says 
she has long been con­
cerned about traffic at 
the intersection. “At the 
speed motorists travel 
and sometimes lack of 
consideration (they 
show) for pedestrians 
trying to cross, I felt sure 
one would get hit.

“ I little thought I 
would be a victim as I 
had always been very 
careful.”

Mayor Bob McGhee 
and Commissioner Mike 
Day say there is no need 
for apeHestriah-activateT 
light at the corner, biif 

they recommend a side­
walk be built on the 
south side of 55th Street 
between 47th and 47A 
Avenues.

Police chief Inspector 
Cec Coutts says there 
were five reportable 
vehicle crashes at 47A 
Avenue and 55th Street 
lastlye’ar as well .as the 
two pedestrian mishaps. 
At 47th Avenue and 55th 
Street there_were 14 
vehicle crashes, one 
pedestrian mishap and 
one bicycle accident in 
1980. ------ ------

Seven vehicle crashes 
occurred at 48tif~Avenue 
and 55th STreet, says" 
Insp. Coutts.

Council rejects lights at busy crossing
Peak traffic flow on 

>5th" Street is Ujust 
ike shooting bullets 
ip that road with a ma- 
hine gun,’ says Co~un- 
■ilior Oily Webb.

CouncillorBut
Vebb Monday failed 
o convince the rest of 
ity council of the 
leed for pedestrian-ac- 
ivated lights at 55th 

Street and 47A Ave­
nue.

Council agreed to 
build a sidewalk on the 
south side of 55th be- 

. tween 47A and 47th 
Avenues to help pedes­
trians avoid crossing 
at 47A Avenue. And it 
also supported estab­
lishing a pedestrian 
crosswalk. complete 
with signs.

But council could 
not agree to the pedes­
trian-activated lights 
there, even though two 
pedestrians have been 
injured at the intersec­
tion when hit by cars 
in recent months. Both 
pedestrians have com­
plained of fast drivers 
who show' little consid­
eration for people on 
foot.

Police chief Inspec­
tor Cec Coutts told 
council he is “not con­
vinced” the intersec­
tion has more than its 
share of pedestrian ac­
cidents.

Councillor Webb, 
however, was certain 
it has more than its 
share of passing vehic­
les, She cited engi-

departmentpeering 
statistics showing
1,314 cars during a 
peak hour — about 22 
vehicles a minute.

Neighbors com­
plained to the city traf­
fic advisory committee 
about dangerous traf­
fic there, even though 
they were unaware of 
the pedestrian-vehicle 
crashes, she said.
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TO: City Clerk

FROM: City Engineer

April 8, 1981

RE: 55 Street & 48 Avenue -
Pedestrian Activated Traffic Control Lights

With reference to the above Council item, we have the following
comments:-

1. The intersection of 55 Street & 48 Avenue does not neet the 
Warrant for the installation of pedestrian activated signals ad­
opted by Council in 1973.

2. The installation of traffic signals, pedestrian activated or 
otherwise at this intersection would seriously hamper the traffic 
handling capability of the intersection of 55 Street & 49 Avenue, 
and could result in more Downtown congestion.

3. Signalization does not necessarily prevent accidents. It is in­
teresting to note that of the three intersections noted in Dr. 
Sim’s letter that the one with signalization (55 Street & 47 Avenue) 
has an accident record comparable to the other two.

4. We are sympathetic with the concern for pedestrian safety on 55 
Street and appreciate and are impressed by the time and effort 
spent, in analysing the situation by Dr. Sims. Several points, how­
ever appeared to be misunderstood in the analysis.

(a) the pedestrian accidents (Mr. T. Nberes and Mrs. Johnstone) 
brought forward in the letter to Council occurred at the in­
tersection of 55 Street & 47A Avenue and not at the intersection 
of 55 Street & 48 Avenue where a pedestrian signal is being re­
quested. The request for pedestrian lights at the 47A Street-55

Avenue intersection was denied by Council in its February 2, 1981 
meeting. No resolution has been passed to date by Council re­
garding possible signal light installation at 55 Street & 48 
Avenue intersection.

.... 2
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88.
(b) Hie Warrant for Pedestrian Activated Signals adopted by 

Council in 1973 required that all of the conditions be met before a 
pedestrian signal is installed.

The Warrant adopted by Council is very specific and does not 
allow "manipulation to advance one’s argument". The fact that 
evening peak hour volume exceeded the vehicular volume of the 
Warrant is certainly not being "overlooked" or downplayed.

(c) "Pedestrian delay" in the Warrant refers to the time pedestrians 
waited before they could cross the road. The noted figure of 
15 seconds for pedestrian delay is the actual average waiting 
time recorded between 4:30 and 5:30 P.M. on Thursday, 
December 11, 1980. During the above time only two pedestrians 
crossing the road experienced any measurable delay.

(d) In the analysis presented by Dr. Sims, it was assumed that the 
evening peak hour vehicles would only be using one lane and 
would be evenly spaced. In fact, vehicles travelling on 55 
Street could be using all four lanes. Accordingly Dr. Sims’ 
figures are not reflecting the gaps that could be occurring. 
Also traffic generally travels in concentrated groups with gaps. 
This could be a result of lights in either direction from the 
location being investigated.

(e) The Warrant requirement of "minimum 1,000 feet from nearest 
signal" cannot be disregarded "outright" as suggested in Dr. 
Sims’ letter. TO close a spacing of traffic signals could have 
detrimental effect on possible timing of lights. The 1,000 
signal spacing stipulated in the Warrant is already too short a 
distance to provide the preferred flexibility for signal syn­
chronization. The "marked demons treble lack of courtesy to 
pedestrians on green walk signals" as indicated by Dr. Sims 
has nothing to do with the signal spacing requirements stip­
ulated in the Warrant.

Due to the serious effect a pedestrian activated signal installation 
at 48 Avenue & 55 Street could have on the Downtown traffic condition, we would 
strongly recormend against such an installation. If Council feels that seme type 
of pedestrian facility should be provided on 55 Street between 49 Avenue and 47 
Avenue, the feasibility of a pedestrian overpass in this area could be explored 
similar to the type of study that is presently underway by the Consulting Eng^- 
ineers cn the 54 Avenue Extension in West Park. The estimated costs of such a study 
are in the order of $3,000 - $5,000. The cost of such a structure would probably 
be in the order of $750,000 - $1,000,000. / -

7 /
B.C. JEEFEPS, P. Eng., 

BCJ/ab City; Engineer
cc: Traffic Engineer
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Mayor's comments

The City Engineers reply is submitted for Council's information.

"R.J. McGHEE"
Mayor
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UNION CARBIDE CANADA LIMITED, 
11012 MacLeod Trail South East, 
CALGARY, Alberta
T2J 6A5 90.

April 8, 1981

Mayor R.J. McGhee,
Mayor of the City of Red Deer,
P.O. Box 5008,
RED DEER, Alberta

Dear Mayor McGhee:

We would like to enlist your support and that of the Council of the City 
of Red Deer for Union Carbide Canada Limited in their application to the 
Alberta Energy Resources Conservation Board for an industrial development 
permit for the manufacture of ethylene glycol at a grass roots site in 
Lacombe County close to Prentiss.

Union Carbide Canada Limited has met with the Economic Development Director 
and the City of Red Deer Economic Development Committee in December 1980 to 
outline the essential features of the proposed project and to highlight some 
of the benefits to the Central Alberta region, specifically to the City of 
Red Deer.

We understand that the Director of Economic Development and the Economic 
Development Committee have submitted reports to Council re: The Impact of 
Petrochemical Plants on Red Deer, which lends strong support to Union Carbide 
Canada Limited’s application to build a petrochemical plant.

Some of the essential features of the project are:

- Project located on a site approximately 20 kilometers north-east of the 
City of Red Deer at Prentiss.

The construction cost of the plant will be $259 million. An estimated 
64% of this amount will be spent in Alberta.

- Operating expenditures over 20 years are estimated to be $3,550 million, 
of which 62% are expected to remain in Alberta. It is estimated that.
over 85% of the expenditures in Alberta will be in the Red Deer/Lacombe 
area.

..... 2
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Employment

- Construction: Averages 582 persons. Peak labor force of 1,000 in 1983.

- Operations: The work force will consist of approximately 120 persons.

- Plant maintenance and operating personnel and support staff will be 
recruited from Alberta and across Canada. Special efforts, including 
provision of training, will be made to use Red Deer/Lacombe region people.

Environment

- The plant will be designed, constructed and operated in accordance with 
the appropriate provincial regulations.

Land Use

- In response to concern expressed by the agricultural community, strenuous 
efforts have been made and will continue to be made to minimize the amount 
of high class agricultural land used. Of the 346 acre plant site, only 
189 acres will be removed from agricultural use during the life of the 
plant. The topsoil will be stored on the plant site for future reclamation 
use.

Your support of our project in our application before the Alberta Energy Re­
sources Conservation Board Hearings to be held in Red Deer, April 14th, 15th 
and 16th, 1981, will be much appreciated.

Yours very truly,

W.G.G. LINDLEY,
Plant Manager - Prentiss Plant 
for:

D.C. CHAMP,
Venture Manager,
UNION CARBIDE CANADA LIMITED

Mayor's comments

The attached letter was received late for Council agenda and, therefore, 
we did not have an opportunity for other comments or a recommendation from 
the Economic Development Committee.

"R.J. McGhee"
Mayor
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SU DEVELOPMENTS

no. 3 LTD.

MAILING ADDRESS:
P.O. BOX 913 

RED DEER, ALBERTA
T4N 5H3

92.
7667 - 49th AVENUE, RED DEER, ALBERTA, T4P 1M3 

PHONE 346-7273

April 3, 1981

Mr. R. Stollings 
City Clerk 
City Hall 
Red Deer, Alberta

Dear Sir:

re: Lot 2 Block 1 Plan 1376 HW

On August 8th, 1979, an existing duplex on the above lot was destroyed 
by fire. The owner, Mr. J.Donald of Red Deer would like to build another 
duplex, similar to the one destroyed by fire; but has encountered diffi­
culties because the land use bylaw changed the zoning to RI which only 
permits detached dwellings.

An application was made to construct a duplex to Municipal Planning 
Commission but was denied January 30, 1981, because the use of the property 
as a duplex ceased to exist.

This decision was appealed; however, the Development Appeal Board 
upheld the decision of the commission because of the Planning Act 1977 
under section 72 sub-paragraph 2 which states "a non-conforming use of land 
or building may be continued, but if that use is discontinued for a period 
of six months or more, any future use of the land or building shall conform 
with the provisions of the Land Use Bylaw then in effect."

Our alternative at this time is to apply for a rezoning of the property 
from RI to R2 which as a discretionary use, duplex’s are allowed. It is 
also my understanding that city council does not like to rezone one single 
lot but prefers a block of lots.

Our application for rezoning would then apply to Lots 1-5, Block I,1 
Plan 1376 HW. I have visited with all of the owners of the lots and they 
are all in favor" of rezoning, as it would also allow some of them base­
ment suites, which are not allowed in the existing bylaw.

I trust this letter will serve as suitable application for rezoning

‘‘Pride Builds Our Homes”
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RED DEER REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION
492 0- 59 STREET

DIRECTOR:

Robert R. Cundy M.C.LP.

April If 1981.

Mr. R. Sto Hing s, 
City Clerk, 
City of Red Deer, 
P.O. Box 5008, 
Red Deer, Alberta.

P.O. BOX 5 00 2 RED DEER, ALBERTA, CANADA. T4N 5Y5

TELEPHONE: (403) 343-3394

Your File No. ____________________

Our File No. ______________________

Dear Sir,

Re: Lot 2, Block 1, Plan 1376 H.W. 
Request for Redesignation

Laebon Developments Ltd. have requested that Lots 1-5, Block 1, 
Plan 1376 H.W. be redesignated from R.1 to R.2 in order to allow duplexes 
as a discretionary use.

Prior to the adoption of new Land Use By-law 2672/80 the subject 
area was zoned R2A which permitted duplexes, as well as apartments and town­
houses as discretionary uses. An R.2 district tends to encourage higher 
densities.

In the General Municipal Plan, policy 2.4.2.6 states:

"The Land Use By-law will protect those single family areas where high 
density redevelopment is not desirable."

In accordance with this policy, the new land Use By-law designated many areas of 
the City as R.l.

oppose 
as R1A

We do not object to Lot 2 being redeveloped with.a duplex, but we do 
a redesignation to R.2. Alternatively, the parcel could be designated 
which allows a duplex as a discretionary use.

1

Yours truly,

Mon 
Associate Planner 
City Planning Section

MRC/hp
MEMBERS OF COMMISSION

CITY OF RH) DEER-TOWN OF BLACKFALDS—TOWN OF CARSTAIRS—TOWN OF CASTOR-TOWN OF CORONATON-TOWN OF DCS8URY -TOWN OF ECKVLLE-TOWN OF NMSFAL

TOWN OF LACOMBE—TOWN OF OLDS-TOWN OF PENHOLD— TOWN OF ROCKY MOUNTAIN HOUSE-TOWN OF STETTLER—TOWN OF SUNDRE—TOWN OF SYLVAN LAKE

VILLAGE OF AUX - VILLAGE OF BENTLEY - VILLAGE OF BIG VALLEY - VILLAGE OF BOWDEN - VILLAGE OF CAROUNE - VILLAGE OF CREMONA - VILLAGE OF nn Ri ihnf

VILLAGE OF DONALDA - VILLAGE OF ELNORA - VILLAGE OF GADSBY - VILLAGE OF MIRROR - SUMMER VILLAGE OF GULL LAKE - SUMMER VILLAGE OF HALF MOON BAY

SUMMER VILLAGE OF ROCHON SANDS — SUMMER VILLAGE OF WHITE SANDS — COUNTY OF LACOMBE No. 14 - COUNTY OF MOUNTAIN VIEW No. 17

COUNTY OF PAINTEARTH No. 18 - COUNTY OF RED DEER No. 23 - COUNTY OF STETTLER No. 8 - IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT No. 10
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April 7th, 1981

TO: CITY CLERK

FROM: DEVELOPMENT OFFICER/ 
BUILDING INSPECTOR

RE: LAEBON DEVELOPMENT LTD.

In response to your memo on the above subject, we have 
the following comments for Council's consideration.

The history of the above site is as outlined in Mr. 
Lacey's letter. Unless the site is rezoned, it cannot be 
used for anything other than a single family dwelling.

In order to accomodate the applicant’s request to build 
a duplex either RI(A) or R2 zoning is required. Either 
zoning lists the use as discretionary, which means that all 
property owners within 200 feet are notified of the proposal 
and their comments requested. These comments are presented 
to the Municipal Planning Commission whom are the approving 
authority and whose decision is subject to appeal by any 
person effected to the Development Appeal Board.

I 
\ , 
b

R. Strader 
Development Officer/ 
Building Inspector

RS/lg

Mayor's comments

This area and the area to the south is predominantly 
single family. If Council wishes to consider a change, we would agree 
with the recommendations of the Planners. This would give an 
opportunity for people in the area to object to any rezoning of 
this one particular lot.

"R. J. McGHEE11
Mayor



HOMES LIMITED

March 26, 1981

City Clerk’s Office 
City of Red Seer 

- 1|8 Ave.
Red Deer, Alberta

Attention; R. Stollings

Dear Mr. Stollings:

Re; Application for Condominium Approval on Lots 7-13 Inclusive 
Block 13 Plan 802 Og63

Please be advised that Cairns Homes Limited is currently in the 
process of constructing four-plex dwellings on the above noted 
lots. The individuals planning on purchasing these buildings 
have requested that, although they are currently planned for 
rental usage, the buildings be potentially convertible to con­
dominiums at a later date. As it is my understanding that any 
future approval of these units as condominiums is contingent 
upon the City Council endorsing this use prior to the initial 
renting of the project, I would be most appreciative if you 
would include this item for consideration by ^ouncil on their 
next Agenda.

Should you have any further questions regarding this matter, 
please do*not hesitate to contact the undersigned.

¥0/1 rs verjl truly,

A. Grant McDonald
District lend Manager

8 - 2310 Gaetz Avenue, Red Deer, Alberta T4R 1C5 (403) 346-7761
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RED DEER REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION
4 920-59 STREET P.O. BOX 5002 RED DEER, ALBERTA, CANADA. T4N 5Y5

DIRECTOR: TELEPHONE: (403) 343-3394

Robert R. Cundy M.C.I.P. 

Your File No. ____________________

Our File No._____________________

April 7, 1981

Mr. R. Stollings, 
City Clerk 
City of Red Deer 
Box 5008 
Red Deer, Alta.

Dear Sir:

Re: Application for Condominium approval on
Lots 7 - 13, inclusive. Block 13, Plan 802 0563

The applicant requests city council’s permission 
to build seven (7) four-plex condominiums on the above 
noted site.

We have no objections to this proposal, subject to 
the condition that the applicant comply with all fire 
and safety regulations, regarding condominium developments.

Yours truly,

DR/cc

D. Rouhi, MCIP 
SENIOR PLANNER 
CITY PLANNING SECTION

c.c.- Building Inspector
- City Assessor
- City Engineer

MEMBERS OF COMMISSION

CITY OF RED DESI—TOWN OF BLACKFALDS— TOWN OF CARSTARS—TOWN OF CASTOR-TOWN OF CORONATION—TOWN OF ODSBURY —TOWN OF ECKVLLE—TOWN OF MMSFAJL

TOWN OF LACOMBE—TOWN OF OLDS—TOWN OF PENHOLD—TOWN OF ROCKY MOUNTAIN HOUSE—TOWN OF STETTLER—TOWN OF SUNDRE—TOWN OF SYLVAN LAKE

VILLAGE OF AUX — VILLAGE OF BENTLEY — VILLAGE OF BIG VALLEY - VILLAGE OF BOWDEN — VILLAGE OF CAROUNE — VILLAGE OF CREMONA — VILLAGE OF DELBURNE

VILLAGE OF DONALDA — VILLAGE OF ELNORA — VILLAGE OF GADSBY — VILLAGE OF MIRROR — SUMMER VILLAGE OF GULL LAKE — SUMMER VILLAGE OF HALF MOON BAY

SUMMER VILLAGE OF ROCHON SANDS - SUMMER VILLAGE OF WHITE SANDS — COUNTY OF LACOMBE No. 14 — COUNTY OF MOUNTAIN VIEW No. 17

COUNTY OF PAINTEARTH No. 18 — COUNTY OF RED DEER No. 23 — COUNTY OF STETTLER No. 6 — IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT No. 10
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April 6, 1981

TO: City Clerk

FROM: City Engineer

RE: Application for Condominium Approval
Cairns Homes Ltd,
Lots 7-13, Block 13, Plan 802-0563

The Engineering Department has no objections to approving the above 
lots for condominiums providing each four plex unit is sold as one and not 
further subdivided. The reason being only one service connection exists 
per lot.

FLL/emg
cc - City Assessor 
cc - RDRPC

Mayor's comments

Recommend Council approve the request for Condominium proposals on 
the sites in question,

"R.J McGhee"
.Mayor



99-

N9 .5 No. 23
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY-TREASURER

BOX 920
RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 5H3

ApHZ 1, 1981

AU. R. Stollingt, 
City Clerk, 
City Red PeeJt, 
4914 - 48th Avenue, 
Red Veer, Alberta 
T4N 3T4

Vear Sit:

Re: Loti 1 and 2, Block 9, Plan ?08 M.C.

It hat been brought to out attention that amendments made to the 
City ol Red Veer new Land Ute By-Law hat retutted in the building 
on thit property beZng non-conforming.

We would appreciate having you take whatever action it necettary 
lor the By-Law to be amended to allow out pretent buildingt to 
conlorm with the by-law, and any expansion to these buildingt 
which we may with to catty out in the luture.

Although I have indicated both Lott 1 and 2 above, I realize that 
Lot 1 it owned by the City ol Red Veer but at thete could be a 
purchate ol Lot 1 by the County Irom the City tometime in the 
luture, 1 have included both lots in thit requett,

Vour attittance in thit regard it appreciated,

Vourt truly,

COd^Y OP REV VEER NO, 23 
f i '

R,J. Stonehouse
County Committionet

/S9
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RED DEER REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION
4920-59 STREET P. O. BOX5002 RED DEER, ALBERTA, CANADA. T4N 5Y5

DIRECTOR:

Robert R. Gundy M.C.I.P.
TELEPHONE: (403) 343-3394

Your File No.

Spril 7, 1981. Our File No.

Mr. R. Stollings, 
City Clerk, 
City of Red Deer, 
P.O. Box 5008, 
Red Deer, Alberta.

Dear Sir,

Re: Lots 1 & 2, Block 9, Plan 708 M.C. 
Land Use By-law Amendment

In the letter dated April 1, 1981 the County of Red Deer expressed
concern over the non-conforming aspect of their facilities on the above mentioned 
parcel.

The non-conformity results from a basic change in the underlying
philosophy of the R.2 Residential use district in the new Land Use By-law 
2672/80. The R.2 district in the old Land Use By-law was very general, and 
included such uses as funeral homes, police stations, fire stations, and public 
and quasi-public buildings. It is intended that the new R.2 district be more 
purely residential oriented, hence uses such as funeral homes and public and 
quasi-public buildings have been removed from the use table.

In order to recognize the County of Red Deer's facilities as an
appropriate land use, it is necessary to amend the Land Use By-law. Two suit­
able alternatives are:

(a) include public and quasi-public buildings in the R.2 district, or

(b) incorporate in the Land Use By-law a clause allowing such uses on
this particular site.

Yours truly,

Monte R. Christensen, 
Associate Planner 
City Planning Section

MRC/hp
MEMBERS OF COMMISSION

CITY OF RED DEER—TOWN OF BLACKFALDS—TOWN OF CARSTAIRS— TOWN OF CASTOR—TOWN OF CORONATION—TOWN OF DESBURY —TOWN OF ECKWLE—TOWN OF N4SFAIL

TOWN OF LACOMBE—TOWN OF OLDS—TOWN OF PENHOLD—TOWN OF ROCKY MOUNTAIN HOUSE—TOWN OF STETTLER—TOWN OF SUNDRE—TOWN OF SYLVAN LAKE

VILLAGE OF AUX — VILLAGE OF BENTLEY — VILLAGE OF BIG VALLEY — VILLAGE OF BOWDEN — VILLAGE OF CAROUNE — VILLAGE OF CREMONA — VILLAGE OF DELBURNE

VILLAGE OF DONALDA — VILLAGE OF ELNORA — VILLAGE OF GADSBY — VILLAGE OF MIRROR — SUMMER VILLAGE OF GULL LAKE — SUMMER VILLAGE OF HALF MOON BAY

SUMMER VILLAGE OF ROCHON SANDS — SUMMER VILLAGE OF WHITE SANDS — COUNTY OF LACOMBE No. 14 - COUNTY OF MOUNTAIN VIEW No. 17

COUNTY OF PAINTEARTH No. 18 — COUNTY OF RED DEER No. 23 — COUNTY OF STETTLER No. 6 — IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT No. 10
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April 7th, 1981

TO: CITY CLERK

FROM: DEVELOPMENT OFFICER/
BUILDING INSPECTOR

RE: LOTS 1-2, BLOCK 9, PLAN 708 M.C.

In response to your memo on the above subject, we have 
the following comments for Council's consideration.

The site in question is the location of Red Deer County 
buildings, which is presently designated R2, in which the 
attached list of uses applies. Prior to the passage of the 
present Bylaw in August, 1980, the site designation was 
R2B which included the use "Public and Quasi Public Buildings" 
which is not mentioned in the present Bylaw in this zone.

The use therefore becomes "non-conforming but not illegal" 
as it was in existence prior to the passage of the Bylaw. 
Under the provision of the planning act a non-conforming 
building cannot be added to or rebuilt.

Should Council wish to return this site to the same status 
existing before August, 1980, our recommendation would be to 
return the use "Public and Quasi Public Buidlings" to the 
discretionary use table of the R2 district.

R\' Strader
Development Officer/
Building Inspector

RS/lg
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6.6.2 R-2 RESIDENTIAL (GENERAL) DISTRICT

6.6.2.1 General Purpose of District

The purpose of this district is to provide a medium density 
residential area with a mixture of housing types and re si don- tial 
accommodation and at the same time control, regulate and encourage 
the development or redevelopment of residential uses that are 
compatible with both neighbourhood, the immediate site and the 
growth policies of the General Municipal Plan.

6.6.2.2 Permitted Uses

(1) Detached dwelling.
(2) One basement dwelling unit per detached dwelling.
(3) Private garage accessory to a permitted or discretionary use 

subject to Section 5.2.5.
(4) Sign - Identification - Class A - see Section 4.12.

6.6.2.3 Discretionary Uses

(1) Duplex.
(2) Multi-attached building.
(3) Multiple family building subject to Section 6.6.2.7.
(4) Planned group of residential buildings subject 

to Section 5.2.3.
(5) Horae occupation.
(6) Accessory residential structure subject to Section 5.2.5.
(7) Special residential use:

- lodging and boarding houses
- kindergartens, nursery schools
- churches
- group home.

(8) Municipal services limited to police and fire protection, 
utility sites.

6.6.2.4 Regulations

(1) Floor Area: Detached dwelling - (minimum) frontage in metres 
x 5 ra

Duplex - Minimum 65 ra^ for each unit
Multi—attached - rainimura 60 for each unit
Multi—family — minimum 60 for each unit 
subject to Section 6.6.2-5.

(2) Building Height: Minimum — N/A
Maximum — two storeys and basement with maximum 

of 10 ra­

ts) Front. Yard: Minimum 6 ra, subject to Section 6-6-2.5.
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(4) Side Yard: Detached dwelling - minimum 1.5 m subject to Section 6.6.2.5.
Duplex - minimum 2.4 m subject to Section 6.6.2.5
Multi-attached - minimum 2.4 m subject to Section 6.6.2.5
Multi-family - minimum 66% of building height and in no

case less than 3 m (2672/C-81)

(5) Bear Yard: Minimum 7.5 m (2672/N-80)

(6) Landscape Area: Minimum 44% of site area.

(7) Parking: subject to Section 4.10.

(8) Loading: N/A

(9) Site Area: Detached dwelling - minimum 557 m  
Duplex - minimum 232 m /dwelling unit 
Multi-attached - minimum 139 m /dwelling unit 
Multi-family - no separate bedroom - minimum 74 m  

per dwelling unit 
- one bedroom - minimum 111 m

2
2

2
2

2
per dwelling unit

- more than one bedroom - minimum 139 m2 
per dwelling unit

(10) Frontage: Detached dwelling - minimum 15 m
Duplex - minimum 7.6 m per dwelling unit 
Multi-attached building - minimum 19.5 m 
Multiple family building - minimum 19.5 m.

6.6.2.5 Special Regulations

(1) Notwithstanding Section 6.6.2.4 where an approved subdivision plan or a 
proposed subdivision plan within this use district comprises of at least 5 
sites the Municipal Planning Commission by resolution (2672/C-81)*

(a) further establish and specify maximum and minimum areas;

(b) specify the maximum and minimum yard requirements; 
(2672/N-80)

(c) reduce the side yard to zero metres where:

(i) the owner(s) of the adjacent site or sites grant(s) a ' 
2.4 m maintenance access plus a 0.6 m eave and footing 
encroachment easement on the adjoining site in 
perpetuity. The easements shall be to the satisfaction 
of the Development Officer and shall be registered 
against the title of the said site, 

(ii) all roof drainage from any building shall be directed 
onto the site upon which such building is situated by 
suitable means, 

(iii) in laneless subdivisions, adequate provision shall be 
made for rear access,

(d) specify the minimum site area, and

(e) specify the minimum frontage.
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(2) Notwithstanding the provisions of Section 6.6.2-4, where a 

laneless subdivision plan is registered’in the Land Titles Office, 
one of the side yards for a detached dwelling and the side yard 
for a duplex dwelling unit shall be (2672/C-81):

(a) 1.5 m where a garage or carport is attached to or is an
integral part of the principal building, or

(b) 3m where a garage or carport is to be provided in the rear 
yard of the site, or

(c) 5 m where a garage or carport is to be attached to the 
principal building at a later date,

(d) in the event that the front building line of the said lands 
is 21 m in length or greater, the minimum side yard in one 
side of the site shall be 10 per cent of such building line. 
The minimum side yard on the other side of the site in the 
case subsection (a) hereof applies, 10 per cent of the said 
building line; in the case subsection (b) or (c) applies, 3 m 
or 5 m respectively, as the case may be.

(3) (a) Where each half of a semi-detached house is to be contained
in a separate parcel or title no sideyard shall be required 
on the site of the dwelling unit which abuts the adjacent 
dwelling unit.

(b) Where the dwelling units of a 
contained in separate parcels 
be required on either side in 
dwelling unit and no sideyard 
of the end dwelling unit.

row house building are to be 
or titles, no sideyards shall 
the case of an internal
shall be required on one side

(4) Notwithstanding the provision of Section 6.6.2.4C3) the front yard 
requirement for one dwelling unit of a duplex building may be 
increased up to 3.5 m by the Development Officer provided that the 
front yard of the adjoining dwelling unit meets the requirement of 
this section.

(5) Notwithstanding Section 6.6.2.4 a building which is within the 
following tolerances of the requirements therein stated shall be 
deemed to comply with Section 6.6.2.4, namely;

(a) Floor Area: (6.6.2.4(1)) not less than 95% of the minimum

(b) Front Yard: (6.6.2.4(3)) not less than 90% of the minimum'

(c) Side Yard: (6.6.2.4(4)) not less than 80% of the minimum 
except lots designated as zero lot line or lots situated in 
lanelens subdivisions

(d) Rear Yard: (6.6.2.4(5)) not less than 90% of the minimum 
(2672/K-80)
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(e) Landscaping: (6.6.2.4(6)) not less than 98% of the minimum

(f) Site Area: (6.6.2.4(9)) not less than 90% of the minimum 
i

(g) Frontage: (6.6.2.4(10)) not less than 90% of the minimum 
(2672/R-80)

(6) In calculating the minimum floor area for an odd and irregular 
shaped site the frontage of the site shall be the greater of 
either the width of the site at the building line or the front 
boundary of the lot. (2672/R-80)

6.6.2.6 Site Location

(1) Notwithstanding Section 6.6.2.4 the site plan; the relationship 
between buildings, structures and open space; the architectural 
treatment of buildings; the provision and architecture of 
landscape open space and the parking layout shall be subject to 
approval by the Development Officer or the Municipal Planning 
Commission.

6.6.2.7 Site Location

(1) Notwithstanding any clause of Section 6.6.2 a site shall not be 
located or developed so as to leave small isolated parcels of land 
that cannot accommodate future development. The location of the 
site to be developed within the land use district, and the 
relationship of the site to the surrounding environs shall be 
subject to approval by the Municipal Planning Commission. * .

Mayor's comments

Agree with the request submitted and suggest the R.2 zoning be 
amended to include "Public and quasi-public buildings" as a discretionary 
use.

"R-J. McGHEE"
Mayor



I

NO. 6

March 11, 19 31

106.

Mr. Bob Stollings, 
City Clerk, 
City of Red Deer, Red Deer, Alberta.

Dear Mr. Stollings:

We , the residents of Nolan Street, have unanimously come to the 
conclusion that the four way stop will do virtually nothing to deter 
big trucks and cars from using our street as a shortcut. We protest 
the excessive volume of traffic using Nolan St. as a major east-west 
thoroughfarei its’ easy access'to the Northlands Industrial area, 
Taylor Drive, Sylvan Lake Trail, and 67th Street overpass makes it 
an attractive alternative to the traffic lights and traffic tie-ups 
of Gaetz and/or 67th street.

On Tuesday, March 3>1931 (10 a.m.) Judy Van Hyfte, Marelene Lang, ' 
Irene Moshor, and Janette Vosburgh met with city personel, Craig Curtis, 
Chi Lee, Ken Haslop and Michael Day, We discussed at length a 
solution to the traffic problem. Our request that a culdesac ( at 
Northy Ave, and Nolan St.) be constructed was given some consideration; 
in light of the fact that the Pines residents were granted a close 
on Page and Pamely, we strongly feel the same consideration be given 
to us. Our traffic problem is just as bad, probably worse.

A possible alternative to the close idea, that would be agreeable 
to both the city engineering department and Nolan Street residents, 
would be a permanent diversion diagonally across Grant St, and Nolan , 
Please examine the following diagram.
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We are convinced that a culdesac or a diversion is the only 

solution to the horrendous traffic* Short-cutters will have to ' 
return to 67th and Gaetz to go to and from the Northland, Goldenwest„ 
and Conquest Industrial areas as well as the highway access* It 
was rather poor planning that caused this problem in the first place. 
Grant Street should have been offset Nolan Street by a half a block 
or so to have prevented the throughfare. One of the engineers even 
admitted this information to us.

In referance to the four way stop at Nolan and Northy, we 
have observed no positive change in the heav y volume, and speed 
of traffic. We want something more substantial than signs that 
few obey; this even includes the playground signs. Practically no one 
goes the 30 Km an hour where designated. Those that do are often 
passed by irrate and irresponsible drivers. We fear for our children 
who may end up as traffic victerns either crossing the street to go 
to school, or playing on the sidewalk. Cars have landed on our 
sidewalks on several occasions probably from lack of control due 
to excessive speed.

The urgency of this situation demands immediate priority 
on the list of city management.

As stated many times before, we don’t feel that a residential 
street should be used as a major roadway. We are particularly upset 
that Nolan Street was extended into an extension we had no knowledge 
of when we purchased'our homes or lots. If this vias to have always 
been a major roadway, why were vie not informed, why do you refer 
to it as a residential street , and why was there not a boulevard 
and service road provided? 

• *Nolan Street is extremely nosey and stressful. ( ¥ou don’t 
get used to it.) We trust you’ll present this letter to his 
worship. Mayor McGee and the city councilmen so they can help us 
with this most urgent problem* Also, please inform us when this 
matter is returned to the agenda so that we may attend.

Please note the following Nolan 
and supported this letter.

Most sincerely,

Judy Van Hyfte
Marelene Lang

67 Nolan St.
3 Nolan St.

Irene Moshor 11 Nolan St;
Janette Vosburgh 71 Nolan St*

Street residents who have endorsed
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We support the letter written by Judy Van Hyfte, Marelene Lang 
Irene Mosher, and Janette Vosburgh concerning the serious traffic 
problem on Nolan Street.
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_ We support tne letter written by Judy Van Hyfte, Marelene Lang 
Irene Mosher, and Janette Vosburgh concerning the serious traffic 
problem on Nolan Street.

Please note the following Nolan Street residents who have endorsed 
and supported this letter.
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April 2, 1931

Mayor Bob McGee
City Rall
City of Red Deer
Red Deer, Alberta

Dear Bir:

"tie wish to inform you of- our continued dissatisfaction 
with the situation on Nolan Street. Re have found it impossible 
to gain any current factual information from any sources at 
City Hall. Consequently, we nave undertaken to establish some 
facts on our own time, and .nve taken a count of traffic for a 
period of 13 hours on an "ordinary” Tuesday,March 31,1981 from 
6:30 A.M.to 8:00 P.M. The figures may surprise you, as officials 
at City Hall tend to downplay our problem.

This matter will be dealt with in a future council meeting. 
We would ask you to please consider tne Information on the next 
page and be prepared to. establish some form of solution to the 
problem.

Another count will■be taken in the near future at a 
position further west on the street, by other Nolan Street 
residents.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely yours,

c. c.
Dennis Moffat 
Dan Lawrence 
Larry Pimm 
Irene Shandera 
John Oldring 
Jack Kokotailo 
Claybyn Hood 
Oily Webb

Cc - ciTy fc />? m 
C/ry

C/ry



Traffic Count t-aken on Tuesday Mai ...a yd , 1931
6:30 A.M. to 8:00 A.Ek 113.Residential East- 299 * Commercial East— 62

'A'est- 37 ' 'West- 24
Total 336 Total 86

Total for one and half hour-- 442
8:00 A.M. to 9:00 A. M.
Residential . isas6- 100 Commercial East- 40

. West- ’West- 30
Total 143 Total “70

Total per hour ----------- 245
9:00A.M. to .10:00A.M.
Residential East- 129 ■ Commercial East- 34

West- 76 West- 40
Total T95 Total "5^

Total per hour----- . 290
10:00 A.M. to 11:00 A.M.
Residential East-1 10 Commercial East- 33

West-74 West- 26
Total 184 Total 6T

Total' per nour----- - 245
11:00A. • to 12:00 A>id«
Residential East- 93 Commercial East- 42

West-124 West- 31
Total 217 Total 73

Total per hour ---- 290
.12:00 A.M. to 1:30 P.M.
Residential East- 280 Commercial East- 39

West- 242 West- 47
Total 322 Total 86

Total per hour and half ---- 608
1:30 P.M. to 2:30 P.M. .
Residential mast- 110 Commercial East- 39

West- 108 West- 35
Total 2TH Total 74

Total per hour ---- 292
2:30 P.M. to 4:00 p/M.
Residential East- 176 Commercial ^ast- 63

West- 174 West- 33
Total 330 Total TTo

Total cer hour ---- 466
4:00 P.M. to ^:30 P.M. ana half
Residential East- 223 C 0 mm er c i al East- 44

West- 338 West- 68
Total 563 Total 112

Total per hour and half----- 673
3:30 P.M. to 6:30 P.?i. .
Residential East- 109 Commercial mast- 21

West- 196 West- 23
Total 305 Total 49

Tctol per sour ------- 354
6:30 P.M. to 8:00 P.M.
Residential East- .123 Commercial mast- 1 1

;.est- 123 ri e C t" 12
Total 248 Total ~23

1 t 1 t 11 1 t1

E £-< O HO E 271naif

* Commercial vehicles- tncse rith business lo os
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RED DEER REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION
4920-59 STREET P.O. BOX 5002 RED DEER, ALBERTA, CANADA. T4N 5Y5

DIRECTOR: TELEPHONE: (403) 343-3394
Robert R. Cundy M.C.LP. 

Your File No. __________ ;_________

April 6th, 1981 
Our File No._____________________

Mr. R. Stollings
City Hall
City of Red Deer
P.O. Box 5008
RED DEER, Alberta

Dear Sir:

RE: TRAFFIC PROBLEMS:
NOLAN STREET AND GRANT STREET

Your letter of 23rd March 1981 and my letter of 27th January 1981 refer.

1. The question of high traffic volumes in Nolan and Grant Streets was 
considered by Council at its meeting on 2nd February 1981. After 
considering reports from the City Engineer’s Department, the RCMP and 
the Red Deer Regional Planning Commission Council adopted the following 
resolution:

"RESOLVED that Council of the City of Red Deer having considered 
correspondence dated January 21st 1981 from Irene Mosher and Marlene 
Lang re: Problems pertaining to traffic on Nolan Street and Grant 
Street and having considered reports from the administration 
concerning said matter, hereby agree that the stop signs be erected 
at the intersection of Northey Avenue and Nolan Street as quickly as 
possible."

At this time the City Planning Section commented that Nolan and Grant 
Streets, at present, act as the only east-west collector in the area. 
It was emphasized that through traffic would be reduced, in the future, 
once the 64th Avenue and 77th Street arterials have been constructed, as 
proposed in the North-West Sector Area Structure Plan. It was therefore 
recommended that the construction of these arterials be given priority, 
and that the streets be strictly policed to prevent their utilization as 
an illegal truck route.

2. Since Council's resolution, further discussions have been held with 
residents in Nolan Street and a petition has been addressed to the City 
requesting further action. The petition requests that Nolan Street be 
converted into a cul-de-sac or that a traffic diverter be constructed at 
the intersection between Northey Avenue and Grant and Nolan Streets.

MEMBERS OF COMMISSION

QTY OF RED DEER—TOWN OF BLACKFALDS—TOWN OF CARSTARS—TOWN OF CASTOR-TOWN OF CORONATION—TOWN OF DOS8URY —TOWN OF ECKVILLE—TOWN OF N4SFAL. 

TOWN OF LACOMBE—TOWN OF OLDS-TOWN OF PENHOLD-TOWN OF ROCKY MOUNTAIN HOUSE-TOWN OF STETTLER—TOWN OF SUNDRE—TOWN OF SYLVAN LAKE 

VILLAGE OF AUX — VILLAGE OF BENTLEY — VILLAGE OF BIG VALLEY — VILLAGE OF BOWDEN — VILLAGE OF CAROLINE — VILLAGE OF CREMONA — VILLAGE OF DELBURNE 

VILLAGE OF DONALDA — VILLAGE OF ELNORA — VILLAGE OF GADSBY — VILLAGE OF MIRROR - SUMMER VILLAGE OF GULL LAKE — SUMMER VILLAGE OF HALF MOON BAY 

SUMMER VILLAGE OF ROCHON SANDS — SUMMER VILLAGE OF WHITE SANDS - COUNTY OF LACOMBE No. 14 - COUNTY OF MOUNTAIN VIEW No. 17 

COUNTY OF PAINTEARTH No. 18 — COUNTY OF RED DEER No. 23 - COUNTY OF STETTLER No. 6 — IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT No. 10



115.Mr. R. Stollings 
April 6th, 1981 
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3. Nolan and Grant Streets were designed as residential collectors with a 
recommended maximum two way flow of 5000 vehicles per day. The 1980 
traffic count undertaken by the City Engineer's Department shows that 
Nolan Street has a two way flow of approximately 3100 vehicles per day. 
The City Engineer's Department have stated that more recent surveys 
undertaken in February 1981 have shown no substantial increase. The 
traffic flows along this route are therefore considerably lower than a 
number of other residential collector roads throughout the City. For 
example Horn Street in Highland Green and Springfield Road in Sunnybrook 
have maximum two way flows of 4107 and 4473 vehicles per day 
respectively.

It must be acknowledged, however, that Nolan and Grant Streets are at present 
being used as a short cut between 64th Avenue and Gaetz Avenue and traffic 
volumes have increased considerably since the area was first developed. 
However, increased traffic volumes are a factor of growth which are being 
experienced in a number of developing areas throughout the City.

4. The construction of a cul-de-sac or traffic diverter at the intersection 
between Nolan Street and Northey Avenue would solve the problem of 
through traffic, but would create a number of other problems. The City 
Planning Section is strongly opposed to the construction of a 
cul-de-sac, as it would create confusion for motorists. However, it is 
considered that a traffic diverter, as indicated on the plan prepared by 
the City Engineer's Department would be a practical solution in this 
location.

A traffic diverter would, however, have a detrimental impact upon the fire 
service which can be provided in the area, and the Fire Chief has estimated 
that response times would be increased by one to one and one half minutes. In 
addition it is understood that Nolan/Grant Street is under consideration as a 
future transit route.

5. In conclusion there is no objection from a planning point of view to the 
construction of a traffic diverter in the location shown. However in 
view of the Fire Chief’s comments and the comparatively low traffic 
volumes recorded by the City Engineer's Department, the City Planning 
Section does not support this proposal at this stage. It is therefore 
recommended that the City Engineer's Department undertake further 
traffic counts during the summer period and report back to Council in 
this regard.

Yours truly.

■CRAIG CURTIS--  c.c. - Mr. B. Jeffers, City Engineer
ASSOCIATE PLANNER - Mr. R. Oscroft, Fire Chief
CITY PLANNING SECTION - Mr. D. Proudler, Transit

Superintendent
CCl/t
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DATE: March 24, 1981
TO: City Clerk
FROM: Fire Chief
RE: TRAFFIC PETITION - Normandeau Sub-Division

This is to advise that we do not favour installing a 
permanent diagonal diversion on Northey Avenue at 
Grant and Nolan Street.

Our computer model, developed during construction of 
the Fire Station Location Package, uses Northey Avenue 
as one of the shortest and quickest response routes to 
portions of Glendale and to Northwood Estates. 
This diversion could increase our response times by 
one to one and one half minutes.

I also feel that the diversion will not accomplish the effect 
desired, as traffic will divert to other streets or 
avenues, such as Niven Street and Nash Street, and 
Council would be in a position of being continually 
petitioned by residents for street closures that would 
eventually effect the overall traffic patterns in 
Red Deer. 

............ 

R.Oscroft,Fire Chief, 
c/c City Engineer 

RCMP 
Red Deer Regional Planning Commission 
Transit SystemSuperintendant.
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■ Government Gouvernement
■ T of Canada du Canada MEMORANDUM NOTE DE SERVICE

TOA r City Clerk

O. i/c Red Deer City Detachment

SUBJECT
obJet Re: Traffic - Residents Normandeau Subdivision

1. Your memo of 31 MAR 23 refers* Over the past three months
the Police Department has given Normandeau Residential Subdivision more traffic 
law enforcement than what other residential areas of the City have received.
It would be nice to have a patrol car on Nolan Street 24 hours of the day but 
this is simply not possible.

2. Our patrolmen recognize the concern residents have because
of the volume of traffic using Nolan. In view of this concern, enforcement 
of the truck route provisions of the Traffic Bylaw and pertinent sections of 
the Highway Traffic Act, will continue as in the recent past.

(C.C. Coutts) Insp.
0. i/c Red Deer City Det.

CCC/clj 

cc Traffic Section
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March 24, X981,

TO: R. STOLLINGS, City Clerk

FROM: D. PROUDLER, Transit Superintendent

RE: TRAFFIC - RESIDENTS NORMANDEAU SUBDIVISION

This closure would not effect us at the present 
time but our future expansion into the Glendale sub-division 
would probably pass through the area considered being blocked 
off.

D. PROUDLER, 
Transit Superintendent



File: 180-005
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April 6, 1981

TO: City Clerk

FR£M: City Engineer

RE: Petition for Traffic Improvements 
Intersection Nolan Street & Northey Avenue 
Normandeau Subdivision

Council at their regular meeting of February 2, 1981 passed the 
following resolution:-

"RESOLVED that Council of the City of Red Deer having considered 
correspondence dated January 21st, 1981 from Irene Mosher and 
Irene Lang re: Problems pertaining to traffic on Nolan Street and 
having considered reports from the administration concerning said 
matter, hereby agree that the step signs be erected at the inter­
section of Northey Avenue and Nolan Street as quickly as possible".

The Engineering Department, in accordance with the above, installed 
a 4 way step at Northey Avenue and Nolan Street and undertook vehicle speed and 
count data before and after the installation. Ihe results are surmari zed belcw:-

(1) Subsequent to the installation of step signs at Nolan Street, total 
traffic volume during the survey period of 7:00 A.M. to 9:00 A.M., 
11:00 A.M. to 2:00 P.M. and 3:30 P.M. to 6:00 P.M. decreased by 
16 vehicles (from 1801 to 1785) at Nolan Street, east of Northey 
Avenue and increased by 46 vehicles (from 633 to 679) at Northey 
Avenue, south of Nolan Street. Truck traffic using the intersection 
of Northey Avenue and Nolan Street increased from 38 to 49.

(2) Subsequent to the installation of stop signs at Nolan Street, 
average speed decreased by 3 to 4 miles per hour on Nolan Street 
and increased by 2 to 3 miles per hour on Northey Avenue. The 
decrease in average speed on Nolan Street could be due to vehicles 
decelerating to zero miles per hour at the step sign and acceleration 
afterwards. The increase in average speed on Northey Avenue could 
be due to vehicles not required to stop for as long a period as 
before.

........2
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Attached is a plan showing count information and directional traffic 
flow arrows. We would draw Council's attention to the following count stations

LOCATION 24 HOUR TOTAL

a) Nolan Street west of Gaetz Avenue 3085 vehicles
b) 71 Street west of Gaetz Avenue 4075 vehicles
c) 68 Street west of Gaetz Avenue 4316 vehicles
d) Springfield Avenue south of 32 Street 4473 vehicles
e) Page Avenue south of 74 Street 2347 vehicles

From our data which was taken during the suirmer months of 1980, 
(traditionally the highest volume period) one will note that the Nolan Street/ 
Grant Street collector has a lesser volume than canparable roadways. The traffic 
counts on 68 Street and 71 Street may be influenced somewhat by the strip com­
mercial development adjacent to 52 Avenue but these two roadways are designed and 
intended to function as residential collector streets similar to Nolan Street.

We are of the opinion that the problem, as stated by the petitioners, 
is not with the direct connection of Grant Street to 64 Avenue but rather with the 
direct connection of Grant Street to Nolan Street which in turn directly connects 
two arterial roadways. Accordingly, we have reviewed the possibility of installing 
a tenporary traffic diverter made from precast concrete barriers similar to the 
attached diagram. These barriers are 2 1/2 feet wide at the base, 2 1/2 feet 
high and are 10 feet in length. They are relatively easy to install at minimal 
expense but are heavy enough to discourage vandalism. This particular orientation 
was chosen as it accommodates traffic circulation within each of the Glendale and 
Noxmandeau Subdivisions and provides the least difficult access for emergency 
and service vehicles.

We do not know what repercussions will occur to either 76 Street, 71 
Street or 68 Street nor do we know how it may effect the transit system once the 
Transit Study is conpleted. The Fire Department has already indicated that a 
serious delay in response time would be imposed should the diverter be installed. 
The Transit Department will not know their final bus routing until ccnpletion of 
the Transit Study.

SUMMARY

The Engineering Department supports the removal of heavy vehicles from 
this portion of roadway through continued strict enforcement. In considering the 
present traffic volumes on Nolan Street relative to other comparable roadways within 
the City we do not feel that the traffic volume is any more serious here than in 
other locations. The Springfield entrance to Sunnybrook has for example, higher 
traffic volumes and passes adjacent to an elementary school. In view of a potential 
increase in response time to emergencies to property or persons and also due to the 
uncertainty relating to the effects on other nearby roadways we are reluctant to 
suggest further action.

3
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As it appears that the Grant Street/Nolan Street connection is being 
used as a shortcut frcm 64 Avenue to Gaetz Avenue Council may wish to consider the 
barrier installation as per the diagram and see what benefits or problems are 
created. This installation may discourage some of the existing shortcutting 
traffic as the route available after the diverter installation would be much more 
devious. The installation may also add traffic to other connecting roadways which 
may lead to additional petitions. The petitioners and all other area residents 
should be fully aware of the increased response time by emergency vehicles due to 
the diverter. We would suggest implementation procedures be similar to those used 
in the Pines to permit other subdivision residents to express their concern.

Should Council decide to proceed with the diverter after the advertizing 
period, and providing the Transit Department can be accommodated, we would further 
suggest that such installation be of a tenporary nature only and to be fully re­
viewed once the 64 Avenue/77 Street connection is completed or sooner if required. 
The costs would be in the order of $2,000 which we would suggest be charged to the 
subdivision.

B.C. JEFFE
City Engineer

KGH/ab

cc: R.C.M.P. - Inspector Coutts 
Fire Chief 
Transit Supt.
Regional Planning Cormission 

attachments
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Rayo r1s corome n t s

Agree with the recommendations of the City Engineer that the proposal 
for a barrier be advertised and that Council withhold final decision 
until such time as this information is available.

"R.J. McRHEE1’
Mayor
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RED DEER REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION
4920-59 STREET P.O. BOX 5002 RED DEER, ALBERTA, CANADA. T4N5Y5

DIRECTOR: ,^0^ 7 TELEPHONE: (403) 343-3394

Robert R. Cundy M.C.I.P. 

Your File No. ____________________
March 30, 1981 

Our File No._____________________

City Commissioners, 
City of Red Deer, 
Red Deer, Alberta.

Attn: Mr. Al Scott

Dear Sir:

At the October 27, 1980 meeting of City Council,permission was 
granted by Council to extend our construction date on our building from 
February 4, 1981 to May 4, 1981. This extension was very much appreciated 
by the Commission and has allowed us the time necessary to continue working 
on our building design, etc.

While our building program has been advancing satisfactorily, because 
of high interest rates, etc. we have still not been able to make final and 
complete arrangements on our financing and it would appear that we will 
not be able to make these financing arrangements and complete our tendering 
process before May 4, 1981.

As a result, we hereby request a further extension of the construction 
deadline time till September 4, 1981.

Your favourable consideration of this request would be appreciated.

Yours truly,

TOWN OF LACOMBE—TOWN OF OLDS—TOWN OF PENHOLD—TOWN OF ROCKY MOUNTAIN HOUSE-TOWN OF SIEI ILER-TOWN OF SUNDRE—TOWN OF SYLVAN LAKE 

VILLAGE OF AUX — VILLAGE OF BENTLEY — VILLAGE OF BIG VALLEY — VILLAGE OF BOWDEN — VILLAGE OF CAROLINE — VILLAGE OF CREMONA — VILLAGE OF DELBURNE 

VILLAGE OF DONALDA — VILLAGE OF ELNORA — VILLAGE OF GADSBY — VILLAGE OF MIRROR - SUMMER VILLAGE OF GULL LAKE — SUMMER VILLAGE OF HALF MOON BAY 

SUMMER VILLAGE OF ROCHON SANDS — SUMMER VILLAGE OF WHITE SANDS — COUNTY OF LACOMBE No. 14 - COUNTY OF MOUNTAIN VIEW No. 17 

COUNTY OF PAINTEARTH No. 18 — COUNTY OF RED DEER No. 23 — COUNTY OF STETTLER No. 6 — IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT No. 10
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April 8, 1981

TO: CITY CLERK

FROM: ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR

RE: APPLICATION FOR EXTENSION -
RED DEER REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION

The Red Deer Regional Planning Commission received Council approval on 
February 4th, 1980, to enter into an option and land sales agreement for 
the purchase of 1.28 acres in the Bower Special Use Area. The necessary 
documents were prepared and completed, and the Red Deer Regional Planning 
Commission exercised their option on May 4th, 1980. The agreement stipulated 
that construction was to commence no later than nine months from the date the 
option was exercised. Prior to the expiration of this nine month period on 
February 4th, 1981, the Planning Commission requested an extension of the 
commencement of construction date in view of the difficulty of constructing 
during the winter. Council, at their meeting of October 27th, 1980, passed 
the following resolution:

"RESOLVED that Council of the City of Red Deer, having 
considered correspondence dated September 23rd, 1980 from 
the Red Deer Regional Planning Commission requesting an 
extension of the construction deadline, relative to their 
proposed building on Lot 10B, Block 14, Plan 792-2866, 
hereby approve an extension of the construction deadline 
from February 4th, 1981 to May 4th, 1981, provided that 
the dates for final payment and final completion of the 
building remain unchanged and as recommended to Council 
October 27th, 1980."

The Commission is now requesting a further extension of 120 days to September 4th, 
1981.

When making a decision on this request, Council should also be aware of the 
other important date contained within the agreement, which stipulates that the 
development must be completed within twenty-one (21) months of the option being 
exercised, which in this case, would place the completion date at February 4th, 
1982. An extension in the commencement date as requested by the Red Deer Regional 
Planning Commission, would leave them only five (5) months in which to complete 
the building. Our standard agreement, which was signed by the Commission, carries 
a penalty which would be imposed on the date the building is required to be com­
pleted. This penalty permits the City to collect property taxes, assessed on the 
basis that the proposed building was completed.

AVS/gr

Respectfully si^itted,

ALAN SCOTT, Director 
Economic Development



127.Mayor’s comments

As vice-chairman and a member of the Commission executive, I am aware 
of the problem the Commission is experiencing in obtaining final approval 
for or disapproval from approving authorities. Any recommendation that 
I might make might appear prejudicial. It is, therefore, placed before 
Council forr their consideration.

”R.J. McGHEE" 
Mayor



Z 6. # O.
Lodge Meets 2nd 
and 4th Mondays

NO. 8 Box 473
RED DEER, Alta. March 25

128.

.__ 1^1

To COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER, ALBERTA.

Re: ALCOHOL-DRUG EDUCATION ASSOCIATION.

As requested by the above organization we, The Independent Order Of

Odd Fellows of Waskasoo Lodge # I6 of Red Deer, Alberta have unanimously

agreed that we are against the sale of Alcoholic Beverages at Sporting 

events in the City of Red Deer, and we request the Council Members to 

vote accodingly.

Yours respectfully,

Lyle Kocher,

Recording Secretary,

Waskacoo Lodge # 16, i.O.O.F.



File: R-15912

April 2nd, 1981

MEMORANDUM

TO: City Clerk

FROM: Recreation Superintendent

RE: Letter from Waskasoo Lodge No. 1.6, I.O.O.F.
The concern expressed by the organization with respect to the sale of 

alcoholic beverages at sporting events in the City of Red Deer is perhaps 
premature, because although I understand legislation might permit this under 
certain circumstances, there has been no suggestion that any advantage of the 
legislation be taken by the City of Red Deer, nor have any other outside 
agencies made overtures in this regard.

DON MOORE
DM:pw

Mayor’s comments

The above is submitted for the information of Council.

"R.J. McGHEE”
Mayor



130.

NO. 9

The Honorable R. McGhee 
City of Red Deer 
4814 - 48 Avenue 
Red Deer, Alberta

Dear Mayor McGhee:

As a long time city taxpayer and a person who has been employed 
in facilities requiring shift work for many years, the recent council 
decision to eliminate bus service after 10:00 P.M. plus the initial 
total lack of bus service to that portion of Michener Centre formally 
known as Deerhome causes me concern.

It would appear to indicate that our councillors and senior city 
Administration have very little understanding for these unfortunate 
employees who are forced to work shifts. The hardships imposed on 
family relationships by shift work can only be intensified if one adds 
the lack of adequate transportation. Not only does it make it more 
difficult to obtain satisfactory employees but will force some members 
presently employed into receiving social assistance. In other incidents 
very small children will be left alone while the spouse is being picked 
up or driven to work. This may result in loss of life of a child.

While I agree fully with the reduction in the number of trips per 
day and the increase in the price of bus passes, I feel that other 
steps could be taken to increase the use of the bus service. I would 
recommend that bus routes be established with signs clearly indicating 
that it is a bus stop. When changes are made the public should be 
adequately informed at least one week prior to the change. Signs and 
seating should be moved to the new bus stop immediately and updated 
bus schedules available. During the past ten months bus routes have 
been changed frequently but changes were not publicized prior to the 
move and bus signs and seating were left at the old stops for lengthy 
periods.

. ..2
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It takes very little imagination to realize how frustrated bus 

patrons become. This quickly damages the image of the Transit System 
and persons normally using the bus will find other transportation. I 
am especially concerned with the confusion this causes among Senior 
Citizens who have a difficult time in normal circumstances.

It would appear reasonable that essential services such as 
transportation which affects earning a living plus the safety of 
children left alone should be given first priority.

Recreation and other like programs thought desirable services 
should be given a second priority rather than the preferential treat­
ment that has been past practice.

I would appreciate further consideration be given by yourself and 
elected members of council.

Respectfully yours,

Eileen Dubois
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GeoAqe E. Jordan 
27 WeZZ^ Street . 
REP PEER, AZbznta 

T4H 5W2

ThuKtday, ApaiZ 2nd, 1981

PeoA NayoK McGhee and City CoundZ.
S BccA TKantit.

I am not too pZeated with youK decition to cot the butet o^_ ok to 
Zay o^ dAiveat. By catting the Wett- Patk SunnybKook but out, you make 
it impottibZe ^ok peopZe to catch the Ho. 1 but downtown, aZto the 
Ho. 4 but to the HotpitaZ. I cannot tee any tente in the cutbackt, 
etpeciaZZy when WoodwaKdt Shopping MaZZ opent in Nay, which it not ^aK 
away.

I think that had a taZk with aZZ youK but dKiveKt, they wouZd be abZe to heZp 
you keep a good but te-Kvice and give tome good advice on the di^e/ient 
Koatet.

We have a tot good dKiveKt, in {act, we have the bett dKiveKt , And you thouZd 
not Zay them o^ at aZZ oa cut any butet citheK.

AZto when WoodwaKdt MaZZ opent you wiZZ. need aZZ the butet and dKivzKt 
on aZZ Koutet in ondeK to make connectiont with Ho. 1 to WooZco MaZZ. at 
weZZ at WoodwaKdt NaZZ.

I aZto hope that in time we can have but teKvice on Sunday.

WeZZ thit Za aZZ I can tay ^on. now except I ^eeZ. you thouZd keep the but 
teKvice you have had with the Zate night tcKvice ttiZZ going.

Thank you.

VouK6 tinceKeZy,

"G.E. JORVM"

Mayor's comments

.The above three letters are submitted for Council's information.

nR.J. McPHEE"
Mayor
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RED DEER REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION
4920-59 STREET P.O. BOX 5002 RED DEER, ALBERTA, CANADA. T4N5Y5

DIRECTOR: TELEPHONE: (403) 343-3394

Robert R. Cundy M.C.I.P. 

Your File No. ____________________

Our File No. 22.02

April 6, 1981

Mr. M. Day, 
City Commissioner, 
City of Red Deer, 
P.O. Box 5008, 
Red Deer, Alberta.

Dear Sir,

RE: URBAN PARKS PROPOSAL : THE PREPARATION
OF A MASTER PLAN FOR THE RED DEER CORRIDOR
PARK

I enclose a report outlining the objectives and estimated cost 
implications of the above study. It is recommended that Council authorize the 
Planning Commission to proceed with this project in the manner described, and 
that the costs of additional temporary staff be charged to the project.

Associate Planner
City Planning Section

c.c. Mayor R. McGhee
Mr. D. Moore, Recreation Superintendent.
Mr. L. McMurdo, Parks Superintendent.

Enc.
CC/hp

MEMBERS OF COMMISSION

QTY OF RED DEER-TOWN OF BLACKFALOS—TOWN OF CARSTAIRS—TOWN OF CASTOR—TOWN OF CORONATION—TOWN OF DOSBURY —TOWN OF ECKVLLE—TOWN OF NNISFAJL

TOWN OF LACOMBE—TOWN OF OLDS-TCWN OF PENHOLD-TOWN OF ROCKY MOUNTAIN HOUSE-TOWN OF STETTLER—TOWN OF SUhDRE—TOWN OF SYLVAN LAKE

VILLAGE OF AUX - VILLAGE OF BENTLEY - VILLAGE OF BIG VALLEY - VILLAGE OF BOWDEN - VILLAGE OF CAROLINE - VILLAGE OF CREMONA - VILLAGE OF DELBURNE

VILLAGE OF DONALDA — VILLAGE OF ELNORA — VILLAGE OF GADSBY - VILLAGE OF MIRROR — SUMMER VILLAGE OF GULL LAKE — SUMMER VILLAGE OF HALF MOON BAY

SUMMER VILLAGE OF ROCHON SANDS — SUMMER VILLAGE OF WHITE SANDS - COUNTY OF LACOMBE No. 14 — COUNTY OF MOUNTAIN VIEW No. IT

COUNTY OF PAINTEARTH No. 18 — COUNTY OF RED DEER No 23 — COUNTY OF STETTLER No. 6 - IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT No. 10



To : City Council. 135.

From: Craig Curtis, Associate Planner, City Planning Section,
Red Deer Regional Planning Commission.

Date: April 6, 1981.

RE: URBAN PARKS PROPOSAL : THE PREPARATION OF 
A MASTER PLAN FOR THE RED DEER RIVER CORRIDOR 
PARK

1.0 BACKGROUND

At the end of 1980 Alberta Recreation and Parks completed their Urban 
Parks Proposal for the City of Red Deer. This report was considered by 
Council at its meeting on 24th November, 1980, together with a joint 
report from the Recreation and Parks Superintendents and the Red Deer 
Regional Planning Commission, outlining the following proposed course 
of action.

"PROPOSED COURSE OF ACTION

Based on the foregoing, it is recommended as follows:

1. That the Recreation Board and City Council endorse the 
proposal in principle and authorize the Mayor and Staff 
to participate in further negotiations with an under­
standing that no commitment of City funds be made without 
authority of City Council.

2. That a Policy Committee comprised of the Mayor, Mr. Norm 
Magee, M.L.A., the Minister of Recreation and Parks or his 
designate, the Chairman of the Recreation Board be considered, 
and that The County of Red Deer be invited to participate as 
a member of this committee.

3. That the Management Committee as proposed be established to 
act in an advisory capacity to the Policy Committee and to 
implement the policies and generally manage the project. 
The Committee to be comprised of the following:

City Commissioner Provincial Regional Staff
Recreation Superintendent Representative
Parks Superintendent Provincial Project Co­
City Planner, Red Deer Regional ordinator

Planning Commission

4. That overall planning for the project be co-ordinated by the 
Red Deer Regional Planning Commission who would utilize in-house 
staff wherever possible and engage specialists as required.

Cont'd .... /2.
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5. That the Management Committee bring forward for consideration 

of the Policy Committee a proposal recommending means by which 
community and regional input to the plan can be assured.

6. That a series of sub-committees be named to act in an advisory 
capacity to the project on environmental and ecological issues.

7. That a meeting of representatives from both City and County 
Council be convened to resolve any intergovernmental issues 
that may emerge."

Council approved the proposed course of action outlined above, with the 
exception of item 6, which it was agreed should be considered by the 
Management Committee.

2.0 OBJECTIVES

From discussions with the Recreation and Parks Superintendents, it is 
understood that the City Planning Section of the Red Deer Regional Planning 
Commission should undertake the preparation of a broad Master Plan for the 
development of the Red Deer River Corridor Park. This Master Plan would 
provide a framework for the appointment of landscape consultants to design 
individual components of the total park system.

It is considered that the major objectives of this study are as follows:-

2.1 To provide a broad planning framework for the detail design and 
implementation of the Red Deer River Corridor Park.

2.2 To identify constraints and potentials of the existing landscape 
for various forms of recreation and conservation use.

2.3 To identify any conflicts between the proposed park system and the 
City’s General Municipal Plan and Land Use By-law and make recommendations 
for their amendment, if necessary.

3.0 PROGRAM AND STAFF REQUIREMENTS

It is considered that a Master Plan for the Red Deer River Corridor Park 
could be completed within one year, including a three month period for public 
participation in the planning process.

In order to undertake this study, it is envisaged that the minimum staff 
requirements will be as follows

- SENIOR PLANNER - DJAMSHID ROUHI
part time involvement on an ad hoc basis. The Senior Planner will 
assume overall responsibility for the planning study.

- ASSOCIATE PLANNER - CRAIG CURTIS
part time involvement on a daily basis. The Associate Planner will 
be the project leader, and be responsible for preparing the report and 
supervising the preparation of the plans.

Cont'd .... /3.
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- DRAUGHTSMAN

Full time involvement.

The services of an experienced draughtsman are required for this project. 
Although it may be possible to use existing staff within the Commission 
to provide this service, the workload may require the employment of an 
additional draughtsman on a temporary basis.

- PLANNING ASSISTANT

Full time involvement for a four month period.

A Planning Assistant is required on a full time basis during the early 
stages of the project to undertake a detailed survey of various aspects 
of the river valley. It is proposed that a planning student with a 
landscape background be employed during the summer vacation to undertake 
this work.

4.0 COST IMPLICATIONS

The.cost of in house staff involvement will not be charged to this project 
and will be considered as part of the normal work of the City Planning 
Section. It is proposed, however, that the employment of additional 
temporary staff be. fully charged to the project. It is estimated that the 
maximum cost in this regard would be as follows:

PLANNING ASSISTANT
Full time employment for four months - $ 5,000.00

DRAUGHTSMAN (POSSIBLE)
Full time employment for one year - $20,000.00

$ 25,000.00
Fringe benefits 15% - $ 3,750.00

TOTAL $ 28,750.00

Mayor’s comments

Although we have not received final authorization to proceed, it is 
our understanding that we will be notified shortly to this effect.
Recommend Council endorse the action proposed.

"R.J. McGHEE"
Mayor

CC/hp



CARDELL EQUITIES LTD._______________
#202 TERRACE PLAZA - 4445 CALGARY TRAIL, EDMONTON, ALBERTA T6H 5C3 PHONE: (403) 437-5550

April 2, 1981

The City of Red Deer
City Hall
4914 - 48th Avenue
RED EEER, Alberta
T4N 3T4

Attention: Mr. Robert Stollings, City Clerk

Dear Sir:

Re: Application for Amendment to Land Use 
Bylaw - Rezoning of Lot C, Plan 2509. C., 
NE^-20-38-27-4 - City of Red Deer

With reference to the above, we would be pleased if you would 
place before Council for their consideration, this application in 
respect of rezoning the land from Al (Future Urban Development District) 
to R3 (Residential (Multi-Family) District) .

The proposed development would consist of two three and one- 
half story apartment complexes. We intend to provide an above average 
rental project that includes extras such as elevators, swimning pool, 
recreation facilities, large enclosed court yard, saunas, etc. Our 
goal is to ensure that the proposed apartment project will be attrac­
tive, well planned, functional, and a positive addition to the City of 
Red Deer.

We have enclosed five sets of drawings which include the site 
plan, elevations, and floor plans. A project report is also included 
for your perusal.

We wish to inform you that we have entered into a joint venture 
agreement with Christenson Contractors Ltd. on this development pro­
ject. Christenson Contractors Ltd., an Alberta Corporation, have con­
structed over 2,000 apartment units in Northern Alberta and have re­
tained ownership interest in approximately 50% of the projects.

We plan on appearing before Council to present any additional 
material regarding design, layout, parking and traffic, and to answer 
any other questions which Council may have regarding the proposal.

Yours truly,

W. Saniborski, C.A. 
Vice-President

WS/dbv 
Encls.
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DESIGN DISCUSSION

I INTRODUCTION

The following design discussion is separated into two sections. The first discusses 
specific design objectives as determined by our own criteria. It is hoped that these 
will give an appreciation of the general quality of the project and an understanding 
of the reasoning from which this proposal resulted. Section 2 discusses the proposal's 
conformance to design parameters established by involved parties other than ourselves 
(those being the Red Deer Regional Planning Commission, City of Red Deer Engineering, 
Land Use Bylaw and Fire Department). It is hoped that the cumulative effect of the 
two discussions will be to reveal a mutual goal. That is, to ensure that the proposed 
apartment project will be attractive, well planned, functional and a positive addition 
to the North Hill area of the City of Red Deer.

SECTION 1 - DESIGN DISCUSSION

The general format of the proposed project incorporates the most successful features of 
several projects previously undertaken by Christenson Contractors Ltd. in the City of 
Edmonton. The predominate features being a well landscaped, open courtyard, indoor 
swimming pool and recreation facility, spacious, bright suites and an attractive lobby 
with elevator. A point form discussion of specific design factors is given below.

A SITE DEVELOPMENT

DESIGN FACTOR OBJECTIVE

Building Location - maximize the number of suites facing the view to
the south east

- avoid having suites facing north
- avoid suites facing the adjoining shopping centre
- maximize the size of the courtyard for amenity purposes

Parking Location - avoid parking in courtyard
- serve as buffer to shopping centre and Gaetz Avenue 

traffic noises

. . . ,/2
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DESIGN FACTOR OBJECTIVE

Parking Location 
(cont'd) - avoid development of utilities easement

- use aisle width for firelanes
- minimize number of curb crossings
- provide landscaping to soften parking
- easy access to parking from all suites

Separation of Building 
and Parking - provide C.M.H.C. standard separation space

Landscaping - feature attractive landscaping in courtyard and to 
soften parking area

- maintain standard achieved by Edmonton, Redwood 
Court Project *

- use irrigation sprinkler system

Site Lighting - light parking lot and entrances for appearance and 
security

- light building with balcony fixtures

Garbage Location - interior garbage room to maintain cleaner parking 
and cormon areas

Fencing - use as barrier to headlights for ground floor suites 
(3' high)

- use to shield view of parking from street

Site Grading - use to accent landscaping

Recreation Centre Location - be convenient to both buildings
- locate so as to capture maximum sun and shield from 

prevailing winds

* BEAUTIFICATION AWARD WINNER 1980, selected by Alberta Nursery Trades Association

. . ./3
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B EXTERIOR ARCHITECTURAL FEATURES

DESIGN FACTOR OBJECTIVE

Building Relief - avoid boxy shape by using different suite type at 
the ends of the building

- break long walls by use of wing walls on balconies

Roof Shape - add interest with “cottage" style roof
- lower roof line on end elevations

Entrance - clearly define location of entrance by extending the 
lobby 5’ and by adding planters and shrubs

- accent glass storefronts
- provide lower roof line
- break pattern of typical windows

Building Finishes - to add interest with use of rich brown cedar and 
contrasting stucco

- use of bright, clean coloured Spanish stucco
- emphasis on clean lines and quality finish work
- change materials at corners and other appropriate 

locations

Balconies - large balconies with structural wing walls for 
appearance of strength

- accent white stucco with bright white balustrades

End Walls - avoid blank, featureless end walls by turning 
suites to add recessed balconies to end elevation

C INTERIOR DEVELOPMENT

DESIGN FACTOR OBJECTIVE

Suite Mixture - equal mixture of 1 and 2 bedroom suites
- greater number of 2 bedroom suites to attract 

stabler tenants

. . . ./4
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DESIGN FACTOR OBJECTIVE

Suite Type - large suites

- bright rooms with large windows, dining room windows
- feature dressing area
- 2 bedroom to have 1^ baths
- use split bedroom approach on 2 bedroom type 

(separate suites sharing common living room.kitchen)

Recreation Centre - indoor 20' x 401 swimming pool
- whirlpool
- sauna
- weight equipment

Lobby - open 2 storey lobby
- centrally located
- elevator in each building
- attractive furniture and finishing
- open stairwell

Laundry Rooms - low (7.5) ratio of suites to sets of equipment
- large, centrally located in each building 

window, sink

Communal Storage - large room on ground floor

Garbage Facility - waste disposal inside each building

Construction - concrete sound insulated floors
- double plate party walls

SECTION 2 - DESIGN DISCUSSION
A CONFORMANCE TO THE RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE RED DEER REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION

1 DENSITY

The principal goal of this design was to produce the best possible apartment project 
that accomodates the approximate density as recommended by the Red Deer Regional 
Planning Commission. A minor variance from the target density of 178 units was the

. ./5
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1 DENSITY (cont'd)

result of attempting to maintain relative symmetry between the two buildings and 
hence the proposal contains 182 units. Even so, this lowers the density from 
49.5 units per acre as proposed in the earlier high raise submission to a more 
reasonable 35.5 units per acre.

Another minor modification from the reconmendation was to increase the ratio of 
2 bedroom suites to 50% of the total number. This is intended to attract a more 
stable type of tenant and also offers another alternative to singles sharing 
accomodation as the layout of the 2 bedroom suites with bath and a half and "split" 
bedroom arrangements offers an ideal opportunity to split increasing rental costs 
while maintaining a high standard of housing (see Drawing No. Suite Types).

2 PARKING

The feature highlight in this project is the large landscaped courtyard with attached 
recreation facilities. In order to keep parking away from the courtyard while 
maintaining ease of access from the suites, it was necessary to locate the parking 
along the Gaetz Avenue service road. This we feel will not be a detraction as it 
will not be visible from the road due to the elevated height of the lot and the 
inclusion of landscaping and a 3' fence to shield the parking lot from view. 
Locating the parking along the service road also insures that the ground floor patio 
doors do not open directly onto the steep bank sloping to the service road.

B CONFORMANCE TO SITE SERVICING RECOMMENDATIONS

1 CITY OF RED DEER ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT
Another critical factor affecting the density of our proposal was the capacity of 
the existing City water and sewer services. The initial high raise submission 
was considered incompatible with the Engineering Department's preliminary design 

. ./6
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expectations of 150 units. Further discussions with officials of the department 
indicate that a project in the range of 180 to 182 units could be accomodated 
without any great difficulty. A discussion of specific services follows.

(a) Water Can be easily handled by existing 300mm water mains
feeding from a major 900mm trunk feeder. Recommendations 
from the Fire Inspector indicate that the addition of 
one fire hydrant may be necessary to conform with our 
proposal.

(b) Sanitary Sewer Can be serviced by an existing 200mm sanitary lateral 
sewer.

(c) Storm Sewer Improvements will be required or alternatives examined.
An estimate of improvement costs has been obtained.

(d) Roads Improvements planned.

2 ELECTRIC LIGHT AND POWER

Power service connection is proposed to be from the existing 120/208 volt, 3 phase, 
4 wire underground service feed to a switching cubicle located near the south 
property line. Capacity will not be a difficulty.

3 NORTHWESTERN UTILITIES

Preliminary discussion with Northwestern Utilities officials indicates gas service 

to be present.

C CONFORMANCE TO THE CITY OF RED DEER LAND USE BYLAW
The proposed apartment project could be accomodated under either R-3 or R-2 zoning 
criteria. A discussion of each category follows.

R-3 RESIDENTIAL (MULTIPLE FAMILY) DISTRICT
R-3 zoning most accurately represents the criteria followed for our project and* 
would allow its development as a permitted use. A table is given on page 7 which 
indicates the substantial compliance of our project with current City of Red Deer 

Land Use Bylaws.

. ./7
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REGULATIONS
REQUIRED UNDER 

R-3 ZONING
REQUIRED UNDER 

R^2 ZONING PROVIDED

1) Floor Area
371^ (398 sq.ft) 
= 72.430 ft. (min)

60m4 (645.6ft/)xl82 
=117.500 sq.ft, (min j 211,292 sq. ft.

2) Building Height N/A
2 stories (max) 
with basement

3 stories with 
basement (32')

3) Front Yard 7.5m (24.6')(min) 6.0m (19.7*)(min) 25'

4) Side Yard
66% of building 
height (min) 1.5m (4.9')(min) 20'

5) Rear Yard 7-5m (24.6')(min) 7.5m (24.6')(min) 106' I

6) Landscaping 44% of site (min) 44% of site (min) 48.75%

7) Parking

Guest Parking

1 B/R=1.0x90 = 90
2 B/R=1.5x90 =135
3 B/R=2.0x 2=4

TOTAL 229 Sta
182

5 =37

Ils (min)
232 Stalls

8) Loading N/A N/A ‘ N/A

9) Site Area 74m =(796.5'd) x 91 
=72,482 sq. ft.
102m (1098') x 91 
=99,918 sq. ft.

2 2lllm4(n9514) x 91 
=108.745 sq. ft. 
139m (1496') x 91 
=136,136 sq. ft.

223,463 sq. ft.

10) Frontage Total = 172,400 sq’
19.5m (64.1)(min)

Total = 244,881 sq*
19.5m (64.')(min) 469'__________

The above table shows total adherence to R-3 zoning criteria with the exception of guest 
parking. Guest parking was sacrificed in order to protect the landscaped nature of the 
inner courtyard. Additional stalls could be added to this area but we feel that this will 
detract appreciably from the quality of the project without compensating benefits. The 
benefit of additional guest parking will be minimal due to the fact that the project is 
bordered on 3 sides (1420 lineal feet) by low traffic volume residential streets which 
will attract parking whether or not it is intended to. This is compounded by the fact 
that tenants often misuse guest parking near the entrance for their own convenience.

For the overall benefit of the project, we suggest the presented parking layout.

. . ./8
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R-2 RESIDENTIAL (GENERAL) DISTRICT 12*8-

R-2 zoning will also accomodate the proposed apartment project but as a discretionary 
use. An additional relaxation would be necessary though in regards to regulation 
(9) Site Area. {

D PROPERTY MANAGEMENT CONSIDERATIONS

DESIGN FACTOR OBJECTIVES

Building Size - large enough to permit full time professional building 
superintendent

Mechanical System
Electrical System

- higher capital costs - minimal maintenance heating system
- separate metering to suites
- energy efficient flourescent lighting in corridors

Securi ty - security entrance doors
- intercom
- dead bolts
- view holes through apartment doors

General - superior quality finishing and materials
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April 7, 1981

TO: City Clerk

FRCM: City Engineer

RE: Application for Amendment to Land Use Bylaw - 
Cardell Equities limited

The Engineering Department has no abjections to the revised proposal as 
the number of units has been reduced significantly. A preliminary estimate of 
costs for servicing this site was done in January and is attached for Council’s 
review. It should be noted that these costs were based on 1980 rates (i.e. offsite) 
and hence are for discussion purposes only.

Third and final reading of the rezoning should be withheld until such 
time as a Development Agreement is executed covering prepayments.

B.C. JEFEERS, P. Eng., 
City Engineer

RKP/ab

attachment
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PRELIMINARY ESTIMATE OP SERVICING COSTS

LOT C, PLAN 2509 M.C.
CARDELL EQUITIES

Area - 5.13 acres

1. OFFSITE COSTS

Sanitary sewer - N/A - Tfedevelcpment Levy applies
Water - $500/acre x 5.13 ac. =
Major thoroughfare — $l,878/acre x 5.13 ac. =
Storm sewer - $l,265/acre x 5.13 ac. =

Subtotal

$ 2,565.00
$ 9,634.15 *
$ 6,489.45
$18,688.60

* - See Credit under item 5 (e)

2. RECREATION XEVY — to be confirmed by Jtecreaticn Superintendent prior to 
finalizing agreement - $210/ckelling unit

178 units x $210/unit = $37,380.00

3. BOUNDARY COSTS - Utilities - based on assessable frontage of 476.31

(a) water - 476.3“ x $18/1 =
(b) sanitary - 476.3’ x $18/1

Subtotal

$ 8,573.40
$ 8,573.40 
$17,146.80

4. BOUNDARY COSTS - Roads

5. MISCELLANEOUS AREA O0NTRLBUHCN ROAD IMPROVENENTS

(a) 52 Avenue - per T. MaFtee Dev. Agreement - June 10, 1980
Cost to 150’ south = $16,720.00

(b) Balance of 52 Avenue 
50% to Lot C = $33,800.00

(c) 62 Street construction 
50% to lot C = $36,500.00

(a) Left turn bay extension cn Gaetz Avenue south 
of 63 Street 
33% to lot C -

(b) Intersection improvement cn service road south 
of 63 Street
15% to lot C =

$ 4,150.00

$ 9,960.00

2
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(c) Right turn bay construction cn Gaetz Avenue

• south of 63 Street
50% to Lot C =

(d) Sidewalk along service road
100% to Lot C =

(e) Since items 5(a) and 5(c) are iirprovements to a 
major thoroughfare the collected under
offsite charges for major thoroughfares may be 
credited against these charges

$10,350.00

$10,700.00

($ 9,634.14)

6. AREA CENTREBUTICN - Utilities - a storm sewer extension will be required 
to serve this site

Cost of extension =
Tbtal area served =12.00 acres

$60,200.00

Cost to Lot C = 5.13 x $60,200 = 
1X30

$25,735.50

7. SEWER REEEVEIDPMENT LEVY - based on 178 units as follows:

20 bachelor x $60/unit =
100-1 bedrocm x $70/unit=
58- 2 bedrocm x $80/unit =

Subtotal

$ 1,200.00
$ 7,000.00 
$ 4,640.00
$12,840.00

SUMMARY

1. Offsite costs
2. Recreation levy
3. Boundary Utility costs
4. Boundary Road costs
5. Area Contribution Road Improvements
6. Area Contribution — utilities
7. Sewer Redevelopment Levy

TOTAL

$ 18,688.60
$ 37,380.00
$ 17,146.80 -
$: 87,020.00
$ 25,525.86
$ 25,735.50-
$ 12,840.00

$ 224,336.76

- does not include (i) power costs
(ii) service connection costs
(iii) winter ccnstructicn allowance

NOTES: (a) High pressure gas line relocation if required will be responsibility 
of developer.

(b) Storm sewer run-off limited to flow based cn C = .4 and 
Red Deer 3 Year Curve.
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April 7th, 1981

TO: CITY CLERK

FROM: DEVELOPMENT OFFICER/ 
BUILDING INSPECTOR

RE: CARDELL EQUITIES LTD.

In response to your memo on the above subject, we have 
the following comments for Council’s consideration.

Assuming the site receives R3 designation, the project 
would conform to the City Land Use Bylaw guidelines for site 
development with the exception of parking. The project would 
be 34 stalls short of the Bylaw requirement.

Due to the arrangement of the building on the site, the 
apartments will require a 3/4 hour fire resistance rating on 
the exterior cladding and the recreation centre will require 
a one hour resistance rating with non-combustible exterior 
cladding.

Should Council approve the re-zoning the Municipal 
Planning Commission would be the approving authority for the 
site layout, which includes architectural treatment of the 
buildings, landscaping, parking, etc.

In our opinion the 
cessive as some visitor

parking relaxation requested is ex­
parking should be provided.

k. Strader
Development Officer/ 
Building Inspector

RS/lg
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RED DEER REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION
4920-59 STREET

DIRECTOR:

Robert R. Cundy M.C.i.P.

April 7th, 1981

P.O. 80X5002 RED DEER, ALBERTA, CANADA. T4N 5Y5

TELEPHONE: (403) 343-3394

Your File No. ____________________

Our File No. _____________________

Mr. R. Stollings
City Clerk
City Hall
RED DEER, Alberta

Dear Sir:

RE: Application for Amendment to Land. Use Bylaw
Lot C, Plan 2509 C
N.E. 1/4 20-38-27-4 Cordell Equities Ltd.

I am enclosing herewith our comments appeared on the City Council*s agenda 
dated January Sth, 1981 regarding the previous development proposal for this 
site.

The original proposal consisted of two towers fifteen storey in height with 
a total of 254 units of apartment suites. We expressed concern regarding 
the proposed high density and suggested that the numbers be reduced to about 
178 units to correspond with R-2 Zoning.

Present Proposal

The proposal under consideration by the City Council consists of two 'L* 
shape blocks of apartment buildings with the central court yard, the central 
court yard planned to be used for landscaping, walkways, playground etc. A 
separate covered recreation centre being proposed for the north part of the 
court yard. The height of the building is limited to three and half 
storey.

Density

The proposed development has the following type of accommodation:

90 one bedroom
90 two bedroom
2 three bedroom

182 Total

.... /2

MEMBERS OF COMMISSION

CITY OF RHJ DEER—TOWN OF BLACKFALDS—TOWN OF CARSTARS—TOWN OF CASTOR-TOWN OF CORONATION—TOWN OF DOS8URY —TOWN OF ECKVUE—TOWN OF NNSFAJL 

TOWN OF LACOMBE—TOWN OF OLDS-TOWN OF PENHOLD-TOWN OF ROCKY MOUNTAN HOUSE-TOWN OF STETTLER—TOWN OF SUNDRE-TOWN OF SYLVAN LAKE 
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VILLAGE OF DONALDA — VILLAGE OF ELNORA — VILLAGE OF GADSBY — VILLAGE OF MIRROR — SUMMER VILLAGE OF GULL LAKE — SUMMER VILLAGE OF HALF MOON BAY 

SUMMER VILLAGE OF ROCHON SANDS — SUMMER VILLAGE OF WHITE SANDS — COUNTY OF LACOMBE No. 14 — COUNTY OF MOUNTAIN VIEW No. 17 

COUNTY OF PAINTEARTH No. 18 — COUNTY OF RED DEER No. 23 — COUNTY OF STETTLER No. 6 - IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT No. 10
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Mr. R. Stollings
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The density proposed is 35.5 units per acre as compared to 49.5 units per 
acre under the previous plan or a reduction of 72 units. Under the R-2 
zoning it would appear that the development exceed the allowable density by 
14 two bedroom units, under the R-3 zoning the development is well within 
the density requirements.

The rezoning of the site can be handled in two ways, R-2 or R-3.D240 zoning. 
Under the R-2 zoning the development requires relaxation of fourteen units 
as well as approval of the use and the height of building by the Municipal 
Planning Commission.

If the site is zoned to R-3.D240 (Restricted High Density) the number of 
units, height of building and the use, will all be permitted under the Land 
Use Bylaw Regulation.

Parking

The City Bylaw requires a total of 229 parking stalls for tenants plus 36 
space for guests with a total of 265 stalls. The applicant has provided the 
required tenants parking and its guest parking is short by 33 stalls. This 
would require M.P.C. relaxation.

We are not happy with the front parking facing the service road, but it 
would appear that the applicant is using this space as a buffer zone to 
locate the building further away from the service road. The front parking 
has two strips of landscaping towards the service road and next to the 
building.

Landscaping

Although there is no detailed landscaping plan available, it would appear 
that the general layout is well planned and would create a nice court yard 
setting.

Recommendation

The proposed development is generally satisfactory and is an improvement 
over the previous proposal, the number of units being reduced by 72 units to 
an acceptable level.

We would recommend rezoning to R-3.D240 to allow this development as a 
permitted use, however, the M.P.C. must grant the necessary parking 
relaxation.

Yours truly,

D. Rouhi, M.C.I.P. c.c. - Building Inspector
SENIOR PLANNER - City Engineer
City Planning Section - City Assessor

DR/It - Encl.



red deer regional planning commission
4920-59 STREET PO BOX 5002 RED DEER, ALBERTA. CANADA. T4N 5Y5

DIRECTOR:

Robert R. Cundy M.C.LP.

TELEPHONE: (403) 343-3394

Your File No. ____________________

Our File No, ______________________

December 16, 1980

Mr. R. Stollings
City Clerk
City Hall
RED DEER, Alberta
T4N 3T4

Dear Sir:

Re: Application for Amendment to Land Use Bylaw 
Lot C, Plan 2509 C.; N.E. 20-38-27-4

The site is a 2.14 Hectare (5.13 acre) parcel of land located south 
of the new Village Mall Shopping Centre and across from Parkland Mall 
Shopping Centre.

City Council may recall that we submitted a plan to City Council in 
November, 1979, in connection with the proposed shopping centre, indicating 
how the parcel north and south of the proposed shopping centre can be 
developed. (See the attached plan). In the concept plan, we indicated 
that the best use for parcel "C” is multiple family housing in the form 
of twin towers, with the parking behind the building, hence not being visible 
from the front.

The plan submitted follows very closely to the concept plan, however, 
there are two. areas of concern:

1. Density

The applicant proposes a total of 254 suites in the following compositions:

28 Bachelor Suites
140 One Bedroom Suites
84 Two Bedroom Suites

__2_ Three Bedroom Suites
254 Total

The 254 units are planned in two towers, fifteen stories high. The 
. . . /2

MEMBERS OF COMMISSION
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December 16/ 1980

proposed development has a density of 49.5 units per acre or 457 persons 
for the five acre site (average number of persons per suite is 1.8 persons). 
Up to this date, we have not allowed this type of density outside the Down­
town area of the City. We feel that a lower level of density or a R2 
designation is more suitable than the R3 designation proposed by the 
applicant. If the site is zoned R2, the following mixtures of units can 
be accommodated:

20 Bachelor Suites
100 One Bedroom Suites
58 Two Bedroom Suites

178 Total

The above is only an example; any other combination which can be 
accommodated within the R2 density requirements would be acceptable.

2. Parking

The applicant has provided 300 parking stalls for tenantsand 50 for 
guests, based on the Land Use Bylaw requirements.

Front yard parking is not acceptable and we prefer to see all parking 
located at the back of the building and somehow out of sight and surrounded 
by landscaping. In our example of 178 units, total parking can be accommo­
dated at the rear with some addition to the landscaping area.

Recommendation

The plan submitted is in line with the concept plan presented to 
City Council last year. We feel the density of 254 units is excessive and 
should be reduced to approximately 178 units. This will enable a better 
parking and landscaping arrangement and some height reduction for the 
twin towers.

We feel that the R2 zone (lower density) is better suited for this 
site than the R3 designation proposed by the applicant. If the R2 zoning 
is approved, then M.P.C. must grant the Use and height relaxation of the 
building.

D. ROUHI, MCIP 
Senior Planner 
City Planning Section

DR/mp *

ATTACHMENT

CC: City Engineer
City Assessor
Development Officer
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Mayor's comments

Agree with the recommendations of the Planners that steps be taken 
to initiate rezoning to R.3.D240 and that final reading of the rezoning 
bylaw be withheld until all agreements and approvals have been received.

"R.J. McGHEE"
Mayor



BYLAW NO. 2159/U-81 ■
Being a Bylaw to amend Bylaw No. 2159 of The City of 
Red Deer, being the Sewer Bylaw.

NOW THEREFORE THE MUNICIPAL COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER ASSEMBLED 
ENACT AS FOLLOWS:

1. Subsection (a) and (b) of Section 701 is struck out and the following sub­
stituted therefore:
(a) The City does hereby levy a sewerage service charge on all 

persons or municipalities occupying property connected with 
the sewerage system of the City to be paid monthly or bi-
monthly computed on the following rates -
Volume rate for 100 cubic feet = 39.6 cents
Charge for treating one pound of B.O.D. = 5.4 cents
Charge for treating one pound of Suspended Solids ~ 6.0 cents
Charge for treating one pound of Grease = 1.7 cents

(b) Notwithstanding subsection (a) hereof any person occupying 
property connected with the City sewage system, whose sewage 
is or has not been tested as hereinafter provided, shall pay 
63<? per hundred cubic feet of sewage calculated in the manner 
hereinafter set forth with a minimum of $6.78 per month. Pro­
vided that any person who uses his property solely for the 
purpose of a residence for only one family shall pay the sum 
of $6.78 per month.

This bylaw shall come into force for all billings, invoices and requests for 
payment issued by the City of Red Deer on or after April 17, 1981.
READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this  day of April, A.D., 1981.
READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this  day of , A.D., 1981.
READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL AND FINALLY PASSED this  day of

, A.D., 1981.

MAYOR CITY CLERK



BY-LAW NO. 2343/N-81

Being a Bylaw to amend Bylaw No. 2343 "The Water Utility 
Bylaw of the City of Red Deer".

NOW THEREFORE THE MUNICIPAL COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER ASSEMBLED 
ENACT AS FOLLOWS:

1. Schedules "A" and "B" of Section 7 Rate Schedule are deleted and the 
attached Section 7 Rate Schedules "A" and "B" are substituted in their 
place.

2. This Bylaw shall come into force for all billings, invoices and requests 
for payment issued by the City of Red Deer on or after April 17, 1981.

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this  day of April, A.D., 1981.
READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this  day of , A.D., 1981.
READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL AND FINALLY PASSED this  day of

, A.D., 1981.

MAYOR CITY CLERK



BYLAW NO. 2343/L-80 SEC. 7

7. RATE SCHEDULE
A. WATER RATES

Every consumer shall pay for water supplied to him the aggregate 
of amounts determined as follows:
1. A consumption charge of 51c? for each 100 cubic feet of water 

supplied,

2. A fixed monthly charge shall be determined by the size of the 
meter supplied to each consumer as follows:

METER SIZE
FIXED

MONTHLY 
CHARGE

5/8” $ 4.65
3/4" 7.50

1" 13.90
1-1/2" 32.40

2" 78.60

3" 140.40

4" 280.90
6" 526.50
8" 930.45



WATER BYLAW NO. 2343/N-81 SEC. 7

B. MISCELLANEOUS RATES

1. Requested service call where City employee unable to enter premises 
or make connection

(a) during regular working hours $ 18.00
(b) after regular working hours $ 60.00

2. Additional fee for Winter Construction of service $470.00
3. Special Meter Reading

(a) during regular working hours $ 9*00
(b) after regular working hours $ 60.00

4. Meter Test Smaller than 1" 5/8” $ 17.00
Smaller than 1" 3/4" $ 17.00

1" or Larger $ 23.00
5. New Service Connection FROM MAIN FROM MAIN

IN STREET IN LANE
(a) Basic Charge for 1" water and 6" sanitary $ 1,275.00 $ 930.00
(b) Basic Charge for 1" water 1,200.00 840.00
(c)
(d)

Basic
Basic

Charge for 6" sanitary
Charge for service from one available

main
1,200.00
1,200.00

840.00
840.00

(e) Basic Charge for 6" storm 1,200.00 840.00
Extra Charge for
Larger-Water 1 l/2"-$470.00, 2"-$885.00, 4"-$2,160.00,6"-$2,750.00

8"-$3,395.00
Larger-Sanitary or Storm 8"-$60.00, 10"-$65.00, 12"-$110.00, 15"- 

$205.00, 18"-$430.00
6. Temporary Watet Supply for Construction Purposes

Residential $ 23.00
Other than Residential $ 46.00

7. Disconnection of Service (Water Kill)
In Pavement $680.00
Other than Pavement • $570.00

8. Shut off and turn on for benefit of customer
(a) during regular working hours $ 18.00
(b) after regular working hours $ 60.00

2



WATER BYLAW NO. 2343/N-81 SEC. 7
9. Deposit

2343/M-80 6$25.00
10. Other Charges

Construction of manhole $1725.00
Cutting and replacing pavement ; ’ $1110.00
Replacing and/or tunneling sidewalks - Residential $ 310.00

- Commercial $ 560.00
Replacing curb only $ 205.00



BYLAW NO. 2676/81 - A

OF THE

CITY OF RED DEER

Being a bylaw to authorize the borrowing of additional 
monies by issue and sale of debentures for the purpose 
of providing a Library, Mall, Arena, and Office and 
Ancilliary space and additional site development at 
the G.H. Dawe Community Center.

WHEREAS by Bylaw No. 2676/80, hereinafter called the ’’Said Bylaw" 
Council of the City of Red Deer, persuant to the provisions of Section 311 
of the Municipal Government act; authorized the borrowing of monies by is­
sue and sale of debentures, in the sum of One Million, Three Hundred and 
Thirty-Nine Thousand Dollars ($1,339,000.00)

AND WHEREAS revised estimates of the City share of costs of the 
work proposed under the "Said Bylaw" based on tenders received and esti­
mates to complete the work are now Three Million, Two Hundred and Sixty- 
Seven Thousand, Two Hundred Dollars ($3,267,200.00).

AND WHEREAS it is estimated by the Council of the Said City that 
the undernoted grants and contributions will be received:

1. Province of Alberta Grants $ 1,698,705
2. General City Revenue 59,031
3, Province of Alberta 75th

Anniversary Grant 38,199

AND WHEREAS in order to construct and complete the said project it 
will be necessary to increase the authorized borrowing by One Hundred and 
Thirty-Two Thousand, Two Hundred and Sixty-Five Dollars ($132,265.00).

AND WHEREAS the said indebtedness is to be repaid over a period of 
Twenty (20) years in annual instalments, with interest not exceeding Sixteen 
per centum (16%) per annum, payable annually.

AND WHEREAS the amount of the equalized assessment in the mun­
icipality as last determined and fixed by the Assessment Equalization Board 
is $195,152,210.00.

AND WHEREAS the amount of the existing debenture debt of the City 
of Red Deer is $31,669,205.95 no part of which is in arrears.

AND WHEREAS the estimated life of the project is Twenty Years.

NOW THEREFORE, THE MUNICIPAL COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER' is 
hereby empowered and authorized to enter into contracts for the purpose of 
providing a Library, Mall, Arena, and Office and Ancilliary space and add­
itional site development at the G.H. Dawe Community Center.

. . 2



Bylaw No. 2676/81 - A

- 2 -

2. That for the purpose aforesaid, the sum of One Hundred and Thirty-
Two Thousand Two Hundred and Sixty-Five Dollars ($132,265.00) be borrowed 
by way of debenture of the credit and security of the City of Red Deer at 
large, of which amount the sum of $132,265.00 is to be paid by the City at 
large.

3. The debentures to be issued under this By-law shall not exceed
the sum of One Hundred and Thirty Two Thousand Two Hundred and Sixty-Five 
Dollars ($132,265.00) and may be in any denomination not exceeding the 
amount authorized by this By-law and shall be dated having regard to the 
date of the borrowing.

4. The debentures shall bear interest during the currency of the deb­
entures, at a rate not exceeding Sixteen per centum (16%) per annum, payable 
annually.

5. The debentures shall be issued in such manner that the principal
and interest will be combined and made payable in, as nearly as possible, 
equal annual instalments over a period of Twenty (20) years, in accordance 
with the schedule attached and forming a part of each debenture.

6. The debentures shall be payable in lawful money of Canada at the
Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce in the City of Red Deer or at such other 
bank or financial institution as the Council may authorize as its banking 
agent during the currency of the debentures.

7. The Mayor & Treasurer of the City of Red Deer shall authorize
such bank or financial institution to make payments to the holder of the 
debentures, on such dates and in such amounts as specified in the repay­
ment schedule forming part of each debenture.

8. The said debentures shall be signed by the Mayor and the Trea­
surer of the City of Red Deer, and the Municipal Secretary shall affix 
thereto the corporate seal of the said City.

9. There shall be levied and raised in each year of the currency
of the debentures hereby authorized, by a rate or rates sufficient there­
fore, on the assessed value of all lands and improvements shown on the 
assessment roll, an annual tax sufficient to pay the principal and in­
terest falling due in such year on such debentures. The said rates and 
taxes are collectible at the same time and in the same manner as other 
rates and taxes.

10. The said indebtedness is contracted on the credit and security
of the City of Red Deer at large.

11. The net amount realized by the issue and sale of debentures is­
sued under this By-law shall be applied only for the purposes for which 
the indebtedness was created unless otherwise authorized by an Order of 
the Local Authorities Board.

. . 3
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12. This By-law shall take effect on the date of the final passing
thereof.

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this  day of A.D., 1981
READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this  day of A.D., 1981
READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL AND FINALLY PASSED this  day of

A.D., 1981

MAYOR CITY CLERK



Bylaw No. 2705/A-81

Being a Bylaw to amend Bylaw No. 2705/81, "The Uniform 
Rate Bylaw" of The City of Red Deer.

NOW, THEREFORE, THE MUNICIPAL COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER DULY ASSEMBLED 
ENACT AS FOLLOWS:

(1) Bylaw 2705/81 is amended by adding the following new section
immediately after Section 4 and under the headings:

. Period of Annual Rate Total Cost
ype o mptovement Assessed Years Per Assessable Per Assessable

Metre Metre

■ ■
4A. Paved Residential

Road (new) #4 20 25-39
,, 11 

170.66

(2) Bylaw
section immediately

2705/81 is further amended by adding the following new
after Section 5 and under the headings:

"5A Paved Residential
(existing base) #4 20 19.36 130.16"

(3)
immediately

Bylaw 2708/81 is amended as to Section 19 by adding the following
after subsection (#3)•

"(#4) Paved residential road assumes an urban 
0.25 m standard curb and gutter both sides."

cross section (10 m) wide, including

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS day of A.D., 1981 .

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.D., 1981.

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL AND FINALLY PASSED this day of 
A.D., 1981.

MAYOR CITY CLERK



BYLAW NO. 2711/81

OF THE

CITY OF RED DEER

A By-law to authorize the Municipal Council of the 
City of Red Deer to incur an indebtedness on behalf 
of the said City by the issuance of debentures for 
the purpose of construction of an ice plant build­
ing and equipment to serve the Red Deer Curling Club.

WHEREAS it is deemed expedient and proper pursuant to the provisions 
of Section 311 of The Municipal Government Act that the Council shall issue a 
By-law to authorize the construction of an ice plant building and equipment to 
be owned by the City of Red Deer to serve the Red Deer Curling Club.

AND WHEREAS plans, specifications and estimates for such work have 
been made by the Red Deer Curling Club whereby the total cost of the said con­
struction is estimated to be Two Hundred Thousand Dollars ($200,000.00).

AND WHEREAS in order to construct the said ice plant building, it 
will be necessary to borrow the sum of Two Hundred Thousand Dollars (200,000.00) 
on the credit of the City of Red Deer by issuing debentures of the City of Red 
Deer as herein provided.

AND WHEREAS the said indebtedness is to be repaid over a period of 
Ten (10) years in annual instalments, with interest not exceeding Sixteen per 
centum (16%) per annum, payable annually.

AND WHEREAS the amount of the equalized assessment in the municipal­
ity as last determined and fixed by the Assessment Equalization Board is 
$195,152,210.00.

AND WHEREAS the amount of the existing debenture debt Of the City of 
Red Deer is $31,669,205.95 no part of which is in arrears.

AND WHEREAS the estimated life of the project is Ten Years.

NOW THEREFORE, THE MUNICIPAL COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER is here­
by empowered and authorized to enter into contracts for the purpose of construc­
tion of an ice plant building and equipment.

2. That for the purpose aforesaid, the sum of Two Hundred Thousand Dollars
($200,000.00) be borrowed by way of debenture on the credit and security of the 
City of Red Deer at large, of which amount the sum of $200,000.00 is to be paid 
by the City at large.

3. The debentures to be issued under this By-law shall not exceed the sum
of Two Hundred Thousand Dollars ($200,000.00) and may be in any denomination not 
exceeding the amount authorized by this By-law and shall be dated having regard 
to the date of the borrowing.

. . 2
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4. The debentures shall bear interest during the currency of the deb­
entures, at a rate not exceeding Sixteen per centum (16%) per annum, payable 
annually.

5. The debentures shall be issued in such manner that the principal
and interest will be combined and made payable in, as nearly as possible, 
equal annual instalments over a period of Ten (10) years, in accordance with 
the schedule attached and forming a part of each debenture.

6. The debentures shall be payable in lawful money of Canada at the
Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce in the City of Red Deer or at such other 
bank or financial institution as the Council may authorize as its banking 
agent during the currency of the debentures.

7. The Mayor and Treasurer of the City of Red Deer shall authorize such
bank or financial institution to make payments to the holder of the debentures, 
or such dates and in such amounts as specified in the repayment schedule form­
ing part of each debenture.

8. The said debentures shall be signed by the Mayor and the Treasurer
of the City of Red Deer, and the Municipal Secretary shall affix thereto the 
corporate seal of the said City.

9. There shall be levied and raised in each year of the currency of the
debentures hereby authorized, by a rate or rates sufficient therefore, on the 
assessed value of all lands and improvements shown on the assessment roll, an 
annual tax sufficient to pay the principal and interest falling due in such 
year on such debentures. The said rates and taxes are collectible at the same 
time and in the same manner as other rates and taxes.

10. The said indebtedness is contracted on the credit and security of the
City of Red Deer at large.

11. The net amount realized by the issue and sale of debentures issued
under this By-law shall be applied only for the purposes for which the indebt­
edness was created unless otherwise authorized by an order of the Local Author­
ities Board.

12. This By-law shall take effect on the date of the final passing thereof.

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this  day of A.D., 1981.

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this  day of A.D. , 1981.

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL AND FINALLY PASSED this  day of 
A.D., 1981.

MAYOR CITY CLERK


