
FILE 
DATE: February 24, 1998 

TO: All Departments 

FROM: City Clerks 

RE: PLEASE POST FOR THE INFORMATION OF ALL EMPLOYEES 

SUMMARY 01F DECISIONS 

------··-····-·-·-------
FOR THE REGULAR MEETING OF RED DEER CITY COUNCIL 

HELD IN THE COUNCIL CHAMBERS, CITY HALL 

MONDAY, FEBHUARY 23, ·t998 

COMMENCING AT 4:00 P.M. 

--···--
(1) Confirn1ation of the Minutes of the Regular Meeting of February 9, 1998 

DECISION - Approved as transcribed 

PAGE# 

(2) UNFINISHED BUSINESS 

1. City Clerk - Re: New Alarm Bylaw No. 3194/98 I To Repeal Alarm 
Bylaw No. 3017/90 I (See Bylaw Section For Readings) .. 1 

DECISION - Report received as information. Item tabled for up to 
six weeks to allow Council to obtain additional information 
c:oncerning the changes contemplated 

(3) PUBLIC HEARINGS 

1. City Clerk - Re: Evelyn Goller - Basement Suite - Request For 
Exception To Land Use Bylaw I Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/B-
98 / 5702 West Park Crescent (Lot 13, Block 36, Plan 5187 K.S.) I 
(See Bylaw Section For Readings) .. 5 



Summary of Decisions 
February 24, · 9~)8 
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2. City Clerk - Re: Proposed Multi-Family Development I Old South 
School Site I Lot 44A, Plan 6881 E.T. I 4418 - 48 Avenue I Land Use 
Bylaw Amendment 3156/C-98 /(See Bylaw Section For Readings) .. 6 

(4) REPORTS 

1. Public Works Manager - Re: Rate Changes Recommended From 
1998 Three Year Business Plan I Utillity Bylaw Amendment 2960/A-98 
& Airport Bylaw Amendment 2933/A-98 I (Seei Bylaw Section For 
Readings) .. 8 

DECISION - Report received as information. See Bylaw Section 
for Readings 

2. A/Community Services Director - Re: Children's Services Authority 
Apoointment I Request for Support .. 21 

DECISION - Agreed to support the application of Kim Newman 
for appointment to the Child and Family Services Authority 

3. A/Community Services Director - Re~: Parkland Community Planning 
Services: Agreement .. 25 

DECISION - Approved the renewal of a three year agreement 
between the City and Parkland Community Planning Services 

4. Engineering Services Manager - Re: New Council Policy No. 4315 -
Acquisition and Disposal of Road Widening Areas .. 27 

DECISION - Approved new Council Policy No. 4315 which 
defines the procedures for the acquisition and disposal of road 
widening areas 

5. JVCommunity Services Director - Re:: Community Lottery Boards 

DECISION - Agreed to provide an initial grant of $20,000 to the 
Red Deer Community Foundation to proceed with the 
administration of the program and that all administrative costs 
are to be documented by the Foundation. The City will continue 
to work with the Province towards. a more reasonable solution 

.. 31 
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6. Land and Economic Development Manager ·- Re: Raw Land 
Acquisition - NW% 23-38-27-W4M .. 36 

DECISION - Agreed to purchase quarter section of land for future 
land development at a cost of $1,605,000.00 

(5) CORRESPONDENCE 

1 . Hed Deer Regional Airport Authority - Re: Red Deer Regional Airport 
Authority I Request For Funding .. 42 

DECISION - Approved funding for the Red Deer Regional Airport 
Authority 

2. Veneta Fortner - Re: Waskasoo Manor Parking Concerns I 3720 - 52 
Avenue (Lot SA, Block 6, Plan 802005) .. 49 

DECISION - Denied request for on street parking passes 

(6) PETITIONS AND DELEGATIONS 

(7) NOTICES OF MOTION 

(8) WRITIEN INQUIRIES 

(9) BYLAWS 

1 . 293~~/ A-98 - Airport Fee Bylaw I Amend Fees ·- Schedule '"A" I - 3 
Readings .. 55 

.. 8 

DECISION - Bylaw given 3 Readings 
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2. 2960/A-98 - Utility Bylaw Amendment I Amend Utility Bylaw -
Sct1edule "A", Schedule "B" and Sch13dule "D" I 1998 Rate Changes I 
- 3 Readings .. 59 

DECISION - Bylaw given 3 Readings 

3. 3156/B-98 - Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/B-98 I Evelyn Goller -
Basement Suite, Request For Exception To Land Use Bylaw I 5702 
West Park Crescent (Lot 13, Block :36, Plan 5187 K.S.) I - 2nd & 3rd 

.. 8 

Readings .. 71 
.. 5 

DECISION - Bylaw given 2"d and 3rd Readings 

4. 3156/C-98 - Land Use Bylaw Amnndment 3156/C-98 I Proposed 
Multi-Family Development I Old South School Site I Lot 44A, Plan 
6881 E.T. I 4418 - 48 Avenue / - 2nd ~~ 3rd Readings .. 72 

.. 6 

DECISION - Bylaw given 2"d and 3r'~ Readings 

5. 3194/98 - New Alarm Bylaw/ To Repeal Bylaw No. 3017/90 I - 3rd 
Reading .. 74 

DECISION - Item tabled for up to six weeks to allow Council to 
obtain additional information concerning the changes 
contemplated 

.. 1 



PLEASE NOTE: MEETING START TIME 4:00 P.M. 

AGENDA 

--------·--------
FOR THE REGULAR MEETIN(; OF RED DEER CITY COUNCIL 

TO BE HELD IN THE COUNICIL CHAMBERS, CITY HALL 

MONDAY, FEBRUARY 23, 1998 

COMMENCING AT 4:00 P.M. 

(1) Confirmation of the Minutes of the Regular Meeting of February 9, 1998 

(2) UNFINISHED BUSINESS 

1. City Clerk - Re: New Alarm Bylaw No. 3194/98 I To Repeal Alarm 

PAGE# 

Bylaw No. 3017/90 I (See Bylaw Section For Readings) .. 1 

(3) PUBLIC HEARINGS 

1. City Clerk - Re: Evelyn Goller - Basement Suite - Request For 
Exception To Land Use Bylaw I Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/B­
'98 I 5702 West Park Crescent (Lot 113, Block 36, Plan 5187 K..S.) I 
(See Bylaw Section For Readings) .. 5 

2. City Clerk - Re: Proposed Multi-Family Development I Old South 
School Site I Lot 44A, Plan 6881 E.T. I 4418 - 48 Avenue I Land Use 
Bylaw Amendment 3156/C-98 I (Seel Bylaw Section For Readings) .. 6 

(4) REPORTS 

1. Public Works Manager - Re: Ratel Changes Recommended From 
1998 Three Year Business Plan I Utility Bylaw Amendment 2960/A-98 
,& Airport Bylaw Amendment 2933/A-98 I (See Bylaw Section For 
Readings) .. 8 



Agenda - Regular Meeting of Council 
February 23, 1998 
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2. N'Community Services Director - He: Children's Services Authority 
Appointment I Request for Support .. 21 

3. N'Community Services Director - R~~: Parkland Community Planning 
Services: Agreement .. 25 

4. Engineering Services Manager - Re': New Council Policy No. 4315 -
Acquisition and Disposal of Road Widening Areas .. 27 

5. N'Community Services Director - Re: Community Lottery Boards .. 31 

6. Land and Economic Development Manager - Re: Raw Land 
Acquisition - NW 114 23-38-27-W4M .. 36 

(5) CORRESPONDENCE 

1 . Red Deer Regional Airport Authority - Re: Red Deer Regional Airport 
Authority I Request For Funding .. 42 

2. Veneta Fortner - Re: Waskasoo Manor Parking Concerns I 3720 - 52 
Avenue (Lot SA, Block 6, Plan 802005) .. 49 

(6) PETITIONS AND DELEGATIONS 

(7) NOTICES OF MOTION 

(8) WRITTEN INQUIRIES 

(9) BYLAWS 

1. 2933/A-98 - Airport Fee Bylaw I Amend Fees - Schedule "A" I - 3 
Readings .. 55 

2. :2960/ A-98 - Utility Bylaw Amendment I Amend Utility Bylaw -
Schedule "A", Schedule "B" and Schedule "D" I 1998 Rate Changes I 

.. 8 

·· 3 Readings .. 59 
.. 8 



Agenda - Regular Meeting of Council 
February 23:, 1993 
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3. ~~1 ~56/B-98 - Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/B-98 I Evelyn Goller -
Basement Suite, Request For Exception To Land Use Bylaw I 5702 
WE~st Park Crescent (Lot 13, Block 36, Plan 5187 K.S.) I - 2nd & 3rd 
Readings .. 71 

.. 5 

4. 31 :56/C-98 - Land Use Bylaw Am1:mdment 3156/C-98 I Proposed 
Multi-Family Development I Old South School Site I Lot 44A, Plan 
6881 E.T. I 4418 - 48 Avenue/ - 2nd 8c. 3rd Readings .. 72 

.. 6 

5. 3194/98 - New Alarm Bylaw/ To Rtepeal Bylaw No. 3017/90 I - 3rd 
Reading .. 74 

.. 1 

Committee of the Whole: 

(a) Administrative Matte1r 



Item No. 1 
Unfinished Bus111ess 

DATE: February 17, 1998 

TO: City Council 

FROM: City Clerk 

1 

RE: NEW ALARM BYLAW NO. 3194198 

At the Counci I Meeting of February 9, 1998, 151 and 2nd readings were given to Alarm Bylaw No. 
3194/98, however, 3rd reading was withheld. 

RECOMMENDATION 

Council may proceed with 3rd reading. 

/ . ''11.4 
/ /; .. ;: j' 

/ // f;t/ .'/ / 
I ' '// 

/' /#t/ l. ;.v :_/; / . 
I i 

Kelly Kloss 
City Clerk 

/cir 
attchs. 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

JANUARY 27, 1998 

MAYOR & CITY COUNCIL 

2 

RED DEER POLICING COMMllTTEE CHAIRMAN 

NEW ALARM BYLAW 3194/98. 

You will recall that the Policing Committee had proposed changes to the Alarm Bylaw 
some 11 months ago. The City Manager requested, and the Policing Committee 
agreed to postpone submission of a new Alarm Bylaw until such time as the Committee 
could see if the existing Bylaw 3017/90 would be effective if properly monitored and 
enforced. 

Since there does not appear to have been a reduction in false alarms in the past nine 
months, the Policing Committee would respectfully request approval of Alarm Bylaw 
3194/98, which will allow the RCMP to have some control over the issuance of permits, 
response fees to false alarms and penalties. The Alarm Bylaw includes provisions that: 

• no alarm installation company may install an alarm system unless the 
holder has a valid alarm permit. 

• "excessive false alarms" means mom than three false alarms in any six 
month period. 

• $25.00 permit fee and $50.00 for an alarm monitoring service license. 

• Response fee of $20.00 for a false alarm at a residential building 
$40.00 for a false alarm at a business up to 500 sq. metres 
$60.00 for a false alarm at a business over 500 sq. metres 

• reinstatement fee of $200.00 

• Penalty of $50.00 for first offence 
Penalty of $250 for a second or subse!quent offence 

• an alarm system permit is not transf,erable. A new application must be 
made and the applicable fee paid after each location change for an 
existinq alarm system. 

Information and instructions will be contained on each permit application relative to 
where the application is to be filed, what the1 permit fee is, and where the permit fee is 
to be paid. The application form will also contain the necessary information contained 
in the bylaw relative to monitoring, revocation of a permit, notification, reinstatement, 



3 

appeal process and offences and penalties. We will ensure that the entire process 
provides quality customer service. The provision that appeals be handled by the Red 
Deer Policing Committee is contained in the Committees Bylaw. 

Recommendation: 

'That Alarm Bylaw 3194/98 be given three readings." 

Respectfully submitted, 

{?_ ()_~ 
RICK ASSINGER 
Chairman 
Red Deer Policing Committee 
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Comments: 

I recommend that Council proceed with 3rd reading of Bylaw No. 3194/98. 

"G. D. Surkan" 
Mayor 



123 Davison Ori' -: 
Red Deer. AB 
T4R 2E8 

February l 6. 19% 

Mr. Kell) Kloss. ( 'ity Clerk 
The City of Red : leer 
Box 5008 
Red Deer. AB 
T4N3T-l 

De21r Mr. Kloss: 

RE: Proposed < hanges to the Security Alarm Bylaw 

As a security ala rm owner in the city of Red Deer, I would like to express my opinions on proposed changes to the 
alarm bylaw that City Council is considering at this time. 

We have had a ~,:curity alarm system in our home for the past five years. During that five-year period. we have had 
two false alarms Following both instances. our alarm system was inspected and tested by the security alarm company. 
No cause for the false alarms could be found. The false alarms were not a result of faulty equipment, negligence or 
improper opcrat1dn on our part. We were told that one of the false alarms was probably caused by a power surge 
which apparent]\ also caused problems for other alarm systems in this area on that evening. 

I would be inlet ..:sted to know how many of the 1431 false alarms last year were the result of human error or 
cardessness. and how many resulted from other causes over which the alarm owner has no control. 

It appears that tlic: proposed bylaw imposing fines for false alarms is painting all alarm owners with the same brush. 
agree that aLirm ,mners who cause false alarms through careless operation or negligence should pay a fine. Hov\ever.. 
some of us arc 1.·sponsible alarm owners who do everything possible to avoid false alarms. I do not think thal fines 
should be impo~1.d on alarm owners when false alarms are caused by factors over which we have no control, such as 
power surge~ 

Thank you for C• •ns11dering these comments on this issue. 

Sincere!;.. 

Ben Rath 
(3~.0-0182) 



SECURITY SYSTEMS 

February 19, 1 1J98 

City Of Red Deer 
City Clerk 

BOX 603 RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 5G6 (403) 347-4121 

Re: Alarm Bylaw Presentation - Feb. 23 1998 City counsel Meeting 

False Alarm Issue: 

The real problem is that break- ins happen at businesses and private residences. If this were not 
happening lifo would be a lot easier for everyone. It is far too expensive for the city to provide 
enough police to ensure that there are no break- ins. Fortunately, many citizens go to the trouble 
and expense of purchasing a monitored security system; a proven method of reducing break- ins 
and losses. Quality security systems that are profossionally monitored save the City money. 
Policing costs would be much higher if there wern no alarm systems in use. Independent studies 
show that premises with alarm systems are less l'ikely to be broken into. In a 1993 study, there 
were 6,343 reported break and enters in Calgary. Of these, only 74 were on homes with 
security systems. 

The false alam) issue is being addressed at many levels. Equipment manufacturers are 
dramatically improving reliability by building in fallse alarm prevention features to detection 
devices and control equipment. Many alarm monitoring companies have adopted false alarm 
prevention programs and methods that filter out the vast majority of potential false dispatches. 
Responsible alarm companies such as Protec ensure the installations are top quality and customer 
training; a key element, is taken care of 

Although it appears the rate of false alarms is on the rise, I suggest that the rate of false alarms 
per quantity of systems installed in the City of Red Deer is going down. The city and police must 
realize that the use of alarm systems is rising and 1Nill continue to do so for some time. The 
majority of alarm systems in the city rarely have a false alarm. There are approximately 2500 to 
3000 alarm systems in the city. If each of these systems had only one false alarm per year the 
stats would be double the present rate. There are many systems that go years without a false 
alarm. An alarm bylaw's goal should be to reduce chronic false alarms; not penalize citizens who 
have already gone a long way toward protecting themselves and helping to reduce overall police 
costs. 

FIRE ALARM INSPECTION l\ND MAINTENANCE • SECURITY ALARM SYSTEMS • VIDEO SURVEILLANCE • 24HR SYSTEM MONITORING 



Is there an acceptable rate of false alarms for a system to have? Is it intolerable to have even one 
a year ? I think there should be an acceptable rate per system given the obvious benefits a good 
alarm system provides the City. Please consider the huge personal safety issue if citizens begin 
responding to alarms instead of a trained police officer. 

In regard to the response fines: The $60.00 fine for a business over 500 sq. ft. opposed to a 
$40.00 fine to a business under 500 sq. ft. Does it cost more to dispatch the police to a building 
over 500 sq. ft. or does the City feel that a larger company can afford to pay more? Do any other 
City of Red Deer bylaws require a police response user foe? 

The bylaw states that an alarm monitoring company is responsible to ensure a key holder shows 
up to a dispatch within twenty minutes to meet police. If people are late or do not show up then 
the alarm monitoring company is subjected to a fine of$50.00 for the first offence and $250.00 
for subsequent offences. Once the company has dispatched the key holder how could they really 
be sure the person will attend within twenty minutes? 

The bylaw states that no alarm installation company shall install an alarm system unless a permit is 
in force for the premises. It has been suggested that the alarm companies could do this as a 
service to the customer. Again there is the $50.00 fine for first offence $250.00 for subsequent 
offences. There are many problems with this notion. Example (a): A company books an 
installation for Friday. The permit is submitted and paid for by the alarm company on the 
customers behalf. Thursday morning the customer calls to cancel or put it off for a while. No 
alarm system is installed. Now the City has a pemlit on a non existent alarm system and the alarm 
company wants a refund on the fee. What is the cost to the City to handle this paper work. 
Example (b): A break-enter occurs Friday night. The alarm company can not install an alarm 
system because City Hall is closed on weekends. \Vhy not have the alarm companies provide the 
customer with the form, keep track of the custom€~rs details and permit number, then once a week 
or month fax the list to the bylaw department for follow up. 

If the alarm company is required to administer the collection of fees for permits on behalf of the 
City this only drives up costs to the alarm company. 

The bylaw also is set up to force alarm monitoring companies operating in the City Of Red Deer 
to pay a license fee. Out of town companies are exempt as they are out of jurisdiction. This 
policy discourages local business. The local company staying within the City Of Red Deer 
carrying on business is financially penalized. The dty should be encouraging business to move to 
town. The local business already pays the City a license fee plus taxes while out of town 
operations do not. 

The City should encourage the use of alarm systems to help reduce the crime and keep police 



costs down. Insurance companies recognize the value of alarm systems by offering rate discounts 
for monitored alarm systems. Independent studie;'j show that those premises without an alarm 
system experienced 38 times more losses than those with a system. This bylaw is sending a 
message to the public that alarm systems are worse~ than the criminal activity they are helping to 
prevent. 

Statistics provided by Community Policing repre.'jentative Cst. Dan Doyle show an alarming 
increase in break-ins. Commercial break-ins during 1997 are up 16% over 1996. Residential 
break-ins during 1997 are up 11. staggering 57% over 1996. 

The City needs to reform the bylaw with a better overall understanding of the alarm issue. It is an 
issue that needs. attention in a very positive way encouraging the public to be pro-active on crime 
by maintaining good quality monitored alarm systc;~ms while ensuring their system is not causing 
problems for the police and the City. 

Ron L. Taylor 
Protec Security Systems 



FILE 

DATE: February 24, 1998 

TO: Red Deer Policing Committee 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: NEW ALARM BYLAW NO. 3194198 

Reference Report: City Clerk, dated February 17, 1998 

Resolution.: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer hereby agrees to table 
consideration of 3rd Reading of Alarm Bylaw No. 3194/98 for up to six weeks to 
allow members of Council to obtain additional information concerning the 
rationale for changes contemplated in said Bylaw." 

Report Back to Council Required: Yes, April 6, 1998 

Comments/Further Action: 

Council requested a meeting with the Chairman and/or members of the Policing Committee to 
review the background of the recommended changes to the Alarm Bylaw. 

Specific issues that Council wishes to address are: 

1. Secti1011 16: Waiving of first and second false alarm response fees per year; 

2. Sectiion 1 O(c): License fees for monitoring companies;; 

3. Sect!ion 14: Monitoring company to ensure keyholder responds within 20 minutes; 

4. Sectiion 16: Difference in response fee1s based on type and size of business; 

5. Administration of permits, including the possibility of alarm monitoring companies 
issuin9 permits; 

6. Responsibility for educating users. 



Red Deer Policing Committee 
February 24, 1998 
Page2 

Council and Committee Secretary, Sandra Ladwig, will now be arranging the requested meeting 
to facilitate discussion of the above and recommendations back to Council. 

I have attached a copy of Bylaw 3194/98 for your reference in this regard. 

~~ ~!'/ 
City Clerk 

/cir 
attchs. 

c Director of Community Services 
O.i/c Red Deer City R.C.M.P. Detachment 
S/Sgt. D. Derouin, R.C.M.P. 
City Solicitor 
Sandra Ladwig, Council & Committee Secretary 
C. Rausch 



Item No. 1 
Public Hearings 

DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

5 

February 17, 1998 

City Council 

City Clerk 

EVELYN GOLLER - BASEMENT SUITE - REQUEST FOR EXCEPTION TO 
LAND USE BYLAW I LAND USJE BYLAW AMENDMENT 3156/B-98 I 
5702 WEST PARK CRESCENT (LOT 13, BLOCK 36, PLAN 5187 KS) 

A Public Hea1-ing has been advertised for the above noted Land Use Bylaw Amendment, to be 
held on Monday, February 23, 1998 in the Council Chambers at 5:00 p.m. 

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/8-98 provides for an exception to the Land Use Bylaw to 
allow a bas>Srnent suite at 5702 West Park Crescent. 

RECOMMENDATION 

That followi1nq the Public Hearing, Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/B-98 may be given 2nd 
and 3rd readings. 

I 
/ 

/ ,f h -
' ,,/// 

Kelly Kloss 
City Clerk 

/cir 
attchs. 



Office of the City Clerk 

January 27, 1998 

Mrs. Evelyn Goller 
57'02 West Park Crescent 
RE~d Deer, AB T 4N 1 E5 

Dear Mrs. Goller: 

FILE 

RE: EVELYN GOLLER - BASEMENT SUITE - REQUEST FOR EXCEPTION TO 
LAND USE BYLAW I 5702 Wi:ST PARK CRESCENT (LOT 13, BLOCK 36, 
PLAN 5187 KS) I LAND USE J:1YLAW AMENDMENT 315618-98 

At the City of Red Deer's Council Mei:iting held Monday, January 26, 1998, first reading was 
given to Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/B-98, a copy of which is attached hereto. Land 
Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/B-98 provides for an exception to the Land Use Bylaw to allow a 
basement suite at 5702 West Park Crnscent. 

This office will now proceed with the advertising for a Public Hearing to be held on Monday, 
February 23, 1998 at 5:00 p.m., or as soon thereafter as Council may determine, in the 
Council Chambers of City Hall. Pleaset note that in our earlier correspondence we had stated 
that the Public Hearing would take place at 7:00 p.m. 

As indicated in our correspondence dated January 13, 1998, you are required to deposit with 
the City Clerk, prior to public adveirtising, an amount equal to the estimated cost of 
advertising, which in this instance is $400. We require this deposit by no later than 10:00 a.m., 
Wednesday, February 4, 1998, in ordor to proceed with the advertising. Once the actual cost 
of advertising is known, you will either be invoiced for or refunded the difference. 

If you have any questions or require additional information, please do not hesitate to call me. 

Since~~ 

~SS 
City Clerk 

I 

/cir 
attchs. 
c Director of Development Services 

Director of Community Services 
Land and Economic Development Manager 
E. L. & P. Manager 
Fire Chief 
City Assessor 
Principal Planner 
Council and Committee Secretary, S .. Ladwig 

4914 - 48tb Avenue, Red Deer, AB Canada T4N 3T4 
Tel (403) 342-8132 Fax: (403) 346-6195 E-mail: cityclerk@city.red-deer.ab.ca Web: http://www.city.red-deer.ab.ca 



FILE 

DATE: February 24, 1998 

TO: Principal Planner 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: EVELYN GOLLER - BASEMENT SUITE - REQUEST FOR EXCEPTION TO 
LAND USE BYLAW I LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT 315618-98 I 
5702 WEST PARK CRESCENT (LOT 13, BLOCK 36, PLAN 5187 KS) 

Reference Report: City Clerk dated February 17, 1998 

Bylaw Readings: 

Land Use Bylaw Amendment No. 3156/B-98 was given 2"d and 3rd Readings, a copy is attached 
hereto. 

Report Back to Council Required: No 

Comments/Further Action: 

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/B-98 provides for an exception to the Land Use Bylaw to 
allow a basement suite at 5702 West Park Cresc:ent. 

A Public Hearing was held with respect to Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/B-98, following 
which same was given second and third readings. Our office will now be updating the office 
consolid ion copy of the Land Use Bylaw and distributing same in due course. 

~A~~~ 
KEfi!Y-efo;s / 
City Clerk/ 

/cir 
attchs. 

c Director of Development Services 
Director of Community Services 
E. L. & P. Manager 
Fire Chief 
City Assessor 
Land and Economic Development Mana~1er 
Leigh-Ann Khoshaba, Graphics Designer 
Council and Committee Secretary, S. Ladwig 
C. Rausch 



Office of the City Clerk 

February 24, 1998 

Mrn. Evelyn Goller 
5702 West Park Crescent 
Red Deer, AB T4N 1 E5 

Dear Mrs. Goller: 

FILE 

RE: EVELYN GOLLER - BASEMENT SUITE - REQUEST FOR EXCEPTION TO 
LAND USE BYLAW I 5702 WE.ST PARK CRESCENT (LOT 13, BLOCK 36, 
PLAN 5187 KS) I LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT 3156/B-98 

At the City of Red Deer's Council Meet!ing held February 23, 1998, a Public Hearing was held 
with respect to Land Use Bylaw 3156/B-98. Following the Public Hearing, Land Use Bylaw 
Amendment 3156/B-98 was given second and third readings, a copy of which is attached 
hereto. 

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/B-9'8 provides for an exception to the Land Use Bylaw to 
allow a basement suite at 5702 West Park Crescent. 

It would now be appropriate to contact 1the Inspections and Licensing Department at 342-8190 
to make arrangements to comply with all applicable codes and regulations. 

Please do not hesitate to contact m13 should you have any questions or require further 
clarif 1cation. 

/cir 
attc:hs. 

c Principal Planner 
Inspections & Licensing Managor 
Council & Committee Secretary,, S. Ladwig 

4914 - 48th Avenue, Red Deer, AB Canada T4N 3T4 
Tel (403) 342-8132 Fax: (403) 346-6195 E-mail: cityclerk@city.red-deer.ab.ca Web: http://www.city.red-deer.ab.ca 



Item No. 2 

DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

6 

February 17, 1998 

City Council 

City Clerk 

PROPOSED MUL Tl-FAMILY DEVELOPMENT I OLD SOUTH SCHOOL SITE I 
LOT 44A, PLAN 6881 E.T. I 4418 - 48 AVENUE I LAND USE BYLAW 
AMENDMENT 3156/C-98 

A Public Hearing has been advertised for the above noted Land Use Bylaw Amendment, to be 
held on Monday, February 23, 1998 in the Council Chambers at 5:00 p.m. 

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/C-98 provid1~s for the rezoning of the South School site from 
Public Service District to R3 Residential (Multiple Family) District to provide for the construction 
of a 106 uniit apartment building. 

RECOMMENDATION 

That followin9 the Public Hearing, Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/C-98 may be given 2nd 
and 3rd readirgs. 

/,,,,,- / 

/;A!/f 
Kelly k1oss / 
City Clerk , 

/cir 
attchs. 



7 

The City of Red Deer 
PROPOSED LAND USE BYLAW AMENC.)MENT 

j C1 R3 
45STREET 

C4 

Change from: PS to R3 [/27/J 
PS to P1 f­
C4 to R3 [ I I I I I J 
C4 to P1 

I 

I 
R3 R3 

AFFECTED DISTRICTS: 
C4 - Commercial (Major Arterial) 
ll3 - Residential (Mulitple Family) 
P 1 - Parks & Recreation 
PS - Public Service 

MAP NO. 2198 
BYLAW NO. 3156/C-98 



FILE 

DATE: February 24, 1998 

TO: Principal Planner 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: PROPOSED MUL Tl-FAMILY DE'VELOPMENT I OLD SOUTH SCHOOL SITE I 
LOT 44A, PLAN 6881 E.T. I 44UJ - 48 AVENUE I LAND USE BYLAW 
AMENDMENT 3156/C-98 

Reference Report: City Clerk, dated February 17, 1998 

Bylaw Readings: 

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/C-98 was ~1iven 2nd and ~~rd Readings, a copy of which is 
attached hereto. 

Report Back to Council Required: No 

Comments/Further Action: 

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/C-98 provide1s for the rezoning of the South School site from 
Public Service District to R3 Residential (Multipl1e Family) District to provide for the construction 
of a 106 unit apartment building. 

A Public Hearing was held with respect to Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/C-98, following 
which same was given second and third readings. Our office will now be updating the office 
consolidation copy of the Land Use Bylaw and distributing same in due course. 
Correspond1~nce regarding Council's decision in this regard has been forwarded to Mr. Al Fritz, 
with a copy 1to Mr. Jim Cramer, under separate c:over. 

l As a reminder, the Public Hearing for the Disposal of Municipal Reserve in this instance :>·s 
._. ~~ay,March9,1998at7:00p.m. 

tell; ~o~s ,1 

City Clerk / 

/cir 
attchs. 
c Director of Development Services 

Director of Community Services 
E. L. & P. Manager C. Rausch 
Fire Chief Leigh-Ann Khoshaba, Graphics Designer 
City Assessor S. Ladwig, Committee Secretary 
Land and Economic Development Mana~Jer 



1t\LVIN 
REINHARD 
FRITZ 
i\RCHITECT INC. 

(\ 

RR S~8 Cl4, 5801 !st Ave. S., Lethbridge AB TIJ 4P4 • Tel (4031 320-8100 • Fax 327-3373 • E-Mail afrzarch@telusplanet.net 

February 5. 1998 

Kelly KloE 
City Clerk 
City ot Re:: Deer 
4914 4Ei I· Jenue 
Red Deer :\B T 4N 3T 4 

Re 0 1r File: AF# 98 801 RDC 
R· 'd Deer Condominiums - Sierras Grand 

Dear Keil 

We are v·~ry pleased with the outcome of the council meeting held on the 23 of February 1998, 
with regia 1 :is to Sierra Grand condominium pro}ect being proposed for the old school site. We 
have nov. •nade application for a development permit and would like to take this opportunity 
thank yOL for City Councils considerations in our regard 

Please bF advised that the city of Red Deer has incredible greeting personnel in the security 
guard 1hdt mans the front door. Never in our E!Xperience have we been so warmly received in 
any cornr·'unity. We provide professional services in communities across southern Alberta and 
Saskatchewan including Saskatoon, Swift Current , Olds, Calgary, Medicine Hat and 
Lethbndg:" In our estimation this individual should receive some sort of community recognition 
and/or av. ard appropriate to the service that he· is providing for the City of Red Deer. 

Thank you once again for your considerations in our regard and we look forward to further 
correspo• dence with you towards the completion of this exc1tin9 project. 

Respectt .lly yours, 

A/}.·1~ i< 
{/,;·· (___-

Al Fritz. r.1RAIC 
AF~df 
cc May·or Gail Surkan - City of Red Deer 

\'/es Reinheller - Medican Construction 
Murray Prokosch - Medican Construction 
, ·11 Cramer - Milamco 

1:/98801 lco esponqiincelreoulatt:1rvf~80225~11 

MAR 111998 



Office of the City Clerk 

February 24, 1998 

Alvin Reinhard Fritz Architect Inc. 
RR 8, S28, C14, 5801 - 151 Avenue, S. 
Lethbridge, AB T1 J 4P4 

Dear Sir: 

FILE 

RE: PROPOSED MUL Tl-FAMILY D.EVELOPMENT I OLD SOUTH SCHOOL SITE I 
LOT 44A, PLAN 6881 E.T. I 44·18 - 48 AVENUE, RED DEER, AB I LAND USE 
BYLAW AMENDMENT 31561C··98 

At the City of Red Deer's Council Meeting held January 23, 1998, a Public Hearing was held 
with respect to Land Use Bylaw 3156/C-98. Following the Public Hearing, Land Use Bylaw 
Amendment 3156/C-98 was given second and third readings, a copy of which is attached 
herieto. 

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/C-~~8 provides for the rezoning of the South School site 
from Public Service District to R3 Re1sidential (Multiple Family) District to provide for the 
construction of a 106 unit apartment buiilding. 

As noted below, I forwarded a copy of this correspondence to Mr. Jim Cramer for his 
information of Council's decision in this regard. 

As per our previous discussion and correspondence, a Public Hearing has been advertised for 
the Disposal of Municipal Reserve, to be held Monday, March 9, 1998 at 7:00 p.m. in the 
Council Chambers of City Hall. Please1 do not hesitate to contact me should you have any 
questions or require further clarification .. 

/cir 
attchs 

c Principal Planner 
Council & Committee Secretary, S. Ladwig 

Mr. Jim Cramer 
Milanco Inc. 
96 Denison Crescent 
Red Deer, AB T4R 2G1 

4914 - 48th Avenu•e, Red Deer, AB Canada T4N 3T4 
TE1!: (403) 342-8132 Fax: (403) 346-6195 E-mail: cityclerk@city.red-deer.ab.ca Web: http://www.city.red-deer.ab.ca 
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Office of the City Clerk 

February 24, 1998 

Alvin Reinhard Fritz Architect Inc. 
RR 8, S28, C14, 5801 - 1 si Avenue, S. 
Lethbridge, AB T1 J 4P4 

Dear Sir: 

RE: PROPOSED MUL Tl·FAMIL Y DEVELOPMENT I OLD SOUTH SCHOOL SITE I 
LOT 44A, PLAN 6881 E.T. I 4418 • 48 A VENUE? RED DEER, AB I LAND USE 
BYLAW AMENDMENT 3156/C-98 

@001 

At the City of Red Deer's Council Meeting held January 23, 1998, a Public Hearing was held 
with respect to Land Use Bylaw 3156/C-98. Following the Public Hearing, Land Use Bylaw 
Amendment 3156/C-98 was given second and third readings, a copy of which is attached 
hereto. 

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/C-98 provides for the rezoning of the South School site 
from Public Service District to R3 Residential (Multiple Family) District to provide for the 
construction of a 106 unit apartment building. 

As noted below, I forwarded a copy of this correspondence to Mr. Jim Cramer for his 
information of Council's decision in this rega.rd. 

As per our previous discussion and correspondence, a Public Hearing has been advertised for 
the Disposal of Municipal Reserve, to be held Monday, March 9, 1998 at 7:00 p.m. in the 
Council Chambers of City Hall. Please do not hesitate to contact me should you have any 
questions or require further clarification. 

Since.rel 



Item No. 
Reports 

DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

February 13, 1998 

City Clerk 

Public Works Manager 

PATH: paul\memos 
MASTERFILE: 250.003 & 2140.000 

RE: RATE CHANGES RECOMMENDED FROM 1998 3 VEAR BUSINESS PLAN 

When presenting the Public Works Department and the Treasury Services Department 
1998 3 Year Busine~ss Plans, it was indicated that there would be some changes in rates for 
services provided. The proposed changes are to the Utility Bylaw 2960 and the Airport 
Bylaw 2933. The changes are reflected in the following report. The proposed rates are 
shown in bc)ld print, existing rates as existing Fate. 

RECOMMENDATION 

It is respectfLJ lly recommended that Council approve these rates and give three readings to 

t~;· . w arnEm.dmHnt. 
,,, ,' 

\ ~ jc:t~J. , 0 ct~~ 
Paul A. Gor~n?_9 , P.Eng. 
Public Works Manager 

CB/blm 

c Director of Development Services 
Director of Corporate Services 
Treasury Department Manager 
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Bylaw No. 2960/88 

Page 3 of 5 

SCHEDULE "A"1 

Temporary water supply for construction purposes includes 5/8" 
(16 rnm) water meter with up to 4000 cubic feet consumption. 
(consumption in excess of 4000 cubic feet will be billed at current 
rate) 50.00 

Disconnection of service (water kill) 

JP to 50 mm in size 
over 50 mm in size 

Turn water off or on for repairs or line testin~~ 

(a) during regular working hours 
(b) after regular working hours 

Other Charges 

Construction of manhole 
Inspection Chamber 

Cutting and replacing pavement: 

(a) 
(b) 
(c) 
(d) 
(e) 
(f) 
(g) 

Single or double service! 3" (75 mm) and under 
Single or double service, over 3" (75 rnm) 
Triple service 3" (75 mm) and under 
Triple service over 3" (75 mm) 
For service kill 3" (75 mm) and under 
For service kill over 3" (75 mm) 
For water service renewal 

Replacing and/or tunnelling sidewalks: 

(a) Single or double service, residential 
(b) Single or double service! commercial 
(c) Triple service residential 
( d) Triple service commercial 

1 020.00 
2 500.00 

30.35 
94.40 

2 230.00 
1 500.00 

1 720.00 
2 200.00 
2 295.00 
2 770.00 

310.00 
450.00 
800.00 

1 185.001268.00 
2 653.002839.00 
1 579.001690.00 
3 049.003262.00 

1 2960/A-89, ~!960/A-90, 2960/8-90, 2960/F-90,:2960/C-91, 2960/D-91, 2960/A-92, 2960/8-92, 
2960/A-93, ~~960/A-94, 2960/C-94, 2960/D-94, 2960/A-95, 2960/A-96 
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SCHEDULE "A"1 

Replacing curb only: 

(a) Single or double service 
{b) Triple or dual service 

Landscaping Repairs 

7 Clearing plugged sewer 

(a) During regular working hours 
'.b) After regular working hours 

8 Repairs to water meters 

9 Thawing water service 

10 Repair to damaged stand pipe 

11 Meter Test 

12 Televise sewer lines 

(a) Service (regular hours only) 
(b) Mains (regular hours only) 

13 Private fire hydrant maintenance 

(a) Spring inspection (Mar. 2 - June 30) 
(b) Fall inspection (Aug. 1 - Oct. 31) 
(c) Winter inspection (Nov. 1 - Mar. 1) 
(d) Damage evaluation 
(e) Paint 

Bylaw No. 2960/88 

Page 4 of 5 

856.00 916.00 
1 118.001 196.00 

105.00 

53.B5 
100.00 

at cost 

at cost 

at cost 

47.20 

108.00 
2.00/m 

25.00/hydrant 
25.00/hydrant 
50.00/hydrant 
20.00/hydrant 
60.00/hydrant 

1 2960/A-89,. 2960/A-90, 2960/8-90, 2960/F-90,:~960/C-91, 2960/D-91, 2960/A-92, 2960/8-92, 
2960/A-93. :~960/A-94, 2960/C-94, 2960/D-94, 2960/A-95, 2960/A-96 
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15 Bylaw No. 2960/88 

32 A consumer who has not paid the full utility account rendered on or 
before the due date stated in the utility account may have the 
supply of all or any utility services discontinued without notice and 
such service will not be reinstated until all arrears and charges 
owed to the City are paid. 

33
1 

When the consumer pays the complete utility account as rendered 
after the due date stated in thie account, or such due date as may 
be approved by the Treasurer, such consumer shall pay a penalty 
of -t-<Jo/o 5% of current chargeis. Payments made by mail, or in 
person at City Hall must be reiceived at City Hall on or before the 
due elate in order for the consumer to avoid the penalty. Payments 
madE! at a financial institution must be received by the City on or 
'beforn the due date in order for the consumer to avoid the penalty. 

INTERIM ACCOUNT 

34 

35 

36 

APPEALS 

In any case in which the City has rendered an account based upon 
an estimate of utility consumption, the City shall, upon reading the 
meter in respect of which the estimate was made, rendE:!r an 
account for such utility servicE:! since the time the meter was last 
read by the City, after crediting all amounts received from the 
consumer in respect of such estimated accounts. 

Where any service rate or charge is designated by reference to a 
time certain, the charge for a lesser period of time shall be 
calculated on a proportionate basis. 

The Treasurer may enforce payment of all accounts rendered 
hereunder by whatever means he considers appropriate in 
accordance with the Municipal Government Act. 

372 Notwithstanding any other prov1s1on of this bylaw or the Rate 
Schedules forming part hereof, any consumer who feels himself 
aggrieved in respect of rates charged to him under this bylaw on 
the grounds that such rates are unfair, unreasonable or 
discriminatory, may, by notice in writing delivered to the Director, or 
a person authorized to act on behalf of the Director, specifying the 
grounds of this complaint, appeal such rates. Such appeal shall be 
heard and determined by the Director, or person authorized to act 
on behalf of the Director, whose decision shall be final. 

1 2960/ A-90, ~: 960/C-90 
2 2960/0-95, ?960/C-97 
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Bylaw No. 2960/88 

Page 1 of 2 

SCHEDULE "8"1 

PART6 

WASTEWATER RATES 

1 

2 

3 

The cost of wastewater service for residential premises connected 
to the! City sewerage system and which contains not more tha.n two 
dwelling units shall be a flat feE~ of$~ 15.18 per month. 

Where there are more than two dwelling units in residential 
premises served by a single water meter, the consumer shall pay at 
the rate of $+.es 1.73 per 100 cu. ft. (2.832 cu. metres) of 
waste~water calculated in the~ manner herein set forth with a 
minimum of$~ 15.18 per month. 

Where the Director has tested the discharge of wastewater into the 
sewerage system pursuant to Clause 91 and found that the 
wastHwater exceeds the limits of B.0.0., suspended solids or 
1grease set out therein, then that consumer shall pay for wastewater 
service at the following rates: 

(a) A volume charge based on 106.53 109.41 cents per 100 cu. 
ft. (2.832 cu. metres) 

(b) A treatment charge based on the amount of B.0.0., grease 
or suspended solids at the following rates: 

B.O.D.: ~15.30 cents per pound (454 grams) 

Suspended Solids: --+Eh=l-16.53 cents per pound (454 grams) 

Grease: ~4.72 cents per pound (454 grams) 

1 2960/A-89, ~!960/A-90, 2960/8-90, 2960/C-91, 2960/0-91, 2960/A-92, 2960/1-92, 2960/A-95, 
2960/A-96, 2960/A-·97 
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Bylaw No. 2960/88 

Page 1 of 5 

SCHEDULE "0"1 

PARTS 

SCHEDULE OJF GARBAGE RATES 

The following rates are effective March 1, 16197-March 1, 1998 

1. Rate·s to be applicable for premises when supplied with a container by the contractor 
engaged by the City. Scheduled Service includes Contractor-provided container. 

Type o t Servi ce 

Service on D _em an d: 

Container re1 ital 
Lift charge 
Scheduled S 

1 lift per mor 1th 
weeks 1 lift every 2 

1 lift per weie 
2 lifts per we 
3 lifts per we 
4 lifts per we 
5 lifts per we 
6 lifts per we 

ek 
ek 
ek 
ek 
ek 

c;chedL Extra lift for , 
service 

.:. 

' 

Jled 

SOLID WASTE COLLECTION RATES 
FOR 

COMMERCIAL FROl\JT-END CONTAINERS 
Monthly Rate 

1.529 cu. m. 2.294 cu. m. 3.058 cu. m. 4.587 cu. m. 
(2 cu. yds.) {3 cu. :td~ (4 cu. yds.) (6 CU. yds.) 

.:t-9-:W19.81 2€h0026.42 a2.aG33.02 39--0039.62 
+9-,.W19.81 2€h0026.42 ~33.02 39--0039.62 

~21.39 2&-0825.48 ~29.56 ~37.74 

~29.56 ~37.74 49.2Q45.92 e+:W62.28 
~34.81 ~52.21 ee.8~61.aa ~91.37 

~69.62 ~ Q2.78104.42 ~aa.e~135.75 ~ee.aG169.16 

~ Q2.78104.42 ~ 94 -~ 7156.64 ~ 8Q.~ 2192.15 24a.a9247.49 
~ a+.Ga139.24 2Ga.a+2oa.a6 24e.e8250.63 a28.QQ334.16 
~ +~ .aG174.04 2ae.QG2s1.01 aG8.aa313.28 4QQ.84416.40 
2Q9.§7208.86 aG8.aa313.2a a+G.Q2375.94 4Qa.aa501.24 

+9-,.W19.81 2€h0026.42 ~33.02 39--0039.62 

1 2960/A-89, 2960/A-90, 2960/8-90, 2960/1-90, ~~960/C-91, 2960/F-91, 2960A-92, 2960/F-92, 
2960/A-93, :2f!60/A-B4, 2960/A-95, 2960/A-96, 2960/8-96, 2960/A-97, 2960/0-97 



Bylaw No. 2960/88 

SCHE:OULE "0"1 
Page 2 of 5 

PARTS 

SCHEDULE OP GARBAGE RATES 

Charges fo1' special container services in addition to the above rates will be as follows: 

Standard Metal Lid 
Locking Devices on Containers 
Castors on Containers 
Extra Cleaning (if more than one per year required) 
Fire Dama~JE 

RATES PER CONTAINER 

No Charge 
$ ~5.08 per month 
$ ~5.08 per month 
$120.00121.92 each time 
$100.00101.60 each time 

2. Rate1s to be applicable for premises where the owner or agent is charged and such 
owner or agent provides receptacles for hand pick-up of solid waste. 

Volume 

per 
Pick-U 

.383 cu.m. 
(<%cu. yd.) 
.383 cu.m. 
(%cu. d.) 
.765 cu. m. 
(1 cu. d.) 
1.529 cu.m. 
(2 cu. ds) 
2.294 cu. m. 
(3 cu. ds. 
3.058 cu. m. 
(4 cu. ds.) 
3.823 cu.m. 
(5 cu. ds.) 
4.587 cu.m. 
(6 cu. yds.) 

·-

MONTHLY SOLID WASTE COLLECTION RATES FOR 
COMMERCIAL HAND PICK-UP 

-~ 

Frequency of Pick-Up per Week 

1 2 3 4 5 

~ ~ n.G4 ~ ~ 
7.47 14.93 22.39 29.85 37.32 
~ ~ 44-,().7 ~ +&-4§ 

14.93 29.85 44.78 59.70 74.63 
~ ~ 88-:+4 117.52 146.90 
29.85 59.70 89.55 119.40 149.25 
~ 117.52 +7&:-28 2d5.04 29d.80 
59.70 119.40 179.10 238.80 298.50 
88,.+4 176.28 a&4:42 d52.56 440.70 
89.55 179.10 268.65 358.20 447.75 

;1-+7-:-e2 2d5.04 a@:.§e 470.08 587.60 
119.40 238.80 358.20 477.60 597.00 
;146.90 29d.80 440-,.+Q 587.60 7d4.50 
149.25 298.50 447.75 597.00 746.25 
;170.28 d52.5e §.2&-84 705.12 881.40 
"179.10 358.20 537 .. 30 716.40 895.50 

Cost per 

6 Extra 
Pick-Uo 

44-:G+ e.,w 
44.'78 6.60 
88,.+4 g,.+Q 

89.55 9.25 
176.28 +-1-:+Q 

179.10 11.89 
d52.56 ~ 
358.20 14.53 
528.84 ~ 
537.30 21.13 
+G&.-1-2 ~ 
716.40 27.74 
88+:4-0 ~ 
895.50 34.34 

.wa7:68 4-0-,W 

1074.60 40.94 

I 2960/A-89, ~1 960/A-90, 2960/8-90, 2960/1-90, ~!960/C-91, 2960/F-91, 2960A-92, 2960/F-92, 
2960/A-93, 2~:160/A-B4, 2960/A-95, 2960/A-96, ~'.960/8-96, 2960/A-97, 2960/D-97 
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4. (a) 

(b) 

5. 

6. 

( 1) 

(2) 

(3) 
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Bylaw No. 2960/88 

Page 3 of 5 

SCHE:DULE "0"1 

PARTS 

SCHEDULE OiF GARBAGE' RATES 

For a single family dwelling unit, a semi-detached residential unit, a single family 
dwelhng unit with a basement dwelling unit situated therein, or an occupant of a 
dwelhng unit in a multiple familly building where the owner or agent does not pay 
charges directly to the City, the charge shall be ~ 6.33 per month per 
dwelliing unit for one pick-up per week of garbage year round and once a week 
collection of yard waste for six months per year. 

For a single family dwelling unit, a semi-detached residential unit, a single family 
dwelliing unit with a basement dwelling unit situated therein, or any dwelling unit 
otherwise designated as an "R1 O" account in the utility billing system, the charge 
for one pick-up per week of reicyclable materials shall be $2-:-75 2.83 per month 
per dwelling unit. 

For a multiple family building, designated as either an "R11" or "R62" account in 
the utility billing system, the charge for one pick-up per week of recyclable 
materials shall be $~ 2.37 per month per dwelling unit. 

The charge for collection of large items up to a maximum load weight of 500 kg 
shall be $100.00 per load, to bie invoiced directly by the Contractor. 

Disposal Grounds Rates for Acceptance of Garbage and Refuse 

Description 

Residents hauling residential riefuse from their own 
residences 

Private companies or commercial haulers with 
commercial or residential refuse 

Liquid waste contained in a water tight box or tank 

Rate 

$28.00 30.00 per metric 
tonne 

$28.00 30.00 per metric 
tonne 

$30.00 36.00 per metric 
tonne 

I 2960/A-89, 2960/A-·90, 2960/8-90, 2960/1-90, ~!960/C-91, 2960/F-91, 2960A-92, 2960/F-92, 
2960/A-93, :~960/A-B4, 2960/A-95, 2960/A-96, 2960/8-96, 2960/A-97, 2960/0-97 



16' 

(4) Demolition, concrete, asphalt and tree rubble 

(5) :SpeClial Waste 

Bylaw No. 2960/88 

Page 4 of 5 
$28.00 30.00 per metric 
tonne 

$48.00 50.00 per metric 
tonne 
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Bylaw No. 2960/88 

SCHEDULE "0"1 
Page 5 of 5 

PARTS 

SCHEDULE OJF GARBAGE RATES 

Disposal Grounds Rates for Acceptance of Garbage and Refuse - Continued 

Description 

(6) When fractional metric tonnE!S are delivered 
the rate charged for the same shall be 
determined by pro-rating the above rates per 
tonne! in the same ratio as thE~ weight of such 
refus~a, waste or rubble deliv1ared bears to a 
metric tonne. In any event, a minimum charge 
of $5 .. 00 shall apply. 

(7) 1Gteafl4ill Cover Material 

Rate 

$48.00 per metric tonne 

No Charge 

7. Dry Waste Disposal Site 

Single Axle 
TandE:m 
End Dumps 
Pups :=ind Trucks 

£)irt 

$---:~ 5.00 
$ 5.00 
$ 10.00 
$ 10.00 

Service charge for opening the gat1e 
(If special trip is required) 

Concrete and Asphalt 

$~20.00 
$ 20.00 
$ 40.00 
$ 40.00 

$15.00/trip 

1 2960/A-89, 2960/A-90, 2960/8-90, 2960/1-90, ~~960/C-91, 2960/F-91, 2960A-92, 2960/F-92, 
2960/A-93, :2960/A-B4, 2960/A-95, 2960/A-96, 2960/8-96, 2960/A-97, 2960/D-97 



Page 1 of 2 Bylaw 2933/ A-98 

RED DEER INDUSTRIAL AIRPORT FEE BYLAW 
SCHEDULE A 

Local Aircraft 
Government Aircraft 
Itinerant Aircraft 

no charge 
no charge 
charged at the following rates, based on gross take-off 
weight as quoted in Transport Canada. Air Traffic 
Designator Manual TP 143: 

- under 4,000 kg - free 
- 4 000 kg and above - $1.75 per 1,000 kg 

Aircraft Pairking and Tie Down Fees 

First 24 hours free for all aircraft. 

Single EnginE: Aircraft 

With electric2' plug-in 

Multi-engine Aircraft 
to 12,000 kq 

Multi Engim~ Aircraft 
12,001 to 1 BJ100 k~l 

Multi Engim~ Aircraft 
18,001 to 30.<~100 k~I 

Multi Engirn~ Aircraft 
30,001 kg and above 

Vehicle Parking 

With electric;::,i plug··in 
Without electrical plug-in 

each additional day $5 .. 00 to a maximum of $20.00 per 
calendar month 

$8.00 first :24 hours 
$3.00 each additional day to a maximum of $100.00 per 
calendar month, inclusivH 

each additiional day $5.00 to a maximum of$20.00 
$45.00 per calendar month. 

each additional day $5.00 to a maximum of$30.00 
$55.00 per calendar month. 

each additional day $5.00 to a maximum of$40.00 
$95.00 per calendar month. 

each additional day~ $10.00 to a maximum 
of $60.00 $180.00 per calendar month. 

$5.00 first 24 hours, $2.~50 each additional day 
No charge. 

Vehicles par~ed in excess of 7 days may bH towed at the owner's expense, unless prior 
arrangements are made with the Airport Supervisor. 

Aviation Fuel Taxes 

Aviation Fue· 
Turbo Fuel 

Water and Wastewater 

Water 
Wastewater 

$0.02 litre sold 
$0.03 litre sold 

~ $0.'71 per cubic metre 
$Q,.OO $1 .. 23 per cubic metre, based on 80~Vo of the water 
used. 
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Water and Wastewater rates are subject to adjustment based on the rate charged to The 
City of Red Deer by the supplier. 

Special Event Fee!! 

The use of a designated portion of the Airport grounds requires that a License to Occupy be 
obtained frorr The City of Red Deer a minimum of 30 days prior to any event being held. 
Events that require the use of hay lands are subject to special conditions and require the 
promoter to make application for a License to Occupy no later than April 1 of that year. 
Events that involve spectators will be charged the following rates: 

Static Displays of Aircraft 

Fly-ins or othr~r aircraft related events that do not involve demonstrations of flight are billed at 
$10.00, if no admission or collections are taken. If admission or collections are taken, 
$10.00 plus 15% of the daily gross gate receipts will be charged. These events are subject 
to prior approval by the Public Works Department. A maximum of 48 hours for any one 
event will bE! allowect 

Airshows, Competitions or Other Special Events 

No admissior or collection taken 
- minin1um of $100.00 per 24 hour period. 

Admission or c:ollec1tion taken 
minimum of $100.00 per 24 hou· period 
15% of the first $1,500.00 (both advance and gate sales) and 5% of the 
-emainder 

Concession, Food and Novelty Sales 

$50.00 per event (holders of local business license) 
$100.00 license plus $50.00 per event (if no local business license is held) 

All legal fees. insurance, crowd control, set-up of grounds and clean-up are the responsibility 
of the promoter. Any work required by City forces will be billed at cost plus 10°/.~. 

Minimum BilJings 

Airport usa~~e fees will be accumulated until the sum is greater than The City of Red Deer 
minimum billing. FE!es less than the minimum billing as of December 31 of each year will be 
waived. 

Non-Payment Penalties 

Interest of 1.E;c~o per month on the unpaid balance. 

The Goods a:1d Services Tax Will be added to applicable goods and services. 

2 
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Comments: 

I concur witl11he recommendations of the Public: Works Manager. 

"G. D. Surkan" 
Mayor 



FIL 

DATE: February 24, 1998 

TO: Public Works Manager 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: RATE CHANGES RECOMMENDED FROM 1998 THREE YEAR BUSINESS 
PLAN I UTILITY BYLAW AMENDMENT 2960/A-98 & RED DEER INDUSTRIAL 
AIRPORT FEE BYLAW AMENDMENT 2933/A-98 

Reference Report: 

Bylaw Readings: 

Public Works Manager, dated February 13, 
1998 

Utility Bylaw Amendment 2960/A-98 was given three readings, a copy of which is attached 
hereto. 

Red Deer Industrial Airport Fee Bylaw Amendme1nt No. 2933/A-·98 was given three readings, a 
copy of which is attached hereto. 

Report Back to Council Required: No 

Comments!.Further Action: 

This office will now be updating the consolidated copy of the Utility Bylaw and distributing the 
amendments in due course. 

The Red De13r Industrial Airport Fee Bylaw No. 2933/87 is not in the form of a consolidated 
bylaw, therefore, please attach to your copy of Bylaw No. 2933/87, the attached new Schedule 
"A" and discar~,.,previous Schedule "A-91" attached to same. 

~ ~./// 
City Clerk 

/cir 
attchs. 

c Director of Development Services 
Director of Corporate Services 
Treasurer Services Manager 
C. Rausch 
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DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

Background: 

February 1 7, 1998 

KELLY KLOSS 
City Clerk 

COLLEEN JENSEN 
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A/Community Services Director 

CHILDREN'S SERVICES AUTHORITY APPOINTMENT 

CS-6.605 

City Council 1s aware that the Redesign of Children's Services is a proce!ss that was 
initiated by the Minister of Family and Social Services about three years ago. As is the 
thrust of the provincial government, the intent of this redesign is to move services to 
children and famili4~S from being a government delivery system to a community delivery 
system. 

The Redesi1gn of Services to Children and Families is moving forward quickly, as the 
Commissioner of Services to Children and Families has called for the completion of Service 
Plans and the appoi1ntment of members to the Child and Family Services Authorities for all 
regions across. the province by April 1 ", 1998. 

In Region 6, we are anticipating a Service Plan to be completed by the end of February. A 
Review Committee is also now in place to recommend candidates for appointment to the 
Child and Family Services Authority. The attached advertisement has been placed in 
newspapers throughout Alberta, calling for c:andidates to serve as board members. The 
Review Committee will be interviewing potential board members during the first two 
weeks of March and appointments will be confirmed by the Commissioner on April 1 't, 
1998. 

The City has been involved in the Redesign of Services to Children and Families since it 
was initiatE!d three years ago. Council will recall our request for support when Gillian 
Lawrence, formerly the Community Worker with the Social Planning Department, was 
appointed to the Steering Committee responsible for the redesign in Region 6. When 
Gillian left the department, Kim Newman was subsequently appointed to the Steering 
Committee. While these appointments are conferred on community members rather than 
on representatives of organizations, there is an appreciation by the Commissioner's Office 
of the value of maintaining a liaison with The! City. The Community Worker's participation 
on the Stee~ring Committee has ensured that municipal views and concerns are heard and 
that timely communication is maintained with The City. 

Mrs. Newman is intending to submit an application for membership on the Child and 
Family Services Authority for Region 6. Meeting the responsibilities of being a board 
member would require that she continue to maintain flexibility in her work schedule, as is 
generally required of the Community Worker position. Should Mrs. Newman be successful 
in securing appointment to the Authority, we should also consider her board 
responsibilities as part of her overall role as Community Worker. 
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Council's support of Mrs. Newman's applicati1on for membership on the Child and Family 
Services Authority is requested as the redesign process moves toward transition and a 
new regional service delivery system .. 

RECOMM ENDATIO~ 

THAT Council of The City of Red Deer support the application of Kim Newman for 
appointment to thE~ Child and Family Services Authority, with the understanding that, 
should she be successful, responsibilities from the appointment would be considered as 
part of her overall workload in her position as Community Worker. 

l 
./"/ . /v'/ /"' 

, ,,l 

( //.at{;::;_•; .b--------B 
/' ,-( . .-- --- / 
~ -,......::.:_________ ' 

_,,-- I 

COLLEEN JEt'fSEN 

:dmg 

c Kim Newman, Community Worker, Social Planning Department 
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Board Members Needed 
Child and Family Services Authorities 

The Minister Responsible for Children's Services invites 
applications for board members to serve on the 17 Child and 
Family Services Authorities throughout Alberta. The Calgary 
Rockyview Authority board was appointed in January 1998. 

Each Child and Family Services Authority will plan and oversee 
the delivery of programs and services to childrc~n and families in 
their region by working with the community, agencies, other 
Authorities, independent service providers and government. 
Successful candidates will have the ability to provide effective 
leadership, manage a broad range of issues, and demonstrate 
skills in team building, negotiating and partnership development. 

Candidates should have volunteer or professional experience 
in one or more of the following areas: meeting the needs of 
children and families, community development, finance, 
management, planning, policy development, change management, 
board governance, human resources or law. Candidates are also 
being sought with experience in providing related services to 
Aboriginal p<~ople, special needs individuals and youth. 
Knowledge of Aboriginal culture, traditions or cross-cultural 
services is a de finite .asset. 

Candidates must reside in the region for which they are 
applying. The appointment term is three years. This is not a 
salaried position. Board members will receive an honorarium and 
out-of-pocket expenses for travel. Closing date for this 
competition is February 27, 1998. To obtain a Board Member 
Application Package or for more information contact: 

Linda Desaulniers 
Commissioner for Services to Children 
and Families 
Telephone: (403) 422-5658 
Fax: (403) 422-5036 
Toll-free: dial 310-0000, 422-5011 

AIOOrra 
COMMISSIONER OF SEFMCES 
FOR CHLDREN AND FAMA.ES 
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Comments: 

We are seeking a resolution of Council in order to add weight to the application given the 
importance of coordinating these services with a broader Community Services network of 
programs. 

"G. D. Surkan" 
Mayor 



FILE 

DATE: February 24, 1998 

TO: Acting Community Services Director 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: CHILDREN'S SERVICES AUTHORITY APPOINTMENT 

Reference Report: Acting Community Services Director, 
dated February 17, 1998 

Resolution: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered report 
from the Acting Community Services Director dated February 17, 1998, re: 
Children's Services Authority Appointmeint, hereby supports the application of 
Kim Newman for appointment to the Child and Family Services Authority, and as 
prese~nted to Council February 23, 1998." 

Report Back to Council Required: No 

Comments/Further .Action: 

4/:7 
Kelly Kloss I 
City Clerk / 

I 

/cir 

c Director of Community Services 
Kim Newman, Community Worker, Sociall Planning Department 
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DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

February 1 7, 1998 

KELLY KLOSS 
City Clerk 

COLLEEN JENSEN 
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A/Community Services Direct<>r 

PARKLAND COMMUNITY PLANNING SERVICES: AGREEMENT 

CS-6.603 

As Council is aware, the agreement between The City and Parkland Community Planning 
Services is due for renewal on April 1 ", 1998. The attached agreement contains the terms 
and conditions for the renewal, based on discussion with P.C:.P.S. principals, and on advice 
from Tom Chapman, City Solicitor. 

There are very few changes from the previous agreement:, other than format. You will 
note that the term of the agreement is three years, with provision for subsequent 
renewals. The cost, commencing April 1 't, 1998, will be $266,000 per annum, which will 
be adjusted in accordance with the previoius year's Consumer Price Index being the 
average of The City of Red Deer and Edmonton CPI, as published by Statistics Canada. In 
addition, there is a~ireement to pay a lump sum of $5,500 per annum for special printing, 
information needs and outside consulting service. 

The agreement as it appears has been a~ireed to by Parkland Community Planning 
Services; however, it has not been signed due to the absence of Bill Shaw a1t the time of 
preparation of the agenda. Mr. Shaw also iindicated that he would like to present the 
agreement to the Parkland Community Planning Services Board of Directors prior to 
signing, but did not anticipate any concerns with the renewal. 

RECOMMENQATION 

THAT Council of The City of Red Deer approvE~ the renewal of the three-year agreement, as 
presented, between Parkland Community Planning Services and The City of Red Deer. 

--\ 

:-:::7~ ------- . ------

:dmg 

Att. 
c Bill Shaw, Director, P.C.P.S. 

Paul Meyette, Principal Planner, P.C.P.S. 
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Comments: 

I concur with tr1e recommendations of the Acting Community Services Director. 

"G. D. Surk.an" 
Mayor 



FILE 

DATE: February 24, 1998 

TO: Acting Community Services Director 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: PARKLAND COMMUNITY PLANNING SERVICES: AGREEMENT 

Reference Report: Acting Community Services Director, 
dated February 17, 1998 

Resolution:· 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered report 
from the Acting Community Services Director dated February 17, 1998, re: 
Parkland Community Planning Services: Agreement, hereby approves the 
renewal of the three-year agreement as presented to Council February 23, 1998, 
betwieen Parkland Community Planning Services and The City of Red Deer." 

Report Back to Council Required: No 

Comments/Further Action: 

I trust you will be advising Parkland Community Planning Services of Council's decision in this 
regard and proceeding with the signing of the noted agreement. 

6:Y K~s/ 
CityCle1 

/cir I 

c Mr. Bill Shaw,, Director, Parkland Community Planning Services 
Mr. Paul Meyette, Principal Planner, Parkland Community Planning Services 
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Item No. 4 0185 

DATE: February 11 , 1998 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: Engineering Services Manager 

RE: NEW COUNCIL POLICY 
ACQUISITION AND DISPOSA.L OF ROAD WIDENING AREAS 

Attached is a new Council Policy for the Acquisition and Disposal of Road Widening 
Areas within the City. This Policy has been prepared based on a September 20, 1994 
report prepared by the Engineering Services Department and presented to Council on 
March 13, ·1995. Council passed the attach1~d resolution and By-law amendment. 

The purpose of this Policy is to provide direiction to staff in administration of their daily 
duties. 

RECOMMENDATION 

Confirmation of this policy is respectfully requested. 

, //_/' ' ' ) 
-~-~t/ 

Ken G. H~;lop, P. Eng. 
Engineering Services Manager 

KGH/emr 
Att. 



POLICY NO. 

TITLE: 

SECTJION: 
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THE CITY OF RED DEER 
COUNCIL POL.ICY MANUAL 

4315 

Acquisition and l>isposal 
of Road Widenin~1 Areas 

Development Services 

POLICY Sir"ATEMENT 

Page 1 of 2 

Date of Approval: 

Dates of Revision: 

To establish a policy to define the procedures for the acquisition of road 
widening areas, as defined in Section 36 (Setbacks from Streets) of the Land 
Use By-law, and for disposal of previously acquired road widenings that an3 now 
considered surplus to The City's needs. 

1. In cases where a landowner is required to provide road or lane widening 
in areas defined in the Land Use By-law, The City will pay "fair market 
value· for tile land, or the landownE~r may choose to dedicate the~ road 
wideming in return for relaxation of a development permit condition. In this 
casE~. The City will be responsible for the cost of the legal survey. 

2. In the case where a landowner has provided road or lane widenin~J as a 
condition of previous Land Use By-laws and where The City deems such 
road or lane widening to be surplus to The City's needs and the owner 
has expressed a desire to acquire the existing road or lane widening, the 
following will apply: 

a. Where the land was dedicated to The City by the landowner at no 
cost or development relaxation, the land will be returned to the 
samB landowner for a nominal sum. 

b. Where the land was sold to The City, exchanged for a development 
condition relaxation, or dedicated by a different landowner, the land 
will be offered back to the owner at fair market value. 

c. The landowner will be responsible for the cost of lot consolidation 
and legal survey in either scenario (a) or (b). 



POLICY NO. 

TITLE.: 

SECTJIQN: 
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THE CITY OF RED DEER 
COUNCIL POL.ICY MANUAL 

4315 

Acquisition and £)isposal 
of Road Widenin~1 Areas 

Development Services 

Page2 of 2 

Date of Approval: 

Dates of Revision: 

3. The procee~ds and expenditures with regard to the acquisition and 
disposal of land for road widening will be a credit or debit to the Right of 
Way Sales and Acquisition Reserve Fund. 
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Comments.: 

I concur with the recommendations of the Enginieering Services Manager. 

" G. D. Surkan" 
Mayor 



DATE: February 24, 1998 

TO: Engineering Services Manager 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: NEW COUNCIL POLICY NO. 43·15 - ACQUISITION AND DISPOSAL 
OF ROAD WIDENING AREAS 

Reference Report: 

Resolution:· 

Engineering Services Manager. 
Dated February 11 , 1998 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered report 
from the Engineering Services Manag13r dated February 11, 1998, re: New 
Council Polic:y No. 4315 - Acquisition and Disposal of Road Widening Areas, 
hereby approves new Council Policy No. 4315 for inclusion in the Council Policy 
Manual." 

Report Bac.k to Council Required: No 

Comments/Further Action: 

A copy of rn3w Council Policy No. 4315 is attached hereto for your information. This office will 
now be updating the Council Policy Manual and distributing the new policy in due course. 

~::t~.~~ 
</~7/~.~ 

KellyK ss I 
City Clerk / 

/cir 
attchs. 

I 

c Director of Development Services 
Director of Community Services 
C. Rausch 



POLICY NO. 

TITLE.: 

SECTJ'ON: 

-
. 

, 

THE CITY OF RED DEER 
COUNCIL POLICY MANUAL 

4315 

Acquisition and Disposal 
of Road Widening Areas 

Development Services 

POLICY STATEMENT 

Page 1 of 2 

Date of Approval: 
February 23, 1998 

Dates of Revision: 

To establish a policy to define the procedures for the acquisition of road 
widening areas, as defined in Section 36 (Setbacks from Streets) of the Land 
Use By-law, and for disposal of previously acquired road widenings that are1 now 
considered surplus to The City's needs. 

1. In cases where a landowner is required to provide road or lane widening 
in areas defined in the Land Use By-law, The City will pay "fair market 
valw9" for the land, or the landowner may choose to dedicate the road 
widening in return for relaxation of a development permit condition. In this 
case!, The City will be responsible for the cost of the legal survey. 

2. In the case where a landowner has provided road or lane widening as a 
condition of previous Land Use By-laws and where The City deems such 
road or lane widening to be surplus to The City's needs and the owner 
has expressed a desire to acquire th19 existing road or lane widenin~~. the 
following will apply: 

a. Where the land was dedicated to The City by the landowner at no 
cost or development relaxation, the land will be returned to the 
same landowner for a nominal sum. 

b. Where the land was sold to The City, exchanged for a development 
condition relaxation, or dedicated by a different landowner, the land 
will b19 offered back to the owm:ir at fair market value. 

c. The landowner will be responsible for the cost of lot consolidation 
and IE9gal survey in either scenario (a) or (b). 



POLICY NO. 

TITLE: 

SECT,10N: 

THE CITY OF RED DEER 
COUNCIL POLICY MANUAL 

4315 

Acquisition and Disposal 
of Road Widening Areas 

Development Services 

Page2 of 2 

Date of Approval: 
February 23, 1998 

Dates of Revision: 

3. The proceeds and expenditures with regard to the acquisition and 
disposal of lland for road widening will be a credit or debit to the Right of 
Way Sales and Acquisition Reserve Fund. 
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Item No. 5 

CS-6.604 
DATE: February 1 7, 1998 

TO: KELLY KLOSS 
City Clerk 

FROM: COLLEEN JENSEN 
A/Community Services Director 

RE: COMMUNITY LOTTERY BOARDS 

Attached is a report prepared by Lowell Hodgson, Community Services Director, that was 
circulated to Council for information earlier this month. This report gives the background 
of the process that has taken place in Red Deer in the development of our Community 
Lottery Board. In Mr. Hodgson's report, you will note that there are three options outlined 
for Council's consideration. 

Over the pa.st week Paul Meyette, Chairman of the Community Foundation, and I have had 
further discussions with both Judy Gordon, MLA, responsible for Lottery Boards and John 
Pryde, the s1aff pe·rson in Alberta Community Development with primary responsibilities 
for the development of Community Lottery Boards. Through these discussions, it has 
been determined that Option 3, as outlined in Mr Hodgson's report, is not acceptable to 
the Province. Council may recall that there were originally thirteen guidelines that were 
released in the December 2"d, 1997 document from the Province as the "Preview to the CLB 
Grant Program Provincial Funding Guidelines". It is now understood that there are several 
more guidE~lines which have been added, including one which would likely preclude the 
charging of any matching or handling fee and one which will preclude any sort of 
endowment of the lottery money. It is anticipated that these revised guidelines will be 
released in the near future. 

Council is now left with two issues: 

1. The Process of Selecting a Community !Lottery Board: 

As noted by Mr Hodgson, Council has appointed the Red Deer Community Foundation 
to act as the Community Lottery Board, through the establishment of a sub-committee 
to the foundation. The foundation is proceeding with this process with a public 
meetirn;1 on Wednesday, February 25 1

h, 1998. Community members were invited to the 
meetin9 by invitation and through an advertisement in the Red Deer Advocate. The 
intent is rn ensure that a good cross-section of the community will be represented on 
the committee, along with representation from the foundation, and two City 
Councillors. The Community Foundation, of course, has a concern regarding how the 
administration of the lottery monies will be paid. They have clearly indicated that they 
will not take on this responsibility, particularly with the preclusion in the ~Juidelines for 
the endowment of funds. 

2. Fundin~1 the Administration: 

There appear to be two options left for Council regarding the payment of the 
administration for the Lottery Board, which are outlined in Mr. Hodgson's report as 
follows: 
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• The City could provide the $20,000 to the Red Deer Community Foundation to 
administer the program. The foundation feels it could manage with this and they 
would proceed as planned. If, at a later timE~, the Province recognizes its 
responsibility and permits funding for administration, then this could be refunded 
to The City. 

It would appear that there are certainly some efficiencies in having common 
administration of the foundation and the Lottery Board, as this allows for better 
sharinq of grant information and economies of scale .. 

• The City of Red Deer could cover the administrative costs, assigning this 
responsibility to the Community Services Division, with some additional support for 
clerical staff to be given, or to permit: the division to contract this to an individual 
who could operate out of their home. 

It would appear that this option does not lend itself as well to good coordination of 
granting in the community and, therefore, may not be as efficient as providing a 
grant to the foundation. 

• A third option could be considered, and that is to refuse to fund the 
administration,, thereby forfeiting our access to the $1.1 million for which Red Deer 
is eligible. Council has clearly indicated that it is displeased with haviing to pay for 
the administration of this provincial 1~ranting program; however, it would also be 
very difficult for Council to decide to forego the $1 .1 million that will benefit the 
community. 

A final comment is that if Council chooses to procee~d with covering the costs of 
administration for the Community Lottery Board, it would be wise to doc:ument these 
costs. This documentation should then be forwarded to the provincial government with a 
request for reimbursement. It is unacceptable that this downloading should, once again, 
be put on thr municipality. 

The followin~; is reluctantly recommended. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

That Council of The City of Red Deer provide $20,000 to the Red Deer Community 
Foundation to administer the Community Lottery Board, with funding to be noted as a 
"grant to a community agency" and money coming from our reserve funds in 1998, with 
direction to incorporate into the 1998 Community Services budget. Further, the 
foundation should be requested to document any and all administrative costs such that 
The City can forward a request for reimbursement to the Province in protest of being 
forced to accept said cost. 

_,/--':; / )_ 
/ - / '------

,,/, . (. _ _...,...,,.( - - ---......_ -------
(____ £/ -- - --·---------

-C~N JENSE:r'.f-~-// 

:dmg 

c. Paul Meyetie, Principal Planner, P.C.P.S. 
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City Clerk 
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LOWELL R. HODGSON 
Community Services Director 

LOCAL LOTTERY BOARD 

CS-6.597 

Preparing for the April 1" availability of provincial lottery fonds and, in so doing, meeting 
the requirements of Alberta Community Development, has been an exercise of 
considerable frustration. 

• On November 1 '1, at the provincial conference of the Alberta Recreation & Parks 
Associat'io1, terms of reference were released describing how local lottery boards were 
to be fcwned. This release permitted up to four-and-a-half percent of our local 
eligibility 10 be used in administering the program. 

• Three alternatives were explored locally as to appointing a local lottery board, with the 
eventual recommendation to appoint the Red Deer Community Foundation. This, 
Council did. 

• On December 1 't, 1997, this program was taken into Allberta Community Development 
and, with this, the Province eliminated the opportunity for any administrative dollars 
for the llocal boards. While the Province will now process the cheques and do the 
audits, local municipalities are being expected to cover local administrative costs. 

• We have protested this as loudly as is possible. Almost all municipaliti1~s across the 
province f-,ave done likewise; but it seems the Minister is unmovable. 

• Our Red L'eer Community Foundation has indicated that it cannot absorb these costs 
(estimated to be approximately $20,000) and will have to withdraw its offer to serve as 
the local httery board. 

• On Tuesday, February 3rd, a morning article in a Calgary newspaper reported Iris Evans, 
Municipal Affairs Minister, as saying the Government was reversing the earlier decision 
and would now permit two percent for administration. By noon that same day, 
however, MLA Judy Gordon stated that Iris Evans was misinformed and the earlier 
decision stood. This, I say again, has been an exercise in frustration for us. 

The issue for us, then, is where to from hen~? Our Red Deer Community Foundation was 
in the proces·:, of inviting individuals in the community to a workshop/information meeting 
on February ? S'h. From this group, it was intended to form a lottery sub-committee, on 
which Councillors Hughes and Flewwelling would also sit:, with the Community Services 
Director as a non-voting liaison. The Red Deer Community Foundation is willing to 
proceed this way, but would then withdraw after February 2 S'h, and Council would need to 
appoint this new group as the local lottery board. This would permit the process to at 
least continue in an effort to have a board ready to advertise for applications in April. The 
only alternative to this is for the foundation to resign now and for Council to advertise for 
board membership. I would recommend the first option, as the foundation, with its 
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considerable experience in grant administration, could help in selecting people to serve 
and to understand the processes. 

The issue of local administrative costs is still there for us. It seems to me to be totally 
unreasonable for the Province to expect municipalities to carry the cost of delivering a 
provincial grant pro1;iram. That is at least the current status. Non-profit groups and, in 
fact, The City, too, are eligible for approximately $1. l million and so this impasse needs 
to be broken, 1"J>ne way or another. 

May I respectfolly suggest one of three alternatives: 

l. The City of Red Deer could provide $20,000 to the Red Deer Community Foundation to 
administer this program. The foundation feels it could manage with this and they 
would proceed as planned. If, at a later time, the Province recognizes its responsibility 
and permits funding for administration, then this could be refunded to The City. 

2. The City ol Red Deer could cover the administrative costs, assigning this responsibility 
to the Community Services Division, with some additional support for clerical staff to 
be given, or to permit the division to contract this to an individual who could operate 
outoftheir home. 

3. We could place a two percent "matching requirement" on all successful applicants, with 
this amount then used to cover administrative costs. This money would have to come 
from the applicant, not the grant, as the Province won't permit that. This matching 
requireme·tt could then be given to the foundation and it could administer the 
program. I must point out, however, tllat, at the time of writing this report, the 
Province h even saying they will deny this charge. However, I personally believe this 
could be challenged. 

In appointing the Red Deer Community Foundation as the local lottery board, we did so 
knowing that the Province either needs to acknowledge administrative costs or they had to 
permit endowing up to fifty percent of the grant eligibility, so that the foundation could 
use the interest from this endowment to fund administrative costs. It appears the 
Province is unwilling to approve either of those options and so I am at a loss on how to 
proceed, other than attempting to pass this cost on to the organizations that apply and 
receive funding, or for The City to absorb this cost even though it might be under protest. 
I do not believe, however, that we can leave the community at risk of losin~J $1.1 million 
and time is very much of the essence. The local lottery board needs a day-long training 
workshop, in addition to advertising for applications and beginning to process them, as 
one-half of tr is grant eligibility must be distributed by June l st, 1998. 

I wish I was here for this debate. However, Colleen Jensen, Acting Director of Community 
Services, is well informed and she will proceed with whatever direction is given. 

LOWELL R. HODGSON 

:dmg 

c. Colleen Jersen, A/Director of Community Services 



Comments.: 

31-
.) 

As pointed out in thie comments from the Administration, this is an extremely frustrating issue 
which appears to have no reasonable resolution. In fact, we anticipate that the administrative 
load implicated by the grant may even be heavier by early indications that the Province will 
place considerable pressure on local boards to allocate many small grants as opposed to a few 
large grants 10 key projects. This will add to the administrative difficulty in gathering and 
reviewing applications, establishing priorities, ensuring adequate support information is in place 
and then auditing for follow up. We are perplexed by the Province's intransigencE~ in this issue 
but have exhausted all of the reasonable avenw~s of compromise we can identify. 

I recommend Counc:il agree to a $20,000 interim grant to the Red Deer Community Foundation 
to ensure that we can proceed with the administration of the! program. Further, I recommend 
that Council documemt all costs as recommende~d by the Administration and that we continue to 
work with our Provincial representative to reach a more reasonable conclusion than this. 

"G. D. Surkan" 
Mayor 



DATE: February 24, 1998 

TO: Acting Community Services Director 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: COMMUNITY LOTTERY BOARDS 

Reference Report: Acting Community Services Director, 
dated February 17, 1998 

Resolution: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered 1report 
from the Acting Community Services Director dated February 17, 1998, re: 
Community Lottery Boards, hereby agree~s: 

1. That a $20,000 initial grant be provided to the Red Deer 
Community Foundation to proceed with the administration of the 
program with said grant being funded by 1998 Reserve Funds; 

2. That all administrative costs in relation to this program be 
documented by the Foundation; 

3. That The City continue to work with the Province towards a more 
reasonable conclusion, 

and as presented to Council February 23, 1998." 

Report Back to Council Required: 

Comments/Further Action: 

c Director of Community Services 
Principal Planner 

Yes 
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COMMUNITY LOnERY 

PROGRAM SECRETARIAT 

/.... . 1-1 od (j ~c?~ 
J/. l<,<._o~S 

Judy Gordon, Chaim1an 
MLA, Lacombe-Stettler 

Community Lottery Program Secreta1riat 
620 Legislature Annex 

MU~ Lacombe Stettler 
203 Legislature Building 
Edmonton, Alberta 
Canada 

9718 - 107 Street 
Edmonton, Alberta 
T5K 1E4 
Telephone 403/415-1363 
Fax 403/415-1364 

Her Worship, Gail Surkan 
Mayor 
City of Red Deer 
Box 5008 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N3T4 

Dear~an~t' • 

T5K2B6 
Telephone 403/427--1807 
Fal< 403/427-1234 

February 20, 1q9g 

./ ~ ( ' /, 

Lacombe Stettler 
Constituency Office 
Telephone 403/782-n2s 
Fax 4031782-3307 

FEB i 71908 

I am in receipt of a Motion of the City of Red Deer regarding the appointment of the Red Deer 
Community ]Foundation, as the community lottery board for the City of Red Deer. 

The CLB Grant Program was designed and implemented based upon the input of Albertans. The 
model was not arrived at without extensive thought based upon the input and research that was 
undertaken. To consider an exception to implementing the program in the City of Red Deer 
Region, or any other region, would not fulfill the intent of the program design nor maintain the 
integrity of the public input received. 

Much discussion and debate has centered around the implementation of the program. A number 
of adjustments were made prior to the December 2, 1997 release of the final guidelines. I would 
like to summarize these guidelines with respect of the nominating process request1:!d of Municipal 
Councils. 

1. Municipal councils in each city region will be responsible for appointing a nominating 
committee consisting of the following: 

Cities: members of council 
2. Nominating committees are responsible for establishing the membership of community 

lottery boards. Existing municipal boards or their membership in whole, cannot be 
appointed as a community lottery board. 

3. Council members appointed to each regional nominating committee will convene a 
meetilng to implement the process for establishing the final membership of the board. (The 
specifics of the process are stated on pages 4 and 5 of the guideline document previously 
provided to all municipalities.) 

4. Nominating committees will publicly seek nominations or applications for prospective 
board members. The nominating committee will ensure community members have ample 
opportunity to apply for a position on the board. 

. .. cont. 
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5. No more than two municipal councilors will be appointed to a board. 

If after initiating a public recruitment process, the nominating committee decides that an existing 
community foundation has the best possible cross-community representation available, the 
membership of that community foundation could be appointed as the membership of their 
community lottery board. 

Community lottery boards will be required to incorporate as a separate society, with Alberta 
Community Development paying the name search and incorporation fee costs on behalf of each 
new board. This enables the board, as a separate legal entity, to sign an agreement with Alberta 
Community Development to provide accountable service in administering the local grant process. 
For any existing society to make adjustments to their objects and by-laws to align to the program 
would prove: as costly as establishing a new society with objects and by-laws that support the 
integrity of the program. 

Community Lottery Board Grant Program funds are not available for endowment purposes, nor 
will boards be able to receive funds directly through this program. Therefore, condition one of 
your motion can not be met. 

Should your council wish to seek further clarification, I would be pleased to make arrangements 
to meet with you at your convenience. 

I look forward to working with the City of Red Deer as we move forward together to ensure that 
the residents: of Red Deer benefit from the more than $1 million dollars that is available this year 
through the program. 

Sincerely, 

~\Jd71~~()\_ 
U Jud1 Gordon 

cc: Honourable Shirley McClellan 
Minister of Community Development 

Honourable Stockwell Day, MLA 
Red Deer North 

Victor Doerksen, MLA 
Red Deer South 

Chair 
Community Lottery Program Secretariat 
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Item No. 6 

DATE: February 17, 1998 

TO: Kelly Kloss, City Clerk 

FROM: Alan Scott, Land and Economic Development Manager 

RE: RAW LAND ACQUISITION - NW% 23-38-27-W4M 

On January 21. 1998, the City of Red Deer made a conditional otter to purchase the above 
quarter section tor future residential land development. The otter was accE~pted by the 
owners of the property on January 23, 1998, subject to the following conditions: 

a) Obtaining final approval of the purchasE! from the City of Red Deer. 
b) Obtaining approval of the purchase from the County of Red Deer. 
c) Completing a Level 1 Environmental Assessment. 

Closing date lor removal of the conditions is March 1, 199B, with the purchase price to be 
paid and title conveyed no later than March 11, 1998. The1 purchase price is $1,605,000, 
payable at t1ime of closing. The purchase price works out to $10,095 per acre. 

As you are aware, County Council approval was obtained on February 3, 1998. This 
approval was necessary as the quarter section is presently located in the County of Red 
Deer, and the Municipal Government Act requires that municipalities obtain the approval for 
the purchase of land from the municipality in which the property is located. A Level 1 
Environmental Assessment has been ordered and should be completed prior to March 1, 
1998. 

The Land Bank Business Plan, adopted by Council, requires that the City develop 25% of 
new residential building lots. This Plan was negotiated with private sector developers a 
number of years ago, and is updated annually. In order to meet the 2:5% level of 
development. and given the anticipated development lev13ls over the next three to five 
years, the City will require 25 to 35 acres of raw lancl annually. We will complete 
development of the Lancaster quarter in 1998, together with a forty lot phase of Kentwood. 
In 1999, we plan to move into the southern Lancaster quarter, and we expect this quarter 
section will till our development needs for six years (until 2005). This is the last quarter 
section of land the City owns south of the river. 

The quarter section of land which we have entered into a conditional agreemEmt on, would 
allow the City to extend its commitment tor residential land development for a further six 
years, until 2011 or 2012. 

21 ... 
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North of the river, we have an adequate supply of undeveloped residentiall land. The 
remainder of the Kentwood subdivision, the Johnston quartE!r section located to the west of 
Taylor Drive and south of Edgar Industrial Park, and the Oriole Park south area, should be 
sufficient to meet the City's requirements for at least fifteen years. 

We believe the purchase of the quarter section identified in this report is excellent value for 
the City's Land Bank. It fits in well with our development plans, inasmuch as it is probably 
six to seven years away from receiving servic1a extensions. The price properly reflects the 
delay in development, allowing us to hold it until the completion of our Lancaster Meadows 
development. 

RECOMMENDATION 

We recommend that Council approve the purchase of NW % 23-38-27-W4M for future 
residential land dev13lopment. 

Respectfully ~;ubmitted, 

I ~L 
Al~~tt 
Land and Ewnomic: Development Manager 

AVS/mm 
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No. 23 

Office of the CAO 
4758 • 32nd Street, RED DEER, AB T4N OMS 

February 10, 1998 

Mayor Gall Surkan 
City of Red Deer 
Box 5008 
RED DEER, AB T4N 3T4 

Dear Ma.y._)r Surkan 

Phom~: 350-2152 
Fax: 346-9840 

Your letter in regard to the City of Red Deer's offer to purchase NW 23-38-27-W4, 
which is located in the County of Red Deer, was presented at the February 3, 1998, 
regular meeting of County Council. 

After discussion, a motion was passed whereby the County of Red Deer endorses the 
City of Red Deer's request to acquire NW 23-38-27-W4 to be used for future City 
growth. As this is good agricultural land, the Council's hopes were that this land would 
continued to be used for that purpose until actual development occurs. 

This letter confinns that the County of Red Deer agrees with the City of Red Deer's 
proceedinr with the purchase of this land. 

Yours tml 1 

COUNTY OF RED DEER NO. 23 

?;(:, '~~,' r£% ~~{· .~1\v 
Maurice L1.·wis, Reeve 

nel - ___ ,, __ ··~-·· ·•. '~-""-········-···"-~· 
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Long-term Goal: To aggressively promote tourism as a key component of economic development 
in Redl Deer and the region. 

Strategies: 

2.2.1 Continue to support the Visitor and Convention Bureau in fulfilling its role in cc>ordination and 
oromotion of tourism. 

2.2.2 Encourage other relevant community stakeholders to actively support tourism and tourism 
promotion .. 

2.2.3 Encourage and support effective public-private partnerships (e.g., Convention Marketing 
Consortium) to market Red Deer's wide range of facilities, amenities and opportunities to key 
tourist markets. 

2.2.4 Develop specific strategies regarding The City's participation in the hosting of major events. 

LAND DEVE:LOPMENT 

Land development is one of the key elements affecting eoonomic development in Red Deer. The role 
of the City Land Bank has been refined to encourage greater private sector participation in residential 
develo1pment. The City continues to be the primary supplier of serviced industrial lots. 

Long-term Goal: To ensure availability of a supply of reasonably priced, serviced residential 
and commercial/industrial land required to support the achievement of Red Deer's economic 
develcipment goals. 

Strategies: 

2.3.1 Maintain a City presence in land development to ensure long-range, balanced development 
of the c:ommunity, and the availability of lots for individuals and small builders. 

2.3.2 Maintain The City's market share of residential lot sales at 25% and actively encourage 
private sector participation in the development, marketing and sale of commercial/industrial 
1and. 

2.3.3 Sell Cit:v land at market value and, where appropriate, make land available to developers in 
accordance with approved land use plans. 

2.3.4 Continue to reduce The City's current land inventory, particularly industrial land. 

2.3.5 Work with appropriate stakeholders to encourage the development of housing within the 
downtown core. 

2.3.6 Work ieooperatively with surrounding municipalities to ensure short and longer-term 
mfrastructure compatibility .. 

13 
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Comments.: 

I concur with the recommendations of the Land and Economic Development Manager that we 
proceed with 1he purchase of this property. 

As Council is aware, some members of the development industry, particularly Melear, continue 
to raise concerns about the City's involvememt in land development. Our Strategic Plan, 
attached hereto, sets out Council's direction with respect to land development. It is legitimate to 
suggest tha1t a review of the City's involvement in land banking should take place and should be 
done in a fashion that allows broad input from the industry and from the public generally. 
Council may wish to consider the timing and nature of such a review when it reviews its 
Strategic Pllan in the Spring of 1999. In the meantime, the purchase of this property is 
appropriate and timHly to ensure that our options remain open. Should Council, in reviewing its 
Strategic Plan. determine a different direction than the current one, the property can always be 
resold or divested in any one of a number of ways. 

"G. D. Surkan" 
Mayor 



FILE 

DATE: February 24, 1998 

TO: Land and Economic Development Manager 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: RAW LAND ACQUISITION -NW~ 23-38-27-W4M 

Reference fleport: 

Resolution: 

Land and Economic Development Manager, 
dated February 17, 1998 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered report 
from the Land and Economic Development Manager dated February 17, 1998, 
re: Raw Land Acquisition - NW V4 23-38-27-W4M, hereby approves the purchase 
of NW 1/4 23-:38-27-W4M for future land development at a cost of $1,605,000.00, 
and as presented to Council February 23, 1998." 

Report Back to Council Required: No 

Comments/Further Action: 

Council further agreeid to: 

1. Meet with UDI to discuss the City's long range development plans. Land and Economic 
Deve!lopment Manager to coordinate. 

2. Review the involvement of the City in land development during the 1999 City's Strategic 

~f ~rl< / 
/ 

/cir 
/ 

c Director of De~velopment Services 
Director of Community Services 
Director of Corporate Services 
Pat Shaw, Corporate Planning Coordinator 

Reeve Maurice Lewis, County of Red Deer 
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RED DE~R REGIONAL AIRPORT AUTHORITY 

January 22nd,1'998 

Mayor Gail Surk.an 
City of R.ed Deer 
5420 - 47 Street 
Red Deer. Alberta 
T4N 6Z4 

Dear Mayor Surkan: 

I 

Further to recent discussio~
1

s with Bryan Jeffers and Allan Wilcock, the Red 
Deer Regional Airport Auth rity would welcome the opportunity to appear before 
City Co1uncil on February 2 d. 1998. 

The purpose of the appear noe would be to update Council on our negotiations 
with Transport Canada for e takeover of the Airport. Don Oszli has prepared 
current financial informati that will be forwarded directly to you today from his 
office and is to become pa bf this documentation for distribution . 

Thank you for your continur~ interest in this project and if you have any 
questions please feel free r· call. . 

Yours sincerely, 1 · 

~I 
I 

Merv Phillips - Chair i 
Red Deer Regional Airport/Authority 

I 

I 
I 
I 

Box 3·:0. Pcnhold, AB TOM lRO Ph. (403) 886-·4712 Fax (403) 88j5-2685 
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RED DEER AIRPORT AUTHORITY 
FORECASTED FINANCIAL STATEMENTS 

ASSUMPTIONS 

1. Landiing fees based upon 19Q8 city budget, which reflects revised fee schedule, increased 
at thE1 rate of :5% per year. 

2. Tie dc:>wn fees based upon 1998 city budget. which reflects revised fee schedule, increased 
at the rate of .5% per year. 

3. Aviatlion fuel tax based upon 1996 city budget, which reflects revised fee schedule, 
increased at the rate of 5% per year. 

4. Existing rent maintained at amounts as per 1998 city budget. Buildings 1, 21" 50, 51, and 
49 assumed to be sold in 1999. Proceeds assumed to be equal to rental revenue 
capitalized at a rate of 10%. Land rentals are assumed to increase at a rate of 5% per 
annum for new land leases. This budget has not taken into account the possibility of land 
sales. The budgeted figures have also assumed that the rent paid by Nav Canada will 
continue at its current rate. Should Nav Canada decide to curtail its operations at Red 
Deer, rental revenues would decrease by approximately $23,000 per annum .. 

5. Airshow assumed to take place every second year. City is assumed to contribute $10,000 
as in past years. Additional revenue is offset by additional costs for landscaping, mowing 
etc., which would be performed by the Authority. 

6. Landscaping, mowing and snow removal costs based upon 1998 City budget figures 
(except equipment rental) and have been increased at a rate of 5% per year to reflect 
increHed activity at the airport. Additional costs would be incurred for additional snow 
removal over a larger area than at present as well as more frequently. Snow removal may 
have to be more frequent on weekends and holidays as activity increases. Equipment 
rental reflects City's internal rental charge for equipment. Authority has ac;counted for 
equipment replacement as a contribution to capital reserve at a rate of 5% of estimated fair 
value, of equipment. 

7. Lighti:ng costs, with the exception of electricity, have been held constant at 1998 levels. By 
replacing existing VASI lights with PAPI lights, maintenance costs should decrease, 
however, increased activity at the airport has been assumed to push costs up. Electricity 
has been increased by 5% per annum to reflect increased activi1y. 

8. Crack filling/asphalt has been kept COn$tant at the 1998 City budget level. It has been 
assumed that If runways and taxiways are resurfaced. maintenance should remain 
constant. 

e. Sanitary/wate1r have been kept constant at the 1998 City budget level. 

10. Administration costs have been kept at the same level as 1998 City budget with the 
exception of profes&ional fees and office expenses. Estimated costs for annual audit as 
well as additional office expenses have been included. The City does not appear to directly 
charne airport for accounting, audit or clerical expenses. 
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11. Capital expenditure& have been derived from the City budget and from "Proposal for 
takec1ver of the Red Deer Regional Airport" document submitted to the Federal ,government 
in April 1997. 

12. City c:>perating contributions have been kept constant at the 1998 budget deficit level. 
Capital contributions have been derived from the City Airport Capital Budget Forecast. 

13. County contributions have been increased at the rate of 5% per annum. The budget has 
assumed that the Authority would provide for all snow removal, utility repairs and 
maintenance 1costs. To offset these costs, it has been assumed that the increased activity 
would generate additional taxes to the County of Red Deer which would be passed on in 
part to the Authority. 

14. Reserves/Interest represents funds held by the City on account of sales of airport buildings. 
The budget has assumed the funds would be allocated to the airport or that interest earned 
on the funds would continue to be allocated to the Airport. An interest rate of 7% has been 
utilized 

15. The province is assumed to contribute funds to resurface existing taxiways and runways 
throuigh its ex1isting infrastructure programs. 
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400-004 

DATE: February 12, 1998 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: Director of Development Services 

RE: RED DEER REGIONAL AIRPORT AUTHORITY 

Following rieceipt of the material from the Authority, we called Mr. Phillips to discuss the 
matter. Subsequently, we met to further investigate the issues. 

When the Authority was last before Council, they presented a preliminary business plan 
for the Airport. This plan envisioned a financial contribution from The City, roughly 
equivalent to our annual operating deficit. This subsidy was to continue at that amount 
for ten years 

The Authority has now reviewed the operation in more detail and essentially completed 
negotiations with Transport Canada. They have revised their request to The City, as 
outlined in their attached cash flow information. 

The Authoritv is now requesting financial assistance in three areas. We will deal with 
each separately. 

The first is a ten year commitment to provide $145,000 per year for the next ten years. 
This is very similar to what was originally presented and we have no concern with this 
request. 

Their second request is that The City reserve of approximately $372,000 be~ turned over 
to them. Presently the interest from this reserve is used by The City to offset operating 
costs. The! Authority will be able to expand on their proposed use of the fund. 

The third request involves The City contributing $436,500 towards proposed capital 
improvememts through the year 1999-2000. The 1998 Capital Budget presented to 
Council anticipated $230,000 of expenditure~ in the year 2002. 

After meeting with Mr. Phillips and Mr. Osli from the Authority, we have reviewed the 
matter and would offer the Council the following course of action. 

1. AgrnP to the annual funding of $145,000 for the next ten years. The amount is 
fixed and not indexed. 
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2. Agre1e to provide the interest from the reserve to the Authority for the next five 
years. At 1that time, Council will review the matter and, if satisfied that the 
Authority's operation of the Airport is sound, the fund could then be turned over 
to them to be managed. If the funding is turned over to the .Authority, we would 
not c:ontinue1 to provide the annual interest contribution. 

3. Agre1e to provide assistance for capital projects in the amount of $40,000 per 
year for thH next five years. This equates to the approximate cost of the 
maintenanc19 building replacement that Administration projected in 2002. The 
Authority should be encouraged to approach The County for financial assistance 
with U•e capital projects. 

4. All of the above conditions would be subject to a mutually satisfactory Agreement 
being prepared between the Authority and The City. 

c. Public VVorks Manager 
c. Director of Corporate Services 
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Comments:: 

I concur with the recommendations of the Director of Development Services. 

"G. D. Surkan" 
Mayor 



Offi.f:e of th~~ City Clerk 

February 24, 1998 

Redl Deer Riegional Airport Authority 
Box 370 
Pen hold, AB TOM 1 RO 

Att: Mr. Men1 Phillips, Chair 

Dear Mr. Phillips: 

FILE 

Faxed To: 886-2685 

RE: RED' DEER REGIONAL AIRPORT AUTHORITY I REQUEST FOR FUNDING 

At the City of Red Deer's Council Meeting held Monday, February 23, 1998, consideration was 
given to yoU1r correspondence dated January 22, 1998 regarding the above. At that meeting, 
Council passed the following resolution: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered 
corrnspondence from the Red Deer Regional Airport Authority dated January 22, 
1998, re: Red Deer Regional Airport Authority, hereby agrees: 

1. To provide annual funding of $145,000 for the next ten years. 

2. To provide the interest from the Airport Reserve to the Authority 
tor the next five years. At that time, Council shall reviE~w this 
matter. If satisfied that the Authority's operation of the Airport is 
sound, the reserve will then be turned over to the Authority to be 
managed. If the reserve is turned over to the Authority, the City 
would discontinue providing the annual interest contribution. 

3. To provide assistance for capital projects in the amount of 
$40,000 per year for the next five years and encourage the 
Authority to approach The County for financial assistance with 
capital projects. 

4. That all of the above conditions be subject to a mutually 
satisfactory agreement being prepared between the Authority and 
The City, 

and as presented to Council February 23, 1998." 

4914 • 48th Avenue, Red Deer, AB Canada T4N 3T4 
Tel: f403) 34!~-8132 Fax: (403) 346-6195 E-mail: cityclerk@city.red-deer.ab.ca Web: http://www.city.red-deer.ab.ca 



Reel Deer Riegional Airport Authority 
February 24, 1998 
Page~~ 

Please do not hesitate to contact me should you require any further information or clarification 
regarding Council's decision in this regard. 

Sincerely, 

/ 

~ / 
Kelly Kl s 
City Cl rk 

/cir 
attclhs 

c Director of Development Services 
Director of Community Services 
Director of Corporate Services 
Public Works Manager 
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Office of the City Clerk 

February 24, 1998 

Red Deer Regional Airport Authority 
·Box 370 
Penhold1 AB TOM 1 RO 

Att: Mr. Merv Phillips, Chair 

Dear Mr. Phillips: 

' 

Faxed To: 886-2685 

RE: RED DEER REGIONAL AIRPORT AUTHORnY I REQUEST FOR FUNDING 

~001 

At the City of Red Deer's Council Meeting held Monday, February 23, 1998, consideration was 
given to your correspondence dated January 22, 1998 regarding the above. At that meeting, 
Council passed the following resolution: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered 
correspondence from the Red Deer Regional Airport Authority dated January 22, 
1998, re: Red Deer Regional Airport Authori y, hereby agrees: 

1. To provide annual funding of $145,01)0 for the next ten years. 

2. To provide the interest from the Airport .Reserve to the Authority 
for the next five years. At that time, Council shall review this 
matter. If satisfied that the Authority's operation of the Airport 1s 
sound, the reserve will then be turned over to the Authority to be 
managed. If the reserve is turned over to the Authority, the City 
would discontinue providing the annt. al interest contribution. 

3. To provide assistance for capital projects in the amount of 
$40,000 per year for the next five years and encourage the 
Authority to approach The County for financial assistance with 
capital projects. 



Item No. 2 

City Clerk 
P.O. Box ~. )08 
Red Deer, \B 
T4N 3T4 

27 Janua:t) 1998, 

Mr. Kelly l·, loss: 

49 

.I. 

• I .. 

' CITY Of RED iiEER ,j -··.-
With regard to my telephone conversation with you on the 21 January 1998, I would 
like to expr1!ss my concern with the 2 hour parking signs on 52 Avenue. These signs 
are located on the: east side ofWaskasoo Manor, and are limiting the parking capability 
of the tenants who reside here. This is a forty unit complex, and forty-five 
underground stalls are available to the tenants, many of whom have two vehicles. The 
five extrn underground stalls and the six (6) on the north sidt~ of the building, total 
eleven ( 11 1 extra spaces for 40 tenants and their guests. 

Many of the tenants are shift workers, who are receiving tickets during the day while 
they are sleeping. Another inconvenience arises when the residents have guests visiting 
from out or town,. and they are required to move every 2 hours. 

I am not :rtsking fo1: preferential treatment, however the apartments: at the ~•outh 
end of 52 Ave. (~Nestview and Aspenwood) have no 2 hour limit and! I think it 
unfair that the t•mants be penalized for a hospital staff parking problem. The 
design of Inglewood Apartments located south ofWaskasoo Manor, allows for ample 
off-street parking and subsequently are not affected by these signs. I am aware that the 
city is hesitant to remove the limited parking signs because of the problems in the: past, 
and because Waskasoo Manor are the only ones affected along this street, I would 
hope that tne following proposal might: satisfy everyone concerned. 
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-2-

I would litk;; to sugge~st that between 5 to 10 visitor/resident pass be mad~~ available for 
my tenants. and that they would only be able to acquirn through me. I understand that 
this system works quite well in the city of Calgary, and may solve the predicament here. 
If this is po :;sible, I would ensure that strict guidelines would be enforced and if any 
abuse occu · s., the passes would be rescinded. I have included a diagram and have:: 
highlighted the arna that the tenants would only be allowed to park in (this limit will 
ensure th.at residential parking on the east side of the street, remains unaffected). 

Thank you !Or your investigation into this matter and I look fr>rward to hearing from 
you in the n1ear future~. 

Si?Cerely, !""/ '-·· 
/;' M:.<! &_, <, z;/;i,.~'-r_, 

Veneta Fonner 
Manageme1t 
Waskasoo \1anor 
#302B, 37:::0-52 Av<::., 
Red Deer, \B 
347-3256 
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M[-~,~O 
DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

Februiary 09, 1998 

KELLY KLOSS 
City Clerk 

RYAN STRADER 
Inspections & Licensing Manager 

WASKASOO MANOR PARKING CONCERNS 
3720 · 52 AVENUE 
LOT f;A, BLOCK 6, PLAN 802005 

In response to your memo of February 2, 1998, regarding the above referenced, we have the 
following comments for Council's consideration. 

Two hour maximum parking at the Waskasoo Manor and other locations surrounding the 
hospital was installod at the request of the residents in this area, as most of the on-street 
parking was being taken up by hospital staff or visitors to the hospital. 

In the applicant's letter, there is reference made to on site parking not being adequate for the 
tenant's needs, and goes on to mention that 45 parking spaces are provided. The approved 
plan for development of this site shows 60 stalls being provided on site. The Laind Use Bylaw 
parking requirements in effect at the time of development required 60 stalls. 

Permit parking has been discussed on several occasions to resolve the parking problem in 
various areas. Our concern has been the issue of staff time to administer suc:h a program. 
Certainly, as described by the applicant, there wouldn't be a lot of work., however it would be 
reasonable to expect other areas with similar parking concerns to request this type of program 
which would involve considerable staff time such as additional enforcement staff. 

RECOMMENDATION: That no action be taken on the applicant's request, however the 
apartment owners should be contacted and requested to install the required parking. 

Sincerely, 

RY AN STRADER 
Inspections & Licensing Department 

RS:yd 



THE CITY OF RED DEER - LAND USE BYLAW F7 

SCALE 1 :5000 
21-NOV-1997 

LAND USE DISTRICTS 
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20 R3 23 
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• 
R3 

----t 34ST 

BYLAW NUMBER-3156/96 

AMENDMENTS: 
31561 DD - 97 17 - Nov- 1997 

SEE SECTION SIX FOR 
LANDUSI: DISTRICT DEFINITIONS 

8 F8 GS 

7 F7 G7 
6 FG G6 

N.E.~ - 8-38-27-4 
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Comments:: 

I concur with the rncommendations of the Inspections and Licensing Manager. As Council is 
aware, resident parking requirements are always intended to be managed off strHet. The same 
is true for this building as is evident with the original development approval requiriing 60 parking 
spaces. It is difficult to resolve this in any other way without seriously reflecting on the integrity 
of parking requiremi::mts elsewhere in the city. 

"G .. D. Surkan" 
Mayor 



Office of the City Clerk 

Fe~bruary 24, 1998 

Ms. Veneta Fortner 
ManagemEmt, Waskasoo Manor 
3028, 3720 - 52 Avenue 
Re~d Deer, AB T4N 4J5 

De~ar Ms. Fortner: 

RE: WASKASOO MANOR PARKING CONCERNS I 3720 - 52 AVENUE 

At The City of Red Deer's Council Meeting held Monday, February 23, 1998, consideration 
was given to your correspondence dated January 27, 1998, regardin!~ the above. At that 
meeting, Council passed the following resolution: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered 
correspondence from Ms. Veneta Fortner dated January 27, 1998, re: Waskasoo 
Manor Parking Concerns I 3720 - 52 Avenue (Lot 6A, Block 6, Plan 802005) -
Request For On Street Parking Passes, hereby agrees to deny said request." 

You may wish to contact Mr. Ryan Strader, Inspections and Licensing Manager, at 342-8195, 
to further discuss the issue of providing some additional off street parking for Waskasoo 
Manor. 

Thank you for taking the time to attend the Council Meeting. 

Sincerely, 
/ 

l/ /; 

~ ~~/ I 
Kelly Klosr 
City Clerk 

/cir 

c Director of Development Services 
Director of Community Services 
Inspections & Licensing Manager 

4914 - 48th Avenue, Red Deer, AB Canada T4N 3T4 
Tel (403) 34l2-8132 Fax: (403) 346-6195 E-mail: cityclerk@city.red-deer.ab.ca Web: http://www.city.red-deer.ab.ca 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

February 2, ·1998 

DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVICES 

DIRECTOR OF CORPORATE SERVICES 

DIRECTOR OF DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 

CITY ASSESSOR 

E. L. & P. MANAGER 

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT MANAGER 

FIRE CHIEF (EMERGENCY SERVICES) 

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY SERVICES MANAGER 

X INSPECTIONS AND LICENSING MANAGER 

LAND AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGER 

PERSONNEL MANAGER 

PUBLIC WORKS MANAGER 

R.C.M.P. INSPECTOR - C/O: WENDY 

RECREATION, PARKS & CULTURE MANAGER 

SOCIAL PLANNING MANAGER 

TRANSIT MANAGER 

TREASURY SERVICES MANAGER 

PRINCIPAL PLANNER 

CITY SOLICITOR 

CITY CLERK 

Waskasoo Manor Parking Concerns 

Please submit comments on the attached to this office by February 17, 19H8 for the 

Council A~~rn1da of Monday, February 23, 1998. 

"Kelly Kloss 

City Clerk 



Offi.ce of tbe City Clerk 

February 2,,1 998 

Veneta Fortner, Manager 
Waskasoo Manor 
#3028, 3720 - 52 Avenue 
Red Deer, AB T 4N 4J5 

Dear Ms. Fortner: 

I am in rece!ipt of your letter dated January 27, 1998 rB: 52 Avenue 2 Hour Limited Parking. 

Your request has been circulated to City Administration for comments and possible resolution. 
If necessary, this item may be placed on the Agenda at a regular meeting of Red Deer City 
Council and you will be notified as to the date. 

If you have any questions or require further assistance, please do not hesitate to contact me. 

Sincerely, .... 

~~ 
~7~7 
Kell{ Kloss 
City Clerk 

KK/fni 

4914 - 481h Avenue, Red Deer, AB Canada T4N 3T4 
Te.I: !403) 34~~8132 Fax: (403) 346-6195 E-mail: cityclerk@city.red-deer.ab.ca Web: http://www.city.red-deer.ab.ca 



Item No. 1 
Bylaws 

55 

BYLAW NO. 2933/A-98 

Being a bylaw to amend Bylaw No. 2933/87, The Red Deer Industrial Airport Fee 
Bylaw. 

NOW THEREFORE, THE MUNICIPAL COUNCIL. OF THE CITY OF RED DEER, IN 
THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, DULY ASSEMBLED, ENACTS AS FOLLOWS: 

Bylaw No. 2933/87 is hereby amended as follows: 

1 By dE~leting Schedule "A-91" in its entirety and replacing same with the attached 
Schedule "A". 

READ A FIPST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 

READ A TH RD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 

day of 

day of 

day of 

AND SIGt\IE D BY THE MAYOR AND CITY CLERK this day of 

MAYOR CITY CLERK 

A.O. 1998. 

A.O. 1998. 

A.O. 1998. 

A.O. 1998. 
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Bylaw No. 2933/A-98 

RED DEER INDUSTRIAL AIRPORT FEE BYLAW 

SCHEDULE "A" 

Landing Fees 

Local Aircraft 
Government Aircraft ·· 
Itinerant Airc'aft 

no charge 
no charge 

Page 1 of 3 

charged at the following rates, based on gross take-off weight 
as quoted in Transport Canada Air Traffic Designator Manual 
TP 143: 

- under 4,000 kg - free 
- 4 000 kg and above - $1.75 per 1,000 kg 

Aircraft Parking and Tie Down Fees 

First 24 hours free for all aircraft. 

Single Engine Aircraft 

With electrical plug1-in 

Multi-engine Aircraft 
to 12,000 ~~g 

Multi Engine Aircraft 
12,001 to 118.000 kg 

Multi Engine Aircraft 
18,001 to ~m.ooo kg 

Multi Engine Aircraft 
30,001 kg and above 

Vehicle Parking 

With electrical plug-in 
Without elEKtrical plug-in 

each additional day $5.00 to a maximum of $20.00 per 
calendar month 

$8.00 first 24 hours 
$3.00 each additional day to a maximum of $100.00 per 
calendar month, inclusive 

each additional day $5.00 to a maximum olf 
$45.00 per calendar month 

each additional day $5.00 to a maximum o-f 
$55.00 per calendar month 

each additional day $5.00 to a maximum o"f 
$95.00 per calendar month 

each additional day $10.00 to a maximum 
of $180.00 per calendar month 

$5.00 first 24 hours, $2.50 each additional day 
No charge 

Vehicles parked in excess of 7 days may be towed at the owner's BxpensE!, unless prior 
arrangeme!nts are made with the Airport Supervisor. 
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Bylaw No. 2933/ A-98 

RED DEER INDUSTRIAL AIRPORT FEE BYLAW 

Aviation Fuel Taxes 

Aviation Fuel 
Turbo Fuel 

Water and Wastewater 

SCHEDULE "A" 

$0.02 litre sold 
$0.03 litre sold 

$0. 71 per cubic metre 

Page 2 of 3 

Water 
Wastewate1r $1.23 per cubic metre, based on 80% of thH water used 

Water and Wastewater rates are subject to adjustment based on the rate charged to The 
City of Reel Deer by the supplier. 

Special Event FeE!S 

The use of a designated portion of the Airport grounds requires that a License to Occupy be 
obtained from The City of Red Deer a minimum of 30 days prior to any event being held. 
Events that requim the use of hay lands are subject to special conditions and require the 
promoter to make application for a License to Occupy no later than April 1 of that year. 
Events that involve spectators will be charged the following rates: 

Static Displays of Aircraft 

Fly-ins or other aircraft related events that do not involve demonstrations of flight are 
bille1d at $10.00, if no admission or collections are taken. If admission or collections 
are taken, $10.00 plus 15% of the daily gross gate receipts will be charged. These 
events are subject to prior approval by the Public Works Department. A maximum of 
48 hours for any one event will be allowed. 

Air.shows, Competitions or Other Special Events 

No admission or collection taken 
- minimum of $100.00 per 24 hour period 

Admission or collection taken 
minimum of $100.00 per 24 hour period 
15% of the first $1,500.00 (both advance and gate salHs) and 5% of 
the remainder 
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Bylaw No. 2933/ A-98 

RED DEER INDUSTRIAL AIRPORT FEE BYLAW 

SCHEDULE "A" 
Page 3 of 3 

Concession, Food and Novelty Sales 

$50.00 per event (holders of local business license) 
$100.00 license plus $50.00 per event (if no local businBss license is 
held) 

All le!~al fees, insurance, crowd control, set-up of grounds and clean-up are the 
responsibility of the promoter. Any work required by City forces will be billed at cost 
plus 10%. 

Minimum Billings 

Airport usage fees will be accumulated until the sum is greater than The City of Red Deer 
minimum bill ng. F1ees less than the minimum billing as of December 31 of each year will be 
waived. 

Non-Payment Penalties 

Interest of 1.5% per month on the unpaid balance. 

The Goods and Services Tax will be added to applicable goods and services. 
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Item No. 2 

BYLAW NO. 2960/A-98 

Being a bylaw to amend Bylaw No. 2960/88, The Utility Bylaw of The City of Red Deer. 

NOW THEREFORE, THE MUNICIPAL COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER, IN 
THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, DULY ASSEMBLED, ENACTS AS FOLLOWS: 

Bylaw No. 2960/88 is hereby amended: 

1 Section 33, by deleting "10%" and replacing same with "5%". 

2 By deleting in its entirety Schedule "A" and replacing same with the attached new 
Schedule "A". 

3 By deleting in its entirety Schedule "B" and replacing same with the attached new 
Schedule "B". 

4 By deleting in its entirety Schedule "D" and replacing same with the attached new 
Schedule "D". 

READ A FIF~ST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.O. 1998. 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.O. 1998. 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.O. 1998. 

AND SIGNED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY CLERK this day of A.O. 1998. 

MAYOR CITY CLERK 
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Bylaw INo. 2960/A-98 
SCHEDULE "A" 

Page 1 of 5 
PARTS 

WATER RATES 

Every consumer shall pay for water supplied to him the aggregate of amount 
determined as follows: 

1. A consumption charge of $1 .04 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 

5/8" ( 16 mm) 
3/4" ( 19 mm) 
1" ( 25 mm) 
1% II ( 38 mm) 
9" 
~ ( 50 mm) 
3" ( 75 mm) 
4" (100 mm) 
6" (150 mm) 
8" (200 mm) 

MISCELLANEOUS RATES 

1. New service connection: 

FIXED MONTHLY CHARGE 

9.68 
15.50 
28.23 
65.87 

159.01 
268.47 
568.34 

1,065.01 
1,882.04 

From Main ~n From Main 
Street In Lane 

(a) Basic charge for 1" (25 mm) water $3 715.00 
and 6" (150 mm) sanitary 

$3 115.00 

(b) Basic charge for 1" (25 mm) water $3 270.00 $2 ~570.00 
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SCHEDULE "A" 

(c) Basic charge for 6" (150 mm) 
sanitary sewer 

(d) Basic charge for 4" (100 mm) 
storm sewer 

(e) Basic charge for 1" (25 mm) 
water main, 150 mm sanitary 
and 4" (100 mm) storm sewer 

(f) Dual service upon approval 
(g) Water service renewal upon 

approval 

Extra charge for: 

Larg1er water service: 

11 .5" (38 mm) 
')" c.. (50 mm) 
4" (100 mm) 
6" (150 mm) 
8" (200 mm) 

Larg1er sanitary or storm sewer: 

8" (200 mm) 
10" (250 mm) 
12" (300 mm) 
15" (375 mm) 
18" (450 mm) 
21" (525 mm) 

$3 :270.00 

$3 270.00 

$4 000.00 
$4 :320.00 
$3 500.00 

220.00 
750.00 

2 170.00 
3 000.00 
3 640.00 

120.00 
180.00 
250.00 
400.00 
660.00 
920.00 

Bylaw f\Jo. 2960/ A-98 

Page 2 of 5 

$2 S,70.00 

$2 S,70.00 

$3 400.00 
N/A 
N/A 

2. Additional fee for winter construction of service (Nov. 15 - May 15) 

Lane 
Street 

64~5.00 

900.00 



3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 
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Bylaw No. 2960/ A-98 

SCHEDULE "A" 
Page 3 of 5 

Temporary water supply for construction purposes includes 5/8" 
(16 mm) water meter with up to 4000 cubic feet consumption. 
(Consumption in excess of 4000 cubic feet will be billed at current 
rate) 

Disconnection of service (water kill) 

up to 50 mm in size 
over 50 mm in size 

Turn water off or on for repairs or line testing 

(a) during regular working hours 
(b) after regular working hours 

Other Charges 

Construction of manhole 
Inspection Chamber 

Cutting and replacing pavement: 

(a) 
(b) 
(c) 
(d) 
(e) 
(f) 
(g) 

Single or double service 3" (75 mm) and under 
Single or double service over 3" (75 mm) 
Triple service 3" (75 mm) and under 
Triple service over 3" (75 mm) 
For service kill 3" (75 mm) and under 
For service kill over 3" (75 mm) 
For water service renewal 

Replacing and/or tunnelling sidewalks: 

(a) Single or double service residential 
(b) Single or double service commercial 
(c) Triple service residential 
( d) Triple service commercial 

50.00 

1 020.00 
2 500.00 

~10.35 
B4.40 

2 230.00 
1 500.00 

1 72'.0.00 
2 200.00 
2 295.00 
2 770.00 

310.00 
4SO.OO 
800.00 

1 2E>8.00 
2 8~19.00 
1 6BO.OO 
3 2€>2.00 
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SCHEDULE "A" 

Replacing curb only: 

(a) Single or double service 
(b) Triple or dual service 

Landscaping Repairs 

7. Clearing plugged sewer 

(a) During regular working hours 
(b) After regular working hours 

8. Repairs to water meters 

9. Thawing water service 

10. Repair to damaged stand pipe 

11. 

12. Televise sewer lines 

(a) Service (regular hours only) 
(b) Mains (regular hours only) 

13. Private fire hydrant maintenance 

(a) Spring inspection (Mar. 2 - June 30) 
(b) Fall inspection (Aug. 1 - Oct. 31) 
(c) Winter inspection (Nov .. 1 - Mar. 1) 
( d) Damage evaluation 
(e) Paint 

Bylaw No. 2960/ A-98 

Page 4 of 5 

91 E>.OO 
1 19E>.OO 

105.00 

53.95 
100.00 

at cost 

at cost 

at cost 

47.20 

108.00 
2.00/m 

25'.00/hydrant 
25. 00/hydl rant 
50.00/hydrant 
20. 00/hycl rant 
60.00/hyclrant 



14. 

15. 
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SCHEDULE "A" 

Use of designated fire hydrant to obtain water 

Replace valve at water meter at time of water 
meter replacement 

2960/A-98 

Page 5 of 5 

40 .. 00/hydrant 

40.00 
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Bylaw l\lo. 2960/ A-98 

SCHEDULE "B" 

Page 1 of 2 

PART6 

WASTEWATER RATES 

1 . The cost of wastewater service for residential premises connected to the City 
sewerage system and which contains not more than two dwelling units shall be a 
flat fee of $15.18 per month .. 

2. WhEHe then3 are more than two dwelling units in residential premises served by a 
single water meter, the consumer shall pay at the rate of $1. 73 per 100 cu. ft. 
(2.832 cu. metres) of wastewater calculated in the manner herein se!t forth with a 
minirrum of $15.18 per month. 

3. WhBre the Director has tested the discharge of wastewater into the sewerage 
system pursuant to Clause 91 and found that the wastewater exceE~ds the limits 
of B.O.D., suspended solids or grease set out therein, then that consumer shall 
pay for wastewater service at the following rates: 

(a) A volume charge based on 109.41 cents per 100 cu. ft. (2.83~? cu. metres) 

(b) A tre!atment charge based on the amount of B.0.D., grease or suspended 
solids at the following rates: 

B.O.D.: 15.30 cents per pound (454 grams) 

Suspended Solids: 16.53 cents per pound ( 454 grams) 

Grease: 4.72 cents per pound (454 grams) 



4. 
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Bylaw No. 2960/ A-98 

SCHEDULE "B" 
Page 2 of 2 

For the purpose of calculating the sewerage charge payable by a 
consumer, the volume of wastewater contributed by the consumer to the 
sewe!rage works shall be deemed to be equal to 80% of the water 
delivered to the consumer's premises, whether the water was received 
from the City or from sources other than the City. Where no meter or other 
exact means exist to determine the quantity of water consumed by any 
person, the Director shall make an estimate thereof for thei purpose of 
determining the sewerage service charges. The consumer may, at his 
own expense, install and maintain a meter approved by the Director upon 
which the service charge shall thereafter be determined. 
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Bylaw No. 2960/ A-98 

SCHEDULE "D" 
Page 1 of 4 

PARTS 

SCHEDULE OF GARBAGE RATES 

The following rates are effective March 1, 1998 

1 . RatHs to bie applicable for premises when supplied with a container by the 
contractor e!ngaged by the City. Scheduled Service includes Contractor-provided 
container. 

SOLID WASTE COLLECTION RATES 
FOR 

COMMERCIAL FRONT-END CONTAINERS 
·-

Type of Service Monthly Rate 
1.529 cu. m. 2.294 cu. m. 3.058 cu. m. 4.587 cu. m. 
(2 cu. yds.) (3 cu. Yds.) (4 cu. ~ds.} (6 cu. yds.) 

Service on Demand: 

Container rnntal 19.81 26.42 33.0:2 39.62 
·-

Lift charge 19.81 26.42 33.0:2 39.62 
Scheduled ServicH: 

1 lift per month 21.39 25.48 29.56 37.74 
1 lift every 2. weeks 29.56 37.74 45.9:2 62.28 
1 lift per week 34.81 52.21 67.88 91.37 
2 lifts per wHek 69.62 104.42 135.75 169.16 
3 lifts per week 104.42 156.64 192.1 :5 247.49 
4 lifts per week 139.24 208.86 250.6:3 334.16 
5 lifts per week 174.04 261.07 313.28 416.40 
6 lifts per week 208.86 313.28 375.94 501.24 
Extra lift for scheduled service 19.81 26.42 33.02 39.62 

--
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Bylaw No. 2960/A-98 

SCHEDULE "D" 

Page 2 of 4 

PARTS 

SCHEDULE OF GARBAGE RATES 

Charges for special container services in addition to the above rates will be as follows: 

Standard Metal Licl 
Locking De!vices on Containers 
Castors on Containers 
Extra Cleaning (if more than one per year required) 
Fire Dama!~E? 

RATES PER CONTAINER 

No charge 
$ 5.08 per month 
$ 5.08 per month 
$121.9~~ each time 
$101.60 each time 

2. RatHs to bei applicable for premises where the owner or agent is charged and 
suct1 owner or agent provides receptacles for hand pickup of solid waste. 

Volun ·1e 

pEH 
Pick-L 

11------

.383 cu. M. 

.Jp 

·-

<1/2 cu. d. 
.383 cu. m. 
1/2 cu. dl 

.765 cu. m. 

l 

·-

·-
1 cu. d. 

1.529 cu. rn 
2 cu. ds.L 

2.294 cu. m 
3 cu. ds.L 

3.058 cu. m 
4 cu. ds.L 

3.823 cu. m 
5 cu. ds.l_ 

4.587 cu. Ill 

6 cu. ds.L_ 

·-

·-

-

MONTHLY SOLID WASTE COLLECTION RATES FOR 
COMMERCIAL HAND PICK-UP 

Frequency of Pick-Up per Week Cost 
per 

1 2 3 4 5 6 Extra 
Pick-
Up 

7.47 14.93 22.39 29.85 37.32 44.78 6.60 

14.93 29.85 44.78 59.70 74.63 89.55 9.25 

29.85 59.70 89.55 119.40 149.25 17St.10 11.89 

59.70 119.40 179.10 238.80 298.50 358.20 14.53 

89.55 179.10 268.65 358.20 447.75 53/'.30 21.13 

119.40 238.80 358.20 477.60 597.00 71 E>.40 27.74 

149.25 298.50 447.75 597.00 746.25 89~).50 34.34 

179.10 358.20 537.30 716.40 895.50 1074.60 40.94 
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PARTS 

SCHEDULE OF GARBAGE RATES 

3. For a single family dwelling unit, a semi-detached residential unit, a single family 
dwelling unit with a basement dwelling unit situated therein, or an occupant of a 
dwelling unit in a multiple family building where the owner or agent does not pay 
charges dire~ctly to the City, the charge shall be $6 .. 33 per month per dwelling unit 
for one pick-up per week of garbage year round and once a week collection of 
yard waste 'for six months per year. 

4. (a) For a single family dwelling unit, a semi-detached residential unit, a single 
family dwelling unit with a basement dwelling unit situated therein, or any 
dwelling unit otherwise designated as an "R1 O" account in thei utility billing 
systE!m, the charge for one pick-up per week of recyclable material shall 
be $:~.83 per month per dwelling unit. 

(b) For a multiple family building, designated as either an "RI 1" or "R62" 
account in the utility billing system, the charge for one pick-up per week of 
recyclable materials shall be $2.37 per month per dwelling uniit. 

5. The charge for collection of large items up to a maximum load weight of 500 kg. 
shall be $100.00 per load, to be invoiced directly by the Contractor. 

6. Disposal Grounds Rates for Acceptance of Garbage and Refuse 

Description fl ate 

( 1) Residents hauling residential refuse $30.00 per mHtric tonne 
from their own residences 

(2) Private companies or commercial haulers $30.00 per mE3tric tonne 
with commercial or residential refuse 

(3) Liquid waste contained in a water tight $36.00 per m13tric tonne 
box or tank 

(4) Demolition, concrete, asphalt and $30.00 per mBtric tonne 
tree rubble 

(5) Special Waste $50.00 per mBtric tonne 
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SCHEDULE "D" 
Page 4 of 4 

PARTS 

SCHEDULE OF GARBAGE RATES 

6. (Continued) 

Description 

(6) When fractional metric tonnes are delivered 
the rate charged for the same shall be 
determined by pro-rating the above rates per 
tonnH in the same ratio as the weight of such 
refuse, waste or rubble delivered bears to a 
metric tonne. In any event, a minimum charge 
of $5.00 shall apply. 

(7) Cove~r Material 

7. Dry Waste Disposal Site 

Sin~Jle Axle 
Tandem 
Encl Dumps 
Pups and Trucks 

Dirt 

$ 5.00 
$ 5.00 
$ 10.00 
$ 10.00 

Service charge for opening the gate 
(If special trip is required) 

Rate 

INo Charge 

Concrete and Asphalt 

$ 20.00 
$ 20.00 
$ 40.00 
$40.00 

$15.00/trip 
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BYLAW NO. 3156/8-98 

Being a bylaw to amend Bylaw No. 3156/96, the Land Use Bylaw of The City of Red 
Deer. 

NOW THER.EFOFlE, THE MUNICIPAL COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER, IN 
THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, DULY ASSEMBLED, ENACTS AS FOLLOWS: 

1 Section 55 ''Exceptions Respecting Land Use" is hereby amended by adding the 
following ne~w subsection: 

"(6) (g) one basement dwelling suite on: 

(i) Lot 13, Block 36, Plan 5187 KS (5702 West Park Crescent)" 

READ A FIF~ST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 26 day of January A.O. 1998. 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.O. 1998. 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.O. 1998. 

AND SIGNED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY CLERK this day of A.O. 1998. 

MAYOR CITY CLERK 
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BYLAW NO. 3156/C-98 

Being a bylaw to amend Bylaw No. 3156/96, the Land Use Bylaw of the City of Red 
Deer. 

NOW THEREFORE, THE MUNICIPAL COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER, IN 
THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, DULY ASSEMBLED, ENACTS AS FOLLOVllS: 

1 The "Use District Map G8" contained in Schedule B of the Land Use Bylaw is 
hereby amended in accordance with the Land Use District Map No. 2/98 
attached hemto and forming part of the bylaw. 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 26 day of January A.O. 1998. 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.O. 1998. 

READ A THllHD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.O. 1998. 

AND SIGNED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY CLERK this day of A.O. 1998. 

MAYOR CITY CLERK 
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The City of Red Deer 
PROPOSED LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT =L 
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BYLAW NO. 3194/98 

Being a bylaw of the City of Red Deer, in the Province of Alberta, to 1regulate and 

control alarm syste~ms and to require permits therefor; 

WHEREAS Council of the City has the authority under section 7(a) of the Municipal 

Government Act to enact bylaws respecting the health and welfare of people and the 

protection of people and property; 

WHEREAS Council of the City deems it desirable and necessary in order to protect and 

preserve the safety and welfare of its citizens that alarm systems be regulated and 

controlled so as to minimize false alarms; 

NOW THEREFORE, COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER, IN THE PROVINCE OF 

ALBERTA, DULY ASSEMBLED, ENACTS AS FOLLOWS: 

SHORT TITLE 

1 This bylaw may be called the "Alarm Bylaw". 

INTERPRETATION 

2 In this bylaw: 

"alarm signal" means a telephone request for emergency polic:e services; 

"alarm installation company" means a person or corporation engaged in 

the business of installing alarms for a fee or financial reward; 

"alarm system" includes a device or devices designed to activate an alarm 

signal but excludes a device that is installed in a vehicle; 
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"exce!ssive false alarms" means more than three false alarms in any six 

month period; 

"false~ alarm" means an alarm signal which results in a response by the 

R.C.M.P. where unauthorized entry to the alarmed premises has not 

occurred and no police emergency exists, but does not include: 

(i) any false alarm which the permittee can demonstrate was 

caused by a storm, lightning, fire, earthquake or act of God; 

or 

(ii) any false alarm which the permittee can demonstrate was 

actually caused by the act of some person otl1er than the 

permittee, including the permittee's officers, agents, 

employees, independent contractors or any other person 

subject to the direct or indirect control of the permittee; 

"keyholder" means a person who does not live at the premises protected 

by an alarm but who is capable of providing entry to such premises; 

"Manager" means the Chief of Police of the Red Deer Detaclhment of the 

Royal Canadian Mounted Police (R.C.M.P.), or his designate; 

"permit" means a permit or license issued under this bylaw; 

"response fee" means the fee payable by the permittee for each false 

alarm at the permittee's premises. 
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REQUIREMENT TO HOLD A PERMIT 

3 

4 

5 

No pE~rson shall install, keep, use or permit the installation, keeping or use 

of an alarm system in any building without being the holdetr of a valid 

alarm permit. 

No pE~rson shall operate an alarm monitoring service company in the City 

without being the holder of a valid alarm monitoring service license. 

No alarm installation company and no person employed by an alarm 

installation company shall install an alarm system in a building unless the 

owner or occupant of the building is the holder of a valid alarm permit. 

ISSUE OF PERMIT 

6 The Manager shall issue an alarm system permit upon receipt of a 

completed application and payment of the permit fee. 

7 (1) SubjE~ct to section 7(2), the Manager shall issue an alarm monitoring 

service license upon receipt of a completed application and payment of 

the license fee. 

(2) The Manager may, after providing an opportunity for the affE~cted person 

to be heard, refuse to issue an alarm monitoring service license where the 

applicant, or one of the partners, managers, directors, or shareholders of 

the applicant: 

(a) is convicted of any criminal offence which, in the opinion of the 

Manager, makes that person unfit to hold the license; 
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PERMIT FEE 
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(b) refuses to produce to the Manager any information required to 

determine eligibility for a license under this bylaw. 

The Manager shall maintain a register of the names and addresses of all 

permit and license holders together with the details of such permits and 

licenses . 

.An alarm system permit is not transferable. A new application must be 

made' and the applicable fee paid after each location change for an 

existing alarm system. 

1 O The f1ee to be paid by the applicant shall be: 

(a) $25.00 for a permit for an alarm system located in a residential 

building; 

(b) $25.00 for a permit for an alarm system installed in any other type 

of building; and 

(c) $50.00 for an alarm monitoring service license. 
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AUDIBLE ALARM SYSTEMS 

11 (1) No pe~rson shall install, maintain or use an alarm system which is capable 

of generating an audible alarm continuously for a period of !~reater than 

fifteen (15) minutes after each activation. 

12 

(2) This section shall not apply to an alarm system installed in a residential 

building. 

( 1) Every person maintaining an audible alarm shall keep posted a notice in a 

form approved by the Chief of Police containing such information as the 

Chief of Police may, from time to time, require. 

(2) Such notice shall be posted near the audible alarm in such a position as 

to be legible from the ground level adjacent to the premises where the 

audible alarm system is located. 

KEYHOLDERS 

13 (1) Every person maintaining an audible alarm shall keep the Chief of Police 

informed, by notice in writing, of the names and telephone numbers of the 

persons to be contacted in the event that the audible alarm is activated. 

(2) Every person providing an alarm monitoring service shall maintain a list of 

keyholders. 

(3) The keyholder: 
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(a) shall ·be available to receive telephone calls made in respect of the 

audible alarms; 

(b) shall be capable of affording access to the premises where the 

audible alarm is located; and 

(c) shall attend at the premises where the audible alarm is located 

within 20 minutes of being requested to do so b~r the alarm 

monitoring service or a member of the R.C.M.P. 

MONITORING OF ALARM SYSTEM 

14 A person who monitors an alarm system and who informs any member of 

the R:.C.M.P. that the monitored alarm has been activated, shall cause a 

person capable of affording access to the premises where the alarm is 

locatE~d to attend at such premises within twenty (20) minutes of such 

noticE~. 

15 No p1~rson shall use, maintain or install, or permit the use, maintenance or 

installation of any alarm system which transmits a message to any 

teleplhone number assigned to the R.C.M.P .. 

RESPONSE FEE 

16 Where a false alarm is activated, the permittee shall on demand pay a 

response fee to the City; 

(a) in the sum of $20.00 for a false alarm at a residential building; 
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(b) in the sum of $40.00 for a false alarm at a business having a gross 

floor area of 500 square metres or less; 

(c) in the sum of $60.00 for a false alarm at a business having a gross 

floor area greater than 500 square metres. 

REVOCATllON OF PERMIT 

17 The Manager may, after providing the affected party an opportunity to be 

heard: 

(a) revoke and refuse to reinstate any alarm system permit if: 

(i) the permittee has contravened any of the provisions of this 

bylaw; or 

(ii) the alarm system activates excessive false alarms; or 

(iii) the permittee has failed to pay the response fee within 30 

days of demand for payment; 

(b) revoke any alarm monitoring service license if: 

(i) the Licensee has contravened any provision of this bylaw; or 

(ii) the Licensee or any one of the partners, managers, 

directors, or shareholders of the Licensee is convicted of 
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any criminal offence which, in the opinion of the Manager, 

makes that person unfit to hold the license. 

18 The Manager may revoke an alarm system permit where the alarm 

system ceases to be actively used and there is no further need for a 

permiit. 

NOTIFICATION OF REVOCATION 

19 Upon revoking a permit, the Manager shall notify the permittee of the 

revocation by notice in writing delivered or sent by registered mail 

addre,ssed to the permittee at the permittee's last known address. The 

noticei of revocation shall contain a description of the appeal process 

available to the permittee. A copy of the notice of revocation of an alarm 

system permit shall be sent to the alarm monitoring service company. 

REINSTATEMENT OF PERMIT 

20 (1) Where a permit has been revoked, the Manager shall not reinstate such 

permit without further application and payment of a fee of $200.00 and 

payment of any other sums payable under this bylaw. 

(2) Notwithstanding the foregoing, where an alarm system permit or alarm 

monitoring service company license is revoked in error, the Manager shall 

reinstate such permit without fee or charge .. 
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21 A permittee whose permit has been revoked has the right to appeal that decision 

to the Red Deer Policing Committee within 30 days of the date of revocation. 

The appeal must be in writing and shall state in summary form the reasons for 

the appeal and shall be accompanied by an appeal fee of $20.00. 

OFFENCES AND PENAL TIES 

22 Any person who breaches any provision of this bylaw is !~uilty of an 

offenc:e and shall pay a specified penalty of: 

(i) $50.00 for a first offence; and 

(ii) $250.00 for a second or subsequent offence. 

VIOLATION TICKETS 

23 Whene a Peace Officer or Bylaw Enforcement Officer has reasonable 

grounds to believe a person has contravened any provision of this bylaw, 

tie may serve upon such person an offence ticket allowing payment of the 

specified penalty to the City. 
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MISCELLANEOUS 

24 Should any provision of this bylaw be found void or unenforcE~able, then it 

is the express intention of Council of the City that such void or 

unenforceable sections be severed from this bylaw and the balance 

remain in full force and effect. 

25 Bylaw No. 3017/90 is repealed. 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 9 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 9 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 

AND SIGNED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY CLERK this 

day of Februa:i:yA.D. 1998. 

day of FebrtlillYA.D. 1998. 

day of 

day of 

A.O. 1998. 

A.O. 1998. 

MAYOR CITY CLERK 
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THIS AGFff EMENIT made this ___ day of _________ , 1998, 
to provide Municipal Planning Services for the City of Red Deer 

BETWEEt\I: 

THE CITY OF RED DEER 

(the "City") 

-and-

PARKLAND COMMUNITY PLANNING SERVICES 

("Parkland or PCPS") 

WHE:REAS the City wishes to continue to utilize the services and expertise of 

Parkland fc·r municipal planning advice; and 

WH'::REAS Parkland wishes to provide planning and related services to the City; 

NOV~' THEHEFORE, the parties to this agreement in consideratiion of the mutual 

promises a11d covenants hereinafter contained, agree as follows: 

1 . ( 1 ) rhis ,l\grnement shall remain in full force and effect from the 11 st day of 

L\pril, 1998, to and including the 31st day of March, 2001 .. 

( 2 ) Subject to satisfactory performance and unless either party has givE3 notice to 

the other that this agreement shall not be renewed, this agreement shall 

automatically be renewed for a further three-year term commencing Apr i I 

1, 2001, with the same terms an conditions as contained herein. 

2. fhe parties hereto acknowledge that Parkland is an independent contractor 

and is not the agent, servant, or employee of the City. 
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3. 'n all dealings with the City, the services of Parkland shall fall under the 

administration of the Community Services Directorate and respond to the 

Jirector of Community Services. 

4. 1=•arkland shall provide four full-time staff to satisfy the planning and 

~3ubdivision requirements of the City as herein provided for a period of three 

•ears, to be re-evaluated as to the number required at that time. The specific 

;taff assiiJned shall meet with the City's approval. 

5. t1.ll information, reports, plans and related materials provided to the City by 

;)arkland in the performance of its services are to be jointly owned by the 

~ity and Parkland. 

6. All confidential material obtained by Parkland with respect to 1:iither the 

:;ervic·:is or the City's operation in any area :shalil not b1:i divulged to any 

,)erson not authorized to receive it. 

7. l\Jotwithstanding the subdivision fees listed in sections 9.1 and 9.2 of the City 

of Reel Deer Planning and Subdivision Guidelines, Parkland may revise the 

Schedule of Fees on 30 days' notice subject to consultation with and 

agreement of the City. 

8. Either party may request amendments to this agreement during the life of the 

agreement, with such amendments as mutually agreed to by both parties to 

take effect only upon the signature of the authorized officers of both parties. 

9. Parkland shall: 

a) process and advise on each of the following subdivision services: 

i ) process subdivision applications pursuant to legislation; 

i i ) advise the City on subdivision reports and recommendations; 
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i i i ) inform applicant and agencies of decisions; 

iv) represent the City at appeal hearings; 

v ) endorse registered documents; 

b ) provide an annual subdivision report to the City; 

c) provide day-to-day and special planning serviices as generally 

required by the City, including advice to the general public and 

consultation with other municipalities, provincial government 

departments and agencies on behalf of the City; 

d) attend City Council and Committee Meetings as requested by the 

City and as considered appropriate~ by Parkland; 

e) host and/or attend community meetings that concern planning 

issues to present information, and to receive feedback and, in the 

best way possible, report back to the community on City 

decisions on planning; 

f ) any overtime costs to be paid beyond the funds provided under 

this agreement requires prior authorization by The City; 

g) ensure that staff assigned to The Ciity will be available~ to appear 

as expert witnesses on behalf of The City when required. 

10. ( 1 ) The City shall, for services provided under clause 9, pay the annual "service 

fee" quarterly on April 1st, July 1st, October 1st, and December 1st in each 

year; 

( 2) The annual "service fee" shall be the sum of :$266,000.00 for the first year 

commencing April 1, 1998. 
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( 3) For each subsequent year of the term after March 31, 19H9, the "service 

fee" shall be adjusted in accordance with the previous year's Consumer 

Price Index, which shall be the average of the City and Edmonton Consumer 

)rice Indexes as published by Statistics Canada. 

( 4) n addition to the "service fee", provide an amount of $5,:500.00 annually 

1or special printing, information needs, and outside consultant services: 

, i ) pay advisory services travel costs beyond normal service at the rate of 

the City's Business Travel Reimbursement Policy, subject to City 

approval; 

:> ) cooperate with the timely provision of background materials and for 

information and consultation with Parkland for the services being 

provided. 

11 . Parkland shall be entitled to use and apply all fees paid by developers for the 

orocessing of applications for plans and amendments thereto to cover the 

;osts of public meetings facilitated or attended by Parkland staff, in 

accordance with sections 9.3 through 9.6 of the City Planning and Subdivision 

Guidelines. 

1 2. The parties agree that Parkland's stabilization reserve fund will be allowed 

to reach a level determined by the Parkland Community Plannin!~ Services 

Board! of Directors. Any value of "surplus" funds beyond this set level w i 11 

be distributed through a formula determined by the Board of Directors in 

consultation with the City, and any credit to the City shall be dedlucted from 

the annual fee for service, or on instruction by The City, be added to the 

annual fee for service in order to augment the amount of pllanning services. 

1 3. Neither party to this agreement may assign it without the mutual consent in 

writing of the other. 
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14. 1 either party breaches this agreement, the other party may cancel this 

1greement by means of written notice, the effective date being 30 days from 

:ervice' of such notice. 

1 5. ,'.'my notice or request to be given by either party to the other shall be in 

writing personally delivered or sent by prepaid registered mail addressed to 

3uch party at the following address: 

·\s to the City: 

:;ity of Red Deer 
~914-48 Avenue 
City Hall 
f)O. Elox 5008 
F~ED DEE:R, Alberta 
r4N 3T4 

:\s to Parkland: 

Suite 500 
4808 Ross Street 
f=ied Deer, Alberta 
T4N 1X5 

m ,rt such other address as either of the parties may from time to time advise the 

oth·~r by noti.ce in writing. Any such notice, communication or request if mailed 

shEill be deemed to have been received on the 7th business day next folliowing the 

dat·? it is so mailed. 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF the partie:is hereto have executed this agreement the day 

and year at: ove writti:m. 

THE CITY OF RED DEER 

Per: 

PARKLAND COMMUNITY 
PLANNING SERVICES 

Per: 

Per: 
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DATED: 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 

BETWEEN: 

THE CITY OF RED DEEIR 
(the "City") 

-and-

PARKLAND COMMUNITY PLANNING 
SERVICES 

("Parkland or PCPS") 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 

RENEWAL AGREEMENT 

* * * * * * * * ~ * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 

CHAPMAN RIEBEEK 

Banisters & Solicitors 

#20€1, 4808 Ross Street 

Hed Deer, Allberta 

T4N 1 X.5 

THOMAS H. CHAPMAN, 1Q.C. 

(403) 346·-6603 

Telephone: (403) 346-Ei603 

Facsimile: (403) 340-1280 

File No. 24,372 THC 
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1.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The provision tor road widening in the Land Use By-law is necessary for the long-term, 
orderly, and cost-effective growth of the City. A recent article entitled "Roadways and 
Rights of Way Can Help Reduce Civic Sprawl", published in the Journal of Commerce, 
suggests that urban areas close to the downtown centre should have streets with varying 
right of way widths. The article goes on to state that downtown streets typically have the 
following right of way widths: 

30 m 1ri~Jht of way as a grand boulevard and the focal point of the community. 
26 m right of way on main streets within the downtown area. 
20 m rig ht of way on downtown streets intended to provide access. 

These dimensions are not much different from what is being considered in this report. 
The original right of way width established in the Province of Alberta is 20 m (66 ft). 
Recognizing the nBed to provide for growth in traffic volumes, the City has made 
considerable progress over the years toward obtaining wider rights of way to provide the 
opportunity tor expansion. More space will permit future improvements to either the 
roadway or the sidewalk. The process of acquiring the wider rights of way is not 
complete; thHrefore, any change to the existing practise should be carefully considered. 

During the course of this study, the Committee concluded that from the perspective of 
vehicle capacity, there are a number of roadways that could be deleted from the widening 
or "setback" provisions of the By-law. The Committee also concluded that there are 
certain roadways that are key to the development of the City, which should be protected 
so that the future growth can be accommodated. 

These roadways have been identified as follows: 

BOAD WIDENING REQUIREMENTS ULTIMATE WIDTH 

1. Ross/49 Street One-Way Couplet 30.48 m and 24.38 m 

2. Gaetz/51/4£1 Avenue One-Way Couplet 30.48 m and 24.38 m 

3. 55 Strnet, from Gaetz Avenue to 42 A Avenue 24.38 m 

4. 45 Street, from Taylor Drive to 48 Avenue 24.38 m 

5. 43 Street, from Taylor Drive to 48 Avenue 24.38 m 

6. 48 AvEmue, from 55 Street to 43 Street 24.38 m 

7. Ross Street, from 45 Avenue to Michener Centre 30.48 m 
Acrn~ss Road 

8. 40 Avenue, from 52 Street to 39 Street 30.48 m 
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Drawings No. 1 and 2 illustrate the roadways described above. Council should be aware 
that there am locations within the outstanding road widening areas where buildings have 
been set back, but the ownership has not been transferred to the City. Although the City 
does not own the land, the ability exists to acquire the land without building demolition or 
great cost, when the need occurs. 

Due to the hard conversion between Imperial and Metric Systems of Measurement 
rounded numbers have not been used. Previously acquired road widenings have been 
based on 7 1rt. The Hxact conversion is 2.13 m. Similarly the 66 ft original right of way 
width converts to 20.12 m, which when added to 2.13 m of widening on each side of the 
roadway yields 24.3B m. 

The CommitteH had a great deal of difficulty in deciding if the actual calculated widening 
(if less than ~~.13 m) should be introduced or whether the existing 2.13 m widening under 
the current By··law should be retained. In order to maintain a constant right o1r way width 
and to be fair to other property owners who have previously provided tlhe 2.13 m 
widening, thE! majority of the Committee members favoured keeping the existing 2.13 m 
widening in these instances. 

The Land UsB By-law should be amended by removing all references to "additional 
setbacks" as noted in Section 4.4 and a new section inserted that establishes the 
protected roadways and the ultimate right of way width as per Section 6.0 of the report. 
It should stipulate that the amount of road widening required to meet the ultimate width 
should be taken equally from each side and calculated from the base right ot way width 
of 20 m (66 ft). It should also stipulate that any front, rear, or side yard buildin!~ setbacks, 
as required Etlsewhern in the By-law, should be calculated from the ultimate road width. 
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2.0 INTRODUCTIOIN 

This report was initiated at the request of the Downtown Planning Committee and with 
the concurrence of City Council. 

The purpose of the report is to complete a detailed review of the existing road widening 
setbacks as they relate to properties in the City of Red Deer, to provide clarification as 
to where and how the road widenings should be acquired, and to indicate the implications 
of exempting certain sites from the road widening requirement. 

Laneways or back alleys in the Downtown area are not included in this review, as the 
basic 6.1 m (:20 ft) lane right of way width is adequate for transportation purposes. There 
are other needs to be addressed; such as the requirements of the E. L. & P. Department, 
the Provincial Building Code, and the Alberta Fire Code; which will require wider lane 
widths for loading and above ground electrical installations. This is the subject of a 
separate report to Council. 

In order to provide a mechanism for input from other concerned City Departments relative 
to the future mad right of way widths, the Engineering Department sought and obtained 
input from the! Fire Department, By-laws & Inspections Department, Planning Commission, 
and the Community Services Division. The E. L. & P. Department did not havie concerns 
relative to road right of way width. Committee meetings occurred on August 11th, 18th, 
25th, September 1st, 12th, and 22nd 1994, to complete the necessary work in order to 
put forth the recommendations included in the report. 

The main philosophy adopted by the Committee was to provide sufficient space for the 
future construction of a safe and efficient transportation network that will serve the 
majority of Red Deer citizens at the least possible cost. It was acknowled~1ed that all 
circumstances would not be covered and that there will be need for updates as the City 
grows and develops .. 
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3.0 EXISTING LAND USE BY-LAW PROVISIONS 

Provision for ·future road right of way widening has been in place in the current Land Use 
By-law since or evtan before the 1960's. Amendments to the By-law have been 
processed over the years, resulting in some duplication and ambiguity. In addition, 
through normal growth and development of the City, transportation patterns have changed 
and the original assumptions made years ago may not be valid. 

Although there does not appear to be any documentation on file,, the Engineering 
Department believes that the original rationale for designating the current setbacks in the 
By-law were as follows: 

1. To provide space for future road widening as the demand for through or turning 
movermrnts increased, or a demand for on-street parking or cyclist areas 
materialized. 

2. To provide space for future sidewalk widening to accommodate increasing 
pedestrian demands or additional streetscape items such as trees, bike storage 
racks, litter containers, benches, tables, bus shelters, or extension of sidewalk 
cafes. 

3. To provide a more open appearance within the Downtown as the buildings become 
taller and more dense. 

In order to provide for the above, it was determined years ago that the original 20.12 m 
(66 ft) right of way was inadequate in some areas. The result was the current road 
setbacks in the By-law which are meant to achieve a 24.38 m (80 ft) ultimate right of way 
width for the majority of Downtown roadways. This requires a 2.13 rn (7 ft) setback to 
all properties on the affected streets. The derivation of this dimension was likely based 
upon four travel laneis at 11 ft, two on-street parking lanes at 7 ft, and two sidewalks at 
11 ft. 

The existing setback requirements have been extracted from the By-law (entitled Section 
4.4 ADDITIONAL SETBACKS) and are included in the APPENDIX. Drawin~J No. 3 has 
been preparnd to assist in determining the existing Downtown dedication status. This 
information was extracted from legal plans which indicates a title transfer to the City. 
There are buildings that have been set back in accordance with the current By-law, but 
the land has not been transferred to the City. (An example is the BAY property on the 
corner of 49 .twenue and 49 Street.) 

We felt that plannin9 criteria number 3 may not be an important issuE:i to the Downtown 
at this point in the City's development history, and thought it could be ignored. The 
recommendations arising out of this study are entirely based upon an anticipated demand 
to accommodate pedestrians, cyclists, the physically challenged, property access, and 
vehicles with some consideration to standardizing on the amount of widening to avoid 
staggered ri~~ht of way widths, inconsistent application, and minimize confusion. 
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4.0 TRAFFIC ANALYSIS 

The table entitled ROADWAY WIDENING REQUIREMENTS, included in the APPENDIX, 
draws upon information from three areas; the General Transportation Study 1990 by IMC 
Consulting Ltd, the !Engineering Department's "as-built" record plans, and the existing 
Land Use By-law. 

The IMC Study was used to establish an average carrying capacity of a single travel lane 
during the peak traffic hour and to compare this capacity with the predicted traffic 
volumes at the 115,000 population level. The IMC study indicates that the carrying 
capacity of a roadway in an urban environment is governed by the capacity of the 
signalized intersections. Increased delays and long vehicle ques result from lack of 
roadway capacity. They state that the capacity of any road section becomes a function 
of the number of travel lanes and the percentage of green time that is available at 
intersections. In general, the capacity of an arterial roadway is 800 vehicles per lane per 
hour, while a collector roadway is typically 600 vehicles per lane per hour due to the 
lower percentage of green time at a signal that is assigned to the minor street. 

There are exceptions, such as the Gaetz and 49 Avenue River Bridges. DuEi to no side 
friction, the actual capacity is closer to 1000 to 1200 vehicles per lane per hour. Side 
friction is a tHrm used to describe the reduction in travel speed of a vehicle in an outside 
lane, that occurs wh1an a motorist slows or stops to either manoeuvre into a parking stall 
or a private driveway. If there is congestion in the private driveway or parallE~I or angled 
parking exists, the capacity of the outside lane will drop significantly. They also state that 
the carrying capacity of a one-way road is higher than a two-way road due to less 
conflicting turn movements. They finally conclude that the above noted !~eneralized 
capacity values of 800 vehicles per lane per hour and 600 vehicles per lane per hour are 
considered satisfactory for prediction purposes. The Engineering Department used the 
800 vehicles per lane per hour on the two couplets as they are designated in the City 
Transportation By-law as part of the arterial roadway network. 

The future traffic volumes were generated through the use of a computer proigram called 
TMODEU2 Transportation Program. All the existing internal to internal traffic movements 
within the City were loaded into the model, as were the internal to external traffic 
movements from the adjacent Provincial Highways. The base transportation network 
assumed that the following transportation features were in place: 



1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

--
FEATURE 

Taylo r BridgE! twinned to four lanes 

43 St1 re et reconnected to Taylor Drive 

Taylo r 
rr Delbu 

--
Drive complete from Ross Street to 
1e Road as four lanes 
--

45 St1 re et Ov13rpass dismantled and 
rep lac ~e d with an at-grade intersection 

Ross/ 4 9 Street One-Way Couplet 
--

32 St rE E~t up~Jraded to four lane divided 

67 St re et River Bridge twinned to four lanes 
--

77 St et River Bridge and connecting 
arteri< 

re 
3.1 s 

--
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I OPERATING BY I STATUS I 
60,000 !Existing 

60,000 !Existing 

60,000 !Existing 

60,000 !Existing 

60,000 !Existing 

60,000 In 
Progress 

75,000 2000 

90,000 2010 

The Engineering Department's record plans were used to extract the existing road right 
of way, sidewalk and parking widths for inclusion in the table. 

The Land UsE~ By-law provided the current setback information for roacl widening 
purposes. 

The Engineering Department used the direct recommendations extracted from the IMC 
General Transportation Study to identify the required number of through and turning lanes 
at the 115,000 population level. The one exception is relative to the Ross/49 Street 
Couplet. Page 6.14 of the IMC Study recommends three through travel lanes plus turning 
lanes at each major intersection. Based on the traffic projections contained elsewhere 
in the report, the Engineering Department feels that two travel lanes plus two turning 
lanes (first level widening) would be adequate to handle the 115,000 population traffic 
demand. This is reflected in the recommendations. In other areas where the 
Transportation Study was unclear or did not provide sufficient information, the Engineering 
Department used the simple method of dividing the projected traftic volume by the 
generally accepted capacity figure of 800 vehicles per lane per hour. Once the number 
of travel lanes was determined, the sidewalk widths were added to generate a new right 
of way width. The existing standard right of way width of 20.12 m (66 ft) was then 
subtracted from the new right of way width to yield the required road widening. 
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Drawing No. 4 indicates the current lane configuration on both the north/south and 
east/west Downtown couplets. This may be helpful in relating the recommendations in 
the table to thB existing field conditions. 

It should be noted that this review did not look at every intersection within thH City and, 
therefore, thHre may be some additional requirements for road right of way widening 
surrounding major intersections such as Gaetz Avenue and 32 Street, Gaetz Avenue and 
Delburne Road, Gaetz Avenue and 77 Street, Gaetz Avenue and Highway 11A, Delburne 
Road and 40 Avenue, and Delburne Road and 30 Avenue. The Committee suggested 
that this should bB the subject of a separate sub-study as part of the General 
Transportation Plan Update that is anticipated to occur in 1996 or 1997. 



Page 8 

5.0 DESIGN CROSS SECTIONS 

The design assumptions used in the analysis are summarized in this section. There are 
four roadway cross sections which were used to generate the proposed roadl widening 
plan. 

1. Basic Cross S1action (Drawing No. 5) 

Is intended for use where the anticipated traffic volumes are low and where access to 
businesses is more important than motorist delay or congestion. A typical application 
would be 48 Stree1t, between 52 Avenue and 48 Avenue. The section can be 
accommodate1d within the standard right of way width of 20.12 m (66 ft) and provides for 
one travel lama and one lane of on-street parking in each direction of travel. Thie sidewalk 
width of 3.35 m (11 fit) also forms part of this road section. 

2. First LE:~vel Road Widening Cross Section (Drawing No. 6) 

Is required wl1ere thE1re is a mixture of both through and local access traffic. A typical 
application would be the 49/Ross Street One-Way Couplet. Truck traffic, City Transit 
buses, and emergency vehicles frequently use this roadway. This section may be used 
as a two directional or one-way; however, widening is required to provide the standard 
width travel lanes. This section is 2.98 m (9.8 ft} wider than the standard ri!Jht of way 
and, thereforn, requires a minimum 1.49 m (5 ft} right of way widening on each side. 
The Committee had a great deal of difficulty in deciding if the actual calculated widening 
(if less than 2.13 m) should be introduced or whether the existing 2.13 m widening under 
the current By-law should be retained. The majority of the Committee believed that the 
current By-law provision of 2.13 m should be retained to cover these instances for the 
following reascns: 

a. To avoid introducing other width categories which would add to the 
complexity of interpreting the By-law. 

b. To avoid creating a varying right of way width. 

c. To avoid creating varying building setbacks. Staggered building fronts 
create corners where garbage and other debris gathers, presents a hazard 
to the visually impaired, and creates visual exposure problems that may be 
cf concern to some businesses. 

d. To be unfair to those that have previously adhered to the 2.13 m setback. 

e. lo provide some flexibility to adjust the sidewalk width if necessary. 
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3. Second Level Road Widening Cross Section (Drawing No. 7) 

Is required on a one-way street system where the traffic use is similar to thH first level 
widening, but the volumes are heavier requiring the one additional travel lane. An 
application would be the Gaetz/51/49 Avenue Couplet. Trucks, buses, and 1emergency 
vehicles are frequent users of this road section. This section is 4.26 m (14 ft) wider than 
the standard iright of way and, therefore, 2.13 m (7 ft) is required as a road widening from 
each side. This wid13ning is identical to the current By-law setback mquirements. The 
travel lane widths have been reduced to 3.5 m, which although below the recommended 
width of 3.7 m, is acceptable where space is limited. The sidewalk widths have been 
reduced to 3.0 m in this instance to accommodate the extra lane within the current By-law 
setback. As can be seen by Drawings No. 9 and 10, the minimum space nHeded by a 
pedestrian passing a pedestrian is 1.80 m. This dimention, added to the 1.50 m area for 
fixed street ·furniturn requiies a minimum sidewalk width of 3.35 m (11 ft). The 3.0 m 
sidewalk widtr is, therefore, below standard. The Community Services Division has 
recognized this and confirmed that the 3.0 m width in this instance is adequate. They 
intend to reduce the fixed street furniture area of 1.50 m to 0.9 m by not planting large 
trees and am considering alternatives such as shrubs and planters. 

4. Third LE;vel Road widening Cross Section (Drawing No. 8) 

Is intended for use on an arterial roadway where the traffic volumes are anticipated to 
range up to :30,000 vehicles per day. An application is 40 Avenue, between 39 Street 
and 52 Street. Access to adjacent private properties is restricted; therefore, outside 
turning lanes are not required. A wider raised centre median is required, however, to 
separate the IE;ft turning vehicles from the straight through traffic. There is a. allowance 
for a 2.5 m sidewalk on one side of the roadway, plus space to install a noise fence, if 
required. There would be no room to build earth berms as a noise attenuation device. 
This section is 1 O m (33 ft) wider than the standard right of way; themfore, 5 m (16.5 ft) 
of road widening is required from each side. This arterial right of way is much smaller 
than the 60 rn (200 ft) width used in new residential areas which permits the construction 
of earth berms as noise attenuating devices. The 30 m (100 ft} section is only intended 
for use in existing built up areas or in a retrofit situation. 
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6.0 PROPOSED LAND USE BY-LAW CHANGES 

The table included below summarizes the recommended roadways that should be protected and the amount of widening 
recr;i-od This t9b!e corresponds to Drawings No 1 ::inrl ? 

r- -·- ROADWAY - - -- T EXISTING RIGHT OF WAY WIDTH 
1 

WIDENING 
1 

FUTURE 1 
I I REQUIRED RIGHT OF I 

EACH SIDE WAY WIDTH 

1. 55 Street - 54 Avenue to 42 A Avenue 20.12 m plus roadway widenings already acquired. 2.13 m 24.38 m 
Also see following note. 

NOTE: The north and south property lines of 55 Street, from Gaetz Avenue to 42 A Avenue, are not parallel. If widening is required, a 
detailed plan will be required showing the correct dimensions for each block. 

2. Ross Street - 45 Avenue to 1/4 line east of 20.12 m plus widenings already acquired. 10.00 m 30.00 m 
35 Avenue (Michener Centre Access Road) 

NOTE: Based on existing right of way widths, the widening required on each side of Ross Street will vary from 1 m to 5 m. A detailed 
widening requirement plan has been prepared by the Engineering Department. 

".l 49 Street - 52 Avenue to 47 Avenue 20.12 m plus 2.13 m widenings already acquired. 2.13 m 24.38 m Vo 

I 4. 45 Street - Taylor Drive to 48 Avenue 20.12 m plus 2.13 m widenings already acquired. 2.13 m 24.38 m 

5. 43 Street - Taylor Drive to 48 Avenue 20.12 m plus 2.13 m widenings already acquired. 2.13 m 24.38 m 

6. Gaetz Avenue - Red Deer River to 52 20.12 m plus 2.13 m widenings already acquired. 2.13 m 24.38 m 
Street 

7. Gaetz Avenue - 45 Street to 42 A Street 20.12 m plus 2.13 m widenings already acquired. 2.13 m 24.38 m 

8. 49 Avenue - 55 Street to 43 Street 20.12 m plus 2.13 m widenings already acquired. 2.13 m 24.38 m 

9. 48 Avenue - 55 Street to 43 Street 20.12 m plus 2.13 m widenings already acquired. 2.13 m 24.38 m 

10. 40 Avenue - 39 Street to 52 Street 20.12 m plus widenings already acquired. 10.00 m 30.00 m 

NOTE: Based on existing right of way widths, the widening required on each side of 40 Avenue will vary from 1 m to 6 m. A detailed 
widening requirement plan has been prepared by the Engineering Department. 
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7.0 DISPOSAL AND ACQUISITION OF ROAD WIDENING AREAS 

There is a neecl to note the difference between a building setback to provide a front yard 
area and a building setback to accommodate a future road widening. Similarlly, there is 
a need to distinguish between setback areas that exist but remain under private 
ownership and the dedicated setback areas where the ownership has been transferred 
to the City, in most cases for a nominal sum or through process of a ~and exchange. 

The Committee recommends that the term "setback" apply only where there is an intent 
to establish a front, side, or rear yard and that the term "road widening" be adopted where 
there is a need to provide for a wider road or public right of way. This same principle 
should be followed in the By-law where there is a need to provide for a wider lane right 
of way. 

The City, unless otherwise directed by Council, must dispose of surplus City owned lands 
at fair market value. In cases where the City has paid market value for the road widening 
area and it becomes surplus to the needs of the City, the Committee believes that it could 
be disposed oi at fair market value. Where the road widening area has been acquired 
by the City at a nominal sum and it becomes surplus to the needs of th1e City, the 
Committee believes it should be offered back to the original landowner for a nominal sum. 

It was also the feeling of the Committee that there may be little interest by the adjacent 
landowner to acquim the surplus road widening due to the parcel shape and potential for 
increased property tax.. There may be other effective uses for surplus road widening 
areas for stmetscape items, such as pedestrian or Transit benches which should be fully 
researched prior to offering any land for sale. 

The Committee recommends, with regard to the acquisition of the outstanding road 
widening areas, that a Right of Way Sales and Acquisition Reserve Fund be established 
wherein the revenue from the sale of any City owned utility lot, laneway, or roadway 
would be deposited,, and this would provide the necessary funds throughout each year 
to purchase at market value, the odd pieces of road widening as they become available 
through devHlopment or redevelopment. This would include the legal and survey fees 
associated with re~1istering a change of land title. There may be times where the 
developer chooses to dedicate the road widening to the City in return for relaxation of a 
development permit condition. 
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8.0 IMPLICATIONS OF ISOLATED SITE EXEMPTIONS 

There has been considerable discussion relative to the By-law covering new construction 
only, and possibly exempting either renovation projects or those buildings that were built 
prior to the By··law amendment date. The impact to the City from a transportation view 
point has been identified by the Committee as follows: 

1. An immediate bottleneck arises for the pedestrian when it comes time to widen the 
roadway. Drawing No. 11 illustrates the resulting cross section on 49 Street 
adjacEmt to the existing Kresge's building. As one will note from the drawing, 
regardless of either the 3.5 m or 3.7 m travel lane width, the remaining sidewalk 
areas of 2.35 m to 2.75 m are below the recommended standards set out in the 
Transportation Association Geometric Design Manual for Canada. 

2. Alternatively, if the decision is made to provide wider walkways at the expense of 
the number of vehicle travel lanes, the result is elimination of a traffic lane which 
would not provide the required vehicle capacity. 

3. Non-structural renovations are permitted under the By-law and are a common 
occurrence. 1When structural renovations occur, these are often very costly and 
could significantly increase the property value and length of tenure. When 
improvEiments to the roadway are necessary and no provision for right of way 
widening is made, the land acquisition costs become very expensive, if not 
prohibitive. This additional cost would be passed on the taxpayers of the City. 

In view of thie abovE!, the Committee does not support either the exclusion of structural 
renovation prniects or those structures that were built prior to the passing of the By-law 
amendment. 
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9.0 APPEND!~ 

1. Existing By-law Section 4.4 "Additional Setbacks" 

2. Future Headway Widening Calculations 



... 
DATE: MARCti 14, 1995 Mk~z 1 ·• ,:•J--

TO: ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT MANAGER 

FROM: CITY CLERK 

RE: ROAD RIGHT-OF-WAY WIDENING 

At the Council Meetin~~ of March 13, 1995, consideration was given to the Road Right-Of­
Way Widening Report dated September 20, 1994 and at which meeting thH following 
resolution was passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having conside~red 
correspondence from the Downtown Planning Committee dated March 7, 
1995, re: Roadl Right-Of-Way Widening, hereby approves the Road Right-·Of­
Way VVidening Report dated September 20, 1994, and hereby further agrees 
that the relevant Land Use Bylaw Amendment be drafted for Council's 
consideration, and as submitted to Council March 13, 1995." 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information and appropriate 
action. I trust that you will now be bringing back to Council the necessary Land Use Bylaw 
Amendment for consideration by Council. 

For your information, II have attached hereto a copy of a Bylaw which had been previously 
drafted by the City Solicitor regarding this matter. Would you please review same to 
determine if any changes are needed, following which the matter will be presEmted back 

to~/g 
K{Jv(I~ 
city c1errE 

KK/clr 
attchs. 

cc: Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
Fire Chief 
Principal Planner 
City Solicitor 
Downtown Planning Committee 
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660-065 

DATE: March 30, 1995 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: Engineering Department Manager 

RE: ROAD RIGHT OF WAY WIDENING 
Jl..AND USE BY-LAW 2672/80 AMENDMENT 

At the Council Meeting of March 13, 1995, Council approved the Road Right of Way Widening 
Report dated September 20, 1994 and agreed to consider the relevant Land Use By-law 
amendment at a future meeting. 

Accordingly, we have worked with the City Soiicitor to prepare the required amendment to 
initiate the recommendations in the September Report, and respectfully submit the same for the 
consideration of Council. 

Ken G. Haslop, P. Eng .. 
Engineering Department Manager 

KGH/emg 
Att. 

c.c. By-laws artd Inspections manager 
c.c. Fire Chief 
c.c. Principal Planner 
c.c. City Solicitor 
c.c. Downtown Planning Committee 




