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4) ~~841/A-92 - Parks & Public Facilities Bylaw Amendment/Regulate Public 
Gatherings/Permits for Special Events - 3 readings .. 104 

5) ~~899/A-92 - Tax Discount Bylaw Amendment - 3rd reading .. 82 
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DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

'~pril 28, 1992 

'~II Departments 

City Clerk 

l,LEASE POST FOR THE INFORMATION OF EMPLOYEES 

SUMMARY OF DECISIONS 

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

FILE 

FOR THE REGULAR MEETING OF RED DEER CITY COUNCIL 

TO BE HELD IN THE COUNCIL CHAMBERS, CITY HALL, 

MONDAY, APRIL 27, 1992, 

COMMENCING AT 4:30 P.M. 

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

(1) Confirmation of the Minutes of the Meeting of April 13, 1992. PAGE 

DECISION - MINUTES CONFIRMED 

(2) UNFINISHED BUSINESS 

1) !Environmental Advisory Board - Re: Red Deer River Naturalists Inquiry of 
!November 21 , 1991 /Environmental Concerns . . 1 

DECISION - AGREED TO FORWARD RESPONSE BY PUBLIC WORKS MANAGER AND 
FIRE CHIEF OF CONCERNS TO NATURALISTS 

2) City Clerk ·· Re: lntrex Traffic Control Products lnc./Tender of Supply of 
Traffic Control Equipment . . 8 

DECISION - AGREED TO AWARD TENDER TO NOVAX INDUSTRIES 

3) Assistant City Clerk - Re: On-Street Transit Transfer Terminal .. 42 

DECISION - AGREED TO TABLE PENDING RECEIPT OF ADDITIONAL FINANCIAL 
INFORMATION 



4) Assistant City Clerk - Re: Interest Paid on Prepaid Taxes/Tax Discount 
Bylaw Amendment 2899/ A-92 . . 82 

DECISION - APPROVED BYLAW 

(3) PUBLIC HEARINGS 

(4) REPOFITS 

1) Engineering Department Manager - Re: Maximum Two Hour Parking Limit 
cm East Side of 41 Avenue between 50 Street and the Lane North of Ross 
Street .. 84 

DECISION - APPROVED PARKING LIMIT 

2) Hed Deer Regional Planning Commission - Re: Red Deer River Corridor 
Integrated Resource Plan, Request for City Representative .. 88 

DECISION - APPROVED APPOINTMENT OF ALDERMAN MCGREGOR 

3) Hed Deer Regional Planning Commission - Re: Land Use Bylaw 
Amendment 2672/L-92/Phase II Anders East/Development/Melcer I Al-Terra 
Consulting Engineering . . 93 

DECISION - 1 ST READING OF BYLAW GIVEN 

4) !=led Deer Regional Planning Commission - Re: 
Amendment 2672/N-92/North Hill/Condominium 
Construction 

DECISION - APPROVED 1 ST READING 

Land Use Bylaw 
Development/Seibel 

.. 94 

5) IR.C.M.P. - Re: Bicycle and Skateboard Operation/Proposed bylaw 
:amendment . . 95 

DECISION - AGREED TO BRING BACK A BYLAW TO ALLOW THE CONFISCATION OF 
BICYCLES AND SKATEBOARDS FOR CONTRAVENTION OF CITY BYLAW 



6) Economic Development Manager - Re: Assignment of Option and Land 
Sales Agreement/Part of Lot 21, Blk. 9, Plan 812-2206/Medican Construction 
Ltd./United Buy-Sell Furniture Outlet/Power Gaming Corporation . . 97 

DECISION - APPROVED ASSIGNMENT 

7) EL. & P. Manager - Re: Commissioning of a Consultant/EL. & P. 138/25 
KV Substation/S.E. Red Deer .. 100 

DECISION - COMMISSIONING APPROVED 

8) Hecreation & Culture Manager - Re: Floor Repairs/Heritage Ranch Visitor 
Centre .. 103 

DECISION -APPROVED REPAIRS 

9) Becreation, Parks & Culture Board - Re: Parks & Public Facilities Bylaw 
Amendment 2841/A-92/Regulate Public Gatherings/Permits for Special 
Events .. 104 

DECISION - APPROVED 1 ST & 2ND READINGS 

10) Assistant City Clerk - Re: Council Approval/Land Sale Parking Lots/Shaw 
Cable and Matthew, Craig/Requirements for Consolidation of Lots/Pt. Lot 
a, Block 5, Plan 5427 K.S. . . 109 

DECISION - RtECEIVED AS INFORMATION 

11) Assistant City Clerk - Re: Local Improvement Bylaw No. 3066/92/Decorative 
Streetlighting/East Side of Gaetz Ave. from 52 Street to 53 Street .. 112 

DECISION - AGREED NOT TO PROCEED WITH DECORATIVE STREETLIGHTING 

12) Assistant City Clerk - Re: Utility Bylaw Amendment 2960/D-92/Amending 
Utility Bylaw Amendment 2960/B-92 . . 114 

DECISION - APPROVED BYLAW 



13) Assistant City Clerk - Re: First Red Deer Place/4911 - 51 Street/ 
Outstanding1 Electrical Connection Fee . . 117 

DECISION - AGREED TO REQUIRE PAYMENT OF TOTAL OUTSTANDING FEE 

14) Engineering Department Manager - Re: Warrants for Crosswalks .. 136 

DECISION - APPROVED WARRANTS 

15) Fire Chief - Re: 1991 Annual Report .. 139 

DECISION - RECEIVED AS INFORMATION 

(5) WRITTIEN ENQUIRIES 

(~ CORRESPONDENCE 

1) Beta Surveys Limited - Re: Lot 6, Block 2, Plan 619 H.W./Arber Crest 
Homes Ltd./Rezoning Application/Duplex/6013 - 63A Street .. 140 

DECISION - APPROVED REZONING 

2) Towne Centre Association - Re: Gaetz Ave. Gateway/Signage/License to 
Occupy .. 150 

DECISION - APPROVED LICENSE TO OCCUPY 

3) Weddell, Mehling, Pander & Associates Realty Ltd. - Re: Request for Land 
Use Bylaw Amendment/Direct Control Uses/4324 - 54 Avenue/Swell 
Investments Ltd. . . 163 

DECISION - APPROVED REQUEST 

4) Robert H. & Lillian A. Gustum Re: Basement Suite/ 
5311 - 44 Avenue/Triplex .. 172 

DECISION - AGREED TO LEAVE AS TRIPLEX 



5) Sunny Dade - Re: Request for Approval to Sell Balloons from Park 
Locations . . 182 

DECISION - DENIED REQUEST 

6) Snell & Oslund Surveys (1979) Ltd. - Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/M-
Sl2/Deer Park/Development/Melear .. 187 

DECISION - APPROVED 1 ST READING OF BYLAW 

7) Hamona Parent - Re: Parking Ticket/Tow Charges/Request for Refund of 
Towing Charge . . 192 

DECISION - APPROVED REQUEST 

8) Centurion Ventures Ltd. - Re: Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/J-92/ 
Bequest to Defer Payment of Advertising Costs . . 197 

DECISION - HEQUEST DENIED 

9) IRed Deer Tourist and Convention Board - Re: 1991 Audited Financial 
Statements .. 217 

DECISION - BECEIVED AS INFORMATION 

(7) PETITIONS & DELEGATIONS 

(8) NOTICES OF MOTION 

1) Assistant City Clerk - Re: Alderman Pimm/Blue Box Program/ 
Plebiscite .. 218 

DECISION - AGREED NOT TO PROCEED WITH PLEBISCITE 

2) Assistant City Clerk - Re: Alderman Campbell/Tax Notices .. 219 

DECISION - AGREED THAT AN EXPLANATORY INSERT BE INCLUDED WITH THE 1992 
TAX NOTICES 



(9) BYLAWS 

1) 2~672/L-92 Land Use Bylaw Amendment/Phase II Anders 
East/Development/Melear I Al-Terra Consulting Engineering -
1 st reading . . 93 

DECISION - 1 ST READING GIVEN 

2) ~~672/M-92 - Land Use Bylaw Amendment/Deer Park/Development/ 
Melear/Snell & Oslund Surveys (1979) Ltd. - 1st reading .. 187 

DECISION - 1 ST READING GIVEN 

3) ~~672/N-92 - Land Use Bylaw Amendment/North Hill/Condominium 
Development/Seibel Construction - 1st reading . . 94 

DECllSON - 1 ST READING GIVEN 

4) ~m41/A-92 - Parks & Public Facilities Bylaw Amendment/Regulate Public 
Gatherings/Permits for Special Events - 3 readings . . 104 

DECISION - 1 ST & 2ND !READINGS GIVEN 

5) :2899/A-92 - Tax Discount Bylaw Amendment - 3rd reading .. 82 

DECISION - 3HD READING GIVEN 

6) :2960/D-92 ··Utility Bylaw Amendment/Amend Bylaw 2960/B-92 -
:3 readings . . 114 

DECISION - ~~ READINGS GIVEN 

7) 3066/92 - Local Improvement Bylaw/Decorative Streetlighting/East Side of 
Gaetz Ave. from 52 Street to 53 Street - 2nd & 3rd readings .. 112 

DECISION - ~~ND READING DEFEATED 



ADDITIONAL AGENDA 

UNFINISHED BUSINESS 

1) Assistant City Clerk - Re: Peavey Mart Site/Gaetz Ave./Redesignation/Land 
Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/S-91 

DECISION - APPROVED 3RD READING OF THE BYLAW 

REPORTS 

1) Director of Financial Services - Re: 1992 Mill Rate Bylaw 3070/92 

DECISION - APPROVED 1 ST & 2ND READINGS OF THE BYLAW 

2) Director of Financial Services - Re: Business Tax Bylaw Amendment 
~~032/A-92 

DECISION - APPROVED 1 ST & 2ND READINGS 

3) Director of Financial Services - Re: Municipal Residential Assessment 
Calculation Program/Overexpenditure for Computer Software/Equipment 

DECISION - APPROVED OVEREXPENDITURE 

4) Executive Assistant to the Mayor and Commissioner - Re: Residency 
Guideline - The Princess Margaret Scholarship in the Fine and Performing 
Arts 

DECISION - APPROVED GUIDELINE 

BYLAWS 

1) :2672/S-91 - Land Use Bylaw Amendment/Peavey Mart Site/Gaetz Ave./ 
IRedesignation - 3rd reading 

DECISION - 3:RD READING GIVEN 

2) :2032/A-92 -· Business Tax Bylaw Amendment - 3 readings 

DECISION - 1 ST & 2ND READINGS GIVEN 

3) 3070/92 - Mill Rate Bylaw/1992 - 3 readings 

DECISION - 1 ST & 2ND READINGS GIVEN 



A. Brenda Buehler - Re: Request to Waive Bill for Ambulance Service/Invoice FD 
29989 

DECISION - DENIED REQUEST 

B. City Solicitor - Re: Railway Yards Re-Development by Gelman Corporation and 
422984 Alberta Ltd. (Westfair Foods}/Separation Agreement 

DECISION - AIPPROVED AGREEMENT 



NO. 1 

DATE: 

TO: 

April 13, 1992 

CITY COUNCIL 

1 
UNFINISHED BUSINESS 

CS-P-3.504 

FROM: BICK MOORE, Chairman 
Environmental Advisory Board 

RE: BED DEER RIVER NATURALISTS INQUIRY OF NOVEMBER 21, 1991 

As requested by City Council, the Environmental Advisory Board considered the 
correspondence of the Red Deer River Naturalists (attached) at their regular meeting of 
March 17, 1992. The attached letter from Gordon Stewart, Public Works Manager, 
addresses the concerns raised by the Naturalists. With Council's concurrence, the board 
recommends that this letter and the letter from the Fire Department,. dated · 
November 27, 1991, be forwarded to the Naturalists in response to their inquiry. 

The board also passed the following resolution requesting Council to consider forwarding 
a letter/request to the Provincial Government: 

11That the Environmental Advisory Board recommend to Council of The City 
of Red Deer that a letter be sent to the Provincial Government requesting 
the following information: 

• What initiative is the Provincial Government taking or planning 
to take with regard to legislating the use of recycled paper in 
newsprint. 

• What initiative is the Provincial Government planning to take 
with regard to legislating the use of recycled paper in new 
Alberta pulp mills. 11 

RICK MOORE 

:ad 
Atts. 

c. Gordon Stewart, Public Works Manager 
Robert Oscroft, Fire Chief 
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DATE: March 26, 1992 

TO: Environmental Advisory Board 

FROM: Public Works Manager 

RE: ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERNS 
NOTED BY RED DEER RIVER NATURALISTS 

The letter by the Red Deer River Naturalists addresses a number of different environmental 
issues. 

The first one identified is the landfill site. The letter urges the setting aside of a staffed area 
to accept res:idential and small business hazardous waste. Additional staff, on-site signs, 
newspaper ads, etc. they :suggest would be required to advise users of this facility. The City 
of Red Deer presently undertakes a one day per year residential hazardous waste blitz. The 
total cost for this one day blitz can be up to $120,000 which is shared, at this time, between 
the province and the city. The city is budgeting $54,000 for this blitz in 1992. To set up a 
year-round staffed location, costs could easily run into the $300,000 to $500,000 per year 
range. In my opinion this is something the city is not in the financial position to undertake 
at this time. 

Alberta Special Waste Management Corporation is undertaking a waste minimization pilot 
project in Red Deer to assist small business in reducing waste and handling hazardous wastes 
generated. The City has been co-operating with Alberta Special Waste Management 
Corporation on this proje:ct. The study is intended to help companies identify wastes which 
can be harmful to the environment, examine ways to reduce the amount of waste generated 
and responsibly deal with the waste remaining. 

With respect to CFC recapture, I'm not sure how such a program as is being proposed 
would be implemented or enforced. At present we would not have the staff to implement 
or enforce such a program and it appears unlikely we will be able to obtain additional staff 
in the near future. With the proposed change in Provincial legislation with respect to white 
goods, it is our intent to pursue this with the private sector. 

With respect to composting, we agree that composting is a potential means for reducing the 
amount of waste accepted at the landfill site, and is something which we will be reviewing 
in the Solid VVaste Maste:r Plan. We, along with the Parks Department, are reviewing the 
possibility of a pilot project in 1992/93. 

The suggestion that Council require a minimum of 40% recycled paper content on any 
newspaper distributed in the city is one which I'm not sure that the City has the legislative 
ability to do. This could be checked with the City Solicitor. There have been- some 
initiatives by the newspaper industry to increase recycled content, but I'm not sure where 
they are at in Alberta at this time. . .. 2 



March 25, 1992 
Environmental Advisory Board 
Page 2 of 2 

3 

The sewage treatment system that is presently in use is an activated sludge program which 
is a biological treatment system. We have not looked extensively at the artificial wetlands 
for this area. We are not aware of these types of installations in our climate. Within the 
next 5 years it is conceivable that the City may have to upgrade our treatment standards. 
At that time :it may be possible to review any new potential treatment methods. The City 
does monitor and enforce the penalties on its discharge bylaw to the extent which present 
staffing allows. 

Our method of sludge disposal is to apply it to land as an organic fertilizer. We have been 
doing this successfully for about ten years now. 

With respect to radioactive materials, this is something which falls within the responsibility 
of the Fire Department. 

/blm 

c Director of Engineering Services 
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DATE: 

TO: 

FROM; 

RE; 

LANDFILL SITE 

November 27, 1991 

City Clerk 

Fire Chief 

4 

RED DEER RIVER NATURALISTS -
ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES 

RESIDENTIAL & SMALL BUSINESS HAZARDOUS WASTE 

The annual household hazardous waste disposal program has been most suc­
cessful in eliminating large quantities of hazardous waste from being disposed of 
in the landfill (Jr in the storm or sewer system. 

However, the Fire Department receives hundreds of calls throughout the year 
with requests to receive and store, or assist in the disposal of household and 
small business hazardous waste. 

We believe the average citizen is knowledgeable enough to ascertain the ramifi­
cations of unsafe or unsuitable disposal of hazardous wastes, however, other 
than the annual waste disposal program, there is no effective method in exis­
tence for the storage and disposal of hazardous wastes. 

We support the comments of the ROAN Issues Committee in this matter, but al­
so recognize that this is an expensive proposition. We are also concerned that 
this issue does not impact Red Deer alone and requires Provincial intervention. 

CFC RECAP11JAE SYSTEM 

While we agme with the concept, the issue does not impact on Red Deer alone 
and this matte1r requires Federal and Provincial intervention. 

SEWAGE TREATMENT 

We do not have sufficient knowledge to comment on this matter. 

\ 

\ 

8 
\ 

\ 
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City Clerk 
Red Deer River Naturalists • Environmental Issues 
November 27, ·1991 
Page 2 

RADIOACTIVE MATERIALS STORAGE 

All radioactive materials storage is legislated under the Atomic Energy 
Commission Ac:t. There are very tight controls for the licensing for storage, 
transport and use of radioactive materials and devices 

The transportation of radioactive materials is controlled through the City's Dan­
gerous Goods Houtes Bylaw. We do not believe that additional licensing for 
storage or transportation of radioactive materials would serve any useful pur-
pose. -~ 1 . /kl /]; . 1 . y;vt-...rr 
~Oser 
FIRE CHIEF 

9 



\ 
6 THE CITY OF RED DEER ' 

,__ R_eg( Cf:)~ R.w~ 
P.O. BOX 785, RED DEER. ALBERTA, T4N 5H2 

November 21, 1991 

To: Mayor and Council, City of Red Deer 

From: The RDRN Issues Committee 

C!.;:·n r.~!'lll7'ilEHT r-------·-----
Rr· ····\ 1ED 

··' -1 • ·~'-"·-·" 

our filename: ENV BRO! 

While in Committee meeting recently to review and comment on the 
Community Services Master Plan, a number of environment related City 
issues arose in discussion which did not directly fall within the 
mandate of Community Services. We feel the following issues and 
suggestions should have some formal attention, however, and would ask 
that City Council refer the following concerns, questions, and 
suggestions to the City's Environment Advisory Board. 

LANDFILL SITE 

Since we are concerned that the present management of the 
landfill site holds potential for the chemical contamination of the . 
creek system and the river: 

* We would urge the setting aside of a staffed area which 
would accept residential and small business hazardous waste where it 
would be properly contained for eventual safe disposal. Additional 
staff, on-site signs, and newspaper and publicity on utility bills coulr 
initially be used to alert all landfill site users as to what goods are 
considered hazardous contaminants and so required to be unloaded 
seperately into the supervised location. 

* We are surprised that many Alberta municipalities have not 
yet taken aggressive action to ensure that CFC's from junked home and 
store refrigeration and automobile air conditioning systems are 
routinely recaptured for either recycling or for high temperature 
incineration at the Swan Hills facility. The immense danger which these 
chemicals pose to our atmosphere and subsequently to most life on the 
planet is well researched and generally accepted. We urge especially 
prompt act~on for this problem. 

One approach would be a City bylaw that required anyone working on 
refrigeration systems to have a CFC recapture system. The bylaw could 
also require junked :refrigeration systems and cars with air conditioning 
units to have a "CFC's Safely Recapatured" sticker from such a firm, or 
from the "Hazardous Waste Disposal Yard" at the landfill sight, before 
the unit could be legally disposed. A token fee of a couple of dollars 
for the service should be levied, but it should be the identical fee 
whether or not CFC's were actually found during the removal process. 
This would stop the irresponsible puncturing of the refrigeration system 
by people trying to avoid a recapture pumping fee. This regulation 
would be something similar to the police sticker required on a damaged 
car before it can be repaired at a shop. The bylaw would seem 

\ 

an imposition to some at first. However, the universal ~~ 
benefits that the avoidance of eventual ultra-violet light ::o,<'= J 
induced skin cancers which each recapture of CFC's would ~ 

RflIU_ N 
'--------------------------------------------------------------

\ 
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theoretically represent, should provide a much easier sell to the public 
than many other less obviously helpful environmemtal regulations. * we 
would urge the City to follow the lead of the majority of States in the 
u. s. and ban the dumping of compostable materials in the general 
landfill site. Compost could be relegated to a separate section of the 
site for treatment and eventual removal and profitable re-use as usable 
soil. Such a move could effectively extend the life of the land fill by 
25%. 

* Council should also consider requiring that all newspapers 
printed or distributed in the City have a minimum re-cycled paper 
content of 40%, again a number adopted by many U.S. jurisdictions. 

SEWAGE TREATMENT AND RADIOACTIVE MATERIALS 

* The Red Deer River Naturalists would urge the City to 
examine the use of artificial wetlands for sewage treatment and nutrient 
recovery programs. Initially this would be an experimental adjunct to 
the present mechanical sytem, but one aimed at the eventual replacement 
of the very nutrient·-wasteful treatment method presently used. 

In such a biological system, treated sewage is pumped into long narrow 
trenches in which marsh plants are growing. The tops of the plants, 
which grow rapidly because of the heavy phosphate nutrient level of the 
water, are harvested for compost. The roots of the water plants remain 
in place and collect much of the heavy metal in the water. The more 
completely purified water is released into the river or into fish 
growing ponds. The newly created composted soil is used for growing 
vegetables, for enriching fibre-reduced agricultural soil in the area, 
or as topsoil soil for sod farms, depending upon the purity of the soil. 
* We support the City policy of restricting what types of effluent may 
be discharged into the city storm sewer and sewer system, but we would 
encourage you to ask for more strict enforcement and higher penalties as 
a means to help protect the health of downstream human populations as 
well as that of aquatic and other wildlife exposed to river water and 
the plants they eat which are grown in river water. 

* We would encourage the City to require a very tight 
registration of all radioactive materials stored in the City or 
transported through the City. 

Thank you. 

~~ 
These comments have been prepared on behalf of the Red Deer River 
Naturalist• Society by the followin9 members of its Policy Committee: 
Michael O'Brien, Kenneth :~arsen, Sherry Scheunert, and Rod Trentham. 

c.c. Michael McNaughton, President, RDRN 

Commissioner's Comments 
We would concur with the recommendation of the Environmental Advisory Board. 

"R.J. MCGHEE" 
Mayor 



THE CITY OF RED DEER 
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 

City Clerk's Oooartme,nt 342-8132 

December 10, 19~11 

Red Deer River Naturalists 
P.O. Box 785 
RED DEER, Alberta 
T4N 5H2 

Attention: Michael O'Brien 

Dear Sir: 

FAX: (403) 346-6195 

RE: THE RDRN ISSUES COMMITTEE - COMMUNITY SERVICES MASTER PLAN 

FILE No. 

At the Council meeting of December 9, 1991, · consideration was given to your correspondence of 
November 21, 19~:l1 regarding the above noted and specifically Landfill Site and Sewage Treatment and 
Radioactive Materials, and at which meeting Council passed the following resolution agreeing to refer 
these issues to the Environmental Advisory Board for comment back to Council. 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer hereby agrees that the November 21, 
1991 lett1ar from the Red Deer River Naturalists Issues Committee be referred to the 
Environmental Advisory Board for comment back to Council.• 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information. We thank you for your letter 
in this instance and we will notify you when the matter is brought back to Council. By way of a copy of 
this letter, we are requesting the Environmental Advisory Board to consider this matter and to report back 
to Council in duei course. 

Also, attached aria the administrative comments (pages 102-107) that were included in the Council agenda 
of December 9, ·1991, tor your information. 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory. 

CS{Jt 
Att. 
c.c. Environmental Advisory Board 

Michael McNaughton, President, RDRN 
Director of Engineering Services 
Director of Community Services 

rReD·DeeR 

Public Works Manager 
Parks Manager 
Fire Chief 
Principal Planner 



NO. 2 

100 

P.01. BOX 785, RED DEER, ALBERTA, T4N 5H2 

November 21, 1991 

To: Mayor and Counc:il, City of Red Deer 

From: The RDRN Issues Committee 

THE CITY OF RED DEER 
cu:=·n r.cPAllTM(lfT 

~~~~ ~~~~~ 

RECJ:.lVED 

our filename: ENV BRDl 

While in CoillUllittee meeting recently to review and comment on the 
Community S1ervices Master Plan, a number of environment related City 
issues aros1e in discussion which did not directly fall within the 
mandate of Community Services. We feel the following issues and 
suggestions should have some formal attention, however, and would ask 
that City C1:luncil refer the following concerns, questions, and 
suggestions to the City's Environment Advisory Board. 

LANDl"ILL SIR 

Since we are concerned that the present management of the 
landfill site holds potential for the chemical contamination of the 
creek systein and the river: 

·~ We would urge the setting aside of a staffed area which 
would accep1: residential and small business hazardous waste where it 
would be pre>perly contained for eventual safe disposal. Additional 
staff, on-site signs, and newspaper and publicity on utility bills could 
initially bEt used to alert all landfill site users as to what goods are 
considered hazardous contaminants and so required to be unloaded 
seperately into the supervised location • 

.,, We are surprised that many Alberta municipalities have not 
yet taken a9gressive action to ensure that CFC's from junked home and 
store ref ri~reration and automobile air conditioning systems are 
routinely re~captured for either recycling or for high temperature 
incineration at the Swan Hills facility. The immense danger which these 
chemicals pc1se to our atmosphere and subsequently to most life on the 
planet is weill researched and generally accepted. We urge especially 
prompt acticm for this problem. 

One approach would be a City bylaw that required anyone working on 
refrigeratic1n systems to have a CFC recapture system. The bylaw could 
also requir•t junked refrigeration systems and cars with air conditioning 
units to ha-v•e a "CFC's Safely Recapatured" sticker from such a firm, or 
from the "Ha~zardoua Waste Disposal Yard" at the landfill sight, before 
the unit coulld be legally disposed. A token fee of a couple of dollars 
for the serv·ice should be levied, but it should be the identical fee 
whether or not CFC's were actually found during the removal process. 
This would stop the irresponsible puncturing of the refrigeration system 
by people trying to avoid a recapture pumping fee. This regulation 
would be something similar to the police sticker required on a damaged 
car before it can be repaired at a shop. The bylaw would seem 
an imposition to some at first. However, the universal 5 ~ 
~enefidts t~at the avoid~nche of eventual ultrfa-violet li

1
·ght ~~,ti§ 

induce skin cancers whic each recapture o CFC's wou d 

RflR..l _ === N ,_ ______________ ,____________________________________________ -==-

;;:-
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theoretically represent, should provide a much easier sell to the public 
than many other less obviously helpful environmemtal regulations. * we 
would urge 1:he City to follow the lead of the majority of States in the 
u. s. and ban the dumping of compostable materials in the general 
landfill si1~e. Compost could be relegated to a separate section of the 
site for trEtatment and eventual removal and profitable re-use as usable 
soil. Such a move could effectively extend the life of the land fill by 
25%. 

"' Council should also consider requiring that all newspapers 
printed or dlistributed in the City have a minimum re-cycled paper 
content of 4, 0%, again a number adopted by many U.S. jurisdictions. 

SBJfAGB 'ZRBADIBff AND RADIOAC'ZIVB llA'ZBRIALS 

* The Red Deer River Naturalists would urge the City to 
examine the use of artificial wetlands for sewage treatment and nutrient 
recovery pro1grams. Initially this would be an experimental adjunct to 
the present mechanical sytem, but one aimed at the eventual replacement 
of the very nutrient-wasteful treatment method presently used. 

In such a biological system, treated sewage is pumped into long narrow 
trenches in which marsh plants are growing. The tops of the plants, 
which grow rapidly because of the heavy phosphate nutrient level of the 
water, are harvested for compost. The roots of the water plants remain 
in place and collect much of the heavy metal in the water. The more 
completely purified water is released into the river or into fish 
growing ponds. The newly created composted soil is used for growing 
vegetables, for enriching fibre-reduced agricultural soil in the area, 
or as topsoil soil for sod farms, depending upon the purity of the soil. 
* we support the City policy of restricting what types of effluent may 
be discharged into the city storm sewer and sewer system, but we would 
encourage you to ask for more strict enforcement and higher penalties as 
a means to help protect the health of downstream human populations as 
well as that of aquatic and other wildlife exposed to river water and 
the plants they eat which are grown in river water. 

* We would encourage the City to require a very tight 
registration of all radioactive materials stored in the City or 
transported through the City. 

Thank you. 

~ 
Th••• cOJlllllenta have been prepared on behalf of the Red Deer River 
Naturali•t• Society by the following member• of it• Policy Committee: 
Michael O'Brien, Kenneth Laraen, Sherry Scheunert, and Rod Trentham. 

c.c. Michael McNaughton, President, RDRN 
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REI) DEER 
REC310NAL PLANNING COMMISSION 

DIRECTOR: W. G. A. Shaw, ACP, MCIP 

MEMORANDUM 

To C. Sevcik, City Oerk 

FROM: Paul Meyette, Principal Planner 

RE ~>eer River Naturalists· Environmental Issues 

2830 BREMNER AVENUE. RED DEER. 
ALBERTA. CANADA T4R 1 M9 

Telephone: (403) 343-3394 
Fax: (403) 346-1570 

DATE December 2, 1991 

In their letter the Red Deer River Naturalists review several environmental issues and request 
that Council refer these issues to the City's Environmental Advisory Board for review. Planning 
staff support the referral of these issues to the Environmental Advisory Board. 

~~ Paul Meye:;;, ACP, MCI{ 
PRINCIPAL PLANNER, CITY SECTION 
/cc 

MUNICIPALITIES WITHIN COMMISSION AREA 

CITY OF REC OEER •MUNICIPAL QI STRICT OF CLEARWATER No 99 •COUNTY OF STETTLER No. 6 •COUNTY OF LACOMBE No 14 •COUNTY OF MOUNTAIN VIEW No 17 •COUNTY OF 
PAINTEARTH NO 18 •COUNTY OF l~ED DEER No 23 •TOWN OF BLACKFALDS •TOWN OF BOWDEN• TOWN OF CARSTAIRS •TOWN OF CASTOR• TOWN OF CORONATION• TOWN OF 
OIDSBURY •TOWN OF ECKVILLE •TOWN OF INNISFAll. • TOWN OF LACOMBE • TOWN OF OLDS• TOWN OF PENHOLD •TOWN OF ROCKY MOUNTAIN HOUSE• TOWN OF STETTLER 
TOWN OF SUNDAE• TOWN OF SYLVAN LAKE• VILLAGE OF ALIX• VILLAGE OF BENTLEY• VILLAGE OF BIG VALLEY• VILLAGE OF BOTHA• VILLAGE OF CAROLINE• VILLAGE OF CLIVE 
VILLAGE OF CREMONA• VII.LAGE OF DELBUANE •VILLAGE OF DONALDA •VILLAGE OF ELNORA• VILLAGE OF GADSBY• VILLAGE OF HALKIAK •VILLAGE OF MIRROR• SUMMER VILLAGE 
OF BIACHCLIFF • SUMMER VILLAGE OF GUL._ LAKE • SUMMER VILLAGE OF HALF MOON BAY • SUMMER VILLAGE OF JARVIS BAY • SUMMER VILLAGE OF NOAGLENWOLD 

SUMMER VILLAGE OF ROCHON SANDS• SUMMER VILLAGE OF SUNBAEAKEA COVE• SUMMER VILLAGE OF WHITE SANDS 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM; 

RE; 

LANDFILL SITE 

November 27, 1991 

City Clerk 

Fire Chief 
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RED DEER RIVER NATURALISTS­
ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES 

RESIDENTIAL & SMALL BUSINESS HAZARDOUS WASTE 

The annual household hazardous waste disposal program has been most suc­
cessful in eliminating large quantities of hazardous waste from being disposed of 
in the landfill or in the storm or sewer system. 

However, the Fire Department receives hundreds of calls throughout the year 
with requests t10 receive and store, or assist in the disposal of household and 
small business hazardous waste. 

We believe the average citizen is knowledgeable enough to ascertain the ramifi­
cations of unsafe or unsuitable disposal of hazardous wastes, however, other 
than the annual waste disposal program, there is no effective method in exis­
tence for the ste>rage and disposal of hazardous wastes. 

We support the comments of the ADAN Issues Committee in this matter, but al­
so recognize that this is an expensive proposition. We are also concerned that 
this issue does not impact Red Deer alone and requires Provincial intervention. 

CFC RECAPTURE SYSTEM 

While we agree with the concept, the issue does not impact on Red Deer alone 
and this matter requires Federal and Provincial intervention. 

SEWAGE TREATMENT 

We do not have sufficient knowledge to comment on this matter. 
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City Clerk 
Red Deer River Naturalists - Environmental Issues 
November 27, 1991 
Page 2 

RADIOACTIVE MATERIALS STORAGE 

All radioactive materials storage is legislated under the Atomic Energy 
Commission Act There are very tight controls for the licensing for storage, 
transport and use of radioactive materials and devices 

The transportati()n of radioactive materials is controlled through the City's Dan­
gerous Goods F~outes Bylaw. We do not believe that additional licensing for 
storage or transportation of radioactive materials would serve any useful pur­
pose. /--- ) 

. r~ <;r~fV ~ Oscr6ft~ 
FIRE CHIEF 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

November 26, 1991 

CHARLIE SEVCIK 
City Clerk 

DON BATCHELOR 
Parks Manager 
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CS·P-3.247 

RE: RED DEER RIVER NATURALISTS • ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES 
Your memo of November 25, 1991 refers. 

I do no have comments at this time, as the questions and enquiries outlined in the 
November 21, 1991 letter from the Red Deer River Naturalists should be referred to the 
Environmental Advisory Board for study and comment. Collectively the members of the 
board, with the assistance of board resource persons, could outline to Council the 
practical, fi:scal and environmental implications of the proposals. 

RECOMMENDATION 

That the le1tter from the Red Deer River Naturalists be referred to the Environmental 
Adv· 81oard for comment and to report back to Council. 

:ad 

c. Crai!~ Curtis, Director of Community Services 

, 
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FILE: c:\data \gord\memos\rdrvrnat.eab 
DATE: November 27, 1991 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: Public Works Manager 

RE: RED DEER RIVER NATURALISTS - ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES 

The Red Deer River Naturalists have also sent a copy of this same letter to the 
Environmental Advisory Board. We believe the intent of the Environmental Advisory Board 
is to review issues like this letter and provide recommendations to Council. 

RECOMMENDATION 

The letter of the Re.ct Deer River Naturalists be referred to the Environmental Advisory 
Board for review and comment. 

~w, .Eng. 
Public Works Manager 

/blm 

cc Director of Community Services 
Director of Engineering Services 
Bylaws & Inspections Manager 
Fire Chief 
Parks Manager 
Urban Planning Section Manager 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 
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December 3, 1991 

City Clerk 

Director of Engineering Services 

2300 
660-040 
630-054 

RE: RED DEER RIVER NATURALISTS • ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES 

Engineering Services has reviewed the correspondence from the Red Deer River Naturalists. 

It is our opinion that this item should first be referred to the Environmental Advisory Board 
for their input and co ent. The correspondence contains environmental issues that should 
be reviewed! by staff the Environmental Advisory Board for comments from both. 

s, P. Eng. 
r f ngineering Services 

Commissioners' Comments 

We would recommend that Council refer this matter to the Environmental 
Advisory Board for comment back to Council. 

"R.J. MCGHEE" 
Mayor 

"M.C. DAY" 
City Commissioner 



FILE: ... gord\memos\envn-bd.cc 
DATE: March 25, 1992 

TO: Assistant City Clerk 

FROM: Public Works Manager 

RE: ENVIRONMENTAL ADVISORY BOARD LETTER 

Attached is my letter to the Environmental Advisory Board letter which was reviewed at the 
March 17, 1992 meeting. 

I have made the changes and additions which were suggested and incorporated them into 
the report. 

I believe it is now in order to take this to Council. 

/blm 

Att. 

c Director of Engineering Services 



DATE: March 26, 1992 

TO: Environmental Advisory Board 

FROM: Public Works Manager 

RE: ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERNS 
NOTED BY RED DEER RIVER NATURALISTS 

The letter by the Red Deer River Naturalists addresses a number of different environmental 
issues. 

The first one identified is the landfill site. The letter urges the setting aside of a staffed area 
to accept residential and small business hazardous waste. Additional staff, on-site signs, 
newspaper ads, etc. they suggest would be required to advise users of this facility. The City 
of Red Deer presently undertakes a one day per year residential hazardous waste blitz. The 
total cost for this one day blitz can be up to $120,000 which is shared, at this time, between 
the province and the city. The city is budgeting $54,000 for this blitz in 1992. To set up a 
year-round staffed location, costs could easily run into the $300,000 to $500,000 per year 
range. In my opinion this is something the city is not in the financial position to undertake 
at this time. 

Alberta Special Waste Management Corporation is undertaking a waste minimization pilot 
project in Red Deer to assist small business in reducing waste and handling hazardous wastes 
generated. The City has been co-operating with Alberta Special Waste Management 
Corporation on this project. The study is intended to help companies identify wastes which 
can be harmful to the environment, examine ways to reduce the amount of waste generated 
and responsibly deal with the waste remaining. 

With respect to CFC recapture, I'm not sure how such a program as is being proposed 
would be implemented or enforced. At present we would not have the staff to implement 
or enforce such a program and it appears unlikely we will be able to obtain additional staff 
in the near future. With the proposed change in Provincial legislation with respect to white 
goods, it is our intent to pursue this with the private sector. 

With respect to composting, we agree that composting is a potential means for reducing the 
amount of waste accepted at the landfill site, and is something which we will be reviewing 
in the Solid "\Vaste Master Plan. We, along with the Parks Department, are reviewing the 
possibility of a pilot project in 1992/93. 

The suggestion that Council require a minimum of 40% recycled paper content on any 
newspaper distributed in the city is one which I'm not sure that the City has the legislative 
ability to do. This could be checked with the City Solicitor. There have been some 
initiatives by the newspaper industry to increase recycled content, but I'm not sure where 
they are at in Alberta at this time. . .. 2 



March 25, 1992 
Environmental Advisory Board 
Page 2 of 2 

The sewage treatment system that is presently in use is an activated sludge program which 
is a biological treatment system. We have not looked extensively at the artificial wetlands 
for this area. We are not aware of these types of installations in our climate. Within the 
next 5 years it is conceivable that the City may have to upgrade our treatment standards. 
At that time it may be possible to review any new potential treatment methods. The City 
does monitor and enforce the penalties on its discharge bylaw to the extent which present 
staffing allows. 

Our method of sludge disposal is to apply it to land as an organic fertilizer. We have been 
doing this successfully for about ten years now. 

With respect to radioactive materials, this is something which falls within the responsibility 
of the Fire Department. 

fZl~.f~ 
~don Stew!J(t, P. Brig. 

Public Works. Manager 

/blm 

c Director of Engineering Services 



THE CITY OF RED DEER 
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 

City Clerk"s Dcoartment 342·8132 

April 29, 1992 

Red Deer River Naturalists 
P.O. Box 785 
RED DEER, Alberta 
T4N 5H2 

Attention: Mr. M. O'Brien 

Dear Sir: 

FAX: (403) 346·6195 

RE: THE RDRN ISSUES COMMITTEE • LANDFILL SITE • SEWAGE 
TREATMENT AND RADIOACTIVE MATERIALS • Your File Name ENV-BRD1 

FILE No. 

I would advise that your letter addressed to Mayor and Council dated November 21, 1991, concerning 
the above which was originally considered by Council at its December 9th meeting, was referred to the 
Environmental Advisory Board for comment back to Council, and we advised you of this decision in our 
letter to you of December 10th. 

At the Council meeting of April 27, 1992, recommendations from the Environmental Advisory Board 
regarding this matter received consideration. At the aforesaid meeting, Council agreed that a letter be 
sent to the provincial government requesting the following information: 

1. What initiiative is the provincial government taking or planning to take with regard to legislating 
the use of recycled paper and newsprint? 

2. What initiative is the provincial government planning to take with regard to legislating the use of 
recycled paper in new Alberta pulp mills? 

In addition, it was; recommended and Council concurred that the attached reports from the Public Works 
Manager and the Fire Chief be forwarded to the Red Deer River Naturalists in response to your letter of 
November 21, 19191, a copy of which is also enclosed herewith. 

Submitted for your information, and I trust that you will find same satisfactory. 

Sincerely, 

CS/jt 
c.c. City Commissioners 

Fire Chie:f 
Public Works Manager 
Environmental Advisory Board 



April 29, 1992 

The Honourable Ralph Klein 
Minister of the Environment 
130 Legislature Building 
Edmonton, Alberta 
T5K 2B7 

Dear Mr. Klein: 

RE: USE OF RECYCLED PAPER 

At the Council Meeting of April 27, 1992, Council of The City of Red Deer agreed to 
recommendations from the Environmental Advisory Board that a letter be sent to the 
Provincial Govt!rnment requesting the following information: 

1) ·what initiative is the Provincial Government taking or planning to take with 
rt!gard to legislating the use of recycled paper and newsprint? 

2) 'What initiative is the Provincial Government planning to take with regard to 
legislating the use of recycled paper in new Alberta pulp mills? 

Your attention to this matter is appreciated. 

Sincerely, 

riw~ 
R. J. McGHEE 
Mayor 

/clr 

c: Environmental Advisory Board 
Public Vlorks Manager 
Fire Chief 

P.O. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA, T4N 3T4 Telephone 342-8155 
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NO. 2 

DATE: A.prll 6, 1992 

TO: C:lty Council 

FROM: C:lty Clerk 

RE: INTREX TRAFFIC CONTROL PRODUCTS INC. 
TENDER OF SUPPLY OF TRAFFIC CONTROL EQUIPMENT 

The above matter received consideration at the Council meeting of March 30, 1992 and at which meeting 
the following motion was introduced. 

Moved by Alderman Surkan, seconded by Alderman Guilbault 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered correspondence 
from lntrE~x dated March 13, 1992 re: Tender for Supply of Traffic Control Equipment, 
hereby a!grees as follows: 

1) !\line Novax controllers and one lntrex controller be purchased on condition that 

a) lntrex agrees to work with City staff to make their controller fully 
compatible with the Red Deer Signal System within the next two years; 

b) If lntrex is unsuccessful in making their controller fully compatible, the 
controller will be returned and lntrex will give the City a full refund; 

2) If lntrex is not interested in this proposal, the City should purchase all 1 O 
controllers from Novax; 

3) Until other controllers are proven acceptable, future Computerized Signal System 
controllers should not be tendered. The controller purchase prices would then 
be negotiated with the Novax supplier; 

and as mcommended to Council March 30, 1992. • 

Prior to voting on the above resolution, the matter was tabled for two weeks to provide lntrex with an 
opportunity to work with City staff to make their controller fully compatible with the Red Deer Signal 
System. · 

Following hereafter is a further report in regard to this matter. 

CS/jt 
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620-051 

DATE: April 22, 1992 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: Engineering Department Manager 

RE: TRAFFIC CONTROLLER - INTREX 

At the March 30, 1992 meeting, Council considered 

1. Intrex's concern why they were not awarded the tender for 10 controllers since they 
were the low bidder. 

2. Intrex's assurance that they will be able to prove their controller is compatible with 
our systiem if they were given two extra weeks. 

3. Intrex's assurance that their controller will work with the Red Deer SCOOT System 
since it worked with the Oxnard, California SCOOT system with no problem. 

4. Why can't City staff spend time to debug the lntrex controllers this year? 

Our comments in response to the above items are as follows: 

a. Why not award to the low bidder? 

The integrity of the bidding process has to be maintained. This process requires the tender 
be awarded to the lowest bidder that meets specifications. It is both the Engineering and 
E. L. & P. Departments' opinion that the Novax controller is the only one that currently 
meets the specifications. 

The Intrex controller, as submitted, is not proven to work on our computerized signal 
system. 

b. Provide lntrex two extra weeks to prove their controller works. 

Instead of two weeks, three and a half weeks have expired. Intrex was unable to make their 
controller work. lntrex now admits that their controller does not work due to unanticipated 
difficulties and give their reasons in the April 20, 1992 letter to Council. 



City Clerk 
Page 2 
April 22, 1992 
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c. Intrex assured that their controller works in the Oxnard SCOOT system with no 
problem. 

Via long distant calls and letters, Engineering Department staff have been contacted by City 
Traffic Engineers from Toronto and Oxnard, and consultants from Halifax about technical 
problems on SCOOT computerized signal system installations in Red Deer and throughout 
North America. 

For Oxnard, we have shared our experiences with their City Traffic Engineer on issues 
varying from contract specifications to pedestrian handling methods and detector designs. 

The Oxnard Traffic Engineer indicated that their SCOOT system is not completed nor is it 
operating. This was confirmed by GEC Traffic Automation, their system contractor and BI 
Tran, their controller software supplier. 

The Oxnard SCOOT system is approximately at the stage that Red Deer was at four years 
ago. All equipment was delivered, installed, and passed basic acceptance tests. Their next 
stage should be system operation tests and debugging. This is the stage that requires a 
significant amount of time.. Unfortunately, Intrex was not involved with the Oxnard project 
and have no experience with commissioning or operating the SCOOT computerized signal 
system. 

d. Why can't City staff debuii the Intrex controller this year? 

This year the City has its largest signal construction program since 1979. Debugging the 
Intrex controller requires a major time commitment from our most experienced staff. There 
is insufficient staff resources to help out Intrex and still open the Major Continuous Corridor 
and Downtown One-way Couplet with acceptable signal operations. 

As Intrex explained in their April 20, 1992 letter, they were just trying to conduct a level 1 
test to make their controller talk to our central computer. This was unsuccessful. In 
comparison, the Novax controllers never had problems passing this level 1 test during the 
commissioning of the Red Deer system four years ago. 

It appears that: Intrex considered passing this level 1 test means their controller is working. 
Unfortunately, our experience indicates that a lot more work needs to be done after this 
stage to make the signal system work. 



City Clerk 
Page 3 
April 22, 1992 

CONCLUSION 
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The Intrex controller is not proven compatible with our system. Since the difference in the 
bid prices is only $226 per controller, there is no effective cost savings to the City. The only 
reason City Administration recommended the purchase of one Intrex controller was to foster 
competition and help set up Intrex, a local firm as a qualified supplier in the future. This 
is simply an Administration move to safeguard long-term product quality and services by 
controller suppliers. 

We would suggest that both City Council and City Administration have gone out of their way 
to help the Alberta firm by 

1) putting Intrex in touch with the appropriate SCOOT contact person in England to 
develop their controller; 

2) extending the deadline and utilizing City staff time to help Intrex prove its product. 
Thirty-nine and a half hours of direct technical staff time (at an approximate cost of 
$1,200) has already been spend to help Intrex. This does not include time spend on 
Administration work such as Council reports, contract reviews, handling complaints 
from other suppliers, seeking legal advise, meetings, telephone calls, etc. 

3) volunteering City staff time and money to help debug Intrex's product in the long­
term. 

The present delay in awarding the tender, however, has switched project priorities, taxed 
City staff time in a very busy construction year, and delayed the orderly execution of the 
Major Continuous Corridor signal projects. 

RECOMMEN:OATION 

a) Conside~ring the integrity of the bidding process and allowing us to meet the 
demanding schedule required to accommodate the significant amount of road 
construction this year, we recommend the tender for 10 controllers be awarded to the 
lowest bidder that meets the specifications, Novax Industries. 

b) To catch up on signal project lost time, we recommend the tender be awarded 
immediately. Both Engineering and E. L. & P. Department staff must be switched 
back onto this year's signal construction/operation projects instead of conducting 
additional experiments to debug the Intrex controllers. 



City Clerk 
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c) Future computerized signal system controllers should not be tendered. The controller 
purchase price should be negotiated with Novax Industries, until such time as an 
alternative supplier's equipment is proven to be compatible with our system. 

~~() 
Ken G. Hasl6p, P. Eng. 
Engineering Department Manager 

CYL/emg 

c.c. E. L. & P. Manager 



INTREX TRAFFIC CNTRL 

April 20, 1992 

The City of Red Deer 
4914 - 48 .~venue 
Box 5008 
Red Deer, Alberta 
'1'4N 3T4 
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Attn: Mayor McGhee and Council 

Oear Sir: 

420 P02 

Re: Traffic Signal Eguipment Evaluation 

As discussed at the March 30, 1992 council meeting we have been 
conducting an evaluation of our proposed traffic signal equipment 
with your engineering and electrical staff. To that end, I would 
like to bring you up to date as to our progress to date. 

The controller has been tested to what is referred to as a 
level l test. This test involved testing in the control centre 
the ability of the controller to communicate with the central 
computer. This test was not a complete test in that the 
central system supplier GEC had not provided all the necessary 
information to our software vendor, This information is 
necessary to allow us to send back the correct information 
upon request by the central computer. This information once 
received will allow us to respond to these commands. This 
information will be released to us upon completion of a non 
disclosure agreement between GEC and our software vendor. 
Copies of letters relating to the above from our software 
vendor and GEC are attached. 

This agreement has been a stumbling block that we did not 
\ anticipate in earlier discussions with GEC. Al though there 
'does not seem to be any problem and in fact GEC is interested 
in the market potential of this test, their management seems 
to be able to move only so fast in regards to this agreement. 
As it stands now the agreement has been signed and our vendor 
is waiting for the Red Deer protocol to allow us to complete 
the test. This test should be in the final stages by April 24, 
1992. 

lntt•x traffic cont1ol products inc. 
2J royborn crescent, st. olbert, olberta. canada T8N 5B9 (403) 459·6092 



INTREX TRAFFIC CNTRL 420 P03 
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2. 

In summary, although the test did not 90 a!S smoothly as planned the 
City's Engineering department would seem to agree that this is not 
a major obstacle and once overcome will provide the city with not 
only a viable alternative to supply but, also more flexibility in 
the operation of their system. The concern of delivery to meet the 
1992 construction. schedule is valid however, I would point out that 
these units are stock in our warehouse in St. Albert and would be 
street ready in four weeks. 

I appreciate this opportunity and will provide you an update at the 
April 27 cc)uncil meeting. 

Yours truly, 

fiJJ~~:_. 
B.D. Williams, President 
Intrex Traffic Control Products Inc. 

encl. 

\bdw 



I tHREX TRAFFIC CNTRL 

; I Bl Tran Systems, Inc. 
-- . 

Mr. Brian Witliams 
lntrcx Traffic Control Products 
23 .Rayborn Crescent 
St. Albert 
Alberta, Canada T8N SB9 
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420 P04 

ANN~l'Ol.IS OFFICI 
917 HIGMPOINT DAM:. 
ANNAPOLIS, MCI 21401·4753 
1410) 126·7110 
(410) 618·7!10 flAX 

Reference: Red_Peer. 004 

Subject: Providing Software for Type 170 traffic controllers~~ City of Red Deer 

1 am providin& a staLUI report regarding your request to supply a modification of our Program 
200 for use with the City of Red Deer 11 central control system. 

As you know, we supplied a modified version of our Program 200 for use with the GEC 
Traffic Management System in the city of Oxnard, California. I understand that 
representatives of OBC Traffic infnrmcd your firm of our work after you inquired about the 
feasibility of interfacing type 170 controllers wilh the Red Deer Traffic Man~ement System. 
Per your subsequent request, we invesiiaatcd the feasibility of Rupplyina the same pro1ram to 
the city of Red Deer. Our review of the l'togram revealed that it is compatible with the City 
of Red Dccr1s trafflc system with only minor modifications. There appear to be minor 
differences in the nature of the communications between the central computer and tl1e local 
intersection, However. confidentiality a,arcements and licensing agreements associated with 
the Oxnard project prohibit us from using those portions of the software asi;ociated with the 
GBC TMS system for purposes other than the Oxnard project. 

In order to supply a version of our Program 200 that is compatible with th= Red Deer Traffic 
Management System, it is necessary for BI Tran Systems to obtain a software license from 
Gnc Traffic. Afler execution of the licen~e, OBC will 1upply technfoal details of the Red 
Deer comm.unications interface so that we can custom.i1.e Proaram 200 for use in Red Deer. 
The license will also grant permission to sub-license the software to the City ot Red Deer. 

On March :30t 1992, I talked with a representative from GEC Traffic and requested a license 
for the Red Deer system. This followed preliminary conversations wilh other members of the 
OBC Traffic staff regarding the feasibility of interfacing Program 200 with the Red Deer 
Traffic Management System. On April 2, 1992, GEC Traffic expressed intereat in pursuing a 
license agreement and tra11smitted a price proposal. We accepted the price proposal 011 April 
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S, 1992, and asked OEC Traffic to prepare a license aareement for execution. 

GEC Traffic transmitted a draft llcense agrcemcnL lV DI Tron on the mnmina Of April 16, 
1992. l reviewed the document and responded with suggestions for minor technical 
corrections. 1 transmitted the suggestions to GEC Traffic that aftemoon. OBC Traffic is not 
expected to respond before Tuesday, April 21, 1992~ because of the time difference and the 
impending Easter boliday, which is observed from April 17 through April 20, inclusive. 

QBC Traffic assures me that they are expediting the draftin.e of a license a1reement to the 
f \lllcst extent possible. We have been in frequent contact with OBC Traffic repre~tatives and 
believe that they aro procetdlng as quickly as they are able. We are workina with them to , 
expedite agreement on the software license. tJpon execution of the aareement, GEC Traffic 
will provide the toohnical details needed to adapt Program 200 to the Red Deer Traffic 
Manq,ement. System. We estimate that we will require no more than 7 daya to make the 
modifications after receipt of the technical infor1nation from GEC. 

Please note that the draf\ license agreement requites that we obtain acceptance of sub-licensees 
to certain license requircn1ents that prohibit copying the software and 1.llat acknowledge GBC 
Marconi's ownership of portions of the IOftware. In order to comply with the tenns of our 
sonware license with GEC Traffic, it appears that it will be necessary to obtafo the assent of 
both lntrex and the City of Red Deer to these provisions. We will provide details to you as 
soon u GEC Traffic provides the final form of the software license. After execution of all 
licensing agreements, we will be permitted to supply the software for use in the city of Red 
Deer. 

Jn closing, please note that only minor technical modifications are needed to adapt our 
Program 200 for use whh Red Deer's Traffic Management System. We arc working with 
OBC Traffic to expedite the execution of a license qreemenl that. will allow us to provide the 
software for use in the City of Red Deer. While the technical work required is minor, we 
must alao recognize GEC's right to protect their legitimate proprietary jntemt.a. We appeal 
for your pati~ce while we complete the necessary licensing arrangements. We request that 
you ask tbe city to suspend the April 20, 1992, deadline until we execul.e the software license, 
GBC provides the technical information, and we incorporate that information in our Proaram 
200. 

We thank you for your consideration of this request and await your response. 

Sincerely, 

Mike Travers 
Project Manager 
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17 

. , I . 



,... 

•'' -·. ,•. 

INTREX TRAFFIC CNTRL 420 P07 

18 

rAX 

To: INTREX 

No: 0101 403 460 7813 

Mr 5. Williams 

114 12.@9.l. : 11.2 controll•r 

Ra. your fax today, we advise that a draft lioance ha• today ~een 
faxed to !I !ran for their agreement. 

Regards 
CHlC-Marconi Ltd 

' .... ·-::::::~:::~ ,,.;;"Mt4 - . /) - -­~ ... ~•""'" ..... /c.A "c.g,.6 ~ 

A.s,r.r, Marshall 
COMMERCIAL MANAGER 
GEC Tt"aff io 
Marconi !leetronics Ltd 

1 
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I sn~1 , _ : 01 2 ·1 

l. ,- FACSIMILE=· ] 
I 

Name In blOGkl 
I I - CLA881fltlCA noN 

ASAP 
A,li1: 1

1J,, MAl~l!HAL11• 

COrrstl"Y 1nlAFii'IC 

URQl!NT [u~~::~ = I ] IMMEDIATE Atlttt~ : 
ON GIC· Tf'lfftC , •• Number• 

bt ·nr~:3 

' 
Dalt to • .a. 92 

National : 091 •953-Ull 
1ntemlt»nat: -.44-11 ..... 1191 

To: 
ldAN l!'i~7'KM!fl .me. cowtitry Numblt 

01o2. -41o-e2e ... 1 ~o 

Attn: MR, M, TRAVS~I 

,__._ .. 111•1~ 

f'rom: A , I\: • 'I' , MA'.ASHAL.L !lstree Way, Boret'temwood WD8 1 RX 
United K1ngdom. 

~~ 

CopyT o: 
,,, 

·-

' 

I ........ , ........ 
~ 

~~·--------------~~~· 
TO OONTACT THI ,AX O'IMTOR1 '"'IAR "lNI~ Ot1.tOMll1 or +44-t,·tot-eee1 

- - . ~ 



•• 

INTREX TRAFFIC CNTRL 

20 

·1~0: JU :UIAN 

420 P09 

Pax N'o: Ol 01•4.1.Q•886•TG80 

Date 1 10th Ap:r.i 1., 1.911 

Thunk ~Y1,:>1.~ :l:'<.~11:" YOUJ~ fax i.o CHlJ" H:.i:• I a I Ast&n:i.crn dated 8t:.b Ap~:l. t. 

w ,. w J 'l 1 '.I!> N,, p 1u1 "~ o. d r a f t 1 i c e rw • t o r y <.l u r o o n s'd de :r. r.t t :1. on • :r 
an~f.clpMto thi~ will take about l ~eek bafor~ lt i~ eent to 
,\'01.A. 
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ii I §I Trf!.n Sy§_~em~Jll:_<;· _, ___ , 
Ann1poll1 Offico 

April 5, 1992 

Mr. Ckorge Astaniou 
GEC Traffic 
El:\trec Way, liorchamwl-.00 
Hcrt'fordshirc, Ungland WD6 1 RX 

Subj~:.l: Your rac~iniilc message of April 2, 1992. 

997 1-tiglipolnt Drive 
Annapolis, MO 21401·4763 
(410) 626~ 7560 

Thank you for your Jncsimile mcHngc of April 2, 1992. Please be advised that we wen: 
urn.11:"-r the imprnssion that OHC Traffic hktu k1wwh:dge of and approved of our involvement in 
providi11g local controller 1oflwarc using OEC protocols for the Red Deer traffic control sy~tem. 
It was (HIT undcrstnnding lhat INTREX had conlacted GflC Trctffic and had been referred to m 
Trftn hy ~ame. Additionally we understood that a software license agreement would need LO be 
executed b<~lween 131 Tnm and GEC Traffic. My telephone convcrsaLion with you on March ~0, 
1992 ncldressed this matter. Accordingly, we started to make r~visions to the Oxnard version 

1 of the 170 software and providc-.<.l a preliminary vcn.1iun tu lntrex for testing and den,01~stration. 

We are: still intcrc.stcd in liccni;ing the use of the tiEC protocols and agree to your 
proposed price~ of $100.00 per copy. PlcMc mnke I.he n~.cessary arrangcmcnt.s lo provide a 
license agrc.c.ment for eXe(;Ution. 

In clo~ing, please be a~sured thRl il WK!j not our intent to hrestch the '~onfidcntiality of the 
cmc: protocols; we bcllcvcd Lhal we were supplying 170 sofiware containing GF.C protocols to 
the city ()f Red })eer with GEC Traffic':s knowledge and approval. We apologize for any 
misunderstanding which mny have occurred, and hope that we can resolve it promptly. 

!Jest regards, 

.~ )/),/"I/" 11,. 
' . '~"' ,~ . . . ' I '"-' (. ' /f-,1:, .. ., ,. 

' 

Mi kc Travers 
l'rojcct. Manager 

cc: G. Bloodgood 
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~i ti~ .R l<! H A M W 0 0 D 

~1 1 • A ~[: 9 l M ~I. L F! M l(i S S A U l~ 

JU J T~: . .U:~'A)(:. OliU g ~:~ ~:262; 

~~J; Mr J~rry Uluodgood 

f''l 11 '1'1'1'1""1•" ,,,. .......... . 

'I' ''''-1 ! I •' ... .,. 
I ,,~ .. ., 

Fax :H'O: 01.C)l 916 441.0 391 

A o '-~ "·· 71~.:rco 0 :L 0 l "S l """' ·tit •. . 

~ate; a April 1992 

0U1' Rat: GA/l.r:)i/1.2!52 

,. """'''''"·"""""'""""'"'""-"""'""'"-""'"""'····""""""""'""""'"'"'•· .................... __ , .......... ,,,,,,,_,,,,,,,,,, •.. _. __ _ 
w1:::i1 lH:~.v1 1:~' rr::,.cle~:ivf11H~~. fl1 rei;mrt frclm Ci!l.nada that. tl'lf! Clty ot R•d Oee:r 

)!··1.:1rv1:: 11. 1):b 1t::1:1,,:LJ·H~i~:(;,l 11 ":ti;rg::1c::! l''Hl m:mtrolle:c: Crom T·nt.:rex for Uf.1$ on the1.r 
i:::i,1:,•1)Q",t,1 ;i! ~ ·::1. 1: 1::~'.'0~'l'.::~::~~ir1., WE! \mc.'iau::·stand that;. t;.hE:i controllC!l:r vend.or hes 

~;·~11l.~ ·i: :1:1rnu:ll l.11.i::i.'\:, ~H11! ~uw ~~e1e2i wo1~:kin9 wi.th CUllC on the apl'l:h::la.t.ion of 

t.:1H11~. :1.·70 c:~i::n·1.·\::::r:c: .. ):.~.:1.t:!~~·. 1J:;h.i1:; h~ nc.it: truer t~ur. only cont'.ar.:t with 
1 ·1 o 1' 1::i1~ :.!.?; tJi.:1.•c:>'1,,u;:m, 1:1•u:l::":ra.~1yn/ 1U T~ftTll an tho oxmn:d SCOOT 2 , 4 

11~1r;t1:1;l.ll'I. :t 11·i.c~1vt~ 1:u;i)u1!d mi:r· •~)9;ln,eer1 t:o m.ak.e t:ni .. s cl.ear to :Rad 

l:::lof1m::r •'r'i::::. ·t:::.hj~ t'i~i)~·t: o':)l'JVf1ui:i.~mt. opportun,i.·ty. 

F'UJ"~::..11e;1:::"J:i:t1.:1:1.:·f;! .'Lf th..:l .. .1::1 1•:ont:t::"(::~l .. ler. ha.s :beQrl N'Uppl,iOc;l W'itn l.Of'tWare 

t.-c1m· y'::im-~:i.a:~lv1~:H'1~ thC'\J'l. WE! bt'):l:leve t.ha.t 1~h• con!'i,ient.iality 
HJ'u:iE:n:takinq :b~1 vo.u tc::) \HI unc1e:r 't.hfi O>marcl art·angementu:. heu~ 

:1: .. i.1: •. i i,. c.;,, n t :'.\ i 1111 .I Y' be c,:,o ·1···1 l1:::> :!:'.' (~ '" c:~h.1:1~d ,,, 
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APR 1 3 1992 

FACSUULE 

'.l'O: city of Red Deer 

Elstree Way, Borehamwood 
Hertfordshire WDS 1 AX 
Telephone: 081 ·953 2030 
Facsimile: 08 ~ ·953 5262 
Telex: 22777 GECBWD G 

Fax No; 0101 403 347 1138 

l,Q..t, th~ attention Qf 11.: M ~ ~ Engineer 

FROM: A E T Marshall 
Commercial Manager 10th April 1992 

Furthe:r to our telephone conversation of 9th April, I can confirm 
in summary the position between GEC, NOVAX, Intrex and BI Tran as 
follows:-

GEC and Novax have a relationship in respect of the Novax Con­
trollers ability to work on GEC Traffic Management Systems. 

GEC and BI Tran have a relationship arising from our project in 
Ox.nard California which allows 170 controllers to work with our 
Systems:. 

Both these relationships are subject to Confidentiality arrange­
ments. 

Intrex expressed an interest to work with us to allow NEMA con­
trollers to work on our systems but this initiative has not to 
date been pursued in any detail. 

We subsequently learnt, third hand, that Intrex were offerinq a 
170 type controller to the City. We expressed concern to both 
Intrex and Bi Tran that this had occurred without our knowledge 
or approval,· and potentially was a breach of confidentiality 
undertakings. 

Recognising that the City of Red Deer had a genuine desire not to 
be tied. to one controller manufacturer we informed Intrex and BI 
Tran that we were willing to licence our protocols for use by BI 
Tran in 170 software suitable for the Red Deer system. 

We have agreed in principle with BI Tran the licencinq arrange­
ments and the action is now with GEC to produce the Terms of the 
Licence for BI Tran approval. For this to occur certain appro­
vals have to be obtained within the GEC which I arn currently 
pursuing without delay. 

l 

A Dlvialo:i ol f\.11.rcon ElectrC>t1ic1o Limit&(!. 
R&piste••d II! Lcr:dcn Ne. 736591. ~ei111•,..d Ottice: "l'~e Greve, Wa·ren Lane, a @~~=Marconi 
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Once these licencing arrangements are in place the detailed 
knowledge can be released to BI Tran. 

Based upon our experience in Oxnard with 170 software produced by 
BI Tran we do not believe you will have any problems with estab­
lishinq a 170 controller with BI Tran software onto our system. 

From the information made available to us we are of the opinion 
that Intrex were premature in making any claim that they could 
offer a 170 controller compatible with the Red Deer System. 
However, we do repeat our willingness to work with Intrex and BI 
Tran to achieve that objective once the Licencin9 of BI Tran is 
complete. 

Pleasa be assured that we are not creatinq any deliberate delay 
in establishment of a formal licence with BI Tran. 

Regards 

~~~ 
A E 'I' Marshall 
Commercial Manager 
GEC Traffic 

2 



The City of Red Deer 
4914 - 48 Avenue 
Box 5008 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 3T4 

Attention: Mayor Bob McGhee 

Dear Mayor, 
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I am writing to express my disappointment in the way I feel your 
administration has dealt with a recent tender for the supply of 
traffic control equipment. 

We were invited to submit a quotation on the supply of this 
equipment by your purchasing department. At the initial bid opening 
we were the only bidder. This alone would preclude the order. Your 
purchasing elected to go out for requote because a certain vender 
did not bid. Again we submitted a price and on this submission we 
were the low bid. At this time the City had concerns whether we 
could make our equipment work to the specifications provided and 
interface with the City's traffic signal system. 

At this point we supplied a test unit and within one week made the 
necessary adjustments to interface this equipment to your traffic 
signal system. We further offered to install at our cost a field 
unit for evaluation. This unit once evaluated and accepted would 
then result in our receiving the order as specified in the tender. 

I am told by your people that they are electing to go with the 
higher priced unit which was quoted on the second bid. The reason 
being that it took three years to make this unit work to their 
satisfaction and they did not feel they wanted to learn our system 
because of past problems. 

My major questions to you quite simply are as follows: 

* Why invite us to participate to provide you an alternate 
product to work on your system and to provide a competitive 
atmosphere if you were not serious. 

* Why put us through our paces to provide a working sample, if 
you had no intention of following your own tendering rules as 
to award. After all the basis for all the activity was the 
opportunity to secure the order as tendered. 

I . .. 2 

intrex traffic control products inc. 
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2. 

We are providing the City the opportunity to deal with a local 
company within the province that specializes in the supply of this 
equipment. We offer the City the opportunity to have competitive 
product that addresses one of the major industry standards unlike 
your present equipment that is totally sole source proprietary. 

We approached this tender at the request of your people who wanted 
a better product, better service and better pricing. We have met 
all of of these criteria as well as delivery which seemed to be a 
high priority for your construction program this year. I am of the 
opinion that the City was not conducting business in good faith. 

I would like you to assist me in attaining satisfactory answers to 
these questions. As it stands with this tender and the way it has 
evolved leaves us with the question, do we want to do business here 
or in fact does Red Deer want a competitive local company in 
Alberta to service them. 

I await your reply. 

Yours Truly, 

. ,. . 
/" 'lti .. --L/ - .. 

Brian D. Williams, President 
INTREX TRAFFIC CONTROL PRODUCTS INC. 

BDW/rw 

c.c. Correspondence file 
Ruth Boivin, Purchasing Agent 
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DATE: March 19, 1992 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: E. L. & P. Manager 

RE: Tender For Supply of Traffic Control Equipment 

My comments to the letter of March 13, 1992 from Intrex follow. 

When the first request for tenders was mailed, the request was sent only to Intrex. The 
Purchasing Section will comment on why this occurred. A second request for tenders was 
then issued to two vendors. 

The lntrex tender of $8,695 per unit was $226 per unit lower than the Novax tender of 
$8,921 per unit. The total cost difference for the 10 controllers on the order would be 
$2,260 or 2.6% higher than the lower price. 

Intrex supplied a test unit which underwent some very limited bench tests. No full-scale field 
tests were conducted. The Engineering Department has indicated that a full evaluation of 
the Intrex controller could take two years. At this point in time, we are not able to say that 
the Intrex controller will perform satisfactorily on our system. 

Intrex offered to supply a. unit for field testing but only on the basis that they be awarded 
the full order of 10 controllers. The immediate need for 10 controllers eliminates the Intrex 
product at this time as their product will require a two year evaluation to ensure that it 
functions properly within our operating system. 

The City does not wish to be in a position where a product can only be single sourced. For 
this reason Intrex was invited to submit a tender. Submitting the lowest price does not, 
however, assure that a Vendor will be successful. The product is evaluated in the best way 
possible, within the time constraints, to determine if the product is technically compatible 
with our requirements. In this instance, there is insufficient time to conduct a full evaluation 
of the product and a somewhat subjective analysis must be made. 

In this instance the evaluation reduces to whether the saving of $2,260 on the initial 
purchase will in fact be realized over the life of the product when there is a very high degree 
of risk, based on past experience with this type of product, that the resolution of the . 
potential operating problems will cost far in excess of the $2,260. It is my opinion that there 
will be a net loss if the Intrex product is purchased at this time. 
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We have verbally offered to purchase one unit from Intrex, based on a very quick evaluation, 
which would enable both Intrex and The City to properly evaluate the product. This was 
rejected by Intrex as they wanted the entire order of 10 units. Acceptance of this offer may 
have better positioned Intrex in the future and may also have resulted in The City having 
two qualified suppliers. I believe that this would have been a fair means of assisting Intrex 
to become a qualified supplier and it demonstrated that The City was quite willing to work 
with Intrex. It was Intrex who made the decision not to avail themselves of the opportunity 
presented by The City. 

Recommendation 

It is my recommendation that the Purchase Order for 10 controllers be awarded to Novax. 

A Roth, 
Manager 

AR/jjd 

Attachment 

p.c. Director of Engineering· Services 
Treasury Services Manager 
Purchasing Agent 
Engineering Manager 
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March 24, 1992 

City Clerk 

Engineering Department Manager 

E. L & P. DEPARTMENT'S TRAFFIC CONTROLLER TENDER 
MARCH 13, 1992 INTREX LEITER 

620-013 

The following items led us to recommend only one lntrex controller for trial and nine Novax 
controllers for installation: 

1. Schedule and Existini System 

The current computerized signal system, consisting of both SCOOT and fixed time 
synchronization strategy, utilizes 60 Novax controllers. These controllers have been 
specifically designed to be compatible with our system. The expansion of the system to the 
Major Continuous Corridor involves 10 new intersections, and all equipment must be 
available and ready to operate by August 1, 1992 or as sections of road can be opened. 

2. Si~al Timini Plan Input 

A typical controller timing plan consists of five pages of data. The attachment indicates the 
volume of numbers that must be inserted into each controller in the field. This data can be 
directly transferred from a laptop computer into the Novax controller. For an Intrex 
controller, City staff will have to finger punch (manually) similar data into each controller. 
This procedure is error prone, and will require additional staff time for finger punching and 
checking the correctness of each number punched in. 

Intrex indicated they can develop a computer program to transfer the data via our laptop 
computer. With some development work, they can also directly transfer the data from our 
central computer to the Intrex controller. This ability, however, is not available at the 
current time. 

3. Staff Resources 

On February 28, 1992, an E. L. & P. Department Technician and three Intrex Designers 
arrived at our signal computer room with a test unit. Our Signal Computer Operator 
dropped the Major Corridor detour signal timing design he was working on and 
experimented the test unit with the E. L. & P. and Intrex staff. Intrex also closely consulted 
with personnel of another firm in New York via telephone. After two City staff spent three 
hours working with them, Intrex was unable to make the test unit and the central computer 
talk to each other. This is indicative of the staff time spent two years ago in commissioning 
the Novax controller. 
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4. GEC Traffic Automation Comment (Central Computer System Developer) 

On March 2, 1992, three Traffic staff discussed for 2 ~ hours, the possibilities of making the 
Intrex controller work, and its impact on the City's operation. We subsequently telephoned 
long distance to consult with the system's developer of GEC Traffic Automation in England. 
The system developer felt the Intrex controller might work, but it will be an involved process 
and will take some design time. 

5. Incompatible Controller Communication 

On March 6, 1992, the three Intrex Designers returned with their adjusted test unit. Our 
Signal Computer Operator spent four hours working with them. This time the team was 
able to make the controller and the signal computer talk to each other, although the 
controller incorrectly interpreted some of the information transferred. No signal timing 
plans were tested. Intrex was pleased the controller and the signal computer talked to each 
other and expressed confidence that other problems are minor and will be resolved. 

6. City Staff Time Required to Commission a New Controller 

During the commissioning of our Computerized Signal System, Novax was able to 
demonstrate their test unit talked with the central computer with no fault at all. In addition, 
the Novax test unit actually worked with the central computer with no fault at all. However, 
quite a few malfunctions surfaced during implementation. The computer chip on all Novax 
controllers were changed at least four times. When the City took over the project after 
substantial completion, both the Signal Computer Operator and the E. L. & P. Signal 
Foreman spent months to thoroughly test the Novax controller, carried out extensive 
discussion with the Novax supplier and the computer system developer, and pinpointed all 
''bugs" for the supplier to repair. 

Based on this experience, the Intrex test unit has not yet reached the no fault status. Even 
if it has, we anticipate City staff will have to spend significant time with the supplier to 
completely "debug" the field unit. 

CONCLUSION 

a. As outlined above, in analyzing the two tenders, 17 ~ hours of technical staff time 
(excluding administrative tasks involved with reports, meetings, and telephone 
conversations) has already been spent by the Engineering Department alone. We do 
not know how many more hours were spent by the E. L. & P. Department. In 
addition, there is the unknown amount of staff time that will be required to 
commission the lntrex controller if it is selected. Since the total cost difference 
between the Novax and Intrex controllers is only $2,260 (or 2.6% ), there is no doubt 
in our mind that the Intrex controllers will result in significantly higher net cost to the 
City. 
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Furthermore, if the Intrex controller malfunctions in the field, there will be adverse 
public reaction similar to what we experienced during the initial commissioning of the 
Novax controllers. 

b. In an effort to foster competition in the long-term, we are prepared to invest staff 
time during the next two years to assist Intrex in making one trial controller 
compatible with our Signal System. If successful, Intrex will benefit from having a 
marketable product for other SCOOT systems being considered in North America. 
The City will benefit from having a second qualified controller supplier. However, 
we understand from the E. L. & P. Department that Intrex is not interested in this 
proposal. 

c. The ordering/tendering of the controllers was handled by the E. L. & P. Department 
and the Purchasing Department. They will provide comments in this regard. 

RECOMMENDATION 

As outlined in our attached March 10, 1992 memo to the E. L. & P. Department, we 
recommend: 

1) Nine Novax controllers and one Intrex controller be purchased on condition that 

a) Intrex agrees to work with City staff to make their controller fully compatible 
with the Red Deer Signal System within the next two years. 

b) If Intrex is unsuccessful in making their controller fully compatible, the 
controller will be returned and Intrex will give the City a full refund. 

2) If Intrex is not interested in this proposal, the City should purchase all 10 controllers 
from Novax. 

3) Until other controllers are proven acceptable, future Computerized Signal System 
controllers should not be tendered. The controller purchase prices would then be 
negotiated with the Novax supplier. 

, 
cyj{;,~~~ 

Ken G. HasJiP:P. Eng. 
Engineering Department Manager 

CYL/emg 
Att. 

c.c. E. L. & P. Manager 
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50 Street at 49 Avenue 2 1/12/1990 14: 4 

' 
INTERYAl DESCRIPTIONS sqoss 

-----------------------------·---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Signal Plan 1 II 

II Signal Plan 2 II 
II Signal Plan J 11 11 Signal Plan 4 

---------------------------- ------~-------------------------------------------------------- --------------------------------
I IG 2R JC 4C so 60 
2 16 2R JC 4C Sii 60 
J lG 2R 3C 4C SP 60 
4 : IA 2R 3C 4C SD 60 
S : IR 2R 3C 4C SO 6D 
6 IR 26 JC 4C SO 60 
7 1R 2G JC 4C SO 611 
8 IR 2G JC 4C SO 6P 
9 : IR 2A 3C 4C SD 60 

I 

: 12 
: 13 
:14 
: IS 
:16 
: 17 
: 18 
:19 
:21 
:21 
:22 
:23 
:24 
:2s 
:26 
:21 
:28 
:29 
:31 
:J1 
:J2 
:J3 ... 

: IR 2R JC 4C SO 60 

1 lG 2R 3C 4C SD 60 : : 1 1 G 2R JC 4C SO 60 : I 1 G 2R 3C 4C SO 60 
2 1G 2R 3C 4C Sii 60 : : 2 1G 2R 3C 4C Sii 6D : 2 16 2R 3C 4C Sii 6D 
3 1G 2R 3C 4C SP 6D 1

: 3 lG 2R JC 4C SP 6D : J lG 2R 3C 4C SP 60 
4 : 1A 2R 3C 4C so 6D I I 4 : lA 2R 3C 4C so 6D : 4 : 1A 2R JC 4C so 60 
S : lR 2R JC 4C SO 60 S : 1R 2R JC 4C SD 6D : S : IR 2R 3C 4C SO 60 
6 1R 26 JC 4C SD 60 6 IR 26 JC 4C SD 60 : 6 1R 26 3C 4C SD 60 
7 IR 2G JC 4C SO 611 7 lR 2G 3C 4C SO 611 : 7 IR 26 JC 4C SO 611 
8 IR 2G JC 4C SD 6P 8 IR 26 3C 4C SD 6P : 8 IR 26 JC 4C SO 6P 
9 : 1R 2A 3C 4C SO 60 9 : 1R 2A JC 4C SO 60 9 : 1R 2A.JC 4C SO 60 

11 : 1R 2R JC 4C SO 60 II : IR 2R JC 4C SO 6D II : IR 2R JC 4C SO 60 
.t 1 IC 2C JC 4C SC 6C 11 IC 2C JC 4C SC 6C 11 1 C 2C JC 4C SC 6C 
: 12 1 C 2C 3C 4C SC 6C 12 1 C 2C 3C 4C SC 6C 12 1 C 2C JC 4C SC 6C 

I : l J I c 2C JC 4C SC 6C 1 1 J I c 2C JC 4C SC 6C 1 J I c 2C JC 4C SC 6C 
: 14 !C 2C JC 4C SC 6C : 14 !C 2C JC 4C SC 6C 14 IC 2C JC 4C SC 6C 
: I 5 IC 2C JC 4C SC 6C : l S IC 2C JC 4C SC 6C l S IC 2C JC 4C SC 6C 
: 16 1 c 2C JC 4C SC 6C : I 16 1 c 2C JC 4C SC 6C 16 I c 2C JC 4C SC 6C 
: 17 1 C 2C JC 4C SC 6C : : 17 IC 2C JC 4C SC 6C : 17 IC 2C JC 4C SC 6C 
:is IC2CJC4CSC6C ::ta !C2CJC4CSC6C :ta IC2CJC4CSC6C 
: 19 1 C 2C JC 4C SC 6C : : 19 l C 2C JC 4C SC 6C : 19 IC 2C JC 4C SC 6C 
:21 !C 2C 3C 4C SC 6C : :21 !C 2C JC 4C SC 6C :21 IC 2C JC 4C SC 6C 
: 21 IC 2C JC 4C SC 6C : :21 1 C 2C JC 4C SC 6C I 21 l C 2C JC 4C SC 6C 
:22 1C 2C 3C 4C SC 6C :22 IC 2C 3C 4C SC 6C :22 IC 2C JC 4C SC 6C 
l2J IC 2C JC 4C SC 6C :2J IC 2C 3C 4C SC 6C :23 IC 2C 3C 4C SC 6C 
:24 IC 2C JC 4C SC 6C :24 1C 2C JC 4C SC 6C :24 IC 2C JC 4C SC 6C 
l2S IC 2C JC 4C SC 6C :2S lC 2C JC 4C SC 6C :2S IC 2C JC 4C SC 6C 
l26 !C 2C JC 4C SC 6C \26 !C 2C JC 4C SC 6C \26 !C 2C JC 4C SC 6C 
:27 !C 2C JC 4C SC 6C :27 lC 2C JC 4C SC 6C :27 lC 2C JC 4C SC 6C 
:28 !C 2C JC 4C SC 6C :28 IC 2C JC 4C SC 6C :28 !C 2C 3C 4C SC 6C 
l29 !C 2C JC 4C SC 6C l29 lC 2C JC 4C SC 6C :29 IC 2C JC 4C SC 6C 
l31 !C 2C 3C 4C SC 6C lJI !C 2C JC 4C SC 6C :JI !C 2C JC 4C SC 6C 
IJI !C 2C JC 4C SC 6C lJl IC 2C JC 4C SC 6C lJl IC 2C JC 4C SC 6C 
lJ2 !C 2C JC 4C SC 6C lJ2 1C 2C JC 4C SC 6C :J2 !C 2C JC 4C SC 6C 
lJJ IC 2C JC 4C SC 6C lJ3 IC 2C JC 4C SC 6C l33 1C 2C JC 4C SC 6C 
l34 IC 2C 3C 4C SC 6C lJ4 IC 2C JC 4C SC 6C lJ4 IC 2C JC 4C SC 6C 
lJS !C 2C JC 4C SC 6C \3S IC 2C JC 4C SC 6C 135 1C 2C 3C 4C SC 6C 

;j6 l36 IC 2C JC 4C SC 6C l36 !C 2C JC 4C SC 6C lJ6 IC 2C JC 4C SC 6C 
lJ7 l37 IC 2C JC 4C SC 6C :37 IC 2C 3C 4C SC 6C ::37 1C 2C 3C 4C SC 6C 
:J8 1l38 !C 2C JC 4C SC 6C lJ8 1C 2C JC 4C SC 6C ::38 1C 2C JC 4C SC 6C 
lJ9 ::39 1C 2C JC 4C SC 6C lJ9 1C 2C JC 4C SC 6C ll39 lC 2C JC 4C SC 6C 
:41 ::48 IC 2C JC 4C SC 6C l41 IC 2C JC 4C SC 6C ll41 IC 2C JC 4C SC 6C 
l41 ::41 IC 2C 3C 4C SC 6C ::41 IC 2C JC 4C SC 6C ::41 IC 2C JC 4C SC 6C : 
--------~-~-----------~---------~-----~-~-~~~~~----~--------~---------------~----~~~--~---------------

PAGE ZERO - CONrIGURATION PARA"ETERS 

- ll-1-1) Cycle 1 length: 75 (1-2-1> Cycle 1 Interrupter: 3 <1-A-D Cycle Xfer. Interval: 
13 <l-A-2> Dont Walk Flash Rate: (1-8-2) Cycle 2 Length: as (8-2-2) Cycle 2 Interrupter: 

(8-8-3) Cycle 3 Length: 75 (1-2-3) Cycle 3 Interrupter: 13 <1-C-O> Exit Night Flash Int: 
(8-1~) Cycle 4 length: 75 (1-2~) Cycle 4 Interrupter: 13 <1-C-E> Enter Night Flash Int: 
(8-1-S) Cycle S length: 75 <1-2-S> Cyclt S Interrupter: 13 <1-C-F> Startup Flash Period: 
(1-1-6) Cycle 6 length: 75 <1-2-6) Cycle 6 Interrupter: 13 <8-0-J> Green Flash Rate: 
Cl-1-7> Cycle 7 length: 75 Cl-2-7> Cycle 7 Interrupter: 13 
Cl-1-8) Cycle 8 Length: 75 (1-2-8) Cycle 8 Interrupter:- 13 Cl-E-D "ode Control: 
<1-1-9) Cycle 9 Length:. 51 Cl-2-9> Cycle 9 Interrupter: 13 Cl-E-A> Yeh Dettctors lockin!: 

<1-E-C> ' Yeh Otttctors Recal : 1234 
{1-1-1) Co-Ordinated Phase: l Cl-3-A) Detector Fail Counter: I <1-E-O> De1and Stages: 

<1-E-E> Pedestrian Phases: 12 
<1-1-2) "axi1u1 Cycle 1 Ovell: 36 <1-7-7) Co11unication Address: 4 Cl-F-1> Ped Ottectors Recall: 12 
<1-1-3) "axi1u1 Cycle 2 Dvell: 19 <l-F-3> Flash "ask: 23 
<1-1-4> "axi1u1 Cycle 3 Dvell: 24 <1-8-1> Pover-up Interval 1: 1 
<1-1-5> llaxi1ua Cycle 4 Dvell: 31 (1-8-2) Pover-up Interval 2: 2 Cl-F-E> Rx lockout Tile: 
1-1-6> "axi1ua Cycle S Dvell: 31 <t-8-3) Pover-up Interval J: 3 

<1-1-7> "axi1u1 Cycle 6 Dvell: JI (1-8-4) Pover-up Interval 4: 128 
:1-1-8> "axi1u1 Cycle 7 Ovell: 15 (1-8-5) Pover·up Interval S: 128 
1-1-9> "axi1u1 Cycle 8 Dvell: IS 
1-L-A> "axi1u1 Cycle 9 Ovell: I 

I 

4 
31 
4 
4 
I 

31 

56 



34 
D23f\. 5121 Street at 4'9 Avenue 2 1/12/1'9'90 14: 4 

Al - INTERSECTION TIMING PLANS 8~oSS 

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------:TIMING PLAN 1::TIMING PLAN 2::TIMING PLAN 3::TIMIN6 PLAN 4; :TIMING PLAN 5::TIMING PLAN 6::TIMING PLAN 7: :TIMING PLAN 8: :TIMING PLAN 9: 
Sptl Spt2 : I Sptl Spt2 I: Spt1,,Spt2 : I Sptl Spt2 : : Sptl Spt2 : : Spt1 Spt2 : : Sptl Spt2 : I Sptl Spt2 : : Sptl Spt2 : 

------------------------------------ - -
1 34 I : 1 51 46 I 1 I I 1 I I : I 1 I I : : 1 I I : 1 I 24 I : 
2 I 17 : 2 I I 29 2 I 17 2 I 17 : : 2 I 17 :: 2 I 17 : 2 I I 7 
3 I 17 : 3 I I 17 3 35 18 3 35 18 : : 3 35 18 : : 3 35 19 : 3 35 I 17 
4 4.8 4.8 : 4 4.1 4.1 4.1 4 4.1 4.1 4 4.1 4.1 : I 4 4.1 4.1 : I 4 4.1 4.1 I 4 4.1 4.1 4.1 
5 1.1 1.1 I 5 1.1 1.1 1.1 5 1.1 1.1 s 1.1 1.1 : : s 1.1 1.1 I I s 1. I 1,1 I: 5 1.1 I.I 1.1 
6 31 I I 6 24 19 I 6 I 8 6 I I 'I 6 I I I: 6 I I 6 I 17 I 
7 I 21 : 7 I I 9 7 I 24 7 I 24 : 7 I 24 : I 7 I 24 .7 I I 7 
s I 11 : s I I 11 8 31 7 B 31 7 : B 31 7 : : s 31 7 B . 31 I 11 
9 4.1 4,1 : I 9 4.1 4.1 4.1 9 4.8 4.1 9 4.1 4.1 I 9 4.1 4.1 :: 9 4.1 4.1 9 4.1 4.1 4.1 

11 I.I I. I J 18 I.I a.a I.I I I. I I II I 1.1 
I ' I 11 I : 11 I I I I 

: 12 I 8 12 I I : 12 I I :12 I I 12 I 112 I I : 12 e I 12 I I 12 I I I 
:13 I I 13 I I : 13 I I : 13 I I 13 I I :13 I I : 13 I I I 13 I I 13 I I I 
:14 I I 14 I I 14 I I :14 I I 14 I I : : 14 I I I 14 I I 14 I I :14 e I : 
: 15 I I 15 I I 15 I I I: 15 I I 15 I I ::15 I I I 15 I I 15 I I :15 I I : 
: 16 I I 16 I I 16 I I ::16 I I 16 e I :16 I I : 16 I I 16 I I : 16 I I ; 
:17 I I 17 I I 17 I I 1:17 I I 17 I I :t7 I I : 17 I I 17 I e :11 I I : 
I 18 I I .1s I I IS I • : :1s I I lS I I :18 I I : IS I I 1S I I : 18 I I I 

I 19 I I 119 I I 19 I I : :t9 8 I 19 I I 119 I I I 19 I I 19 I I :19 I I 
:21 11 11 :21 11 II 21 11 II I 121 11 11 28 11 II :2e 11 11 .21 11 18 21 11 11 121 11 11 
:21 11 11 :21 111 11 21 11 11 : I 21 11 11 121 11 18 121 11 11 :21 18 11 :21 11 11 :21 18 11 
:22 11 11 :22 11 11 122 11 11 I 122 11 11 I :22 11 11 :22 11 11 :22 11 11 :22 11 11 :22 11 18 
:23 11 11 123 18 11 123 11 11 :23 11 11 :23 11 11 :23 11 11 :23 11 11 :23 11 11 123 11 11 
:24 11 II :24 11 u '124 11 11 :24 II 11 124 II 11 :24 11 11 :24 II II :24 11 II :24 II 11 
125 I I 12s I I :2s I I :25 I I :25 I I 125 I I :2s I I 125 I I :2s I I 
126 I I :26 I I :26 I I :26 I I :26 I I 126 I I :26 I I :26 I I :26 I 8 
:21 I I :21 I I :27 I I :27 I I :21 I I :27 I I :21 I I : :27 I I :27 I I 
12s I I 12s I I :2s I I :2s I I :2s I I :20 I I :20 I I : :2s I I 128 I 11 I 

:29 I I 129 I I 129 I I 129 I I :29 I I :29 I I .:29 I I I 129 I I I 129 I I 
;31 I I :31 I I ;31 I I 131 I I 131 I I :31 I I 131 I I I 131 I I 131 I I 
131 5 5 :31 s s 131 5 5 l31 5 s :31 5 s 131 s s 131 5 s : l31 5 5 131 s 5 
l32 14 14 l32 14 14 132 14 14 132 14 14 l32 14 14 132 14 14 ;32 14 14 I 132 14 14 ;32 14 14 
·~, I I ;33 I I ;33 I I 133 I I ;33 I I ;33 I I 133 I I : 133 I I :33 I I 

I I ;34 I I 134 I I ;34 I I ;34 I I 134 I I ;34 I I : 134 I I :34 I I 
1,):i s s 135 s 5 l35 s 5 ;35 s s 135 s s ;35 s s 135 s 5 ::35 5 5 ;35 5 s 
136 4 4 :36 4 4 :36 4 4 l36 4 4 :36 4 4 l36 4 4 l36 4 4 : :36 4 4 136 4 4 
;37 2 2 ;37 2 2 :37 2 2 :37 2 2 ;37 2 2 : ;37 2 2 137 2 2 : ;37 2 2 :37 2 2 
:as II 11 l38 11 11 :as 11 11 I ;39 11 11 l38 11 11 : 138 11 11 l38 11 11 ::38 11 II :as II II I 

\ ;39 41 41 :39 41 41 l39 41 41 : ;39 41 41 :39 41 41 : ;39 41 41 : :39 41 41 : ;39 41 411 : :39 41 41 : 
141 21 21 ;41 21 21 l41 21 21 : ;41 21 21 l41 21 21 : l41 21 21 : ;41 21 21 : l41 21 21 : l41 21 21 : 
I I l4 II I II II II II I 

II 

A9 - INTERNAL EVENT SCHEDULER 

----~-------~-~-~-----------------~--------~------------- -----~----------------------------------
Day 1 - Sun II Day 2 - "on II Day 3 - Tue 11 Day 4 - Wed II Day 5 - Thu II Day 6 - rri II Day 7 - Sat I 

II II II II II 11 I 

s c 0 II s c 0 II s c 0 II s c 0 II s c 0 II s c 0 II s c 0 I 

II II II II II II I 

I Y r II I Y r II I Y r II I Y r II I Y r II I Y r II I Y r I 

I II II II II II II I 

: scr HH"":: ser 111Mn &er HH"":: Ger HH"":: Ger HH "" l I s c r HH "" l I G c r HH "" : 
-4l. -------------~-------------~-------------------------------- - -~---------1 1 1 1 99:99 1 1 1 6:31 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 6:31 1 1 1 1 1 1 6:31 : 1 6:311 : 

2 1 1 1 99:99 1 2 2 . 11: I 2 1 2 2 1 2 2 II: I 1 2 2 1 2 2. 11: I I 2 11: I : . 1 3 3 . . . I 

4 1 1 1 99: . . 
I 4 1 99:9 I 1 . 

I 
. : 9 . . . . 

s 1 1 1 99:99 s 1 1 1 99:99 5 1 1 1 99:99 I 5 I 1 1 99:99 : 5 1 1 1 99:99 I s 1 1 1 99:99 5 1 1 1 99:99 
6 1 1 1 99:99 6 1 1 1 99:99 6 1 1 1 99:CJ9 I 6 1 1 1 99:9CJ I 6 1 1 1 99:99 I 6 1 1 1 99:99 6 1 l 1 99:99 
7 1 1 1 99:99 7 1 1 1 99:99 7 1 1 1 99:99 I 7 1 I 1 99:99 : 7 1 1 1 99:99 I 7 1 1 1 99:99 7 1 1 1 99:99 
8 1 1 1 99:99 I s 1 1 1 99:99 8 1 1 1 99:99 : 8 1 I 1 99:99 : 8 1 1 1 99:99 I 8 1 1 1 99:99 8 1 1 1 99:99 
9 1 1 1 99:99 9 1 1 1 99:99 9 1 1 1 99:99 I 9 I 1 1 99:99 I 9 1 1 1 99:99 I 9 1 1 1 99:99 I 9 1 1 1 99:99 

111 1 1 1 99:99 11 I 1 1 99:99 11 1 1 1 99:9CJ 111 1 1 1 CJ9:99 :11 1 I 1 99:9CJ : 11 1 1 1 99:99 111 1 1 l 99:99 
: 11 1 1 1 99:99 111 1 1 1 99:99 11 1 1 1 99:99 111 1 1 1 99:99 : 11 1 1 1 99:99 111 1 1 1 99:99 111 1 1 1 99:99 
112 I 1 1 99:99 112 1 1 1 99:99 12 1 1 1 99:99 :12 1 1 I 99:CJ9 : 12 1 l 1 9CJ:99 1112 1 1 1 99:99 112 1 1 1 99:99 
:13,.111 99:99 : 13 1 1 1 99:99 13 1 1 1 99:99 l13 1 1 I 99:99 1113 1 1 1 99:99 ::13 1 1 1 99:99 : 13 1 1 1 99:99 
! I' I 1 1 99:99 !14 I 1 I 99:99 14 1 l 1 99:99 :14 I I 1 99:99 : : 14 1 1 1 99:99 :114 l 1 1 99:99 114 1 I l 99:99 I 

1 1 1 99:99 : IS 1 I 1 99:99 :15 1 1 1 99:99 115 1 1 1 99:99 1:15 1 I 1 99:99 : : 15 1 1 1 99:99 :15 1 1 1 99:99 : .... I 1 1 99:9CJ : 16 I I 1 99:99 : 16 1 I 1 99:9CJ : 16 1 I I 99:99 : : 16 1 1 1 99:99 : : 16 1 1 1 99:99 l16 I 1 1 99:99 : 
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

/ .I 

~~ 
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AC - INTER6REEN TRANSITION "ATRIX 8CfoS5 

-----------------------------·-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
~ 

Fro1 Phase 1 to ~hase: II Fro1 Phase 2 to ~hase: II Fro1 Phase 3 to ~hase: II Fro1 Phase 4 to ~hase: I 
II II II I 

81 12 8 84 II ,, 81 82 I 84 II 81 82 8 84 II 81 82 e a4 I 
II 11 11 I 

----------------------------------------------------------. 1 128 4 128 9 128 128 128 1 128 128 128 128 
2 128 5 128 11 128 128 128 2 255 128 255 255 
3 128 6 128 1 128 128 128 3 255 128 255 255 
4 128 7 128 2 128 128 128 4 255 128 255 255 

12 8 128 128 12 25 128 2 

7 128 128 128 128 7 128 128 128 128 7 128 255 255 255 7 255 255 255 255 
8 128 128 128 128 8 128 128 128 128 8 128 255 255 255 8 255 255 255 255 
9 128 128 128 128 9 128 128 128 128 9 128 255 255 255 I 9 255 . 255 255 255 

II 128 128 128 128 II 128 128 128 128 II 128 255 255 255 II 255 255 255 255 
11 128 128 128 128 : 11 128 128 128 128 11 128 255 255 255 11 255 255 255 255 

: 12 128 128 128 128 :12 128 128 128 128 112 128 255 255 255 12 255 255 255 255 
l13 128 128 128 128 :13 128 128 128 128 :13 128 255 255 255 13 255 255 255 128 
ll4 128 128 128 128 : 14 128 128 128 128 :14 255 255 255 255 14 255 255 255 128 
: IS 128 128 128 128 : 15 128 128 128 128 : 15 255 255 255 255 15 255 255 255 128 
: 16 128 128 128 128 :16 128 128 128 128 : 16 128 255 255 255 16 255 255 255 128 
-----------------------------------------------------v'~------------------------------------------------~------~_;;;----------------/ ' 

a/ 

AA - SIGNAL PLAN CA" BREAKOUTS 

sira1 Plan 1 I Si~nal Plan 2 I Si~nal Plan 3 I sirat Plan 4 I 
I I I I 

Byte 1 By e 2 Byte 3 Byte 4 : Byte 1 By e 2 Byte 3 Byte 4 : Byte 1 By e 2 Byte 3 Byte 4 : Byte 1 By e 2 Byte 3 Byte 4 : 
-----------------------------··-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------1 2 6 5 7 2 6 5 7 2 6 5 7 1 2 6 5 7 

2 3 6 5 7 3 6 s 7 3 6 s 7 2 .3 6 5 7 
3 3 2 6 s 7 3 2 6 5 7 3 2 6 s 7 3 3 2 6 s 7 
4 5 2 s 5 7 5 2 s s 7 5 2 s 5 7 4 s 2 5 . s 7 
5 5 2 4 s 7 5 2 4 5 7 5 2 4 5 7 5 5 2 4 5 7 
6 12 4 s 12 4 5 12 4 5 6 12 4 s 
7 12 4 6 12 4 6 12 4 6 7 12 4 6 
q 2 12 4 5 2 12 4 5 2 12 4 5 8 2 12 4 5 

5 2 4 5 8 5 2 4 5 8 5 2 4 5 8 9 5 2 4 5 8 
.4 5 2 4 5 7 5 2 4 5 7 5 2 4 s 7 11 5 2 4 s 7 
11 2 4 7 2 5 7 11 
12 2 4 7 2 5 7 12 
13 2 4 7 2 5 7 13 
14 2 4 7 2 s 7 14 
15 2 4 7 2 s 7 15 
16 2 4 7 2 5 7 16 
17 2 4 7 2 5 7 17 
18 2 4 7 2 5 7 18 
19 2 4 7 2 5 7 19 
21 2 4 7 2 5 7 21 

:21 2 4 7 2 s 7 121 
:22 2 4 7 2 s 7 :22 
l23 2 4 7 2 5 7 123 
124 2 4 7 2 s 7 124 
12s 2 4 7 2 s 7 125 
l26 2 4 7 2 s 7 126 
127 2 4 7 2 s 7 :27 
:20 2 4 7 2 s 7 128 
129 2 4 7 2 5 7 129 
l31 2 4 7 2 s 7 131 ' 
131 2 4 7 2 s 7 131 
132 2 4 7 2 s 7 132 
133 2 4 7 2 s 7 133 
l34 2 4 7 2 s 7 134 
l3S 2 4 7 2 5 7 135 
136 2 4 7 2 s 7 136 
137 2 4 7 2 5 7 137 
138 2 4 7 2 s 7 138 
139 2 4 7 2 5 7 139 
141 2 4 7 2 5 7 141 
141 . 2 4 7 2 5 7 141 
: 42 . 142 

/ 
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023~ · 50 Street at 49 Avenue 2 1/12/1990 14: 4 

A2 - PHASE PER"ISSIVES 

I 16 
: 2 8 16 
: 3 8 16 I 

: 4 8 16 4 255 255 255 255 255 255 255 255 255 : 
: 5 I 16 5 255 255 255 255 255 255 255 255 255 : 
: 6 8 16 6 255 255 255 255 255 255 255 255 255 : 
: 7 8 16 7 255 255 255 255 255 255 255 255 255 : 
: 8 8 16 8 255 255 255 255 255 255 255 255 255 : 

--------------------------------------------------

AS - "INI"U" SAFE TI"ES A6 - DETECTOR SELECTS A7 - DETECTOR RESETS 

------------------------------------------ ------------------------------------------ ------------------------------------------Spln 1 Spln 2 Spln 3 Spln 4 I Spln l Spln 2 Spln 3 Spln 4 I Spln 1 Spin 2 Spln 3 Spin 4 I 
I I I 

--------------------------------------- ----------------------------------------- -----------------------------------------I I 8.1 25.1 25.1 25.8 1 I 1 l 1 : 1 I 

: 2 7.1 7.1 7.1 7.8 2 : 2 
3 17.1 18.1 18.1 18.1 3 : 3 
4 4.1 3.9 3.9 3.9 4 : 4 8 8 
s I. I 1.9 1.9 1.9 5 5 8 
6 8.1 14.1 14.1 14.I 6 2 2 2 2 6 8 
7 7.1 7.1 7.1 7.1 7 7 2 2 2 
8 18.8 6.9 6.9 6.9 8 2 2 2 8 2 2 2 
9 4.1 3.9 3.9 3.9 9 9 8 

8 . . . I.I .11 11 a 
12 I.I I.I I.I I.I : 12 12 8 
13 I.I I.I I.I I.I :13 13 8 
14 I.I I.I I.I I.I :14 8 14 8 
15 I.I I.I I.I 1.8 : 15 8 15 8 8 
16 I.I I.I I.I I.I :16 8 16 8 8 

:17 I.I · I.I I.I I.I :17 8 17 8 8 ... , I.I I.I I.I I.I :10 8 18 8 8 I 

I.I I.I I.I I.I :19 8 19 8 8 
;.:d I.I I.I I.I I.I :21 8 21 8 8 
:21 I.I I.I I.I ••• :21 8 :21 8 8 
:22 I.I I.I I.I 1.8 :22 B :22 B B 8 
:23 I.I I.I I.I I.I l23 l23 8 8 8 
:24 II.I I.I I.I 1.1 :24 :24 B 8 
:25 I.I I.I I.I ••• :25 :2s 8 
:26 I.I I.I I.I I.I :26 :26 B 
:21 I.I I.I I.I I.I :27 :27 
:2e I.I I.I I.I I.I :2e :2a 
:29 I.I I.I I.I I.I :29 :29 
l31 I.I I.I I.I I.I :31 131 
:31 I.I I.I I.I I.I :31 :31 
:32 I.I I.I I.I I.I l32 :32 
:33 I.I I.I I.I I.I :33 8 :33 
:34 I.I I.I I.I I.I 134 8 134 
:35 I.I I.I I.I I.I 135 8 8 135 
:36 I.I I.I I.I 1.1 136 8 8 :36 
:37 I.I 1.1 I.I I.I 137 8 8 l37 B 
138 I.I I.I I.I I.I 138 8 8 :38 B 
139 I.I I.I I.I I.I :39 8 8 139 8 
l41 ••• 8.8 I.I . 1.1 141 8 B :41 a 
:41 I.I I.I I.I I.I 141 a 8 141 a 
l42 I.I I.I I.I I.I :42 8 8 142 8 
------------------------------------------ ------------------------------------------ ---------------------~------------------

I / 
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02311 50 Street at 49 Avenue 2 1/12/1990 14: 4 . 

I m~<;s 
A3 - "AXI"U" EXTENSION TI"E Al - PASSAGE ~ AS - DISPLAY AB - FEEDBACK AS - F SKIP 

----------------------------------------------- --------------- ------------- --------------- ---------------
: Pl an 1 2 3 4 s 6 7 8 9 : Gap , f'aze Intl feedback Fazeskip : 

·---------------------------------------------- -------------- -------------I . I 8 ': I 1 a.a l l : I 
i 2 I 8 I I 2 I.I 1 2 : 2 
: 3 8 I I 3 8.1 l 3 3 
: 4 8 8 8 4 1.8 1 4 4 
: s 8 8 I s 1.8 1 s s 
: 6 8 8 I 6 I.I 2 1 2 6 
: 7 Ii 8 8 7 8.1 2 2 2 7 
: 8 8 8 I 8 I.I 2 3 2 8 
: 9 Ii 8 8 9 8.1 2 4 9 
: 11 8 8 8 18 8.8 2 s .11 
: 11 8 8 I : 11 1.8 : II 
: 12 8 8 : : 12 1.8 12 I 99 12 :12 
l13 I : 13 I.I 13 I 99 13 : 13 
l14 8 8 8 I 8 :14 8.8 14 I 99 14 l14 
: IS 8 :1s 1.8 IS 8 99 15 :1s 
: 16 8 8 : 16 8.8 : 16 I 99 16 : 16 
:11 I :11 I.I : l 7 I 99 17 :11 
: 18 8 : 18 I.I : 18 I 99 18 : 18 
: 19 I : 19 I.I : 19 I 99 19 : 19 
:21 :21 I.I :21 I 99 28 :21 
:21 :21 8.1 :21 I 99 .21 :21 
:22 :22 8.1 :22 I 99 :22 :22 
:23 :23 8.8 :23 99 :23 :23 
l24 :24 I.I :24 99 l24 :24 
:2s :2s I.I :2s 99 :2s :2s 
:26 :26 1.8 :26 99 l26 l26 
:21 :27 I.I :21 99 :21 :21 
:20 :20 I.I :2s 99 :2e :2s 
l29 :29 I.I :29 99 :29 l29 
l38 l31 I.I l38 99 l31 l38. 
l31 l31 I.I l31 99 l31 :31 
:32 l32 8.1 I l32 99 l32 :32 
l33 l33 1.8 l33 99 :33 l33 
·~4 l34 I.I l34 99 l34 l34 

l35 I.I l3S 99 l3S l3S 
·-.I l36 8.1 l36 99 :36 l36 
l37 l37 I.I :a7 99 l37 l37 
l38 l38 I.I :as 99 l38 :as 
l39 l39 I.I l39 99 l39 l39 
l48 l41 I.I l41 99 l41 :41 
l41 l41 I.I l41 99 l41 l41 
l42 I l42 I.I l42 99 l42 l42 
--------------------------------------------~--- ------------ ----------- --------------

/ v' 
v 
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DATE: March 10, 1992 

TO: E. L. & P. Manager 

FROM: Traffic Engineer 

RE: TRAFFIC CONTROLLER BID SELECTION 

Thank you for the March 5, 1992 memo from Mark Allen. 

The two quotations submitted indicate 
Each Novax controller costs 
Each Intrex Type 170 controller costs 
Price difference per controller 

$8,921 
$8.695 to $8. 795 
$ 226 to$ 126 

620-013 

If we order 10 controllers, the total price difference, between the low bid and the second 
bidder, is $1,260 to $2,260. · 

When the Novax controllers were first installed as part of the Computerized Signal Project 
a few years ago, E. L. & P. and Traffic staff spent months testing and debugging the 
controllers. Novax was required to make several programming changes as a result of 
problems detected. City staff had to retest the controllers after each programming change. 
This caused a lot of motorist inconvenience and additional City staff time and salary. 

The cheaper Type 170 Controller would require City staff to spend similar testing and 
debugging time. The associated staff salary cost will far exceed the $2,260 controller cost 
savings. We should, therefore, continue to use the Novax controller in the near future and 
remove this item from the tendering process. 

To ensure signal controller suppliers provide good service and competitive prices, the City 
should enable more than one supplier to bid for this equipment. We should, therefore, 
order one Type 170 Controller for trial use. Within the next two years, E. L. & P. and 
Traffic staff should have enough hands-on experience with this controller to decide whether 
it is acceptable. At that time, we could open our controller tendering to both Novax and 
Intrex suppliers. 



E. L. & P. Manager 
Page 2 
March 10, 1992 

In summary, the Engineering Department recommends: 

1. The City purchase nine Novax controllers at $8,921 each and one Type 170 
Controller at $8,695. 

2. Future Computerized Signal System Controllers not to be tendered. The controller 
purchase prices are to be negotiated with Novax supplier. 

3. E. L. & P. and Traffic staff to work with the trial Type 170 Controller, and decide 
on its acceptability within the next two years. At that ti.me, the Computerized Signal 
System controllers can be opened for tender between Novax and Intrex. · 

4. The above be brought forward for Council approval as per the City's Policy on 
Purchase Orders (Policy Number 2701). 

c=J' /:4;~£) 
Ken G. Hasl{p, P. Eng. 
Engineering Department Manager 

c:§ij6h 
c.c. Traffic Engineer 

Mark Allen, E. L. & P. 
Purchasing Agent 
Treasury Department Manager 
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Commissioners' Comments ~ - fhorcJ..1~1 1 '112 

The attached letter from lntrex infers that the City Administration has already made 
the decision to award this tender to ostensively the second low bidder. It is a moot point 
as to whether lntrex, the low bidder, meets specifications or not. Be that as it may, 
however, assuming that they do meet the specifications the recommendations of the 2nd 
low bidder must receive Council approval. The letter from lntrex raises 2 essential 
questions: 

1) Why invite them to bid if we are not serious? 

2) Why have them provide a working sample if we were not considering 
awarding them the contract? 

With regard to question 1) we would like as many people as possible to bid on our 
requirements, provided they can meet the specifications. It would appear from the 
attached correspondence from Engineering and E.L. & P. that lntrex likely can meet the 
specifications after some development work and field testing. However, at present it 
certainly does not. 

With respect to the second question, we requested a working sample to verify that 
the product does meet the specification and does work as lntrex represented it would. 
It did not. 

It is not unusual in this type of equipment that a certain amount of development 
work and field testing is necessary to ensure compatibility between products from 
different manufacturers and computers and software provided by others. It is not 
abnormal for manufacturers to invest some time and effort along with the end user in 
order that the manufacturer may have his product certified for future use. As outlined by 
the Engineering Department Manager, we are prepared to invest our time and effort and 
money along with lntrex on a trial unit to ascertain whether or not the lntrex product will 
qualify for future use. However, as outlined, this investment will far exceed the difference 
in the 2 tenders to say nothing of the public inconvenience if this testing period lasts for 
an extended period of time. 

We concur fully with the recommendations of the Administration that the tender be 
awarded to Novax and that we purchase 1 controller from lntrex for evaluation purposes 
if lntrex is interested. 

11A.J. MCGHEE" 
Mayor 

11M.C. DAY11 

City Commissioner 
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Commissioner's Comments 

We would concur with the comments and recommendation of the Engineering 
Department Manager. 

"R.Jo MCGHEE" 
Mayor 
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DATE: April 15, 1992 

TO: Director of Engineering Services 

FROM: Assistant City Clerk 

RE: TRAFFIC CONTROLLER I INTREX 

I would advise that your report dated April 7, 1992 concerning the above topic was 
presented to the Committee of the Whole of Council of on April 13, 1992 and at which 
meeting the Committee of the Whole concurred with the recommendations in your report. 

Please note that we have contacted lntrex both by phone and by letter as to Council's 
decision in regard to this matter. 

I would ask that your office provide a final report on this matter to this office by Tuesday, 
April 21, 1992 so that we may include same on the agenda of April 27, 1992. 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory. 

KK/jt 

c.c. E. L. & P. Manager 



THE C~TY OF RED DEER 
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 

City Clerk's Deoartment 342·8132 

FAX TO (403) 460-7813 

April 15, 1992 

lntrex Traffic Control Products Inc. 
23 Rayborn Crescent 
ST. ALBERT, Alberta 
TBN SBN 

Attention: 

Dear Sir: 

Mr. Brian D. Williams 
President 

FAX: (403) 346·6195 

RE: TENDER FOR SUPPLY OF TRAFFIC CONTROL EQUIPMENT 

FILE No. 

Further to our letter of March 31, 1992 concerning the above topic, I would advise that 
Council gave consideration to this matter again at its meeting of April 13, 1992. 

At the above noted meeting, Council agreed to allow you until April 20, 1992 to meet the 
terms and conditions as outlined by City Council in our letter dated March 31 , 1992. 

1 ·would also advise that I have spoken to your staff on April 15, 1992 and indicated that 
as City Hall will be closed on April 20th, we would be willing to accept your report up to 
9:00 a.m., Tuesday, April 21st, 1992. 

This item will be brought to the April 27, 1992 Council meeting and we would ask that you 
contact this office on April 24, 1992 to determine an appropriate time for this matter to be 
discussed. If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact the undersigned. 

KK/jt 
c.c. Engineering Department Manager 

E. L. & P. Department - Mark Allen 
E. L. & P. Manager 



~.. THE CITY OF RED DEER 
~ P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 

City Clerk's Dooartment 342-8132 

March 31, 1992 

lntrex Traffic Control Products Inc. 
23 Rayborn Crescent 
ST. ALBERT, Alberta 
TSN 5B9 

Attention: Mr. Brian D. Williams, President 

Dear Sir: 

FAX: (403) 346·6195 

RE: TENDER FOR SUPPLY OF TRAFFIC CONTROL EQUIPMENT 

FILE No. 

Your letter of March 13, 1992 concerning the above matter was considered at the Council 
meeting of March 30, 1992. 

At the above noted meeting, the following motion was introduced, however, tabled for a 
period of two weeks. 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered 
correspondence from lntrex dated March 13, 1992 re: Tender for Supply of 
Traffic Control Equipment, hereby agrees as follows: 

1) Nine Novax controllers and one lntrex controller be purchased on 
condition that 

a) lntrex agrees to work with City staff to make their controller 
fully compatible with the Red Deer Signal System within the 
next two years; 

b) If lntrex is unsuccessful in making their controller fully 
compatible, the controller will be returned and lntrex will give 
the City a full refund; 

2) If lntrex is not interested in this proposal, the City should purchase 
all 1 O controllers from Novax; 

.... 2 



Mr. Brian D. Williams 
lntrex Traffic Control Products Inc. 
March 31, 1992 
Page 2 

3) Until other controllers are proven acceptable, future Computerized 
Signal System controllers should not be tendered. The controller 
purchase prices would then be negotiated with the Novax supplier; 

and as recommended to Council March 30, 1992.11 

MOTION TABLED 

As noted above, the aforesaid motion was tabled for two weeks, and following is the 
tabling motion. 

11THAT this matter be tabled for two weeks to enable lntrex an opportunity 
to work with City staff to make their controller fully compatible with the Red 
Deer signal system. 11 

MOTION TO TABLE CARRIED 

This is to confirm our telephone conversation of today's date wherein I suggested you 
contact Mr. Ken Haslop, Engineering Department Manager, 342-8167, and/or Mr. Mark 
Allen, Electric Light and Power Department, 342-8274, and that you proceed immediately 
with this exercise in order that a full report might be presented to the next meeting of 
Council, April 13th, as to whether it was possible to make your controller fully compatible 
with the Red Deer signal system. 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory, and we will await receipt of a report from the 
administration for consideration at the Council meeting of April 13th. 

Should you require further information or assistance, please do not hesitate to contact 
the undersigned. 

Sincerely, 

CS/jt 
c.c. Engineering Department Manager 

E. L. & P. Department - Mark Allen 
E. L. · & P. Manager · 



APR 1 3 1992 

FACSIMILE 

rro: city of Red Deer 

Elstree Way, Borehamwood 
Hertfordshire WDS 1 RX 
Telephone: 081 ·953 2030 
Facsim!le: 08 ~ ·953 5262 
Telex: 22777 GECBWD G 

Fax No: 0101 403 347 1138 

l.c>x. the attention Qi. 11.: M ~ ~ Engineer 

FROM: A E T Marshall 
Commercial Manager 10th April 1992 

Further to our telephone conversation of 9th April, I can confirm 
in summary the position between GEC, NOVAX, Intrex and BI Tran as 
follows:-

GEC and Novax have a relationship in respect of the Novax Con­
trollers ability to work on GEC Traffic Manaqernent Systems. 

GEC and BI Tran have a relationship arising from our project in 
O~nard California which allows 170 controllers to work with our 
Systems. 

Both these relationships are subject to Confidentiality arrange­
ments. 

Intrex expressed an interest to work with us to allow HEMA con­
trollers to work on our systems but this initiative has not to 
date been pursued in any detail. 

We subsequently learnt, third hand, that Intrex were offerinq a 
170 type controller to the City. We expressed concern to both 
Intrex and Bi Tran that this had occurred without our knowled9e 
or approval, and potentially was a breach of confidentiality 
undertakings. 

Recognising that the City of Red Deer had a genuine desire not to 
be tied to one controller manufacturer we informed Intrex and BI 
Tran that we were willing to licence our protocols for use by BI 
Tran in 170 software suitable for the Red Deer system. 

We have agreed in principle with BI Tran the licencinq arrange­
ments and the action is now with GEC to produce the Terms of the 
Licence for BI Tran approval. For this to occur certain appro­
vals have to be obtained within the GEC which I am currently 
pursuing without delay. 

1 

A Dlv!11lon ot 1"'arcon· Electronici. Limited. 
R&plste••c a: Lcr.don No. 73659,, Fleglatered Office: Tlie Grove, Wa·reri Lane, a @~~=Marconi 



once these licencing arrangements are in place the detailed 
knowledge can be released to BI Tran. 

Based upon our experience in Oxnard with 170 software produced by 
BI Tran we do not believe you will have any problems with estab­
lishinq a 170 controller with BI Tran software onto our system. 

From the information made available to us we are of the opinion 
that Intrex were premature in making any claim that they could 
offer a 170 controller compatible with the Red Deer System. 
However, we do repeat our willingness to work with Intrex and BI 
Tran to achieve that objective once the Licenoin9 of BI Tran is 
complete. 

Please be assured that we are not creating any deliberate delay 
in establishment of a formal licence with BI Tran. 

Regards 

~~ 
A E T Marshall 
Commercial Mana9er 
GEC Traffic 

2 



CONFIDENTIAL 620-013 

DATE: April 7, 1992 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: Director of Engineering Services 

RE: TRAFFIC CONTROLLER TENDER • INTREX 

At the last regular meeting of Council, Council directed City staff to work with Intrex for two 
weeks to determine whether or not this firm's controller would be able to work with The 
City of Red Deer's traffic control system. 

When bidding for the contract and when discussing the issue, Mr. Williams of Intrex 
indicated that his controller did meet specifications and would work with the City's traffic 
control system and specifically with SCOOT, the traffic software which operates a portion 
of the City's traffic control system. 

The proprietary rights for the software (SCOOT) resides with the UK Department of 
Defence via GEC, a firm in England. As with any software, we are not able to copy or alter 
it without the vendor's permission. 

For Intrex controllers to work in our system, it is necessary that they have access to the 
SCOOT protocol so that the controller and SCOOT can interchange data (talk to each 
other). 

We presumed that Intrex had access, through some arrangement with GEC to this protocol. 
It turns out they do not. 

They are presently negotiating with GEC for access to this information so that their 
controller can be used with all GEC systems in Canada; to date this deal is not concluded. 
We believe Mr. Williams had hoped that we would give him this information directly, and 
thereby perhaps bypass GEC. We do not feel we can legally release this information 
without GEC's permission and we do not have that (see attached letter). 

In light of this complication, we would suggest that Intrex will require more than the two 
weeks originally agreed to. We are willing to give Intrex up to April 20, 1992, such that 
Council can reconsider the matter at the meeting of April 27, 1992. Any delay beyond this 
date will jeopardize our ability to meet construction schedules. 



GRC TRAFFIC 

llOREHA~WOOD 

F A C S I M I L l~ 1\,1 E S S A G E 

AUTOFAX 081 953 5262 

'l'o: City of Red Deer 

!-'AC: Mr Chi Y Lee 

From: George Astaniou 

'l'•l : 081 207 7249 

Paqes: One 

Dear ~r Lee 

Fax No: 0101 403 347 1138 

Date: 3 April 1992 

Our Raf: GA/lcp/1264 

We have received a report from Canada that the City of Red Deer 
have obtained a Type 170 controller from Intrex for use on their 
SCOOT 2.3 system. We understand that the controller vendor has 
claimed that he has been working with GEC on the application of 
the 170 controller. This is not trues our only contact with 
l70's is through Farradyne/Bi Tran on the Oxnard SCOOT 2.4 
system. 

We ara currently in discussion with Bi Tran Systems regardinq 
licensinq arrangements for them to use our protocol in Type 170 
controlle~s for locations other than Oxnard. 

Meanwhile we confirm that the operation and documentation ot the 
GEC Traffic SCOOT system remains confidential and is subject to 
copyright. Details should not be released without the written 
permission of GEC Traffic. 

Astaniou 

Commissioners' Comments 

We agree with the recommendations of the Dir. of Engineering Services. 

"R.J. MCGHEE" 
Mayor 

"M.C. DAY" 
City Commissioner 



DATE: April 29, 1992 

TO: Engineering Department Manager 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: TENDER FOR SUPPLY OF TRAFFIC CONTROL EQUIPMENT 

The above matter received further consideration at the Council meeting of April 27, 1992 
and at which meeting Council passed the following motion. 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered report 
from the Engineering Department Manager dated April 22, 1992 re: Traffic 
Controller - lntrex, hereby agrees as follows: 

1. That the said tender in total be awarded immediately to Novax 
Industries; 

2. That future computerized signal system controllers not be tendered 
with the purchase price being negotiated with Novax Industries until 
such time as an alternate supplier's equipment is proven to be 
compatible with The City of Red Deer's signal system; 

and as presented to Council April 27, 1992.11 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information and appropriate 
action. 

We would also request that you advise lntrex of Council's decision in this instance and 
possibly pursue Point #2 of the resolution with them to determine whether their 
equipment can be made compatible with the Red Deer signal system. 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory. 

CS/jt 
c.c. City Commissioner 

E. L. & P. Manager 
Director of Financial Services 
Purchasing Agent 



May 26, 1992 

lntrex Traffic Control Products Inc. 
23 Rayborn Crescent 
ST.ALBERT, ALBERTA 
T8N 5B9 

Attention: Mr. Brian Williams 

Dear Sir: 

RE: TENDER FOR SUPPLY OF TRAFFIC CONTROL EQUIPMENT 

620-051 

The above matter received further consideration at the Council Meeting of April 27, 1992 
and at which meeting Council passed the following motion: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered report 
from the Engineering Department Manager dated April 22, 1992 re: Traffic 
Controller - Intrex, hereby agrees as follows: 

1. That the said tender in total be awarded immediately to Novax Industries; 

2. That future computerized signal system controllers not be tendered with the 
purchase price being negotiated with Novax Industries until such time as an 
alternate supplier's equipment is proven to be compatible with The City of 
Red Deer's signal system; 

and as presented to Council April 27, 1992." 
,, 

The decision of Council in this instance is forwarded for your information. 

We thank you for your interest in this tender. When you obtain proper licensing 
arrangements in future, we would be pleased to test out the compatibility of the controllers 
with you. 



Mr. Brian Williams 
Page 2 
May 26, 1992 

Please call when you are ready, so that we can fit the testing into our work schedule. 

Yours truly, 

~.yiQ 
Ken G. Hasi6P, P. Eng. 
Engineering Department Manager 

1Vr CYL/ch 

c.c. E. L. & P. Manager 
c.c. City Clerk 
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NO. 3 

DATE: April 14, 1992 

TO: City Council 

FROM: Assistant City Clerk 

RE: ON-STREET TRANSIT TRANSFER TERMINAL 

At the Council meeting of March 30, 1992, consideration was given to a submission from 
the merchants on 48 Avenue concerning the above matter, following which same was 
tabled to enable an in-depth study of the proposal. 

This matter is again presented to Council for consideration. 

/4 ~ots 
Assistant alty Clerk 

KK/jt 

Att. 
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640-003A 

DATE: April 22, 1992 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: Director of Engineering Services 

RE: DOWNTOWN ON-STREET TRANSIT TERMINAL 

Attached for Council consideration are reports from the Transit Manager, Parking 
Administrator, and Alberta Transportation and Utilities. 

City Administration met on two separate occasions with the concerned business people along 
48 Avenue. Mr. Ferguson was at the first meeting but unable to attend the second. 

The Transit Manager's report is quite comprehensive and deals in detail with the range of 
options investigated. As Council will note in reviewing the report, a considerable amount 
of time and effort has gone into the analysis. 

Alberta Transportation and Utilities have indicated (see attached) that while they are willing 
to fund the relatively moderate cost of an on-street terminal as originally proposed, they are 
not willing to fund an off-street terminal of a temporary nature, such as the City Hall staff 
parking lot. 

The Parking Administrator will expand upon his comments as required. 

The Transit Manager's recommendation is that the present Transit transfer terminal be 
relocated as originally recommended to 49 Street in front of the RCMP station and along 
48 Avenue east of the Native Friendship Centre (Option lA). The Transit Manager has 
indicated that Option lB is satisfactory from a Transit operational point of view. He is, 
however, concerned about the fact that some Transit patrons will have to cross 49 Street to 
transfer buses. His concern is that some patrons may jaywalk or disregard the lights in an 
attempt to catch their buses. The writer shares these concerns. This is the option favoured 
by the business people along 48 Avenue. This option does eliminate a number of stalls used 
by visitors to City Hall. He further recommends that if an off-street terminal is considered 
that Council endorse Option 4A or 4B, which involves relocation to the Sports World 
Parking Lot as recommended by the recent Transit Terminal/Parkade Study. 



City Clerk 
Page 2 
April 22, 1992 

RECOMMENDATION 

44 

It is respectfully recommended that Option lA is still the optimum solution in terms of a 
temporary on-street Transit transfer terminal. Council, recognizing the concerns of the 
business people, may however, wish to consider implementing Option lB on a trial basis to 
determine whether the potential problem with Transit patrons materializes. If the problem 
does not develop then this location would be satisfactory to the Transit Department and to 
the business people. If pedestrian/vehicle conflicts do develop, then it would be our 
recommendation that the temporary on-street terminal be moved to its originally 
recommended location. 

It is further recommended that should Council wish to consider seriously an off-street 
terminal, that Options 4A or 4B be considered for the 1993 Budget year. Either of these 
options would be fundable through the Province as they are initial stages of the 
recommended location and design. 

~~r-Q 
.ft;. Bryon C. Jef~ P. Eng. 

Director of Engineering Services 

BCJ/emg 
Att. 

c.c. Transit Manager 
c.c. Parking Administrator 
c.c. Director of Financial Services 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

April 16, 1992 

Bryon Jeffers 
Director of Engineering Services 

Grant Beattie 
Transit Manager 

45 

RE: TRANSIT TRANSFER TERMINAL 

As you are aware, the Downtown Transit Transfer Terminal currently located on Ross Street 
and 49 Avenue will need to be relocated due to the one-way couplet. 

The Transit Department investigated numerous areas in the downtown prior to 
recommending to Council on September 30, 1991 the area of 49 Street and 48 Avenue as 
the relocation site. In analysing the areas researched, the Transit Department followed a 
criteria that included the following: 

1) The impact on public parking 
2) The impact on driveway and lane access 
3) The impact on businesses 
4) The impact on current transit operations 

Appendix "A" outlines the areas researched and the pros and cons of each site. 

After completing the research into these areas the Transit Department felt that the site that 
had the least effect on the above mentioned analysis criteria was the area located on 49 
Street eastbound west of 48 Avenue and on 48 Avenue southbound between 49 Street and 
48 Street. Subsequently, this site was recommended to Council and approved on September 
30, 1991. 

On March 24, 1992, the Transit Department notified the businesses located on the west side 
of 48 Avenue between 49 Street and 48 Street of the upcoming terminal relocation. The 
businesses in the area have opposed the relocation plans and made a presentation to 
Council on March 30, 1992 requesting a postponement of the relocation until an 
investigation into the feasibility of using the City Hall parking lot as an off-street terminal 
was conducted. 

As a result the Transit Department along with the Engineering Department has researched 
both this area along with three other sites; Sports World parking lot, 48 Street between 48 
Avenue and 49 Avenue and 48 Avenue between 49 Street and Ross Street. 
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The Sports World lot has been identified as the optimum location for an off-street terminal 
by several consultants. An Alderman requested that this site be looked at as a phased 
project. The site on the north side of 48 Avenue between 48 Street and 49 Street was 
brought to our attention by the Towne Centre Association as a modification of a plan 
researched several years ago that included a parkade and retail development in the area. 
Appendix "B" outlines the pros and cons of our investigation into these sites. 

It can be seen by the analysis of these areas the one common factor is that there will be a 
loss of parking. Some areas will result in more parking loss than others. The Parking 
Administrator will make comment regarding the parking loss. 

The costs associated with the relocation of the bus terminal vary greatly depending on 
whether or not the terminal remains on-street or is placed off-street. The Engineering 
Department's cost estimates do not include provisions for passenger waiting shelters or 
operator washroom facilities. 

Additional costs for passenger shelters will not be incurred as the current bus shelter 
contractor is in agreement to place three shelters and eight benches at the transfer site. 
Discussions with the contractor have indicated that he would be prepared to place these 
shelters on any site chosen. 

Depending on the location selected it may also be necessary to construct washroom facilities 
for transit operators. Some of the areas researched have no such facilities in the immediate 
area. The Transit Department feels that washroom facilities for transit operators is 
necessary for the health and well being of the department's employees, particularly if an off­
street terminal is constructed where facilities are not readily available. 
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TRANSIT TRANSFER TERMINAL SITE ANALYSIS 

APPENDIX "A" ON-STREET LOCATIONS 

The Transit Department investigated numerous areas in the downtown for a relocation site 
for the on-street terminal. As described earlier the department used a certain criteria when 
researching these areas. 

1) Areas West of 49 Avenue: 

All of the areas to the west of 49 Avenue were discounted because of the severe effect on 
parking. It was felt that the amount of parking that would be lost would not be acceptable. 

2) 49 Avenue Northbound and 51 Street Eastbound: 

This area created two significant problems. First all buses parked on 49 Avenue north of 
Ross Street would result in significant traffic congestion as motorists would get caught behind 
stopped buses. It would also be necessary to block the lane behind the old Court House. 

Parking on the south side of 51 Street would be lost and access to parking areas off-street 
would be blocked. 

3) 48 Avenue Southbound and 51 Street Westbound: 

Buses parked southbound on 48 Avenue would remove parking on 48 Avenue in front of 
the Eskimo Billiard Hall. Access to a lane and to private parking would also be blocked. 
Buses on 51 Street westbound would also result in the loss of on-street parking for the 
Highland House and access to private off-street parking. 

4) 48 Avenue North and Southbound: 

The loss of parking and lane access as described in item 3 would also apply for buses 
parking on 48 Avenue southbound. Buses parked on 48 Avenue northbound would result 
in a significant loss of on-street parking. This loss of parking may cause concern from Gaetz 
United Church particularly when funerals are in progress. 

5) 48 Avenue Northbound: 

All buses would park on 48 Avenue northbound which would result in the majority of the 
on-street parking being lost. From an operational aspect parking all buses northbound on 
48 Avenue is not workable. A significant amount of running time would be lost for several 
routes, particularly those heading east and south. The loss of running time would be 
significant and may add up to 10 minutes to some routes. This additional time could not be 
absorbed by the current schedules and additional buses would be required. 



48 

6) 48 Avenue Southbound and 48 Street Eastbound: 

Buses would be parked on 48 Street eastbound and on 48 Avenue southbound south of 48 
Street. This would result in the loss of on-street parking in front of numerous businesses on 
the south side of 48 Street. On-street parking on 48 Avenue would also be lost and access 
to the lane and private off-street parking would also be lost. 

7) 49 Street Eastbound and 48 Avenue Southbound: 

Buses would be parked on 49 Street in front of the R.C.M.P. building and 48 Avenue 
adjacent to the City parking lot. The R.C.M.P. visitor parking on 49 Street would be 
relocated to area in front of the Sports World building. Parking on the west side of 48 
Avenue would be lost. This area was deemed to have the least impact in all areas of our 
evaluation criteria and was subsequently recommended. 

It should be pointed out that the one common factor to all the areas investigated for an on­
street terminal is the lack of expansion room. These areas would not allow for any service 
expansion beyond the current 10 buses in regular service. 
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APPENDIX "B" OFF-STREET LOCATIONS 

Due to some concern being expressed by the businesses located on the east side of 48 
Avenue between 48 Street and 49 Street regarding the relocation of the on-street terminal, 
the Transit and Engineering Departments have investigated several off-street locations in 
addition to the on-street sites described earlier. 

The attached drawings conceptually illustrate the various options researched for each site. 
These sites include the originally recommended on-street site as well as the use of the City 
Hall lot and the Sports World lot for an off-street terminal and 48 Street as a semi off-street 
terminal. 

Site lA - 49 Street/48 Avenue On-Street 

This site is the originally proposed on-street location that would utilize the west side of 48 
Avenue between 48 Street and 49 Street along with 49 Street west of 48 Avenue in front of 
the R.C.M.P building. This site does not create any significant operational difficulties from 
a routing or schedule perspective. From a passenger convenience point of view this 
arrangement is not convenient as buses will arrive and depart in a platooning fashion In 
other words, buses would be parked one behind the other in a non-designated stop fashion. 
As a result some safety issues would also be present. Passengers may feel it necessary to jay­
walk on both 49 Street and 48 Avenue and would cross the street from between parked 
buses. Due to the buses being parked in a platooning fashion there would be insufficient 
space between buses to permit one bus to pull around the bus in front without making a 
reverse movement. Although this situation would only take place if a bus had a mechanical 
breakdown it is, nevertheless; extremely dangerous. 

The Transit Department would have no safety concerns regarding buses arriving and 
departing the bus stop areas as buses would pull straight in and straight out. 
With the exception of the possibility of some jaywalking, this site would suit the Transit 
Department's needs on a temporary basis. Unfortunately the site would become redundant 
as soon as any system expansion takes place. Although difficult to determine the area may 
serve transit needs for period of somewhere up to 5 years. 

Site lB - 49 Street/48 Avenue On-Street 

This site was proposed by the 48 Avenue merchants during a meeting held on April 15, 
1992. The suggestion was made that would see five buses parked on 49 Street, as described 
in site lA, and the remaining five buses parked on 48 Avenue between Ross Street and 49 
Street. 

In researching the area it was determined that a maximum of four buses could be parked 
on 48 Avenue beside City Hall. 

From a route design and schedule perspective the Transit Department has no major 
concerns. A significant concern in the area of passenger safety and convenience is, however, 
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prevalent. Under this design passengers wishing to transfer would be required to cross 49 
Street which increases the potential for serious passenger/motorist conflicts. Passengers, 
regardless of the traffic lights, will be tempted to jaywalk as they cross the street in order 
to transfer buses. 

Site 2A - 49 Street/City Hall On/Off-Street 

This site will continue to use 49 Street west of 48 Avenue in front to the R.C.M.P. building 
and the current City Hall parking lot. From a route and schedule perspective this design 
does not create any concern. From a passenger perspective, however; walking distances 
between bus routes when passengers are transferring is not convenient. 

As can be seen in the drawing, buses parked in the City Hall lot will enter from 48 Avenue 
and will exit onto 48 Street. A bottle-neck occurs at the exit point and a conflict between 
buses will occur. Passengers may be required to walk from one passenger platform to the 
other when transferring between buses making a conflict between buses and passengers a 
very real possibility. With restricted speeds, however; this situation is not a major concern. 

Site 2B - City Hall Lot - Off-Street 

This design is an expansion of site 2A that would see all 10 buses located off-street in the 
City Hall lot and a portion of the R.C.M.P. secured lot. Some minor schedule delays may 
occur as some buses will be required to drive around the block in order to be travelling in 
the appropriate direction. In some cases this may result in an additional three minutes of 
running time. 

From a passenger convenience point of view, this design in which buses do not have 
designated stalls would be confusing and hazardous. Passengers would not know at which 
island their bus is parked at and would then be forced to search for their bus at five 
different points within the terminal. 

This situation could be overcome by designing the terminal in a saw-tooth manner. That way 
each bus would have a designated stall and would stop in the same place every trip. 
Passengers would quickly become accustomed to where their bus is parked and would not 
be forced to search for their bus. 

Some operational concerns are present in the area where the buses would exit the terminal 
onto 48 Street. As all buses are scheduled to leave at the same time and in the same 
direction there could be a possibility of some conflict with four lanes of buses entering onto 
a one-way roadway. 

As in previously described sites, this site does not have expansion capabilities beyond the 
current ten buses. 
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Site 2C - Merchants' Option 

This option was presented by the merchants located on 48 Avenue. Research indicates that 
the design is not workable. The curved curb line of the passenger platform would result in 
the centre door of the buses being a minimum of 2 ft from the curb. This creates an 
extremely hazardous condition for passengers disembarking from the buses. 

As a result of this discovery, the concept was determined to be unworkable. 

Site 3 - 48 Street Semi Off-Street 

This site was suggested by the Towne Centre Association and is a modification of design that 
was considered several years ago that was part of an overall development for that block. The 
design uses a saw-tooth pattern which will give bus routes designated stalls and would reduce 
passenger confusion. From an operating perspective the design would work reasonably well, 
however; some minor route design would be necessary. 

From a passenger safety point of view the design would result in some minor conflict as 
some passengers may be required to cross the bus traffic lane when transferring from one 
bus to another. The fact that only buses would be in the terminal area along with reduced 
speeds and designated stalls would minimize the conflict. 

One area of concern is the exit area of the terminal. The distance between the terminal exit 
and 49 Avenue is not a great distance and conflict between cars and buses may occur. Some 
delays could result if buses are unable to enter into a line of cars at the light on 48 Street 
and 49 Avenue. 

The Transit Department has also been advised by the Towne Centre Association that some 
opposition to this site is being expressed by the LG.A. Store located across the street. 

The site would be constructed to accommodate a maximum of 13 buses at any one time. 
This would allow for any anticipated system expansions for the next fifteen years. As a 
result the site would be permanent and would serve the needs of the Transit system for 
many years. 

Site 4A - Sports World On/Off-Street 

This design is a modification or phased-in concept of the recently completed Transit 
Terminal/Parkade Feasibility Design Study conducted by Delcan Engineering. The design 
would see eight buses parking in an off-street terminal located on the east side of the Sports 
World lot. Two buses would remain on-street; one on 49 Street, the other at 48 Street. 

The design is expandable to 16 buses in the future and would be a permanent facility. Buses 
would have designated stalls around a centre passenger platform which results in a higher 
level of passenger safety. Some minor route changes would be necessary but operationally 
the design would work very well. 
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Site 4B - Sports World Off-Street 

This design is basically the same as site 4A with the exception that the area used would be 
the west portion of the lot. In addition, the design would result in all 10 buses being parked 
off-street in a designated stall fashion. This design allows for expansion of up to 12 buses 
in the short term with a maximum of 16 buses in the long term. Comments stated above for 
site 4A concerning operating and safety issues would also apply to this concept. 

RECOMMENDATION 

The Transit Department recognizes that the financial commitment to an off-street terminal 
is significant. The Transit Department would also respectfully suggest that in order to best 
serve the transit user that any transfer terminal being considered must remain centralized 
in the downtown core. 

It should also be pointed out that there is a certain sense of urgency for the relocation of 
the current terminal to proceed as scheduled as any delays in the relocation will cause some 
delays to the couplet project. 

Therefore, the following recommendations are respectfully submitted: 

1) Due to the significant financial commitment for an off-street terminal, that the 
construction of an off-street terminal be deferred until the 1993 budget year. 

2) That site chosen for an off-street terminal be the Sports World lot as recommended 
by various consultants, as the optimum location and as described under Site 4B. 

3) That until funds can be secured and other related issues such as parking replacement 
can be adequately addressed, the current on-street terminal be relocated to 49 Street 
and 48 Avenue as described under Site 1 and as originally proposed. 

Grant Beattie 
Transit Manager 

GB/slp 
Att. 
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. DRAWING NUMBER 

Location 
• 

Facility Type 

Number of Buses 

Permanency 

Expansion Capability 

Operating Efficiency 

Safety 

Parking Loss 3 

Costs 1 

a. Basic Construction 
b. Amenities 
c. Lost Staff Time 
d. Lost Parking Revenue 
e.Land 

Total Cost -
Land and Construction 
City Share 2 

lA 

49 Street and 
48 Avenue 

( 48 Street to 
49 Street) 

On-Street 

10 

Temporary 

None 

Fair 

Fair 

19 

$ 28,500 
NIA 

0 
$ 69,300 

0 

$ 28,500 

$ 7,500 

lB 

49 Street and 
48 Avenue 

( 49 Street to 
Ross Street) 

On-Street 

10 

Temporary 

None 

Fair 

Poor/Fair 

21 

$ 15,000 
NIA 

0 
$ 81,900 

0 

$ 15,000 

$ 4,000 

ALTERNATIVE TERMINAL IAYOUTS 

2A 2B 3 4A 4B 

49 Street City Hall Lot 48 Street Sports World Lot Sports World Lot 
and 

City Hall Lot 

On/Off-Street Off-Street On/Off-Street On/Off-Street Off-Street 

10 10 13 10 12 

Temporary Temporary Permanent Permanent Permanent 

Expandable None Not EXpandable Expandable to Expandable to 
to 2B Beyond 16 Buses 16 Buses 

13 Buses 

Fair Fair Good Very Good Very Good 

Fair Fair Fair/Good Good Good 

67 93 100 63 74 

$ 150,000 $ 250,000 $ 275,000 $ 200,000 $ 270,000 
NIA NIA $ 50,000 $ 50,000 $ 50,000 

$ 60,000 $ 80,000 $ 40,000 0 0 
$ 25,200 $ 25,200 $ 201,600 $ 198,450 $ 233,100 
$ 270.000 $ 510.000 $ 590.000 $ 610.000 $ 860.000 

$ 420,000 $ 760,000 $ 915,000 $ 860,000 $1,180,000 

$ 420,000 $ 760,000 $ 228,750 $ 215,000 $ 295,000 



"" '° 

1. Cost estimates noted above are very preliminary to be used for comparison purposes only. They include only basic construction requirements such as pavement, sidewalks, 
fencing, basic landscaping, and lighting. Shelters, washrooms, and other facilities are not included. 

2. Alternative 2 is not eligible for Provincial funding as it is deemed to be temporary. Per capita restrictions on annual transportation grants may limit the funding available to 
this project (i.e. Alternatives 3 and 4) depending on its level of priority compared with other City projects. 

3. Four potential (not existing) parking stalls on 49 Street, opposite the Fire Hall, will be lost in Alternatives 1 and 2A. Four potential (not existing) parking stalls on 49 Street, 
north of the Sports World lot will be lost in Alternatives 4A and 4B. 

4. Loss of staff efficiency is $10,500/year (present value of 15 years @ 10% is $80,000). 

5. Loss of parking revenue at Sports World parking lot is $54,000/year (present value of 15 years @ 10% = $410,400). 

6. Loss of on-street parking assuming 85% occupancy is $830/year/stall (present value of 15 years @ 10% = $6,300). 

7. Parking Revenue Calculations 

lA . - 11@ $6,300 = $ 69,300 
lB - 13@ $6,300 = $ 81,900 
2A - 4@ $6,300 = $ 25,200 
2B - 4@ $6,300 = $ 25,200 
3 - 32@ $6,300 = $201,600 
4A - . 63 @ $3,150 = $198,450 
4B - 74@ $3,150 = $233,100 
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TO: 

FROM: 

April 15, 1992 

B. Jeffers 
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APi< ' ti N92 

Director of Engineering Services 

D. Kutinsky 
Parking Administrator 

RE: TRANSIT TERMINAL RELOCATION 

FILE NO. 92-1728 

City Council, on March 30, 1992, having received letters of objections from merchants and 
interested parties on 48 Avenue and 49 Street, as well as the Towne Centre Association 
regarding the September 30, 1991 City Council approved relocation of the On-Street Transit 
Transfer Terminal, decided to table a decision on this subject pending further evaluation by 
the Engineering Department. 

It was recommended by the downtown merchants that the Transit Terminal be located off­
street on the site of the current City Staff Lot and that the displaced stalls be relocated on 
the P-7 TomBoy Lot. 

Attached is a map illustrating the location of the three (3) public parking lots in the 
surrounding area. Any relocation of staff parking to any one of these public parking lots 
would only put a severe strain on the demand for public parking in the area and transfer the 
responsibility as well as the expense of providing additional replacement parking to the 
Parking Commission. 

The City Parking Lots in the area: 

Lot 
P-5/6 SportsWorld Lot 
P-7 TomBoy Lot 
P-8 Gaetz United Lot 
City Staff Lot 
RCMP Lot 

No. Stalls 
124 
85 
59 
63 
55 

Current Occupancy 
Average Peak 

56% 100% 
41% 100% 
71% 100% 

100% 
100% 

The Engineering Department, as directed by City Council have prepared six ( 6) options for 
the future location of the Transit Terminal (attached). 

The RCMP have expressed a concern with regard to the on-street customer parking stalls 
lost as a result of the Transit Terminal being located on 49 Street. City Administration have 
directed that the first eight (8) metered stalls adjacent to 49 Street in the P6 Sportsworld 
metered lot be assigned as "RCMP customer parking". 

The attached chart evaluates the parking losses associated with each Transit Terminal option 
and estimates the development costs that would be incurred, in addition to the land purchase 
costs, in order to replace the off-street parking stalls displaced by each option. 



66 
TRANSIT TERMINAL RELOCATION 
April 15, 1992 
Page 2 

The Parking Commission on April 15, 1992, following discussion on the six ( 6) transit 
terminal options provided by the Engineering Department, passed the following motion: 

Moved by K. Heywood, Seconded by L. Urquhart; 

''That the Red Deer Parking Commission recommend to The Red Deer City 
Council that: 

(a) The City maintain the approved parking strategy requirement of supplying as 
a minimum 200 off-street City owned public parking stalls in the four( 4) 
blocks bordered by Ross Street, 48 Avenue, 49 Street and Gaetz Avenue. 

At present the only City owned public parking provided in the four ( 4) block 
area is the Post Office Lot with 98 stalls and the SportsWorld Lot with 124 
stalls for a total of 222 off-street public parking stalls. As a minimum the City 
is therefore required to maintain 102 off-street public parking stalls on the 
SportsWorld block, bordered by 48 Avenue, 48 Street, 49 Avenue and 49 
Street, to meet the Parking Strategy guidelines. 

(b) Any decision that would see off-street public and/or private (City and RCMP 
staff) parking displaced as a result of the Transit Terminal construction be 
replaced and all associated costs be included in the total project costs. The 
Transit Terminal Project should not be constructed at the expense of the 
Downtown Parking Strategy or the Parking Commission's budget. 

~ Doug W. Kutinsky 
,.e-"'\. Parking Administrator 

DWK/vs 

Attachments 

c. Parking Commission 
Bylaws & Inspections Manager 
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TRANSIT TERMINAL OPTION EVALUATION - PARKING IMPACT 

OPTION 1 OPTION 2A OPTION 28 OPTION 3 

EXIST. STALLS STALLS STALLS STALLS STALLS STALLS STALLS STALLS 
STALLS LOST LEFT LOST LEFT LOST LEFT LOST LEFT 

PUBLIC PARKING 
On-Street 25 19 6 12 13 5 20 12 13 
Sportsworld 124 0 124 0 124 0 124 20 104 

TOT AL PUBLIC 149 19 130 12 137 5 144 32 117 
PARKING 

PRIVATE PARKING 
Sportsworld 7 0 7 0 7 0 7 5 2 
City Staff 63 0 63 49 14 63 0 49 14 
RCMP 55 0 55 6 49 25 30 14 41 

TOTAL PRIVATE 125 0 125 55 70 88 37 68 57 
PARKING 

TOTAL PARKING 274 19 255 67 207 93 181 100 174 

DEVELOPMENT COSTS TO REPLACE OFF-STREET PARKING LOST: 

NO. OF PARKING STALLS 0 55 88 88 

PA VING,CURBS,LIGHTING, 0 S60,500 $96,800 $96,800 
AND LANDSCAPING 

PLUG-INS REQUIRED 0 55 88 68 

PLUG-IN COSTS 0 $23,500 $30,100 $26,200 

TOTAL DEVELOPMENT COSTS 0 $84,000 $126,900 $122,900 

• 

OPTION 4A 

STALLS STALLS 
LOST LEFT 

5 20 
58 66 

63 86 

0 7 
0 63 
0 55 

0 125 

63 211 

58 

$63,800 

0 

0 

$63,800 

OPTION 48 

STALLS STALLS 
LOST LEFT 

5 20 
69 55 

74 75 

0 7 
0 63 
0 55 

0 125 

74 200 

69 

$75,900 

0 

0 

$75,900 

O"I 
co 
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1st Floor, Twin Atria Building, 4999 - 98 Avenue, Edmonton, Alberta, Canada T68 2X3 403/427-4575 

AFR ·; 3 IS92 
File: 1) RED/TRANSIT 

2) OPFINIAPAIRED 92-93 

April 7, 1992 

Mr. Bryon Jeffers, P.Eng. 
Director of Engineering Services 
City of Red Deer 
P.O. Box 5008· 
RED DEER, Alberta 
T4N 3T4 

Dear Mr. Jeffers: 

RE: TEMPORARY BUS TRANSFER POINTS DEVELOPMENT COSTS 

During our discussion on April 4, 1992, you asked what the 
department's policy is on cost-sharing the construction of the 
temporary bus transfer points in the downtown area. The amount stated 
during our conversation, for the cost of the preferred temporary 
facility, was in the order of $150,000 to $200,000, and you mentioned 
that the life of the proposed facility would be about ten years. 

I reviewed the matter with Brian Marcotte and we would not support 
cost-sharing on a temporary facility having a $150,000 to $200,000 
cost. The other alternative you mentioned, by having the buses remain 
on the street, would require some minor modifications to the roadway 
in the order of $30,000. This smaller amount would be acceptable for 
cost-sharing subject to receiving suitable drawings describing the 
work. 

R. C. (Bob) Rebus, P.Eng. 
Urban Transportation Engineer 

cc: Brian Marcotte 

RCR/7515TRAN.RED 

CITY OF RL ;~ ., 
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Date: April 22, 1992 

To: City of Red Deer council THE CITY OF RED D£ER 
CLERK'S DEPARlMENT 

From: The Merchants of 48th Ave. RECEIVED ,___ 
TIME 2· .Jo 

Re: Bus Terminal Re-location DATE fJ~A ,./ ~l., L 

BY 
, 

.A ;f. 
7 

Further to our presentation to City Council of March 30, 
1992, the Merchants of 48th Avenue have now met with City of 
Red Deer Administration and other downtown merchants. 

Our original proposal was to re-locate the bus terminal in 
the City Parking Lot on 48th Ave. Fu:rthe!r study by 
administration and our group has shown that more site area is 
required to accommodate the number of buses necessary in an 
off-street location. 

City of Red Deer Administration brought a proposal to our 
attention which would provide off street parkin9 in half of 
the City owned lot beside Sports World. (see attached 
diagram 1). 

This location addresses our concerns with regard to safety, 
pollution, loss of parking, and business value. It is a 
permanent solution and therefore qualifies for government 
assistance. We received strong support for this proposal 
from other merchants in the area, although some business 
owners felt that the only true viable solution was to move 
the terminal entirely out of the city ~ore. This would be 
our first choice. 

Another proposal which received qualified support was a 48th 
Street off-street terminal. We have some concern about the 
factor of this proposal and the affect it may have on 
businesses on 49th Street. (See diagram 2) 

The City Administration proposed an on-street tE~mporary plan 
which would put four buses in front of City Hall, one bus on 
48th Ave. between 48 St. and 49 St. and the balance on 49th 
Street. This plan would be acceptable only on a very 
temporary basis until a more permanent site is developed is 
our second choice. (See drawing 3) 

TO RE-CAP: 
The merchants support an off-street Permanent Terminal in the 
Sports World Lot. As a temporary solution we would 
accept drawing 3. 

WE ARE STRONGLY OPPOSED TO ON STREET BUS TERMINAL PARKING ON 
49TH STREET AND 48TH AVENUE BETWEEN 48TH STREET WHICH IS THE 
CURRENT CITY PLAN. 
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~~rs of Council 

BORDER PAVING LTD. 

·' 74 

PHONE (403) 343-1177 
FAX 346-9690 

6711 GOLDEN WEST AVENUE RED DEER, ALBERTA T4P 1A7 

April 01, 1992 

Mr. H. M. C. Day 
City Commissioner 
4914 - 48th Avenue 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 3T4 

Dear Sir: 

RE: Bus Terminal Presentation 
City Council Meeting, March 30, 1992 

This note is to clarify the position of Border Paving Ltd. relating 
to the comments made by Ms. Wendy Church representing the businesses 
of 48th Avenue. 

Border Paving Ltd. was contacted by Ms. Church on Thursday March 25, 
1992 and asked to provide a cost for the construction of a bus bay on 
City of Red Deer property. Ms Church was advised by this writer that 
Border Paving Ltd. did not undertake this work as they were 
constructed of concrete and we therefore did not give her a price. 

We wish to advise you that Border Paving Ltd. is we 11 aware of, and 
supports the City of Red Deer standards for bus bay construction and 
also we are pleased by the cooperation and sharing of ideas that 
takes place with the City Engineering Department and ourselves in 
re viewing the construction techniques used as we 11 as the problem 
solving that is ongoing in this City with its diversified soils 
characteristics. 

Quality • Service • Value 
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We further wish to advise you that Border Paving Ltd. would not 
undertake to provide cost estimates to any client whose project would 
fall under City of Red Deer construction guidelines without further 
reviewing the project with the City Engineering or Building 
Inspection Departments. 

I trust you will find this note will clarify the position of Border 
Paving Ltd. with regard to our procedures for submitting pricing 
guidelines to our clients wishing to construct in the City. 

Please contact this writer should you have any further questions 
regarding procedures. 

Thank you for your time. 

Yours very truly, 

BORDER PAVING LTD. 

t:bQ<'~. 
W. B. Rogers 
WBR/vmd 
estimate/letter 
day 

cc: Mr. B. Jeffers 
Director of Engineering Services 
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DATE: APRIL 22, 1992 

TO: CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: RED DEER PARKING COMMISSION 

RE: TRANSIT TRANSFER TERMINAL 

At the April 15, 1992 meeting of the Red Deer Parking Commission, the resolution as 
noted hereunder was introduced and passed: 

'THAT the Red Deer Parking Commission recommend to Red Deer City 
Council with regard to Transit Terminal Relocation, approval of the following: 

(a) The City maintain the approved parking strategy requirement of 
supplying as a minimum, 200 off-street City-owned public parking 
stalls in the four (4) blocks bordered by Ross Street, 48 Avenue, 49 
Street and Gaetz Avenue. 

(b) Any decision that would see off-street public and/or private (City and 
RCMP staff) parking displaced as a result of the Transit Terminal 
construction be replaced and all associated costs be included in the 
total project costs. The Transit Terminal Project should not be 
constructed at the expense of the Downtown Parking Strategy or the 
Parking Commission's budget." 

With regard to item (a) above, at present the City-owned public parking provided in the 
four block area is: 

Post Office Lot with 
Sports World Lot with 
Off-street public parking Total 

98 stalls 
124 stalls 
222 stalls 

As a minimum, the City is therefore required to maintain 102 off-street public parking stalls 
on the Sports World block bordered by 48 Avenue, 48 Street, 49 Avenue and 49 Street, 
to meet the Parking Strategy guidelines. 

The above is presented for your consideration. 

~a:~ 
Vice-Chairman 
RED DEER PARKING COMMISSION 
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DATE: April 15, 1992 FILE NO. 92-1728 

TO: R. Strader 
Bylaws and Inspections Manager 

FROM: D. Kutinsky 
Parking Administrator 

RE: TRANSIT TERMINAL RELOCATION 

City Council, on March 30, 1992, having received letters of objections from merchants and 
interested parties on 48 Avenue and 49 Street, as well as the Towne Centre Association 
regarding the September 30, 1991 City Council approved relocation of the On-Street Transit 
Transfer Terminal, decided to table a decision on this subject pending further evaluation by 
the Engineering Department. 

It was recommended by the downtown merchants that the Transit Terminal be located off­
street on the site of the current City Staff Lot and that the displaced stalls be relocated on 
the P-7 TomBoy Lot. 

Attached is a map illustrating the location of the three (3) public parking lots in the 
surrounding area. Any relocation of staff parking to any one of these public parking lots 
would only put a severe strain on the demand for public parking in the area and transfer the 
responsibility as well as the expense of providing additional replacement parking to the 
Parking Commission. 

The City Parking Lots in the area: 

Lot 
P-5/6 SportsWorld Lot 
P-7 TomBoy Lot 
P-8 Gaetz United Lot 
City Staff Lot 
RCMP Lot 

No. Stalls 
124 
85 
59 
63 
55 

Current Occupancy 
Average Peak 

56% 100% 
41% 100% 
71% 100% 

100% 
100% 

The Engineering Department, as directed by City Council have prepared six (6) options for 
the future location of the Transit Terminal (attached). 

The RCMP have expressed a concern with regard to the on-street customer parking stalls 
lost as a result of the Transit Terminal being located on 49 Street. City Administration have 
directed that the first eight (8) metered stalls adjacent to 49 Street in the P6 Sportsworld 
metered lot be assigned as "RCMP customer parking". 

The attached chart evaluates the parking losses associated with each Transit Terminal option 
and estimates the development costs that would be incurred, in addition to the land purchase 
costs, in order to replace the off-street parking stalls displaced by each option. 
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TRANSIT TERMINAL RELOCATION 
April 15, 1992 
Page 2 

It is therefore recommended that: 

a.) The On-street Transit Terminal on 49 Street and 48 Avenue be constructed, 
as approved by City Council on September 30, 1991, as it is the least costly 
option and eliminates the least number of parking stalls overall. 

b.) When suitable financing can be arranged the City construct the joint use 
Sports World Lot Transit Terminal complete with 250-450 stall parkade which 
was studied in detail by the Delcan Consultants and as presented to City 
Council on March 30, 1992. This is the only option that satifies the long-term 
Transit requirements to park 16 buses off-street as well as the long term 
Parking Strategy to provide 250-450 stalls. 

c.) The City maintain the approved parking strategy requirement of supplying as 
a minimum 200 off-street City owned public parking stalls in the four( 4) 
blocks bordered by Ross Street, 48 Avenue, 49 Street and Gaetz Avenue. 

At present the only City owned public parking provided in the four ( 4) block 
area is the Post Office Lot with 98 stalls and the SportsWorld Lot with 124 
stalls for a total of 222 off-street public parking stalls. As a minimum the City 
is therefore required to maintain 102 off-street public parking stalls on the 
SportsWorld block, bordered by 48 Avenue, 48 Street, 49 Avenue and 49 
Street, to meet the Parking Strategy guidelines. 

d.) Any decision that would see off-street public and/or private (City and RCMP 
staff) parking displaced as a result of the Transit Terminal construction be 
replaced and all associated costs be included in the total project costs. The 
Transit Terminal Project should not be constructed at the expense of the 
Downtown Parking Strategy or the Parking Commission's budget. 

Yours truly, 

I 
j 

I 

Doug W. Kutinsky 
Parking Administrator 

DWK/jw 

Attachments 

c. Parking Commission 
Director of Engineering 
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TRANSIT TERMINAL OPTION EVALUATION - PARKING IMPACT 

OPTION 1 OPTION 2A OPTION 28 OPTION 3 

EXIST. STALLS STALLS STALLS STALLS STALLS STALLS STALLS STALLS 
STALLS LOST LEFT LOST LEFT LOST LEFT LOST LEFT 

PUBLIC PARKING 
On-Street 25 19 6 12 13 5 20 12 13 
Sportsworld 124 0 124 0 124 0 124 20 104 

TOT AL PUBLIC 149 19 130 12 137 5 144 32 117 
PARKING 

PRIVATE PARKING 
Sportsworld 7 0 7 0 7 0 7 5 2 
City Staff 63 0 63 49 14 63 0 49 14 
RCMP 55 0 55 6 49 25 30 14 41 

TOTALPRNATE 125 0 125 55 70 88 37 68 57 
PARKING 

TOTAL PARKING 274 19 255 67 207 93 181 100 174 

DEVELOPMENT COSTS TO REPLACE OFF-STREET PARKING LOST: 

NO. OF PARKING STALLS 0 55 88 88 

PA VING,CURBS,LIGHTING, 0 $60,500 $96,800 $96,800 
AND LANDSCAPING 

PLUG-INS REQUIRED 0 55 88 68 

PLUG-IN COSTS 0 $23,500 $30,100 $26,200 

TOTAL DEVELOPMENT COSTS 0 $84,000 $126,900 $122,900 

• 

OPTION 4A 

STALLS STALLS 
LOST LEFT 

5 20 
58 66 

63 86 

0 7 
0 63 
0 55 

0 125 

63 211 

58 

$63,800 

0 

0 

$63,800 

OPTION 48 

STALLS STALLS 
LOST LEFT 

5 20 
69 55 

74 75 

0 7 
0 63 
0 5.5 

0 125 

74 200 

69 

$75,900 

0 

0 

$75,900 

co 
0 



81 

Commissioner's Comments 

We would concur with the recommendations of the Director of Engineering 
Services and the Parking Commission. For Council's information, we have included the 
reports which appeared on the March 30, 1992 Council Agenda as an attachment to this 
agenda. 

'H.J. MCGHEE" 
Mayor 



ATTACHMENT 

APRIL 27, 1992, COUNCIL AGENDA 

Relocation of On Street Transit Terminal 

- Information which appeared on March 30, 1992 Council Agenda 
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DATE: March 25, 1992 

'TO: City of Red Deer Councillors 

FROM: Merchants·· and Interested Parties 
48th Ave & 49th St 

RE: Re-location of Bus Terminal 

Those merchants, landowners and occupants of businesses and services on 
49th Street and 48th Ave who feel they would be adversely affected by 
the re-location of the Bus Terminal are requesting Council to hear their 
concerns at the March 30, 1992 Council Meeting. This request has also 
been made in writing to the City Clerk. It is imperative that our concerns 
be adressed prior to carmencement of any work on the above proposed 
re-location. 

Although we would prefer that the status quo remain, we understand the 
need to re-locate the buses in order to accarrncx3ate the one way cuplet. 
Our concerns are for both the detrimental effects of the proposed re-location 
on our business and the safety and well being of the transit users. 

Under the proposed plan, buses would park along 49th street to the corner 
of 48th Ave and on 48th Avenue between 48th Street and 49th Street. 
The proposed plan necessitates the removal of all parking on the west side 
of 48th Ave. As well, buses would be parked in front of the RG'lP building, 
across fran the library and the current fire hall location. The Native 
Friendship Center would be impacted on both of its access roads. Because 
48th Avenue is already a very busy street, the added pressure of the buses 
and bus patrons would make this street even irore dangerous. Students would 
be tempted to 'Jay-Walk' fran the buses to Charlie's and Rainbow Video. 

Our purpose for meeting with Council is to further outline our concerns 
and propose an alternative which we feel would be acceptable to all parties. 
1he cost of our alternate proposal is in line with the restraints on City 
spending and in fact not that much greater than the cost of the proposed 
plan. 

There has been expense to the individual businesses to up-grade the 48th Ave 
and 49th Street area. In the last two years, over $700,000 has been put 
into the renovations of the area in private ironey. We are asking Council 
to at least help us preserve what we have worked for. 
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The Merchants and Interested Parties of 49th St. and 48th Ave. 
have expressed the following concerns with regard to the 
bus re-location proposal. 

- loss of parking on the west side of 48th Ave. 
- this parking is utilized during the day by customers 

of the 48th Ave. merchants. Removing parking will 
provide a disincentive to these customers to stop 
and utilize the services offered 

- in the evening the parking is fully utilized by 
Bingo patrons 

- Traffic· on 48th Ave. This is the only downtown north/south 
two way street. At the present time it is a very busy street, 
and the increased traffic resulting in the extensive use of 
one ways in downtown Red Deer can only make it more congested. 
There is not room for bus maneuverability or even parking on 
this street. The City should do a traffic count on 48th Ave. 
When a request was made to The City Engineer Department, we 
were told that the last count was done in 1982. 

- Pollution in the area. The businesses in the area are 
very concerned with the pollution caused by the diesel bus 
fumes. Most of the buildings are older and will literally 
suck the fumes in through the front doors or the roof-top 
air conditioners. 

Other pollution caused by garbage, foul language, vandalism 
of business and public areas will affect businesses and 
their clients. 

- SAFETY. Students will be drawn to cross the street to Charlie's 
and the Rainbow Video. With the street as busy as it is and 
with buses parked and blocking visibility the danger to 
student's is increased. While the Fire Station remains in 
its current location and further when construction is being 
completed on the library extension there is a safety concern 
with Fire trucks and construction vehicles jockeying with 
buses and bus patrons of 49th street. All this while the 
one way street increases traffic. 

- BUSINESS VALUE. The merchants on the two affected streets 
have made a cornmittment to downtown revitalization. There 
businesses are primarily individually owned and managed. 
A cursory count shows that over $700,000 has gone into up-grading 
the stores and businesses affected by this decision. We feel 
our committment to the area should be respected by Council and 
Council should take the time to listen to our concerns and 
look at our alternate proposal. 
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49th St & 48t.h Ave. MERCHANI'S AND C'ONCERNED PARTIES 
Requesting a meeting with.City Council re: Bus Re-location 

SHAW CABLE 
4805 48th Ave. 

Michael Dandurand - a:>NSULTANI' 
4805 48th Ave. 

Gary Waller - YOUR SPECIAL 
4805 48t.h Ave. 

Gord Walsh - PERSONAL TAX 
4809 48th Ave. 

Tod 'lheissen - PERSONAL FINANCIAL 
4809 48th Ave. 

Wendy Omrch - Gl\TEWAY TRAVEL 
4811 48th Ave. 

Dean I ihanani - Hf\INBCM VIDEO 
4813 4A Ave. 

PEACE PARK MANAGEMENI' 
4809 - 4811 48th Ave. 

Clarence Kits - CHRARLIE'S 
4819 48th Ave. 

Les Duffy - SurroN GROUP 
4819 48 Ave. 

Darryl Sim - OPTIONS 
4779 49th St. 

Darlene cardinal - NATIVE FRIEND. 
4801 49th Street 

SPORT'S WJRID 
4827 49t.h St 

Marilyn Slawinsky - LAWYER 
4785 49th St. 
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ALTERNATE PROPOSAL FOR BUS 

RE-LOCATION 

Attached, we have prepared an alternate plan for the bus re-location. 

We propose that all of the buses be re-located to the.present 
City Hall parking lot on the south side of 48th Ave. As shown 
by the drawing, all of the buses would be able to enter the 
'terminal' area and exit it on 48th St. 

This proposal retains PUBLIC parking on 48th Ave •. The smell and 
litter from the buses will be contained in the one area. The 
Native Friendship Center will not be surrounded by-buses and 
bus patrons. The angle which the buses enter, and exit the 
area makes turning easier. Students will be less attracted to 
cross over to the businesses on the east side of 48th Street, 
but if they do the. visibility will not be restricted by buses. 

Patrons using the buses to access City Hall, the Parsons Clinic, 
the library and the Associate Clinic will have easy, safe access 
to this area. 

Most of the private vehicles owned by City Employees will hav~ 
to be parked elsewhere. We recommend that the old 'Tom Boy' 
lot could be utilized for this purpose .. This lot is underutilized 
during the day although it provides a service to evening Bingo patrons. 
Some parking could remain at the City's discretion in the Bus Terminal 
parking lot. Certainly, it is nice and handy for City employees 
to park ~ a block away from where they work, however the alternate 
parking lot would be only ~ block further. We feel that public 
parking and City support of the merchants is of a higher priority. 

The City is proposing an expenditure of $31,500 for the proposed 
re-location plan. Our plan would likely be more in the $70,000 
range. However, any paving done will be of future benefit to 
the City. In the event that the Sports World parking area is 
not developed, our proposal could be acceptable for a longer 
period of time. 

As mentioned previously, the merchants in this area have spent 
oover $700,000 to renovate and up-grade. We are asking the 
City to spend only 10% of this. Our taxes for this one street 
would make a serious dent in the cost of our proposal. 



BUSINESS Dr8TRICT • 

• TOWNE CENTRE ASSOCIATION • 83, 4901 - 48 STREET • RED DEER, ALBERTA • T4N 1S8 • (403) 340-TOWN (8696) • 

'rBllPORARY 'l'RANSI'l' 'l''ERllIRAL ( 48 Av) 

1. The only information given to the Towne Centre Association, via the 
Parking Commission, regarding this terminal, was in the fall of '91. The 
presentation indicated ~hat this would be a temporary terminal while 
construction proceeded on the couplet project. 

2. The first layout sketch shown to the TCA was that sent to the businesses 
on March 20th this year. 

3. The Association at no time was requested to respond, discuss or consider 
this project, by any department. 

4. With the original "temporary" assumption, the project time frame was 
estimated to last from May to September. This situation has since changed 
significantly. No funding for the Sportsworld Terminal is available, nor 
foreseeable, suggesting that "Temporary" could be anywhere from one to ten 
years. 

S. The City has suggested that the Association was fully aware of this 
project, but in fact, no information or discussion has been held with the 
Association, with any City Department. The only information we had received, 
was that a "temporary terminal" site would be moved to 48Av during 
construction of the couplet. 

Because Hie nature of •temporary• has signifi'cantly changed, the Association 
fully supports Hie position of Hie affected businesses on 48Av. 

we feel that an alternative solution must be considered, and that further 
dislocation or elimination of public parking should be avoided. With the 
terminal potentially being much more than temporary, the proposal to utilize 
the City staff lot for Transit, is an appropriate option. 

urs, 
ASSOCIA'rIOR 

Ken Heywood, Chairman. 
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49th St & 48th Ave. MERCHANl'S AND CONCERNED PARTIES 
Requesting a meeting with.City Council re: Bus Re-location 

SHAW CABLE 
4805 48th Ave. 

Michael Dandurand - CDNSULTANI' 
4805 48th Ave. 

a/~ 
~10£ - YOUR SPECIAL 

4805 48th Ave. 
, \ 

(...._;I I_ c... .'""-E,'e 

\J ~ ~ 

-". / Ive~ , ,, cy...<._..,, - ,___ 

Gord welsh - PERSONAL TAX 
4809 4Sth Ave. 

----~=-

Todl'Iheissen - PERSONAL FINANCIAL 
4809 48th Ave. 

Wendy Church - GATEWAY TRAVEL 
4811 48th Ave. 

PEACE PARK MANAGEMENI' 
4809 - 4811 48th Ave. 

'7 / 

.. /'~ :<"' .~ 
/ (. ' / E'; ,_,,__;.;;/~~~ 

(c1.ar.ence Kits ~ CHRARLIE'S 
4819 48th Ave. 

\ 

./ 
/ . .,/ // ·. / 

.-,,,-:·~/ &'~ .. '·'1~ 
Les--Duf fy - GRotiP 
4819 4~ve. 

' ~ ! I ( 

I ,, (_; / 

fl{ il t { ' ff.,{[»{ t< (' 1~iene cardihal - NATIVE FRIEND. 
4801 49th Street 
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THE CITY OF RED DEER 
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 

Transit Department 342·B225 

March 18, 1992 

Gateway Travel 
4811-48 Avenue 
RED DEER, Alberta 
T4N 3T2 

Attention: Manager 

Dear Sir/Madam: 

RE: RED DEER TRANSIT BUS TRANSFER TERMINAL 

FILE No. 

FAX: (403) 346·6195 

Due to the Ross Street/49 Street one-way couplet the current downtown bus terminal will 
be relocating from it's present site on Ross Street/49 Avenue to 49 Street/48 Avenue in the 
near future. 

The Transit Department has investigated numerous areas in the downtown and it was felt 
that this location had the least effect on parking or driveway access. Unfortunately this 
relocation will result in the parking on the west side of 48 Avenue being removed. Parking 
on the east side of 48 Avenue will remain as is. 

If you wish to discuss this relocation with the undersigned further, please contact me at 
342-8225 at your convenience. 

Yours truly, 

Grant Beattie 
Transit Manager 

GB/sip 

p 

c.c. Director of Engineering Services 
Towne Centre Association 

fl ReD· DeeR 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 
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September 24, 1991 

City Oerk 

Director of Engineering Services 

('ri'-..-1-C;_j)~/'" t . '3 6 I (I 
060-027 

RE: RELOCATION OF ON-STREET TRANSIT TERMINAL 

Attached is a report from the Transit Manager which describes and illustrates a proposed 
new location for the on-street Transit Terminal. Relocation of the terminal is made 
necessary by the imminent 49/Ross Street One-Way Couplet Project. 

Mr. Beattie's report is quite comprehensive and there is no need for much additional 
elaboration. 

I would like to point out some additional issues for consideration. First, Council will be 
reviewing in the 1992 Budget, an administration recommendation for an off-street Transit 
Terminal on the Sports World Parking Lot site. Even if approval to proceed was granted 
during budget deliberations, it is unlikely that the terminal could be in place prior to the 
couplet going into affect, especially if a parkade forms part of the Transit Terminal Project. 
In either event, monies expanded to relocate the terminal would not be wasted. The 
resulting improvements will be consistent with past Downtown sidewalk beautification 
projects. 

If Council wished, a reduction in cost of approximately $3,000 could be achieved with a 
modified paving stone design and a further $3,000 could be saved if the sidewalk was entirely 
concrete. 

RECOMMENDATION 

We would respectfully recommend Council approval of the proposed on-street Transit 
Terminal, to be implemented as soon as reasonable possible. We would also request 
Council direction witlvrespect to the concrete/paving stone option. 

i // 
fi/1 

j~fkr;, ~. Eng. 
, of Engineering Services 

·-
BCJ/emg 
Att. 

c.c. Transit Manager 
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DATE: September 25, 1991 

TO: Director of Engineering 

FROM: Transit Manager 

RE: RELOCATION OF ON-STREET TRANSIT TERMINAL 

Due to the Ross St./49 St. one way couplet project it will be necessary to relocate the 
current on-street transit terminal from 49 Ave. and Ross St. 

The Transit Department investigated a number of areas in the central downtown in order 
to determine a location that would be suitable in size and structure to accommodate ten 
buses. In analyzing these areas the following considerations were made. 

1. The impact on current on street parking 
2. The impact on current transit route design 
3. The impact on surrounding businesses 
4. The impact on downtown traffic flows 

Upon completion of the analysis it was determined that the best location was the south side 
of 49 St. in front of the R.C.M.P. building and the west side of 48 Ave. between 49 St. and 
48 St. Each of these areas will accommodate five buses each and can be accessed by 
inbound routes with very little route modifications being required. 

The area will, however, need some improvements in order to accommodate bus passengers. 
These improvements would be restricted to 48 Ave. It will be necessary to increase the 
sidewalk width of 48 Ave. as it is currently too narrow to accommodate transferring 
passengers. It is suggested that the sidewalk be widened to 2. 7 metres and constructed with 
concrete and paving stones in order to be consistent with other sidewalk upgrades in the 
City's downtown. It would also be necessary to supply electrical ducts for future lighting 
requirements for the Electric, Light and Power Department. 

In order to supply sufficient width for the sidewalk work it will also be necessary to remove 
approximately 300 feet of hedge. The large mature trees would not be affected and would 
remain in place. 

In order to provide separation from the bus stop area and the Native Friendship Centre as 
well as the parking lot it is proposed that a five foot high chain link fence be installed. The 
fence would be covered from street side view by planting large mature five foot Villosa Lilac 
from the City tree nursery. 
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September 23, 1991 
Re: Relocation of On-Street Transit Terminal 
Page 2 

This location will also require the removal of the current RCMP visitor parking area on 49 
Street along with 10 metered stalls on 48 Ave. and 1 metered stall on 48 Street. Although, 
this loss of on street parking may generate some concern it should be pointed out that 
parking is available just to the east of this location on 48 Street. In addition, on-street 
parking will become available on Ross Street once the terminal is relocated. 

A cost analysis of the improvements described above is attached. I would suggest that this 
on street terminal relocation was necessitated by the upcoming couplet project and that the 
costs associated with the relocation be the responsibility of the couplet project. 

Recommendation: 

It is recommended that the current Ross Street/49 Ave. on-street bus terminal be relocated 
to 49 Street/48 Ave. prior to the commencement of any construction associated with the one 
way couplet project. It is further recommended that any costs associated with the necessary 
improvements be charged to the one way couplet project. 

Grant Beattie 
Transit Manager 

GB/jw 
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ON STREET BUS TERMINAL 
RELOCATION COST ESTIMATES 

1. Sidewalk widening east side 48 Ave. between 49 St & 48 St $20,000.00 
2,500.00 
4,000.00 
2,500.00 
2,500.00 

2. Installation of electrical ducts 
3. Installation of 5 Ft. chain link fence 
4. Removal of current hedge 
5. Planting of 90 five foot Villosa Lilac 

Total $31,500.00 

Commissioners' Comments 

As Council is aware a study is currently under way for the design and cost 
estimates of a transit terminal on the Sports World Parking Lot with the potential for 
the inclusion of a parkade. Although this study is not yet completed, we would 
anticipate that there will be a significant cost associated with the terminal a~d 
undoubtedly some pressures not to construct the terminal on this site unless it is 
accompanied by the constru~tion of a parkade. We hope to present this in the 1992 budg 

Even if it is approved, it will obviously take some time to construct and as 
pointed out by the Dir. of Engineering Services, it is unlikely to be completed before 
the couplet goes into effect. Accordingly, it is desirable that some interim steps be 
taken. 

We would therefore concur with the recommendation to proceed as outlined 
especially as expenditures will not be wasted. We would further recommend that Council 
approve the modified paving stone design for a savings of $3,000.00 given a total 
project estimate of $28,500. Council should note that the modified design contemplates 
the widening of the sidewalk to be done entirely in red paving stone, t.hus preserving 
the existing concrete which results in a sidewalk slightly wider in pavers than our 
standard. 

"R. J. MCGHEE" 
Mayor 

"M.C. DAY" 
City Commissioner 
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TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 
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March 26, 1992 

City Clerk 

Director of Engineering Services 

ON-STREET TRANSIT TERMINAL- 48 AVENUE 
GATEWAY TRAVEL 

640-003A 

Subsequent to drafting our initial response to the concerns raised regarding the subject issue, 
it is our understanding that the concerned group will be presenting to Council an alternative 
to the on-street terminal. 

The alternative involves moving the buses, that would stop along 48 Avenue, into the City 
Hall staff parking lot. 

To facilitate Council evaluation of this option, we have done a very preliminary review of 
this option. We have defined a layout (see attached plan) that would accommodate six 
buses on the parking lot. There would be a loss of 48 stalls in the parking lot. Of the 10 
stalls on 48 Avenue, 6 of these could be retained. One existing stall on 48 Street would also 
be lost. There would be 16 stalls remaining in the City Hall lot. Access to the Native 
Friendship Centre would have to be reviewed, but probably could be accommodated. 

The minimum standard for the terminal area would be an asphalt driving surface and raised 
concrete islands. Leaving the site as a gravelled area would result in rutting and potholes. 
In the spring or during rain, bus patrons would also have to contend with mud. The raised 
islands are required to delineate passenger areas from vehicle movement and to 
accommodate access to the buses. A very preliminary estimate set the cost of the terminal 
at $150,000 - $175,00 . This would have to be confirmed by more design work. 

411 
;/ 

B · rs, P. Eng. 
of Engineering Services 

L/ 
BCJ g 
Att. 
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DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

15 

March 30, 1992 

City Clerk 

Director of Engineering Services 

RELOCATION OF TRANSIT TERMINAL 
MERCHANTS AND INTERESTED PARTIES' LETTER DATED 
MARCH 25, 1992 

640-003A 

We can supply the following additional information for Council, relative to the above noted. 

We have checked the layout supplied by the merchants and indicate that six buses, not eight, 
can be accommodated on the parking lot (see attached plan). 

An order of magnitude estimate to pave and install concrete islands and curbs, plus 
landscaping is $150,000. 

The cost to remove the on-street parking and widen the sidewalks on 48 Avenue is $28,500. 
The sidewalks on 49 Street would not have to be widened. 

2. Loss of Parkin& 

With the merchants' plan, there would be only 6 salvageable parking stalls left in the lot for 
a loss of 58 stalls. Of the 10 stalls on 48 Avenue, 4 stalls would be lost. 

Total parking stall loss by moving the terminal to the parking lot following the merchants' 
option is 63 (one additional stall lost on 48 Street). 

Total parking stall loss by moving the terminal to the parking lot following the Engineering 
Department's option is 53. 

Total parking stalls lost by retaining the on-street terminal location is 11. 

3. Traffic on 48 Avenue 

The 1989 traffic counts taken on 48 Avenue north of 45 Street are 4,054 northbound and 
4,505 southbound for a two-way, 24 hour total of 8,559 vehicles. 
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This volume can be compared to 4,034 on 47 Avenue (1 block east) and 16,728 northbound 
on 49 Avenue (1 block west). We counted 7,644 vehicles on 49 Street east of the old 
Advocate Building in 1989 as well. 

Forty-eighth Avenue is 14.6 m or 48 ft wide from curb to curb, which is 1.2 m or 4 ft feet 
wider than 49 Avenue and most other Downtown streets (most are 13.4 m or 44 ft wide). 

Regarding the count information of 1982 referred to by the merchants, this was the last time 
an intersection count was done at the intersection of 48 Avenue and 48 Street. 

Although up-to-date counts and a signal warrant analysis has not been done for 48 Avenue 
and 48 Street intersection, we feel that even without the Transit terminal relocation, with the 
current pedestrian and vehicle volumes, a traffic signal at this location is only a few years 
away. The estimated cost of a signal at this location is $75,000. 

4. Safety 

It is difficult to control jaywalking on any Downtown street. It occurs on 49 Avenue and 
Ross Street, which are carrying much higher traffic volumes and at greater speeds than on 
this portion of 48 Avenue. 

With the presence of traffic signals at either end of this block, there would be ample 
pedestrian accommodation, as the maximum walking distance from mid block to a signal 
would be 38 m or 125 ft. 

5. Access to Native Friendship Centre 

With the merchants' proposal there would be no vehicle access to the Native Friendship 
Centre's rear yard. This impact would be far greater than the buses parked on 49 Street 
and 49 Avenue. 

6. Relocation of City StatT Parkin& 

Many vehicles in this parking lot are used throughout the day to carry on City business. 
Relocation to a further distance from City Hall will increase the time to access the vehicle 
and accordingly increase the cost of doing City business. 

7. Area Parkin& Availability 

Attached is information showing both on-street plus three parking lots in the immediate 
area. In addition, the parking occupancies are included. 
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8. Downtown Plannin& Process Steerin& Committee 

Attached is a copy of the November 4, 1991 minutes with the Towne Centre representative 
in attendance. Mr. Ferguson was requested to provide observations from the Towne Centre 
Association, and to qur knowledge such information was never received. 

Att. 

I 
// 
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. effers, P. Eng. 
of Engineering Services 
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LOT TOTAL OCCUPANCY STALLS 
STALLS VACANT 

PS Sportsworld Attendant 101 52% 49 
Lot 

P6 Sportsworld 2 Hour 23 73% 6 
Metered Lot 

P7 Tom Boy Spitter Lot 85 41% 50 

PB Gaetz United 5 Hour 59 71% 17 
Metered Lot 

TOTAL 268 122 
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MINUTES 

of the DOWNTOWN PLANNING PROCESS STEERING 
COMMITTEE MEETING held on MONDAY, NOVEMBER 4, 
1991 in Committee Room "Bu, City Hall commenced at 3:1 O 
p.m. 

PRESENT: 

MEMBERS: Alderman G. Surkan, Chairman 
Alderman D. Lawrence 
Director of Engineering Services, B. Jeffers 
Eponomic Development Manager, A. Scott 
Principal Planner, P. Meyette 
Towne Centre Executive Rep, J. Ferguson 
. 

STAFF: Associate Planner, D. Shewfelt 
Council & Committee Secretary, W. Vincent 

MEMBERS 
ABSENT: City Commissioner,M. Day 

Director of Community Services, C. Curtis 

1. AGENDA APPROVAL 

The agenda of this date was approved on a motion by P. Meyette, seconded by 
Alderman Lawrence, with the following addition: 

"Streetlighting Fixtures for Ross Street and Gaetz Avenue" 

CARRIED 

2. CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES 

The minutes. of the October 25, 1991 meeting received consideration and the following 
amendment was made on page 2 to read as noted hereunder: 

a) . Priority to be given to a review of Buildings D and E backing onto 53 
Avenue in respect to: 

i) landscaping along 53 Avenue 

ii) architectural treatment, doors (man doors or loading doors), loading 
area and access to curb along 53 Avenue 
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Downtown Planning Minutes 
November 4, 1991 

b) Review possibility of low level landscaping along the south and east facade 
of the Superstore building and decorative lighting within the site 
development. 

The minutes, as amended, were subsequently passed on a motion by A. Scott, seconded 
by J. Ferguson. · · 

CARRIED 

3. UPDATE ON TRANSIT TERMINAL STUDY 

B. Jeffers advised that the final draft of the study has been received, which is a technical 
and financial analysis''of the Transit Terminal with the provision for a parkade. 

Following some discussion, the Committee agreed that the study be deferred pending 
review of the draft document, and that same be discussed in detail at the November 18, 
1991 meeting. 

In conjunction with the study, the Chairman requested that the Engineering Department 
provide an estimation of how long the buses can be left on site, and what impact same 
will have over a period of two, five to ten years. 

J. Ferguson was also requested to provide observations from the Towne Centre 
Association. 

The Director of Engineering Services indicated that he would provide an assessment of 
the possible life of an on-street terminal and a synopsis containing his impressions of the 
subject study. He also indicated that a copy of the study will be circulated to Committee 
members and the Towne Centre Association. 

4. REVIEW OF COMMENTS ON THE DOWNTOWN CONCEPT PLAN 

D. Shewfelt reviewed with Committee members the comments received regarding the 
draft recommendations to the Downtown Concept Plan - Update '91. 

Noted changes and/or actions required are listed hereunder: 

A.1 No change. 
Agreed to forward to the Traffic Department. 

R.3 No change. 
A suggestion was made that the Towne Centre Association in co­
operation with the City, attempt to develop a long-term strategy 
which defines the role of the Towne Centre Association and City as 
it relates to marketing of the Downtown. 



R.8 

R.11 -

R.15 -

R.17 -

R.19 -

R.24 -

R.26 -

R.33 -

A.40 -

A.43 -
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Downtown Planning Minutes 
November 4, 1991 

The Committee agreed that the timeframe be amended to read 1992. 

No change. 
The Committee agreed that this item be referenced within the Towne 
Centre Association and City Downtown Strategy to d~termine the 
role of the Towne Centre Association and City as· it relates to 
pedestrian laneways. 

No change. 
It was suggested that a specific timetable come back to Council for 
integration into the budget. 
•' 

No change. 
The Committee requested a study of the area north of Taylor Drive -
west of 53 Avenue and Cronquist Industrial Park, and the area 
between the Major Continuous Corridor and 54 Avenue from 43 
Street to 4 7 Street. 

The Committee agreed that the recommendation read as follows: 

It is recommended that City Hall Park be retained as a 
landscape ornamental park. 

The Committee recommended that the feasibility of bicycle routes 
through the core be examined. 

The Committee endorsed the addition of the words 11and the Public 
School Board 11 after Association. 

No change. 
The Committee agreed that this recommendation be forwarded to 
the Parking Commission. 

No change. 
It was suggested there should be an appending letter illustrating 
where the Towne Centre Association feels there are unresolved 
issues or concerns once this plan is finalized. 

The Committee amended the recommendation to read: 

It is recommended that the construction of a parkade 
associated with the Transit Terminal be further 
explored as an alternative to .acquiring additional 
surface lots. 



R.48 -

25 

No change. 

Downtown Planning Minutes 
November 4, 1991 

The Committee requested the Towne Centre Association to 
assemble a list of the major redevelopment issues in the Downtown 
and submit same to the Downtown Planning Process Steering 
Committee to enable assessment of the economics of ~edeveloping 
in the Downtown versus alternate sites in the City. The Committee 
would deal with all aspects, i.e. site coverage, parking, services, etc. 
and get alternate costs of development and see if there is a policy 
recommendation that would deal with same. 

The following items were deferred to the November 18, 1991 meeting to be held at 7:30 
a.m. at the Towne Centre Office, basement of Parkland Square building. 

1. Towne Market Plaza Consultant's Report 

2. Examination of development constraints in the Downtown 

3. Transit Terminal Draft Report. 

ADJOURNMENT 

The Downtown Planning Process Steering Committee meeting held on November 4, 1991 
adjourned at 5:35 p.m. 

CHAIRMAN. SECRETARY 
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DATE: April 3, 1992 

TO: Director of Engineering Services 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: RELOCATION OF TRANSIT TERMINAL 

The above matter received consideration at the Council meeting of March 30, 1992 and, 
in particular, the proposal from Gateway Travel on behalf of several merchants and 
landowners directly affected. 

At the Council meeting referred to above, the following motion was passed. 

11RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered 
correspondence from Gateway Travel dated March 20, 1992 re: Loss of 
Parking on 48 Avenue due to relocation of Bus Transfer Terminal, hereby 
agrees to explore in depth the submission presented by Wendy Church on 
behalf of the businesses affected. 11 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information and we look 
forward to receipt of a further report from the administration for inclusion on the Council 
agenda of April 27th. 

Trusting you will take appropriate action. 

City 

CS/jt 

c.c. Transit Manager 
Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
Parking Administrator 
Director of Financial Services 
Director of Community Services 



THE CITY OF RED DEER 
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 

City Clerk's Ocoartment 342·8132 

April 2, 1992 

Gateway Travel 
4811 - 48 Avenue 
RED DEER, Alberta 
T4N 3T2 

Attention: Ms .. Wendy Church 

Dear Ms. Church: 

RE: RELOCATION OF BUS TRANSFER TERMINAL 

FILE No. 

FAX: (403) 346·6195 

On behalf of Gouncil, I wish to thank you for your submission regarding the above matter 
which was presented and considered at the Council meeting of March 30, 1992. 

At the above noted meeting, Council passed the following motion. 

11RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered 
correspondence from Gateway Travel dated March 20, 1992 re: Loss of 
Parking on 48 Avenue due to relocation of Bus Transfer Terminal, hereby 
agrees to explore in depth the submission presented by Wendy Church on 
behalf of the businesses affected. 11 

It is my understanding that you will not be able to be present at the April 13th Council 
meeting and, accordingly, have requested the matter be set over to the April 27th 
meeting. In accordance with your wishes, we will have the matter brought back to 
Council for the April 27th meeting. This office will be in contact with you on the Friday 
prior to the meeting to advise you as to the time the item will be discussed. 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory. 

Sin 

/w EVCIK 
City Clerk 
CS/jt 
c.c. Dir. of Engineering Services Transit Manager Towne Centre Assoc. 



DATE: April 29, 1992 

TO: Director of Engineering Services 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: DOWNTOWN TRANSIT TRANSFER TERMINAL 

The above matter received further consideration at the Council meeting of April 27, 1992 
and at which meeting the following motion was introduced. 

11RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered report 
from the Director of Engineering Services dated April 22, 1992 re: 
Downtown On-Street Transit Terminal, hereby agrees that Option 4A as 
outlined in the above noted report be implemented, and as presented to 
Council April 27, 1992.11 

Prior to voting on the above resolution, however, the matter was tabled to allow the 
administration an opportunity to review the financial implications and to report back to 
Council. 

Accordingly, we would request that you, along with the Director of Financial Services, 
submit a report back to Council in this regard. 

CS/jt 

c.c. City Commissioner 
Director of Financial Services 
Transit Manager 
Parking Administrator 
Red Deer Parking Commission 



THE CITY OF RED DEER 
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 

City Clerk's Dcoartment 342·8132 

April 29, 1992 

Gateway Travel 
4811 - 48 Avenue 
RED DEER, Alberta 
T4N 3T2 

Attention: Ms. Wendy Church 

Dear Ms. Church: 

RE: DOWNTOWN TRANSIT TRANSFER TERMINAL 

FILE No. 

FAX: (403) 346·6195 

At the Council meeting of April 27, 1992, the following motion was introduced in regard to the above 
matter. 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered report from the 
Director of Engineering Services dated April 22, 1992 re: Downtown On-Street Transit 
Terminal, hereby agrees that Option 4A as outlined in the above noted report be 
implemented, and as presented to Council April 27, 1992. • 

Prior to voting on the above matter, however, the item was tabled to enable the administration to submit 
a report back to Council with respect to the financial implications in the event of passage of the above 
noted resolution. 

Should you have any further information which you wish to submit to Council, we would appreciate receipt 
of same by no later than May 4th for inclusion on the May 11th agenda. This office will contact you on 
the Friday prior to the Council meeting to advise you of the time the item will be scheduled for discussion 
and to make available to you all of the information which appears on the agenda. 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory. 

~E1~K 
CS/jt 

c.c. Director of Engineering Services 
Director of Financial Services 
Towne Centre Association 
City Commissioner 

!ReD·DeeR =-== 
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NO. 4 

DATE: April 15, 1992 

TO: City Council 

FROM: Assistant City Clerk 

RE: INTEREST PAID ON PREPAID TAXES 
TAX DISCOUNT BYLAW AMENDMENT 2899/A-92 

At the Council meeting of April 13, 1992, first and second readings were given to Tax 
Discount Bylaw Amendment 2899/A-92. This bylaw proposes to reduce the interest on 
tax prepayments from 6% to 5% to reflect the drop in interest rates paid by financial 
institutions. 

Following the passage of second reading, a tabling motion was introduced and passed 
to allow the Treasury Services Department to determine if a floating interest rate, i.e. 
prime plus 2 or 3 percent, could be utilized as opposed to a fixed interest rate. 

This matter is again presented to Council for information, with the appropriate reports 
attached herewith. 

KK/jt 

Att. 
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DATE: April 22, 1992 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: Director of Financial Services 

RE: INTEREST PAID ON PREPAID TAXES AND UTILITY DEPOSITS 

Your memo of April 15, 1992 stated that Bylaw No. 2899/A-92 was tabled by Council to 
allow comments to be submitted on allowing a floating interest rate, i.e. prime plus 2 or 
3 percent rather than a fixed interest rate on tax prepayments. 

Taxpayers have two options to receive interest on their prepayments. 

1. Ten monthly prepayments starting in July or 
2. Prepay taxes prior to April 1 . 

The amounts involved in tax prepayments are generally small and are comparable to the 
amounts banks pay interest for in savings accounts. 

The interest rate paid on savings accounts normally varies within a small range. The rate 
is presently 3.25%. In times of higher interest rates it could be as high as 7%. 

The City has been paying 6% interest on prepaid taxes. The recommendation is to 
reduce it to 5%. 

The use of an interest rate for tax prepayments based on prime is not recommended 
because: 

1. Prime can be subject to weekly fluctuations 
2. Prime is intended for larger amounts 
3. The small amounts involved do not justify the extra administration involved 
4. Taxpayers on the monthly payment plan sign up for fixed payments to be 

taken from their bank accounts. There would be objections to different 
amounts each month. 

If Council is not satisfied with a fixed rate of 5%, then I would suggest the following: 

11The interest rate to be paid on prepayments received for the current year prior to 
April 1st or for monthly tax prepayments starting in July will be based on the CIBC 
regular savings account interest rate paid the previous December 1 st. 11 

Recommendation 

That the bylaw amendment as originally submitted at 5% be approved. 

&~~&,;fl 
A. Wilcock 
Director of Financial Services 

c.c. City Assessor 

Commissioner's Comments 

Attached is the information as 
requested by Council. 

11 R.J. MCGHEE 11 

Mayor 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

April 28, 1992 

Director of Financial Services 

City Clerk 

INTEREST PAID ON PREPAID TAXES AND UTILITY DEPOSITS 
TAX DISCOUNT BYLAW AMENDMENT 289~/A-92 

.. 
At The City of Red Deer Council meeting of April 27, 1992, consideration was given to 
your report of April 22, 1992 regarding the above noted, and third reading was given to 
Tax Discount Bylaw Amendment 2899/A-92, a copy of which is enclosed herewith. 

Thank you for your report in this instance. 

City 

/jt 

Att. 

c.c. City Assessor Complete amended double sided copy of this bylaw is attached 

Utility Billing Supervisor 
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DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

April 16, 1992 

City Clerk 
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REPORTS 

Engineering Department Manager 

MAXIMUM TWO HOUR PARKING LIMIT ON 41 AVENUE 

140-029 

This is further to our March 24, 1992 report to Council, regarding the parking removal on 
50 Street, between 39 Avenue and 41 Avenue. The Engineering Department has received 
a letter from Mr. G. A. Little, owner of The Little Ice Cream and Soda Shop, located at 
4030 Ross Street. 

Mr. Little is concerned with the availability of parking in the vicinity of his business. He 
indicates that there are four businesses and three apartments in this area competing for 
convenient on-street parking. 

Mr. Little is requesting that a maximum two hour parking limit be implemented on both 
sides of 41 Avenue, north of 50 Street. 

On March 30, 1992, Council passed a resolution removing the parking on the north side of 
50 Street, between 39 Avenue and 41 Avenue, from 7 a.m. to 9 a.m. and from 4 p.m. to 6 
p.m., Monday to Friday. 

RECOMMENDATION 

The Engineering Department would recommend, that in conjunction with the above noted 
resolution, that a maximum two hour parking limit be established on the east side of 41 
Avenue, between 50 Street and the lane north of Ross Street. This represents the curb 
parking adjacent to The Little Ice Cream and Soda Shop property. 

J /;/;::_ ~-yQ 
> ~~/-=: T 

Ken G. Haslop, P. Eng. 
Engineering Department Manager 

RBH/emg 
Att. 
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DATE: March 24, 1992 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: Engineering Department Manager 

RE: PARKING REMOVAL ON ROSS STREET 
BETWEEN 39 A VENUE AND 41 A VENUE 

Mr. Terry Welty of 7 Michener Close and Mrs. Caroline Hunter of 17 Randall Street have 
requested parking removed on the north side of Ross Street, between 39 Avenue and 41 
Avenue. It should be noted that these citizens do not live in the area in question. 

Subsequently, property owners on the north side of Ross Street were surveyed. The owners 
were asked to reply only if they objected to the requested parking removal. Of the 18 
owners surveyed, 12 did not reply, three opposed any parking restrictions, and three would 
support parking restrictions during the peak hours. 

The three respondents opposing parking restrictions were: 

Mr. and Mrs. P. J. Grant 
3926 - 50 Street 
(Lot 7, Block 1) 

Ms. Linda Deschner 
Eileen's Beauty Salon Ltd. 
4026 - 50 Street 
(Lots 29 and 30, Block 3) 

Ms. Edith Sisson 
4022 - 50 Street 
(Lots 27 and 28, Block 3) 

The three respondents supporting peak hour parking prohibitions were: 

Mr. and Mrs. Kish 
3910 - 50 Street 
(Lot 3, Block 1) 

Mr. G. Cole 
3918 - 50 Street 
(Lot 5, Block 1) 

Mr. G. Little* 
Little Ice Cream Shop 
4030 - 50 Street 
(Lots 31 and 32, Block 3) 

* Conditional that two hour parking limits are imposed on the east side of 41 Avenue, 
between Ross Street and the northern back lane. 

The Ross Street/40 Avenue intersection is one of the ten highest accident locations in the 
City. Plans for reconstructing this intersection were cancelled due to the high costs of 
relocating existing Electric, Light, and Power Department power lines. The traffic volumes 
on this section of roadway increase significantly during the hours of 7:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m. 
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Based on our 1989 counts, we can supply the following information: 

Peak 
Peak 
Peak 

Peak 
Peak 
Peak 

6:00 a.m. 
7:00 a.m. 
8:00 a.m. 
9:00 a.m. 
12 Noon 
3:00 p.m. 
4:00 p.m. 
5:00 p.m. 
6:00 p.m. 
7:00 p.m. 

RECOMMENDATION 

116 vehicles/hour 
405 vehicles/hour 
508 vehicles/hour 
355 vehicles/hour 
399 vehicles/hour 
396 vehicles/hour 
411 vehicles/hour 
334 vehicles/hour 
364 vehicles/hour 
321 vehicles/hour 

Unfortunately, we do not have sufficient information to know if the 21 accidents in this area 
since November 1990 are related to the presence of on-street parking. However, we do 
know that the 1989 traffic count program shows a daily traffic volume of 12,600 vehicles/day 
two-way total which is within the upper limit of the design capacity of a two-lane roadway. 

In view of the accident records, the traffic volumes, and limited support for peak hour 
parking removal, we recommend that Council consider: 

1. Parking be removed on the north side of Ross Street, between 39 Avenue and 41 
Avenue, from 7:00 a.m. to 9:00 a.m. and 4:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m., Monday to Friday. 

2. Parking be restricted to a maximum of two hours only on the east side of 41 Avenue, 
between Ross Street and its northern back lane, from 7:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m., Monday 
to Friday. 

Ken G. Haslop, P. Eng. 
Engineering Department Manager 

GB/cy 
Att. 

Commissioner's Comments 

We would concur with the recommendations of the Engineering Department 
Manager. 

"R.J. MCGHEE" 
Mayor 
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DATE: April 28, 1992 

TO: Engineering Department Manager 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: MAXIMUM TWO HOUR PARKING LIMIT ON 41 AVENUE 

At The City of Red Deer Council meeting of April 27, 1992, consideration was given to 
your report dated April 16, 1992 regarding the above noted, and at which meeting the 
following motion was passed. 

11RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered report 
from the Engineering Department Manager dated April 16, 1992 re: 
Maximum Two Hour Parking Limit on 41 Avenue, hereby agrees that a 
maximum two hour parking limit be established on the east side of 41 
Avenue, between 50 Street and the lane north of Ross Street, and as 
recommended to Council April 27, 1992.11 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information, and we would 
ask that you inform the respondents as noted in your report of March 24, 1992. 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory. 

/jt 

c.c. Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
Parking Administrator 



88 
RED DEER 
REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION 

DIRECTOR: W. G. A. Shaw. ACP. MCIP 

NO. 2 

Mr. Roy McGregor 
City of Red Deer 
P.O. Box 5008 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 3T4 

Dear Sir: 

Re: Red Deer River Corridor Integrated Resource Plan 

2830 BREMNER AVENUE. RED DEER. 
ALBERTA.CANADAT4R1M9 

Telephone: (403) 343-3394 
Fax: (403) 346-1570 

April 13, 1992 

The Resource Planning Branch in the Department of Forestry, Lands and Wildlife has determined that 
a comprehensive initiative should be taken to prepare a plan for all of that portion of the Red Deer 
River Corridor extending from the eastern border of the Eastern Slopes to the Saskatchewan 
boundary. Following consultation with the Directors of the four relevant Regional Planning 
Commissions, it was concluded that this exercise should include, not only all Provincial Crown lands 
in the Corridor, but also patent lands. As such, the Plan would constitute a truly integrated and fully 
representative guiding document. 

The Directors of Regional Coordination Services, Ian Dyson, has assembled a Plan Steering 
Committee comprised of the Directors of each of four Regional Planning Commissions and the 
Directors of the Provincial government resources agencies (12 - 15 agencies). The Steering 
Committee has committed itself to also encourage the creation of a Local Authorities Committee 
(LAC) comprised of one municipal councillor from each of the municipalities located along the Red 
Deer River. The LAC would guide and determine all matters relevant to patent lands within the Plan 
boundaries, and would have an influential input to Plan content regarding other issues of relevance 
to patented land owners. As such, the Local Authorities and the Regional Planning Commission will 
be full partners with provincial resource agencies in this planning exercise_ 

The Steering Committee concluded that the four involved Regional Planning Commission would take 
necessary actions to engage the participation of the affected municipalities. This will be done as 
determined by each RPG, but formalizing of the LAC would involve some consultation among the 
RPC Directors. I envision that the LAC will be accorded representation on the Steering Committee 
also. 

This letter is to initiate the steps toward engaging involvement of the five relevant municipalities in the 
Red Deer Regional Planning Commission portion of the Red Deer River Corridor Plan. I trust that you 
will proceed with appropriate actions to secure your Council's commitment to the Plan and 
appointment of a councillor to serve on a Local Authority Committee. Rich White is more fully 
apprised of the details of the Plan process, but either he or I would be available to more fully brief you 
and/or your Council on the details. You may recall that preliminary discussions were held 
approximately 1 year ago. 

MUNICIPALITIES WITHIN COMMISSION AREA 

CITY OF RED DEER• MUNICIPAL DISTRICT OF CLEARWATER No. 99 •COUNTY OF STETTLER No 6 ·COUNTY OF LACOMBE No. 14 •COUNTY OF MOUNTAIN VIEW No. 17 •COUNTY OF 
PAINTEARTH No 18 ·COUNTY OF RED DEER No. 23 •TOWN OF BLACKFALDS •TOWN OF BOWDEN• TOWN OF CARSTAIRS ·TOWN OF CASTOR• TOWN OF CORONATION• TOWN OF 
DIDSBURY •TOWN OF ECKVILLE •TOWN OF INNISFAIL •TOWN OF LACOMBE• TOWN OF OLDS• TOWN OF PENHOLD •TOWN OF ROCKY MOUNTAIN HOUSE• TOWN OF STETTLER 
TOWN OF SUNDRE• TOWN OF SYLVAN LAKE• VILLAGE OF ALIX• VILLAGE OF BENTLEY• VILLAGE OF BIG VALLEY• VILLAGE OF BOTHA• VILLAGE OF CAROLINE• VILLAGE OF CLIVE 
VILLAGE OF CREMONA• VILLAGE OF DELBURNE •VILLAGE OF DON ALDA· VILLAGE OF ELNORA• VILLAGE 0<' GADSBY• VILLAGE OF HALKIRK •VILLAGE OF MIRROR• SUMMER VILLAGE 
OF BIRCHCLIFF • SUMMER VILLAGE OF GULL LAKE • SIJ'.i'.1ER VILLAGE OF HALF MOON BAY • SUMMER VILLAGc 0" JARVIS BAY • SUMMER VILLAGE OF NORGLENWOLD 

SUMMER VILLAGE OF ROChOf. SANDS• SUMMER VILLAGE OF SUNBREAKER COVE• SUf,l'~ER '/ILLAGc OF WHITE SANDS 
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- 2 -

It would be very advantageous if staff could meet with you as early as possible. As you are already 
scheduled to be in for the Commission meeting on the morning of April 27, I am suggesting we meet 
here immediately following the Commission meeting. 

Attached to this letter is an overview of the Plan. I trust it will adequately inform you and encourage 
you and your Council to become actively involved. At this stage, opportunity also exists to fine tune 
the process in response to suggestions you may wish to contribute. 

Please notify me of your intentions and/or availability to be in attendance on the 27th. 

_ . A SHAW, ACP, MCIP 
DIRECTOR 

WGAS/pim 

c/c Rich White 
Charlie Sevcik 
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RED DEER RIVER CORRIDOR IRP OVERVIEW 

1. Planning Area: Red Deer River Corridor from Range 6 - W5 to Saskatchewan boundary. 
Lateral boundaries would be consistent with legal descriptions~ to 3 miles back from the river 
valley breaks and 3 miles up tributary valleys (some distinction may be applied for 
public/private land areas). 

2. Affected Regional Planning Commissions and Municipalities: 
a) Red Deer Regional Planning Commission 

County of Mountain View 
County of Red Deer 
City of Red Deer 
County of Lacombe 
County of Stettler 

b) Palliser Regional Planning Commission 
M.D. of Kneehill 
M.D. of Starland 
l.D. No. 7 
City of Drumheller 
Special Area 2 
Special Area 3 
M.D. of Acadia 

c) Calgary Regional Planning Commission 
County of Wheatland 

d) Southeast Alberta Regional Planning Commission 
County of Newell 

3. Participating Government Agencies: 
Alberta Forestry, Land sand Wildlife 

Resource Planning Branch 
Resource Information Branch 
Resource Coordination Services 
Fish and Wildlife Division 
Public Lands Division 
Alberta Forest Service 

Alberta Tourism, Recreation and Parks 
Product Development DivisionjTourism 
Provincial Parks Service 

Alberta Energy 
Alberta Agriculture 
Alberta Transportation and Utilities 
Alberta Environment 
Alberta Culture and Multiculturalism 



Other Authorities: 
Special Areas Board 
Eastern Irrigation District 

4. Plan Logistics: 
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The Steering Committee consists of the Regional Resource Managers (RRMC) which 
is the Regional Director from each of the Provincial agencies named above, and the 
Directors of the four involved Regional Planning Commissions. 
It may be expanded to include a Local Authorities Committee (LAC) member or it may 
meet together with the LAC on occasion. 
A Planning Team is being established with several core members, and some 
consultative members. A planner from each RPC serves in the core group. 
The Planning Team will prepare a Terms of Reference as its first task. This will be 
reviewed by the Steering Committee and also by the LAC, then released for public 
review. Some revision may result. 
On acceptance of the Terms of Reference by the Steering Committee, the Planning 
Team will work under the leadership of a planner from the Resource Planning Branch 
to produce the Plan. (Possibly two years). 
The Plan will be periodically scrutinized and given direction by the LAC and RRMC but 
it requires acceptance by the Steering Committee (which is the combined LAC and 
RRMC jointly assembled) before the Plan can be submitted for higher level 
endorsement. 
In recognition of the implications of this Plan to municipal and private interests, it may 
be possible to also arrange for a representative of the Association of M.D.'s and 
Counties to sit on the Resource Integration Committee (RIC) when this Plan is on their 
agenda. 
At this stage a comprehensive public disclosure review and consultation will take 
place which would result in substantive changes. Ultimately, the Plan goes to 
Cabinet. 
Those parts of the Integrated Resource Plan that are patented lands could 
subsequently be formalized in a series of statutory plans (such as area structure 
plans) by the Councils of each affected municipality. The Provincial Government 
agencies would be accountable for administering and implementing the directions set 
down in the IRP for the public lands and resources. 

5. Communication and Representation 
Responsibility for getting the Plan underway lies with the Provincial Resource 
Coordination Services and the Regional Resource Management Committee. Each 
agency is represented by its Director. The RRMC has authority only with regard to 
PUBLIC lands and resources. As a pragmatic means of undertaking this Plan, for a 
corridor where patented lands are as prevalent as public lands, the Provincial 
Resource Coordination Services invited the Directors of the four relevant Regional 
Planning Commissions to join with the RRMC to serve as a Steering Committee to 
guide the Plan. The Steering Committee was constituted and, one of its decisions 
was to encourage the creation of a Local Authorities Committee which should consist 
of one Councillor from each of the affected municipalities. No legislative or statutory 
basis exists for any aspect of this structure or procedure. It is all a matter of 
cooperation and voluntary commitment. 
Each Provincial Resource Agency assigns a knowledgeable planner to the Planning 
Team. Similarly, the Regional Planning Commissions are each assigning a planner. 
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It is the responsibility of each planner to represent the respective agency and/or 
municipal interests. (An assumption is made that Regional Planning Commission 
planners are appropriate representatives for the municipalities in their regions.) 
It is the responsibility of each agency to communicate its interests through its Planning 
Team planner and the job of that planner to establish appropriate communication and 
information flows between the Planning Team and the agency and/or municipalities 
he is accountable to. 
There may also be direct contact by the Planning Team Coordinator with Planning 
Team members and with the agencies and municipalities involved. 

6. Pertinent Details 
The planning process will deal with problems and issues but will focus more 
specifically on future opportunities. 
Information will be gathered and analyzed so as to develop potential management 
strategies. 
A team approach will be used. All agencies and municipalities which feel they have 
objectives to be achieved or are likely to be affected by decisions will have opportunity 
to participate. 
Responsibility for the Plan contents is that of the participants. Achievements will 
involve understanding and compromise. 
The planning process and scope will be guided by a Terms of Reference development 
by the participants. 
The Plan will address all lands and resources in the Red Deer River Corridor 
downstream from and including Range 6, W5. The Plan will not make water resource 
planning decisions. 
The Plan will constitute a policy framework for future land use and resource allocation 
within the river valley. It will refine resource management guidelines for each of the 
provincial resource sections with regard to public lands and resources. For patented 
lands, it will provide strategic resource policy direction that local authorities and 
regional planning commissions should address in the statutory planning, subdivision, 
and development control responsibilities they exercise. 

Commissioner's Comments 

Counc~l direction is requested as to whether they wish to become involved 
and if so is there a member of Council who would like to serve on the Local 
Authorities Com~tttee. Ald~ McGregor is the Council representative on the 
Regional Planning Commission and may wish to represent Council on this Committee. 

"R.J. MCGHEE" 
Mayor 



DATE: April 28, 1992 

TO: W.G.A. Shaw, Director 
Red Deer Regional Planning Commission 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: RED DEER RIVER CORRIDOR INTEGRATED RESOURCE PLAN 

At The City of Red Deer Council meeting of April 27, 1992, consideration was given to 
your letter to Alderman McGregor dated April 13, 1992 regarding the above noted, and 
at which meeting Council passed the following resolution. 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered report 
from the Red Deer Regional Planning Commission dated April 13, 1992 re: 
Red Deer River Corridor Integrated Resource Plan, hereby agrees to said 
plan in principle and that Alderman McGregor_be appointed to serve on the 
Local Authority Committee for the Red Deer River Corridor Integrated 
Resource Plan, and as presented to Council April 27, 1992.11 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information. 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory. 

~; 
/jt 

c.c. Alderman McGregor 
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RED DEER 
REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION 2830 BREMNER AVENUE, RED DEER, 

ALBERTA, CANADA T4R 1 M9 

NO. 3 
DIRECTOR: W. G. A. Shaw, ACP, MCIP 

April 14, 1992 

Mr. C. Sevcik, City Clerk 
City Hall 
P.O. Box 5008 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 3T4 

Dear Sir: 

Telephone: (403) 343-3394 
Fax: (403) 346-1570 

Re: PREPARED IAND USE AMENDMENT BYLAW 2672/L-92 
PHASE II ANDERS PART ESTATES S.E.114 10-38-27-4 

Al-Terra Consulting Engineering, on behalf of Melear Development, has submitted a plan of 
subdivision for the development of the second phase of Anders Park East. 

The plan submitted makes 70 fairly large single family and a portion for a School/Recreation 
site. The plan is in accordance to the outline plan approved by City Council. 

I recommend that City Council proceed with the land use amendments as prepared. 

Yours truly, 

CS).~ 
Djamshid Rouhi, ACP, MCIP 
SENIOR PIANNER 

DR/earn 

Encl. 

Commissioner's Comments 

We would recommend Council give the amending 
bylaw first reading following which same will be 
advertised for a Public Hearing. 

MUNICIPALITIES WITHIN COMMISSION AREA 

11 R.J. MCGHEE" 
Mayor 

CITY OF RED DEER• MUNICIPAL DISTRICT OF CLEARWATER No. 99 •COUNTY OF STETTLER No. 6 •COUNTY OF LACOMBE No. 14 •COUNTY OF MOUNTAIN VIEW No. 17 •COUNTY OF 
PAINTEARTH No. 18 •COUNTY OF RED DEER No. 23 •TOWN OF BLACKFALDS •TOWN OF BOWDEN• TOWN OF CARSTAIRS •TOWN OF CASTOR• TOWN OF CORONATION• TOWN OF 
DIDSBURY •TOWN OF ECKVILLE •TOWN OF INNISFAIL •TOWN OF LACOMBE• TOWN OF OLDS• TOWN OF PENHOLD •TOWN OF ROCKY MOUNTAIN HOUSE• TOWN OF STETTLER 
TOWN OF SUNDRE• TOWN OF SYLVAN LAKE• VILLAGE OF ALIX• VILLAGE OF BENTLEY• VILLAGE OF BIG VALLEY• VILLAGE OF BOTHA• VILLAGE OF CAROLINE• VILLAGE OF CLIVE 
VILLAGE OF CREMONA• VILLAGE OF DELBURNE •VILLAGE OF DONALDA •VILLAGE OF ELNORA• VILLAGE OF GADSBY• VILLAGE OF HALKIRK •VILLAGE OF MIRROR• SUMMER VILLAGE 
OF BIRCHCLIFF • SUMMER VILLAGE OF GULL LAKE • SUMMER VILLAGE OF HALF MOON BAY • SUMMER VILLAGE OF JARVIS BAY • SUMMER VILLAGE OF NORGLENWOLD 

SUMMER VILLAGE OF ROCHON SANDS• SUMMER VILLAGE OF SUNBREAKER COVE• SUMMER VILLAGE OF WHITE SANDS 
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RED DEER <arrJ) REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION 

NO. 4 
DIRECTOR: W. G. A. Shaw, ACP, MCIP 

April 14, 1992 

Mr. C. Sevcik, City Clerk 
City Hall 
P.O. Box 5008 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 3T4 

Dear Sir: 

Re: PREPARED LAND USE AMENDMENT 
BYIAW 2672/N-92 

2830 BREMNER AVENUE, RED DEER, 
ALBERTA, CANADA T4R 1 M9 

Telephone: (403) 343-3394 
Fax: (403) 346-1570 

City Council, at their meeting of March 30, 1992, passed the following resolution: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered correspondence from 
Seibel Construction Ltd. dated March 9, 1992 re: Proposed 32 Unit Condominium Complex/Lots 
1-9 and 28-36, Block 7, Plan 6073 X, hereby approves said development subject to: 

1. The comments and concerns as outlined by the City adminstration on the March 30, 1992 
Council agenda; 

2. An agreement satisfactory to the City Solicitor; 

and as presented to Council March 30, 1992." 

One of the requirements is the land use designation to R2 for residential and A2 for escarpment 
area. 

The required land use amendment is attached for City Council's consideration. 

Yours truly, 

Djamshid Rouhi, ACP, MCIP 
SENIOR PIANNER 

DR/earn 
Encl. 

Commissioner's Comments 

We would recommend Council proceed with 
1st reading of the Land Use Bylaw Amendment. 

"R.J. MCGHEE", Mayor 
MUNICIPALITIES WITHIN COMMISSION AREA 

CITY OF RED DEER• MUNICIPAL DISTRICT OF CLEARWATER No. 99 •COUNTY OF STETTLER No. 6 •COUNTY OF LACOMBE No. 14 •COUNTY OF MOUNTAIN VIEW No. 17 •COUNTY OF 
PAINTEARTH No. 18 •COUNTY OF RED DEER No. 23 • TOWI" OF BLACKFALDS •TOWN OF BOWDEN• TOWN OF CARSTAIRS •TOWN OF CASTOR• TOWN OF CORONATION• TOWN OF 
DIDSBURY •TOWN OF ECKVILLE •TOWN OF INNISFAIL •TOWN OF LACOMBE• TOWN OF OLDS• TOWN OF PENHOLD •TOWN OF ROCKY MOUNTAIN HOUSE• TOWN OF STETTLER 
TOWN OF SUNDRE• TOWN OF SYLVAN LAKE• VILLAGE OF ALIX• VILLAGE OF BENTLEY• VILLAGE OF BIG VALLEY• VILLAGE OF BOTHA• VILLAGE OF CAROLINE· VILLAGE OF CLIVE 
VILLAGE OF CREMONA• VILLAGE OF DELBURNE •VILLAGE OF DONALDA •VILLAGE OF ELNORA• VILLAGE OF GADSBY• VILLAGE OF HALKIRK •VILLAGE OF MIRROR• SUMMER VILLAGE 
OF BIRCHCLIFF • SUMMER VILLAGE OF GULL LAKE • SUMMER VILLAGE OF HALF MOON BAY • SUMMER VILLAGE OF JARVIS BAY • SUMMER VILLAGE OF NORGLENWOLD 

SUMMER VILLAGE OF ROCHON SANDS• SUMMER VILLAGE OF SUNBREAKER COVE• SUMMER VILLAGE OF WHITE SANDS 



DATE: April 28, 1992 

TO: Red Deer Regional Planning Commission 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENTS 2672/L-92, 2672/M-92 AND 2772/N-92 

Council of The City of Red Deer at its meeting held on Monday, April 27, 1992, gave first 
reading to the above noted Land Use Bylaw Amendments. 

Bylaw 2672/L-92 pertains to rezoning of Phase II of Anders Park East to accommodate 
70 single family lots and a portion for a school/recreation site. 

Bylaw 2672/M-92 pertains to the redesignation of part of Melcer Deer Park Subdivision 
to accommodate 29 single family lots. 

Bylaw 2672/N-92 pertains to the redesignation of lands south of 67 Street, east of 52 
Avenue (Lots 1-9 and 28-36, Block 7, Plan 6073 X) to accommodate a proposed 32 unit 
condominium complex development by Seibel Construction Ltd. 

Enclosed herewith is a copy of the aforesaid bylaws. This office will now proceed with 
advertising for a public hearing to be held on Monday, May 25, 1992. 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory. 

CS/jt 
Att. 
c.c. Director of Community Services 

Director of Engineering Services 
Bylaws & Inspections Manager 
City Assessor 
E. L. & P. Manager 
Fire Chief 
Public Works Manager 



THE CITY OF RED DEER 
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 

City Clerk's Dooartment 342-8132 

April 28, 1992 

Melear Developments Ltd. 
400, 4808 Ross Street 
RED DEER, Alberta 
T4N 1X5 

Attention: Mr. Fred Lebedeff 

Dear Sir: 

RE: LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENTS 2672/L-92 AND 2672/M-92 

FILE No. 

FAX: (403) 346·6195 

This is to advise that Council of The City of Red Deer at its meeting of April 27, 1992 gave first reading 
to the above noted Land Use Bylaw Amendments, a copy of which is enclosed herewith. 

Bylaw 2672/L-92 pertains to the development of Phase II of Anders Park East. 

Bylaw 2672/M-92 pertains to the development of 29 single family lots in the Melear Deer Park Subdivision. 

This office will now proceed with preparation of advertising for a public hearing to be held on Monday, 
May 25, 1992 commencing at 7:00 p.m. or as soon thereafter as Council may determine. The advertising 
is scheduled to appear in the Advocate on Friday, May 8th and May 15th. In accordance with the Land 
Use Bylaw, you are required to deposit with the City Clerk prior to public advertising an amount equal to 
the estimated cost of said advertising, which in this instance is $1,000 ($500 for each bylaw). We will 
require this deposit by no later than Tuesday, May 5th, to proceed with the advertising as scheduled 
above. Once the actual costs are known, you will be either invoiced for or refunded the balance. 

I trust you will find this satisfactory. If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me. 

CS/jt 

Att. 

c.c. Senior Planner 
Council & Committee Secretary - Sandra 
Al-Terra Consulting Engineering 
Snell & Oslund Surveys 1979 Ltd. 



THE CITY OF RED DEER 
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 

City Clerk's Dooartment 342·8132 

April 28, 1992 

Seibel Construction Ltd. 
R.R. 2 
RED DEER, Alberta 
T4N 5E2 

Attention: Mr. Gerry Seibel 

Dear Sir: 

RE: LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT 2672/N-92 

FILE No. 

FAX: (403) 346·6195 

I would advise that Council of The City of Red Deer at its meeting held April 27, 1992 gave first reading 
to the above noted Land Use Bylaw Amendment, a copy of which is enclosed herewith. 

Bylaw 2672/N-92 pertains to the redesignation of lands south of 67 Street, east of 52 Avenue (Lots 1-9 
and 28-36, Block 7, Plan 6073 X) to accommodate a proposed 32 unit condominium complex 
development by Seibel Construction Ltd. 

This office will now proceed with preparation of advertising for a public hearing to be held on Monday, 
May 25, 1992 commencing at 7:00 p.m. or as soon thereafter as Council may determine. The advertising 
is scheduled to appear in the Advocate on Friday, May 8th and May 15th. In accordance with the Land 
Use Bylaw, you are required to deposit with the City Clerk prior to public advertising an amount equal to 
the estimated cost of said advertising, which in this instance is $500.00. We will require this deposit by 
no later than Tuesday, May 5th, to proceed with the advertising as scheduled above. Once the actual 
costs are known, you will be invoiced for or refunded the balance. 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory. If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact the 
undersigned. 

Sincerely, 

CS/jt 

Att. 

c.c. Senior Planner 
Council & Committee Secretary - Sandra 



95 NO. 5 
Royal 
Canadian 
Mounted 
Police 

Gendarmerie 
royale 

Security Classification I Designation 
Classification I Designation securitaire 

du 
Canada 

April 15, 1992 

City of Red Deer 
P.O. Box 5008, 
Red Deer. Alberta 
T4N 3T4 

ATTENTION: C. SEVCIK 
City Clerk 

Dear Ms. SEVCIK: 

RE: Bvlaws Controlling Bicycle and Skateboard Operation 

Your file Votre reference 

Our file Notre reterence 

In the past it has proved most difficult to deal with youths who are bicycling 
or skateboarding in prohibited areas (ex: sidewalks, building entrances and 
steps). The main problem being it is hardly worth all the trouble of processing 
these youths as Young Offenders considering the consequences that they will face 
before the Courts. What is needed is a way to get them off the streets as soon 
as possible and to let their parents or guardians knok' what has happened. To 
this end our office proposes that consideration be given to making the following 
addition to the City Traffic By-law. 

Peace Officers are hereby empowered to impound 

bicycles and skateboards for a period of up to 

fourteen days for use or operation of that bicycle 

or skateboard in contravention of the Highway Traffic 

Act, this By-Law. or any other By-Law of the City of 

Red Deer. 

The intent .is not to deprive the youth of his bicycle or skateboard, but rather 
to create a situation where the youth will have to explain to his parent or 
guardian why he no longer has the item. Our members will be instructed to inform 
the youth that he may recover h1s property anytime by attending our office with 
his parent or guardian. It is hoped that once they are aware of the problem they 
will take action at home to ensure there is no reoccurrence • 

. . . . I 2 

Canada 
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In order for this new By-Law" to have full effect, it JS proposed that it be 
enacted in conjunction with a local publicity campaign. This campaign would 
stress that peace officers (both R. C.M. Po.lice and City By-Law Officers) w_ill be 
seizing bicycles and skateboards and will particularly make not_of the fact the_v 
can be retrieved anytime prior to the fourteen day impounding period by parent 
or guardian. 

Red Deer City Detachment 
Bag 5033 
Red Deer. Alberta 
T4N 6Al 

AJP/vl 

Commissioner's Comments 

We would strongly agree with the recommendation of the R.C.M.P. and 
recommend Council direct the Administration to bring back to Council the necessary 
bylaw amendment. 

"R.J. MCGHEE" 
Mayor 



DATE: April 29, 1992 

TO: City Solicitor 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: BYLAW AMENDMENT TO CONTROL BICYCLE, ROLLERBLADE AND 
SKATEBOARD OPERATION 

At the Council meeting of April 27, 1992, the following resolution was passed agreeing 
to an amendment to the Traffic Bylaw as noted in the resolution. 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered report 
from the Royal Canadian Mounted Police - City Detachment, dated April 13, 
1992 re: Bylaws Controlling Bicycle and Skateboard Operations, hereby 
directs the City administration to bring back an amendment to the Traffic 
Bylaw empowering peace officers to impound bicycles, rollerblades and 
skateboards for a period of up to 14 days for dangerous use or operation 
of that bicycle, rollerblade or skateboard in contravention of the Highway 
Traffic Act, the Traffic Bylaw, or any other bylaw of The City of Red Deer, 
and as recommended to Council April 27, 1992." 

I am enclosing herewith the report from Sgt. A.J. Pilson, which appeared on the Council 
agenda and which provides a suggested wording to be inserted in the Traffic Bylaw. 
Please note, however, that in the resolution passed by Council the words 11rollerblades11 

and "dangerous" were inserted, which may require additional changes to the Traffic 
Bylaw. 

Would you please prepare the bylaw amendment at your earliest possible convenience 
for submission back to Council. 

CS/jt 

Att. 

c.c. Sgt. Pilson 
Bylaws & Inspections Manager 
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FROM: 
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April 21, 1992 

Mayor and Members of Council 

Alan Scott, Manager Economic Development 

ASSIGNMENT OF OPTION AND LAND SALES AGREEMENT 
PART OF LOT 21, BLOCK 9, PLAN 812-2206 

On January 20, 1992, the City of Red Deer entered into an Option and Land Sales 
Agreement with Medican Construction Ltd. to purchase the above parcel of land, consisting 
of 1.55 acres, for the purpose of constructing a United Buy-Sell Furniture outlet. The 
original agreement was a 90 day option which expired April 20, 1992. 

On April 10, 1992, representatives of Medican Construction Ltd. advised the City of their 
wish to assign the Option and Land Sales Agreement to Power Gaming Corporation, owned 
by Darcy Will of Red Deer. It is my understanding that Medican Construction Ltd. is 
presently involved in the construction of a least one other United Buy-Sell outlet, and 
therefore is not in a position to undertake another project at this time. Power Gaming 
Corporation has indicated that they are prepared to undertake the project on behalf of 
United Buy-Sell Furniture Warehouse. 

The request is for an assignment of the agreement from Medican Construction to Power 
Gaming Corporation, and at the same time, an extension of the option to May 11, 1992 to 
provide time for the principals of Power Gaming Corporation to make the necessary 
arrangements to proceed with the project. 

A condition attached to the original approval by City Council was that arrangements be 
completed with Northwestern Utilities for the leasing of the utilities right of way on the 
eastern boundary of the property, which would allow room for the necessary parking. That 
permission was obtained by Medican Construction, and it should be a condition of the 
assignment that Northwestern Utilities agree to an assignment of their lease. 

Recommendation 

We would recommend the assignment of the Option and Land Sales Agreement from 
Medican Construction Ltd. to Power Gaming Corporation, with the following conditions to 
apply: 

2/ ... 
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1. The option period be extended to May 11, 1992. 

2. Satisfactory arrangements be reached with Northwestern Utilities Ltd. for the 
assignment of the utilities right-of-way agreement. 

Ott 
MANAGER ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 

AVS/mm 

Att. 

cc: Bill Lees, Land Supervisor 
Medican Construction Ltd. 
Sihvon, Carter, Fisher & Berger, Barristers and Solicitors 
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SIHVON, CARTER, FISHER & BERGER 
Barristers and Solicitors 

DONALD J. FISHER, B.A.,LL.B.* 
DAVID J, CARTER, B.A,,M,A.,LL,B. 
A. MURRAY SIHVON, B.A.,LL.B.• 

(also of tbe Saskatchewan Bar) 
HARVEY J. BERGER, B.A.,LL.B. 
•Denotes Professional Corporation 

Your File 
Our File 02-00033 AMS 

April 16, 1992 

The City of Red Deer 
P.O. Box 5008 
RED DEER, Alberta 
T4N3T4 

1733 Dunmore Road, S.K. 
MEDICINE HAT, Alberta 

TlA 1Z8 
Telephone (403) !26·2600 
Facsimile (403) 526-3217 

Attention: May Mitchell, Economic Development Officer 

Dear Madam: 

Re: Medican Construction Ltd. ilrul lJnited Buy-Sell Furniture Warehouse 

Furrher to our telephone discussions of April 10, 1992 it would appear that this matter is indeed 
going to proceed by way of Mr. Darcy Will taking over the Medican interest. Mr. Will has 
requested that the Assignment be directed to his Corporation - "Power Gaming Corporation". 

Would you please place this matter on the agenda for the approval of the Assignment and would 
you please confirm by leuer to me that the time for exercise of the Option Agreement is extended 
to the close of business on May 11, 1992. 

Thank you for your cooperation herein. We look forward to your advice as to the results of the 
council meeting with respect to the assignment, 

Yours truly, 

SIHVON, CARTER, FISHER & BERGER 
Per: 

~N 
AMS/sg 

cc Medican Construction Ltd. 
Power Gaming Corporation 

Commissioner's Comments 

We would concur with the 
recommendation of the Economic Development 
Manager. 

"R.J. MCGHEE" 
Mayor 



DATE: April 29, 1992 

TO: Economic Development Manager 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: ASSIGNMENT OF OPTION AND LAND SALES AGREEMENT 
PART OF LOT 21, BLOCK 9, PLAN 812-2206 
FROM MEDICAN CONSTRUCTION LTD. TO 
POWER GAMING CORPORATION 

Your report dated April 21, 1992 pertaining to the above topic was considered at the 
Council meeting of April 27, 1992 and at which meeting Council passed the following 
motion approving the assignment subject to certain conditions. 

11RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered report 
from the Economic Development Manager dated April 21, 1992 re: 
Assignment of Option and Land Sales Agreement, Part of Lot 21, Block 9, 
Plan 812-2206, hereby approves the assignment of the Option and Land 
Sales Agreement from Medican Construction Ltd. to Power Gaming 
Corporation subject to the following conditions: 

1. The option period be extended to May 11 , 1992; 

2. Satisfactory arrangements being reached with Northwestern Utilities 
Ltd. for the assignment of the Utilities Right-of-way Agreement; 

3. An agreement satisfactory to the City Solicitor; 

and as recommended to Council April 27, 1992.11 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information and appropriate 
action. 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory. 

CS/jt 
c.c. Land Supervisor 
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RE: 

100 

April 21, 1992 

City Clerk 

E. L. & P. Manager 

COMMISSIONING OF A CONSULTANT 
E. L. & P. 138/25 KV SUBSTATION 

The 1992 approved budget makes provision for the construction of a new 138/25 KV source 
substation in S.E. Red Deer in the S.W. 2-38-27-W4 as shown on the attached map. 

Council at its meeting of January 20, 1992 passed a motion agreeing to purchase the site. 
The Assessment Tax and Land Department have finalized the purchase of the site. 

The approved capital cost of the station was spread over 2 years as follows: 

1992 $1,575,000 
1993 $1,825,000 

$3,400,000 

As the E. L. & P. Department does not have sufficient staff or the required expertise to do 
the engineering work, the cost of a Consultant is included within the budget figures. 

Four Consultants were invited to submit proposals for the engineering work which was 
divided into 2 sections, namely: 

Section I Civic, Electrical, Structural, Protection, and Architectural 

Section II Supervisory Control, Data Acquisition, and Communications 

The engineering costs included within the proposals were as follows, exclusive of the GST: 

Kenonic Controls 

Magna IV 

Monenco 

Shawinigan Integ. 

E. L. & P. Estimate 

Section I 

$ 98,000 

$261,550 

$342,000 

$238,700 

Section II 

$70,000 

$37,000 

$64,453 

$69,000 

$135,000 

$326,003 

$307,700 
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Two of the firms did not feel that they were well positioned to undertake certain parts of 
the work and, hence, they did not submit a proposal for a Section. 

The proposals have been evaluated and the following comments are offered: 

a) Magna IV Their proposed cost is far too low to enable them to properly complete 
the work required. If engaged, I am sure that there would be 
numerous disagreements over the scope of work and subsequent 
requests for payment increases. They submitted that they are willing 
to do the work for a lower profit, however, their estimate of the time 
required for Section I is 2200 to 2600 man hours which is an 18% 
variance from the lower figure. This leads to the conclusion that they 
do not have an adequate knowledge of the scope of work. I would 
recommend that this submission should be rejected as being 
impracticable. 

b) Monenco Their Section II proposal did not meet the required scope of work as 
defined in our request. There were sufficient deficiencies in the 
proposal to render it incomplete. 

The Monenco and the Shawinigan lnteg. proposals for Section I are very comparable with 
the exception of the cost which favours Monenco. 

The Kenonic Control proposal is the only valid one for Section II. This is not entirely 
unexpected as that firm carried out the work for our existing Supervisory Control System and 
is very knowledgeable of our system. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

It is respectfully requested that Council authorize the commissioning of the following two 
firms to complete the engineering work for the new E. L. & P. 138/25 KV substation: 

Section I 
Section II 

A. Roth, 
Manager 

AR/jjd 
Attachment 

Monenco Inc. for $261,550 plus GST 
Kenonic Controls Ltd. for $70,000 plus GST 

Commissioner's Comments 

We would concur with the recommendation of the 
Electric, Light & Power Manager. 

"R.J. MCGHEE" 
Mayor 
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DATE: April 28, 1992 

TO: E. L. & P.Manager 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: COMMISSIONING OF A CONSULTANT 
E. L. & P. 138/25 KV SUBSTATION 

At the Council meeting of April 27, 1992, consideration was given to your report dated 
April 21, 1992 regarding the above noted at and which meeting the following resolution 
was passed. 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered report 
from the E. L. & P. Manager dated April 21, 1992 re: Commissioning of a 
Consultant, E. L. & P. 138/25 KV Substation, hereby approves the 
commissioning of the following two firms to complete the engineering work 
for the new E. L. & P. 138/25 KV Substations: 

Section I 
Section II 

- Monenco Inc. for $261,550 plus GST 
- Kenonic Control Ltd. for $ 70,000 plus GST 

and as recommended to Council April 27, 1992.11 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information and appropriate 
action. 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory. 

/jt 

c.c. Director of Financial Services 
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DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

April 14, 1992 

Charlie Sevcik 
City Clerk 

Lowell R. Hodgson 
Recreation & Culture Manager 
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FLOOR REPAIRS--HERITAGE RANCH VISITOR CENTRE 

FILE NO. R-38345 

Would you please place this memo before City Council for their consideration of needed floor 
repairs at the Heritage Ranch Visitor Centre. Over this past winter, there has been a significant 
sagging in the floor support beams in the area of the Boiler Room. The result of this sagging 
is causing the hot water tanks to align improperly, and we are becoming concerned with the 
proper ventilation of the emission from these hot water tanks, and the possibility or risk of fire, 
if the slope should become more severe and affect gas connections. This sagging has shifted 
the door frame to the degree that it will not close without using excessive force. 

The contractor on site for the renovations to accommodate the Tourist & Convention Board 
operation, Avery Construction Inc., has given us an estimate of $1, 187 to level the floor, to install 
additional support under one beam, and to patch the wall and adjust the door in the Mechanical 
Room. GST is not included in this price of $1, 187. 

There is no budget within the Recreation & Culture Department for this type of unforeseen 
expenditure; thus, I seek approval of City Council for a cost over-run in the 1992 budget or to 
utilize a portion of the $150,000 allocated in the 1992 budget for Community Services facility 
maintenance. 

RECOMMENDATION 

THAT City Council approve an expenditure of up to $1,400 to repair the sagging 
floor in the Heritage Ranch Visitor Centre with these funds coming from the 
AMPLE allocation for Community Services facility maintenance. 

LOWELL R. HODGSON 
Recreation & Culture Manager 

/mm 

c Craig Curtis, Director of Community Services 

Commissioner's Comments 

We concur with the recommendations of the Recreation & Culture Manager. 

"R.J. MCGHEE" 
Mayor 



DATE: April 28, 1992 

TO: Recreation & Culture Manager 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: FLOOR REPAIRS - HERITAGE RANCH VISITOR CENTRE 

At the Council meeting of April 27, 1992, consideration was given to your report dated 
April 14, 1992 regarding the above noted and at which meeting the following resolution 
was passed. 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered report 
from the Recreation & Culture Manager dated April 14, 1992 re: Floor 
Repairs - Heritage Ranch Visitor Centre, hereby approves an expenditure 
of up to $1,400 to repair the sagging floor in the Heritage Ranch Visitor's 
Centre with said funds coming from the AMPLE allocation for Community 
Services Facility Maintenance, and as recommended to Council April 27, 
1992.11 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information and appropriate 
action. 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory. 

/jt 

c.c. Director of Financial Services 
Director of Community Services 
W. Martindale, Red Deer Visitor and Convention Bureau 
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NO. 9 

CS-P-3.511 

DATE: April 15, 1992 

TO: CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: BILL HULL, Chairman 
Recreation, Parks & Culture Board 

RE: PARKS & PUBLIC FACILITIES BYLAW NO. 2841/A-92 

At their regular meeting of April 14, 1992, The Recreation, Parks & Culture Board 
considered the Parks Manager's report (attached) and proposed amendments to the 
above bylaw and passed the following resolution: 

11THAT the Recreation, Parks & Culture Board, having considered report 
from the Parks Manager dated March 23, 1992 re: Proposed Parks Bylaw 
Amendment 2841 / A-92, hereby recommended to Council of The City of Red 
Deer that the proposed amendments to the Parks and Public Facilities 
Bylaw No. 2841 be approved and that same receive three readings." 
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DATE: March 23, 1992 

TO: 

FROM: 

RECREATION, PARKS & CULTURE BOARD 

DON BATCHELOR 
Parks Manager 

RE: PROPOSED PARKS BYLAW NO. 2841/A-92 

Attached are proposed amendments to the Parks & Public Facilities Bylaw for the board's 
consideration. The intent of the proposed amendments is as follows: 

• to close public parks to public gatherings (i.e. parties - defined as more 
than 5 people) between 11 :00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. 

• to require a permit for conducting a special event (i.e. protests, entertaining, 
races, evangelizing, selling) in a public park. 

The necessity to consider these amendments has been demonstrated by problems 
experienced in the parks over the past several years. Firstly, a number of parks (in 
particular Kin Kanyon, A.C.R. Trails, Kiwanis Picnic Park and Three Mile Bend} have been 
targeted by youths to congregate late in the evening and early morning to have parties, 
including the consumption of alcohol. These large parties have left these parks strewn 
with litter and broken glass and extensively vandalized. These parks were being used for 
a purpose that is unlawful and not fitting with the objectives of Waskasoo Park, nor in the 
best interest of the public at large. The proposed amendment would prohibit these 
destructive parties and provide reasonable direction for policing. 

Secondly, the number of protests, parades, races, rallies, evangelizing, sales of services, 
etc., in the parks is steadily increasing. At present there is no control methods to ensure 
that these events are conducted in an acceptable and equitable manner without 
conflicting with other activities and programs in the same park. The proposed amendment 
would provide a procedure to obtain permits to ensure all activities are carried out in a 
compatible manner. Although an unofficial procedure has been in place for the past few 
years, it is not consistent with respect to what activities require permits. 

The attached amendments have been prepared in consultation with the R.C.M.P., the City 
Solicitor, the Recreation & Culture Department, the Parks Department and City Clerks . 

... 2 
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It would be the intention of the Community Services Division to implement an extensive 
public awareness program for these amendments if adopted by City Council. This 
program would ensure that the public are informed with respect to the purpose of the 
bylaw, as well as the procedure to follow when wishing to conduct a special event on 
park land. Quite clearly, the intent of the proposed amendments is to maximize the 
opportunities and enjoyment by the public at large of Red .Deer's park system. 

RECOMMENDATION 

That the Recreation, Parks & Culture Board support and recommend to City Council that 
the proposed amendments to the Parks & Public Facilities Bylaw No. 2841/A-92 be 
approved and given three readings. 

:ad 
Att. 

c. Inspector Roy Beaton, 0/C City R.C.M.P. 
Charlie Sevcik, City Clerk 
Lowell Hodgson, Recreation & Culture Manager 
Pete Weddell, Information Officer 
Pete Wasylyshyn, Parks Planner 
Neil Evans, Parks Facilities Superintendent 
Ron Kraft, Parks Construction/Maintenance Superintendent 
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Commissioner's Comments 

We concur with the recommendations of the 
Recreation, Parks & Culture Board. 

"R.J. MCGHEE" 
Mayor 

LUCINDA GOLD RESOURCES LTD. 

115 ALLAN STREET 
RED DEER, ALBERTA 

CANADA T4R 1E5 

OFFICE (403) 343-6737 
FAX (403) 340-2411 



CHAPMAN RIEBEEK SIMPSON CHAPMAN WANLESS ~ 
THOMAS H. CHAPMAN, Q.C.* 
NICK P. W. RIEBEEK* 
DONALD J. SIMPSON 
T. KENT CHAPMAN* 
GARY W. WANLESS* 

LORNE E. GODDARD 
GERI M. CHRISTMAN 

*Denotes Professional Corporation 

March 25, 1992 

City of Red Deer 
P.O. Box 5008 
City Hall 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 3T4 

Barristers & Solicitors 

Attn: Don Batchelor. Parks Department 

Dear Sir: 

Re: Parks Bylaw Amendment 

/ 

208 Professional B~ng 
-- 4808 Ross Street 

Red Deer, Alberta T4N 1X5 
TELEPHONE(403)346 

-6603 
TELECOPIER (403) 340-1280 

Your file: 

Our file: City General 

"DELIVERED" 

Further to the above matter, I enclose a revised amendment to the Parks Bylaw, which I believe 
is now suitable for presentation to Council. Please note I have made one or two very minor 
wording changes to the draft you forwarded. 

I trust you find this satisfactory. 
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DATE: March 23, 1992 

TO: RECREATION, PARKS & CULTURE BOARD 

FROM: DON BATCHELOR 
Parks Manager 

RE: PROPOSED PARKS BYLAW NO. 2841/A-92 

Attached are proposed amendments to the Parks & Public Facilities Bylaw for the board's 
consideration. The intent of the proposed amendments is as follows: 

• to close public parks to public gatherings (i.e. parties - defined as more 
than 5 people) between 11 :00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. 

• to require a permit for conducting a special event (i.e. protests, entertaining, 
races, evangelizing, selling) in a public park. 

The necessity to consider these amendments has been demonstrated by problems 
experienced in the parks over the past several years. Firstly, a number of parks (in 
particular Kin Kanyon, AC.A. Trails, Kiwanis Picnic Park and Three Mile Bend) have been 
targeted by youths to congregate late in the evening and early morning to have parties, 
including the consumption of alcohol. These large parties have left these parks strewn 
with litter and broken glass and extensively vandalized. These parks were being used for 
a purpose that is unlawful and not fitting with the objectives of Waskasoo Park, nor in the 
best interest of the public at large. The proposed amendment would prohibit these 
destructive parties and provide reasonable direction for policing. 

Secondly, the number of protests, parades, races, rallies, evangelizing, sales of services, 
etc., in the parks is steadily increasing. At present there is no control methods to ensure 
that these events are conducted in an acceptable and equitable manner without 
conflicting with other activities and programs in the same park. The proposed amendment 
would provide a procedure to obtain permits to ensure all activities are carried out in a 
compatible manner. Although an unofficial procedure has been in place for the past few 
years, it is not consistent with respect to what activities require permits. 

The attached amendments have been prepared in consultation with the R.C.M.P., the City 
Solicitor, the Recreation & Culture Department, the Parks Department and City Clerks . 
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It would be the intention of the Community Services Division to implement an extensive 
public awareness program for these amendments if adopted by City Council. This 
program would ensure that the public are informed with respect to the purpose of the 
bylaw, as well as the procedure to follow when wishing to conduct a special event on 
park land. Quite clearly, the intent of the proposed amendments is to maximize the 
opportunities and enjoyment by the public at large of Red Deer's park system. 

RECOMMENDATION 

That the Recreation, Parks & Culture Board support and recommend to City Council that 
the proposed amendments to the Parks & Public Facilities Bylaw No. 2841/A-92 be 
approved and given three readings. 

:ad 
Att. 

c. Inspector Roy Beaton, 0/C City R.C.M.P. 
Charlie Sevcik, City Clerk 
Lowell Hodgson, Recreation & Culture Manager 
Pete Weddell, Information Officer 
Pete Wasylyshyn, Parks Planner 
Neil Evans, Parks Facilities Superintendent 
Ron Kraft, Parks Construction/Maintenance Superintendent 



( 

CHAPMAN RIEBEEK SIMPSON CHAPMAN WANLESS 

TH0-'1AS H. CHAP-'1AN, Q.C.* 
;\"ICK P. W. RIEBEEK* 
DONALD J. SDIPSON 
T. KENT CHAP-'IA:\* 
GARY W. WA:\LESS* 

LOR;\"E E. GODDARD 
GERI M. CHRIST"1AN 

*Denotes Professional Corporation 

March 25, 1992 

City of Red Deer 
P.O. Box 5008 
City Hall 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 3T4 

Barristers & Solicitors 

Attn: Don Batchelor. Parks Department 

Dear Sir: 

Re: Parks Bylaw Amendment 

208 Professional Building 
4808 Ross Street 

Red Deer, Alberta T4N lXS 
TELEPHONE(403)346 

-6603 
TELECOPIER (403) 340-1280 

Your file: 

Our file: City General 

"DELIVERED" 

Further to the above matter, I enclose a revised amendment to the Parks Bylaw, which I believe 
is now suitable for presentation to Council. Please note I have made one or two very minor 
wording changes to the draft you forwarded. 

I trust you find this satisfactory. 



BYLAW NO. 2841/A-92 

Being a bylaw to amend the Parks & Public Facilities Bylaw No. 2841 /84 to provide for new 
offence provisions to regulate public gatherings in the parks. 

THE MUNICIPAL COUNCIL FOR THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, DULY 
ASSEMBLED, HEREBY ENACTS: 

That Bylaw No. 2341 /84, being the Parks & Public Facilities Bylaw, be amended as follows: 

1 

2 

3 

New Sections 2 (j.1) and (k.1) are added as follows: 

" ( j. 1 ) "Public Gathering" means any group of five (5) or more people. 

( k. 1 ) "Special Event" means an assembly, parade, procession, or race 
and for that purpose: 

( i) "Assembly" is a group of 2 or more persons gathered on 
City property for the purpose of protesting, 
rallying, entertaining, promoting, evangelizing, or selling 
goods or services." 

(ii) "Parade" or "procession" or "race" means any group of 
pedestrians or cyclists, marching, walking, running or 
riding in the street, on the sidewalk, on parkland or on the 
trail system or any group of vehicles driving on a City 
roadway, but shall not include a funeral procession. 

Section 7 (r) is renumbered to 7 (q). 

New Sections 8.1 to 8.8 together with a new heading are added as follows: 

" PARK HOURS, PUBLIC GATHERINGS AND SPECIAL EVENTS 

8. 1 All parks within the City shall be closed to public gatherings from 
11 :00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m. unless otherwise authorized in writing by the 
City Commissioner." 

8. 2 No person shall participate in a public gathering in a park 
between the hours of 11 :OO p.m. and 7:00 a.m." 

8. 3 Sections 8.1 and 8.2 shall not apply to the New Year's Eve, Canada 
Day and Heritage Day celebrations authorized by the City nor to any 
public gathering authorized in writing by the City Commissioner." 

8. 4 Any person desiring to hold a special event in a City park shall, 
not less than 4 weeks prior to the proposed date of the event, make 
application to the City Commissioner in writing for a permit. Such 
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application shall bear the signature, name, address and phone number of 
the applicant person or organization who will be in control of the event 
and who undertakes to be responsible for the good order and conduct 
thereof. The application shall also contain information with respect to the 
following: 

i ) the nature and object of the event; 

i i ) the date and time during which the event is proposed to be 
held; 

iii) the intended route or area proposed to be covered by the 
event; and 

iv) any other information required by the City Commissioner. 

8. 5 No person or organization shall hold, organize or take part in a 
special event without a permit. 

8. 6 The persons who hold, organize or participate in special events 
which have received a permit shall have the right to use the area of the 
park specified in the permit to the exclusion of any other person who 
participates in another special event or public gathering at the same site. 

8. 7 Any person who continues to participate in a special event or 
public gathering after having been requested to disperse and leave the 
area shall be guilty of an offence. 

8. 8 The penalty for a breach of Sections 8.2, 8.5 or 8.7 shall be a fine 
of $50.00 for first offence; $100.00 for a second offence and $150.00 
for a third offence." 

This amendment shall come into full force and effect upon third reading. 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS DAY OF '1992 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS DAY OF '1992 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS DAY OF '1992 

MAYOR CITY CLERK 



BYLAW NO. :Z941/A·92 

9elng a bylaw to amond tho Park: & Publlc l=acllltic'J Sylaw No. 2841/84 to provide for new 
offence provisions to regulate public gatherings In the park~. 

THEi MUNICIPAL COUNCIL ~on THE CITY OF nED DEEn IN THE PROVINCE OF /\L8ERTA, DULY 
ASSEMBLED, HE;nEOY CNACTS: 

That Bylaw No. 2341/84, beino tho Parks & Pubtlc Facllilies Bylaw, be ami:mded as follows: 

2 

3 

New Sections 2 (j.1) and (k.1) ate added M follows: 

'' ( J. 1 ) "Public Oatherlng" means any group of five (5) or more peopla. 

( k. 1) "Spcclal Evant" means en assembly, parade, procession, or rac"1 
and for lhat purpose: 

(I) "/\ooombly" is a group of 2 or mote persons gathered on 
City property ror the purpose or protesting, 
rallying, entcrtalttlng, promoting, evangellzlng, or :sefllng 
goods 0( services." 

( 11) "Parade" or "procession" or "race" means any group of 
podcstrillnG or cycllsts, marching, walking. running or 
riding In tho strcot, on the 5ldewalk, on parkland or on the 
trail ~y~tem or any group of vehicles driving on a City 
roadway, but shall not Include a funeral µrocesslon. 

Section 7 (r) Is runumbered to 7 (q). 

New Sections: 8.1 to 8.8 togalher with a new heeding are add~d as follows: 

" PAAK HOURS, PUBLIC <3ATHERINGS AND SPECIAL EVEN rs 

8. 1 All parks within the Cily shall be closed lo public gatherings from 
11 :00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m. unless otherwise authorized in writing by tfle 
City Commissioner." 

8. 2 NI'.> pi.m:on sh~I! par!icipale in a public gat!1ering in a park. 
betwaen the hours of 11 :oo p.m. and 7:00 a.m.~ 

8. 3 Sections B.1 and 8.2 shall not apply to the New Yaar'5 Eve, Canada 
Day and Horilage Day celebrations authorized by the City nor 10 any 
public gathering authorl~od In writing by the Clly Commissioner." 

8. 4 Any person desiring to hold a special evant in a City park shall, 
not less lhan 4 weeks prior to the proposed dale of tho Avent, make 
application to tfle City Commissioner In writing for a permit. Suell 



BYLAW NO. 2841/A-92 

Being a bylaw to amend the Parks & Public Facilities Bylaw No. 2841 /84 to provide for new 
offence provisions to regulate public gatherings in the parks. 

THE MUNICIPAL COUNCIL FOR THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, DULY 
ASSEMBLED, HEREBY ENACTS: 

That Bylaw No. 2841/84, being the Parks & Public Facilities Bylaw, be amended as follows: 

1 

2 

3 

New Sections 2 (j.1) and (k.1) are added as follows: 

" ( j . 1 ) "Public Gathering" means any group of five (5) or more people. 

( k. 1 ) "Special Event" means a promotion, parade, procession, or race 
and for that purpose: 

( i ) "Promotion" is one or more persons gathered on City 
property for the purpose of soliciting, protesting, 
rallying, entertaining, evangelizing, or selling goods or 
services." 

(ii) "Parade" or "procession" or "race" means any group of 
pedestrians or cyclists, marching, walking, running or 
riding in the street, on the sidewalk, on parkland or on the 
trail system or any group of vehicles driving on a City 
roadway, but shall not include a funeral procession. 

'¥ (S) 
Section ..:i-fr)is renumbered to 7 (91). 

New Sections 8.1 to 8.8 together with a new heading are added as follows: 

" PARK HOURS, PUBLIC GATHERINGS AND SPECIAL EVENTS 

8. 1 All parks within the City shall be closed to public gatherings from 
11 :00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m. unless otherwise authorized in writing by the 
City Commissioner. 

8. 2 No person shall participate in a public gathering in a park 
between the hours of 11 :00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. 

8.3 Sections 8.1 and 8.2 shall not apply to the New Year's Eve, Canada 
Day and Heritage Day celebrations authorized by the City nor to any 
public gathering authorized in writing by the City Commissioner. 

8. 4 Any person desiring to hold a special event in a City park shall, 
not less than 4 weeks prior to the proposed date of the event, make 
application to the City Commissioner in writing for a permit. Such 
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- 2 - Bylaw No. 2841/A-92 

application shall bear the signature, name, address and phone number of 
the applicant person or organization who will be in control of the event 
and who undertakes to be responsible for the good order and conduct 
thereof. The application shall also contain information with respect to the 
following: 

i ) the nature and object of the event; 

i i ) the date and time during which the event is proposed to be 
held; 

i i i ) the intended route or area proposed to be covered by the 
event; 

iv ) the assurance of the continued enjoyment of the Park by 
others without harassment, infringement or enticement. 

v ) any other information required by the City Commissioner. 

8 .5 No person or organization shall hold, organize or take part in a 
special event without a permit. 

8. 6 The persons who hold, organize or participate in special events 
which have received a permit shall have the right to use the area of the 
park specified in the permit to the exclusion of any other person who 
participates in another special event or public gathering at the same site. 

8. 7 Any person who continues to participate in a special event or 
public gathering after having been requested to disperse and leave the 
area shall be guilty of an offence. 

8. 8 The penalty for a breach of Sections 8.2, 8.5 or 8.7 shall be a fine 
of $50.00 for first offence; $100.00 for a second offence and $150.00 
for a third offence." 

This amendment shall come into full force and effect upon third reading. 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS DAY OF '19 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS DAY OF '19 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS DAY OF ,19 

MAYOR CITY CLERK 



DATE: April 29, 1992 

TO: City Council 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: PARKS AND PUBLIC FACILITIES BYLAW AMENDMENT 2841/A-92 

The above noted bylaw amendment received consideration at the Council meeting of April 
27, 1992. 

Council gave first and second reading to the aforesaid bylaw, however, third reading was 
deferred due to lack of unanimous consent. The said bylaw amendment is once again 
presented in the bylaw section of this agenda. 

The said amending bylaw is submitted for third reading at this meeting. 

CS/jt 



NO. 10 

DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

109 

April 22, 1992 

City Council 

Assistant City Clerk 

Council Approval - Land Sale Parking Lots 
Shaw Cable and Matthew Craig/Requirement for Consolidation of Lots 
Portion Lot 3, Block 5, Plan 5427 K.S. 

As Council will recall the attached report from the Land Administrator dated April 6, 1992, 
concerning the above topic was presented to Council at its meeting of April 13, 1992. 

This report recommended that sales of parts of Lot 3, Block 5, Plan 5427 K.S. did not 
require consolidation with adjacent property as required by City Council resolution of 
March 30, 1992. 

At the April 13 meeting, the administration requested this item be deferred to the April 27 
Council meeting in light of some additional information to be reviewed. This matter has 
now been reviewed and it has been determined that this item can be withdrawn from 
Council's consideration as outlined in the attached report from the Land Administrator 
dated April 16, 1992, with no further action being required by Council. 

This is submitted for Council's information. 

Kelly Kloss 
Assistant City Clerk 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

16 April 1992 

City Clerk 

Land Administrator 

110 

RE: . COUNCIL APPROVAL • LAND SALE PARKING LOTS 
PT. LOT 3, BLOCK 5, PLAN 5427 K.S. 
SHAW CABLE AND MATHEW CRAIG 
REQUIREMENT FOR CONSOLIDATION OF LOTS 

Further to our verbal discussion of today, this will confirm that I have discussed this matter 
with Nick Riebeek of Chapman, Riebeek's office, and have concluded that the consolidation 
of the lots should be finalized with a restrictive covenant pertaining to parking and access 
being formed and registered against the consolidated title for both of the above purchases. 

Therefore, this item need not go back before Council for amendment. 

Thank you for your consideration in this matter. 

0m~ifl, 
Land Administrator 

AK/ngl 

c.c. Director of Engineering Services 
Director of Financial Services 
Economic Development Manager 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

6 April 1992 

CITY CLERK 

LAND ADMINISTRATOR 

111 

RE: COUNCIL APPROVAL - LAND SALE PARKING LOTS 
PT. LOT 3, BLK. 5, PL. 5427 K.S. 

At the March 30, 1992, Council meeting, Council approved the sale of a portion of the 
above lot to Shaw Cable and Matthew Craig for the purposes of parking only. Stipulations 
have been made that a restrictive covenant be placed against the property for that purpose. 
The Council Resolution for approval has made reference to all reports as submitted by 
Departments, and all terms and conditions to be included as specified by these reports. The 
Engineering report has provided that consolidation of the lots be required with the 
properties or lots that are owned by the corporations. Attached is correspondence from the 
City Solicitor, Thomas H. Chapman, dated April 3, 1992, indicating that, in his opinion, 
consolidation of these lots would not be desirable at this time. The City Assessor/Land 
Administrator also agrees that the consolidation of these lots would not be prudent. 
Therefore, we respectfully recommend that Council pass an amending resolution deleting 
the requirement for consolidation of the lots prior to sale to the companies. 

RECOMMENDATION 

The sale of parts of Lot 3, Block 5, Plan 5427 K.S. not require consolidation with the 
a~ properties as required by City Council Resolution of March 30, 1992. 

Al Knight, A.M. 
City Assessor 

AK/ngl 

Enc. 

c.c. Director of Engineering 
Director of Finance 
Economic Development Manager 

Commissioner's Comments 

Commissioners• Comments-:Apr:l I~ l't'll. 

We concur with the comments and recommend 
Council pass an amending resolution as suggested 
by the City Assessor. 

11 R.J. MCGHEE" 
Mayor 
11M.C. DAY 11 

Submitted for Council's information. City Commissioner 
11 R,J. MCGHEE", Mayor 
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DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

April 14, 1992 

Land Administrator 

Assistant City Clerk 

COUNCIL APPROVAL - LAND SALE PARKING LOTS 
PART LOT 3, BLOCK 5, PLAN 5427 K.S./ 
SHAW CABLE AND MATTHEW CRAIG I 
REQUIREMENT FOR CONSOLIDATION OF LOTS 

Prior to consideration of your report dated April 6, 1992 concerning the above topic, 
Council agreed to table this item to the April 27, 1992 Council meeting, as per your 
request. 

I trust you will now resubmit the relevant reports back to Council for their consideration. 

:;!}fl 
KEL{v KLols 
Assistant City Clerk 

KK/jt 

c.c. Director of Engineering Services 
Director of Financial Services 
Economic Development Manager 
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NO. 8 

CHAPMAN RIEBEEK SIMPSON CHAPMAN WANLESS 

THOMAS H. CHAPMAN, Q.C.* 
NICK P. W. RIEBEEK* 
DONALD J. SIMPSON 
T. KENT CHAPMAN* 
GARY W. WANLESS* 
LORNE E. GODDARD 
GERI M. CHRISTMAN 

• Denotes Professional Corporation 

April 3, 1992 

City of Red Deer 
P.O. Box 5008 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 3T4 

ATTENTION: Mr. Al Knight 
City Assessor 

Dear Sir: 

Barristers & Solicitors 

RE: Council Approval - Land Sale Parking Lots 
Part Lot 3. Block 5. Plan 5427 K.S. 

208 Professional Building 
4808 Ross Street 

Red Deer, Alberta T4N 1X5 
TELEPHONE( 403)346-6603 
TELECOPIER (403) 340-1280 

Your file: 

Our file: GEN 04f)2 THC 

With respect to the above, I agree with you that, from the City's perspective, the intent that the 
parking lots be preserved for parking is protected by way of the restrictive covenant and there 
should be no necessity to consolidate the parking lot with the adjacent property owned by the 
property owner. There is a precedent in the City of Red Deer for such provisions at other 
locations, for example the Capri Hotel, where one of the parking lot areas is in a separate title 
from the hotel property itself. It may also make it simpler to deal with these properties from a 
assessment and taxation point of view if they are separate titles. 

In the event that the titles were consolidated, then the restrictive covenant would have to apply 
to the total parcel, which does not make to much sense since part of the consolidated lot has a 
building situate upon it. 

In view of the fact that the engineering report is included by reference in the Council 
Resolution, the matter should go back to Council for an amending resolution to provide that the 
requirement tor consoli~ation of titles be deleted. 

Yours truly, .· 
/ ;. 

C/--/ L { 

THOMAS H. CHAPMAN, Q.C. 
THC/vjh 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

April 29, 1992 

Land Administrator 

City Clerk 

COUNCIL APPROVAL· LAND SALE PARKING LOTS 
PART OF LOT 3, BLOCK 5, PLAN 5427 K.S. 
SHAW CABLE AND MATTHEW CRAIG 
REQUIREMENT FOR CONSOLIDATION OF LOTS 

Your report dated April 16, 1992 pertaining to the above matter was considered at the 
Council meeting of April 27th. 

You indicated in your report that as a result of further discussion with the Solicitor's office, 
it has been concluded that the consolidation of the lots should be finalized with a 
restrictive covenant pertaining to parking and access being registered against the 
consolidated title for both of the above purchases. As a result, Council agreed to 
withdraw your report of April 6, 1992 concerning said matter and, accordingly, the Council 
resolution of March 30, 1992 remains as originally passed by Council. 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory. 

CS/jt 

c.c. Director of Engineering Services 
Director of Financial Services 
Economic Development Manager 



NO. 11 
DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

112 
April 22, 1992 

City Council 

Assistant City Clerk 

LOCAL IMPROVEMENT BYLAW NO. 3066/92 
DECORATIVE STREETLIGHTING 
EAST SIDE OF GAETZ AVE. FROM 52 STREET TO 53 STREET 

As Council will recall March 30, 1992, first reading was given to the above noted Local 
Improvement Bylaw. 

In accordance with the Municipal Taxation Act, proper notice has been given to each 
person registered or assessed as an owner 

(a) of land abutting on the part of the street or place where the improvement 
is to be made, or 

(b) of land to be benefited by the local improvement. 

Unless the majority of the persons registered or assessed as owners of the lands; that 
may be assessed, therefore, representing at least one-half in value of the land, excluding 
improvements thereon, as the land is valued on the last revised assessment roll; petition 
the Council against the proposed improvement within 21 days from the date of the last 
delivery or mailing of this Notice, the local improvement may be undertaken and the cost 
of it assessed by the system of assessment as set out by the City. 

If no petition sufficiently signed has, within the time limited in the behalf, been presented 
to the Council against the local improvement, the Council may undertake the proposed 
local improvement at any time within three years of the giving of this Notice. 

Notices were mailed out on April 2, 1992, with no petitions against said local improvement 
being received. The time for receipt of petitions has expired and as such Council may 
now consider 2nd and 3rd readings of Local Improvement Bylaw No. 3066/92. 

Recommendation 

That Bylaw No. 3066/92 be given 2nd and 3rd readings. 

~1 is~Clerk 
Commissioner's Comments 

We would concur with the recommendation of the Assistant City Clerk. 

''R.J. MCGHEE" 
Mayor 
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~4;1 GAETZ Ave./~ST SIOEwAU< 
11 ' unistone/concrete sidewalk 
as per Ross Street 

/ 

Lighting offered as a local 
improvement (vintage style) 
Tree planting in tree grates 
1 landscaped node 

52 STREET 

::::::::::::: 51 AVENUE EAST SIDEWALK 
··········- • 11 ' traditional concrete 

sidewalk 
Conventional lighting 
Tree planting in tree grates 
2 landscaped nodes 
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April 14,1992 

City of Red Deer 
P.O. Box 5008 
Red Deer, Al ta. 
T4N 3T4 

Att: Ken G. Haslop 
Engineering Department Manager 

Re: Local Improvement: File #640-185A 
WITHOUT PREJUDICE 

THE CITY OF RED DEER 
cu:~K'S liEPARTMEWT 

--~~-· ~:.:........~~~~ 

In reference to Decorative Street Lighting on Gaetz Avenue from 52 street to 
53 street, on the east side. 

We the following object to the Decorative Street Lighting and wish to advise you 
we are not in favor of this program at this time. 

MAR-WAS INVES'IMENTS 
5019 - 50 ST. 
RED DEER, ALTA. 

SALVATION ARMY 
5211 - 50 AVE. 
RED DEER, ALTA. 

DON SHAR HOLDINGS 
5229 - 50 AVE. 
RED DEER, ALTA. 

MORNA ARRISON & WING WAND LTD. 
5205 - 50 AVE. 
RED DEER, ALTA. 

249406 AI.BERTA LTD. 
5201 - 50 AVE. 
RED DEER, ALTA. 

Sutmitted by 

249406 AI.BERTA LTD. 

JIM RUNZER 
PHONE 342-2580 

~L i/J,--~, 

~----
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anti Jioil:ee is hatcby giv@B tlttttlJnless the majority of the persons registered or assessed as 
owners of the lands; that may be assessed, therefore, representing at least one-half in value 
of the land, excluding improvements thereon, as the land is valued on the last revised 
assessment roll; petition the Council against the proposed improvement within 21 days from 
the date of the last delivery or mailing of this Notice, the local improvement may be 
undertaken and the cost of it assessed by the system of assessment P@f@rH8 181n L's ~iccru 

OJ Ilf6"'-+ ,Y -f trry, 

If no petition sufficiently signed has, within the time limited in the behalf, been presented 
to the Council against the local improvement, the Council may undertake the proposed local 
improvement at any time within three years of the giving of this Notice. 
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April 2, 1992 

DOUBLE REGISTERED MAIL 

Dear Sir: 

RE: LOCAL IMPROVEMENT 
5-
6-

640-185A 

On February 3, 1992, City Council agreed that both decorative sidewalk and decorative 
streetlighting be constructed on the east side of Gaetz Avenue, north of 52 Street. Council 
further agreed that the extra costs of the streetlighting be funded as a local improvement. 

Attached is a Notice of Intention to Construct a Local Improvement that provides 
information on the local improvement charges applicable to your property. 

In the event no petitions are received against the proposed by-law, Council will be 
considering approving this by-law April 27, 1992. 

Yours truly, 

Ken G. Haslop, P. Eng. 
Engineering Department Manager 

NP Ney 
Att. 

c.c. Director of Financial Services 
c.c. City Clerk 
c.c. City Assessor 
c.c. E. L. and P. Department Manager 



NOTICE 

INTENTION TO CONSTRUCT A LOCAL IMPROVEMENT 

IN THE CITY OF RED DEER 

Pursuant to the provisions of Section 157 of the Municipal Taxation Act, R.S.A., 1980, as 
amended, Notice is hereby given that the Council of The City of Red Deer intends to 
undertake the construction of Decorative Streetlighting as a local improvement. The cost 
of the aforementioned local improvement is $19,700.00 of which amount the sum of $0 is 
to be paid by the City at large and $19,700.00 is to be collected by special assessment as 
herein provided. The lands abutting that portion of the street or place where the local 
improvement is made, will be charged an annual rate of $27.14/m per front metre of 
frontage for the Decorative Streetlighting for each year of the said twenty year period. 

All costs in excess of the aforesaid special assessment may be borne by The City of Red 
Deer at large. 

The location of the proposed local improvement is as follows: 

FROM TO 

Gaetz Avenue 52 Street 53 Street East 

Your property, described as 7 - , will be assessed for 8 - metres. The annual assessment 
against this property will be: 

For Decorative Streetlighting 

9- assessable metres times (x) the annual rate of $27.14/metre per assessable metre equals 
( =) 10 - for each year of the 20 year period 

and Notice is hereby given that unless the majority of the persons registered or assessed as 
owners of the lands; that may be assessed, therefore, representing at least one-half in value 
of the land, excluding improvements thereon, as the land is valued on the last revised 
assessment roll; petition the Council against the proposed improvement within 21 days from 
the date of the last delivery or mailing of this Notice, the local improvement may be 
undertaken and the cost of it assessed by the system of assessment referred to in this Notice. 

If no petition sufficiently signed has, within the time limited in the behalf, been presented 
to the Council against the local improvement, the Council may undertake the proposed local 
improvement at any time within three years of the giving of this Notice. 



Notice 
Intention to Construct a Local Improvement 
Page Two 

The owners of any land so specially assessed may prepay, in lieu of annual payments, the 
total cost of the improvement, prior to July 1, 1992, at the unit rate of $235.03/m per 
assessable metre for decorative streetlighting. The prepayment for your property would be. 

For Decorative Streetlighting 

11 - assessable metres times (x) the unit rate of $235.03/m per assessable metre equals ( =) 
12-

For a total of 

The owners of any land so specially assessed may any time commute the amount or balance 
remaining unpaid in respect of it by paying the amount of the original assessment charged 
against the land, together with interest and penalties chargeable in respect of it, less any 
amount previously paid on account on it. 

Dated at The City of Red Deer this 2nd day of April 1992 A.D. 



1/ 249406 Alberta Ltd. 
5201 - 50 Avenue 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 4B4 
5201 - 50 A VENUE 
LOTS 1 AND 2, BLOCK 15, PLAN K 
Lots 1 and 2, Block 15, Plan K, 5201 - 50 Avenue 
15.24 
15.24 
$413.61 
15.24 
$3,581.86 
$3,581.86 

v Myrna Arrison and Wing Wond Ltd. 
32 Hunter Close 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 6C5 
5205 - 50 A VENUE 
LOTS 3 AND 4, BLOCK 15, PLAN K 
Lots 3 and 4, Block 15, Plan K, 5205 - 50 Avenue 
15.24 
15.24 
$413.61 
15.24 
$3,581.86 
$3,581.86 

., Don-Shar Holdings Ltd. 
P.O. Box 698 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 5G6 
5229 - 50 A VENUE 
NORTH 1/2 LOT 8, AND LOTS 9 TO 11, BLOCK 15, PLAN K 
North 1/2 Lot 8, and Lots 9 to 11, Block 15, Plan K, 5229 - 50 Avenue 
26.67 
26.67 
$723.82 
26.67 
$6,268.25 
$6,268.25 



The Governing Council of 
" The Salvation Army Canada West 

700, 10179 - 105 Street 
Edmonton, Alberta 
T5J 3Nl 
5211 - 50 A VENUE 
LOTS 5 AND 6, BLOCK 15, PLAN K 
Lots 5 and 6, Block 15, Plan K, 5211 - 50 Avenue 
15.24 
15.24 
$413.61 
15.24 
$3,581.86 
$3,581.86 

\,, Mar Was Investments Ltd. 
5019 - 50 Street 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 1Y2 
5219 - 50 A VENUE 
LOT 7, BLOCK 15, PLAN 4241 KS 
Lot 7, Block 15, Plan 4241 KS, 5219 - 50 Avenue 
11.43 
11.43 
$310.21 
11.43 
$2,686.39 
$2,686.39 
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2 

The Minutes of the Regular meeting of Red Deer City Council held on January 20, 
1992 were confirmed on a motion by Alderman McGregor, seconded by Alderman Pimm. 

CARRIED 

The Minutes of the Budget meeting of Red Deer City Council held on January 23, 
1992 were confirmed on a motion by Alderman Statnyk, seconded by Alderman Guilbault. 

1992: 

CARRIED 

Alderman Surkan arrived at this time, 4:31 p.m. 

Consideration was given to the Minutes of the Budget meeting of January 27, 

At this time it was noted that the first resolution appearing on page 2 should 
indicate that Alderman Campbell also registered a dissenting vote. 

Also, with regard to the second resolution appearing on page 3, it should indicate 
that Alderman Campbell registered a dissenting vote. 

The Minutes of the Budget meeting of January 27, 1992 were confirmed as 
amended on a motion by Alderman Guilbault, seconded by Alderman Campbell. 

CARRIED 

UNFINISHED BUSINESS 

Consideration was given to the report from the City Clerk dated January 27, 1992 
re: Business Revitalization Zone Bylaw Amendment 2827/A-92. Following discussion, 
it was noted that said bylaw amendment would be brought up later in the meeting. 

CORRESPONDENCE 

Consideration was given to correspondence from the Towne Centre Association 
dated January 21, 1992 re: Pedestrian Improvements on 51 Avenue. Mr. Ken 
Heywood and Mr. John Ferguson representing the Towne Centre Association, were 
present to speak to Council relative to this matter. Following discussion, the motion as 
set out hereunder was passed. 



3 Council - Feb. 3, 1992. 

Moved by Alderman Statnyk, seconded by Alderman Campbell 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered 
correspondence from the Towne Centre Association re: Pedestrian 
Improvements hereby agrees to approve construction of the items noted 
under 1.1 and 1.2 as outlined in the report dated January 28, 1992 from the 
Engineering Department Manager, that the extra cost of vintage lighting 
along Gaetz Avenue {53 Street to 52 Street) be funded through a local 
improvement, and that the decorative sidewalk pattern as shown on 
Drawing R25 be constructed along Gaetz Avenue (53 Street to 52 Street); 

Council further agrees to approve electrical outlets in landscaped nodes at 
intersections and mid-block locations on Gaetz Avenue as an alternative to 
individual tree lighting, as recommended by the Parks Manager and 
Director of Community Services. 11 

Alderman McGregor registered a dissenting vote. 

MOTION CARRIED 

REPORTS 

Consideration was given to the report from the Parks Manager dated January 28, 
1992 re: 1992 Cemetery Rates - Bylaw 2952/A-92. Following discussion, it was noted 
that the above-noted Bylaw will be presented later in the meeting. 

CORRESPONDENCE 

Correspondence from the Red Deer Chamber of Commerce dated January 20, 
1992 re: Floral Emblem Committee, was presented to Council for information, and it 
was agreed that same be filed. 

REPORTS 

The report from the City Solicitor dated January 20, 1992 re: Annexation -
County of Red Deer No. 23 was presented to Council for information, and it was agreed 
that same be filed. 

82 
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• :ov.:\E CE:.ITRE ASSOCIATION • 83. 4901 - 48 STREET • RED DEER .A.LBERT.A. • 14;-.; :ss • 14031 341)-i01A\ "'CY" • 

NO. 5 

January 21 , 1992 

City Council 
City of Red r::eer 

Re: Pedestrian Iq;>rovements on 51Av 

Dear Miyor Pi:Ghee and Council, 

The Board of Directors of this Association, having reviewed the improvements 
proposed by the City, on the east side of 51 Av between 52 St and Ross st, 
wish to recommend the following changes. 

:inding no disagreement with the landscaping concept contained in the EDA 
Collaborative report of 1990, we do suggest some modification to the detail 
contained within the report, and specifically as it pertains to this section 
of 51 Av. 

The type of lighting, tree planting and treatment of p: ~~ers and street 
furniture in the report, are in keeping with the image preferred by the 
Association, however, as it was from the outset of the landscape study, the 
Board reaffirms its view, that the Avenues should have a distinct difference 
in treatment, from the Streets, in the core landscape plan. 

:1e are in total agreement with the lighting and planting as recommended by 
EDA, but would recommend :hat the hard surface of the sidewalks be treated 
differently. We originally recommended, and continue to recommend, that the 
Avenue sidewalks be a reverse of sorts, to the material used on the Streets. 
In the case of Gaetz Av, the paving should be monolithic concrete, with 
brick ?avers used for bordering, and cross-walk bond strips. In this way, 
the character of difference between streets and avenues is reinforced 
beyond simply a change in lighting fix":·..:res. If all sidewalks are treated 
the same, it would be as bor:ng as al: ~lks being concrete. At the same 
time the upgraded character of the sur:aces help create an e.xciting 
pedestrian environment. 

In regards to the above noted strip on 51Av, we feel that this walk carries 
a very low priority, in terms of level of upgrade. The area now has only 
partial sidewalks, and the upgrades recorrmended in the engineering design 
are a welcomed addition to the core landscape plan. However, the level of 
finish on the walkway, in this time of restraint and priority spending, 
deserves some review. 

(cont'd) 
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The board feels that the primary improvement for this strip, are the trees, 
and the development of the sidewalk. The level of sidewalk finish, can be 
changed to a concrete standard, and on this stip, be accomplished with no 
paver embellishment. In addition, the Board feels that a six foot wide walk, 
with the trees planted on the property side, as compared to the curb side, 
would be appropriate. 

While the vintage lighting is recorrmended by EDA for this strip, as the 
first visual contact with the upgraded landscaping, for vehicles travelling 
on 51Av, we again feel this level of treatment is unwarranted. That ;::ic~:ior. 
of walk in the engineering design for Gaetz Av, between 52 St and 53 St, 
should also be reviewed as a concrete finish, with brick border strips and 
bond strips located in keeping with the tree spacing. 

Without access to accurate details on the cost of construction, the Board 
has estimated that as much as $70,000.00 could be saved with these new 
finish details, and suggests that these saved funds would be far more 
appropriately expended on the long awaited upgrade of Gaetz Av, and 
therefore the continued progress of the landscape plan. 

It is our understanding, that this change does not affect the level of 
transportation grant received by the City, and that the estimated $70,000.00 
savings would be 100% municipal funds, which if not expended in '92, will 
make it easier to plan the upgrade of the balance of Gaetz Av, in the 
immediate future. 

The board feels strongly, that this is a responsible approach to fiscal 
restraint, while continuing to move the landscaping objectives forward, in 
the core area, for the benefit of the entire corrmunity. 

Sir.::~!:"el¥--fOurs, 

~[ ASSOCIATICW 

r·~~t~ 
\ . 

Ken Heywood, Cha1nnan. 

THE CITY OF RE~ DEER 
CLE:lil S :JEPAAT°"EHT 

RECEIVED i 

T:ME 
OATE 
SY 
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• ~ov.::;E CE'.'ITRE ASSOCIATIO~. 83 .+%: . .!8 S7RE:.: • R:.J ::EER. ~LBERTA • H;\ :se • ~03 ;~, "."':'.'. ', , ___ • 

fotlyor ~ & City Council 
c::.t'I of ?ed Jeer 

RE: Board Of Directors letter Of Jan 21,1992 
Pedestrian IllprovaE!llts on 51 Av. 

Dear fotlyor & Council, 

Subsecruent to the above noted 2.etter, as a representative of t~e 9oard, I 
attended a meeting with Engineer:ng, the ~arks '1anager, and the City 
?lanner. -:'::.e purpose .=.s to clarify the "X.a. • s ;:>osi tion and try to reach a 
::onsensus, so that ~o delay in tendering the project would occur. 

It ·..ras agreed that on the section of 51Av, between Ross Street and 52 
Street, that; - an 11 foot 2oncrete wal~ was appropriate, that width being a 

standard for the core area. 
- vintage style lighting w·ould be deleted in fa·. Jr of standard 

lighting for this strip only. 
- that planting of mature trees and shrub beds ·NOuld proceed 

as planned. 
- :~rther, that because of the change to the 2.ighting, 

additional planting ::ould be 1mder<:aken, and that electr::.::a2. 
outlets ¥ould be ?laced in selected planting beds. 

Agree!"'.'lent N~S reached, on that section of ]aetz Av, between 52 Street ar.d 53 
Street, on the east Nal~, as follows; 

- the vintage lighting will be offered as a local improvement 
to the properties affected. 

- the tree planting would proceed as designed. 

~:\greement ,.Nas ~at :-c.:ached on the :i:iish o: ~he sidewalk. The -:'CA ;:iosition is 
that, the sidewalks on the Avenues should be different than the Streets. 
~:ery simply stated, this means that all the details of the landsca-pe 9lan 
remain the same as included in the EDA report, but that the material used 
inside the brick soldier course shou:d be concrete. 

-:':1e reasons for this change from the 9lan, are the same position taken by the 
9oard when the EDA standard was approved. Simply put, everything in pavers 
is as boring as everything in concrete. Tr.e character of Gaetz Av is :tUite 
di::erent from Ross, 49, and other core streets. We agree that the change in 
vintage lights is appropriate as designed, but that this by itself, does not 
create a si;nificant enough difference in the streets and avenues. 
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The issue has come to the forefront recently, because of municipal 
difficulty in funding of capital projects, being responsible for a significant 
delay in completing Gaetz Av, as well as some problem voiced by downtown 
employees regarding pavers and high heel shoes. At the root of the issue 
however is the boards concept of having streets and avenues that are clearly 
different, while having comparable upgrades. 

In addition, the Board wishes to confirm, that electrical outlets will be 
placed in all corner nodes and mid block bays, throughout the project, 
enabling the introduction of lit decorations seasonally, in the future. 

We hope this statement of our position will assist council in its 
decision. 

Respectfully yours, 
TOlfiE CFNl'RE ASOOCIATial 

John P.Fer;uson, General ~anager. 

--- .., 
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RED DEER 
REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION 

21REC-:R W G. A Shaw ACP MCIP 

TO: C. Sevcik 
City Cler.< 

FROM: Paul Meyette 
Principal Planner 

RE: Pedestrian Improvements - Gaetz Avenue/51st Avenue 

2830 BREMNER AVENUE. =>E:::: '.JE:= 
ALBERTA CANADA "'."JR · \19 

Teiecricne 403: JJ3·JJ9.! 
Fax. 4C3' 346-' 5-~ 

DA1E: January 28, 1992 

The letter from the Towne Centre Association dated January 24, 1992 refers to a request for 
some variation to the downtown landscaping improvements which were approved by City Council 
on January 6, 1992 (see attachment). 

In regards to 5 lst Avenue (between Ross and 52nd Street), the Towne Centre Association argues 
that the vintage lighting and decorative sidewalks are not required. This portion of 51st Avenue 
is characterized by high vehicular traffic volumes and low pedestrian volumes. The To'Mle 
Centre Association requests that concrete walks and standard lighting be used for this strip. At 
a meeting held on January 23, 1992 attended by Engineering, Parks, Planning and Towne Centre 
Association staff there was agreement to recommend to Council the concrete walks and standard 
lighting as proposed by the Towne Centre Association. 

In regards to the section of Gaetz Avenue between 52nd Street and 53rd Street, the Towne 
Centre Association recommends no change to the vintage lighting and tree planting as approved 
by Council. The Towne Centre Association does however have some concern about the 
decorative sidewalk design. The Towne Centre Association supports the concept of decorative 
sidewalks but requests a different design featuring a concrete walkway with brick border. The 
Towne Centre Association proposes that this new decorative sidewalk design be applied to all 
avenues which will be upgraded in the downtown (streets would retain the current standard). 

The original decorative sidewalk design was proposed by E.DA Collaborative in a report 
commissioned by Council and completed in 1989. This downtown sidewalk landscape report has 
been reviewed by the public on several occasions and has received general support from the 
businesses in the downtown area as the basis on which landscaping was to be carried out in the 
downtown. Planning staff cannot support any changes to the decorative sidewalk standards 
without first consulting with the affected businesses in the downtown area. 

---------------- \1U~1Ci?A.i_ .. T',ES J\ili'""'!'\ ::JMMISS10~~~E.O.. ---------------

-·, := ==.:::: ::::::; • ',1'~"'~.:: .c~_ : 1s-=··:- JC: :-=~~WATS;:! t...ic 99 • C:OlJl' .. ffV :~ 5-:~ _:::a '40 '5 • C8L.'l'.(:v OF ·..J\C8MBE ~o 'J. • ·:-::...N;v :c.: \ACi...;'\l:~.'t ·i'EV\' ".ic · .. • :::.....•,. ... · : .:. •, -=.:...;-_ ',: . ~ · : :t...'\"'"'• := :::::: :::::1 '.c 23 • -:':•.1'1oc3LACKCA1.::S • "r":W"< :;:: 30'NCE~ • -0·.\'\i :;:: (;A~SiA1~S • -'J'·N~ S;: C.l.S~-:ci • ... JW!\i 8~ ·::~C~.l.~ ::"-. • -: .'.". : 
: s:~:: .. -: ...... : = ==.{. --= . -: ..... := "'' 5;:J.1 .... '":w~ ,:;: ~.:;::....,e:. -~·l-1'\i :c :_:s. -:".\N OF ,:)l!:"JHQi_Q. ;JWN oi: :::ioc-<Y '·'CL..~T.l..~ ... Cl.SC•-:,',',. := 3-=:-- -= 

-: :.•. := 3 _ •,:::::' -: .'.', ,::: :: • - . .:.\, _.:.": • , . _ _.:.,:;: ·:= A._;X • ·1 1 .J.GC := 3E~T _:,·,.. • •.t 1L_.:..eic: :i:: 3iG 1A1.....,Ev • vl~.AGE :: 9CT•A • , : ... _..:.GC: ::: :.l.MQ_.•,.~ • . __ .:.u,;: : = : _ . 
· __ .:. .::= : = : = :·.,: •,..:. · . __ . .:.-:;: :=: :._:,,_ ::;,.,.E • .. _Jo.GE:= JO~A._:A • 1 1·._:..u;: ·J;: :._ •4CC1A • .... , _.--J.CJC := GAOSev • ·,;1:..~GC: ·:i:: ""'.G.i.o<.·.::i"' • • .__.:..ue := '·'";:iJ:,lcc. ~ ... ·'P.•=..:: . __ ... .:: 
:=-: ::;:-~- ==' S ... \1'. 1 ::~ • __ .:.u=. := J..., __ ... .:."":_ • 3 .... •.1-.1EQ -~GE:= -11._= '.•C:'- SA . .,.· 5i...'.1"AE~ ,:._-AGC: := ... ~R·.,15 3Av • Si...~~1;::::i ... _J.GE := ·,:.::3_=:•,:. :_ 

;., '.P.•:: · __ .:.:;:; ::= ::i.:: ... Co..... SA~- - • 3._.MMER ·~·._ ... AGC: := ;u'.B;;i:~l(:Q ·:OvE • SwMME~ ..,.: __ ~G:: :.c:· /~,...,-: 5A~CS 
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- 2 -

RECOMMENDATION 

1. That Council suppon the street improvements for 5 lst Avenue between Ross and 52nd 
Street as recommended in the January 24 letter from the Towne Centre Association 
featuring 
• an eleven foot concrete walk, 
• standard lighting, 
• planting of mature trees and shrubs. 

2. That Council reaffirm support of the street improvements for Gaetz Avenue between 
52nd Street and 53rd Street as recommended in the January 24 letter from the Towne 
Centre Association featuring 
• vintage lighting, 
• tree planting. 

3. That Council not approve any variation to the original decorative sidewalk design without 
full public consultation with the affected businesses. This E.DA Collaborative design has 
received extensive public review and suppon; any change to this design should receive the 
same degree of public review. Planning staff suppon the original E.DA Collaborative 
decorative sidewalk design. 

Council should be aware that a new public consultation process at this stage would cause 
a delay in construction and affect the awarding of the tender for the downtown 
landscaping improvements. 

PAUL MEYETTE, ACP, i CIP 
PRINCIPAL PLANNER -

PM/pim 
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11 Council · Jan. 6, 1992. 

The report from the Director of Financial Services dated December 24, 1991 re: 
R.C.M.P. Contract was presented to Council for information, and it was agreed that 
same oe filed. 

---)• Consideration was given to the report from the Director of Engineering Services 
dated December 30, 1991 re: 51 Avenue - 53 Street to Ross Street/ Realignment 
Program; Oecorative Treatment. Following discussion, the motion as set out hereunaer 
was passed. 

Moved by Alderman Surkan, seconded by Alderman Campbell 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered report 
from the Director of Engineering Services dated December 30, 1991 re: 51 
Avenue - 53 Street to Ross Street. hereby agrees as follows: 

1 . that decorative sidewalk, tree planting and vintage street­
lighting 1n the areas as noted in tl'1e above report. be included 
in the 51 Avenue - 53 Street to Ross Street realignment 
project 

2. that the extra cost of decorative streetlighting be funded by 
way of the local improvement and that the extra cost for 
decorative sidewalk and tree planting be charged to the 1992 
budget as specified during the 1992 budget deliberauons 

3. ::iat the above items are subject to the total project being 
approved during the 1992 budget deliberations 

and as presented to Council January 6. 1992." 

Alderman McGregor and Alderman Statnyk registered dissenting votes. 

MOTION CARRIED 

Consideration was given to the report from the Public Works Manager dated 
December 31, 1991 re: Unconstructed Lanes. Following discussion, the motion as set 
out hereunder was passed. 

Moved by Alderman McGregor, seconded by Alderman Guilbault 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer. having considered report 
from the Public Works Manager dated December 31, 1991 re: 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 
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January 28, 1992 

City Clerk 

Engineering Department Manager 

DECORATIVE SIDEWALK AND LIGHTING 
51 A VENUE (52 STREET TO ROSS STREET) A.1\l"D 
GAETZ A VENUE ( 53 STREET TO 52 STREET) 

640-185A 

We have the following comments in response to the Towne Centre Association·s letters of 
January 21 and 14 (should be 24), 1992, with respect to decorative sidewalk and lighting 
proposed for the above noted project: 

1. As outlined in Mr. Ferguson's letter of January 14, 1992. we have reached a 
consensus, subject to Council approval, to: 

1.1 51 Avenue (52 Street to Ross Street) and 
52 Street (Gaetz Avenue to 51 Avenue): 

a. 

b. 

c. 

Construct a 3.35 m ( 11 ft) wide plain 
concrete sidewalk (Drawing R37) instead of 
decorative paving stone sidewalk (Drawing 
R25). 

Install conventional lighting instead of 
vintage lighting. Note that this cost was 
to be covered under a local improvement. 

Provide an additional 8 street trees. 

d. Provide duct work for future electrical 
outlets at three landscape nodes. No 
electrical to individual tree wells. 

1.2 Gaetz Avenue (53 Street to 52 Street): 

a. Vintage lighting to be installed as a local 
improvement. subject to majority approval of 
adjacent property owners (i.e. no change). 

b. Planting unchanged. Ducting provided to 
landscaped node, not individual tree wells. 

Total Cost Difference 

Total Difference Excluding Local Improvement 

Approximate Cost Difference 

($ 6.500) 

($52,300) 

s 4.800 

($54.000) 

($ 1.700) 
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2. As indicated in Mr. Ferguson's letter, agreement was not reached with resoect to the 
finish of the sidewalk along Gaetz Avenue (53 Street to 52 Street). T..c current 
design (Drawing R25 attached) was adopted for both streets and avenues in the 
"Downtown Sidewalk Landscape" Report prepared by EDA Collaborative Inc. in 
March 1989 (see attached p:' :;e from report). This pattern was subsequently 
constructed along Ross Street l - · Avenue to 51 Avenue) in 1989. The Gaetz Avenue 
Parking Mall Conceptual Design ·Report, prepared by Reid Crowther & Partners 
Ltd .. utilized the same sidewalk pattern (see attached page from report) and received 
public input and Council approval in 1990. The Towne Centre Association was 
involved at several junctures during the preparation of this report, but at no time 
indicated that a different sidewalk pattern should be utilized along Gaetz Avenue. 
More recently. detailed design of Gaetz Avenue ( 46 Avenue to 53 Street) has been 
completed using the current design pattern. If we change the sidewalk pattern along 
the one block proposed for construction in 1992. it will affect the remainder of Gaetz 
Avenue and eventually all other avenues in the Downtown. After investing much 
time and money for studies, designs. and public input over the past three years, we 
would not support revising the sidewalk pattern at this late stage: just prior to 
construction without adequate time to properly reassess the design and solicit public 
input. Note that this project is currently out for tender, to close February 11. 1992. 

RECOMMENDATION 

We respectfully request that Council rescind the January 6. 1992 resolution with respect to 

this matter. that Council approve construction of the items noted under 1.1 and 1.2 above. 
that the extra cost of vintage lighting along Gaetz Avenue ( 53 Street to 52 Street) be funded 
through a local improvement. and that the decorative sidewalk pattern, as shown on Drawing 
R25. be constructed along Gaetz Avenue (53 Street to 52 Street). 

~AC> 
Ken G. Ha~. Eng. 
Engineering Department Manager 

TCW/emg 
Att. 

c.c. Director of Community Services 
c.c. Director of Financial Services 
c.c. E. L. & P. Manager 
c.c. Parks Manager 
c.c. City Planner 
c.c. Towne Centre Association Manager 
c.c. Project Engineer 
c.c. Streets and Utilities Engineer 
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CS-P-3.344 

CATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

January 28, 1992 

CITY CLERK 

CON BATCHELOR 
Parks Manager 

RE: TOWNE CENTRE ASSOCIATION - PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS 
Your memos of January 22 and January 27 refer. 

In a letter dated January 21, 1992 from the Towne Centre Association, a number of 
suggestions were made relative to the landscaping and development of 51 Avenue and 
Gaetz Avenue. This letter prompted a meeting on January 23, 1992 which resolved most 
issues as outlined in Mr. Ferguson's subsequent letter received on January 27, 1992 (but 
dated January 14, 1992). 

I concur with the agreements as outlined in the January 27th letter from the Towne Centre 
Association, except for the issue of sidewalk treatment or finish on Gaetz Avenue (see 
Attachment I). In 1988, City Council directed the administration and a consultant to 
prepare Downtown Sidewalk Landscape Standards. These standards were prepared by 
EDA Collaborative Inc. in the "Downtown Sidewalk Landscape Report" of March 1989, and 
were further ratified in the March 1990 Reid Crowther report for the "Gaetz Avenue 
Parking Mall".. These two reports provided conceptual and detailed standards for sidewalk 
treatment in the downtown (see Attachment II). These standards applied to all 
roads/sidewalks in the downtown and did not recommend a different sidewalk treatment 
for the streets versus the avenues, as suggested by the Towne Centre Association. These 
planning and standards documents were presented to the business community in the 
downtown and were illustrated at a public meeting on May 7, 1990, where the plans and 
standards were publicly accepted. 

I cannot support a suggestion to provide a different sidewalk design for avenues from 
that already in place on Ross Street. For consistency and downtown area identity, the 
surface treatment for Gaetz Avenue should be the same as Ross Street. The selection of 
sidewalk treatment for Gaetz Avenue, between 52 Street and 53 Street, determines how 
the balance of Gaetz Avenue should be developed from 52 Street to 46 Street. Therefore, 
the sidewalk treatment is vital to providing an attractive, functional and uniform sidewalk 
system in the downtown area. 

With respect to the request of the Towne Centre Association to provide electrical outlets, 
I would concur with their suggestion that electrical outlets only be provided in landscaped 
island nodes at intersection and at mid-block islands. The practice of locating electrical 

.. 2 
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outlets within the tree grates of individual downtown boulevard trees should be 
discontinued as they create several public safety concerns and are a determent to the 
maintenance and health of the trees. The electrical outlets have been provided in the past 
to allow for future street lighting by the Towne Centre Association if merchant financing 
were to be arranged. Lighting of these trees has not occurred to date. Lighting can be 
more effectively and aesthetically provided in the landscaped nodes at intersections. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

1. That City Council approve the landscaping and sidewalk treatment for 51 Avenue 
and Gaetz Avenue as outlined on Attachment I, including the same sidewalk 
treatment on Gaetz Avenue, between 52 Street and 53 Street, as presently exists 
on Ross Street. 

2. That City Council approve electrical outlets in landscaped nodes at intersections 
and mid-block locations on Gaetz Avenue as an alternative to individual tree 
lighting. 

~ ·(/ 

/~tjJ;' -, ~ 

DON BATCHELOR 

:ad 
Atts. 

c. Paul Meyette, Principal Planner, ·R.D.R.P.C. 
Ken Haslop, Engineering Manager 
Tom Warder, Streets/Utilities Engineer 
John Ferguson, Manager, Towne Centre Association 
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GAETZ AVE./EAST SIDEwAL.K 

/ 
11 ' unistone/concrete sidewalk 
as per Ross Street 
Lighting offered as a local 
improvement (vintage style) 
Tree planting in tree grates 
1 landscaped node 

52 STREET 

::::::::::::: 51 AVENUE EAST SIDEWALK 
11 ' traditional concrete 
sidewalk 
Conventional lighting 
Tree planting in tree grates 
2 landscaped nodes 
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DATE: January 28, 1992 

TO: City Ckrk 

FROM: E. L. & P. Manager 

RE: Towne Centre Association - Pedestrian Improvements 

The E. L. & P. Department wisho to make the following comments regarding the two 
project sections outlined in the January 14, 1992 letter from the Towne Centre Association. 

51 Avenue Between Ross Street and 52 Street 

The change from vintage style lighting to standard lighting is quite acceptable for purposes 
of lighting the roadway. The cost of installing the lighting and the proposed electrical outlets 
in the planters will have to be funded from the road project or some source other than the 
E. L. & P. budget as no provision for such a project is included in the E. L. & P. budget. 
No cost estimates for the electrical work have yet been provided by the E. L. & P. 
Department for this work as proposed. 

Gaetz Avenue Between 52 Street and 53 Street 

The E. L. & P. Department are in agreement with the proposal and cost estimates have 
already been provided. 

A. Roth. 
Manager 

AR/jjd 
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City Clerk 
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CS-3.548 

FROM: CRAIG CURTIS, Director 
Community Services Division 

RE: TOWNE CENTRE ASSOCIATION: PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS 
Your memos dated January 22 and 27, 1992 refer. 

1. In January, the Director of Engineering Services recommended that the proposed 
new sidewalks on the east side of 51 and Gaetz Avenues be upgraded to the 
same standards as Ross Street, including unistone/concrete paving, vintage style 
lighting and tree planting. The recommendations were consistent with the 1989 
"Downtown Sidewalk Landscape Report'', prepared in consultation with the Towne 
Centre Association. 

The report from the Director of Engineering Services was considered by City 
Council at its meeting on January 6, 1992, when the following resolution was 
adopted: 

''RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered report from 
the Director of Engineering Services dated December 30, 1991 re: 51 Avenue - 53 
Street to Ross Street, hereby agrees as follows: 

1. that decorative sidewalk, tree planting and vintage street lighting in the areas 
as noted in the above report, be included in the 51 Avenue - 53 Street to 
Ross Street realignment project 

2. that the extra cost of decorative street lighting be funded by way of the local 
improvement and that the extra cost tor decorative sidewalk and tree planting 
be charged to the 1992 budget as specified during the 1992 budget 
deliberations 

3. that the above items are subject to the total project being approved during the 
1992 budget deliberations 

and as presented to Council January 6, 1992." 
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Towne Centre Assoc. • Pedestrian Improvements 

2. The Towne Centre Association, in a letter dated January 21, 1992. recommended 
certain changes to the proposed pedestrian improvements. On January 23, 1992. 
a meeting was held between representatives of the Towne Centre Association and 
the City administration. Agreement was reached on most issues, and the revised 
recommendations are outlined in a second letter from the Towne Centre 
Association, received January 27, 1992. (but dated January 14, 1992). However, 
the Towne Centre Association is continuing to recommend a revised standard for 
sidewalks along avenues. 

3. I have reviewed the letters from the Towne Centre Association, in conjunction with 
a report from the Parks Manager, and my comments are as follows: 

• The Downtown Landscaping Program was initiated through recommendations 
in the Downtown Concept Plan, which was approved in principle by City 
Council in November 1985. At that time, the Chamber of Commerce and the 
Towne Centre Association recommended that a high priority be given to 
improvements to the pedestrian environment to encourage "street level 
revitalization and improved pedestrian traffic". 

Since 1985, the City has made a maior investment in upgrading sidewalks 
along 49 and Ross Streets, including un1stone/concrete paving, vintage style 
lighting and tree planting. It must be acknowledged, however, that these 
improvements do not appear to have acted as a catalyst for revitalization and 
reinvestment, as was originally hoped. Many privately owned properties 
remain in a poor state of repair, and the Towne Centre Association has 
generally not been very successful in encouraging the renovation of facades 
along these streets. 

• The Towne Centre Association is recommending that the landscaping design 
aJong avenues have a distinct difference in design and treatment than streets. 
I do not support this proposal, as it would introduce a new standard which is 
inconsistent with the recommendations in the "Downtown Sidewalk 
Landscaping Report" of 1989, which was prepared by landscape architects 
EDA Collaborative Inc. This report recommends that designated sidewalks 
within the downtown area, including those along Gaetz Avenue, be upgraded 
to the same standard as Ross Street. Considerable time and resources were 
invested in this report, which was prepared in consultation with the Towne 
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Charlie Sevcik 
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January 29, 1992 
Towne Centre Assoc. • Pedestrian Improvements 

Centre Association. Furthermore, detail plans for Gaetz Avenue, based on 
these standards, were positively received at a public meeting in May 1990. In 
my view. it is important that the Downtown Landscaping Program proceed in 
a consistent manner, in accordance with a professionally designed overall 
plan. Ad hoc changes could result in a variety of different standards, resulting 
in an inconsistent visual image, and costly maintenance in the future. 

• I endorse the proposals outlined in Attachment 1 of the Parks Manager's 
report, dated January 28, 1992, which recommends: 

That the sidewalk on the east side of 51 Avenue, between Ross Street and 
52 Street, be of traditional concrete design, with conventional lighting and 
tree planting in tree grates. 

That the sidewalk on the east side of Gaetz Avenue, between 52 and 
53 Streets, be a combination of unistone and concrete to the same 
standard as Ross Street, with vintage style lighting and tree planting in tree 
grates. 

That electrical outlets be installed in landscape nodes and at intersections 
and mid-block locations on Gaetz Avenue. :s an alternative to individual 
tree lighting. 

4. RECOMMENDATIONS 

:dmg 

I support the comments of the Parks Manager and recommend that City Council: 

• Approve the landscaping and sidewalk treatment for 51 Avenue and 
Gaetz Avenue, as outlined on Attachment 1 of the Parks Manager's report 
dated January 28, 1992. 

•· Approve the revised locations of electrical outlets along Gaetz Avenue, as 
recommended by the Parks Manager. 

c. Don Batchelor, Parks Manager 
Paul Meyette, Principal Planner, R.D.R.P.C. 
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Commissioners' Comments 

We would concur fully with the reports from the administration. 

With respect to the proposed changes on 51 st Avenue, we agree with the Towne 
Centre Association that this is an area where improvements of this nature will have little 
impact and we appreciate the view of the Association that in times of restraints, such 
expenditures could better be made elsewhere. 

With respect to the change in design for Avenues from that already approved, we 
have deep concern. The time to have raised this concern was when Council approved 
the original report. To change at this stage means a redesign, new drawings and 
specifications, re-submission to the affected public, and very likely a delay in this project, 
or part thereof, until 1993. We cannot support this change and recommend Council 
approve proceeding as outlined by the Engineering Department Manager and the 
Director of Community Services. 

"A.J. MCGHEE11 

Mayor 

"M.C. DAY'' 
City Commissioner 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

April 29, 1992 

Engineering Department Manager 

City Clerk 

LOCAL IMPROVEMENT BYLAW NO. 3066/92 
DECORATIVE STREETLIGHTING - EAST SIDE OF GAETZ AVENUE 
FROM 52 STREET TO 53 STREET 

The above noted Local Improvement Bylaw received further consideration at the Council 
meeting of April 27, 1992. 

As a result of a petition received from all of the property owners whose lands abut the 
proposed local improvement, indicating their objection to the program at this time, 
Council defeated Bylaw No. 3066/92 at second reading. In view of the above, standard 
streetlighting is to be installed in the area. 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory. 

CS/jt 

c.c. Director of Financial Services 
City Assessor 
E. L. & P. Manager 



THE CITY OF RED DEER 
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 

City Clerk's Dcnartment 342-8132 

April 30, 1992 

249406 Alberta Ltd. 
5201 - 50 Avenue 
RED DEER, Alberta 
T4N 4B4 

Dear Sir/Madam: 

RE: LOCAL IMPROVEMENT BYLAW NO. 3066/92 
DECORATIVE STREETLIGHTING - EAST SIDE OF 
GAElZ AVENUE - 52 STREET TO 53 STREET 

FILE No. 

FAX: (403) 346·6195 

The above noted Local Improvement Bylaw received further consideration at The City of 
Red Deer Council meeting of April 27, 1992. 

As a result of a petition received from all of the property owners whose lands abut the 
proposed local improvement, indicating their objection to the program at this time, 
Council defeated Bylaw No. 3066/92 at second reading .. In view of the above, standard 
streetlighting rather than decorative streetlighting is to be installed in the area at no extra 
cost to the owners of the abutting land. 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory. 

City Clerk 

CS/jt 

c.c. Engineering Department Manager 
Towne Centre Association 
E. L. & P. Manager 



THE CITY OF RED DEER 
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 

City Clerk's Dcoartment 342-8132 

April 30, 1992 

Muma Arrison & Wing Wand Ltd. 
5205 - 50 Avenue 
RED DEER, Alberta 
T4N 4B4 

Dear Sir/Madam: 

RE: LOCAL IMPROVEMENT BYLAW NO. 3066/92 
DECORATIVE STREETLIGHTING - EAST SIDE OF 
GAETZ AVENUE - 52 STREET TO 53 STREET 

FILE No. 

FAX: (403) 346·6195 

The above noted Local Improvement Bylaw received further consideration at The City of 
Red Deer Council meeting of April 27, 1992. 

As a result of a petition received from all of the property owners whose lands abut the 
proposed local improvement, indicating their objection to the program at this time, 
Council defeated Bylaw No. 3066/92 at second reading .. In view of the above, standard 
streetlighting rather than decorative streetlighting is to be installed in the area at no extra 
cost to the owners of the abutting land. 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory. 

City Clerk 

CS/jt 

c.c. Engineering Department Manager 
Towne Centre Association 
E. L. & P. Manager 



THE CITY OF RED DEER 
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 

City Clerk's Dcoartment 342-8132 

April 30, 1992 

Don Shar Holdings 
5229 - 50 Avenue 
RED DEER, Alberta 
T4N 484 

Dear Sir/Madam: 

RE: LOCAL IMPROVEMENT BYLAW NO. 3066/92 
DECORATIVE STREETLIGHTING - EAST SIDE OF 
GAETZ AVENUE - 52 STREET TO 53 STREET 

FILE No. 

FAX: (403) 346·6195 

The above noted Local Improvement Bylaw received further consideration at The City of 
Red Deer Council meeting of April 27, 1992. 

As a result of a petition received from all of the property owners whose lands abut the 
proposed local improvement, indicating their objection to the program at this time, 
Council defeated Bylaw No. 3066/92 at second reading .. In view of the above, standard 
streetlighting rather than decorative streetlighting is to be installed in the area at no extra 
cost to the owners of the abutting land. 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory. 

CS/jt 

c.c. Engineering Department Manager 
Towne Centre Association 
E. L. & P. Manager 



THE CITY OF RED DEER 
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 

City Clerk's DcDartment 342·8132 

April 30, 1992 

Salvation Army 
5211 - 50 Avenue 
RED DEER, Alberta 
T4N 4B4 

Dear Sir/Madam: 

RE: LOCAL IMPROVEMENT BYLAW NO. 3066/92 
DECORATIVE STREETLIGHTING - EAST SIDE OF 
GAElZ AVENUE - 52 STREET TO 53 STREET 

FILE No. 

FAX: (403) 346·6195 

The above noted Local Improvement Bylaw received further consideration at The City of 
Red Deer Council meeting of April 27, 1992. 

As a result of a petition received from all of the property owners whose lands abut the 
proposed local improvement, indicating their objection to the program at this time, 
Council defeated Bylaw No. 3066/92 at second reading. In view of the above, standard 
streetlighting rather than decorative streetlighting is to be installed in the area at no extra 
cost to the owners of the abutting land. 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory. 

City Clerk 

CS/jt 

c.c. Engineering Department Manager 
Towne Centre Association 
E. L. & P. Manager 

.!! ReD· oeeu 



THE CITY OF RED DEER 
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 

City Clerk's Dcnartment 342-8132 

April 30, 1992 

MAR-WAS INVESTMENTS 
5019 - 50 Street 
RED DEER, Alberta 
T4N 1Y2 

Dear Sir/Madam: 

RE: LOCAL IMPROVEMENT BYLAW NO. 3066/92 
DECORATIVE STREETLIGHTING - EAST SIDE OF 
GAETZ AVENUE - 52 STREET TO 53 STREET 

FILE No. 

FAX: (403) 346·6195 

The above noted Local Improvement Bylaw received further consideration at The City of 
Red Deer Council meeting of April 27, 1992. 

As a result of a petition received from all of the property owners whose lands abut the 
proposed local improvement, indicating their objection to the program at this time, 
Council defeated Bylaw No. 3066/92 at second reading. In view of the above, standard 
streetlighting rather than decorative streetlighting is to be installed in the area at no extra 
cost to the owners of the abutting land. 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory. 

CS/jt 

c.c. Engineering Department Manager 
Towne Centre Association 
E. L. & P. Manager 



April 14,1992 

City of Red Deer 
P.O. Box 5008 
Red Deer, Alta. 
T4N 3T4 

Att: Ken G. Haslop 
Engineering Departrnent Manager 

Re: Local Improvement: File #640-185A 
WITHOur PREJUDICE 

THE CITY OF RED DEER 
Ci.~i':K'S llEPARii.mtT 

rnv: :~---=--~=-H---:1-?<:".~ 
01\Tt 

In reference to Decorative Street Lighting on Gaetz Avenue from 52 street to 
53 street, on the east side. 

We the following object to the Decorative Street Lighting and wish to advise you 
we are not in favor of this program at this time. 

MAR-WAS INVES'IMENTS 
5019 - 50 ST. 
RED DEER, ALTA. 

SALVATION ARMY 
5211 - 50 AVE. 
RED DEER, ALTA. 

DON SHAR HOLDINGS 
5229 - 50 AVE. 
RED DEER, ALTA. 

MURNA ARRISON & WING WAND LTD. 
5205 - 50 AVE. 
RED DEER, ALTA. 

249406 AI.BERTA LTD. 
5201 - 50 AVE. 
RED DEER, ALTA. 

Sul:mitted by 

249406 AI.BERTA LTD. 

JIM RUNZER 
PHONE 342-2580 



THE CITY OF RED DEER 
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 

City Clerk's Dcoartment 342-8132 

April 30, 1992 

Muma Arrison & Wing Wand Ltd. 
5205 - 50 Avenue 
RED DEER, Alberta 
T4N 4B4 

Dear Sir/Madam: 

RE: LOCAL IMPROVEMENT BYLAW NO. 3066/92 
DECORATIVE STREETLIGHTING ·EAST SIDE OF 
GAETZ AVENUE - 52 STREET TO 53 STREET 

FILE No. 

FAX: (403) 346·6195 

The above noted Local Improvement Bylaw received further consideration at The City of 
Red Deer Council meeting of April 27, 1992. 

As a result of a petition received from all of the property owners whose lands abut the 
proposed local improvement, indicating their objection to the program at this time, 
Council defeated Bylaw No. 3066/92 at second reading. In view of the above, standard 
streetlighting rather than decorative streetlighting is to be installed in the area at no extra 
cost to the owners of the abutting land. 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory. 

City Clerk 

CS/jt 

c.c. Engineering Department Manager 
Towne Centre Association 
E. L. & P. Manager 
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NO. 12 

DATE: April 21, 1992 

TO: City Council 

FROM: Assistant City Clerk 

RE: UTILITY BYLAW AMENDMENT 2960/8-92 
INTEREST PAID ON PREPAID UTILITY DEPOSITS 

As Council will recall at the April 13, 1992 meeting, the above noted bylaw was given 
three readings. 

Unfortunately, due to an administrative error, we previously had a Utility Bylaw 
Amendment 2960/B-92. The amendment which went to Council on April 13th should have 
been numbered 2960/C-92. 

As a result of this error, attached for Council's consideration is Utility Bylaw Amendment 
2960/D-92, which provides for the renumbering as outlined above. 

We apologize for any inconvenience this may have caused. 

~ 
KELLY KLOSS 
Assistant City Clerk 

KK/jt 

Att. 

c.c. Director of Financial Services 
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BYLAW No. 2960/B-92 

Being a by-law to amend By-law 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, HEREBY ENACTS AS FOLLOWS: 

1 By-law 2960/88 as amended is hereby amended by deleting clause 18 and 
substituting the following: 

1118. Interest calculated annually, not in advance, shall be credited to a cash 
deposit calculated as follows: 

(a) In respect to deposits received by The City on or before May 1, 1982 

(i) from May 1 , 1982 to March 1 , 1984 at a rate of 1 0% per year 

(ii) from March 1, 1984 to May 1, 1992 at a rate of 6% per year. 

(iii) from May 1 , 1992 to the date the deposit is refunded by The 
City at a rate of 5% per year. 

(b) In respect to deposits received by The City after May 1 , 1982 but on 
or before March 1 , 1984 

(i) from the date the deposit was received to March 1 , 1984 at a 
rate of 1 0% per year 

(ii) from March 1 , 1984 to May 1 , 1992 at a rate of 6% per year 

(iii) from May 1 , 1992 to the date the deposit is refunded by The 
City at a rate of 5% per year. 

(c) In respect to deposits received by The City after March 1, 1984 

(i) from the date the deposit was received to May 1 , 1992 at a 
rate of 6% per year. 

(ii) from May 1 , 1992 to the date the deposit is refunded by The 
City at a rate of 5% per year .11 
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Bylaw No. 2960/B-92 
-2-

2 This Bylaw shall come into full force and effect on May 1 , 1992. 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 13 day of 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 13 day of 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 13 day of 

MAYOR 

Commissioner's Comments 

April 1992. 

April 1992. 

April 1992. 

We would recommend Council give 3 readings to the proposed bylaw. 

11 R.J. MCGHEE 11 

Mayor 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

April 29, 1992 

Director of Financial Services 

City Clerk 

UTILITY BYLAW AMENDMENT 2960/8·92 
INTEREST PAID ON PREPAID UTILITY DEPOSITS 

At The City of Red Deer Council meeting of April 27, 1992, three readings were given to 
Utility Amending Bylaw 2960/0-92, which renumbers previous Amending Bylaw 2960/B-92 
to 2960/C-92 (this bylaw contemplates a changes to interest calculated annually on 
deposits). 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information. 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory. 

/jt 

c.c. Computer Services Manager 
Utility Billing Supervisor 
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NO. 13 

DATE: April 21, 1992 

TO: City Council 

FROM: Assistant City Clerk 

RE: FIRST RED DEER PLACE 
4911·51 STREET I OUTSTANDING ELECTRICAL CONNECTION FEE 

As directed by City Council, the following items concerning the above topic have been 
placed on the Council agenda of April 27, 1992. 

Representatives of First Red Deer Place have been invited to attend this said Council 
meeting to discuss this matter. 

This is submitted for Council's consideration. 

KK/jt 

Att. 
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DATE: March 30, 1992 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: E. L. & P. Manager 

RE: First Red Deer Place 4911 - 51 Street 

Council Request 

The E. L. & P. Department and the owners of First Red Deer Place have been involved in 
a lengthy dispute regarding an outstanding electrical connection fee of $41,433. for First Red 
Deer Place. This report is submitted to Council with the request for guidance respecting 
what action The City should follow in this matter. 

Backiuound 

A detailed report outlining this matter was included in the Agenda for The Committee of 
the Whole Meeting of City Council on November 12, 1991. This material is attached for 
Council's reference. 

The Additional Agenda For the Committee of the Whole Meeting of City Council on the 
above noted date included a letter from First Red Deer Place in which they agreed to pay 
the full outstanding amount in five annual installments in accordance with a payment 
schedule offered by The City. A copy of that letter is also attached for Council's reference. 

In view of the agreement to pay the full outstanding amount, the matter was deleted from 
the Agenda. 

Current Situation 

Based upon the payment commitment contained in the correspondence from First Red Deer 
Place, The City Solicitor prepared and forwarded an Agreement to First Red Deer Place 
for execution. The City Solicitor forwarded two subsequent letters to First Red Deer Place 
requesting the Agreement to be execl,lted and returned. 

Under letter of March 3, 1992 from the Solicitor for First Red Deer Place, the issues in 
dispute were re-stated and a revised Agreement was presented which proposed payment of 
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only $14,453.63 of the $41,433.72 outstanding amount. A copy of this correspondence is 
attached for reference. 

E. L. & P. Comments 

The following comments are in addition to those found in my report to Council dated 
November 5, 1991 which is attached for reference. 

1. In my opinion, the latest action by First Red Deer Place is nothing more than 
another delaying tactic which is intended to defer payment even further. 

2. The current position taken by First Red Deer Place again indicates their 
unwillingness to finalize a commitment which has been given. 

3. The current payment offer by First Red Deer Place to pay for capacity as it is used 
is unacceptable from a utility perspective because: 

a) The method does not enable the utility to economically plan for a specific 
capacity requirement. Capacity is demanded by a customer, such as First Red 
Deer Place, on an instantaneous basis without notice and, as such, a 
reasonable amount of capacity must be provided by the utility and it must be 
paid for. 

b) The method would require the implementation of an expensive load 
monitoring system to initiate the billing for the additional demand when it 
occurs. This presents the further problem of establishing the minimum 
incremental load increase which will initiate an additional billing. 

c) Based on our experience with First Red Deer Place, it is unlikely that 
additional payments will be made without lengthy disputes. 

4. Acceptance of the current offer made by First Red Deer Place may quite likely result 
in other customers requesting refunds because their load has not yet reached the 
level of the capacity for which they paid. 

5. The energy efficiency issue is a new argument. However, it is an argument which 
suggests rebates for previously paid connection fees. This is evident from the fact 
that this issue is a 1989 issue and that the 1989 fee should be reduced because of 
energy efficiency. This is obviously an unacceptable way of operating a business. 
First Red Deer Place should be commended for their efficiency improvement 
measures - so should the other Red Deer customers who have made similar 
improvements and have not received a rebate. 
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6. Attempts by myself and The City Commissioner have proved futile in resolving the 
matters contained in the First Red Deer Place statements of "principles underlying 
the calculations, and the calculations themselves". 

Possible Actions 

1. Pursue legal alternatives to collecting the outstanding invoice. The City Solicitor will 
present comments regarding this option. 

2. E. L. & P. can install a device which will limit the capacity drawn by First Red Deer 
Place to an amount for which they have paid. If the limit is exceeded the device will 
disconnect the building from the utility source. 

3. Negotiate an acceptable payment with First Red Deer Place. This is not 
recommended as it could establish a very undesirable precedent. 

A Roth, 
Manager 

AR/jjd 

Attachments 
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DATE: November 5, 1991 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: E. L. & P. Manager 

RE: First Red Deer Place 4911 - 51 Street 

Council Request 

The E. L. & P. Department and the owners of First Red Deer Place have been involved in 
a lengthy dispute regarding an outstanding electrical connection fee of $41,433. for First Red 
Deer Place. This report is submitted to Council with the request for guidance respecting the 
City's position. 

Back~ound 

First Red Deer Place is serviced by means of the 25 KV Downtown Underground Electrical 
System and was connected to that system in January 1989. At that time the customer paid 
a connection fee of $61,470. which was specified on the City of Red Deer General Work 
Order #2737 dated April 29, 1988 and which was signed by the customer. A copy of this 
Work Order is attached for reference. The fee shown on the Work Order is an estimated 
cost which is a firm quotation to the customer. 

Issue in Dispute 

The issue in dispute in this instance is the amount of the "capacity" component of the 
connection fee. This component of the fee is based on an estimate of the electrical capacity 
which will be drawn by the building when fully occupied and is therefore dependent upon 
the number, size and type of electrical facilities which are installed within the building. It 
should be noted that the Utility must supply all of this capacity upon demand and without 
notice. This component of the fee is specifically designed to recover the Customer's share 
of the cost for the underground transformer which reduces the 25,000 volt system voltage 
to the customer's 600 volt utilization voltage, plus the 25,000 volt underground switches and 
fuses. 

The amount of the electrical capacity which determines the "capacity11 component of the fee 
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was initially a matter of dispute in April 1988 when the E. L. & P. servicing Work Order was 
signed. Three figures for the building capacity were independently determined in this 
instance, namely: 

a. 830 KVA as determined by the E. L. & P. Department based on the size of 
the building which was being cons-tructed, the size of the customer's electrical 
service entrance equipment, and a comparison with actual load data from 
other similar buildings. 

b. 830 KV A rated service entrance equipment for an estimated load of 
approximately 800 KV A as determined by the customer's engineering 
consultant. 

c. 400 KV A as determined by the customer and insisted by him to be adequate. 

The building was actually constructed with a service entrance size of 1662 KV A which 
provides for a future addition to the building. If the customer actually believed that his 
initial 400 KVA capacity figure was correct, he would have installed a service entrance of 
800 KV A to allow for the future doubling of the building. By actually installing 1662 KV A, 
the customer has implicitly acknowledged that his 400 KV A figure was inadequate and that 
the correct figure was 830 KV A as estimated by his engineering consultant and the E. L. & 
P. Department. 

The customer was very insistent that our numbers were incorrect and that he was being over 
charged. There appeared to be an "after the fact" mechanism to avoid a confrontation and 
a long construction delay in this instance and I therefore authorized a quotation based on 
400 KV A with a stipulation. Anticipating that the 400 KV A would be proven to be 
incorrect, the Work Order which the customer signed contains the following sentence: 

"If these change, cost revisions will be required" 

The actual demand reached 408 KVA in May, 1989 at which time the building was only half 
occupied. The maximum demand to date has been 542 KV A at which time the building was 
still not fully occupied. 

It is very clear that the customer's capacity estimate was in error for a fully occupied 
building, that the conditional clause placed on the Work Order was warranted, and that 
there is every justification for recovering the outstanding $41,433. for the additional 430 
KVA of capacity which should have been recovered when service was connected. 

The building owner's present position is that the 830 KVA figure is too high and that he 
should be able to pay the capacity charge as his load actually reaches certain levels. 
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The situation faced by both parties, besides the outstanding monies, is that the Utility has 
some equipment installed on the service which is only rated at 400 KV A which is the 
capacity for which the customer has paid. If this equipment fails the consequences could 
range anywhere between the following two situations: 

1. The restrictive Utility equipment could fail with damages being restricted only to this 
equipment and a power outage to the customer's building only. 

2. The restrictive Utility equipment could fail with an ensuing fire within the building 
and also within the Utility's underground duct system which would result in a major 
outage of a long duration to the Downtown area. 

We are reluctant to remove the restrictive equipment as it is the only direct link to the 
contribution which has been paid by the customer. The customer has been made aware of 
the consequences. 

Attempts at Resolution 

In August of 1989 it became known that the customer's load had exceeded the 400 KVA 
which had been paid for by the customer in the connection fee some 6 months earlier. The 
customer was contacted and advised that the conditional clause of the Work Order would 
be implemented. The customer wished to discuss the matter further prior to an invoice 
being issued. After at least three meetings, numerous letters, numerous phone calls, and two 
years of elapsed time, invoice EL23844 for $41,433.73 was issued on June 25, 1991. The 
customer was advised in writing that the invoice was subject to a late payment penalty. 

To facilitate a resolution, financing terms were made available on August 7, 1991. This 
option is provided for in the City's policy and appeared to meet the customer's request to 
pay for the capacity as his load grows. 

Several more telephone calls have not brought the issue closer to resolution. 

Administrative Policies Re Quotations 

Occasionally I am asked what the basis is for the quotations we prepare in the E. L. & P. 
Department. It may be helpful to describe those policies as they relate to this situation. 



City Clerk 
Page 4 

124 

November 5, 1991 

Council Policy #603, "Electrical Upgrading in the Downtown Area" includes the following: 

Policy Statement (Selected Pertinent Sections Only) 

1. That the document entitled "Downtown Electric System Planning Report - September 
1986" as prepared by the City E. L. & P. Department and amended February 5th, 
1990, be accepted as a policy document. 

2. That the existing E. L. & P. Department customer contribution policy be revised as 
follows: 

b. If a new building is being constructed or an addition to an existing building 
then the existing electrical charge will continue to be made. This charge is 
based on the customer's s:;are of the cost of the underground system. 
Financing terms will be allGwed for this payment subject to a satisfactory 
agreement by the City Solicitor. Such financing terms would include payment 
of appropriate interest. 

Within the "Downtown Electric System Planning Report - September 1986", referenced in 
Council Policy #603, the following is stated: 

7.2 Current Policy (Selected Pertinent Sections Only) 

d) The E. L & P. Department prepares and updates the cost estimating 
data upon which customer contributions are based. 

e) The cost estimating data is based on the following considerations: 

ii) The customer's KVA of electrical load which is the basis for 
determining the individual customer's share of the 25 KV 
transformer, 25 KV switching, and secondary cable accessory 
costs. 

f) Prior to the commencement of construction, the customer or his 
authorized agent must sign an E. L. & P. Work Order on which is 
shown the customer contribution. 

g) Prior to energizing the customer's service, the customer contribution 
must be paid to the City. 
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November 5, 1991 

The City of Red Deer Utility Bylaw No. 2960/88 supports the above and makes further 
provisions as follows: 

100( 1). In addition to all other rates, tolls and charges to be paid by consumers 
pursuant to this Bylaw, in every application for electric power service, the 
consumer shall pay prior to service being provided, an amount as a levy 
towards the capital costs of service calculated by the Manager, taking into 
account the following factors: 

a) current cost of material, equipment and Jabour; 

b) the frontage of the property to be served; and 

c) ~the electrical load density. 

(2) The amount of money levied and to be paid by the consumer towards the cost 
of service shall be calculated and shown upon the work order for the 
installation and shall be signed by the consumer and the Manager. 

(3) The Work Order showing the amount of money levied and to be paid by the 
consumer and signed by the consumer and the Manager shall be deemed to 
be a binding contract at law and the Council delegates to the Manager the 
power to enter into such contracts on behalf of Council. 

( 4) The amount of money levied and paid by a consumer towards the cost of 
service shall be payable upon written demand. 

E. L. & P. Comments on Issue 

1. I must admit that, from a purely legalistic viewpoint, I made an error in authorizing 
a quotation which was less than what I believed it should be. This action was based 
on the premise that our customers are honest, that the conditional clause on the 
Work Order which was signed by the customer would be honoured, and that our 
customers should be treated with due respect which avoids confrontation whenever 
possible, and particularly when a feasible dispute mechanism exists. This is a 
personal belief which I bring to my position and which I will change if it does not fit 
City policy. 

2. I must admit that I permitted this issue to drag on for an unreasonable length of 
time. My objective was to obtain the customer's consent to paying the additional fee 
based on an understanding of City policy. I personally believe that many 
confrontations can be avoided through discussions and that as a public servant 
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providing a necessary service it should, or might, be expected that one ''go that extra 
mile". This belief will be changed if it does not fit City policy. 

3. A mechanism for eliminating any subjectivity from the determination of the 
customer's capacity (referred to as electrical load density in the Utility Bylaw) is 
available and has now been implemented. The capacity is now established as the 
lesser of: 

a) service entrance size shown on construction plans, or 

b) the minimum size service entrance size approved by the Alberta Electrical 
Protection Branch for the building actually being constructed at the time of 
quotation. 

It should be noted that this basis does not result in any connection fee being paid for 
future expansion. The capacity fee for future expansion will be levied when the 
building expansion takes place. 

4. The Work Order, with its conditional clause, is a binding contract at law as stated in 
the Utility Bylaw. The invoice for the additional capacity charge has now been issued 
pursuant to the conditional clause on the Work Order and should be collected. 

Unless directed otherwise by Council, it now appears that a purely legalistic approach 
is the only alternative remaining if the additional fee is to be recovered. 

5. One of the principals in First Red Deer Place recently tried to involve the Economic 
Development Committee in this issue. Another is presently attempting to involve the 
Towne Centre Association in this issue and or report elsewhere on this Council 
Agenda is our response to the Association. These actions by the principals of First 
Red Deer Place appear to be tactics to further delay, or to avoid, making the 
necessry payment. 

/ 
A Roth, 
Manager 

AR/jjd 

Attachment 
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TELEPHONE 

THE CUSTOMER HERESY REQUESTS ANO AUTHORIZES THE C!TY OF RED DEER. THROUGH ITS OWN FORCES. OR THROUGH 
7'HE :.MPLOYMENT OF INDEPENDENT CONTRACTORS. OR ANY COM SINA TION OF 80TH. TO PERFORM THE ABOVE WORK. IN CON­
SiOERA TION f'OR WHICH THE CUSTOMER COVENANTS ANO AGREES WITH THE CITY OF RED DEER TO PAY TO THE CITY OF i:<ED 
GEER 7HE AMOUNT DUE AS STATED 8ELOW. WITHIN THIRTY (301 DAYS OF THE DATE UPON WHICH THE CITY OF RED DEE.R 
"1AiLS A ST A TEMENT OF ACCOUNT. FOR SUCH AMOUNT DUE. TO THE CUSTOMER. THE CUSTOMER COVENANTS ANO AGREES TO 
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TER THIRTY (30) DAYS FROM THE DATE UPON WHICH THE CITY OF RED DEER MAILS THE ACCOUNT FOR THE AMOUNT DUE 
f'FIO~ THE CUSTCMER. . , -

~ E.L. & P. CONSTRUCTION Payment of invoice is not required until completion of project: 
however the final P.OWer connection will not be made until 
p~yment is received in full. Interest will be charged on the 
unpaid balance from 30 days after completion date. 

AMOUNT DUE rFIOM CUSTOMER$ /, ~· Lf 7Q D<J 
FOR CITY USE ONLY 

ACCCUNT ACO!TiONS 
Revenues 

5-~~ - - 494 Third Party 
~'10 . ~Q 92.tl 7 Ooera!lng Transfers 

940 Capital Cont. 5-~3 -/'----
5-9J, , - - 941 Subdivision Cont. 

5~ ~ <J - ..<.fa<) .:2 970 Other Contributions 

00 
~eoditum 

3~~ ') 0 - -lj.,;(0-:z_ - 110 Salaries 

5!
7 '2,Q__. 4.fc)tJJ.:i.. 120 Hourly Wage 

6- 9o - "74;/QJ_ - 265 External Equipment 

5 ':: 7o - .., 0 - 279 Cont~ac:ual Services 
;:; __ ,,.., =?r.._J 
• _ c....~ ~--=--'-~--- - 463 Internal Equipment 
s-rj 7a _ 'PO~ 
o~ '7 0 - ' ~ G <- - 530 Construction Supplies 

~ 70 - ..(.O 765 Cvernead Allocauon 

Tot•I 

523 Ven1c1e Parts 

Tol•I 

PROGRAMS 

Estimates 

s 

&!'170 

JO to 39 E. L.. &. P. Construction 70 to 79 Water & Sewer Connections 
.:Q to 49 Public Wor~s - Garage Body Shop 80 to 89 Water Kills 
50 to 59 Public Works - Misc. 90 to 99 Building Inspection 
50 to 69 E.L. >,. P 1A1sc. 

OR BASED ON COSTS INCURRED c(' 
(CHECK BOX IF APPLICABLE) 

AUTHORIZED OFFICER OF AGENT 

,,..._/ 0 (> 
~1-....:.1_e.7r~- '._V\;:;...o...~-· """..._, ..,e .... r ______ _ 

?RINT ABOVE NAME 

ORDER NO. 

Request Received By ... 

" f, &; ~{~ ... Authorized By 

Date Completed --::fAN (, / <ii 
I 

Foreman 

1 NV. No. _ _,;E.___._1-...:..-.:..x.-0:..-1....:z::c~S..__· __ _ 
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Commissioners' Comments - I q q \ 

The attached is self-explanatory and in view of the fact that the principals are making 
the cost of electrical service in the downtown a major political issue, Council's direction is 
requested. 

"R.J. MCGHEE" 
Mayor 

"M.C. DAY'' 
City Commissioner 
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603, 4911 - 51 Street 

Red Deer, Alberta. T4N 6V4 

November 1, 1991 

City of Red Deer 
Electric Light and Power 
Box 5008 
RED DEER, Alberta 
T4N3T4 

Attention: Mr. Al Roth. P. En2. 

Dear Sir: 

Re: City Invoice EL23844 
First Red Deer Place 
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I apologize for being so slow to respond to your letter of August 7, 1991. It has been a struggle to 
get all the owners together and reach a consensus. 

There still is major confusion amongst us as to what we are paying for. We originally paid the 
City $61,470.00 for electrical service. This was paid May 1, 1989. The payment was based on a 
demand load of 400 KV A. There are 2 problems: 

1. We were asked to increase our demand load capability from 400 KVA to 830 KVA. Why is 
this nec,:ssary? The maximum load foreseeable is 650 KVA. 

2. The amount we are being asked to pay is $41,433.73. When G.S.T. is removed from this 
invoice the cost is $38,723.10 for 430 KVA additional demand of $90.06 per KV A. 

On July 11, 1991 we met with Commissioner Day and yourself. At that time you undertook to 
provide us a break.down of our original bill of $61,470.00. This was received by us by return 
mail. The breakdown shows the original capacity charge was $70.03 per KV A. This charge was 
increased by 28.6% in a period of 2 years. Why? 

We must assume that the frontage charges originally assessed at $170.25 per foot are being shared 
with the other side and therefore represent 50% of the cost of trenching, ductwork, 25KV cables, 
vaults, switches, transformers, etc. This would coincide with the credit provided for a similar 
overhead installation. 

We have no questions regarding the service cable cost of $4600.00 or the 10% overhead of 
$6120.00. 

The outstanding question remains. What did we buy originally from the City for $28,008.00 plus 
10% and what are we buying now for $38,723.10 plus G.S.T. This capacity charge totals 
$72,240.53 including overhead and tax. 

We feel for this amount of money we need to know exactly what makes up this cost and assurance 
that the cost is being borne by other power consumers on an equitable basis within the community . 

... 2 



·' 

130 

- 2 -

Under protest, we will pay the City of Red Deer five annual installments of $11,000.00 as per the 
attached payment schedule provided to us. 

In the event that city policy is inconsistent or changes for whatever reason regarding this charge, 
we expect reimbursement of the over payment. 

Yours truly, 

J. A. Hunter 
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REPAYMENT SCHEDULE FOR FIRST RED DEER PLACE LTD. 

PERIOD: 5 years 
PAYMENTS: Annual 
INTEREST RATE: 10 1 /4 % 

10 1/4% 
DATE PAYMENT INTEREST PRINCIPAL BALANCE 

June 25/91 $41,433. 72 
June 25/92 $11,000.00 $4,246.96 $6,753.04 34,680.68 
June 25/93 11,000.00 $3,554.77 7,445.23 27,235.45 
June 25/94 11,000.00 $2,791.63 8,208.37 19,027.08 
June 25/95 11,000.00 $1,950.28 9,049.72 9,977.36 
June 25/96 11,000.00 $1,022.64 9,977.36 0.00 

TOTALS $551000.00 $131566.28 $41,433.72 



Our File: 
Your File: 

14,603/KS 
18,683 THC 

March 3,1992 

Chapman Riebeek Simpson Chapman Wanless 
Barristers & Solicitors 
208 Professional Building 
4808 Ross Street 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 1X5 

Attention: Thomas H. Cbapman O.C. 

Dear Sir: 
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§KSSON 
WARREN 

§KNCLAffi 
8AllJllSTI;Jl5, SOUCT!'ORS, NOTAIUl!S PUJIUC 

Robctt H. Scammcll Q.C. 
•BanyM.WU­
Donald I. Sinclair 

Kirk L. Sis1CJ11 
•Oiri.atopher R. W arn:m 

Urry K. Phillippe 
•John D. Holmes 

G. Gay Ligia 
Brent M R.uhgeber 

RE: First Red Deer Place - Electrical Services Contract - Cjty of Red Deer 

Further to your letter of January 31, 1992 to Mr. John Hunter, we had received instructions to 
make several changes to the Agreement provided with your letter. However, our clients are very 
concerned, as it had been agreed that the principles underlying the calculations, and the 
calculations themselves, are to be provided to our clients. This has not been done. 

In addition, our clients have determined that the circumstances under which the peak demand were 
reached will not re-occur. All electrical systems were engaged at full capacity throughout the 
building at that time. We note that in reality, this peak was measured at 542.4 K.V.A., not the 
estimated 830 K.V.A. 

Since that date, the fourth compressor ( 80 K.V.A.) in the air conditioner has been taken out of 
service. Additlonally, our clients are testing other energy efficient devices such as florescent 
ballasts that reduce energy use. 

Our client is confident that the City of Red Deer supports energy efficiency and the demand 
requirement of First Red Deer Place has been reduced so that a demand load of 550 K. V.A. should 
be satisfactory. In fact, our client believes that it would be a rare event if the demand loan exceeded 
480 K.V.A. 

In addition to the information requested about, please have the City advise as to the length of time 
energy use spikes are recorded for maximum demand calculations . 

....... 2 

Fint Red Deer Place 
600, 4911 - 51 Strce1 

Red Deer, Alben.a, Canada T4N 6V4 
Telqihone (403) 343-3320 

Fax(403)343-6069 
(Dclbume: 749-3650) 
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Finally, we enclose a revised copy of the Agreement that our client would be prepared to sign once 
the information and figures are provided. It is important to our client that the Agreement contain a 
clause similar to Clause 4 of the draft as the City of Red Deer would not wish to be inadvertantly 
put in a position of charging on the basis of demand loan in a discriminatory fashion. For 
example, it would be discriminatory if other users were being allowed to exceed the demand load 
paid for without being assessed in the same fashion as First Red Der Place Ltd. 

We trust the above is satisfactory and remain. 

cc: First Red Deer Place 
Attention: John Hunter 
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ELECTRICAL SERVICES CONTRACT 

BETWEEN: 

FIRST RED DEER PLACE LID. 

(hereinafter referred to as "the Owner") 

- and -

THE CITY OF RED DEER 

(hereinafter referred to as "the City") 

WHEREAS the Owner is the registered owner of the following lands, namely: 

PLANH 
BLOCK 17 
LOT21A 
EXCEPTING TIIEREOUT: ALL IBA T PORTION TAKEN FOR STREET AS 
SHOWN ON PLAN 2143MC 

EXCEPTING TIIEREOUT ALL MINES AND MINERALS 

(herein called "the Owner'slands"); 

AND WHEREAS the Owner has developed and constructed an office building upon the 
Owner's lands and is one of the occupants thereof; 

AND WHEREAS the Owner requested the City to provide electrical services to the 
Owner's lands and has made payment to the City of the sum of $61,470.00; 

NOW THEREFORE THIS AGREEMENT WITNESSETH THAT in 
consideration of the mutual covenants, conditions and agreements herein contained, and in 
consideration of the City providing additional required demand load, the parties agree together as 
follows: 

1. The Owner shall pay to the City the sum of$ 14,453.63 including GSI together with 
interest thereon at 10 1/4% per annum calculated annually and not in advance, from and including 
the 25th day of June, 1991 to the date of final payment, by way of equal consecutive annual 
installments of$ 3,837.44 per year, commencing on the 25th day of June, 1992 and continuing to 
and including the 25th day of June, 1996, which said payments shall be applied on principal and 
interest in accordance with Schedule "A" annexed hereto. The Owner shall have the privilege of 
paying any amount owing to the City in whole or in part, at any time, without notice or bonus. 

2. In the event of default of payment of any of the annual payments required to be paid. which 
default is not remedied within 15 days of notice of such default being given by the City to the 
Owner, the full amount of the balance of principal and interest accrued thereon shall, at the option 
of the City, be fonhwith due and payable. 
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3. In consideration of the Ov.:ner agreeing to pay the sums secured under this agreement and 
executing this Agreement, the City shall provide all services and equipment necessary to provide to 
the Owner a demand load of 550 KV A to serve the Owner's building. 

4. The panics hereto acknowledge that the payment of sums by the Owner to the City to 
provide electrical services was the subject of dispute. In the event the City revises its policies 
concerning the calculation of the charge for electrical services or in the event the City provides the 
electrical services at a cost that is lower than that charged the Owner, then, in such event, the 
Owner shall be entitled, at the Owner's request, to a return of any amount over paid to the City, 
together with interest thereon at 10.25%, calculated annually, not in advance from and including 
the date such overpayment was made. 

5. This agreement shall enure to the benefit of and be binding upon the parties hereto, their 
successors in title and assigns. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF the panics hereto have executed this agreement this __ day 
of , 1992. 

FIRST RED DEER PLACE LTD. 

PER: 

PER: 

THE CITY OF RED DEER 

PER: ~~~~~~·~~~-

Commissioners' Comments- Ar;I /3
1

/'fq1.. 

After many attempts to resolve this issue and after terms had been arranged 
for the payment of this account once again we find ourselves without an agreement. 

Commissioner's Comments 

11 R.,J. MCGHEE" 
Mayor 

"M.C. DAY" 
City Commissioner 

Representatives from First Red Deer Place have been contacted to attend the 
Council Meeting and discuss this issue. 

"RoJ. MCGHEE" 
Mayor 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

April 15, 1992 

E. L & P. Manager 

Assistant City Clerk 

FIRST RED DEER PLACE 
4911 - 51 STREET 

I would advise that at the Committee of the Whole meeting of April 13, 1992, 
consideration was given to your report dated March 30, 1992 concerning the above topic. 

At the above noted meeting, Council agreed that this issue be brought forward to an 
Open Meeting of Council on April 27, 1992, and that representatives from First Red Deer 
Place be invited to attend the Council meeting to speak to the issue. With regard to this, 
we will be bringing the documentation to an Open Meeting of Council with the exception 
of comments from the City Solicitor which will be included on a Closed Agenda. 

Thank you for contacting by telephone representatives of First Red Deer Place and, as 
I had indicated to you, I will be forwarding a letter to said representatives to advise them 
of Council's direction. 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory. 

KK/jt 
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THE CITY OF RED DEER 
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 

City Clerk's Oooartment 342-8132 

April 15, 1992 

Sisson Warren Sinclair 
Barristers and Solicitors 
First Red Deer Place 
600, 4911 - 51 Street 
RED DEER, Alberta 
T4N 6V4 

Attention: Kirk Sisson 

Dear Sir: 

RE: FIRST RED DEER PLACE • ELECTRICAL SERVICES CONTRACT • 
CITY OF RED DEER 

FILE No • 

FAX: (403) 346-6195 

I would advise that at the Committee of the Whole meeting of Red Deer City Council held on April 13, 
1992, consideration was given regarding an outstanding electrical connection fee for First Red Deer Place. 

At the above noted meeting, Council agreed that this matter be placed on the Open Agenda of the April 
27, 1992 Council meeting, and that representatives of First Red Deer Place be requested to attend said 
meeting to address Council relative to this outstanding electrical connection fee. 

Please accept this as Council's request that you attend the April 27, 1992 Council meeting to discuss this 
matter. 

This item is scheduled on the April 27th agenda at 4:30 p.m. Would you please enter City Hall on the 
west (parkside) entrance when arriving and proceed up to the second floor Council Chambers. The 
documentation which will appear on the agenda will be available to you on Friday, April 24, 1992, from 
the City Clerk's Department, second floor, City Hall. 

If you have any questions in the meantime, please do not hesitate to contact the writer. 

Sincerely, 

KELLY KL; 
Assistant City Clerk 

KK/jt 

c.c. E. L & P. Manager 
J.A. Hunter, First Red Deer Place, #603, 491-,1 - 51 Street, Red Deer, T4N 6V4 

rReD·neeR 
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"' ADDITIONAL AGENDA 

* * * * * * * * * * 

FOR THE COMMIITEE OF THE WHOLE MEETING 

TO BE HELD FOLLOWING THE REGULAR 

MEETING OF RED DEER CITY COUNCIL, TUESDAY,NOVEMBER12, 1991, 

IN THE COUNCIL CHAMBERS OF CITY HALL, RED DEER. 

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

1) First Red Deer Place - Re: City Invoice EL 23844/Electrical Connection 
Fee . . 1 
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AGENDA 

* * * * * 

FOR THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE MEETING 

TO BE HELD FOLLOWING THE REGULAR MEETING 

'. 

OF RED DEER CITY COUNCIL, TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 12, 1991, 

IN THE COUNCIL CHAMBERS, CITY HALL, RED DEER 

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

Kim Hayden - Re: Ambulance Bill . . 1 

2) Dir. of Engineering Services - Re: Sam Lupul Property/Lot A, Plan 4411 

3) 

::>4) 

5) 

6) 

H.W., SW 4-38-27-4 5 

City Solicitor - Re: Annexation .. 6 

E.L. & P. Manager - Re: First Red Deer Place/4911 - 51 Street/Electrical 
Connection Fee .. 11 

City Assessor - Re: Discussion Paper: Administering Assessment in Alberta 
Municipal Statutes Review Committee . . 19 

Acting City Clerk - Re: Appointment/F.C.S.S. Board .. 25 

7) City Solicitor - Re: Westward Parts Services Ltd.;Warehouse Addition 
.. 38 



DATE: April 29, 1992 

TO: City Solicitor 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: FIRST RED DEER PLACE - 4911 - 51 STREET 
OUTSTANDING ELECTRICAL CONNECTION FEE 

At the Council meeting of April 27, 1992, the above matter received consideration with the 
following resolution being passed by Council. 

11RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered report 
dated March 30, 1992 from the E. L. & P. Manager re: First Red Deer Place, 
4911 - 51 Street, hereby agrees that the City carry on in its attempt to 
recover the full amount of the electrical connection fee which it considers 
outstanding. 11 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information and we would 
request that you advise First Red Deer Place of Council's decision in this instance and 
take whatever other appropriate action is deemed necessary on behalf of the City. 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory. 

CS/jt 

c.c. City Commissioners 
Director of Financial Services 
E. L. & P. Manager 



NO. 14 

DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

April 22, 1992 

City Clerk 

136 

Engineering Department Manager 

WARRANTS FOR CROSSWALKS 

A. NEED FOR UPDATE TO POLICY 

620-099 

The control and protection of pedestrians is of primary concern to the citizens of Red Deer. 
The following events resulted in a review of the current City policy on this matter. 

1. The Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices of Canada (MUTCD, the national 
standard for traffic signs) has been revised to require the installation of crosswalk 
signs at all painted crosswalk locations without signalization or other methods of 
traffic control. Previously, crosswalks could be painted without accompanying signs. 

2. The existing crosswalk installation warrant was adopted by Council in 1973 (attached) 
and requires significant manpower to conduct a vehicle count, a pedestrian count, and 
a delay study. Budget constraints eliminated traffic counts since 1989 and have made 
it difficult to investigate crosswalk warrants. 

A new warrant is, therefore, required to take these points into consideration. 

B. PROPOSED CROSSWALK MARKING AND SIGN WARRANTS 

Crosswalk pavement markings only should be installed to connect sidewalks at signalized 
intersections. 

Crosswalk pavement markings and signs should be installed at unsignalized or uncontrolled 
intersections that meet the following criteria: 

1. immediately adjacent to convenience stores, movie theatres, care homes, and medical 
institutions where the need for a crosswalk is demonstrated by a written request; 

2. along the preferred routes leading from all elementary and junior high schools to the 
general area of student residences. 
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The preferred routes are to be designated and maintained by the Engineering Department, 
based on the following criteria: 

a. The route should be within 300 m of the school. 

b. There should not be more than one major route leading from the school entrance to 
residences in each direction (north, south, east, and west). 

c. Most students should travel on this route. 

d. Any location with limited visibility or other potential hazards will not be marked. 

This new policy is intended to establish a network of safer continuous crossing routes for 
pedestrian travel. It replaces the present system of isolated crosswalk locations with no 
overall plan regarding pedestrian routes throughout the City. 

RECOMMENDATION 

The Engineering Department respectfully requests Council consideration of the above and 
specific approval of the following course of action: 

1. Future crosswalk installations will be considered based on the new warrants listed 
above. 

2. Existing crosswalks will be repainted and crosswalk signs will be added only if the 
above warrant is met. 

3. Painting of all other crosswalks will be discontinued. 

=#k4-LD 
Ken G. Has£p~ P. Eng. 
Engineering Department Manager 

CYL/emg 
Att. 



City Commissioner - 4 - October 24th, 1973 

PROPOSED WARRANTS FOR SCHOOL AND PEDESTRIAN CROSSINGS 

measured 
Peak Hour Average Pedestrian Recommended marking or 

TYPE Volume Volume Pedestrian Location Designation Signs/Controls Remarks 

(Peak Hour) Traffic Delay 

/ 
·'· ·unmarked Less than Less than - At intersections Nil Nil v 

Crosswalks 40 200 vph 

marked 40-60 200-400 60+ sec. Signalized Paint striping Pedestrian lights 
Crosswalk vph intersections, 

,,....... Business Paint striping Nil 00 
.......... district, ....... 

w 
Playgrounds, Paint striping Overhead signing 

co 

and X-sign on multi-lane 
optional 

School routes Paint striping School Patrol Overhead signing 
~ 

and X-sign recommended on multi-lane 
( optional ·,___:_ 

Pedestrian 60+ 400+ 60+ sec. 1,000 ft. from Paint striping Pedestrian 
Actuated nearest signal actuated signal 
Controlled 
Crosswalk 

Commissioner's Comments 

We would concur with the recommendations of the Engineering Department Manager. 

"R.J. MCGHEE" (Continued ••••• ) 
Mayor 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

May 27, 1992 

City Clerk 

Engineering Department Manager 

COUNCIL POLICY 535 
WARRANTS FOR CROSSWALKS 

0150 

Please have the attached Council Policy 5,~tedj~· Council Policy Manual. This 
revised Policy was approved by Council o(_~pril 27, 1992. ) 

~·------·--,-----

·~JI:) 
Ken G. H~;, P. Eng. 
Engineering Department Manager 

/emg 
Att. 

,. t 0 I 
~,..__ v~~~~___...,_ 
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THE CITY OF RED DEER 

Policy Section: 
Engineering 

Policy Subject 
Warrants for Crosswalks 

Lead Role: 
Engineering Department Manager 

PURPOSE 

COUNCIL POLICY MANUAL 

Page: 
1 of 2 

Policy Reference: 
535 

Resolution/Bylaw: 
. April 27, 1992 

The control and protection of pedestrians is of primary concern to 
the citizens of Red Deer. This new policy is intended to establish 
a network of safer continuous crossing routes for pedestrian 
travel. 

POLICY STATEMENT 

PROPOSED CROSSWALK MARKING AND SIGN WARRANTS 

Crosswalk pavement markings only should be installed to connect 
sidewalks at signalized intersections. 

Crosswalk pavement markings and signs should be installed at 
unsignalized or uncontrolled intersections that meet the following 
criteria: 

1. Immediately adjacent to convenience stores, movie theatres, 
care homes, medical institutions, and other locations where 
the need for a crosswalk is demonstrated by a written request. 

2. Along the preferred routes leading from all elementary and 
junior high schools to the general area of student residences. 

The pref erred routes are to be designated and maintained by the 
Engineering Department based on the following criteria: 

a. The route should be within 300 m of the school. 

Cross Reference 

Remarks 

Date of Approval: Effective Date: Date of Revision: 



THE CITY OF RED DEER 

Policy Section: 
Engineering 

Policy Subject 
Warrants for Crosswalks 

Lead Role: 
Engineering Department Manager 

POLICY STATEMENT 

COUNCIL POLICY MANUAL 

Page: 
2 of 2 

Policy Reference: 
554 

Resolution/Bylaw: 
New 

b. There should not be more than one major route leading from the 
school entrance to residences in each direction (north, south, 
east, and west). 

c. Most students should travel on this route. 

d. Any location with limited visibility or other potential 
hazards will not be marked. 

This policy replaces the present 
locations with no overall plan 
throughout the City. 

Cross Reference 

Remarks 

system of 
regarding 

Date of Approval: Effective Date: 

isolated crosswalk 
pedestrian routes 

Date of Revision: 



DATE: April 29, 1992 

TO: Engineering Department Manager 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: WARRANTS FOR CROSSWALKS 

The above matter was considered by Council of The City of Red Deer Monday, April 27, 
1992. 

At the above noted meeting, it was agreed by Council that 8.1. on the first page of your 
report be amended by adding thereto the following words "and in other locations where 
the need is also demonstrated by a written request; 11

• With the aforementioned change, 
Council passed the following resolution approving your recommendations. 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered report 
from the Engineering Department Manager dated April 22, 1992 re: 
Warrants for Crosswalks, hereby agrees with the recommendations as 
outlined in the above noted report and as submitted to Council April 27, 
1992.11 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information and appropriate 
action. 

CS/jt 

c.c. Director of Community Services 
Fire Chief 
Public Works Manager 
R.C.M.P. Inspector 
Senior Planner 



NO. 15 

DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

April 21 , 1992 

City Clerk 

Fire Chief 

139 

The Fire Department 1991 Annual Report is forwarded for Council's information and 
consideration. 

I will attend the meeting of Council when the report is presented to answer questions 
of Council. 

R. Oscroft 
FIRE CHIEF 

Commissioner's Comments 

Submitted for Council's information. 

"R.J. MCGHEE" 
Mayor 



DATE: April 29, 1992 

TO: Fire Chief 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: FIRE DEPARTMENT 1991 ANNUAL REPORT 

At The City of Red Deer Council meeting of April 27, 1992, consideration was given to 
your memo of April 21 , 1992 and the Fire Department 1991 Annual Report. 

We thank you for your report, which will be filed as information. 

/jt 
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The Red Deer Fire Fighters are very proud of their accomplishments in 1991 as they relate to 
volunteer community services. The qhri tmas tree pick up proved to be more successful than ever. 
Over 90 percent of the Red Deer Fire 

1 
Fi hters turned out to volunteer their time to this worthwhile 

endeavor. The rest of the year was ~ual y as busy in the areas of fund raising for the various 
causes supported by the Red Deer Fire Fi hters Community Fund. 

! 

Members of the Red Deer Fire Dtpartment volunteered their 
time as part of their commi ' en to the Red Deer Fire 
Fighters Community Fund in ~e fi llowing specific activities 
during 1991: 

Christmas Tree Pick Up Jan. 1!5 - ~5 

Helped Organized The Tree Ch~pp~1g - It was the fire fighters 
who arranged for the chipper, qont cted the Parks Department 
and orgainzed a drop off site, cpnt cted the media and met with 
them before and during the day pf c ipping. 

Bartending At The Trout Unlim~tedjDinner 

Fire Fighters Charity Ball - Prdeee~s to The Children With 
Special Needs. · 

Medical Stand-by at the Silver J;3uc0e Rodeo 
I 

Central Alberta Duck Race 

Ronald MacDonald McHappy Day 

Medical Assistance at BMX R~e 

Players International Display ~. Th~ fire fighters did the 
setup and the take down of this !dis~lay. 

: 
: 
I 

Lectures and Demonstrations a~ V apous Red Deer Schools 

Westerner Parade 

C.P.R. Classes taught at Y . .Nl.cjA., City Life Guards, 
Teachers, Dentist's Offices, etc~ · 

I 

Set up at the westerner fair witp m1 antique fire truck and 
sold duck race tickets during \\1est~rner days 

I 

Santa Claus appearances at var1iou~ schools, day cares and 
play schools I 

I 

I 

1991 Annual Report Page 4 



Involvement in Bikes for Kids p ogram 
This program involved the coliec on of bikes as well as 
the delivery of same. In additi<[)n, four fire fighters made 
two special deliveries on Christm s morning complete 
with Santa to two very excited grrlsl. 

i 

Rental and set up of the Commlllnity Fund dunk tank - the dunk 
tank was built by fire fighters aJlld i~ maintained by them on 
an ongoing basis. 1 

Funds raised from the foregoing activitie~ were donated to the foll©Wing organizations in 1991. 
' ' I 

Children With Special Needs 
49 Street Youth Shelter , 
Red Deer Regional Hospital Ecier*ncy Department 
Red Deer Christmas Bureau , 
Red Deer Food bank 
Big Brothers & Sisters Program 

It must be noted that in addition to th~ sp~ific activities listed above as fund raising activities a larger 
percentage of the members of the F~ D+partment contribute countless hours to other community 
groups including the Children's Sertice~Center, United Way board, Youth and Volunteer Center 
Board, Piper Creek Optimists Club, Coa hing of Little League Baseball, Hockey and Football, Youth 
music programs, Food Bank and the aed eer Christmas Bureau. These hours are in addition to the 
organized fund raising activities of the R d Deer Fire Fighters Community Fund. 

1991 Annual Report Page 5 
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Mayor Robert McGhee 
Members of Council 
City Commissioner 

This 1991 Red Deer Fire Department !An~ual report is submitted for your information and considera­
tion. All phases of activities of the VaPO~s Divisions of the Department are covered in this report. 

There was one fire death recorded in t 9~
1 

, and four fire related injuries. Property damage due to fire 
was $1,196,740.00, an increase of $136, .00 over the previous year. Children playing with matches 
and or lighters continues to be the lea~in cause of fire in Red Deer, followed closely by cooking fires. 

. I 

Council approved the purchase and in~tatation of an enhanced 911 system. The system was installed in 
September, and a system lab was inst4•H Ile prior to start up to train the E911 operators. The cost of this 
project came in approximately $40,oOo. under budget. 

I 

Preliminary work such as architectur~l awings, tendering etc. was carried out throughout the year 
with respect to the new downtown ruje s tion. Construction on this project began in November, and it 
is anticipated that the station will be tjper tional by late June 1992. A committee of senior personnel 
from Fire, EL&P, Public Works, Byll,l.ws and Inspections was formed to prepare a plan for the acquisi­
tion of an 800 trunking radio system fur t e City of Red Deer. This group has been working with a 

I 

consultant from Edmonton Telephonps t prepare specifications for the system. It is anticipated that a 
Request for Proposal will be issued itj M ch 1992. 

i 

Ambulance agreements with the Coml1tylf Red Deer, Penhold and Delburne were cancelled in July, 
with a written guarantee of continuatipn f service until the impact of the new Ambulance Act is 
known. We expected the Act to be passe in the Fall of 1991, however this did not take place. 

' i 

A new rescue truck, hazardous m. ate~~ls nit was placed in service in the early part of the year. This 
unit was partially funded through the_~e ional Response Improvement Program with the Provincial & 
Federal Governments providing $10Q, .00 in grants. 

I 

With the retirement of Neil Garvin, tl}. e dtties of Deputy Director of Disaster Services was transferred 
to the Fire Department late in 1991. <ton iderable effort will be placed on the redrafting of the City's 
Civic Emergency Plan and Bylaws re~ati g to this subject. 

: I 

• I 

In conjunction with the County Fire IDep~ent, our department is co-hosting the 1992 Alberta Fire 
Chiefs Association Conference in Re~ D er in June. Considerable committee work was conducted 
throughout the 1991 year in preparatipn r this Conference. 

: I 

In conclusion, I wish to express apprqciaf
1 

·on to my Chief Officers, the Fire Marshal, and Office staff 
and to other staff members who assisted n special projects. 1991 was a year of challenge for the Fire 

I 

Department and with the dedication 3rnd erseverance of our staff members, most goals and objectives 
set for th~ were successfully me(. 

//,/. - /J ~ 1/ ' •' I 
I \ ·' / ~/Y 1(,-'.~\A. I 

'- • ~ I 

Robert K. Oscroft - Fire Chief 
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The year 1991 has been a year of sigtjific nt change brought about by the updating of various sys­
tems to modem day technological lelvel . Improvements have been made to nearly all areas of the 
department where productivity enhantjem nts could be effected by implementation of new technolo­
gy. A very deliberate effort is beingl m e by fire department administration to maximize optimum 
efficiencies during these difficult bud&e times. 

i 

A significant number of major projedts ere undertaken in 1991. After some delay related to unex­
pected additional site soil testing and <lie elays experienced due to some redesign necessitated by 
budgetary considerations, actual c~ns ction of the replacement building for Fire Station Number 
One has begun. Construction in 1991

1

co sisted almost exclusively of foundation work which was 
completed late in December. Work qon nues with completion expected in early July of 1992. 

I 

The new Rescue Hazmat unit was pl~c in service early in 1991. Because of the complexity of the 
varius specialized systems and equipntent carried by this special purpose truck training requirements 
have been extremely rigorous and wil\ co tinue to take a high priority in order that skill levels are 
maintained at a high. level. 

i 
. I 

Fire Station Two had developed a seqoujwater infiltran .. ·on problem. An engineering study has identi­
fied various means of addressing this pro lem, and as a result, a special crawl space air movement 
system was installed. In addition, cijan es to the landscaping around the building have resulted in 
improved site drainage. It appears thtt t is ongoing problem has now been adequately addressed. 

' I 

A new Enhanced 911 telephone syst*. m las installed during 1991. Details regarding this important 
addition to the fire department are dealt f ith in the Communications section of this document. 

The department upgraded its aging i al Area Computer Network in 1991. This became neces-
sary to meet the ever increasing dentan s for statistical record keeping in all areas. Fire Prevention 
and Emergency Medical Services arel c ently in the process of being computerized in an effort to 
meet the anticipated increased reporti~g r uirements of the Provincial government. 

Specific statistical information regatrrurlg the various activities of the Fire Department are depicted 
graphically and in chart form througl1 ouf this annual report. I would direct the reader to those 
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A significant amount of progress has: be n made during 1991 however a great many issues must still 
be addressed in the upcoming year. ~i out the continued dedication and input of a great many indi­
viduals, much of what has been acco~plished would not be a reality today. I would like to take this 
opportunity to thank all those individpls who have provided me with assistance and support through-
out theyear. 1, 

I 
I 

All of which is respectfully submitte4 fo~ your information 

\t~~~\~ J \\ • !~ 
\ \ ! 

~ \J '---- I 

Dennis A. Dubois 
Deputy Chief 
Operations 
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Fire Chief Oscroft 
Red Deer Fire Department 

I am ~leased to submit the following ~epf, detailing all Fire Department personnel training conduct-
ed dunng 1991. . : 

1 

' i 

I(N Sf RVICE TRAINING PROGRAMS . 
I ' 

Monthly training bulletins and subJectl guides were distributed to all platoons to ensure a contin­
ued upgrading and review of the man~ fa9ets of fire fighting. 

i I 

The Fire Department instructors f 9110~ standardized department lesson plans to ensure continui­
ty. Emphasis is placed on new proc¥u~es as well as situations which pose ever increasing hazards 
to the fire fighter and the communi~. i 

; I 

I ! 

Records of all in service, specialized•. ndtlated training for fire fighter EMT-Ps and EMT-As, offic­
ers, inspectors and dispatch operators jire ompiled. These subjects are listed under the following 

I 

general headings. , · 

All tools and equipment, apparatus 84d p mps, chemistry of fire behavior, communications, danger­
ous goods, driving and practice, exti~gu· shers, fire streams, hydraulics, mathematics, forcible 
entry and building construction, fire pfev ntion - arson evidence, flammable liquids, L.P.G., natural . 
gas, fire suppression hazards - fire fi~hti g and hazardous chemicals and materials, installed 
building systems, standpipes, sprinkl rs tc., hose and evolutions, officership, preplanning tactics and 
familiarization tours, protective brea hin equipment, public relations and personal conduct, 
rescue ropes and knots, safety, salva$e d overhaul, ventilation, water supply, streets and hy­
drants. 

Continuing education categories fof eqiergency medical services training and review are listed 
under the following general headings., I 

' I 
! 

Patient assessment, ortho, splinting f d spinal, medical emergencies, Obs/Gyn, pediatrics, extrica­
tion and emergency equipment, . emerge cy driving and transport, cardiac emergencies, ethics 
legal, psychiatric/stress, hypotheqni yperthemia, bums, shock/mast and entonox, refresher 
courses, instruction of courses, meefing and conventions and ambulance/equipment familiarization. 

Provincial Fire Training ¢oll~ge Courses-Vermilion 

1. Fire Officer C-6 (Sep¢m~· er, 1991) 
Fire fighting strategies1an tactics 
4 Captains enrolled, 1 ~O an hours 
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2. Fire Officer C-15 Pub\.ic *lations/Public Speaking 
Webster & Mallett to Ve illion 80 man hours 

' 

3. Dangerous Goods Inci~en~ Control (June 1991) 
Vermillion, AB . I 

6 Lieutenants enrolledj 24f man hours 
I 

4. Part I Fire Fighter (Se~teiber 1991) 
Vermillion, AB • 
2 Fire Fighters enrolle~, 5 fay course 

I 

5. Fire Officer C6 (Septetjibet 1991) 
Fire Fighting Stra~egy!Ijac*s Practical 
Vermillion, AB : I 

4 Officers enrolled, 5 <$.y 9ourse 
I 

. siPECIALIZED TRAINING 
(FIRE :supPRESSION/RESCUE/HAZ-MAT) 

' i 

1. Dangerous Goods Sen)in~ (February, 1991) 
Calgary, AB 

1 

I 

2 Lieutentants, 1 DepuW qhief, 24 man hours 

2. Texas A&M Univen;ilf F~ College 
(March 1991) . 1 

Deputy Chief l/C Train~ng ~ Research, 5 day course 
I 

3. Emergency Site Managem~nt, Edmonton 
(April, 1991) . ; 
1 Platoon Chief enrolled, 4 ldays 

I 

i 

4. Critical Incident Stress I Setjiinar 
Red Deer (April, 1991) i 

2 Fire Fighters enrolle4, 1 ~ay 
I 
I 

5. Level Two Extrication, i 

Red Deer College (Ap~. ·11~91) 
2 Lieutenants enrolled, 3 f ys 

6. H2S Instructors Cours+ I 

Calgary, AB (May 1991) [ 
1 Fire Fighter enrolled~ 1 4ay 

• I 

I 

7. Dangerous Goods Re~po~se Seminar (May 1991) 
Edmonton, AB · ! 

2 Captains enrolled, 3 ~y~ 

1991 Annual Report 
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I 

8. Emergency Driving Slpllsl (June, 1991) 
Red Deer College · , 
4 Fire Fighters enrolle~, 21 days 

I 

9. Enhanced 911 DispatclherlTraining (Aug/Sept 1991) 
RedDeer ' ' 

4 Full time and 2 Part ~im~ dispatchers, 2 days 
I I 

10. Emergency Site Mana~e~ent (Sept/Oct 1991) 
Edmonton, AB · i 

1 Platoon Chief enrollbd, f days 

I 

11. Critical Incident Stre~s Stminar (Oct/Nov 1991 
Edmonton, AB 1 , 

3 Fire Fighters enroll~, 41 days 
i 

12. Emergency Site Manlage~ent (November 1991) 
Edmonton, AB , i 

1 Platoon Chief enrolled,14 days 
I 

i 

13. Hazardous Materials pn~· 1-1(Jan/Feb1991) 
Red Deer Fire Dep311tm t 

Familiarization and tr4ini g of special equipment 
Approximately 1200 than hours to end of March 1991 

! i 

14. Fire Officer correspofde,ce Course 
International City Malllag,ment Association, New York 
(June 1991) . 

5 Officers enrolled, appro{imately 200 hours of study 
to achieve a certificatef i 

Twenty seven Officer~ hafe completed this course. 

i 

15. Self Contained Brea~.i i*. Apparatus, Recertification 
Course, Edmonton, AB. ( ctober 1991) 
1 Mechanic enrolled, ~ ys 

I 

' I 

EXTENSf O~ COURSE FROM PROVINCIAL FIRE COLLEGE 

1. Fire Service Office (~ecf.' mber 1991) 
Instructional Methodolog E-1 
16 Officers & Fire Fighte s enrolled, 480 man hours 

I 

2. Fire Fighter Part II (May Sept 1991) 
Basic Fire Fighter Te~h · ques 
32 Fire Fighters enrolled, 1280 man hours 

These courses were held jin- ouse at Station 3. 
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SPECIALIZED TRAINING 
CY MEDICAL SERVICES PROGRAMS 

1. Basic Trauma Life Su~po Course 
In-House Red Deer FirF partment (January 1991) 
24 EMT-Ps/EMT-As, epro led, 576 man hours 
3 Instructors, 120 man ~o s 

2. Hospital Orientation Cfw xam, (March 1991) 
16 Fire Fighter EMT-P1s, 128 man hours 

3. CPR Instructors Semin~ ( arch 1991) 
Red Deer, AB i 

6 Fire Fighters enrolle1, 9 

4. ACLS Recertification ~Ap ·v1une 1991) 
Mount Royal College i J 
6 Fire Fighter EMT-P'~, 49 man hours 

5. On Scene Conference¥. Mt (April 1991) 
Calgary, AB • 
2 Fire Fighter EMT-P' ~' 3 man hours 

I 

6. Interphase 91(May1~1) I 
Toronto, ON ! I 

1 Fire Fighter EMT-A! 1 

1 Deputy Chief EMS,~ dats, 80 man hours 

I I 

7. Pre Hospital Care Emf'rge cies 
In House-Red Deer F ept. 
All Fire Fighter EMT- 's MT-P's, 480 man hours 

i 

8. Criticallncident Stress! W kshop (Oct/Nov 1991) 
Edmonton, AB : 
3 Fire Fighter EMT-A f s e+rolled, 144 man hours 

9. Advanced Cardiac Liff S~port/Basic Trauma Life Support 
Instructors Course, E~o ton, AB (Oct 1991) 
1 Fire Fighter EMT-P,11 EMT-A enrolled, 48 man hours 

1 I 

10. Advanced Cardiac Lif~ S~pport/Basic Trauma Life Support 
Coordinators Course, ¢Jr t McEwan College, Edmonton, AB 
(August 1991) ! 

2 Fire Fighter EMT-P'~ enfolled, 24 man hours 
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11. Emergency Medical $e ices, Hospital Orientation Visits 
All Fire Fighter EMT~P's (Jan, Feb & Mar 1991) 
380 man hours , i 

• i SPECIALIZED TRAINING 
F$ ~REVENTION/EDUCA TION/ARSON 

! I 

Courses Held at Vennilioh Fte College 
i 

1. Course #46-90 (Janu* 1*1) 
Public Relations/Publif. S eaking 
2 Inspector III, 80 mari ho s 

! SPECIALIZED TRAINING 
lcoMMUNICA TIO NS DIVISION 
I 

1. Enhanced 911 S yste~ Tr , ining (Sept/Oct 1991) 
Presented by AGT Ctj. Lt . 
Red Deer Fire Depa.r$e t 

6 dispatchers, 24 man ho s 

. I 

2. Stress Management ftj.r Dispatchers 
Video Training Cours¢ 
PCS Ltd - Colorado ' I 

6 dispatchers, 48 hour$ 
I 

In 1991 we have targete~ in ouse and specialized training 
courses for the permane$t d relief dispatchers to help 
them cope with all emerg~nc and non-emergency calls. Train­
ing on the new Enhanced!911 system is ongoing. 

TOTAL Yl Y TRAINING HOURS ARE AS FOLLOWS: 

Provincial Fire Coll~ge (Vermilion) 480 hours 
Fire Suppression Inf Se ice 3,902 hours 
Emergency Medic~l S rvices In-Service 2,415 hours 
Specialized Trainin~ ( MS) 2,480 hours 

Specialized Trainin~ (F e) 5232 hours 

Specialized Training f' 
(Fire Prevention, Edp. ca ·on, Arson) 120 hours 
Specialized Trainingj (C mmunications, 

Dispatching etc.) : , 328 hours 
i 

Total Training Man Hours f'r 1~1 14.957 hours 
I 

1991 Annual Report 
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EXAMINATIONS 1 

A total of ten reclassification ancf p motional examinations 
were written in 1991 with the follo ing breakdown. 

! 

Probationary to Third Class -!4 
I 

Third Class to Second Class ---j 3 

Second Class to First Class - i 
I 

Qualified for Acting Officer - ~ 
I 

Qualified for Acting Platoon Chi~f 0 

Inspector III to Inspector IV - ~ 

•"- ·0-
- ·.""'~. ~ .. 

. .... 
. . 

,-~~ . . ~ ·. . ' .. ·.'.if\:: 

The Department is continually endeav~rin to keep abreast of improved training methods and tech­
niques in both the fire and ambulance lse ice. However, as mentioned in past Annual Reports what is 
really lacking in the program are facilipes or practical drills. In the past we have improvised using 
streets, parking lots and houses slated for emolition. 

The Red Deer Fire Department wishe$ to xpress their appreciation to Gary Steen, who so kindly 
offered his old house to the Red Deer fire Department, to practice new fire fighting techniques using 
positive pressure ventilation fans, 1-3)4" ttack lines versus 1-1/2" lines, new style attack nozzles and 
the new one hour 4500 II breathing appar tus, opposed to the 1/2 hour breathing apparatus etc. In 
return for these practices, the Red De~r F e Department completely burnt the old house to the ground. 

! 

In order to adequately train fire fighte* in ladder drills, upper level rescue, high building hose ad­
vancement, fire suppression and rescµe; we require suitable structures to actually do these drills. The 
earmarking of land identified and evaiua d adjacent to the Wastewater Treatment plant as a future 
training ground is imperative. The actditio of this type of facility would ensure that department per­
sonnel are competent in all types of e~er ency situations. 

I 

i 

I wish to express my appreciation to tpe ther City Departments as well as to the Chief Officers, and 
the Officers and men for the assistanc' an cooperation I received in 1991. 

~~;;;f-~~~/ 
Respectfully submitted, 
E.C. Howell - Deputy Chief 
Training & Research 
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Fire Chief Oscroft: 
I 
i 

I am pleased to submit the followibg feport on the operations of the Fire Prevention Bureau for. 
1991. . ! 

' i 

The number of fire investigations dropred~· n 1991, however, the dollar loss increased over the 1990 
figure. There was one fire death and f~ur ire related injuries in the past year. 

: 

. ! 

This year's Fire Prevention theme "Ftte ~on't Wait, Plan Your Escape", was used at several 
displays throughout The City and in the chool systems. This program was successful due to the 
media support, and support of fire suppres ion. 

! i 

Fire Prevention had a successful Hom~ S~ow '91 Display. The home show has proven to be very 
beneficial to our safety programs. , 

' 

i 

created several concerns to the depaiime t in areas of education levels and as to what authority our 
inspectors have in the areas of fire pfev tion and building inspections. As of this date these areas 

Alberta Labour introduced a new S~fil Codes Act and regulations in the past year. This has 

are still not clear as to the requirement~ d responsibilities pertaining to the Safety Codes Act. 

i 

The Learn Not to Bum program is sqll b~ing monitored in the school systems. It is expected that 
the education department will be apfprofc:hed in 1992 in regards to the program be a part of the 
regular curriculum. ' ! 

Fire Prevention and Red Deer Colle~e d veloped a training program in the handling and use of 
portable fire extinguishers for industy. Several props were designed for this training exercise and 
are presently located at the sewage t:fea ent plant. We are able to train people at a cost of $25.00 
per extinguisher used, which is vety r asonable for this type of training. All City of Red Deer fire 
fighters were trained in the use of pp ble fire extinguishers. 

I 

The program to locate and identify ~ pangerous Goods within The City has been completed. This 
information is now being entered on fue ~911 system to aid in the response by fire crews. 

i I 

I 

With the assistance of fire fighters ~. in1placed in Fire Prevention on light duties, all the apartment 
buildings in the City have been inspect . This program has greatly assisted Fire Prevention in 
complying with the work load and f4el e use of fire fighters in the future will be very beneficial. 

Fire Prevention staff attended severall se~inars and courses pertaining to fire safety in the past year. 
These courses are very beneficial asi the were new codes issued and procedures are continuously 
changing. The Provincial Govemme~t h s set a standard for each inspector level and Fire Prevention 
Staff have to continually upgrade t*ir . kills to meet these standards. 

. ! 

The commercial and industrial b~il g construction increased over 1991 with an increase in 
Plans Examination and Buildings un~er onstruction inspected. There were two large complexes 
constructed in 1991 that required mOtje ti e than normal (Centrium and Parkland Mall). 
The annual Hazardous Household I W ste round up was successful. Working with City Engi­
neering department, this program w¢t ery smoothly in 1991 and will continue to expand in 1992. 
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The Fire Department responded to pro erties valued at $159,004,450 with a fire loss of 
$1,196,740 in 1991. The fire loss is ~13 ,980 above the 1990 fire loss figures. 

The issuance of Orders and Chargeslhas dropped in 1991. This appears to indicate that building 
owners and agents are complying wi~h e code requirements on the initial inspection. 

I 

The following is a summary of inspe9tio s, investigations, enforcement and other related activities 
conducted by the Fire Prevention BurFau in 1991. 

I 

I wish to offer a special thanks to Aiµni istration, Fire Suppression, and all other City Depart-
ments for their support and assistanc~ in he past year. 

Sincerely, 

Cliff Robson 
Fire Marshal 
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FlRE PREVENTION BUREAU 
INSPEC~IOf AND ROUTINE ACTIVITIES 

· i CHART! 
• I 

I 
I 
I 

Inspections (inspections, re-inspections,, rese~chf writing) 
Buildings Under Construction Inspected i , 

Fire Drills Conducted : 1 

Lectures, Films, Demonstrations 
Investigations-Fire, Fumes, Vehicles 
Dangerous Goods-Research & Investigation : 
Appointments/Meetings · 
Underground Tankage and Plumbing Tested: 
Permits Issued - Burning 
Dangerous Goods 
Occupancy 
Building Pre-Plans Checked 
Building Plans Checked 
Orders and/or Charges 
Education 
Attendance at Courses and Seminars 
Office Routine 
Learn Not to Burn Program 
Testing Hydrants 
Training-Fire Fighters 
Place Assembly-Evening Checks 

TOTALS 

.1991 Annual Report 

NUMBERS 

2,548 
396 
9 
76 
78 
91 
388 
13 
62 
175 
217 
100 
161 
133 
339.5 
32 
363 
30 
17 
25 
3 

5,284 

HOURS 

2,837 
375 
9 
240 
47.5 
71 
710 
10 
19 
17.5 
188.5 
150.5 
229.5 
117.5 

361.5 

41.5 
31.5 
25 
2 

6,993 
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Incendiary/Arson, Suspected Arson, Mischi¥ 
Child Playing with Matches ' 
Extension Cords 
Fixtures 
Clothes Dryers 
Candle 
Chemical Reaction 
Cleaning with Gas 
Contact Cement-Paint Thinner Fumes 
Fail to Control Open Fire 
Roofing Tar Fire 
Vehicle Fire in Building 
Collision/Upset 
Catalytic Converter 
Abuse of Vehicle 
Miscellaneous 
Careless Smoking 
Careless Grass & Rubbish Burning 
Chimneys 
Furnaces/Heaters 
Stoves 
Construction Heaters 
Electrical-\Viring 
- Appliances 
- Motors 
Spontaneous Ignition 
Gasoline (Leak or Spill) 
LPG 
Miscellaneous Inflammables 
Combustibles Near Heat 
Torches - Plumber/\Velder 
Natural - Lightning 
Thawing Operations 
Fire \V orks/Explosion/Friction 
Bar-be-cue 
Re-ignition 
Cooking Fires 
Mechanical Failure 
Exposure 

1991 Annual Report 

CAUSES OF FIRES IN 1991 

18 
30 
0 
0 
3 
0 
0 
1 
0 
2 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
7 
1 
1 
5 
0 
2 
12 
3 
1 
3 
1 
2 
0 
4 
0 
0 
0 
0 
2 
3 
24 
21 
6 
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' 

FIRE PREVENtnc!>N BUREAU ANNUAL REPORT 
YE4R f O DATE RISK/LOSS 

' I 

I 

CHART Ill 
! 

i i 

*+SES YTD YTD 
RISK LOSS 

ASSEMBLY 
I 
I 
I 

Amusement, Recreation Place 12 $1,900,000 $3,150 
Eating Establishments 12 $385,000 $140 
Schools, Colleges, Dormitory 12 $5,900,000 $35,500 
Social, Sports, Clubs, Halls 

lb 
$500,000 $300 

Threatre, Studio, Auditorium 
Church, Court Room, Funeral Parlor 10 

INSTITUTIONAL I 
I 
I 

Home for Aged, Child Care lo 
Hospital, Clinic, Sanatorium ,1 $110,000,000 $0 
Remand Centre/Custodial Home 10 

RESIDENTIAL 
I 
I 

I 

One & Two Family Dwellings 117 $3,180,000 $399,650 
4-Plex 3 $850,000 $55,000 
Apartments-Low Rise 7 $18,009,000 $13,750 
-High Rise 0 
Hotel, Inn, Lodge, Motel 4 $9,900,000 $700 
Mobile Home 9 $203,000 $29,400 
Rooming/Boarding/Lodging/Dormitory 0 
Garages 7 $136,500 $63,100 
Row Housing/Condominiums 1 $1,000,000 $100 

BUSINESS & PERSONAL SERVICES 

Beauty Parlour 0 
Offices 0 
Banks 0 

MERCANTILE 

Food & Beverage Sales 0 
Furniture, Hardware, Appliances 0 
Motor Vehicle, Boat Sales/Service 1 $4,000,000 $100 
Recreation, Hobby Supplies 0 
Laundry, repair shop, dry cleaners 0 
Textile, Wearing Apparel Sales 0 
Books, Newspaper, Drug, Specialty 0 
Department & Variety Stores 0 
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YTD , 
RES PO If SE~ 

INDUS1RIAL & MANUFACTURING 

Wood, Furniture, Printing 0. 
Metal/Metal Products-Electrical App. 0' 
Food Processing O 1 

Heavy Machinery 0 I 
Oilfield Services, Supplies & Equip o: 
Agricultural Products 1 ; 
Repair Shop & Gas Station 1 
Spray Painting Shop 1 : 
Cement/Glass/Pottery Manufacturing 0

1 

Vehicle Parking O' 
Flammable Liquids/Gases & Petroleum O! 
Chemical/Petroleum/Paints & Plastics l • 

MISCELLANEOUS PROPERTIES 

Laboratory o; 
Communications 0 
warehouse ol 
Outbuildings 2, 
Utility Services OI 
Under Construction/Demolition/Vacant 0 

TRANSPORT VEHICLES & EQUIPMENt 

Automobiles 
Trucks-General 
Buses 
Motorcycles 
A TV's/Snowmobiles 
Industrial or Commercial Trailers 
Rail Transport & Equipment 
Recreation Trailers 
Special Vehicles-Water/Air Craft 

OUTDOOR PROPERTY 

Trash 
Brush, Grass, Ground Fires 
Fences and Poles 
Commercial Garbage Containers 
Fire Pit 
Park Equip./Picnic Shelter 
Bar-be-cue 
Tarps 

TOTALS 

1991 Annual Report 

1,7 
2)2 
d 
a 
0 
4 
d 
] 

d 

~5 
40 

l 
i9 
1 
2 
1 
t 

I 

! 

YTD 
RISK 

$400,000 
$1,000,000 
$280,000 

$750,000 

$1,200 

$94,050 
$178,000 

$210,000 

$4,500 

0 
0 
0 
$13,000 
0 
$105,000 
$200 
$5,000 

$159,004,450 

YTD 
LOSS 

$400,000 
$400 
$60,000 

$0 

$1,200 

$36,550 
$45,100 

$34,000 

$4,500 

0 
0 
0 
$650 
0 
$13,000 
$50 
$400 

$1,196,740 
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I 

PUBLIC ASSISTANCE-RESPONSES REQµI*D 
I 

Gas Spills 
Investigate Odor/Smoke 
Power Lines Down 
Sprinkler Alarm 
Dangerous or Hazardous Goods Spills 
Motor Vehicle Accidents 
Broken Gas Lines 
Frozen/Broken Water Pipes 
Lock Out 
Miscellaneous Service Calls 
Remove Smoke/Water 
Rescue/Boat Rescue 
Crash Rescue Response 
False Alarms - Deliberate 
Cancelled Incidents 
Fire Fighting Services Not Required 
Medical Aid Not Required 
False Alarms - Cause Unknown 

1991 Annual Report 

2~ 
62 
2 
1 
5: 
1~0 
0. 
2 
01 
2Q 
0 
6. 
0. 
1~ 

!~ 
0. 
123 
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Fire Chief Robert Oscroft: 

I 

The Communications Division repres~nts the Fire Departments first line of contact with the public in a 
wide variety of emergency and non bm rgency situations. It is for this reason that considerable 
emphasis has been placed on the imptov ment of systems, training and operational procedures direct­
ly relating to the Communications Di~isio in 1991. It is the intention of the department to contin-

, 

ue with improvements in 1992 and en~ui g years. 

' . 

The department is continuing its cotji. m*· 'emnt to ongoing Dispatcher meetings. These meetings 
create an opportunity for the exchang~ of ideas, improvements and concerns between department 
managers and staff members. This ~ffi ative action has proven to be a positive step in the en­
hancement of the Communications Diyisi~n. 

' 

All Emergency Dispatchers have atte~d occupation specific training courses in 1991. More promi­
nently, very significant amounts of tin}e h ve been devoted to training related to the new Enhanced 
911 system, the new Dictaphone 9~ 30 track logging recorder, Dictaphone Digital Voice Repeaters 
and a new interstation telephone syst~m. The learning curve for the Communications Division per­
sonnel has been very steep in 1991. Als a result we intend to continue with additional training relat­
ed to the new systems and equipment fns lied during the year in order that we may effect the best 
possible usage from this very sophistiqate equipment. 

Councils approval of the funds nece~s to install an Enhanced 911 system in 1991 have begun 
to improve the overall efficiency of dur 11 system. It is expected that as we gain experince with the 
new system that the depatment will b~ in a position to reduce the large number of nusiance calls cur­
rently being made to 911. It is fµrt r anticipated that the enhanced record keeping capabilities 
now available to the department wm co tribute to more accurate evaluations of emergency call 
distribution, frequency and back logs.! Th~se are important factors in the evaluation of Dispatcher 

I 

workloads. ' 

I I 

Another area currently under review py $e City of Red Deer as a corporate entity and by the Fire 
Department is the upgrading of radfO 9ommunications. The Fire Department places a high de­
mand on any radio system. Failure o~ an! radio system has dire consequences in the emergency serv­
ices field as many communications afe li e and death situations. In an effort to become well informed 
and knowledgeable in the current s~ate of radio communication technology, considerable time 
has been spent by fire administratio~ in estigating various systems available. A number of 
important facts have come to light I during this investigation. Most importantly, is the issue of 
digital radio and the absolute requirefietjt for making provision in any new radio system for easy 
access to this technology. All indicati~n~oint to the fact that within five years digital radio will be the 
only viable alternative to users such 4s e City of Red Deer. A second important issue relates to the 
saturation of the radio bands and the I dif 1culty in obtaining frequency allocations in those bands. 

! I 

I 

I 

These issues and others all point to tlie a1option of an 800 MHZ trunking radio system for the City of 
RedDeer. ! : 

Dennis A. Dubois 
Deputy Fire Chief 
l/C Operations 
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Fire Chief Robert Oscroft : 
Red Deer Fire Department 

I am pleased to submit the follow~ng feport on the operations of the Emergency Medical 
Service for the year 1991. 

1 

· 

Statistics and Trends 
. ' 

This year saw continuing growth ~n t~· e number of requests for ambulance service, increasing 
from a total of 2,430 calls in 1990 t© 2, 35 calls in 1991, a 4.3% increase. We are also continu-

1 

ing to see a trend in fewer requests for *on-emergency transportation, and a large increase in 
requests for emergency service. In 19901 there were 2081 emergency calls and 349 non-emergen­
cy calls compared to 2203 emerge*y~alls and 333 non-emergency calls in 1991. This repre­
sents a 5.9% increase in emergency ¢all , and a small decrease in non-emergency calls. June, July 
and December were the three busies~ m nths the ambulance service has ever experienced, while 
January, October and November setj ne records for those particular months. 

NEW DEVELOPMENTS 

Addition of Penhold to Response Alf a 

A part of the increase in call vol um~ (1 i calls) can be attributed to the addition of Penhold to our 
response area as of May, 1991. In i Jul~ we served notice on Penh old, Delbume, and the Coun­
ty of Red Deer that we would discotjtin~e the current ambulance service agreements with them at 
the end of the year, but would conti~ue1 to provide service after that time on a month to month 
agreement. This was in response t~ tije anticipated introduction of the new Ambulance Services 
Act and regulations, which could affeqt the financial arrangements necessary to provide this 
service. To date, this legislation h~s npt been proclaimed, so there have been no further changes 
in this area. ' 

Victim Seryices Pro~am 

I 

Early in the year, there was a.tragi¢ a~ident which involved the death of a young boy.This 
. ' 

accident was witnessed by several ft e boys friends, and as a result several of them were 
transported to the hospital for psycf ol gical counselling. The sudden influx of distraught children 
into the emergency department of*. e f.ospital was somewhat disruptive. When a second similar 
event occurred, we met with the ho~pit 1 to try to develop a better way of dealing with these 
situations without tying up a larg~ n mber of the hospital staff. The RCMP victim services 
program was approached, and offered I to provide access to their trained volunteers to help in 
these situations. This lead us to di~cus~ with them several other types of situations where their 
assistance could be useful. Consta~le !Irving Kurz came and gave our staff a presentation on 
the Victim Services program and t~e ~elp they can offer us when relatives or friends require 
support due to the injury or illness of a ~oved one. I would like to express my thanks to Constable 
Kurz for his assistance and my acfmitation for the excellent program he has developed with 
his group of dedicated volunteers. 
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New Medical Audit Process 

With the assistance of our Medical D~rec ors, Dr. Neil and Dr. Junck, a new program of medi­
cal audit was introduced this .year. ho ocopies of all patient care reports where advanced life 
support (ALS) treatment was admini ter d, together with a random ,sampling of 15 to 20 basic 
life support (BLS) calls are given tol th medical directors on a monthly basis. They review the 
calls and write their comments on thf r ports, which are then returned to me for distribution 
to the individual staff members invtjlve , who can add their own comments, or discuss the calls 
with the physicians. 

Technolo~ical Improvements 

i 

The addition of an Enhanced 9-1- ~ s stem to our department has improved our ability to 
respond promptly to calls where the1pa ient is unwilling or unable to give us their location. Previ­
ously these calls had to be manually tra ed by AGT, a process which often took 20 to 30 min­
utes. With the new system, the calle 's a dress and phone number are displayed on the Alarm 
Operator's computer screen as sootj as he phone is answered. This time saving can be lifesav­
mg. 

I 

We were able to provide a comput4r t 
1

rminal on our local area network to the secretary 
whom Emergency Medical Service$ s ares with the Fire Prevention Bureau. This ill assist 
with the increased demand for the co~ec ·on of ambulance statistics which is anticipated with 
the introduction of the new Ambulance ervices Act. We also hope to be able to utilize the com­
puter for the ambulance service bilFn process, replacing the present manual method. 

ONGOING PROGRAMS 

Ambulance Le~islation 

The new Ambulance Act was give thi dreading in the Legislative Assembly in June, but has 
yet to be proclaimed. The Provine al ovemment has circulated several of the proposed regula­
tions under this act for comment, a d o not intend to proclaim the Act until the regulations have 
been redrafted. City Council has alr ad sent a letter to the Minister of Health requesting that 
the City of Red Deer be designated s ambulance district under the act and that the Council 
of the City of Red Deer be designat~d s the Ambulance District Board for that District. The 
Minister has replied that this requ~st will be considered at the time that the Act is pro­
claimed. This is expected to be duripg he 1992 spring sitting of the Legislature. 

Hospital Rotations 

We have continued to send paramtjdic~ to the hospital for one day a month during the fall and 
winter for practical experience in Jthej emergency department, labour and delivery suite and 
operating rooms. In addition to m~in~aining and improving the technical skills of the paramed­
ics, this program has also helped ddvel~ped improved rapport between our staff and the nursing 
and medical staff in these areas. Thb program is made possible by the fact that we now have 
17 practising paramedics on staff. lhisl provides for four paramedics on each platoon and one 
paramedic in a "float" position w~o 9overs on the shift when another paramedic is gone to the 

! 
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hospital, as well as coverage for vaf:,' ati~n and illness. The program is limited to the 
winter as the summer and spring are! th~ prime times for fire training. 

' 

Disaster Exercise 

fall and 

' ! 

A test of the preparedness of our D~pattment and the Hospital was conducted on April 24. 
Student nurses from the College were 9tilized in a simulated bus-train collision near the intersec­
tion of Taylor Drive and 54th A vepuef Many city departments, the RCMP, the REACT radio 
amateurs group and St. Johns Amijulapce volunteers were also involved in this exercise. The 
exercise went reasonably well, wi~h a~· few possible improvements being identified. The main 
weakness was in the area of commfni ations between the different groups participating. It is 
hoped that this will be improved wpen, the City obtains a new radio system in 1992. 

, I 

Continuin~ Medical Education 

The provision of continuing medic~l e ucation to our staff continues to be a major focus of our 
department. A series of lectures yfaS iven to our staff by our medical directors and other 
physicians from the hospital. Two fOP · s were presented every six to eight weeks throughout the 
year. We were also fortunate in beiqg a le to bring Dr. David Shragge from Edmonton to lecture 
on the latest developments in Advatjce Cardiac Life Support. Various members of our staff were 
also sent to conferences and course~ inf Edmonton, Calgary and Toronto to learn of the latest 
developments in emergency medic41 c4re and related fields. 

ON THE HORIZON 

New Patient Care Report Forms 
i 

The provincial Department of H~alt~ intends to introduce a new Patient Care Report (PCR) 
form on a province wide basis la~e ~xt year or in 1993. Red Deer has been selected as one of 
the test sites for the new form, andlwil begin using it early in 1992. This will require some 
small modifications in our billing droc dures, and more extensive modifications to the way our 
ambulance statistics are recorded, 4s e coding system used by the province is completely 
different than that which we curretjtly pse. We hope to be able to compile these on computer, 
now that we have a computer availab~e in that area. 

! ' 
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Quality Control Pro~ram 
' ' 

The Medical Director and I have beet planning the implementation of a Quality Control 
program in 1992. This will involv~ se ding questionnaires to patients regarding their percep­
tion of the care which they receivtd, nd an opportunity to identify any improvements which 
they feel we could make. I feel that 

1 

thir will be a very positive and exciting program, which may 
lead us to new ways to improve our $enjice. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

Dan J. Osborne, EMT-P 
Deputy Chief Emergency Medical strv1Fes 

' 
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Red Deer 
County of Red Deer 
Highway 
Delburne 
Pen hold (May/91) 
Edmonton 
Calgary 
Ponoka 
Other 
No Pick-Up 
Refusal Fees 

Monthly Total 

Emergency 
Non-Emergency 
Lifeline Calls 

Overlapping Calls 
2 Ambulances Out 
3 Ambulances Out 
4 Ambulances Out 
5 Ambulances Out 
Pumper Responses 

1990 
Red Deer 
County of Red Deer 
Highway 
Delburne 
Pen hold (May/91) 
Edmonton 
Calgary 
Ponoka 
Other 
No Pick-Up 
Refusal Fees 

Monthly Total 

Emergency 
Non-Emergency 
Lifeline Calls 

Overlapping Calls 
2 Ambulances Out 
3 Ambulances Out 
4 Ambulances Out 
5 Ambulances Out 
Pumper Responses 
3Men Scene to Hosp 

Jan 
166 

7 
0 
0 

0 
0 

33 
6 

214 

178 
36 
12 

33 

8 
0 
0 

59 

Jan 
150 
10 

1 
0 

1 
0 

0 

35 
5 

203 

178 
25 

3 

31 
4 

0 
74 
40 

Red Deer Fire Department 
Emergency Medical Services 

Feb 
131 

10 
2 
0 

2 
2 
0 
0 

24 
7 

178 

147 
31 

31 
3 
1 

0 
91 

Feb 
142 

6 
6 
1 

5 
6 
1 

0 
22 

6 

195 

167 
28 

0 

48 

5 
1 
0 

61 
66 

I 

I 

AMB L NCE STATISTICS 1991 

Mar 
163 

5 

3 

1 
3 
1 

0 
22 

4 

203 

168 
35 

35 
6 
2 
0 

108 

Mar 
149 

3 

7 
0 

3 
0 

0 
2 

38 
6 

208 

181 
27 

3 

35 
6 

0 
112 
27 

Apr I M It,' 
140 i 1 1 

4 i i 3 
I 3 

0' 
0 
o, 
1 

28' 
2 

178 

166 
12, 

6, 

29i 
I 

1 ' 
oi 

I 

0: 
107 1 

I 
I 

i 4 
3 

; 1 

2 
'0 
I 0 

)30 

=~=! 
1185 

)27 
' 3 

0 
10 

June 
179 

6 
4 
0 
1 
3 
3 
0 
0 

27 
13 

236 

203 
34 

3 

51 
7 
2 
0 

139 

July 
177 

3 

5 
3 
4 
4 
3 
0 
0 

27 
16 

242 

199 
43 

11 

53 
9 
0 

0 
141 

Aug Sept 
171 134 

9 8 
8 7 
0 
2 2 
2 4 
2 
2 0 
2 1 

29 29 

15 10 

242 197 

211 
31 
10 

53 
12 
3 
0 

137 

178 
19 
11 

37 
5 
0 
0 

128 

AMBHLtNCE STATISTICS 1990 

Apr! ~ June 
1341 i61 162 

2! 4 8 
6i 
ol 

i 
I 

2i 
1 ! 

ol 
1i 

2~ 

~ 
=~;~ 

13~ 
3a 
Q 

3 
2 

2 
3 
0 
2 

26 
I 2 

=~~~ 
~72 

'33 

; 1 

; 36 

6 
! 

~ 0 
' 
: 0 
i 96 

12 

4 
3 

8 

0 
0 

29 

2 

217 

191 
26 

3 

50 
13 

0 
0 

103 
36 

July 
170 

8 
1 
0 

2 
2 
0 
0 

25 
3 

211 

177 
34 

4 

44 
7 
3 
0 

122 
23 

Aug Sept 
154 156 

4 4 
9 
0 

1 
2 
0 
1 

34 

2 

207 

178 
29 

38 
4 
2 
0 

124 
30 

4 
0 

3 

1 

0 

30 
9 

208 

184 
24 

42 
6 
1 

0 
124 
35 

Oct 
169 

9 
6 

2 

0 
0 

10 
5 

204 

183 
21 

4 

39 
9 
0 

0 
118 

Oct 
123 

3 

0 
0 

37 
3 

170 

148 

22 

25 
2 
0 
0 

119 
12 

Nov 
161 

5 
4 
2 
2 
2 
2 
0 
1 

28 
4 

211 

189 
22 

2 

50 
4 
0 

0 
143 

Nov 
155 

2 
4 
3 

0 

0 
0 
1 

35 
3 

203 

173 
30 

3 

41 
3 
0 
0 

121 
23 

Average 
Dec TOTAL 1991 
181 1903 159 

5 74 6 
3 47 4 

14 
2 

0 
0 

17 
23 
19 

3 
0 6 

2 
2 
2 
0 

45 332 28 
7 97 8 

245 2535 212 

217 2203 
28 333 

5 68 

58 496 
8 75 
2 11 
2 2 

159 1440 

184 
28 

6 

41 
6 

0 

120 

Average 
Dec TOT AL 1990 
167 1823 152 

11 65 5 
3 49 4 

11 1 

0 

0 21 2 
25 2 

0 2 0 
0 8 1 

27 426 36 
21 64 5 

231 2430 203 

198 2081 
33 349 
2 22 

44 463 
11 70 
2 11 
0 0 

96 1240 
58 373 

173 
29 

2 

39 
6 
1 
0 

103 
31 

March 24, 1992 



I I 
I 

0 ... 'C r:: ~ as ... 
CD 0 .9 ~ CD 
CD as 0 .c c .c c: C> -c: 0 as r:: 0 0 CD E (.) Q. Q. 'C w 

~ 1991 ml 1990 § 198$ !111988 m 1901 § 1986 ~ 1985 

1991 Annual Report Page 47 

·-- --------------------··----------····----------------- --------------- --·-------- . 



Average Average Avtage Average Average Average Average Average 
1991 1990 1989 1988 1987 1986 1985 1984 

Red Deer 159 152 147 147 132 129 129 118 
County of Red Deer 6 5 
Highway 4 4 5 4 4 5 3 4 
Delburne 1 1 
Pen hold (May/91) 2 0 
Edmonton 2 2 2 2 13 13 
Calgary 2 2 2 2 2 2 13 10 
Ponoka 0 0 1 1 1 2 3 3 
Other 1 0 7 9 10 13 15 
No Pick-Up 28 36 29 25 24 29 21 15 
Refusal Fees 8 5 

---- ==== 1-------- ---- ---- ---- ---- ----
Monthly Total 212 203 ' 192 187 174 178 196 180 

Emergency 184 173 151 149 139 153 136 113 
Non-Emergency 28 29 41 38 35 25 61 67 
Lifeline Calls 6 2 

OverlaRRing Calls 
2 Ambulances Out 41 39 36 32 29 31 54 44 
3 Ambulances Out 6 6 4 4 4 5 14 9 
4 Ambulances Out 1 2 0 3 1 
5 Ambulances Out 0 0 I 0 1 0 0 0 0 
Pumper Responses 120 103 58 63 67 
5 Ambulances Out 0 0 0 iO 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

MONTHLY ~ALL TOTAL 1984TO1991 

MONTHLY CALLS Jan Feb Mar 

* 
May June July Aug SeRt Oct Nov Dec TOTAL 

1991 214 178 203 185 236 242 242 197 204 211 245 2535 
' 

1990 203 195 208 112 205 217 211 207 208 170 203 231 2430 
1989 192 174 164 1~5 167 190 218 202 203 175 195 234 2309 
1988 190 199 176 2q7 179 185 193 192 182 155 192 191 2241 
1987 186 150 184 144 175 202 187 168 158 182 158 193 2087 

I 

1986 190 154 179 149 179 170 187 183 167 176 180 221 2135 
1985 162 186 193 1$8 220 195 212 219 186 202 203 209 2355 
1984 205 147 194 147 165 202 184 197 173 168 157 224 2163 

===== ===== ===== ===::!:= =I==== ===== ===== ===== ===== ===== ===== ===== ====== 
1542 1383 1501 1~0 !1475 1597 1634 1610 1474 1432 1499 1748 18255 TOTAL 

Red Deer Fire Department 
Emergency Medical Services March 24, 1992 
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MEDICAL D~RiicroR'S ANNUAL REPORT 1991 

i 

' I 

! INTRODUCTION 

I 

The role of medical consultants ~o he City of Red Deer Fire Department continues to be 
filled by the Red Deer Physicians Erher ency Services Group. This group is comprised of eight 
full-time emergency physicians withl a v · ety of areas of interest and expertise in Emergency 
Medicine. I have continued as desi$na ed medical director for the past year along with Dr. 
Junck as the assistant director. W~ w 11 continue in these capacities for 1992. Input from all 
group members is sought on majo~1pol cies and areas of concern affecting the medical compo­
nent of the Emergency Medical erv ces (EMS) of the Fire Department. In this way we 
hope to provide a sound consensus d igh quality recommendations on EMS issues. 

REV~W ~F EXISTING PROGRAMS 
' ' 

Continuing medical education re~ain~ a priority of the medical directorship. Regular pres­
entations are done by members o~ out emergency group or on occasion, guest speakers with 
particular areas of expertise. In ~ddi~ion, an Advanced Cardiac Life Support (ACLS) course 
is planned for the late spring to matn~t personnel qualifications. Part of the CME program 
continues to be the hospital practic~,m uring which the paramedics spend time in various hospi-
tal departments to maintain skills. 1 e case room program (i.e. - labour and delivery) has 
been particularly well received and fofo ative. 

' 

Patient treatment protocols continu~ to lbe modelled on the provincial guidelines set out by the 
Alberta Association of Emergency t'fe~ical Services Physicians (AAEMSP). As new treat­
ment issues evolve these are addres~ed I by us and recommendations made. 

: ' 

The patient care reports (PCR) c~nti~ue to be audited on a regular basis to ensure quality of 
care. Due to volume considerati~nsl' the audit has been recently modified to select specific 
charts. All PCR's involving ALSf1ski ls are reviewed along with twenty PCR's drawn at ran­
dom from the Basic Life Support ( LS,) transports. In addition, any chart specifically requested 
by EMS personnel for review is au, 'te~ along with any complaints regarding EMS service. 

Patient complaints are debriefed tjy $r. Junck and myself along with Deputy Chief Osborne 
and the involved personnel. Recobin1endations·are made based on our findings. 

' i 

Disaster management played a lar$er ~ole in the service this year having had a mock disaster 
exercise in the spring. Dr. Tercier!s lowledge and expertise in this area was extremely use­
ful. A variety of useful revisions ¥e aking placethroughout the disaster plan based on the 
experience gained from the exercis~. dditional disaster expertise was gained this year by Dr. 
Tercier having taken the Federal Di~as~r Course offered in Arnprior, Ontario. 

! 
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q:JENERAL ISSUES 

The annual meeting of the AAEMSf w~s held in Edmonton this past November. As medical 
Director, I attended to provide input an~ gain information on issues relevant to our service. Of 
particular note is the development of a ~tandardized course for Medical Directors of EMS systems 
across the province. The intent is t~ pfovide general knowledge and guidelines for those phy­
sicians involved in EMS work. I~ isl hoped the course will be in place within the year. 
Once available our designated direc~or fill be taking the course. 

' i 

The hospital plays an intricate part tn t*e emergency medical system and policy liaison with 
them is an important consideration. ! In lthe past year issues dealing with disaster management, 

I . 

victims assistance programs and dut-~f-hospital births have been addressed. 

NEW PROJECTS 

To provide feedback with regard toj pu~lic satisfaction of the EMS system we are currently look­
ing at the initiation of a retros~ect~on survey of individuals accessing the ambulance 
system. The most likely format for lthis will be a questionnaire mailed with the service 
bill. We hope to use the inform~tiop gathered to uncover any problems that may exist and 
provide the public easier access fot in~ut. 

' 

resource that EMS personnel cani ac ess for certain situations. Their training in crisis coun-
The Victims' Assistance Programi t~ough the RCMP has been added as a coordinated 

1 

selling can be extremely useful helpin with family members or groups of "psychologically 
injured" bystanders involved witJ!i a ,medical emergency or disaster. Their response has also 
been coordinated with the hospital. ' 

A new program is being initiatedj in 'he community to educate the youth with regards to 
alcohol and its role in injuries. Tht P.t\.R.T.Y. (Prevention of Alcohol Related Trauma in 
Youths) program is sponsored throµghj a local community service group and involves presenta­
tions by EMS and hospital personn~l *ong with individuals who have suffered alcohol relat­
ed trauma. Prevention by educati~n \s an important part of emergency medical care and a 
program such as this will only helJ1 out service and the youth of Red Deer. 

As stated earlier in this report, coq.tin¥ing education for the EMS personnel is a priority for me 
as medical director. Along these ~ine~ I would like to strongly recommend the implementa­
tion of a "Clinical Coordinator" toithej personnel of the service. 

! ' 

The duties of this individual wouldl be ~o assist the deputy chiefs of both the Fire and EMS com-
ponents of our system in developin~ a~d maintaining educational programs, instituting new 
protocols, in-services on new equi~m~nt,student trainee coordinator, new personnel familiariza­
tion etc. The size of our service ~ill! only continue to grow and such a position will become 
more and more vital in maintaining o~r high standard of care. 
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In closing, I would just like to comrhent on the fact that the Fire Response and EMS personnel 
I ' 

are very visible in the public eye and l fe¢1 our service is highly regarded by them. Council 
deserves credit for their support and ~eliff in the development of this service. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Gordon F. Neil, B.Sc M.D. ABEM 
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NO. 1 CORRESPONDENCE 

~BET ~R~~~N~~~~R~!0~lTED 
52:058 - 54 AVENUE 

RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 5K5 

April 13, 1992 

City of Red Deer 
4814 - 49 Avenue 
Red Deer, Alberta 

Attention: City Clerk 

Re: Lot .§_.L Block h Plan §_ill H. W !_ 

THE CITY OF RED DEER 
CLERK'S DtPARTMENT 

RECEIVED 
TIME 
DATE 
BY 

Red Deer 342-6203 

On behalf of our client, Arber Crest Homes Ltd., we 
respectfully request City Council's consideration to re-zone 
the above captioned property from Rl to an R2 classification. 

This request is to allow construction of a duplex, as shown 
on the attached plot plan. A copy of the floor plan and 
front elev~tion is also attached. 

Fawcett, A.L.S. 

WWF/lf 
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DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

145 

April 16, 1992 

City Clerk 

Bylaws and Inspections Manager 

BETA SURVEYS LTD. - PROPOSED REZONING 
LOT 6, BLOCK 2, PLAN 619 H.W. 

FILE NO. 92-1727 

In response to your memo of April 13, 1992, regarding the above referenced subject, we 
wish to advise that we have no objections to the proposed rezoning, however, we 
recommend that the site be RlA, rather than R2. 

RlA mentions duplexes as a discretionary use but does not allow other types of multiple 
family buildings such as triplexes, fourplexes, etc. 

g_fy_,_===:> 

R. Strader 
Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
BUILDING INSPECTION DEPARTMENT 

RS/vs 
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RED DEER 
REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION 

DIRECTOR: W. G. A. Shaw, ACP, MCIP 

April 16, 1992 

Mr. C. Sevcik, City Clerk 
City Hall 
P.O. Box 5008 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 3T4 

Dear Sir: 

Re: BETA SURVEYS LTD. - PROPOSED REDESIGNATION 
LOT 6. BLOCK 2. PIAN 619 H.W. 

2830 BREMNER AVENUE, RED DEER, 
ALBERTA, CANADA T4R 1 M9 

Telephone: (403) 343-3394 
Fax: (403) 346-1570 

The site is located at 6013 - 63A Street in Highland Green area of the city. The site is designated 
as Rl and a duplex unit is not permitted in that district. 

This area was subject to redesignation from R2 to Rl in the 1970's mainly because of requests 
by area residents not wishing more multiple family in their neighbourhood. 

The area has generally a mixed character. We do not feel the development of a duplex has any 
detrimented effect on that general area. 

We are recommending redesignation to RlA not R2 for duplex development. R2 designation 
will permit fourplexes and we are not in favour of that in this location. 

Yours truly, 

~.Qt 
Djamshid Rouhi, ACP, MCIP 
SENIOR PlANNER 

DR/earn 

CC. Director of Engineering Services 
Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
City Assessor 

------ MUNICIPALITIES WITHIN COMMISSION AREA 

CITY OF RED DEER• MUNICIPAL DISTRICT OF CLEARWATER No. 99 •COUNTY OF STETTLER No. 6 •COUNTY OF LACOMBE No. 14 •COUNTY OF MOUNTAIN VIEW No. 17 - COUNTY OF 
PAINTEARTH No. 18 •COUNTY OF RED DEER No. 23 •TOWN OF BLACKFALDS •TOWN OF BOWDEN• TOWN OF CARSTAIRS •TOWN OF CASTOR• TOWN OF CORONATION• TOWN OF 
DIDSBURY •TOWN OF ECKVILLE •TOWN OF INNISFAIL •TOWN OF LACOMBE• TOWN OF OLDS• TOWN OF PENHOLD •TOWN OF ROCKY MOUNTAIN HOUSE• TOWN OF STETTLER 
TOWN OF SUNDRE• TOWN OF SYLVAN LAKE• VILLAGE OF ALIX• VILLAGE OF BENTLEY• VILLAGE OF BIG VALLEY• VILLAGE OF BOTHA• VILLAGE OF CAROLINE• VILLAGE OF CLIVE 
VILLAGE OF CREMONA· VILLAGE OF DELBURNE •VILLAGE OF DONALDA •VILLAGE OF ELNORA• VILLAGE OF GA.OSBY• VILLAGE OF HALKIRK •VILLAGE OF MIRROR• SUMMER VILLAGE 
OF BIRCHCLIFF • SUMMER VILLAGE OF GULL LAKE • SUMMER VILLAGE OF HALF MOON Bl\Y • SUMMER VILLAGE OF JARVIS BAY • SUMMER VILLAGE OF NORGLENWOLD 

SUMMER VILLAGE OF ROCHON SANDS• SUMMER VILLAGE OF SUNBREAKER COVE• SUMMER VILLAGE OF WHITE SANDS 
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DATE: April 14, 1992 

TO: City Clerk 

From: Fi re Marshal 

RE: LOT 6, BLOCK 2, PLAN 619 H.W. 

This department has no objection to this proposed subdivision provided 
Alberta Building Code spatial separation requirements are complied with. 

Cliff Robson 
Fi re Marshal 

CR/dd 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

149 

April 15, 1992 

City Clerk 

E. L. & P. Manager 

BETA SURVEYS LTD. - PROPOSED REZONING 
LOT 6, BLOCK 2, PLAN 619 H.W. 

The E. L. & P. Department has no objections to the rezoning application. However, 
depending upon where the two electrical service entrances are to be located, there may be 
some electrical servicing costs assessed against the Developer. 

A. Roth, 
Manager 

AR/jjd 

Commissioner's Comments 

We would recommend that the request be approved subject to the rezoning 
being changed from Rl to RIA. 

"R.J. MCGHEE" 
Mayor 
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FROM: 

DATE April 13, 1992 

DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVICES 

DIRECTOR OF ENGINEERING SERVICES 

DIRECTOR OF FINANCIAL SERVICES 

BYLAWS & INSPECTIONS MANAGER 

CITY ASSESSOR 

COMPUTER SERVICES MANAGER 

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGER 

E.L. & P. MANAGER 

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT MANAGER 

FIRE CHIEF 

PARKS MANAGER 

PERSONNEL MANAGER 

PUBLIC WORKS MANAGER 

R.C.M.P. INSPECTOR 

RECREATION & CULTURE MANAGER 

SOCIAL PLANNING MANAGER 

TRANSIT MANAGER 

TREASURY SERVICES MANAGER 

URBAN PLANNING SECTION MANAGER 

CITY CLERK 

RE: BETA SURVEYS LTD. - PROPOSED REZONING 
LOT 6, BLOCK 2, PLAN 619 H.W. 

Please submit comments on the attached to this office by April 16 

for the Council Agenda of ~-A~p_r_il __ 2_7~,_1_9_9_2 ________ _ 



THE CITY OF RED DEER 
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 

City Clerk's Dooartment 342-8132 

April 13, 1992 

Beta Surveys Ltd. 
52058 - 54 Avenue 
RED DEER, Alberta 
T4N 5K5 

Attention: Wayne Fawcett, A.LS. 

Dear Sir: 

FAX: (403) 346·6195 

RE: PROPOSED REZONING· LOT 6. BLOCK 2, PLAN 619 H.W. 

FILE No. 

I acknowledge receipt of your letter of April 13, 1992, regarding the above noted. 

This item will be discussed at the meeting of Red Deer City Council on Monday, April 27, 
1992. Council meetings begin at 4:30 p.m. and adjourn for the supper hour at 6:00 p.m., 
reconvening at 7:00 p.m. 

In the event you wish to be present at the Council meeting, would you please telephone 
our office on Friday, April 24, 1992 and we will advise you of the approximate time that 
Council will be discussing this item. 

Would you please enter City Hall on the west (parkside) entrance when arriving, and 
proceed up to the second floor Council Chambers. 

This request has been circulated to City administration for comments, and should you 
wish to receive a copy of the administrative comments prior to the Council meeting, they 
may be picked up at our office on the second floor of City Hall on Friday, April 24th. 

If you have any questions in the meantime, please do not hesitate to contact the writer. 

Yours truly, 

C. SEVCIK 
City Clerk 
/jt 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

April 16, 1992 

City Clerk 

Director of Engineering Services 

BETA SURVEYS LTD. - PROPOSED REZONING 
LOT 6, BLOCK 2, PLAN 619 H.W. 
6013-63 A STREET 

130-040 

Please be advised that the Engineering Department has no comments with respect to the 
above noted. 

~L-~) 
pryon C. Je£l.r;, P. Eng. 

Director of Engineering Services 

BCJemg 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

21 April 1992 

City Clerk 

City Assessor 

BETA SURVEYS LTD. ·PROPOSED REZONING 
LOT 6, BLOCK 2, PLAN 619 H.W. 

The Assessment, Tax & land Department has no comment regarding the above proposal. 

Al Knight, 
City Assessor 

AK/ngl 



THE CIT'""f OF RES DEER 
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 

City Clerk's Dcoartment 342·8132 

April 29, 1992 

Beta Surveys Ltd. 
5205B - 54 Avenue 
RED DEER, Alberta 
T4N 5K5 

Attention: Mr. Wayne W. Fawcett, A.LS. 

Dear Sir: 

FAX: (403) 346·6195 

RE: LOT 6. BLOCK 2. PLAN 619 H.W. - 6013 - 63 A STREET 

FILE No. 

I would advise that your letter of April 13, 1992 on behalf of Arber Crest Homes Ltd. 
requesting Council to consider redesignating the above noted property from R1 to R2 
designation, received consideration at the Council meeting of April 27, 1992. 

At the above noted meeting, Council passed the following motion. 

1HESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered 
correspondence from Beta Surveys Limited dated April 13, 1992 re: 
Rezoning Application - Arber Crest Homes Ltd. I Duplexes I 6013 - 63A 
Street, Lot 6, Block 2, Plan 619 H.W., hereby agrees to rezoning said 
property in principle from R1 to R1 A, and direct the City administration to 
bring the appropriate Land Use Bylaw amendment back to Council for 
consideration of first reading, and as presented to Council April 27, 1992.11 

In accordance with Council's direction, a bylaw will be presented to the next meeting of 
Council for first reading. Following first reading, advertising will be prepared for a public 
hearing to be held Monday, June 22nd. As indicated to you over the phone, the Council 
meeting of June 8th will be cancelled due to the fact that a majority of Council will be 
attending the FCM Conference. 

In accordance with the Land Use Bylaw, the applicant is required to deposit with the City 
Clerk prior to public advertising an amount equal to the estimated cost of said 
advertising, which in this instance is $500.00. We will require the deposit following first 
reading of the Bylaw, May 11, 1992. When the actual costs of advertising are known, the 
applicant will be either invoiced for or refunded the balance. 

. ... 2 

~ 
of ReD·DeeR 



Mr. Wayne Fawcett, A.LS. 
Beta Surveys Ltd. 
April 29, 1992 
Page 2 

I trust you will find this satisfactory, however, if you have any questions, please do not 
hesitate to contact the undersigned. 

Sincerely, 

CS/jt 

c.c. Senior Planner - Please prepare the bylaw amendment for submission to 
Council May 11th. 

Council & Committee Secretary - Sandra 



Mr. Wayne Fawcett, A.LS. 
Beta Surveys Ltd. 
April 29, 1992 
Page 2 

I trust you will find this satisfactory, however, if you have any questions, please do not 
hesitate to contact the undersigned. 

Sincerely, 

CS/jt 

c.c. Senior Planner 
Council & Committee Secretary - Sandra 
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~" _. R_En_nE_ER'_s • ORJ:G INf'ALi • neSINESS DISTRICT • 

• TOWNE CENTRE ASSOCIATION • B3, 4901 - 48 STREET • RED DEER, ALBERTA • T4N lSS • (403) 340-TOWN (8696) • 

NO. 2 

APRIL 7th, 1992 

City Council 
City of Red Deer 

RE: Gaetz Ave Gateway 

Dear llayor and Council, 

The Association identified a gateway entry to Gaetz Air as a priority project 
in 1992. It's purpose is to generate a bright positive irisual change to the 
core, at the same time as the significant road changes were occurring. 

We haire been discussing the project with engineering and parks departments 
since the fall of '91, and have receiired their support in principal to the 
concept. Since then, we have produced structural designs for the project as 
well as the funding to proceed. 

we are requesting the endorsement of Council for the project, as well as 
approval from Council to occupy the public land required to mount the 
archway. 

Gateways of a similar nature have been endorsed and or proposed by every 
landscaping report since 1984, dealing with the core area. We haire the 
support of businesses in the area, and are ready to proceed with 
construction in co-operation with the engineering department, during the 
course of their road project. 

A license to occupy is required from Council before construction of the 
archway can begin, and our contractor is ready to proceed immediately. 

Sincerely yours, 
TOJiNVENTRE ASSOCIATION 

Art Mah, Chairman, Landscape Committee. 

THE CtTY Of RED DEEi 
ct.llK'S OEPlftlMENT 

RECEtVED 
ii ME 
DATE 
BV 
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FILE No. 

THE CITY OF RED DEER 
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 FAX: (403) 347-ll.38 

TO: Building Inspection Department 

ATTENTION: P. REYDA 

RE: INSURANCE POLICY FOR SIGN(S) ENCROACHING CITY PROPERTY 

. The business noted below has the following insurance coverage with respect to sign(s) 
encroaching City property: 

Name of Business: TQJ)r-.'.'6 ~ As~l'cf70f\S O= f2ED DeaL 

Address of Business: 63 - 4tfot 1 c:/-8 ST- ( T4N. l S 8) 

Policy#: ot--l Ptk w l-n-t VI ~12. e>F nr-J~Ac.- S...~\J(C-t?'So 

Effective Date: tlut.-v<.. / <::.T \0 J-c-wG 3~ cJF ~ t.{erttL 

Expiry Date*: (2.eNeA.JA<-.s APlTOMAnc_. 

Public Liability & Property Damage - $500,000.00 MINIMUM (;z.ooo,ooo) 
City of Red Deer is Additional Named Insured ~r No 

Agent's Representative: \OM. ~1-iLc ,u,vee__ 

Agent: \ hlb. ~ Ucl~ (0 Su~ 

*NOTE: IF COVERAGE IS CONTINUOUS lJNTIL CANCELLED, PLEASE INDICATE 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

13 April 1992 

City Clerk 

City Assessor 

154 

TOWNE CENTRE - GAETZ AVENUE GATEWAY 

The Assessment, Tax & Land Department has no comment regarding the erection of a sign, 
subject to satisfactory agreements for encroachment and ample insurance being placed to 
protect the City liability. 

Al Knight, 
City Assessor 

AK/ngl 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

April 16, 1992 

CITY CLERK 

DON BATCHELOR 
Parks Manager 

155 

RE: TOWNE CENTRE - GAETZ AVENUE GATEWAY 

CS-P-3.515 

I have discussed the proposed Gaetz Avenue sign with the Towne Centre Association 
over the past year, and have supported it in concept. Although I also support the detailed 
design, subject to the following condition, perhaps the colour scheme is a little bold, and 
the use of some earth tone/park colours would be equally effective. 

• The licence to occupy should contain a clause for the maintenance and repair of 
ign/gateway by the Towne Centre Association. 

DON BATCHELOR 

:ad 

c. Ken Haslop, Engineering Department 



Royal 
Canadian 
Mounted 
Police 

Gendarmerie 
royale 
du 
Canada 

April 13, 1992 

City of Red Deer 
4914 - 48 Avenue 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 3T4 

ATTENTION: C. SEVCIK, City Clerk 

Dear Sir: 

RE: Gaetz Avenue Gatewav 

156 
Security Classification I Designation 
Classification I Designation securitaire 

Your file Votre reference 

Our file Notre reference 

This office has reviewed the proposal put forth by Mr. FERGUSON concerning the 
noted sign. 

There does not appear to be a problem with erecting the sign. The only concern 
may be if the sign is illuminated with anything which could be mistaken for 
traffic signals. This would be flashing red, green or yellow lights. The sign 
diagram does not show what lights, if any, would be employed on the sign. 

Yo&¥J. 
(lf{(fEA~~ 
O.i/c Red Deer City Detachment 

DJH/lb 

Red Deer City Detachment 
Bag 5033 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 6Al 

Canada 
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RED DEER 
REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION 

DIRECTOR: W. G. A. Shaw, ACP, MCIP 

April 15, 1992 

Mr. C. Sevcik, City Clerk 
City Hall 
P.O. Box 5008 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 3T4 

Dear Sir: 

Re: TOWNE CENTRE ASSOCIATION 
GAETZ A VENUE GATEWAY 

2830 BREMNER AVENUE, RED DEER, 
ALBERTA, CANADA T4R 1M9 

Telephone: (403) 343-3394 
Fax: (403) 346-1570 

The Towne Centre Association is planning to build a gateway on the north end of Gaetz Avenue 
close to 52nd Street. The proposed gateway indicated an entrance to Gaetz Avenue parking 
mall. 

Entrance Gateways was one of the suggestions made in the study entitled "Major Entry Arteries" 
prepared by this office. The main purpose of the gateways, with a welcoming sign and the City 
logo, this was to give the City a sense of identity and at the same time made a good impression 
for visitors entering the City. 

We support the gateway concept proposal by the Towne Centre Association. 

Yours truly, 

Djamshid Rouhi, ACP, MCIP 
SENIOR PIANNER 

DR/earn 

cc. Director of Community Services 
Director of Engineering Services 
Bylaws and Inspection Manager 
City Assessor 

~~~~~~~~ ~~~~~- MUNICIPALITIES WITHIN COMMISSION AREA 

CITY OF REO DEER• MUNICIPAL DISTRICT OF CLEARWATER No. 99 •COUNTY OF STETTLER No. 15 •COUNTY OF LACOMBE No. 14 •COUNTY OF MOUNTAIN VIEW No. 17 •COUNTY OF 
PAINTEARTH No. 18 •COUNTY OF RED DEER No. 23 •TOWN OF BLACKFALDS •TOWN OF BOWDEN• TOWN OF CARSTAIRS •TOWN OF CASTOR• TOWN OF CORONATION• TOWN OF 
DIDSBURY •TOWN OF ECKVILLE •TOWN OF INNISFAIL •TOWN OF LACOMBE• TOWN OF OLDS• TOWN OF PENHOLD •TOWN OF ROCKY MOUNTAIN HOUSE• TOWN OF STETTLER 
TOWN OF SUNDRE• TOWN OF SYLVAN LAKE• VILLAGE OF ALIX• VILLAGE OF BENTLEY• VILLAGE OF BIG VAL.LEY• VILLAGE OF BOTHA· VILLAGE OF CAROLINE· VILLAGE OF CLIVE 
VILLAGE OF CREMONA• VILLAGE OF DELBURNE •VILLAGE OF DON ALDA• VILLAGE OF ELNORA• VILLAGE OF GADSBY• VILLAGE OF HALKIRK •VILLAGE OF MIRROR· SUMMER VILLAGE 
OF BIRCHCLIFF • SUMMER VILLAGE OF GULL LAKE • SUMMER VILLAGE OF HALF MOON BAY • SUMMEiR VILLAGE OF JARVIS BAY • SUMMER VILLAGE OF NORGLENWOLD 

SUMMER VILLAGE OF ROCHON SANDS• SUMMER VILLAGE OF SUNBREAKER COVE• SUMMER VILLAGE OF WHITE SANDS 
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DATE: April 13, 1992 FILE NO. 92-1727 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: Bylaws and Inspections Manager 

RE: TOWNE CENTRE. GAETZ AVENUE GATEWAY 

In response to your memo of April 7, 1992, we recommend that, because of the size of teh 
sign, the plan be required to be stamped by a professional engineer . 

. Strader 
Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
BUILDING INSPECTION DEPARTMENT 

RS/vs 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

159 

April 9, 1992 

City Clerk 

Director of Engineering Services 

TOWNE CENTRE ASSOCIATION 
GAETZ AVENUE GATEWAY 

060-020 

As stated by Mr. Ferguson, the Towne Centre Association has had several meetings with the 
Engineering Department with respect to the subject issue. 

We have reviewed the project with respect to utilities, line of sight conflicts, etc. and agree 
generally with the gateway as proposed. 

RECOMMENDATION 

We would respectfully recommend Council approval in principle and granting of a license 
to occupy. The Towne Centre Association should maintain close contact with the 
Engineering Dep/nt and receive final approval subject to precise location information. 

rs, P. Eng. 
ngineering Services 

BCJ/e g 
c.c. Director of Community Services 
c.c. By-laws and Inspections Manager 
c.c. City Assessor 
c.c. E. L. & P. Manager 
c.c. Fire Chief 
c.c. Parks Manager 
c.c. Public Works Manager 
c.c. R.C.M.P. Inspector 
c.c. Transit Manager 
c.c. Urban Planning Sections Manager 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

April 10, 1992 

City Clerk 

E. L. & P. Manager 

160 

TOWNE CENTRE· GAETZ AVENUE GATEWAY 

The E. L. & P. Department has no objections to the Towne Centre Association proposal of 
April 7, 1992. 

Unless otherwise directed by Council, the cost of electricity to light the sign will be charged 
to The City Street Lighting account. 

A. Roth, 
Manager 

AR/jjd 
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DATE: April 9, 1992 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: Transit Manager 

RE: TOWNE CENTRE - GAETZ AVENUE GATEWAY 

The Transit Department would not be affected by this project and 
would, therefore, not have any concerns. 

Grant Beattie 
Transit Manager 

GB/slp 
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DATE: April 9, 1992 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: Fire Marshal 

RE: TOWNE CENTRE - GAETZ AVENUE GATEWAY 

Section 3.2.5.7.(1)(c) of the Alberta Building Code states that the 
overhead clearance on emergency access routes sha 11 be a minimum 5 
meters or 16.4 feet. This requirement shall be complied with. 

If any further information is required, please contact this office. 

qt~ 
Fire Marshal 

CR/dd 

Commissioner's Comments 

He concur w~1th the recommendations of the Administration that Council 
approve the granting of a license to occupy subject to the comments of the 
Administration and an agreement satisfactory to the Solicitor. 

"R.J. MCGHEE" 
Mayor 
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FROM: 

DATE April 7, 1992 

DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVICES 

DIRECTOR OF ENGINEERING SERVICES 

DIRECTOR OF FINANCIAL SERVICES 

BYLAWS & INSPECTIONS MANAGER 

CITY ASSESSOR 

COMPUTER SERVICES MANAGER 

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGER 

E.L. & P. MANAGER 

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT MANAGER 

FIRE CHIEF 

PARKS MANAGER 

PERSONNEL MANAGER 

PUBLIC WORKS MANAGER 

R.C.M.P. INSPECTOR 

RECREATION & CULTURE MANAGER 

SOCIAL PLANNING MANAGER 

TRANSIT MANAGER 

TREASURY SERVICES MANAGER 

NOTE: Detailed PLAN 
indicating materials to be 
used available for 
viewing at City Clerk's 
office. 

URBAN PLANNING SECTION MANAGER (including detailed 
plan} 

CITY CLERK 

RE: TOWNE CENTRE -· GAETZ AVENUE GATEWAY 

Please submit comments on the attached to this office by April 

15 for the Council Agenda of April 27, 1992 



THE CITY OF RED DEER 
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 

City Clerk"s Oooartment 342-8132 

April 7, 1992 

Towne Centre Association 
83, 4901 - 48 Street 
RED DEER, Alberta 
T4N 1S8 

Attention: 

Dear Sir: 

Art Mah, Chairman 
Landscape Committee 

RE: GAETZ AVENUE GATEWAY 

FILE No. 

FAX: (403) 346·6195 

I acknowledge receipt of your letter of April 7, 1992, regarding the above noted. 

This item will be discussed at the meeting of Red Deer City Council on Monday, April 27, 
1992. Council meetings begin at 4:30 p.m. and adjourn for the supper hour at 6:00 p.m., 
reconvening at 7:00 p.m. 

In the event you wish to be present at the Council meeting, would you please telephone 
our office on Friday, April 24, 1992 and we will advise you of the approximate time that 
Council will be discussing this item. 

Would you please enter City Hall on the west (parkside) entrance when arriving, and 
proceed up to the second floor Council Chambers. 

This request has been circulated to City administration for comments, and should you 
wish to receive a copy of the administrative comments prior to the Council meeting, they 
may be picked up at our office on the second floor of City Hall on Friday, April 24th. 

If you have any questions in the meantime, please do not hesitate to contact the writer. 

Yours truly, 

C.~VCIK 
City Clerk 
/jt 



TO: 

FROM: 

DATE 9 l-/ () L/ I 0 7 

~ DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVICES 

~ DIRECTOR OF ENGINEERING SERVICES 

DIRECTOR OF FINANCIAL SERVICES 

BYLAWS & INSPECTIONS MANAGER 

CITY ASSESSOR 

COMPUTER SERVICES MANAGER 

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGER 

E.L. & P. MANAGER 

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT MANAGER 

FIRE CHIEF 

PARKS MANAGER 

PERSONNEL MANAGER 

[J2t"' PUBLIC WORKS MANAGER w----
R.C.M.P. INSPECTOR 

D RECREATION & CULTURE MANAGER 

~ SOCIAL PLANNING MANAGER 

L2:'.:.J TRANSIT MANAGER 

AJott; ~ 
p 1«/IA- ~~1 
~-/;;;~.~ 

~r 
~~CA~~ 

~o~ 

D TREASURY SERVICES MANAGER \ 

[J21/ URBAN PLANNING SECTION MANAGE~cl~4 dJ::~th,,,...,) 
D 

CITY CLERK 

RE:-~~ 
Please submit comments on the attached to this office by 

-"'-/),._,., __ for the Council Agenda of {_~L ~ 7 

~ ACKNOWLEDGE 
C. SEVCIK 
City Clerk 



February 13, 1992 

Towne Centre Association 
B3, 4901 - 48 Street 
RED DEER, ALBERTA 
T4N 1S8 

Attention: Mr. John Ferguson, General Manager 

Dear Sir: 

RE: PROPOSED ENTRANCE SIGN 
GAETZ A VENUE AND 52 STREET 
GAETZ AVENUE PARKING MALL 

060-004E 

Further to your telephone inquiry of February 10, 1992, and as we said in our letter of 
May 13, 1991, we have no objection to the proposed Gaetz Avenue Parking Mall overhead 
signs, subject to proper sighting and approvals. We also indicated that we were prepared 
to support your proposal to Council. 

Since you have indicated that you now wish to proceed, we hereby give you our approval in 
principle subject to City Council approval of a License to Occupy Agreement. Prior to 
installation of the sign, it will be necessary for you to: 

1. submit to the City Clerk a letter of application, showing location, for a License to 
Occupy Agreement; 

2. submit detailed plans showing structural details, support and size and location 
dimensions of the sign for our review; 

3. apply for a Sign Permit at the Building Inspection Department and provide: 

a. two sets of plans as in item 2, above; 
b. public liability and property insurance (i.e. minimum of $500,000 or as 

specified by the Director of Finance); 
c. name and address of owner of sign. 



Mr. John Ferguson 
Page 2 
February 13, 1992 

4. have the underground utility locations checked and located. 

It should be kept in mind that installation must not occur until all of the above items have 
been complied with. Please contact us if you have any questions. 

Yours truly, 

Ken G. Haslop, P. Eng. 
Engineering Department Manager 

NPNch 

c.c. By-laws and Inspections Manager 
c.c. Fire Marshal 
c.c. Public Works Manager 
c.c. Electrical Engineer 
c.c. City Assessor 
c.c City Clerk 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

April 14, 1992 

CHARLIE SEVCIK 
City Clerk 

CRAIG CURTIS, Director 
Community Services Division 

TOWNE CENTRE - GAETZ AVENUE GATEWAY 
Your memo dated April 7, 1992 refers. 

CS-3.628 

I have discussed this proposal with the Parks and Recreation & Culture Managers, and 
we have no comments from a Community Services perspective. 

~I 7 c~ 
:dmg 

c. Don Batchelor, Parks Manager 
Lowell Hodgson, Recreation & Culture Manager 



FILE: ... gord\memos\gateway.cc 
DATE: April 9, 1992 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: Public Works Manager 

RE: TOWNE CENTRE • GAETZ A VENUE GATEWAY 

The Public Works Department has no comments. 

A JJ, 
.~rCstewar~ ng. 

Public Works Manager 

/blm 



FILE No. 

THE CITY OF RED DEER 
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 

City Clerk's Ocoartment 342-8132 

April 29, 1992 

Towne Centre Association 
B3, 4901 - 48 Street 
RED DEER, Alberta 
T4N 1S8 

Attention: 

Dear Sir: 

Mr. John P. Ferguson 
General Manager 

RE: GAETZ AVENUE GATEWAY 

FAX: (403) 346·6195 

Your letter of April 7, 1992 pertaining to the above topic was considered by Council April 27, 1992 and 
at which meeting Council passed the following motion. 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered correspondence 
from the Towne Centre Association dated April 7, 1992 re: Gaetz Avenue Gateway -
Request for a License to Occupy, hereby approves the granting of said License to 
Occupy subject to the comments of the administration as submitted on the Council 
agenda of April 27, 1992 and an agreement satisfactory to the City Solicitor with the 
exception of the comments from the Parks Manager pertaining to the colour scheme.• 

For your information, I am also enclosing herewith all of the administrative comment which appeared in 
the agenda (pages 154-162) and which will be taken into consideration in the preparation of the 
encroachment agreement and the approval process. By way of a copy of this letter we are requesting 
the Land Supervisor to prepare the agreement in this instance satisfactory to the City Solicitor and which 
documentation will be sent to you in due course for execution. 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory. If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact the 
undersigned. 

City 

CS/jt 
c.c. Land Supervisor 

Inspector Beaton 
Bylaws & Inspections Manager 
E. L. & P. Manager 
City Solicitor 

Parks Manager 
Senior Planner 
Director of Engineering Services 
Transit Manager 
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April 7, 1992 

The City of Red Deer 
Box 5008 
RED DEER, Alberta 
T4N 3T4 
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ATTENTION: MAYOR R. McGHEE, MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 

RE: 4324 - 54 AVENUE 
LOT SA, BLOCK 9, PLAN 5365 N.Y. 

WEDDELL 
MEHLING 

PANDER 
& ASSOCIATES RfALlY LTD 

The subject property is located directly South of the former 45 Street overpass and directly West of 54 
Avenue. In the past it has been home of MacCoshams Van Lines and Top Man Tops although it has been 
vacant for the past 18 months. The new owners, Swell Investments Ltd., have recently completed exterior 
improvements to the building and are in the process of undertaking site improvements which will include: 

• installation of new power system 
• landscaping (grass and shrubs in front of building) 
• paving parking area (see attached plan) 

These improvements will be expensive and will attract a different clientele than those which previously 
used the building. The owners are therefore requesting a change in the Land Use Bylaw to change the 
land use from 1.1 (Industrial Business Service District) to DC (Direct Control). 

The attached is a list of uses which Swell Investments Ltd. wish to have included in the permitted list of 
Direct Control uses. 

We request that this matter be considered at the April 27, 1992 council meeting, and if agreeable to the 
administration to have a first reading of an amending bylaw at that time. 

You~,eonsideratio_I!_~ill be greatly appreciated. 

WEDDELL ~EHLING~NDER & ASSOCIATES REALTY LTD . 

. j . ( 
I I I 
!.~.,·IL ·ll\-~~,· 

: .;·) ,/ .. ,_,.., 

~AYNfi. PANDER 
Commercial Specialist 

WP:DB 
c.c. Swell Investments Ltd. 

202, 4708 - 50th Ave., Red Deer, Alberta, Canada T4N 4A1 
TELEPHONE (403) 340-1986 FAX (403) 347-·1696 

"COMMERCIAL REAL ESTATE SERVICES" 
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USES TO BE INCLUDED UNDER DIRECT CONTROL 
RE: 4324 - 54 AVENUE (Lot BA, Block 9, Plan 5365 NY 

1. Any existing use within the building at the time this use district comes into effect is deemed to be 
a legal but nonconforming use. 

2. Adult Training Facilities (maximum of 20 students) 
3. Audio and video recording studios 
4. Courier firms, storage and moving companies 
5. Crafts workshop and sales 
6. Food and beverage including catering and restaurants 
7. Furniture, appliance or home entertainment stores 
8. Garden centres 
9. Home improvement supplies (floor & wall covering, drapery, plumbing, heating & electrical). No 

outside storage. 
10. Identification and local advertising signs 
11. Laundry/dry cleaning facilities 
12. Manufacture, repair and ancillary sale of footwear, orthopaedic and/or prosthetic products and 

devices 
13. Manufacture and sales of toys, novelties, rubber and metal stamps, musical instruments, dental 

and medical supplies (including laboratories) 
14. Manufacture, assembly, fabrication and sales of wood and/or light steel products 
15. Manufacture, assembly, sale and processing of bakery products, candy, dairy products, food 

products, cosmetics, toiletries, perfumes, pharmaceutical 
16. Manufacture and sales of ceramic products 
17. Materials testing, drafting, engineering and/or survey firm 
18. Office furniture, computer and accessories 
19. Offices for firms requiring large amount of sales staff parking (eg. real estate household product 

and life insurance sales 
20. Office for firms requiring parking of four wheel drive vehicles, exhausting of objectionable 

odors, etc. 
21. Personal services 
22. Printing/publishing shops 
23. Restaurants and public assembly having less than 60 seating capacity 
24. Sale and distribution of bulk grocery products 
25. Sale, rental, service and distribution of construction and automotive parts and tools (no outside 

storage) 
26. Sales, offices, servicing and warehousing of communication equipment (mobile or otherwise) 
27. Service stations and convenience stores 
28. Sign companies 
29. Sporting goods stores 
30. Upholstery firm 
31. Veterinary clinics (small animal practice), pet grooming, pet supply 
32. Video rentals 
33. Warehouse and office for building firms and construction trades (excluding outside storage) 
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RED DEER 
REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION 

DIRECTOR: W. G. A. Shaw, ACP, MCIP 

Mr. C. Sevcik 
OtyOerk 
City Hall 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N3T4 

Dear Sir: 

Re: Weddell Mehling Pander - 4324 - 54 Avenue 
Lot SA Block 9. Plan 5365 N .. Y. - From 11 to DC 

2830 BREMNER AVENUE, RED DEER, 
ALBERTA, CANADA T4R 1 M9 

Telephone: (403) 343-3394 
Fax: (403) 346-1570 

April 14, 1992 

The site is part of an island site bordering 55th Avenue, 54th Avenue and 45th Street. There is 
another lot on the south side containing the Parkland Radiator building. 

The site is designated as 11 or Light Industrial District. The applicant is requesting that his site 
be designated as Direct Control (DC) with the approval of 33 uses for the site. 

City Council, at their meeting dated January 20, 1992, requested the Planning Commission to 
prepare a comprehensive land use study for the whole area known as the C.P. Industrial Area. 

The purpose of the study is to evaluate the area in the light of the following changes happening 
in the area: 

• Extension of Taylor Drive south to join to Highway 2 south; 
• Extension of Ross and 49th Streets to join Taylor Drive; 
• Extension of 43rd Street across the creek; 
• Removal of the 45th Street overpass; 
• Discontinuation of West Park Drive (truck route); 
• The proposed commercial development on the former C.P. yards; 
• Location of U.F.A bulk oil on 45th Street (dangerous goods); 
• Location of Petro Canada bulk oil (dangerous goods) on 54th Avenue across from the site 

under consideration; 
• Also considering the exception granted to Cronquist Business Park; 

We feel it is premature to allow any other uses not listed under industrial use table until 
the road system mentioned above is completed (end of 1992) and the land use study is 
complete. 

MUNICIPALITIES WITHIN COMMISSION AREA 

CITY OF REO DEER• MUNICIPAL DISTRICT OF CLEARWATER No. 99 •COUNTY OF STETTLER No. El• COUNTY OF LACOMBE No. 14 •COUNTY OF MOUNTAIN VIEW No. 17 •COUNTY OF 
PAINTEARTH No. 18. COUNTY OF RED DEEoR No. 23. TOWN OF BLACKFALDS. TOWN OF BOWDEN. TOWN OF CARSTAIRS. TOWN OF CASTOR. TOWN OF CORONATION. TOWN OF 
DIDSBURY •TOWN OF ECKVILLE •TOWN OF INNISFAIL •TOWN OF LACOMBE • TOWN OF OLDS• TOWN OF PENHOLD •TOWN OF ROCKY MOUNTAIN HOUSE• TOWN OF STETTLER 
TOWN OF SUNDRE• TOWN OF SYLVAN LAl<E •VILLAGE OF ALIX• VILLAGE OF BENTLEY• VILLAGEo OF BIG VALLEY• VILLAGE OF BOTHA• VILLAGE OF CAROLINE• VILLAGE OF CLIVE 
VILLAGE OF CREMONA• VILLAGE OF DELBURNE •VILLAGE OF DON ALDA• VILLAGE OF ELNORA• VILLAGE OF GADSBY• VILLAGE OF HALKIRK •VILLAGE OF MIRROR• SUMMER VILLAGE 
OF BIRCHCLIFF • SUMMER VILLAGE OF GULL LAKE • SUMMER VILLAGE OF HALF MOON Bll.Y • SUMMER VILLAGE OF JARVIS BAY • SUMMER VILLAGE OF NORGLENWOLD 

SUMMER VILLAGE OF ROCHON SANDS• SUMMER VILLAGE OF SUNBREAKER COVE• SUMMER VILLAGE OF WHITE SANDS 
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- 2 -

Mr. C. Sevcik April 14, 1992 

We are recommending the application of land use designation be tabled until such time as the 
study is available to avoid unplanned and piecemeal planning for the area and the road system 
is in place. In the meantime, the site can be used for industrial uses under the provisions of the 
Land Use By-law. 

Yours truly 

~.Qt 
D.ROUHI 
SENIOR Pl.ANNER 

DR/pim 

c/ c Director of Community Services 
Director of Engineering Services 
Bylaws & Inspections Manager 
City Assessor 
Economic Development Manager 
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DATE: April 10, 1992 FILE NO. 92-1727 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: Bylaws and Inspections Manager 

RE: 4324-54 A VENUE 
LOT SA, BLOCK 9, PLAN 5365 N.Y. 

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

We have met with Mr. Pander, regarding this site and requested some modifications to his 
original proposal. These changes have been included in the submission to Council. The 
proposed use table is acceptable to us and is similar to that approved for the Red Deer 
Industrial Tower at a recent Council meeting. 

During our meeting, the Regional Planning Commission indicated that before they were in 
a position to comment on this proposal, a study of the long term use of the adjacent area 
should be done. However, due to staffing reductions, it would be a considerable length of 
time before this work could be done. We appreciate the need for the study; however, it 
seems unreasonable to delay the redevelopment of property, which would allow only 
industrial uses to locate in the building, as these uses might be incompatible with the 
commercial uses in the adjacent area. 

Recommendation: That the site be rezoned to DC(3) with the uses approved as per the 
application. This approval subject to: 

1. Engineering Department approval of access to the site. 

2. Detailed landscaping plans to be submitted to, and approved by, the Development 
Officer. 

R. Strader 
Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
BUILDING INSPECTION DEPARTMENT 

RS/vs 
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DATE: April 9, 1992 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: Fire Marshal 

RE: LOT BA, BLOCK 9, PLAN 5365 N.Y. {4324 - 54 AVE.) 

This department is not in favor of Item 6 on the proposed list as Item 
23 is more in line with what has been accepted in other areas. 

Each occupancy application will have to be approved by this department 
prior to the issuing of an Occupany Permit. 

~~ 
Fire Marshal 

CR/dd 
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TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 
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April 9, 1992 

City Clerk 

Director of Engineering Services 

LOT SA, BLOCK 9, PLAN 5465 N.Y. 
4324-54 A VENUE 
REZONE FROM 11 TO DC 

050-099 

Engineering Services has no specific comment with respect to the requested rezoning and 
list of uses. Specific approvals from Engineering Services with respect to a particular 
development would require more detailed information from the developer with respect to 
access, servicing, and other related issues. 

ers, P. Eng. 
Engineering Services 

BCJ/emg 

c.c. Director of Community Services 
c.c. By-laws and Inspections Manager 
c.c. City Assessor 
c.c. Economic Development Manager 
c.c. E. L. & P. Manager 
c.c. Fire Chief 
c.c. Urban Planning Sections Manager 

Commissioner's Comments 

We concur with the recommendations of the Senior Planner. As can be seen 
the redevelopment of the railyard lands is having an impact on the surrounding 
areas for redevelopment and change of uses that are now in existence. While we 
support the request in principle, we feel the study as directed by Council should 
be completed prior to making a final decision on this application. 

"R.J. MCGHEE" 
Mayor 
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FROM: 

DATE April 8, 1992 

DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVICES 

DIRECTOR OF ENGINEERING SERVICES 

DIRECTOR OF FINANCIAL SERVICES 

BYLAWS & INSPECTIONS MANAGER 

CITY ASSESSOR 

COMPUTER SERVICES MANAGER 

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGER 

E.L. & P. MANAGER 

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT MANAGER 

FIRE CHIEF 

PARKS MANAGER 

PERSONNEL MANAGER 

PUBLIC WORKS MANAGER 

R.C.M.P. INSPECTOR 

RECREATION & CULTURE MANAGER 

SOCIAL PLANNING MANAGER 

TRANSIT MANAGER 

TREASURY SERVICES MANAGER 

URBAN PLANNING SECTION MANAGER 

CITY CLERK 

WEDDELL MEHLING PANDER - 4324 - 54 AVENUE 

RE: LOT 8A, BLOCK 9, PLAN 5365 N. Y. - FROM 11 to DC 

April Please submit comments on the attached to this office by ______ _ 

15 for the Council Agenda of 
April 27 



FILE No. 

THE CITY OF RED DEER 
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 FAX: (403) 346·6195 

City Clerk's Dcoartment 342-8132 

April 8, 1992 

Weddell Mehling Pander 
& Associates Realty Ltd. 

Attention: Wayne Pander 
202, 4708 - 50 Avenue 
RED DEER, Alberta 
T4N 4A1 

Dear Sir: 

RE: 4324 - 54 AVENUE. LOT SA. BLOCK 9. PLAN 5365 N.V. 

I acknowledge receipt of your letter of April 7, 1992, regarding the above noted. 

This item will be discussed at the meeting of Red Deer City Council on Monday, April 27, 
1992. Council meetings begin at 4:30 p.m. and adjourn for the supper hour at 6:00 p.m., 
reconvening at 7:00 p.m. 

In the event you wish to be present at the Council meeting, would you please telephone 
our office on Friday, April 24, 1992 and we will advise you of the approximate time that 
Council will be discussing this item. · 

Would you please enter City Hall on the west (parkside) entrance when arriving, and 
proceed up to the second floor Council Chambers. 

This request has been circulated to City administration for comments, and should you 
wish to receive a copy of the administrative comments prior to the Council meeting, they 
may be picked up at our office on the second floor of City Hall on Friday, April 24th. 

If you have any questions in the meantime, please do not hesitate to contact the writer. 

Yours truly, 

t.i,EVCIK 
City Clerk 
/jt 
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DATE April 8, 1992 

DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVICES 

DIRECTOR OF ENGINEERING SERVICES 

DIRECTOR OF FINANCIAL SERVICES 

BYLAWS & INSPECTIONS MANAGER 

CITY ASSESSOR 

COMPUTER SERVICES MANAGER 

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGER 

E.L. & P. MANAGER 

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT MANAGER 

FIRE CHIEF 

PARKS MANAGER 

PERSONNEL MANAGER 

PUBLIC WORKS MANAGER 

R.C.M.P. INSPECTOR 

RECREATION & CULTURE MANAGER 

SOCIAL PLANNING MANAGER 

TRANSIT MANAGER 

TREASURY SERVICES MANAGER 

URBAN PLANNING SECTION MANAGER 

CITY CLERK 

WEDDELL MEHLING PANDER - 4324 - 54 AVENUE 

RE: LOT 8A, BLOCK 9, PLAN 5365 N. Y. - FROM Il to DC 

Please submit comments on the attached to this office by April 

15 for the Council Agenda of April 27 

1' 

/{o 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

April 14, 1992 

CHARLIE SEVCIK 
City Clerk 

CRAIG CURTIS, Director 
Community Services Division 

WEDDELL MEHLING PANDER & ASSOCIATES REALTY LTD. 
4324 • 54 AVENUE, LOT SA, BLOCK 9, PLAN 5365 NY, 11-DC 
Your memo dated April 8, 1992 refers. 

CS-3.627 

I have discussed this request for redesignation with the Parks and Recreation & Culture 
Managers, and we have no comments from a Community Services perspective. 

:dmg 

c. Don Batchelor, Parks Manager 
Lowell Hodgson, Recreation & Culture Manager 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

April 10, 1992 

City Clerk 

E. L. & P. Manager 

WEDDELL MEHLING PANDER - 4324 - 54 AVENUE 
LOT SA, BLOCK 9, PLAN 5365 NY - FROM 11 TO DC 

The E. L. & P. Department has no objections to the rezoning request. 

A. Roth, 
Manager 

AR/jjd 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

13 April 1992 

City Clerk 

City Assessor 

WEDDELL MEHLING PANDER - 4324 - 54 AV 
LOT 8A, BLK. 9, PL. 5365 N.Y. - FROM I1 TO DC 

The Assessment, Tax & land Department has no comment regarding the above proposal. 

Al Knight, A. 
City Assessor 

AK/ngl 



DATE: April 28, 1992 

TO: Red Deer Regional Planning Commission 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT 2672/0-92 

Council of The City of Red Deer at its meeting of Monday, April 27, 1992, gave first 
reading to the above noted Land Use Bylaw Amendment, a copy of which is enclosed 
herewith. 

Bylaw 2672/0-92 pertains to the redesignation of 4324 - 54 Avenue, Lot BA, Block 9, Plan 
5365 N.Y. from 11 to DC3 (Swell Investments Ltd.). 

This office will now proceed with advertising for a public hearing to be held on Monday, 
May 25, 1992 commencing at 7:00 p.m. or as soon thereafter as Council may determine. 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory. 

CS/jt 

Att. 

c.c. Director of Community Services 
Director of Engineering Services 
Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
City Assessor 
Fire Chief 
E. L. & P. Manager 



THE CITY OF RED DEER 
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 

City Clerk's Ocoartment 342-8132 

April 28, 1992 

Weddell Mehling Pander & Associates Realty Ltd. 
202, 4708 - 50 Avenue 
RED DEER, Alberta 
T4N 4A1 

Attention: 

Dear Sir: 

Mr. Wayne Pander 
Commercial Specialist 

FAX: (403) 346·6195 

RE: 4324 - 54 AVENUE - LOT SA, BLOCK 9, PLAN 5365 N.Y. 
LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT 2672/0-92 

FILE No. 

Your letter of April 7, 1992 requesting Council to redesignate the above noted site from 
11 to Direct Control received consideration at the Council meeting of April 27, 1992. 

At the above noted meeting, Council passed the following motion. 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered 
correspondence from Weddell Mehling Pander & Associates Realty Ltd. 
dated April 7, 1992 re: Request for Land Use Bylaw Amendment I Direct 
Control Use I 4324 - 54 Avenue, Lot BA, Block 9, Plan 5365 N.Y. I Swell 
Investments Ltd., hereby agrees that said request be approved." 

I would further advise that with the co-operation of the Senior Planner, Mr. D. Rouhi, we 
were able to prepare over the supper hour, a draft bylaw in order to expedite approval 
of your application. Bylaw 2672/0-92, a copy of which is enclosed herewith, was given 
first reading. 

This office will now proceed with preparation of advertising for a public hearing to be held 
on Monday, May 25, 1992 commencing at 7:00 p.m. or as soon thereafter as Council may 
determine. The advertising is scheduled to appear in the Advocate on Friday, May 8th 
and May 15th. In accordance with the Land Use Bylaw, you are required to deposit with 

.... 2 



W. Pander 
Weddell Mehling Pander 
April 28, 1992 
Page 2 

the City Clerk prior to public advertising an amount equal to the estimated cost of said 
advertising, which in this instance is $500. We will require this deposit by no later than 
Tuesday, May 5, 1992, in order to proceed with the advertising as scheduled above. 
Once the actual costs are known, the applicant will be either invoiced for or refunded the 
balance. 

With regard to the uses to be included under Direct Control on this site, it is anticipated 
that Council will consider passing a resolution approving some of the uses which you 
submitted with your application, at the May 25th Council meeting following passage of 
the bylaw amendment. You may wish to review the list of uses you submitted in the light 
of comments received from the administration and submit a revised list for inclusion on 
the Council agenda of May 25th. 

I trust you will find this satisfactory, however, if you have any questions, please do not 
hesitate to contact the undersigned. 

Sincerely, 

CS/jt 

Att. 

c.c. Senior Planner 
Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
Fire Chief 
Director of Engineering Services 
Council & Committee Secretary - Sandra 
Swell Investments Ltd. 
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City Council, 
City of Red Deer, 
Box 5008, 
Red Deer, Alberta. 
T4N 3T4 
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89 Duncan Crescent, 
Red Deer, Alberta. 
T4R 1 M3 

April 2, 1992. 

ATTENTION: City Clerk. 

Dear Sirs: 

Re: GUSTUM, Robert H. & Lillian A., 
5311 - 44th Avenue, Red Deer, 
Lot 21, Block F, Plan K9. 

THE CITY OF RED DEER 
CLERK'S DEPARTMENT 

RECEIVED 
TIME 
DATE ~ 
BY 

We were quite shocked when we received the enclosed letter 
of February 20th, 1992 from Mr. Holloway of the Building Inspection Department. 

By Agreement dated July 15th, 1989, we purchased the 
property from Wi ndmi 11 Holdings Ltd. as a revenue property with three rental 
units (triplex). There was nothing to indicate to us that it could not be used 
as a triplex as each unit had a separate electricity meter and the property had 
been rented out as a triplex for a considerable period of time. 

It is our understanding that the property is presently zoned 
R1 - a single family dwelling. We further understand that the property was 
formerly zoned R2 - single family dwelling and one extra suite permitted and two 
extra suites discretionary. It would be disastrous for us financially if we 
could not use the property as a triplex as the price paid for the property and 
the financing for the purchase was based on the income that the three units 
would generate. As such we are asking that City Council give us permission to 
continue using the premises as a triplex on a non-conforming but not illegal use 
basis. 

We have made enqu1 ri es of the two previous owners and we 
were advised that during their term of ownership, that is from 1980 to 1989, the 
property was set up as a triplex and during that time the three suites were 
rented continuously and no vacancy exceeded a one month duration. With regard 
to the first owner, Caroline Linham, she is very old so we had her niece, Alice 
Krawece, write the note herein enclosed. With regard to Windmill Holdings 
Ltd. 1 s letter of February 25th, 1992 which we herewith enclose, please note that 
Wi ndmi 11 Holdings Ltd. sold the property to us in 1989. During our term of 

••• 2 



City Counci 1, 
Page 2, 
April 2, 1992. 
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ownership from 1989 to the present, we have continuously rented the three units 
and have had no vacanies. 

We have checked with the City of Red Deer By-Laws Office and 
they advise us that they have never received a comp 1 a int with regard to the 
property as to the parking of vehicles. 

We have spent cons i derab 1 e time and money upgrading the 
premises and the yard to make the property attractive to the tenants and to the 
neighbours. We do not be 1 i eve that any of the immediate neighbours have any 
objections or complaints with regard to the property being used as a triplex. 

We would request that the City Clerk put the within request 
before City Council, along with the within letter and enclosures, and we would 
ask that the Cl erk advise us of the hearing date and ti me. Our address and 
telephone numbers are as follows: 

89 Duncan Crescent, 
Red Deer, Alberta. 
T4R 1M3 

Phone: 340-8711 (work) 
346-4435 (home) 

Yours truly, 

~/~II /i~ Per:_ 'l~ ~.;£.~ 
R'6BERT H. GU STUM '

7 

Per:_~~ - L~) 
c 

LILLIAN A. GUSTUM 

Enclosures. 

c.c. Mr. Ryan Strader, 
Building Inspection Department. 
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THE CITY OF RED DEER 
P.O. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 

February 20, 1992 

Robert & Lillian Gustum 
89 Duncan Crescent 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4R 1M3 

Dear Sir/Madam: 

RE: 5311-44 AVENUE 
LOT 21, BLOCK F, PLAN K9 

FILE No. 

It has been brought to the City's attention that a possible basement suite is in existence at 
the above referenced dwelling, which is contrary to the requirements of City Bylaws. 

You are therefore notified that if such a suite exists, it shall be removed forthwith, and the 
unit converted back to its approved use as a single family dwelling unit. 

Failure to comply will result in legal action being taken by the City. An inspection of the 
subject site is to be requested by yourselves within thirty (30) days of this notice. Please 
telephone 342-8190 to arrange for the inspection. 

Your co-operation in this matter is appreciated. 

Y~trlli#& -
Peter Holloway o/ 
Bylaws and Inspections Assistant Manager 
BUILDING INSPECTION DEPARTMENT 

PH/vs 
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February 25, 1992 

TO WHOM lT MAY CONCERN: 

This ie to confirm Windmill Holdings Ltd. was the owner of 
5311 - 44 Avenue, Red Deer approximately from 1984 to 1987. 
When 1 purchased this property there was the main floor rented 
as one unit and two rented suites in the basement. The suites 
~ete continuously rented during my ownership with no more 
than one months varancy. There was a city electrical meter 
for each of the three units. I purchased this property for 
revenue of thtee rentable units and at the time of purchaset 
the vendor also h2.1.d these three uni ts rented as well. 

If there may be any other questions you can contact me at 
346-2051. 

I believe the la<ly I purchased from told me her husband had 
built the building as it presently stands but I am unable to 
be eure. at th!s late date. 

Yours. s~ncerel , 

~ ~ 
,,-~ 
Gerald Danhauer, President 
W1ndmill Holdings Ltd. 
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RED DEER 
REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION 

DIRECTOR: W. G. A. Shaw, ACP, MCIP 

April 16, 1992 

Mr. C. Sevcik, City Clerk 
City Hall 
P.O. Box 5008 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 3T4 

Dear Sir: 

Re: R & L GUSTUM BASEMENT SUITE 
5311- 44 AVENUE 

2830 BREMNER AVENUE, RED DEER, 
ALBERTA, CANADA T4R 1M9 

Telephone: (403) 343-3394 
Fax: (403) 346-1570 

The applicant requesting City Council's permission to continue the use of the above property as 
a triplex. They maintain the property has been used as a three units suite for a number of years 
and that they bought the property as a revenue property. 

The Woodlea neighbourhood, being one of the older residential neighbourhoods was subject to 
a number proposals for redevelopment of multiple family housing in the 1970's. The resident 
petitioned City Council and requested Rl designation except for a few sites. The City Council 
agreed with the residents, and the area was redesignated from R2 to Rl with the exception of 
a few sites. 

Under the R2 designation a basement suite is a permitted use and must receive city approval 
before conversion. If one basement suite has approval then it could continue as a legal but non­
conforming use. We are not sure whether or not they received approval for one basement suite 
as described in the land use bylaw. 

We cannot support the use of the above property as triplex and recommend that City Council 
deny the application. 

Yours~ly, n 

(S:) .\\~_, 
Djamshid Rouhi, ACP, MCIP 
SENIOR PLANNER 

DR/earn 

CC. Director of Community Services Director of Engineering Services 
Bylaws and Inspections Manager City Assessor 

--------=-- MUNICIPALITIES WITHIN COMMISSION AREA 

CITY OF RED DEER• MUNICIPAL DISTRICT OF CLEARWATER No. 99 •COUNTY OF STETTLER No. Ei •COUNTY OF LACOMBE No. 14 ·COUNTY OF MOUNTAIN VIEW No. 17 •COUNTY OF 
PAINTEARTH No. 18 •COUNTY OF RED DEER No. 23 •TOWN OF BLACKFALDS •TOWN OF BOWDEl>J •TOWN OF CARSTAIRS •TOWN OF CASTOR• TOWN OF CORONATION• TOWN OF 
DIDSBURY •TOWN OF ECKVILLE •TOWN OF INNISFAIL •TOWN OF LACOMBE• TOWN OF OLDS• TOWN OF PENHOLD •TOWN OF ROCKY MOUNTAIN HOUSE• TOWN OF STETTLER 
TOWN OF SUNDRE• TOWN OF SYLVAN LAKE• VILLAGE OF ALIX• VILLAGE OF BENTLEY• VILLAGE OF BIG VALLEY• VILLAGE OF BOTHA• VILLAGE OF CAROLINE· VILLAGE OF CLIVE 
VILLAGE OF CREMONA• VILLAGE OF DELBLIRNE •VILLAGE OF DONALDA •VILLAGE OF ELNORA• VILLAGE OF GADSBY• VILLAGE OF HALKIRK •VILLAGE OF MIRROR· SUMMER VILLAGE 
OF BIRCHCLIFF • SUMMER VILLAGE OF GULL LAKE • SUMMER VILLAGE OF HALF MOON BAY • SUMMER VILLAGE OF JARVIS BAY • SUMMER VILLAGE OF NORGLENWOLD 

SUMMER VILLAGE OF ROCHON SANDS• SUMMER VILLAGE OF SUNBREAKER COVE• SUMMER VILLAGE OF WHITE SANDS 
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DATE: April 8, 1992 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: Bylaws and Inspections Manager 

RE: 5311 - 44 A VENUE 
LOT 21, BLOCK F PIAN K9 

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

The site is presently zoned Rl, in which a tri-plex is not a permitted nor discretionary use. 
Prior to 1980 the site was designated R2 in which tri-plexs were a discretionary use. In 1978 
this use was removed from the discretionary use table for the Waskasoo area. 

Our file on this site indicates that it was always used as a single family dwelling. Therefore 
when a complaint was received a letter was sent to the property owners. 

If the site was used as a tri-plex it was not approved by the City. It is our opinion that the 
present use is therefore an illegal use of the site and cannot be considered "non-conforming 
but not illegal" because the use was not approved. 

Yours truly 

R. Strader 
Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
BUILDING INSPECTIONS DEPARTMENT 

RS/jw 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 
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April 7, 1992 

City Clerk 

E. L. & P. Manager 

R & L GUSTUM. BASEMENT SUITE 
5311 • 44 Avenue 

As stated in the letter from the above noted, there are 3 electrical meters at the subject 
address. 

Applications for electrical service are taken by the Utilities Section. They have no means 
of checking if the premise is a legally conforming housing unit. The fact that there are 3 
existing electrical meters therefore does not imply that there are 3 separate conforming 
housing units. 

A. Roth, 
Manager 

AR/jjd 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

April 8, 1992 

City Cl erk 

Fi re Marsha 1 

181 

5311 - 44 AVENUE (BASEMENT SUITE) 

This department has no objection provided reasonable life safety 
requirements as per Alberta Fire Code are complied with. 

Cliff Robson 
Fi re Marsha 1 

CR/dd 

Commissioner's Comments 

We would concur with the recommendation of the Administration that a 
tri-plex for this site does not meet the intent of this bylaw or any former 
bylaw. 

"R.J. MCGHEE" 
Mayor 
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FILE No. 

P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 FAX: (403) 346·6195 

City Clerk's Dcnartment 342-8132 

April 29, 1992 

Robert H. and Lillian A. Gustum 
89 Duncan Crescent 
RED DEER, Alberta 
T4R 1M3 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Gustum: 

RE: 5311 • 44 AVENUE. LOT 21. BLOCK F. PLAN K9 

I would advise that your letter of April 2, 1992 concerning the above property which you purchased from 
Windmill Holdings Ltd. as a revenue property with three rental units, received consideration at the Council 
meeting of April 27, 1992. 

At the above noted meeting the following motion was introduced to deny your request, however, the 
motion was defeated. 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered correspondence 
from Robert and Lillian Gustum dated April 2, 1992 re: 5311 - 44 Avenue, Lot 21, Block 
F, Plan K9 I Request to Continue Using the Premises as a Triplex as a nonconforming but 
not illegal use, hereby agrees that said request be denied, and as recommended to 
Council April 27, 1992. • 

MOTION DEFEATED 

As a result of the above decision by City Council, no further action will be taken by the City in regard to 
the continued use of the above noted property as a triplex. 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory. If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact the 
undersigned. 

Sincerely, 

City Clerk 

CS/jt 

c.c. Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
Fire Chief 
City Commissioners 

~ ,-/. 

~'ReD·DeeR 
=:;.== 

Senior Planner 
E. L. & P. Manager 
City Solicitor 
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DATE Apri 1 3, 1992 

DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVICES 

DIRECTOR OF ENGINEERING SERVICES 

DIRECTOR OF FINANCIAL SERVICES 

BYLAWS & INSPECTIONS MANAGER 

CITY ASSESSOR 

COMPUTER SERVICES MANAGER 

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGER 

E.L. & P. MANAGER 

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT MANAGER 

FIRE CHIEF 

PARKS MANAGER 

PERSONNEL MANAGER 

PUBLIC WORKS MANAGER 

R.C.M.P. INSPECTOR 

RECREATION & CULTURE MANAGER 

SOCIAL PLANNING MANAGER 

TRANSIT MANAGER 

TREASURY SERVICES MANAGER 

URBAN PLANNING SECTION MANAGER 

CITY CLERK 

RE: R. & L. GUSTUM - BASEMENT SUITE AT 5311 - 44 AVENUE 

Please submit comments on the attached to this office by April IS/92 

for the Council Agenda of ~__.:.A~p~r~il.:.....:-2~7~/9~2.__~~~~ 
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Please submit 

DATE qL ( 0 Lf J 0 2> 

DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVICES 

DIRECTOR OF ENGINEERING SERVICES 

DIRECTOR OF FINANCIAL SERVICES 

BYLAWS & INSPECTIONS MANAGER 

CITY ASSESSOR 

COMPUTER SERVICES MANAGER 

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGER 

E.L. & P. MANAGER 

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT MANAGER 

FIRE CHIEF 

PARKS MANAGER 

PERSONNEL MANAGER 

PUBLIC WORKS MANAGER 

R.C.M.P. INSPECTOR 

RECREATION & CULTURE MANAGER 

SOCIAL PLANNING MANAGER 

TRANSIT MANAGER 

TREASURY SERVICES MANAGER 

URBAN PLANNING SECTION MANAGER 

CITY CLERK 

S~11-~ 1--t t~~ 
comments on the attached to this office by fl~ 

__ 1-0 __ for the Council Agenda of _ .... f1rv:...;;+:.....;;..;.;;....l---"~;;...._j_,__ ___ _ 

[ZJ ACKNOWLEDGE 
C. SEVCIK 
City Clerk 



THE CITY OF RED DEER 
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 

City Clerk's Dcoartment 342-8132 

April 6, 1992 

Mr. & Mrs. A. Gustum 
89 Duncan Crescent 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4R 1M3 

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Gustum: 

FILE No. 

FAX: (403) 346·6195 

I acknowledge receipt of your letter dated April 2, 1992, regarding basement suite at 
5311 - 44 Avenue. 

This item will be discussed and possibly a decision made at the Meeting of Red Deer City 
Council on Monday, April 27, 1992. Council meetings begin at 4:30 p.m., and adjourn 
for the supper hour at 6:00 p.m. reconvening at 7:00 p.m. 

In the event you wish to be present at the Council meeting, would you please telephone 
our office on Friday, April 24, 1992, and we will advise you of the approximate time that 
Council will be discussing this item. 

Would you please enter City Hall on the park side entrance when arriving, and proceed 
up to the second floor Council Chambers. 

This request has been circulated to City administration for comments, and should you 
wish to receive a copy of the administrative comments prior to the Council meeting, they 
may be picked up at our office on the second'floor of City Hall on Friday, 

If you have any questions in the meantime, please do not hesitate to contact the writer. 

Yours truly, 

£.-s vcik 
City lerk 
CS/ds 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

April 14, 1992 

CHARLIE SEVCIK 
City Clerk 

CRAIG CURTIS, Director 
Community Services Division 

R. & L. GUSTUM - BASEMENT SUITE AT 5311 - 44 AVENUE 
Your memo dated April 3, 1992 refers. 

CS-3.629 

I have discussed this situation with the Parks and Recreation & Culture Managers, and 
we have no comments from a Community Services perspective. 

~) 
C I 

:dmg 

c. Don Batchelor, Parks Manager 
Lowell Hodgson, Recreation & Culture Manager 
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DATE: April 9, 1992 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: Director of Engineering Services 

RE: R. & L. GUSTUM - BASEMENT SUITE 
LOT 21, BLOCK F, PLAN K9 - 5311-44 A VENUE 

Please be advised that the Engineering Department has no comments with respect to the 
above noted. 

rs, P. Eng. 
ngineering Services 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

13 April 1992 

City Clerk 

City Assessor 

R. & L. GUSTUM ·BASEMENT SUITE AT 5311- 44 AV 

The Assessment, Tax & Land Department has no objection to the above proposal. 

c1f~ 
Al Knight, A.M.AA. 
City Assessor 

AK/ngl 



NO. 5 

April 1, 1992 

Honorable I"!ayor 
Ci~y Councillors 
Boy t:SOC8 
Perl Deer, AB 
T4N 3Tt1l 

To Whom It May Concern: 

182 

Sunny Dade 
#3 - 5 St2nton St. 
RP.d Deer, Ar: 
T4N OB9 347-0336 

THE CITY OF RED DEER 
(.LF.r.t\ 'S DEPMTMHlT ------· ----.... 

RECEIVED 1--·---· 

Thl 8 i E' to s2y, I arn ~~8ekl ne approval t0 sell b2.lloon s 
of various shapes and sizes to th~ public from park 
locations in Red Deer, and surrounding area. 

I nm currently enrolled in the New Venture Program, 
an entrepreneurial b1u3.i.ness course· sporn::ored by Cc.nada 
:i<:rn1)loyment and will he embarkine: on e Children'::: Enter­
tainrrient Service busi.ness by the end of <Tune. 

I have a sincere concern for the youth in our City and 
v:i. ~o-h. to promcte self-esteem amone; these children tiy 
public cpeaking and beine; 2. '''Clown with a Theme'' throue;h­
out the City. 

Hoping to hear from you with a poPitive reply, 

Siricerely yo 1Jrs, 

(1 ,, 
{.:~~·o-:. 

I 
Su11ny Dade 

~. ' 
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CS-P-3.512 

DATE: April 15, 1992 

TO: CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: BILL HULL, Chairman 
Recreation, Parks & Culture Board 

RE: APPROVAL TO SELL BALLOONS FROM PARKS LOCATIONS: 
Ms. Sunny Dade's letter to City Council of April 1, 1992 

At their regular meeting of April 14, 1992, the Recreation, Parks & Culture Board 
considered Ms. Dade's request and the resolution, as outlined below, to sell balloons in 
public parks as outlined in her letter to City Council. 

"THAT the Recreation, Parks & Culture Board, having considered report of 
the Parks Manager dated April 7, 1992 re: Approval to Sell Balloons from 
Parks Locations, hereby support and recommend to Council of The City of 
Red Deer that the proposal as outlined in correspondence from Sunny 
Dade dated April 1, 1992, be approved subject to the conditions outlined 
in the Parks Manager's report as noted above." 

After discussion and reviewing the Park Manager's report (attached), the board 
determined that it could not support this resolution. The proposed resolution was 
defeated. 
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CS-P-3.486 

DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

April 7, 1992 

RECREATION, PARKS & CULTURE BOARD 

DON BATCHELOR 
Parks Manager 

RE: APPROVAL TO SELL BALLOONS FROM PARK LOCATIONS 

Ms. Sunny Dade has submitted a proposal to sell balloons in public parks (see attached). 

I have discussed Ms. Dade's proposal with her to determine the compatibility of selling 
balloons in public parks with existing programs and City Policy. 

Ms. Dade is completing a course with Canada Employment on starting a small business. 
This course has presented to her the concept of providing a service in public parks 
including: 

• selling helium filled balloons at ±$1.00; 

• dressing like a clown and talking to youth promoting self-esteem; and 

• providing information to the public, especially as it relates to appreciation of the 
environment and anti-littering. 

No specific park has been identified by Ms. Dade; however, she has indicated that her 
proposed operation is very portable (no booth or stand involved) and therefore can move 
from park to park based on public attendance. City Hall Park and Rotary Picnic Park, 
however, are viewed as primary locations. 

To ensure that Ms. Dade's proposal is publicly perceived as a positive service in the 
parks, her operation should be specified in a precise location (fixed) in each park 
approved for this purpose. She should not be permitted to approach people in the park 
or meander throughout the parks approved. 

In view of City Council Policy No. 921 (Reservation of Parks & Outdoor Recreation 
Facilities), and existing agreement contracts with other concessionaires in public parks, 
I support Ms. Dade's request subject to an agreement/contract being prepared which 
includes the following: 

• price list and articles approved by City; 
• litter pickup within 30 meters of selling location; 

... 2 



Recreation, Parks & Culture Board 
April 7, 1992 
Page 2 

• provide public park information; 

185 

• provide proof of all necessary licenses and permits; 
• provide 10% of gross sales of all approved products and services to The City of 

Red Deer; 
• provide a performance bond; and 
• provide public liability insurance policy naming The City as co-insured; 
• list the parks and specific locations within each park where the balloon vending will 

be permitted. 

RECOMMENDATION 

That the Recreation, Parks & Culture Board support and recommend to City Council that 
the proposal, as outlined by Ms. Dade to sell balloons in public parks, be approved 

o the conditions outlined in the Parks Manager's report. 

DON BATCHELOR 

:ad 
Att. 

c. Craig Curtis, Director of Community Services 
Lowell Hodgson, Recreation & Culture Manager 
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DATE: April 7, 1992 FILE NO. 92-1728 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: Bylaws and Inspections Manager 

RE: SALE OF BALLOONS 

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

The license department currently licenses two "clown businesses" as home occupations. 
These businesses do not operate from street locations rather they appear at homes for 
children's parties etc. 

A home occupation license is $165 per year plus a $40 advertising fee for the first year. 

We have no comments regarding the sale of balloons from the park. 

Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
BUILDING INSPECTION DEPARTMENT 

RS/jw 

Commissioner's Comments 

We would recommend Council support the decision of the Recreation, Parks 
& Culture Board not to approve this application. 

"R.J. MCGHEE" 
Mayor 
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FROM: 

DATE April 1, 1992 

DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVICES 

DIRECTOR OF ENGINEERING SERVICES 

DIRECTOR OF FINANCIAL SERVICES 

BYLAWS & INSPECTIONS MANAGER 

CITY ASSESSOR 

COMPUTER SERVICES MANAGER 

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGER 

E.L. & P. MANAGER 

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT MANAGER 

FIRE CHIEF 

PARKS MANAGER 

PERSONNEL MANAGER 

PUBLIC WORKS MANAGER 

R.C.M.P. INSPECTOR 

RECREATION & CULTURE MANAGER 

SOCIAL PLANNING MANAGER 

TRANSIT MANAGER 

TREASURY SERVICES MANAGER 

URBAN PLANNING SECTION MANAGER 

CITY CLERK 

RE: APPROVAL TO SELL BALLOONS FROM PARK LOCATIONS 

Please submit comments on the attached to this office by April 6 

for the Council Agenda of ~A~p~r_i_l_l_3~/_9_2~~~~~-



THE CITY OF RED DEER 
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 

City Clerk's Dcoartment 342-8132 

April 1, 1992 

Mr. Sunny Dade 
#3 - 5 Stanton Street 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 089 

Dear Sir: 

FILE No. 

FAX: (403) 346·6195 

I acknowledge receipt of your letter dated April 1, 1992, regarding your request for 
approval to sell balloons from park locations in the City. 

This item will be discussed and possibly a decision made at the Meeting of Red Deer City 
Council on Monday, April 13, 1992. Council meetings begin at 4:30 p.m., and adjourn 
for the supper hour at 6:00 p.m. reconvening at 7:00 p.m. 

In the event you wish to be present at the Council meeting, would you please telephone 
our office on Friday, April 10, 1992, and we will advise you of the approximate time that 
Council will be discussing this item. · 

Would you please enter City Hall on the park side entrance when arriving, and proceed 
up to the second floor Council Chambers. 

This request has been circulated to City administration for comments, and should you 
wish to receive a copy of the administrative comments prior to the Council meeting, they 
may be picked up at our office on the second floor of City Hall on Friday, 

If you have any questions in the meantime, please do not hesitate to contact the writer. 

Yours truly, 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

3 April 1992 

CITY CLERK 

CITY ASSESSOR 

APPROVAL TO SELL BALLOONS FROM PARK LOCATIONS 

The Assessment, Tax & Land Department has no comment regarding the above proposal. 

Al Knight, A. 
City Assessor 

AK/ngl 



THE CITY OF RED DEER 
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 

City Clerk"s Ocoartment 342·8132 

April 29, 1992 

Sunny Dade 
#3, 5 Stanton Street 
RED DEER, Alberta 
T4N 069 

Dear Ms. Dade: 

RE: APPLICATION TO SELL BALLOONS IN CITY PARKS 

FILE No. 

FAX: (403) 346·6195 

I would advise that your letter of April 1, 1992 pertaining to the above matter, was considered at the 
Council meeting of April 27, 1992. 

At the above noted meeting, Council passed the following resolution denying your request. 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered correspondence 
from Sunny Dade dated April 1, 1992 re: Request for Approval to Sell Balloons from City 
Park Locations, hereby agrees that said request be denied, and as presented to Council 
April 27, 1992. • 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information and I am also enclosing herewith 
all of the material which appeared on the Council agenda pertaining to your request (pages 183 to 186). 

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact the undersigned. 

Sincerely, 

CS/jt 

c.c. Director of Community Services 
Parks Manager 
Recreation & Culture Manager 
Recreation, Parks & Culture Board 
Bylaws & Inspections Manager 



BRANCH OFFICE 

P.O BOX 1930 

ROCKY MOUNTAIN HOUSE 

ALBERTA TOM no 

NO. 6 187 

SNELL & OSLUND SURVEYS (1979) LTD. 
LAND SURVEYORS AND PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERS 

OFFICE PHONE: (403) 845-4646 

FAX: ( 403) 845-4535 

SUBDIVISION, MUNICIPAL, Oil.FIELD 

SURVEYS AND REPORTS 

SPECIAL ATTENTION ro URBAN, 

RURAL AND OILFIELD SURVEYS 

HEAD OFFICE 

P.O. BOX 610 

4826 - 47TH STREET 

RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 5G6 

OFFICE PHONE: (403) 342-1255 

FAX: ( 403) 343-7025 

G. OSLUND A.LS. P.ENG. (RES.) 346-6342 

D. VANDENBRINK A.LS. P.ENG. (RES.) 886-2474 

G. ROSS A.LS. (RES.) 342-0046 

B HAAGSMA A.LS. (RES.) 845-4980 

Mr. Charlie Sevcik, 
City Clerk, 
City of Red Deer, 
Box 5008, 
RED DEER, AB. 
T4N 3T4 

Dear Sir: 

.R~ .. ; ........ P..t...! ....... 9..f. ...... §J!. ..... ! .. 1.:.~.!:!.: .. ?..7..:.4 

r······ 
I . 

April 2, 1992, 
File 402-020 

Please accept this as a request to re~rnne a portion of the above noted 
quarter section (as shown outlined in heavy black on the enclosed 
prints (from A-1 to R-1). 

Enclosed herewith are 3 prints showing the outline of proposed 
subdivision Phase 6 (a) in the above noted quarter section. 

Also enclosed is an outline plan at a scale of 1:5000. 

GO:lt 
Encl. 

Yours truly, 

. ) };,·/I ''· :.--' 7,{j,·· · /. "- e·utt.f /-',,£..<- "" 
--G-&l.JGillis Oslund, A. L. S., P. Eng. 
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RED DEER 
REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION 

DIRECTOR: W. G. A. Shaw, ACP, MCIP 

April 9, 1992 

Mr. C. Sevcik, City Clerk 
City Hall 
P.O. Box 5008 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 3T4 

Dear Sir: 

2830 BREMNER AVENUE, RED DEER, 
ALBERTA, CANADA T4R 1 M9 

Telephone: (403) 343-3394 
Fax: (403) 346-1570 

Re: SNELL & OSLUND - MELCOR DEVELOPMENT - DEER PARK 
PART OF S.W.% 14-38-27-4 

Mr. Oslund, on behalf of Melear Development is requesting the redesignation from Al to Rl 
in order to permit the development of 29 single family lots in the Deer Park subdivision. 

The plan submitted is in accordance with the approval outline plan and I recommend that City 
Council proceed with the land use amendment as requested. 

Requirement Land Use Amendment is attached. 

Yours truly, 

Djamshid Rouhi, ACP, MCIP 
SENIOR PLANNER 

DR/earn 

Encl. 

- MUNICIPALITIES WITHIN COMMISSION AREA 

CITY OF RED DEER• MUNICIPAL DISTRICT OF CLEARWATER No. 99 •COUNTY OF STETTLER No. 13 •COUNTY OF LACOMBE No. 14 •COUNTY OF MOUNTAIN VIEW No. 17 •COUNTY OF 
PAINTEARTH No. 18 •COUNTY OF RED DEER No. 23 •TOWN OF BLACKFALDS •TOWN OF BOWDEN• TOWN OF CARSTAIRS •TOWN OF CASTOR• TOWN OF CORONATION• TOWN OF 
DIDSBURY •TOWN OF ECKVILLE •TOWN OF INNISFAIL •TOWN OF LACOMBE• TOWN OF OLDS• TOWN OF PENHOLD •TOWN OF ROCKY MOUNTAIN HOUSE• TOWN OF STETTLER 
TOWN OF SUNDRE• TOWN OF SYLVAN LAKE• VILLAGE OF ALIX• VILLAGE OF BENTLEY• VILLAGE OF BIG VALLEY• VILLAGE OF BOTHA• VILLAGE OF CAROLINE• VILLAGE OF CLIVE 
VILLAGE OF CREMONA• VILLAGE OF DELBURNE •VILLAGE OF DONALDA •VILLAGE OF ELNORA• VILLAGE OF GADSBY• VILLAGE OF HALKIRK •VILLAGE OF MIRROR• SUMMER VILLAGE 
OF BIRCHCLIFF • SUMMER VILLAGE OF GULL LAKE • SUMMER VILLAGE OF HALF MOON BAY • SUMMEI~ VILLAGE OF JARVIS BAY • SUMMER VILLAGE OF NORGLENWOLD 

SUMMER VILLAGE OF ROCHON SANDS• SUMMER VILLAGE OF SUNBREAKER COVE• SUMMER VILLAGE OF WHITE SANDS 



190 

DATE: April 8, 1992 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: Fire Marshal 

RE: PART OF S.W. 14-38-27-4 (REZONING) 

This department has no objection to a zoning change provided emergency 
access and water supplies for fire fighting are acceptable to this 
department. 

~!f--
Fi re Marshal 

CR/dd 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

April 14, 1992 

Charlie Sevcik 
City Clerk 

Lowell R. Hodgson 

191 

Acting Community Services Director 

FILE NO. R-38346 

RE: SNELL & OSLUND--REZONING PT. OF S.W. 14-38-27-4 

This memo is in response to yours dated April 3. 

The Community Services Division has no objections or concerns on this rezoning; however, as 
part of the respective development agreement, we should have commitment to landscape the 
public utility lots, and the shale trails should be installed in accordance with Parks Department 
standards. 

___...64~,.~ 

LOWELL R. HODGSON 
Recreation & Culture Manager 

/mm 

c Don Batchelor 
Parks Manager 

Commissioner's Comments 

We would recommend Council give the draft bylaw 2672/M-92 first reading 
following which same will be advertised for a Public Hearingo 

"R.J. MCGHEE" 
Mayor 



THE CITY OF RED DEER 
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 

City Clerk's Dcoartment 342-8132 

April 6, 1992 

Mr. Gillis Oslund, A.LS., P. Eng. 
Snell & Oslund Surveys (1979) Ltd. 
P.O. Box 610 
4826 - 4 7 Street 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 5G6 

Dear Sir: 

FILE No. 

FAlt (403) 346-6195 J 
(jrYt~ , 

I acknowledge receipt of your letter dated April 2, 1992, regarding your request to rezone 
a portion of S.W. 14-38-27-4. 

This item will be discussed and possibly a decision made at the Meeting of Red Deer City 
Council on Monday, April 27, 1992. Council meetings begin at 4:30 p.m., and adjourn 
for the supper hour at 6:00 p.m. reconvening at 7:00 p.m. 

In the event you wish to be present at the Council meeting, would you please telephone 
our office on Friday, April 24, 1992, and we will advise you of the approximate time that 
Council will be discussing this item. 

Would you please enter City Hall on the park side entrance when arriving, and proceed 
up to the second floor Council Chambers. 

This request has been circulated to City administration for comments, and should you 
wish to receive a copy of the administrative comments prior to the Council meeting, they 
may be picked up at our office on the second floor of City Hall on Friday, 

If you have any questions in the meantime, please do not hesitate to contact the writer. 

Yours truly, 

lsP 
City Clerk 
CS/ds 
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DATE Apri 1 3, 1992 

DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVICES 

DIRECTOR OF ENGINEERING SERVICES 

DIRECTOR OF FINANCIAL SERVICES 

BYLAWS & INSPECTIONS MANAGER 

CITY ASSESSOR 

COMPUTER SERVICES MANAGER 

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGER 

E.L. & P. MANAGER 

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT MANAGER 

FIRE CHIEF 

PARKS MANAGER 

PERSONNEL MANAGER 

PUBLIC WORKS MANAGER 

R.C.M.P. INSPECTOR 

RECREATION & CULTURE MANAGER 

SOCIAL PLANNING MANAGER 

TRANSIT MANAGER 

TREASURY SERVICES MANAGER 

URBAN PLANNING SECTION MANAGER 

CITY CLERK 

RE: 
SNELL & OSLUND - REZONING PT. OF S.W. 14-38-27-4 

Please submit comments on the attached to this office by April 15 

for the Council Agenda of _A~p_r_i~l2_7_/_92~~~~~~-



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

April 8, 1992 

City Clerk 

E. L. & P. Engineer 

Snell & Oslund - Rezoning Pt. of S.W. 14-38-27-4 
Melear Deerpark Phase 6a 
E. L. & P. File #92-066 

E. L. & P. have no objections to the proposed rezoning. 

If you have additional questions or comments, please advise. 

(\ 'I C~/) ) 
~rvl:~ ;f:~JU!_i;.J 

Daryle s9heelar, 
Distribution Engineer 

RL/jjd 



DATE: April 8, 1992 FILE NO. 92-1727 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: Bylaws and Inspections Manager 

RE: SNELL & OSLUND - REZONING PT. OF S.W. 14-38-27-4 

In response to your memo of April 3, 1992, we wish to advise that we have no comments 
regarding the above referenced subject. 

Yours truly, 

/ ~ . ...-,_--

k' Strader 
Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
BUILDING INSPECTION DEPARTMENT 

RS/vs 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

April 9, 1992 

City Clerk 

Director of Engineering Services 

SNELL & OSLUND SURVEY (1979) LTD. 
PART OF SW 14-38-27-4 
MELCOR DEER PARK PHASE 6 

056-060 

Please be advised that the Engineering Department has no comments with respect to the 
above noted. 

fers, P. Eng. 
Engineering Services 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

13 April 1992 

City Clerk 

City Assessor 

SNELL & OSLUND - REZONING PT. OF SW 14-38-27-4 

The Assessment, Tax & Land Department has no objection to the above proposal. 

();~~ 
Al Knight, A.M.AA. 
City Assessor 

AK/ngl 



NO. 7 

The City of Red Deer 
Bylaw Department 
c/o Doug Kutinsky 
City Hall 
Box 5008 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 3T4 

Dear Mr. Kutinsky: 

192 

Ramona Parent 
Box 29 
Augustana University College 
Camirose, Alberta 
T4V 2R3 
March 30, 1992 

.~~~mw~~ 

. APR-61992 
I 
:J 

" CITY OF RED DEER 

I am writing in regards to a parking ticket (#010467) which 
I received on October 2 9, 1991 at approximately 1: 00 am at. the 
Capri Convention Centre parking lot. I brought this ticket to 
court because I felt it was unjust. It was received and reviewed 
by a Justice on March 16, 1992. The Justice found that I was not 
gui 1 ty to the charge on this same date. The f o 11 owing is an 
explanation to my parking ticket because I would like to be 
considered to have my towing reimbursed. 

I was given this ticket for parking on the boulevard. I do 
not reside in Red Deer; therefore, I am not familiar with the city 
and its regulations. I was informed by Constable Savoy that there 
was a 'No Parking' sign; however, it was compl et el y covered in 
snow, both when we parked and upon talking to Constable Savoy. The 
location of the sign also appeared to permit parking from that spot 
inward. However, the greatest injustice of this ticket was the 
fact that the parking 1 ot of the Capri Convent.ion Centre was 
improperly maintained. This is a necessity for the safety of its 
customers. In fact, the parking lot was packed with so much snow 
that the boulevard and the parking lot were at equal heights. From 
this, it was unable for one to tell where the parking stalls began. 
I also assumed there was a parking stall there because as I was 
pulling into the stall, another car was leaving. There were no 
visible lines to prove otherwise. 

I came out of the Capri Convention Centre with three friends 
at approximately 2:45 am to find my car missing. Constable Savoy 
was in the parking lot near the area where my car had been parked. 
I was in much dismay when I could not find it. He then informed 
me that it had been towed along with eight others. The Capri 
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Convention Centre (Mortimore's) had only announced one car being 
towed and the licence plate number was not mine; therefore, hearing 
that eight others were towed was quite a surprise to us all. It 
was necessary that we go home that night; therefor1e, making it 
imperative that we pick up my car at Key Towing & Storage, to which 
we had no idea of its location, simply that it was on the other end 
of town. We then had to locate an acquaintance to give us a ride 
to Key Towing and Storage. Upon arrival, I was informed that I 
owed $44.94 for the towing, storage, and after hour release of my 
car. Unfortunately, I did not have the money for the ticket, and 
I had to borrow it. Due to the evening's 'festivities' we arrived 
back in Camrose at 6:00 am. 

Please consider my request to have my towing costs reimbursed 
as the towing should have not occurred in the first place. 

Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Ramona Paremt 



THE CITY OF RED DEER 

4914 - 48th AVENUE, 
RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 

..--,_ ~ 

TH IS TAG ISSUED FOR.· BREACH I 
OF s:cnoN 'lr)• J t Q 
TRAFFIC BYLAW DOG BYLAW 

m 
PENALTY 

12.00 20,00 25.DO 30.0 

I 

o.oo 

A) PEllALTY REDUCED $1D.DO IF PAYMENT RECEIVED BY CITY CASHIER WITHIN 7 DAYS. 
B) PENALTY REDUCED $5.DO IF PAYMENT RECEIVED BY CITY CASHIER BETWEEN 6 & 15 

DAYS. 
C) NO REDUCTION IN PENAL TY AFTER 15 DAYS. 

OFFENCE ANO LOCATI N 

0 METER VIOLATION 

METER NO. 

ADDRESS ,: :~ 
YOU MAY AVOID PROSECUllON FOR THIS OFFENCE BY PAYING THE PENALTY REDUllED. 

WITHIN 22 DAYS, TO THE ADDRESS llDICA TED ABOVE. 

FAii.URE TO COMP!. Y W1U RESULT II 

PROSECUTION IN THE PROVINCIAL COURT OF ALBERTA. 

.194 

(J .. u-·1· PHONE 343-1668 

/ 

KEY TOWING & STORAGE (ALTA.) LTD. 

G.S.T. REGISTRATION# 102825833 

MISC. 

TC!NIN :2 
SERVICE CALL 

TC!N OUT 

MILE.AGE 

WINCHING 

DOLLIES 

BOOST 

LABOUR 

WAITING TIME 

AFTER HRS. J 7 
REL.E.ASE -STORAGE 

SUB 'TOTAL 

G.S.T. 

ROAD SERVICE 

' 

'I 

' 

P.O.# 

FINISH KM. 
START KM. 

CASH 0 CHARGE_? 

TOTAL KM. 

TERMS 

1. The person signing hereunder warrants that he is the owner, or 
authorized agent of the owner of the above-described vehi-.le, for 
the purposes hereinafter set forth. 

2. Key Towing is hereby authorized to do whatever is necessary with 
the a~escribed vehicle to gain access, to enter, start, tow or 
winch it, and shall be indemnified and held harmless for any resul­
tant damages of any nature from doing whatever is necessary in 
dealing with the said vehicle as hereinbefore authorized or 
otherwise. 

3. If payment is not made for the above services, or if payment is 
made by an N.S.F. cheque, the person signing hereunder 
authorizes Key Towing at its option, to take and retain possession 
of the said vehicle untn all payments and subsequent resulting 
storage and other related charges are paid, and If all amounts due 
are not paid within a further 30 days of taking possession, the per· 
eon signing hereunder further authorizes Key Towing to have the 
said vehicle sold and recover an amounts payable to It herein from 

lthteroc:rds~~-~~-... -

~.~·~ 
~~81 --
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DATE: April 13, 1992 FILE NO. 92-1728 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: Bylaws & Inspections Manager 

RE: RAMONA PARENT · TOW CHANGES 

Please make the appropriate arrangements to have this item placed on the next City Council 
agenda. 

We wish to advise that we concur with the comments made by the Parking Administrator 
in the attached memo, regarding the above referenced subject. 

~ trader~__..""'"-__, 
Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
BUILDING INSPECTION DEPARTMENT 

RS/vs 
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DATE: April 10, 1992 FILE NO. 92-1728 

TO: Ryan Strader 
Bylaws and Inspections Manager 

FROM: D. Kutinsky 
Parking Administrator 

RE: RAMONA PARENT - PARKING TICKET AND TOW 

At 1:00 a.m. on October 27, 1991, Ramona Parent's vehicle was tagged and towed, by 
Constable Savoy of the R.C.M.P., for being illegally parked on a boulevard at the Capri 
Convention Centre. 

Miss Parent mailed her written defence to the Court, held on March 16, 1992, to have a 
Judge review her side of the issue. She contended that there was no way she could have 
determined where the boundaries of the parking lot or the boulevard were, due to all of the 
ice and snow build-up. Judge Adilman, after reviewing her letter and hearing the evidence 
provided by Constable Savoy, decided to dismiss the parking violation. He did not address 
the matter of the towing charges. 

The City's legal council, on this matter, felt we had sufficient evidence for a conviction, but 
that the Judge sympathized with Miss Parent because she was from out of town (i.e. 
Camrose). 

When discussing the legal obligation of the City to reimburse Miss Parent's $44.94 towing 
charges, with Mr. Simpson of the City Solicitor's Office, the advise was that we didn't have 
any legal obligation to reimburse the charges, due to the fact that she was illegally parked 
and obviously causing an obstruction or else the vehicle would not have been tagged and 
towed. 

It is therefore recommended that the $44.94 towing charge not be reimbursed to Miss 
Ramona Parent. 

Yours truly 
/ 

7 
Doug Kutinsky 
Parking Administrator 

DK/jw 
Commissioner's Comments 

We would concur with the recommendations of the Administration that the 
towing charge not be reimbursed. 

"R. J. MCGHEE" 
Mayor 



FILE No. 

THE CITY OF RED DEER 
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 FAX: (403) 346·6195 

City Clerk's Dcoartment 342-8132 

April 29, 1992 

Ramona Parent 
Box 29 
Augustana University College 
CAMROSE, Alberta 
T4V 2R3 

Dear Ms. Parent: 

RE: TOW CHARGES 

At The City of Red Deer Council meeting of April 27, 1992, consideration was given to 
your letter to Mr. Kutinsky dated March 30, 1992 regarding the above noted towing ticket 
which was received by you on October 29, 1992, and the following resolution was 
passed. 

11RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered 
correspondence from Ramona Parent dated March 30, 1992 re: Parking 
Ticket I Request for Reimbursement of Towing Cost, hereby agrees that 
said request be approved. 11 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information. A cheque in 
the amount of $44.94, reimbursing you for the towing charge, will be sent to you under 
separate cover. 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory. 

Yours truly, 

k.s VCIK 
City Clerk 

/jt 
c.c. Director of Financial Services 

Parking Administrator 
Bylaws & Inspections Manager 

Could your department please prepare the 
cheque requisition for the above noted. 

Thanks. 



403-341-4555 CENTURION VENTURES 052 P02 APR 15 '92 15:48 

C NO. 8 
encurion 

Vant;ures 
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204, 7819 • 50 AVENUE 

RED DEER, ALBERT~ 
CANADA T4P 1 Mt 

L"rg, 

INDUSTRIAL TRAINING SERVICES 
CERTIFIED HEARING EVALUATIONS 

24 HOUR (403) 350·888l 
PHONE (403) 341.454, 

FAX (403) 341·456! 

April 15, 1992 

THE CITY OF RED DEER 
City Clerk's Department 

Attention: 

Re: 

Dear Sir: 

Hr. Kelly Kloss 
Assistant City Clerk 

Application to locate an Industrial 
Training Service in a C4 Zone 

Bylaw amendment (land use) 2672/J-92 

In response to your lettsr received by us today regarding 
advertising for a public hearing please be advised as follows; 

1/ You may present this letter to City Council as a complaint for 
the manner in which these costs were presented to us. At no 
time during the course of conversation with any of the City's 
inspection group employees regarding application for an 
occupancy permit, wers we advised of this procedure or 
subsequent costs. Nor were we advised by letter or by anyone 
at the April 13th, council meeting of which we attended. 

2/ We feel that for a small (part-time) business such as this and 
in view of the very small space occupied, these costs of 
1400.00 for an advertising deposit is absolutely ridiculous. 

3/ As you pointed out that this advertising is required under 
Provincial statutes; we obviously must comply. However, due to 
the fact that we were not warned of these costs and are not 
prepared to pay this amount we are willing to comply with one 
cf the following arrangements; 

a) re-pay to the City Clerk's office the actual amount 
of advertising over a six month period with no 
interest or 

b) split the cost of. the advertising with the City as 
others will benefit from this amendment. 

Page - 1 
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-Ventures 

LTD, 

CENTURION VENTURES 062 P03 
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INDUSTRIAL TRAINING SERVICES 
CERTIFIED HEARING EVALUATIONS 

APR 15 '92 15:48 

204, 7819 • 50 :AVENUE 
RED DEER, ALBERT t 

CANADA T4P 1Mf 
24 HOUR (403)'i350·888f 

PHONE (403):341-454' 
FAX (403) 341·456! 

As mentioned in an earlier letter to the City Clerk's office, this 
classroom facility is my only means of income and we do not intend 
to discontinue our services in any manner during the course of 
resolving this matter. 

I do not fear that Council will consider time to pay under these 
circumstances as setting a "dangerous precedent" as you suggested. 

I believe rather that they will understand that we are in a 
recession and that consideration must be granted to people involved 
in an industry that is suffering such as ours. 

Furthermore, I am offering a service tc the public and tne 
unemployed of which is a valuable asset required in their search for 
employment. We have even taken many students into our classes wrno 
could not pay and extended payment programs for them. 

Also I believe that it is worth mentioning that 1 am 39 years old 
and have never collected one penny of unemployment insurance or 
welfare in my life. I don't believe that City Council would like to 
carry the responsibility of breaking this record by shutting us•down 
because of a request for extended payment time for advertising that 
we were not even aware was required. 

Page - 2 



199 

DATE: April 21, 1992 

TO: City Council 

FROM: Assistant City Clerk 

RE: CENTURION VENTURES LTD./ 
LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT 2672/J-92 

As Council will recall, at its meeting of April 13, 1992, first reading was given to Land Use 
Bylaw Amendment 2672/J-92, which pertains to the adding of 11industrial training centre11 

to the discretionary use table in the C4 District. 

On April 15, 1992, this office received the attached letter from Mr. Glover of Centurion 
Ventures Ltd. basically objecting to having to pay the advertising cost for the Land Use 
Bylaw Amendment required in this instance. As a result of this letter, the advertising for 
Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/J-92 has been held in abeyance. I will respond to Mr. 
Glover's concerns as he has them listed: 

1. Notice of payment required -

Mr. Glover has indicated that he was not advised of the cost associated with Land Use 
Bylaw amendments. We apologize if this is the case as this office does endeavor to 
make applicants aware of costs and timing associated with such amendments. In light 
of this, we will be developing an information letter which can be given to applicants 
outlining not only procedures but costs associated with their applications. 

I would also advise, that attached is a report from the Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
outlining what other permits and costs would be required by the applicant if the proposed 
Land Use Bylaw amendment was finally passed. 

2. Cost of advertisement -

Mr. Glover feels the cost (approximately $400.00) for the advertising is ridiculous for a 
small business. 

The Planning Act does not, for the advertising of Land Use Bylaw amendments, 
distinguish between large or small businesses, or their financial status. The intent of such 
advertising is to ensure the public and/or anyone who may be affected by a Land Use 
Bylaw amendment, is made aware of such a change. The advertising requirements for 
Land Use Bylaw amendments are stated in the Planning Act as follows: 

.... 2 
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City Council 
April 21, 1992 
Page 2 

139 (1) Except as otherwise prescribed by this Act before giving second reading 
to a proposed land use bylaw amendment, a council shall hold a public 
hearing with respect to the proposed bylaw in accordance with section 140 
after giving notice of it in accordance with subsections (3) and (4). 

{3) The Council shall 

(a) name the one or more dates, places and times it will hold a 
public hearing with respect to the proposed bylaw and provide for 
the holding of any further public hearings it considers necessary; 

(b) outline the procedure to be followed by anyone wishing to be 
heard at the public hearing; 

(c) outline the procedure by which the public hearing will be 
conducted; 

(d) direct the publication in 2 issues of a newspaper circulating in 
the area to which the proposed by law relates a notice containing 

(i) a statement of the purpose of the proposed bylaw; 

(ii) the name of the one or more places, one of which shall 
be the office of the council, where 

(A) a copy of the proposed bylaw, and 

(B) the documents that a person is entitled to inspect 
under section 151 of the Municipal Government Act 
and that relate to the proposed bylaw, 

may be inspected by the public; 

(iii) the one or more dates, places and times the council will 
hold a public hearing with respect to the proposed bylaw; 

(iv) an outline of the procedures referred to in clauses (b) 
and (c). 

. ... 3 



City Council 
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Page 3 
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As can be seen, there are a number of items which must be included in the 
advertisement. Attached are copies of Land Use Bylaw amendment ads, as they appear 
in the Advocate. We attempt to keep the size of the ad down, however, we also ensure 
that the print is not too small so as it becomes difficult to read. 

Land Use Bylaw amendments ads generally cost between $400 (with no map) to $600 
(with a map). We bill the applicant exactly what the Advocate bills us - no administration 
fee is added on. Council should note that it is the procedure of this department that 
following first reading of a Land Use Bylaw amendment, but prior to advertising of same, 
a deposit is required which represents the approximate cost of the advertisements. When 
the exact cost of the advertisements are known, the applicant is either billed or refunded 
the difference. 

3. Payment 

a) Six Months - No Interest 

To my knowledge, the City has not offered such terms for Land Use Bylaw amendments. 
I believe that if Council agrees to the payment over time, it should be with interest as the 
City will have already paid the advertising cost and as such, if the City allowed payment 
over time with no interest, the City would be subsidizing a private business. 

b) Split Cost of Advertisement 

Although the amendment does allow for industrial training centres as a discretionary use 
in a C4 zone, this amendment was not initiated by the City and as such, it would be 
reasonable that the total cost be that of the applicant. 

Recommendation 

As proposed Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/J-92 was required due to the applicant 
desiring to operate an industrial training centre in a C4 zone, the applicant be required 
to pay the full cost of the advertising and that the applicant be required to pay the 
deposit for such advertising prior to said advertising taking place. 

This is submitted for Council's consideration. 
,/'/~ 

;;/ '.'::! ~OSS/ 
Assistant City Clerk 
Att. 
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TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 
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April 16, 1992 

City Clerk 

Bylaws and Inspections Manager 

CENTURIAN VENTURES LTD. 
204, 7819-50 AVENUE, RED DEER 

FILE NO. 92-1727 

In response to your inquiry regarding the above, we have the following information for you. 

If Council adds the proposed use to the C4 use table as a discretionary use, then Centurian 
Ventures will be responsible for the following charges: 

Municipal Planning Commission (approval & advertising) 
Occupancy Permit 

We trust this is the information required. 

Yours truly, 

ta er 
Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
BUILDING INSPECTION DEPARTMENT 

RS/vs 

$90 
$50 
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LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT 
1. The Council of The City of Red Deer propose to pass Bylaw 

• 2672/D-92, being an amendment to the Land Use Bylaw of The 
City of Red Deer. I 

2. The purpose of the proposed amending Bylaw 2672/D-92 is to , 
amend the land use classification as follows: 
Section 4.13.1 is amended by adding the following: 
(40) On those sites, or portions thereof, herinafter listed a 

security quarters suite in the proposed MCL and RV 
WASH is a permitted use. 
(a) Part of Lot 1, Block 2, Plan 822-2274. 

3. A copy of the proposed amending Bylaw may be inspected by 
the public at the office of the City Clerk, City Hall, Red Deer, 
between the hours of 8:00 o'clock in the forenoon and 4:30 
o'clock in the afternoon Mondays to Fridays inclusive. 

4. The Council of The City of Red Deer will hold a Public Hearing 
in the Council Chambers of City Hall, Red Deer, on Monday, 
the 30 day of March, 1992, at 7:00 p.m., or as soon thereafter 
as Council may determine, for the purpose of hearing 
presentations for or against the proposed amending Bylaw. 

5. Any person claiming to be affected by the proposed bylaw shall 
be heard. Any other interested party may be heard if Council 
agrees. 

6. To ensure the Public Hearing is conducted in an orderly 
manner, each speaker shall be limited to a maximum of 10 
minutes, exclusive of questions put to the speaker by Council. 
Speakers must direct their remarks to the advisability of the 
bylaw under consideration and should not repeat at length 
points made by other speakers. 

7. No written representation or petition shall be heard by Council 
of The City of Red Deer unless: 
(a) such representation or petition is filed with the City Clerk 

no later than 4:30 p.m. on the Monday prior to the date of 
the Public Hearing, and 

(b) it contains the names and addresses of all persons making 
the representation, and 

(c) it states the names and addresses of all persons authorized 
to represent a group of persons or the public at large. 

DATE OF FIRST PUBLICATION of this Notice: MARCH 13, 1992 
DATE OF LAST PUBLICATION of this Notice: MARCH 20, 1992 

C. SEVCIK, CITY CLERK 
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expropriation Act provides that: 
:;on may in any proceedings under this Act 

right of an exporprlatlng authority to have 
expropriation. 
proceedings under this Act, the owner may 
1ether the taking of the land, or the estate or 
ein, is fair, sound and reasonably necessary in 
ment of the objectives of the expropriating 

1 Expropriation Act provides that: 
mer who desires an inquiry shall serve the 
authority with a Notice of Objection. 
case of an owner served in accordance with 
2), within 21 days of service upon him of the 
itention, and 
r other case, within 21 days after the first 
1 of the Notice of Intention. 
,tice of Objection shall state 
ne and address of the person objecting, 
Jre of the objection, 
unds on which the objection is based, and 
Jre of the interest of the person objecting." 
d by the proposed expropriation does not need 
ction to the expropriation in order to preserve 
ave the amount of · compensation payable 
1e Land Compensation Board or the Court, as 

Jthority with· respect to this expropriation is the 
:ity of Red Deer, City Hall, 4914-48th Avenue, 
ta, mailing address P.O. Box 5008, Red Deer, 

)f Red Deer, in the Province of Alberta, this 5th 
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LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT 

• N 

Change from RI to RIA -
RI - Re8'dentlal (Low Density) District 
RIA ~RHldentlal (Low Density) District 

, with Duplex Discretionary uae. 

1. The Council of The City of Red Deer propose to pass Bylaw 
2672/E-92, being an amendment to the Land Use Bylaw of The 
City of Red Deer. . . 

2. The purpose of the proposed amending Bylaw 2672/E-92 is to 
amend the land use classification of the property referred to in 
the above plan. 

3. A copy of the proposed amending Bylaw may be inspected by 
the public at the office of the City Clerk, City Hall, Red Deer, 
between the hours of 8:00 o'clock in the forenoon and 4:30 
o'clock in the afternoon Mondays to Fridays inclusive. 

4. The Council of The City of Red Deer will hold a Public Hearing 
In the Council Chambers of City Hall, Red Deer, on Monday, 
the 30 day of March, 1992, at.7:00 p.m., or as soon thereafter 
as Council may determine, for the purpose of hearing 
presentations for or against the proposed amending Bylaw. 

5. Any person claiming to be affected by the proposed bylaw shall 
be heard. Any other interested party may be heard if Council 
agrees. 

6. To ensure the Public Hearing is conducted in an orderly 
manner, each speaker shall be limited to a maximum of 10 
minutes, exclusive of questions put to the speaker by Council. 
Speakers must direct their remarks to the advisability of the 
bylaw under consideration and should not repeat at length 
points made by other speakers. 

7. No written representation or petition shall be heard by Council 
of The City of Red Deer unless: 
(a) such representation or petition is flied with the City Clerk 

no later than 4:30 p.m. on the Monday prior to the date of 
the Public Hearing, and 

(!:>) it contains the names and addresses of all persons making 
the representation, and 

(c) it states the names and addresses of all persons authorized 
to represent a group of persons or the public at large. 

DATE OF FIRST PUBLICATION of this Notice: MARCH 13, 1992. 
DATE OF LAST PUBLICATION of this Notice: MARCH 20, 1992. 

C. SEVCIK, CllY CLERK 

Effective 7:3C 
closed for der 
Motorists tha 
river, are ad' 
Drive to acce 
travelling to tt 
can continue 
for one day ir 
Street structi.: 
this time. 
Motorists usir 
river may c( 
disruptions, < 
determined la 
Motorists ace 
advised to usf 
Access .to loc 
will be permit1 
The closure 
Avenue, betw 
approximately 
The motoring 
signs in this c 
Thank you fo1 

Bryon C. 



Centurion 

Ventures 
LTD. 
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INDUSTRIAL TRAINING SERVICES 
CERTIFIED HEARING EVALUATIONS 

March 26. 1992 

CITY or RED DEER 
4914 - 48 Avenue 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 3T4 

Re: 

Dear Council: 

Application to City Council for 

Discretionary Access and Approval for 
Industrial Training Services in C4 

zoning 

204, 7819 · 50 AVENUE 
RED DEER, ALBERTA 

CANADA T4P 1 MS 

24 HOUR (403) 350·8688 
PHONE (403) 341-4544 

FAX (403) 341-4565 

Recently, we were contacted by City Hall, and notified that we were 
operating our training services at 204, 7819 - 50 Avenue, without a 
valid occupancy permit. 

Upon their instructions, we are submitting this letter to initiate 
the proper procedures for approval of our business in this area. 

We understand that we are zoned C4 with neither permitted or 
discretionary access for this address. Until now, we were unaware of 
this requirement and hope that this matter can be resolved as 
quickly as possible as it is our only means of income and we are not 
in a position to withstand any cessation of business while approvals 
are in progress. 

In May 1990, I (Darrell Glover), as President of Patch H2S Services 
Ltd., rented the lower bay at 7819 - 50 Avenue, to conduct our 
business of H2S safety equipment rentals and personnel services. We 
also offered H2S training courses and First Aid classes. The 
business has been well established at this address and the industry 
knows where we are. 

On January 7th, of this year I sold my shares in Patch H2S Services, 
to my Partner Gary O'Connor, and decided to purchase back the 
training facility to conduct regular employment training services as 
a full time occupation. This training classroom (upper) was gutted 
and re-finished by the landlord (Oly Wunsch of Timcon) at a cost of 
approximately $6000.00 for the purpose of providing a modern and 
attractive classroom facility. The equipment and breathing apparatus 



c~nturian 
-Ventures 

LTD. 
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INDUSTRIAL TRAINING SERVICES 
CERTIFIED HEARING EVALUATIONS 

204, 7819 · 50 AVENUE 
RED DEER, ALBERTA 

CANADA T4P 1 M8 

24 HOUR (403) 350·8688 
PHONE (403) 341-4544 

FAX (403) 341-4565 

for our courses are provided by, serviced, maintained, and filled 
with compressed air by Patch H2S Services, downstairs. 

Our current location is quite convenient in all aspects for the 
service that we are providing to industry. It would create a 
tremendous hardship for this service to be relocated therefore, we 
request that discretionary access be approved for this location. 

At present, there are several oilfield service companies in this 
industrial plaza and we feel that our service compliments this area. 

Just one block north, St. John's Ambulance conducts training 
services as does Priority One Services, three blocks south. We are 
all on the same side of Gaetz Avenue and are basically in the same 
business. 

Our facility is just two doors south of Campbell's furniture and 
does not interfere with any other business in this block. 

Generally, there is only two courses per week of between five and 
twenty students. Courses are advertised in the Advocate and held on 
Tuesdays and Fridays. Periodically, a weekend course is scheduled 
for First Aid. 

I have invested $40,000.00 in this facility and provide probably the 
best training and classroom environment for this purpose in the 
city. 

We hope that you will review our position and grant approval for the 
continuance of our business. 
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Applic:ahon No .......................... ,, ................ . 

CITY OF RED DEER 

APPLICATION FOR OCCUPANCY PERMIT 

ltWE l'lereby make aQOlicalion lot oceuoancy oermrt under !t'le orcvisions ol the BYilding F'ermrt By·law 1n accordance with ttie plans and 
suooomng 1nlormat1on submitted herewith and wnicn lorm pan of !t'11s aoOlicallOl'I. 
(F'LE.ASE PRINT) 

Apc)licant: .... c.~~.8J.o.1.-J ...... V.a...r.c4.~ ..... L-rn.,,! .............. ,, ........... ,, .............................................. ,,,, .................. . 
Address: .#. .. ~.~·r·7.H.L.tJ,.:~::$?:>. Av~~ RE:P.LJ.~ .. :T!:ff.IH8..... Tel. No ... 3.~.J.:.~+~4-4- ............ . 
Registered owner of land: ..... D ... HCb. IJ .... CoN Sr./lM,,C.T.lO.~ ........ (O..~,'f .... ~ .. ~.~S.<?.H-) .................. ,, ........... . 
Address: ... .7..~J.1. .. ,,.~ ... ~~ ..... J~~ ... ~ ................... ,,............................ ..... Tel. No ....................... ,, .......................... . 

Add'"8 of Pf0Cl4l"Y on wnictl the occuoancy is to oe effected: .. SAM6 ... A:S .~ Bovt ................................................................. . 
.................................. ) .. : ........... ,, ............... """' •·· ............ ". .................. . ... ,,,,, ........................ :7. .. ~~.~ ..... 9..f?.]-P .. . 

Lot (parcel) ....... ~ .... 4, .... : Blodc ........ ~ ,, .. ,,. ? .................. Registered F'tan No ........ J..~.:?? ...... e..l..?.7-...... . 
Land Classiflcatton: ............................................. . ...................... Sect10n: ................................................................................ . 

Interest of ""°'leant ;r not°""* of ptOQerty: .~M.... Sf,+~~. ~ IND~ s.r~!~ ... T.P.N.~.!h5 .... S.~.<.<ks. .. . 
Use of Building: ......................................... .. 

Area Occupied .................... ~.?.~ .................. . .................... ~.Ft. 
New D Addition D 

Date Building Oeeupied: .:::s~Ji.:!Y .... t>. .... t .. l.1... ...................... ..... .. .... Change of Use 5{] Other D 
Signature o~................... ... . . .. .,.,._......,__...., ...................... Date: Ht?f~~ .. ~.'J/.1.2. ......................................... . 
Do you have any objections to The City of Rad Deer FOR OFFICIAL use ONL y 
releasing infon1at ion regarding the proposed use at 
this address? YES__ P«> ..2(_ NOTICE OF DECISION 

The above applieation l'lu been 

APPROVED SUBJECT TO THE FOLLOWING CONDITIONS REFUSED FOR rl-iE FOLLOWING REASONS. 

•.\,~~ ~IA.-l'TTI:£':> ~~~ 

l)\C:..:: ~~C""Jf\12. I. Bu11d1ng l~Ot 0t Fire Inspector 

THIS IS HOT A BUILDING PERMIT 

Neither the applicant or the owner is excused lrom complying with the requirements ot 1ny fedef'al. orovinoal or other municipal legislatiOn. or 
lt'le conditions ol any easement. covenant. build11i9 scheme or agreement affecting tne building or land. 

3150-9805 



= Centor'ion Ver1to1'es 10Ctd. 

** Notice of Changes ** 

The training services division (only) of Patch H2S Services Ltd., 
is now known as Centurion Ventures Ltd. 

Courses will be conducted within the same facility as before at 
#4, 7819 - SOth Avenue, (beside Campbell's Furniture) as outlined 
on the training calender enclosed. 

To date, H2S and First Aid classes have been our main line of 
training however, coming soon in 1992, we will be offering; 

* WHMIS 
* Dangerous Goods 
* Defensive Driving 
* Confined Space Entry 

The training facility will now be available for custom bookings 
and related training services. We can accommodate up to twenty 
students. 

* ALSO * 
Starting in mid FebruRry, we will be expanding our services to 
include CERTIFIED llEARING EVALUATIONS. Hearing tests should be 
considered for any employees that may he exposed to extreme 
levels of noise. A base line evaluation on record could prove 
extremely useful in the event of future arbitration. 

Our new telephone number is also a 24 hour service for the 
convenience of our shift work customers. 

Should you wish to make an inquiry or register for one of the 
courses, please call Darrell Glover, anytime. 

We look forward to your business. Thank you. 

350-8688 
204. 7819 - 50 Ave. 
Red Deer. Albert• 

T 4P IMB 
C:.24 hr.) 
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M.Of'CJ}• 1992 
TRJ\IRIRG SERVICES 

Monday Tuesda~1 \\lednesda~' Thursda~' Frida~1 

2 

OPEN 

9 

OPEN 

16 

OPEN 

23 

OPEN 

30 

CLOSED 

3 4 5 

HlS 
ALIVE AGT AGT 

B::J0-5:00 ORUMHELLER DRUMHELLER 

10 u 12 
H2S 

ALIVE OPEN OPEN 

8:30-5:00 

17 18 19 

H2S 

ALIVE OPEN OPEN 

R·J0-5:00 

24 
H2S 

ALIVE 

8:30-5:00 

31 
112S 

ALIVE 

8:30-5:00 

Centurion Ventures Ltd. 
#204, 7819 - SOth Avenue 

Red Deer, Alberta 

6 
1125 

ALIVE 

8:-30-·'5:00 

13 

H2S 

ALIVE 

8:10-5:00 

20 
H2S 

ALIVE 

B:;J0-5:00 

27 
H2S 

ALIVE 

8:30-5:00 

Tel= 350-8688 (24hr.l or 341-4544 

SaLurda~1 

7 

CLOSED 

14
sTANOARD 
FIRST AID 

DAY I 

8:-'30-~:00 

(,PR TODAY 

21 

CLOSED 

28 

CLOSE I> 



Sunday 

5 

CLOSED 

12 

CLOSED 

19 
STANDARD 
FIRST AID 

CPR 

DAY 2 
8:30 - 5:00 

26 

I CLOSED 

I 
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hpril. 1992 
TRl\IRIRG SCHEDULE 

Monday Tuesday \Vednesday Thursda)1 Friday 

I 2 3 

H:2S 
SPARE SPARE ALIVE 

8:30 - 5:00 

6 7 8 g 10 

H2S H2S 
SPARE ALIVE CLOSED CLOSED ALIVE 

8:JO - ~:00 8:JO - 5:00 

13 14 15 16 17 

H2S H2S 
SPARE ALIVE CLOSED CLOSED ALIVE 

8:JO - ·!5:00 8:-)0 - 5:00 

20 21 22 
WHMIS 

23 24 
H2S 

ALIVE 
H2S 8:30 - 12:00 

SPARE ALIVE SPARE 8:30 - 5:00 
DANGEROUS 

8:30 - -5:00 GOODS * 80.00 * 
1:00 - 4:30 PLUS GST 

27 28 29 30 
STANDARD STANDARD 

H2S FIRST AID FIRST AID 
ALIVE CPR 

SPARE DAY I 
8:JO - .!S:OO DAY:2 

8:30 - 5:00 
8:~'30 - .!S:OO 

Centurion Ventures Ltd. 341-4544 (24hr.J 
"204, 7819 - 50th Avenue, Red Deer, Alberta 

* BASELINE AUDIOGRAMS * 
GROUP RATES AVAILABLE 

Saturday 

4 

CLOSED 

1t 

CLOSED 

18 
STANDARD 
FIRST AID 

CPR 

DAY I 
8:30 - 5:00 

25 
H2S 

ALIVE 

8:30 - 5:00 

DRAW FOR 

FREE COURSE 
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DATE: March 31, 1992 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: Fire Marshal 

RE: INDUSTRIAL TRAINING SERVICES 

This department has no objection to this occupancy at this location 
provided all Building and Fire Code requirements are complied with. 

Cliff Robson 
Fire Marshal 

CR/dd 
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DATE: April 1, 1992 FILE NO. 92-1727 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: Bylaws and Inspections Manager 

RE: INDUSTRIAL TRAINING SERVICES 

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

The similar businesses mentioned in the applicant's letter are shown in our files as receiving 
the following approvals. 

1. Patch H2S Services - 7819-50 Avenue - no record of approval 

2. Priority One Services - approved this site only - Council, November 27, 1989 

3. St. John's Ambulance - approved by the Development Appeal Board, July 12, 1991 

The proposed use is essentially the same as Priority One Services, which received Council 
approval. It appears that as various industries become aware of safety regulations, the C4 
district, is the most desirable for providing a location to train staff. Council may wish to 
consider approving "industrial safety training" as a discretionary or permitted use from the 
C4 district. 

Recommendation: That the Land Use Bylaw be amended to permit "industrial safety 
training" as a discretionary use in the C4 district. 

Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
BUILDING INSPECTION DEPARTMENT 

RS/vs 
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RED DEER 
REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION 

DIRECTOR: W. G. A. Shaw, ACP, MCIP 

April 6, 1992 

Mr. C. Sevcik, 
City Clerk 
City of Red Deer 
Box 5008 
Red Deer, Alberta T4N 3T4 

Dear Sir: 

Re: Industrial Training Services 

2830 BREMNER AVENUE. RED DEER, 
ALBERTA, CANADA T4R 1 M9 

Telephone: (403) 343-3394 
Fax: (403) 346-1570 

The site is located on the east side of Gaetz Avenue north, south of Campbell's Furniture Store. 
Centurion Ventures is requesting changes to be made in the Land Use Bylaw to permit his firm to 
continue training classes in the following: 

H2S 
Dangerous Goods 
Defensive Driving 
Confined Space Entry 
Hearing Evaluation 
First Aid 
W HM IS 

The site is designated as C4 or Highway Commercial and under the provision of the Land Use Bylaw 
the training classes is neither permitted or discretionary in that district. 

In the past, we had a number of inquiries regarding the location of industrial and safety training in the 
C4 district. In 1989, under Bylaw 2672/AA-89, it was allowed under site specific on a site in the C4 
district. 

We realize the need for industrial training away from industrial areas mainly because of the location 
of dangerous goods in the industrial area. Highway Commercial (C4) with an adequate parking 
space appears to be an acceptable location. However, Many of our C4 districts back onto industrial 
areas and great care should be taken to observe the required 150 m distance from such an 
operation. 

/2 

MUNICIPALITIES WITHIN COMMISSION AREA 

CITY OF RED DEER. MUNICIPAL DISTRICT OF CLEARWATER No. 99. COUNTY OF STETTLER No 6. COUNTY OF LACOMBE No. 14. COUNTY OF MOUNTAIN VIEW No 17. COUNTY OF 
PAINTEARTH No. 18 •COUNTY OF RED DEER No. 23 •TOWN OF BLACKFALDS •TOWN OF BOWDEN• TOWN QI= CARSTAIRS •TOWN OF CASTOR• TOWN OF CORONATION• TOWN OF 
DIDSBURY •TOWN OF ECKVILLE •TOWN OF INNISFAIL •TOWN OF LACOMBE• TOWN OF OLDS• TOWN OF PENHOLD •TOWN OF ROCKY MOUNTAIN HOUSE• TOWN OF STETTLER 
TOWN OF SUNDRE• TOWN OF SYLVAN LAKE• VILLAGE OF ALIX• VILLAGE OF BENTLEY• VILLAGE OF BIG VALLEY• VILLAGE OF BOTHA• VILLAGE OF CAROLINE• VILLAGE OF CLIVE 
VILLAGE OF CREMONA• VII-LAGE OF DELBURNE •VILLAGE OF DONALDA •VILLAGE OF ELNORA• VILLAGE OF GADSBY• VILLAGE OF HALKIRK •VILLAGE OF MIRROR• SUMMER VILLAGE 
OF BIRCHCLIFF • SUMMER VILLAGE OF GULL LAKE • SUMMER VILLAGE OF HALF MOON BAY • SUMMER VILLAGE OF JARVIS BAY • SUMMER VILLAGE OF NORGLENWOLD 

SUMMER VILLAGE OF ROCHON SANDS• SUMMER VILLAGE OF SUNBREAKER COVE• SUMMER VILLAGE OF WHITE SANDS 
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C. Sevcik, Re: Industrial Training Services Pg.2 

We are recommending the City Council add "industrial training centre" to the discretionary use table 
in the C4 district. 

Yours truly, 

D. Rouhi, ACP, MCIP 
SENIOR PLANNER, CITY SECTION 
DR/cc 

c.c. - Director of Engineering Services 
- Bylaws/Inspection Manager 
- City Assessor 
- Economic Development Manager 
- Fire Chief 

Commissioners' ColTITients - Apri I I~ I 9 Cf 2 
We concur with the recommendations of the Bylaws & Inspections Manager 

and Senior Planner. 

"R.J. MCGHEE" 
Mayor 

"M.C. DAY" 
City Commissioner 
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Commissioner's Comments 

Concur with the comments of the Assistant City Clerk. 

"R.J. MCGHEE" 
Mayor 



THE CITY OF RED DEER 
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 

City Clerk's Dooartment 342-8132 

April 28, 1992 

Centurion Ventures Ltd. 
204, 7819 - 50 Avenue 
RED DEER, Alberta 
T4P 1M8 

Attention: Mr. Darrell R. Glover 

Dear Sir: 

RE: LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT 2672/J-92 

FILE No. 

FAX: (403) 346-6195 

Your letter dated April 15, 1992 with regard to the advertising charge for a public hearing 
relative to the above noted Land Use Bylaw Amendment, was placed on the Council 
agenda of April 27, 1992. 

At the above noted meeting, Council unanimously passed the following motion. 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered 
correspondence from Centurion Ventures Ltd. dated April 15, 1992 re: 
Advertising Cost, Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/J-92 I Industrial 
Training Service as a discretionary use in a C4 Zone, herby agrees as 
follows: 

1. That Centurion Ventures Ltd. be required to pay the full cost of 
advertising for said Land Use Bylaw Amendment; 

2. That the applicant be required to pay the deposit for such 
advertising prior to said advertising taking place; 

and as presented to Council April 27, 1992.11 

In the light of Council's decision, we will withhold advertising for the public hearing 
pending receipt of the deposit in the amount of $400. If we were to receive the deposit 
by no later than Tuesday, May 5, 1992, we would proceed with the advertising to appear 

.... 2 



Mr. Darrell Glover 
Centurion Ventures Ltd. 
April 28, 1992 
Page 2 

in the Advocate on Friday, May 8th and 15th, for a public hearing to be held on Monday, 
May 25th. In the event we fail to meet the deadlines for the May 25th public hearing, the 
next possible date at which we could hold the public hearing would be June 22nd, as the 
June 8th Council meeting will be cancelled due to the fact that Council members will be 
attending the FCM Conference. 

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact the undersigned. 

Sincerely, 

CS/jt 

c.c. Council & Committee Secretary - Sandra 



NO. 9 

April 3, 1992 

Mayor and Members of Council 
The City of Red Deer 
P. 0. Box 5008 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 3T4 

Dear Mayor McGhee and Members of Council: 

Attached for your information are the 1991 audited financial statements for the Red Deer 
Tourist and Convention Association. 

We hasten to assure Council that, although these statements reflect a deficit at the end of 
the calendar year, in 1992 we have budgeted for a balancing surplus. Our move to Heritage 
Ranch will give the Tourist Board a higher profile and open up a number of new revenue 
sources which we plan to vigorously pursue. 

We would be pleased to address any questions that Council may have on these financial 
statements. 

Sincerely, 

Bill Olafson, Chairman 
RED DEER TOURIST AND CONVENTION BOARD 

WM/mm 

Att. 

Commissioner's Comments 

Submitted for Council's information. 
"R.J. MCGHEE", Mayor 

RED DEER TOURIST AND CONVENTION BOARD 
P 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER. ALBERTA T4N 3T4 
Tel. (403) 342-6279 Fax (403) 346-6195 



RED DEER TOURIST 
AND CONVENTION ASSOCIATION 

Financial Statements 
f-0r the Year Ended December 31, 1991 

and Auditors' Report 





To the Members 

_111.attluzw Ctaig ~aoi.Jzs Col.I.ins 
CHARTERED ACCOUNTANTS 

~J ~ea. c4ibezw 

AUDITORS' REPORT 

Red Deer Tourist and Convention Association 

We have audited the balance sheet of the Red Deer Tourist and Convention Association as at December 
31, 1991 and the statement of revenues, expenditures and fund balances for the year then ended. 
These financial statements are the responsibility of the Association's management. Our responsibility 
is to express an opinion on these financial statements based on our audit. 

Except as explained in the following paragraph, we conducted our audit in accordance with -generally 
accepted auditing standards. Those standards require that we plan and perform an audit to obtain 
reasonable assurance whether the financial statements are free of material misstatement. An audit 
includes examining, on a test basis, evidence supporting the amounts and disclosures in the financial 
statements. An audit also includes assessing the accounting principles used and significant estimates 
made by management, as well as evaluating the overall financial statement presentation. 

In common with many such organizations, the Association derives a portion of its revenues from the 
general public in the form of donations and sponsorships which are not susceptible to complete audit 
verification. Accordingly, our verification of revenue from this source was limited to amounts recorded 
in the accounts of the Association, and we are unable to determine whether any adjustments might be 
necessary for unrecorded receipts. 

In our opinion, except for the effects of adjustments, if any, that might have been required had 
donations and sponsorships been susceptible to satisfactory audit verification, these financial statements 
present fairly, in all material respects, the financial position of the Association as at December 31, 1991 
and the results of its operations for the year then ended in accordance with the disclosed basis of 
accounting described in Note 2 to the financial statements. 

Red Deer, Alberta 
March 18, 1992 

;v\"-t\~.J Ct-~~~~~ G\\,~ 
Chartered Accountants 



RED DEER TOURIST AND CONVENTION ASSOCIATION 
BALANCE SHEET 

DECEMBER 31 I 1991 

Operating Fund Capital Fund 
1991 1990 1991 1990 

ASSETS 

CURRENT ASSETS 
Petty cash $ 25 $ $ $ 
Grants receivable 22,060 23,985 
Inventories (Note 3) 9,321 13.205 
Prepaid expenses 5,633 5,487 - --- --

37,039 42,677 

FIXED ASSETS - 7,811 3.111 -- --
37,039 42,677 7,811 3, 111 

LIABILITIES AND FUND BALANCES 

CURRENT LIABILITIES 
Accounts payable and accrued liabilities 1,751 5,608 
Deferred revenue (Note 4) 7,500 - - --- -- --

9,251 5,608 

DUE TO THE CITY OF RED DEER (Note 5) 27,661 28,749 

RESERVES (Note 6) 16,540 

FUND BALANCES (16,413) 8,320 7,811 3.111 

$ 37,039 $ 42.677 - $ 7,811 $ 3, 111 

~· 
. ,./\...._ 

Chairman 

"'---'"---_...,./ ._:~reasurer 

Total 
1991 1990 

$ 25 $ 
22,060 23.985 

9,321 13,205 
5,633 5,487 

37,039 42,677 

7,811 ~ 

44,850 45,788 

1,751 5,608 
7,500 ---
9,251 5,608 

27,661 28,749 

16,540 

(8.602) 11.431 

$ 44,850 $ 45,788 



RED DEER TOURIST AND CONVENTION ASSOCIATION 
STATEMENT OF REVENUES, EXPENDITURES AND FUND BALANCES 

YEAR ENDED DECEMBER 31. 1991 

Operating Fund 
(Schedule 1) Capital Fund 

1991 1990 1991 1990 

REVENUES 
Contributions from the City of Red Deer $ 136,720 $ 130,942 $ $ 
Contributions from other 

local governments 6,000 3,000 
Federal government/agency conditional 

grams 41,498 27,744 
Miscellaneous revenue 48,645 19,226 
Provincial government/agency 

conditional grants 39,167 37,569 
Sale of souvenirs 8,703 16,303 
Sale of other goods and services 2.664 - - --- -- --

283.397 234,784 - --- --
EXPENDITURES 

Salaries 43,215 41,536 
Hourly wage personnel 17,806 17,608 
Business travel 4,457 3,973 
Seminar and conference travel 1,424 579 
Membership fees 303 98 
Conference fees 858 2,901 
Postage 3,949 3,295 
Telephone 310 284 
Advertising 54,712 19,662 
Printing and binding 46 
Subscriptions and publications 75 1,137 
Accounting and audit 2,626 750 
Training courses 1,831 1,099 
Other professional services 13,234 9,178 
Miscellaneous services 24,908 15,728 
Contractual services 88,520 82,063 
Goods for resale 6,591 9,525 
General supplies 18,615 18,496 
Stationery supplies 1,924 3,203 
Utilities 1,486 -1.M1 - --- --

286,890 232.456 - --- --
EXCESS (DEFICIENCY) OF REVENUES 

OVER EXPENDITURES (3,493) 2,328 

FUND BALANCES, BEGINNING OF YEAR 8,320 5,992 3, 111 3, 111 

TRANSFERS BETWEEN FUNDS (4,700) 4,700 

TRANSFERS TO RESERVES (16.540) - - --- -- --
FUND BALANCES, END OF YEAR $ (16,413) $ 8,320 $ 7.811 $ 3,111 

Total 
1991 1990 

$ 136,720 $ 130.942 

6.000 3,000 

41.498 27.744 
48.645 19,226 

39,167 37,569 
8,703 16,303 
2,664 ---

283,397 234.784 

43,215 41.536 
17,806 17,608 
4,457 3,973 
1,424 579 

303 98 
858 2.901 

3,949 3,295 
310 284 

54,712 19,662 
46 
75 1, 137 

2,626 750 
1.831 1.099 

13,234 9,178 
24,908 15,728 
88,520 82,063 

6,591 9,525 
18,615 18.496 

1,924 3.203 
1.486 -1M1_ 

286.890 232.456 

(3,493) 2,328 

11 ,431 9,103 

(16,540) --
$ (8,602) $ 11.431 



RED DEER TOURIST AND CONVENTION ASSOCIATION 
NOTES TO THE FINANCIAL STATEMENTS 

DECEMBER 31, 1991 

1. STATUS OF THE ASSOCIATION 

The Red Deer Tourist and Convention Association was incorporated under the Societies Act of the 
Province of Alberta on March 4, 1988 for the purpose of co-ordinating tourist and convention promotion 
for the City of Red Deer. 

2. SIGNIFICANT ACCOUNTING POLICIES 

These financial statements have been prepared in accordance with generally accepted accounting 
principles and reflect the following policies: 

Fund Accounting 

The accounts of the Association are maintained in accordance with the principles of fund accounting. 
For financial reporting purposes the following funds are established: 

Operating Fund: 
To record the activities associated with the Association's operations; 

Capital Fund: 
To record the activities associated with the Association's fixed asset requirements. 

Fixed Assets 

Fixed assets are funded by a transfer from operations. Depreciation of fixed assets is not recorded in 
the accounts of the Association. 

Inventories 

Inventories are valued at the lower of cost or net realizable value. 

Changes in Financial Position 

A statement of changes in financial position is not provided as disclosure in these financial statements 
is considered to be adequate. 



RED DEER TOURIST AND CONVENTION ASSOCIATION 
NOTES TO THE FINANCIAL STATEMENTS 

DECEMBER 31 I 1991 

3. INVENTORIES 

Inventories are comprised of the following: 

Souvenirs 
Stationery supplies 

4. DEFERRED REVENUE 

$ 6,049 
3.272 

$ 9,321 

$ 9,280 
3.925 

$ 13,205 

Deferred revenue is comprised of 1992 membership fees received in 1991. There were no equivalent 
amounts received in the prior year. 

5. DUE TO THE CITY OF RED DEER 

This obligation is non-interest bearing and there are no fixed terms of repayment other than a requirement 
that the amount be repaid in the event the Association is dissolved or discontinues its use of the City's 
accounting services. 

6. RESERVES 

Highway 2 Sign - This reserve is comprised of a $7,000 grant from the City of Red Deer and two private 
donations of $200 each. These funds will be used to construct a sign on Highway 2. No expenditures 
have been incurred to date. 

Regional Awareness Project - The Association acts as a gatherer and disperser of funds on projects of 
a regional nature. The balance of $9, 140 in this reserve reflects undisbursed funds for the Regional 
Awareness Project. 

7. SPONSORSHIPS 

In addition to the sponsorships recorded in the financial statements, the Association receives significant 
sponsorship funding in the form of gifts-in-kind such as discount coupons, gift certificates, etc. to be 
distributed to tourists. The unrecorded gifts-in-kind received amounted to $4,845 (1990 - $1,922). 



RED DEER TOURIST AND CONVENTION ASSOCIATION 
NOTES TO THE FINANCIAL STATEMENTS 

DECEMBER 31 I 1991 

8. TAX STATUS 

The Association being a non-profit organization is exempt from income tax in accordance with Section 
149 of the Income Tax Act. 

9. COMPARATIVE FIGURES 

Certain of the prior year's comparative figures have been reclassified to conform to the current year's 
presentation. 



RED DEER TOURIST AND CONVENTION ASSOCIATION SCtl_El:)ULE 1 - PaQe 1 
SCHEDULE OF OPERATING FUND REVENUES, EXPENDITURES AND TRANSFERS 

YEAR ENDED DECEMBER 31, 1991 

David Thompson Country Marketing 
Administration Chamber of Commerce Tourist Council and Promotion Highway 2 Sign 

1991 1990 1991 1990 1991 1990 1991 1990 1991 1990 

REVENUES 
Contributions from the City of Red Deer $ 129,720 $ 125,942 $ $ 
Contributions from other local 

$ $ $ $ $ 7,000 $ 

governments 
Federal government/agency 

conditional grants 2,562 2,631 
Miscellaneous revenue 2,654 612 25,815 8,414 400 
Provincial government/agency 

conditional grants 194 5,068 8,118 5,747 5,935 10,751 
Sale of souvenirs 
Sale of other goods & services -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --

135, 130 134,253 8,118 5,747 -- -- 31,750 19, 165 7,400 

EXPENDITURES 
Salaries 43,215 41,536 
Hourly wage personnel 17,806 17,608 
Business travel 4,206 3,784 251 189 
Seminar and conference travel 1,424 556 
Membership fees 270 45 
Conference tees 858 800 
Postage 1,871 2,785 984 151 
Telephone 182 284 128 
Advertising 54 122 1,724 2,355 4,758 5,800 24,620 8,156 
Printing and binding 
Subscriptions and publications 39 75 
Accounting and audit 2,626 750 
Training courses 205 677 120 
Other professional services 9,750 6,801 1,906 870 666 1,507 
Miscellaneous services 515 28 12,519 10,807 5,594 1,709 
Contractual services 18, 192 16,000 7,725 7,197 9,307 13,395 
Goods for resale 
General supplies 470 1,235 9,461 12,012 3, 151 3,449 
Stationery supplies 1,315 3,203 
Utilities -- -- 1,486 1.341 - - --- -- -- -- --

75,056 73,488 53,260 49,316 14,389 13,987 44,573 28,556 -- --
EXCESS (DEFICIENCY) OF REVENUES 

OVER EXPENDITURES 60,074 60,765 (45,142) (43,569) (14,389) (13,987) (12,823) (9,391) 7,400 

TRANSFERS TO CAPITAL FUND (4,550) 

TRANSFERS TO RESERVES -- -- -- -- - - (7,400) -- -- -- -- -
EXCESS (DEFICIENCY) AFTER TRANSFERS $ 55,524 $ 60,765 $ (45,142) $ (43,569) $ (14.389) $ (13,987) $ (12.823) $ (9,391) $ - $ 



RED DEER TOURIST AND CONVENTION ASSOCIATION SCHEDULE 1 - Paqe 2 
SCHEDULE OF OPERATING FUND REVE::NUES, EXPENDITURES AND TRANSFERS 

YEAR ENDED DECEMBER 31, 1991 

Events/Resources Membership Hospitality 
The Crossing Regional Tourism Project Services Improvement Seminars 

1991 1990 1991 1990 1991 1990 1991 1990 1991 1990 

REVENUES 
Contributions from the City of Red Deer $ $ 5,000 $ $ $ $ $ $ $ $ 
Contributions from other 

local governments 6,000 3,000 
Federal government/agency 

conditional grants 19,495 25, 113 18,926 
Miscellaneous revenue 3,000 2,000 2, 111 2,998 6,216 3,850 7,969 1,352 
Provincial government/agency 

56 conditional grants 13,650 1,350 11, 199 13,653 15 1,000 
Sale of souvenirs 
Sale of other goods & services - - --- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --

33,145 31,463 39,125 18,653 2,167 2,998 6,216 3,850 7,984 2,352 

EXPENDITURES 
Salaries 
Hourly wage personnel 
Business travel 
Seminar and conference travel 23 
Membership fees 33 53 
Conference fees 2, 101 
Postage 112 975 
Telephone 

339 7 20 

606 1,215 Advertising 305 329 20,000 693 964 535 498 
Printing and binding 46 
Subscriptions and publications 36 1,062 
Accounting and audit 

302 Training courses 328 1.298 
Other professional services 648 144 120 
Miscellaneous services 685 3 130 1,645 970 1,892 1,078 
Contractual services 37,837 3,277 9,529 42,194 811 5,119 
Goods tor resale 

216 General supplies 1, 145 78 1,622 25 833 649 1,442 303 
Stationery supplies 65 544 
Utilities -- - - --- -- -- -- -- --

39,287 3,684 32,595 42,800 2,537 3,643 5,171 2,975 10,293 1,899 

EXCESS (DEFICIENCY) OF REVENUES 
6,530 (24, 147) (370) (645) OVER EXPENDITURES (6,142) 27,779 1,045 875 (2,309) 453 

TRANSFERS TO CAPITAL FUND 

TRANSFERS TO RESERVES {9, 140) - -- - - --- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
EXCESS (DEFICIENCY) AFTER TRANSFERS $ (6,142) $ 27,779 $ (2.610) $ (24.147) $ (370) $ (645) $ 1,045 $ ~ $ (2,309) $ ~ 



RED DEER TOURIST AND CONVENTION ASSOCIATION 
SCHEDULE OF OPERATING FUND REVENUES, EXPENDITURES AND TRANSFERS 

YEAR ENDED DECEMBER 31, 1991 

SCHEDULE 1 
- Page 3 

Souvenirs Total 
1991 1990 1991 1990 

REVENUES 
Contributions from the City of Red Deer $ $ $ 136,720 $ 130,942 
Contributions from other local 

governments 6,000 3,000 
Federal government/agency 

conditional grants 515 41,498 27,744 
Miscellaneous revenue 480 48,645 19,226 
Provincial government/agency 

conditional grants 39,167 37,569 
Sale of souvenirs 8,703 16,303 8,703 16,303 
Sale of other goods & services 2,664 --- 2.664 ---

12.362 16,303 283.397 234.784 

EXPENDITURES 
Salaries 43,215 41,536 
Hourly wage personnel 17,806 1.7,608 
Business travel 4,457 3,973 
Seminar and conference travel 1,424 579 
Membership fees 303 98 
Conference fees 858 2,901 
Postage 3,949 3,295 
Telephone 310 284 
Advertising 808 832 54,712 19,662 
Printing and binding 46 
Subscriptions and publications 75 1, 137 
Accounting and audit 2,626 750 
Training courses 1,831 1,099 
Other professional services 13,234 9,178 
Miscellaneous services 2,055 1,006 24,908 15,728 
Contractual services 88,520 82,063 
Goods for resale 6,591 9,525 6,591 9,525 
General supplies 275 745 18,615 18,496 
Stationery supplies 1,924 3,203 
Utilities - - 1,486 1,341 -- --

9,729 12, 108 286,890 232,456 

EXCESS (DEFICIENCY) OF REVENUES 
OVER EXPENDITURES 2,633 4,195 (3,493) 2,328 

TRANSFERS TO CAPITAL FUND (150) (4,700) 

TRANSFERS TO RESERVES - - (16,540) -- --
EXCESS (DEFICIENCY) AFTER TRANSFERS $ 2,483 $ 4,195 $ (241733) $ 21328 



DATE: April 29, 1992 

TO: Chairman, 
Red Deer Tourist and Convention Board 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: 1991 AUDITED FINANCIAL STATEMENTS 
RED DEER TOURIST AND CONVENTION ASSOCIATION 

At The City of Red Deer Council meeting of April 27, 1992, consideration was given to 
your report dated April 3, 1992 and the 1991 audited financial statements for the Red 
Deer Tourist and Convention Association. 

We thank you for said statements, and it was agreed that same be filed as information. 

/jt 

c.c. Director of Community Services 
Director of Financial Services 
W. Martindale, Manager, Red Deer Tourist & Convention Board 



NO. I 

DATE: 

TO: 

April 15, 1992 

City Council 

218 

NOTICES OF MOTION 

FROM: Assistant City Clerk 

RE: NOTICE OF MOTION - ALDERMAN PIMM 
BLUE BOX PROGRAM 

At the Council meeting of April 13, 1992, the following Notice of Motion was submitted by 
Alderman Pimm relative to the Blue Box Recycling Program. 

11WHEREAS the Council of The City of Red Deer has instituted a Blue Box 
Recycling Program; 

AND WHEREAS the said Blue Box Recycling Program has a high 
participation rate by the public; 

AND WHEREAS there are a number of the public opposed to the said Blue 
Box Recycling Program; 

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the question of continuing the Blue Box 
Recycling Program be put to the public by way of a plebiscite in 
conjunction with the 1992 Municipal Election." 

This is submitted for Council's consideration. 

Ass "stant Ci Clerk 

KK/jt 
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DATE: 

TO: 

April 29, 1992 

Elsie Schmidek 
Elections Co-ordinator 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: NOTICE OF MOTION • ALDERMAN PIMM 
BLUE BOX PROGRAM 

The following motion submitted by Alderman Pimm was considered at the Council 
meeting of April 27, 1992, however, said motion was defeated. 

"WHEREAS the Council of The City of Red Deer has instituted a Blue Box 
Recycling Program; 

AND WHEREAS the said Blue Box Recycling Program has a high 
participation rate by the public; 

AND WHEREAS there are a number of the public opposed to the said Blue 
Box Recycling Program; 

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the question of continuing the Blue Box 
Recycling Program be put to the public by way of a plebiscite in 
conjunction with the 1992 Municipal Election." 

MOTION DEFEATED 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information. 

CS/jt 

c.c. Director of Engineering Services 
Public Works Manager 
Alderman Pimm 
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NO. 2 

DATE: April 15, 1992 

TO: City Council 

FROM: Assistant City Clerk 

RE: NOTICE OF MOTION - ALDERMAN CAMPBELL 
TAX NOTICES 

The following Notice of Motion was submitted by Alderman Campbell on April 13, 1992, 
concerning the above topic. 

11WHEREAS the Public School Board has set its current financial requisition 
equivalent to an 8.5% increase in taxes over the previous year; 

AND WHEREAS the majority of the citizens of Red Deer oppose the size of 
the increase; 

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that The City of Red Deer not include the 
education requisition on The City of Red Deer tax notice and that the 
Boards of Education be encouraged to include their portion of the current 
taxes on their own letterhead; 

NOTE: I believe that by doing this, the taxpayer will be better able to realize 
where their money is going and who is spending it. I would also hope that 
the citizens of Red Deer will be encouraged to participate with greater 
interest in local authorities' decision making processes. 11 

This is submitted for Council's consideration. 

~~~ KE~K SS 
Assista, City Clerk 

KK/jt 
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DATE: 21 April 1992 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: City Assessor 

RE: ALDERMAN CAMPBELL - NOTICE OF MOTION - TAX NOTICES 

Legislation, specifically Sections 113(2) (3) ( 4) & (5) are outlined as follows: 

"(2) Notwithstanding subsection (1), the council by resolution may authorize 
the use of 2 tax notices under subsection (1) instead of one, namely, 

(a) one relating to the taxes imposed as a result of 
requisitions made pursuant to the School Act by 
school districts and school divisions (in this 
section called the "supplementary school tax 
notice"), and 

(b) the other relating to all other taxes (in this 
section called the "Municipal tax notice"). 

(3) If a council passes a resolution under subsection (2), each tax notice shall 
be mailed or delivered in accordance with subsection (1) and shall show all of 
the matters enumerated in subsection (1) except that 

(a) the supplementary school tax notice shall relate 
only to taxes imposed as a result of requisitions 
made pursuant to the School Act by school 
districts and school divisions and the rate of 
taxation therefor, and 

(b) the municipal tax notice shall not include any 
taxes referred to in clause (a) or the rate of 
taxation therefor. 

( 4) If a council passes a resolution under subsection (2), then, with respect to 
that municipality, 

(a) a reference in this Act to "the tax notice" or "a 
tax notice" shall be read as a reference to the 
municipal tax notice or the supplementary school 
tax notice or both, and 
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(b) a reference in any other Act to a tax notice under 
this Act shall be read as a reference to a 
municipal tax notice or a supplementary school 
tax notice or both. 

(5) Forthwith the municipal secretary shall make or cause to be made an entry 
on the roll of the date of the mailing or delivery of the tax notice." 

It is apparent that two tax notices can be utilized. I would suggest that the intent is not to 
have the school requisition mailed on letterhead other than the municipality. 

The concept of two tax notices has some appeal, even if both are under caption of The City 
of Red Deer, as far as distinction of tax requisition is concerned. There are also some 
concerns. The public is not accustomed to more than one tax notice and may pay only one 
bill by due date, leaving the second bill, either municipal or school, outstanding. This could 
create an excessive penalty situation, with requests for penalty cancellations. The mailing 
of an additional 18,000+ notices at an estimated cost of $9,000 to $10,000 for printing, 
envelopes, stuffing and postage must be considered. 

RECOMMENDATION 

The option is there to partially accommodate the suggestion. Concerns are public image of 
mailing more than one notice and the ratepayer misplacing one notice or paying only one 
notice. We would also question the calculation of arrears, if part of the tax bill is paid. 

We could not support this proposal until an indepth analysis is done on all scenarios that 
may present themselves. 

0-~t!:r 
City Assessor 

AK/ngl 

c.c. Director of Finance 
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TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

April 22, 1992 

City Clerk 

Director of Financial Services 

222 

ALDERMAN CAMPBELL - NOTICE OF MOTION - TAX NOTICES 

The City Assessor has outlined a number of concerns regarding the proposal to have a 
separate tax bill issued for the schools under the schools' letterhead. These concerns 
are: 

1. Possible confusion in getting more than one tax bill 
2. Taxes could be paid to agency whose letterhead appears at the top 
3. If separate mailings are done extra cost could be at least $9,000 to $10,000. 
4. Allocation of partial payments received. 

The amount of school taxes is definitely a concern. For 1992 the amount of tax for school 
purposes will exceed the taxes for municipal purposes. 

The 1992 tax bills are scheduled to be mailed by about mid May. As a result, if Council 
did want separate bills it is recommended it be implemented in 1993. 

For 1992 it is recommended a letter from the Mayor be inserted with the tax bill 
explaining: 

1. The amount of tax levied for each authority 
2. The amount of the tax bill the City actually has control over 
3. The breakdown of the tax increase. 

Recommendation 

That Council not issue separate tax bills and instead include an insert with the bill 
explaining the reason for the increase. 

A. Wilcock 
Director of Financial Services 
AW/ds 

c.c. City Assessor 
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DATE ~A_p_r_i_l_l_4_, __ 1_99_2 __________ ~ 

DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVICES 

DIRECTOR OF ENGINEERING SERVICES 

DIRECTOR OF FINANCIAL SERVICES 

BYLAWS & INSPECTIONS MANAGER 

CITY ASSESSOR 

COMPUTER SERVICES MANAGER 

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGER 

E.L. & P. MANAGER 

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT MANAGER 

FIRE CHIEF 

PARKS MANAGER 

PERSONNEL MANAGER 

PUBLIC WORKS MANAGER 

R.C.M.P. INSPECTOR 

RECREATION & CULTURE MANAGER 

SOCIAL PLANNING MANAGER 

TRANSIT MANAGER 

TREASURY SERVICES MANAG.ER 

URBAN PLANNING SECTION MANAGER 

CITY CLERK _________ 

RE: Alderman Campbell of Motio - Tax Notices 

------------Please submit comments on the attached to this office by 

for the Council Agenda of April 27 ' .1992 

April 21, 1992 

£,,SEVCIK. 
lty Clerk 







DATE: April 29, 1992 

TO: Director of Financial Services 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: ALDERMAN CAMPBELL - NOTICE OF MOTION - TAX NOTICES 

At the Council meeting of April 13, 1992, Alderman Campbell submitted a Notice of 
Motion which provided that the education requisition be not included on The City of Red 
Deer Tax Notice and that the Boards of Education be encouraged to include their portion 
of the current taxes on their own letterhead. 

At the April 27, 1992 Council meeting, this matter received further consideration with the 
following motion being passed. 

11RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered report 
from the Director of Financial Services dated April 22, 1992 re: Alderman 
Campbell - Notice of Motion - Tax Notices, hereby agrees that an insert be 
included with the 1992 Tax Notices explaining the reasons for the tax 
increase:• 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information and I trust that 
you will prepare the explanatory note which is to be included with the mailing of the 1992 
tax notices. 

CS/jt 

c.c. City Commissioners 
Alderman Campbell 
Machine Operator Clerk - Irene 
City Assessor 



BYLAW NO. 2672/L-92 

Being a Bylaw to amend Bylaw No. 2672/80, 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 FOLLOWS: 

1 

2 

The "Use District Map" as referred to in Section 1.4 is hereby amended in 
accordance with the Use District Map No. 7/92 attached hereto and forming 
part of the Bylaw. 

This Bylaw shall come into full force and effect upon the passage of third 
reading. 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.O. 1992. 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.O. 1992. 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.O. 1992. 

MAYOR CITY CLERK 
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BYLAW NO. 2672/M-92 

Being a Bylaw to amend Bylaw No. 2672/80, 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 FOLLOWS: 

1 

2 

The 11Use District Map11 as referred to in Section 1 .4 is hereby amended in 
accordance with the Use District Map No. 8/92 attached hereto and forming 
part of the Bylaw. 

This Bylaw shall come into full force and effect upon the passage of third 
reading. 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.O. 1992. 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.O. 1992. 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.D. 1992. 

MAYOR CITY CLERK 
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BYLAW NO. 2672/N-92 

Being a Bylaw to amend Bylaw No. 2672/80, 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 FOLLOWS: 

1 

2 

The 11Use District Map11 as referred to in Section 1.4 is hereby amended in 
accordance with the Use District Map No. 9/92 attached hereto and forming 
part of the Bylaw. 

This Bylaw shall come into full force and effect upon the passage of third 
reading. 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.O. 1992. 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.O. 1992. 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.O. 1992. 

MAYOR CITY CLERK 
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BYLAW NO. 2841/A-92 

Being a bylaw to amend the Parks & Public Facilities Bylaw No. 2841/84 to provide for new 
offence provisions to regulate public gatherings in the parks. 

THE MUNICIPAL COUNCIL FOR THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, DULY 
ASSEMBLED, HEREBY ENACTS: 

That Bylaw No. 2841/84, being the Parks & Public Facilities Bylaw, be amended as follows: 

1 

2 

3 

New Sections 2 (j.1) and (k.1) are added as follows: 

" ( j. 1 ) "Public Gathering" means any group of five (5) or more people. 

( k. 1 ) "Special Event" means a promotion, parade, procession, or race 
and for that purpose: 

( i ) "Promotion" is one or more persons gathered on City 
property for the purpose of soliciting, protesting, 
rallying, entertaining, evangelizing, or selling goods or 
services." 

(ii) "Parade" or "procession" or "race" means any group of 
pedestrians or cyclists, marching, walking, running or 
riding in the street, on the sidewalk, on parkland or on the 
trail system or any group of vehicles driving on a City 
roadway, but shall not include a funeral procession. 

Section 7 (r) is renumbered to 7 (q). 

New Sections 8.1 to 8.8 together with a new heading are added as follows: 

" PARK HOURS, PUBLIC GATHERINGS AND SPECIAL EVENTS 

8. 1 All parks within the City shall be closed to public gatherings from 
11 :00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m. unless otherwise authorized in writing by the 
City Commissioner. 

8. 2 No person shall participate in a public gathering in a park 
between the hours of 11 :00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. 

8. 3 Sections 8.1 and 8.2 shall not apply to the New Year's Eve, Canada 
Day and Heritage Day celebrations authorized by the City nor to any 
public gathering authorized in writing by the City Commissioner. 

8. 4 Any person desiring to hold a special event in a City park shall, 
not less than 4 weeks prior to the proposed date of the event, make 
application to the City Commissioner in writing for a permit. Such 
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application shall bear the signature, name, address and phone number of 
the applicant person or organization who will be in control of the event 
and who undertakes to be responsible for the good order and conduct 
thereof. The application shall also contain information with respect to the 
following: 

i ) the nature and object of the event; 

i i ) the date and time during which the event is proposed to be 
held; 

i i i ) the intended route or area proposed to be covered by the 
event; 

iv) the assurance of the continued enjoyment of the Park by 
others without harassment, infringement or enticement. 

v ) any other information required by the City Commissioner. 

8. 5 No person or organization shall hold, organize or take part in a 
special event without a permit. 

8. 6 The persons who hold, organize or participate in special events 
which have received a permit shall have the right to use the area of the 
park specified in the permit to the exclusion of any other person who 
participates in another special event or public gathering at the same site. 

8. 7 Any person who continues to participate in a special event or 
public gathering after having been requested to disperse and leave the 
area shall be guilty of an offence. · 

8. 8 The penalty for a breach of Sections 8.2, 8.5 or 8.7 shall be a fine 
of $50.00 for first offence; $100.00 for a second offence and $150.00 
for a third offence." 

This amendment shall come into full force and effect upon third reading. 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS DAY OF '19 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS DAY OF '19 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS DAY OF ,19 

MAYOR CITY CLERK 



BYLAW No. 2960/D-92 

Being a bylaw to amend Bylaw 2960/B-92, an amendment to 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, HEREBY ENACTS AS FOLLOWS: 

1 That Amending Bylaw 2960/B-92 as presented to and passed by Council of The 
City of Red Deer on April 13, 1992 contemplating a change to interest calculated 
annually on deposits, be amended by renumbering said bylaw from 2960/B-92 to 
2960/C-92. 

2 This bylaw shall come into full force and effect upon the passage of third reading. 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.O., 1992. 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.O., 1992. 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.O., 1992. 

MAYOR CITY CLERK 



BY-LAW NO. 3066/92 

A by-law to authorize the Municipal Council of The City of Red Deer to impose a local 
improvement charge for the purpose of Construction of Decorative Streetlighting. 

WHEREAS it is deemed expedient and proper pursuant to the provisions of Section 157 
of the Municipal Taxation Act that the Council shall issue a by-law to authorize 
undertaking and completing the construction of decorative streetlighting. 

AND WHEREAS plans, specifications and estimates for such work have been made by 
the Director of Engineering Services, whereby the total cost of the said project is 
$19,700.00 

AND WHEREAS in order to construct and complete the said project, it will be necessary 
to recover by a local improvement charge pursuant to Section 157 of the Municipal 
Taxation Act R.S.A. 1980, and amendments thereto. 

AND WHEREAS the proposed construction will serve about 83.82 assessable meters of 
frontage. 

AND WHEREAS pursuant to the provisions of Section 157 of the Municipal Taxation Act, 
R.S.A., 1980, as amended, the Council has given proper notice of intention to undertake 
and complete the construction of decorative streetlighting, the costs or a portion of the 
costs thereof to be assessed against abutting owners in accordance with the attached 
Schedule "A", and no sufficiently signed and valid petition against the said proposal has 
been received by the Council. 

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

1 The Municipal Council of The City of Red Deer is hereby empowered and 
authorized to enter into contracts for the purpose of construction of decorative 
streetlighting as may be necessary. 

2 That for the purpose aforesaid, the sum of Nineteen Thousand, Seven Hundred 
Dollars and twenty-one cents ($19,700.21) together with interest thereon at the rate 
of 9-3/4% per annum is to be collected by way of special assessment as herein 
provided in attached Schedule 11A11

• 
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3 There shall be raised annually for payment of the owners' portion of the cost and 
interest thereon, by special assessment under the Municipal Taxation Act, R.S.A., 
1980, the respective sums shown as yearly payments on Schedule 11A11 hereto 
attached, and there is hereby imposed on all lands fronting or abutting on that 
portion of the streets or places whereon the said improvements are to be laid, a 
special assessment sufficient to cover the owners' portion of the cost of the said 
work and the interest thereon payable at the unit rate or rates set forth in said 
Schedule 11N. The said special assessment shall be in addition to all other rates 
and taxes. 

4 This by-law shall come into force and effect upon the passage of third reading. 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 30 day of March I 1992. 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of '1992. 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of I 1992. 

MAYOR CITY CLERK 



Special Frontage Assessment 

The City of Red Deer 

Schedule 11A11 to By-law No. 3066/92 

Bylaw No. 3066/92 
SCHEDULE 11N 

LOCAL IMPROVEMENT - SPECIAL FRONTAGE ASSESSMENT 

FOR CONSTRUCTION OF DECORATIVE STREETLIGHTING 

1 Properties to be assessed: 

ON 

Gaetz 
Ave 

FROM 

52nd St. 53rd St. East 

2 TOTAL FRONTAGE 

3 Total Special Assessment against all properties 

4 Total Special Assessment per Front Foot or Meter 

5 Annual Unit Rate per Front Foot or Meter of Frontage to 
be payable for a period of 20 years calculated 
at 9-3/4% 

6 Total Yearly Assessment against all above properties 

FRONTAGE 

83.82 m. 

83.82 m. 

$19,700.21 

$235. 03/assessable 
meter 

$27.14/assessable 
meter 

$2,274.87 



ADDITIONAL AGENDA 

********** 

FOR THE REGULAR MEETING OF RED DEER 

CITY COUNCIL TO BE HELD ON MONDAY, APRIL 27, 1992, 

IN THE COUNCIL CHAMBERS OF CITY HALL, 

RED DEER, COMMENCING AT 4:30 P.M. 

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

UNFINISHED BUSINESS 

1) Assistant City Clerk - Re: Peavey Mart Site/Gaetz Ave./Redesignation/Land 
Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/S-91 . . 1 

REPORTS 

1) Director of Financial Services - Re: 1992 Mill Rate Bylaw 3070/92 .. 17 

2) Director of Financial Services - Re: Business Tax Bylaw Amendment 
2032/ A-92 .. 24 

3) Director of Financial Services - Re: Municipal Residential Assessment 
Calculation Program .. 25 

4) Executive Assistant to the Mayor and Commissioner - Re: Residency 
Guideline - The Princess Margaret Scholarship in the Fine and Performing 
Arts .. 29 

BYLAWS 

1) 2672/S-91 - Land Use Bylaw Amendment/Peavey Mart Site/Gaetz 

2) 

3) 

Ave./Redesignation - 3rd reading . . 1 

2032/A-92 - Business Tax Bylaw Amendment - 3 readings .. 24 

3070/92 - Mill Rate Bylaw/1992 - 3 readings .. 17 



ADDITIONAL AGENDA 1 

UNFINISHED BUSINESS 

NO. 1 

DATE: April 22, 1992 

TO: City Council 

FROM: Assistant City Clerk 

RE: PEAVEY MART SITE - GAETZ AVE. 
REDESIGNATION - LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT 2672/S-91 

As Council will recall, at its meeting held on September 30, 1991, the above noted bylaw 
was given second reading, however third reading was withheld pending receipt of the 
following information: 

1. Written confirmation that the concerns relative to access of all businesses 
concerned have been satisfied; 

2. Written confirmation that the concerns as outlined in the letter from Central 
Animal Clinic Ltd. dated September 22, 1991, a copy of which is attached, 
have been satisfied; 

3. A proposed site plan of the development. 

Attached for Council's consideration are the documents from the developer, as well as 
the relevant administrative comments. 
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March 31, 1992 

City of Red Deer 
City Hall,P.O. Box 5~98 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4H 3T4 

Attention: Alan Scott, Ec.D. 
Manager Economic Development 

Re: Rezoning of 
Lot 9, Block A, Plan 782-8258 
Red Deer, Albexta 

Dear Sir; 

Fax # 346-6195 
or i qlnal by Hail 

Skylark Developments Alberta Inc., would like to make an application fnr 
third readinq ot :r:edesigr1ation of the ctbove described property. The lands 
are currently :zoned Il, dnd we requir~ C4 zoning. 

First and Second :readings on this matter were held on September 3, 1991. 
At that time, an objection ta rezonfog from the adjacent property o_wner, An­
Mel Holdings Ltd., was made. 

subsequently ~e have reached an agreement with An-Mel's Dr.Weber, 
support ot our application for 3rd ieadinq, attach A copy of our 
agreement with An-Hel Holdings Ltd. 

and in 
letter 

Would you be so k!nd as to advise it sufficient material is available in this 
package for 3rd reading? 

Your help in this matter ls very much avpreciated. 

Regards, 

. 1c.L r~. 
SK~L DEVELOPHENTS ALBERTA INC . 

R. c /l~f 

RJM/ns 
Enclosure 

c.c. Peav~y Indu~tries 
Attn: Hr. Rick Anrierson 

No. 10-9715 Horton Road S.W., Calgary, Alberta, Canada T2V 2XS Phone: (403) 258-053() Fax: (403) 253-6823 
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SKYLARK - RAYMAC FAX 1-403-253-6823 PAGE 02 
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TERMS OF ACCEPTANCE 

1. An-Mel Holdings Ltd. (An-Mel) hereby agrees to the exchange of lands contemplated by the attached 
letter from Skylark Developments Alberta l1nc. (Skylark) to An-Mel dated March 17, 1992, subject to the 
following terms and conditions: 

(a) The exchange would occur simultaneously to Skylark obtaining title to Lot 9, Block A, Plan 
7820258, provided that all documen1ation relating to the exchange meets with the approval 
of Skylark's solicitors. 

(b) Such exchange is subject to the conclusion of satisfactory negotiations to be entered into 
between An-Mel and the City of Red Deer respecting the terms of the land exchange, 
including the restoration of An-Mel's parking facilities in a manner acceptable to An·Mel and 
its solicitors. 

2. An-Mel is not opposed, in a general sense, to negotiating on an informal basis certain rights of entry 
across the property acquired by It In the exchange in order to allow Skylark free access to the rear of its 
proposed new building. However, An-Mel is not prepared to formalize such access, or to agree 0n such 
access in perpetuity, or to have its lands encumbered to protect such access. 

3. These terms and conditions are to be attached to the aforementioned proposal letter of March 17, 
1992. 

. /L-
OATED at the City of Red Deer in the Province of Alberta, this z;.:f day of March, 1992. 

/WL ____ 
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s11111arll •••• •••• •••• 
developments alberta inc. 

March 17th, 1992 

An-Mel Holdings Ltd. 
c/o Central Animal Clinic Ltd. 
2404 Gaetz Avenue 
Red Deer, Alberta 

Attention: Dr. R.W. Weber, D.V.M. 

Re: Lot 9, Block A, Plu 782-0258 

Dear Sir: 

It was a pleasure meeting you last week! 

DHI.tyERED 

PAGE 03 

As you are aware, Skylark has ob1ained an Option to Purchase the above described property, 
being tbe ·Peavey Mart. · 

We will, in the very near future, be making an applicadon for zoning change and a development 
permit for Lot 9, Block A, Plan 782--0258, to the City of Red Deer. 

Subject to the culmination of our offer to purchase, in return for approval of our zoning change 
and development permit, Skylark is ptepared to sell to the City of Red Deer a portion of Lot 9. 

That portion of Lot 9, is a 6 m strip of land running parallel to the An-Mel Holdings Ltd. Lot 
10, as illustrated in yellow on die attached Schedule 11 A•. 

The City in tum bas indicated they would trade this 6 m wide property to the Al-Mel Holdings 
for land in front of the Central Animal Clinic, outlined in Red, on the attached ~chedule •A". ~ . 

v .7'..LA'?"'--" .. "f ~ l.La-yc r-.- L ..e~/}c-~ 1"""-T.,,;~ .ti-.!~ .... ~"tl.J{.~.,,.,.~6JL.., . v4<-
By virtt)e oftbis swap, the City of Red Deet, would be able to finaliz.e the changestt1the access~~ 
to Gaetz Avenue, in this general area. 

Dr. Weber, an exchange of this nature would guarantee acces,, to the rear of your facility, in 
perpetuity. All we would ask for would be a caveat allowing access to the rear of our new 
building for remedial purposeS:"_.. --.-·-·-· -·-· 

.. .12 
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Central Animal Clinic Ltd. 
Attn: Dr.R.W. Weber 
Page Two 
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PRGE 04 

We are taking the liberty of enclosing three (3) copies of this letter. lf you are in agreement 
with the ideas outlined herein, we would ask that you endorse all three, and return two to our 
office. 

In due course we will submit a copy of this letter to the City of Red Deer with our applications. 

We look forward to being your neighbour. 

Yours truly, 

SKYLARK. DEVELOPMENTS ALBERTA INC. 

f)rn~ 
R.J. Mcintosh 

RJM/ns 
Enclosma 

I, we hereby agree to tbe exchange of lands contemplated in this letter. Such exchange 
would °"ur simultaneously to Skylark Developmeats Alberta Inc., obtaining tide to Lot 
9, Block A, Plan 782 0258, and provided that all documentation relating to the exchange 
meets with our solicitors approval. 

Date Al-Mel Holdings Ltd. 
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aiJo CENTRAL ANIMAL CLINIC LTD. 

L ~ 
2404 GAETZ AVE. RED DEER, ALBERTA Phone: 343-0606 

September :::::, t·:>·:H 

THE CITY OF F:ED DEEP 
F' .O. 8i:1:r; 5008 
F:ED DEEr:: AB. 
T4N 3T~-

Ofl. R.W. WEBER O.V.M. 

OR. 0. W. GUEHTMER THE CITY OJ RED DEER 
Cl.!Jlll'S DEPQTllEMT 

TIME 
OATE 
BY 

F.:e: ~·F:·~F·osED LAi.JD USE BYLAW ,:;MEND!":ENT 25 7 2/S-'?1 

I would like t•:• e:r;pr ess my i: 1:1r11: e·r n s ,..,, ith and 1:1ppi:•s itior: t.:, 
the proposed amendment to the Land Use Bylaw whkh proposes 
t•:1 rez•:1ne the F'eavey Mart pr•:iperty fri:1m Il t:, CA. As y<:1L.l are 
=i.•...iare, I am the i:•wner ·=·f Lot 10 (2404 - 50th Ave.) ·..ihe·re the 
Centre-.~ 21nimal Clinii: i:=. i.: .. :ated. My •:•b . .;e•:ti•:•n is based on 
i::he face that i::he ai:i:ess to t:n1s ~nnre area is .. ,. .. :·ry pi:11:1r 
and totally inadequate. The pr•:•p•:•sed rez•:•n ing •..;•:•uld 
fai:::Llitate devek•pment that 1...i1ll greatly in•:r2ase the 
traff::..: fl1:1w ti:· this a·(ea anc ·=·=·mpound 2. t·raffii: problem 
that is already er it ii: al. The problem •...ias b1r•:•ught t•.:• .;:c t-1ead 
by the (edesigning •:1f the 13eatz Avenue/ Molly Bannister 
inte·rse•:ti•:•n and JOLl may ·re•:all that p·resent.2.ti•:•r1 about tt-1is 
p·roblem had been made to y•:•Ll at an ear lier date. To my 
knowledge, the problem is still n•:•t solved ti:• eve·ryones 
satisfai:i:ii.:1n and I would thu:= urge i:i:•Lln•:il to (esist 
·rezon:i.r:g 1:.f thi·=. parcel. I fear t:-.at ·rezi:1nir.g •..,1ithi:1Llt first 
solving the ai:i:e·:;s p"r·oblem to th''? ·::;atisfa.c~i·:•n •.:·f all 
par tie·=. 1..,1ill 1:ause a great deal •:•f di ff ii:ulty ::-.t a later 
date. It •,.,1ill mci.ke it mor·e diffi•:ult ctnd 1jar:gerous fo·r· 
clients to enter Centr=il Animal Clinic and the proposed 
sh•:•ppi:-1•;: ·rei;iion. 

I wi:•uld also like t•:• c•btain assL1rances that st-1ould the 
rezoning pr 1:11:eed as pr·op•:•sed, it •..;ill r1•:•t affe•:t the ;::1:1ning 
•:1 f k•t 10. 

nk ;ou for addrassing my concerns. frlS1L 
F:ene l.Jeber D .'v' .M. 

F.:ene Weber and Carol Weber are the owners of An-Mel Holdings 
Ltd. and Cent·ral Ariimal Clini•: Ldt. Dennis i3L1enther is a 
sharehi:·lder in Central Animal Clin ii: Ltd. 
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DATE: April 22, 1992 

TO: Charlie Sevcik, City Clerk 

FROM: Alan Scott, Economic Development Manager 

RE: SKYLARK DEVELOPMENTS 

I have had meetings with the principals of Skylark Developments and Dr. Weber of An-Mel 
Holdings Ltd., to discuss details of the proposed development and its impact on Central 
Animal Clinic. Dr. Weber has indicated a willingness to enter into an agreement with The 
City of Red Deer for a land exchange, allowing the construction of a traffic bulb on the 
service road in front of the Central Animal Clinic property. Skylark Developments has 
indicated they are prepared to make whatever arrangements are necessary to satisfy 
Dr. Weber's needs. 

The agreement would require The City of Red Deer to acquire from Skylark Developments, 
a six metre strip of land along the northern boundary of Dr. Weber's existing property. We 
would in tum exchange that property with Dr. Weber for frontage, permitting the 
construction of the traffic bulb. 

I am satisfied, from my conversations with both parties, that the deal can be made, and 
would therefore recommend Council give third reading to the rezoning bylaw, with the 
understanding that the land exchange will occur prior to the issue of a development permit. 

AVS/mm 
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RED DEER 
REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION 

DIRECTOR: W. G. A. Shaw, ACP, MCIP 

April 16, 1992 

Mr. C. Sevcik, City Clerk 
City Hall 
P.O. Box 5008 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 3T4 

Dear Sir: 

Re: WT 9. BWCK A Pl.AN 872-0258 
PEA VEY MART - lAND USE BYLAW 2672/S-91 

2830 BREMNER AVENUE, RED DEER, 
ALBERTA, CANADA T4R 1 M9 

Telephone: (403) 343-3394 
Fax: (403) 346-1570 

We are enclosing a copy of our previous comments regarding the proposed redesignation of the 
above property from 11 to C4. 

A public hearing was held on September 30, 1991 and a presentation was made on behalf of the 
Central Animal Clinic regarding the access point ect. 

City Council deferred the third reading of the bylaw in order to receive site plans and to resolve 
other conflicts as noted by the presentations. 

Skylark Developments states that they have an agreement with the Central Animal Clinic and 
they wish the City Council give the third reading to the land use amendment. 

Subject to the City Engineering Department and the City Solicitor agreement we have no 
objection to the third reading of this bylaw. 

Yours truly, 

~~ 
Djarnshid Rouhi, ACP, MCIP 
SENIOR PLANNER 

DR/earn 

CC. Director of Community Services Director of Engineering Services 
Bylaws and Inspections Manager City Assessor 

MUNICIPALITIES WITHIN COMMISSION AREA -------

CITY OF RED DEER. MUNICIPAL DISTRICT OF CLEARWATloR No. 99. COUNTY OF STETTLER No. 6. COUNTY OF LACOMBE No. 14. COUNTY OF MOUNTAIN VIEW No. 17. COUNTY OF 
PAINTEARTH No. 18. COUNTY OF RED DEER No. 23. TOWN OF BLACKFALDS. TOWN OF BOWDEN. TOWN OF CARSTAIRS. TOWN OF CASTOR. TOWN OF CORONATION. TOWN OF 
DIDSBURY •TOWN OF ECKVILLE •TOWN OF INNISFAIL •TOWN OF LACOMBE • TOWN OF OLDS• TOWN OF PENHOLD •TOWN OF ROCKY MOUNTAIN HOUSE• TOWN OF STETTLER 
TOWN OF SUNDRE• TOWN OF SYLVAN LAKE• VILLAGE OF ALIX• VILLAGE OF BENTLEY• VILLAGE OF BIG VALLEY• VILLAGE OF BOTHA• VILLAGE OF CAROLINE• VILLAGE OF CLIVE 
VILLAGE OF CREMONA• VILLAGE OF DELBURNE •VILLAGE OF DONALDA •VILLAGE OF ELNORA• VILLAGE OF GADSBY• VILLAGE OF HALKIRK •VILLAGE OF MIRROR• SUMMER VILLAGE 
OF BIRCHCLIFF • SUMMER VILLAGE OF GULL LAKE • SUMMER VILLAGE OF HALF MOON BAY • SUMMER VILLAGE OF JARVIS BAY • SUMMER VILLAGE OF NORGLENWOLD 

SUMMER VILLAGE OF ROCHON SANDS• SUMMER VILLAGE OF SUNBREAKER COVE• SUMMER VILLAGE OF WHITE SANDS 
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RED DEER 
REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION 

DIRECTOR: W. G. A. Shaw, ACP, MCIP 

August 30, 1991 

Mr. C. Sevcik, 
City Clerk 
City of Red Deer 
Box 5008 
Red Deer, Alta. 

Dear Sir: 

Re: IBI Group - Peavey Mart Site Redesignation 

The Site 

2830 BREMNER AVENUE. RED DEER. 
ALBERTA, CANADA T4g 1 M9 

Telephone: (403) 343-3394 
Fax: (403) 346-1570 

The site of the proposed redevelopment is located on Gaetz Avenue south, across from Bower Place 
Mall. It has a frontage of 82.75 m (271.50 ft.) facing Gaetz Avenue service road, and has an area of 
2.756 ha (6.81 acres). Presently Peavey Mart occupies the site with their building and parking area. 

The Proposal 
The IBI Group on behalf of Brampton Group Is proposing to redevelop the Peavey Mart site by 
demolishing the existing building and replacing it with Beaver Lumber, a retail store for Peavey Mart, 
a restaurant and additional C.R.U. They mentioned that they are aware of the land use bylaw 
requirements and are prepared to comply with Its provisions. 

Their first phase of development consists of a building for Beaver Lumber to the west and Peavey 
Mart store to be located in the central area. The second phase of the development Is expected to 
include a restaurant and C.R.U. The total floor space is estimated at about 7,320 sq. meters (78,800 
sq.ft.) 

Comments and Recommendations 
The proposed uses mentioned appear to comply with the C4 or Highway Commercial District. The 
plan indicates one joint access point (Right In and Right Out) to the proposed M.C.C. road and 
additional accesses from Gaetz Avenue service road. They also mentioned that there will be joint 
internal access among this site, the new Canadian Tire and existing Revelstoke site. 

/2 

MUNICIPALITIES WITHIN COMMISSION AREA ----------------­

CITY OF RED DEER• MUNICIPAL DISTRICT OF CLEARWATER No 99 •COUNTY OF STETTLER No. 6 •COUNTY OF LACOMBE No 14 •COUNTY OF MOUNTAIN VIEW No 17 •COUNTY OF 
PAINTEARTH No 18 •COUNTY OF RED DEER No. 23 •TOWN OF BLACKFALDS •TOWN OF BOWDEN• TOWN OF CARSTAIRS •TOWN OF CASTOR• TOWN OF CORONATION• TOWN OF 
DIDSBURY •TOWN OF ECKVILLE •TOWN OF INNISFAIL •TOWN OF LACOMBE • TOWN OF OLDS• TOWN OF PENHOLD •TOWN OF ROCKY MOUNTAIN HOUSE• TOWN OF STETTLER 
TOWN OF SUNDRE• TOWN OF SYLVAN LAKE• VILLAGE OF ALIX• VILLAGE OF BENTLEY• VILLAGE OF BIG VALLEY• VILLAGE OF BOTHA• VILLAGE OF CAROLINE• VILLAGE OF CLIVE 
VILLAGE OF CREMONA• VILLAGE OF DELBURNE •VILLAGE OF DONALDA •VILLAGE OF ELNORA• VILLAGE OF GADSBY• VILLAGE OF HALKIRK •VILLAGE OF MIRROR• SUMMER VILLAGE 
OF BIRCHCLIFF • SUMMER VILLAGE OF GULL LAKE • SUMMER VILLAGE OF HALF MOON BAY • SUMMER VILLAGE OF JARVIS BAY • SUMMER VILLAGE OF NORGLENWOLD 

SUMMER VILLAGE OF ROCHON SANDS• SUMMER VILLAGE OF SUNBREAKER COVE• SUMMER VILLAGE OF WHITE SANDS 
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C. Sevcik, City Clerk 
Re: IBI Group - Peavey Mart Site Redesignatlon Pg.2 

We have no obfecdo• to the proposed redesignation from 11 to C4, •ubfect to 1he tolowlng 
condltona: · 
1) The proposed uses to comply with the C4 District use table. 
2) The plan of development to comply with site coverage, parking and landscaping 

requirements of the Land Use Bylaw. The west side of the site abuts the proposed 
M.C.C. road which will be one of the access road to the City. We would like to see 
proper landscaping on the west side as well as the east side along the service road. 

3) The site is located along two major thoroughfares, great care should be taken for the 
proper relationship among the group of buildings planned for the site. A high 
standard of architectural treatment is required for the buildings with high degree of 
visibility and accessibility. 

4) Satisfactory arrangements with the Engineering Department regarding vehicular 
access points, traffic circulation, etc. 

The required Land Use Amendment is attached. 

Yours truly, 

D. Rouhi, ACP, MCIP 
SENIOR PLANNER, CITY SECTION 
DR/cc 

c.c. Director of Community Services 
Director of Engineering Services 
Bylaws/Inspection Manager 
City Assessor 
Economic Development Manager 
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DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

April 22, 1992 

CHARLIE SEVCIK 
City Clerk 

13 

LOWELL R. HODGSON, A/Director 
Community Services Division 

PEAVEY MART: LAND USE BYLAW 2672/S-91 
Your memo dated April 14, 1992 refers. 

CS-3.632 

I have discussed this proposed rezoning with the Parks Manager, and we have no 
comments at this time from a Community Services perspective. However, we will 
comment on detailed landscaping plans at the time of the Development Application. 

This development is along a major arterial road and, thus, extensive landscaping will be 
required in accordance with Council's resolution of January 21, 1991. 

LOWELL R. HODGSON 

:dmg 

c. Don Batchelor, Parks Manager 
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DATE: April 21, 1992 FILE NO. 92-1727 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: Bylaws and Inspections Manager 

RE: PEA VY SITE - REZONING 

In response to your memo regarding the above site, we wish to advise that unless all 
conditions contained in the previous Council resolution have been complied with, we 
recommend third reading of the bylaw be withheld. 

Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
BUILDING INSPECTION DEPARTMENT 

RS/vs 
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DATE: 21 April 1992 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: City Assessor 

RE: PEAVEY MART- LAND USE BYLAW 2672/S-91 

The Assessment, Tax & Land Department has no comment on this, subject to the Economic 
Development Manager finalizing agreements with property owners regarding land 
purchase/exchange. 

Al Knight, A.M.A.A. 
City Assessor 

AK/ngl 

c.c. Director of Community Services 
Director of Engineering Services 
Bylaws & Inspections Manager 
E. L. & P. Manager 
Fire Chief 
Urban Planning Section Manager 
City Solicitor 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

16 

April 21, 1992 

City Clerk 

Director of Engineering Services 

PEAVEY MART· LAND USE BY-LAW 2672/S-91 
LOT 9, BLOCK A, PLAN 782-0258 

250-089 

Please be advised thaVthe Engineering Department has no comments with respect to the 
/ 

above noted. j 1 

//I ,,/ 
VII·/ 

....,,"/,,,., •• /....,· J fers, P. Eng. 
f Engineering Services 

Commissioner's Comments 

We would concur with the recommendations of the Economic Development 
Manager. Due to the size of the site plan, we were unable to reproduce same on 
the agenda, but same will be at the Council meeting. 

Council should note that other conditions relative to this development would 
be applicable at the development permit stage, i.e. landscaping requirements. 

"R.J. MCGHEE" 
Mayor 



. ~ 
1i~~1s THE CITY OF RED DEER 
~~i4 P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 

City Clerk's Dcnartment 342-8132 

October 1, 1991 

IBI Group 
10310 Jasper Avenue, Suite 600 
EDMONTON, Alberta 
T5J 2W4 

Attention: 

Dear Sir: 

Mr. A.A. McNally, P.Eng. 
Director 

FAX: (403) 346·6195 

RE: PEAVEY MART SITE - GAETZ AVENUE, RED DEER -
REOESIGNATION - LANO USE BYLAW AMENDMENT 2672/S-91 

FILE No • 

I would advise that at The City of Red Deer Council meeting of Monday, September 30, 
1991, a public hearing for the above noted bylaw amendment was held. 

Following the public hearing, Council gave second reading to Land Use Bylaw 
Amendment 2672/S-91, however, agreed to withhold third reading of said bylaw pending 
receipt of the following information: 

1 . Written confirmation that the concerns relative to access of all businesses 
concerned have been satisfied; 

2. Written confirmation that the concerns as outlined in the letter from Central Animal 
Clinic Ltd. dated September 22, 1991, a copy of which is attached, have been 
satisfied; 

3. A proposed site plan of the development. 

I trust you will now be proceeding with obtaining the necessary information as noted 
above and forwarding same to this office so that we may present the matter back to City 
Council. For your information, the scheduled Council meetings for the remainder of 1991 
are October 15th, October 28th, November 12th, November 25th and December 9th. Any 
items to appear on that Council agenda must be received by this office by at least two 
Wednesdays prior to the date of which you wish to appear. 

.... 2 



Mr. A.A. McNally, P. Eng. 
181 Group 
October 1 , 1991 
Page 2 

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact the undersigned. 

Sincerely, 

KK/jt 
Att. 
c.c. Director of Engineering Services 

Director of Community Services 
Bylaws & Inspections Manager 
City Assessor 
Economic Development Manager 
Senior Planner 
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FROM: 

DATE April 14, 1992 

DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVICES 

DIRECTOR OF ENGINEERING SERVICES {fa~;;/} 
DIRECTOR OF FINANCIAL SERVICES 

BYLAWS & INSPECTIONS MANAGER 

CITY ASSESSOR 
NOTE: 

COMPUTER SERVICES MANAGER 

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGER 

E.L. & P. MANAGER 

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT MANAGER 

FIRE CHIEF 

PARKS MANAGER 

PERSONNEL MANAGER 

PUBLIC WORKS MANAGER 

R.C.M.P. INSPECTOR 

RECREATION & CULTURE MANAGER 

SOCIAL PLANNING MANAGER 

TRANSIT MANAGER 

TREASURY SERVICES MANAGER 

URBAN PLANNING SECTION MANAGER 

CITY SOLICITOR 

CITY CLERK 

ORIGINAL PLAN IN CITY 
CLERK'S DEPARTMENT, 

INCLUDING ELEVATIONS 

RE: PEAVEY MART - LAND USE BYLAW 2672/S-91 

Please submit comments on the attached to this office by April 

21 for the Council Agenda of April 27, 1992 



••vlarll •••• •••• •••• 
developments 11lberta inc. 

Hatch 31, 1992 

City of Red Deer 
City Hall,P.O. Box 5698 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 3T4 

Attention: Alan Scott, Ec.D. 
Manager Economic: Development 

Re: Rezoninq of 
Lot 9, Block A, Plan 182-8258 
Red Deer, Alberta 

Dear S.i.r: 

Fax I 346-6195 
Oriqlnal by Hail 

Skylark Developments Alberta Inc., would like to make an application fnr 
third reading of redesignation ot the dbove described property. The lands 
are c11rrently zoned Il, e:md we requirl'! C4 zoning. 

First and Second readings on this matter were held on September 3, 1991. 
At that time, an objection to rezonjng from the adjacent property o,wner, An­
Hel Holdings Ltd., was made. 

Subsequently we have reached an agreement with An-Mel's Dr.Weber, 
support of our application tor 3rd reading, attach ~ copy of our 
agreement with An-Hel Holdings Ltd. 

and in 
letter 

Would you be so k!nd as to advise it suif iclent material is available in this 
package for Jrd reading? 

Your help in this matter is very much appreciated. 

Regards, 

. 1 c.i _--:/:;:~ . 
SK~OEVELOPHENTS ALBERTA INC. 

R. .,/{~f 

RJM/ns 
Enclosure 

c.c. Peav~y Inductries 
Attn: Mr. Rick Anrierson 

No. 10-9715 llorton Road S.W., Calgary, Alberta, Canada T2V 2XS Phone: (403) 258-0536 FHX: (403) 253-6823 



SKYLARK - RAYMAC FAX 1-403-253-6823 

•ll'llarll •••• •••• •••• 
developments alberta inc. 

March 17th, 1992 

An-Mel Holdings Ltd. 
clo Central Animal Clinic Ltd. 
2404 Gaetz Avenue 
Red Deer, Alberta 

Attention: Dr. R.W. Weber, D.V.M. 

Re: Lot 9, Block A, Plan 782-0258 

Dear Sir: 

It was a pleasure meeting you last week! 

DBI ryEBED 

PAGE 03 

As you are aware, Skylark has ob1ained an Option to Purchase the above described property, 
being the· Peavey Mart. ·· 

We will, in the very near future, be making an application for zoning change and a development 
permit for Lot 9, Block A,. Plan 782--0258., to the City of Red Deer. 

Subject to the culmination of our offer to purchase, in return for approval of our zoning change 
and development permit, Skylark is prepared to sell to the City of Red Deer a portion of Lot 9. 

That portion of Lot 9, is a 6 m strip of land nmning parallel to the An~Mel Holdings Ltd. Lot 
10., as illustrated in yellow on tlie attached Schedule "A•. 

The City in tum bas indicated they would trade this 6 m wide property to the Al-Mel Holdings 
for land in front of the Central Animal Clinic, outlined in Red. on the attached ~chedule "A". 4"" 

v r~- . ....; ~ t~~ r- .L.. ..e~p""c r~.r.,,;"' ./"""~,,_ ~.J.:-~~, . vk 
. By virtUe of this swap, the City of Red Deet, would be able to finaliz;e the changes to.-<the acces.s ~ ~ 

to 08et2: Avenue, in this general area. 

Dr. Weber, an exchange of this nature would guarantee access to the rear of your facility, in 
pmpetuity. All we would ask for would be a caveat allowing access to the rear of our uew 
building for remedial purposes-:--· · 

.. .12 



.. . 

~KYLH~K - RRYMRC FAX 1-403-253-6823 

Central Animal Clinic LUi. 
Attn: Dr.R.W. Weber 
Page Two 

PAGE 04 

We are taking the liberty of enclosing three (3) copies of this letter. If you are in agreement 
with the ideas outlined herein, we would ask that you endorse all three, and return two to our 
office. 

In due course we will submit a copy of this letter to the City of Red Deer with our applications. 

We look forward to being your neighbour. 

Yours truly, 

SKYLARK DHVBLOPMENTS ALBERTA INC. 

(!)m~. 
R.J. Mcintosh 

RJM/ns 
Enclosures 

I, we hereby agree to tbe exchange of lands contemplated in this letter. Such exchange 
would °"ur simultaneously to Skylark Developmeats Alberta Inc., obtaining dtle to Lot 
9., Block A, Plan 782 0258, and provided that all documentation relatiag to the cxdumge 
meets with our solicitors approval. 

Date Al-Mel Holdings Ltd. 
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;::," T L..Hr<::" - r<::Hr1T1HL r HX 1-4"1..:S-253-6823 

TERMS OF ACCEPTANCE 

PAGE 02 

1. An-Mel Holdings Ltd. (An-Mel) hereby agrees to the exchange of lands contemplated by the attached 
letter from. Skylark Developments Alberta Inc. (Skylark) to An-Mel dated March 17, 1992, subject to the 
following terms and conditions: 

(a) The exchange would occur simultaneously to Skylark obtaining title to Lot 9, Block A, Plan 
7820258. provided that all documen1ation relating to the exchange meets with the approval 
of Skylark's solicitors. 

(b) Such exchange is subject to the conclusion of satisfactory negotiations to be entered into 
between An-Mel and the City of Red Deer respecting the terms of the land exchange, 
including the restoration of An-Mel's parking facilities in a manner acceptable to An·Mel and 
its solicitors. 

2. An-Mel is not opposed, in a general sense, to negotiating on an informal basis certain rights of entry 
across the property acquired by It In the exchange in order to allow Skylark free access to the rear of Its 
proposed new building. However, An-Mel is not ~act to fonnallze such access, or to agree on such 
access in perpetuity, or to have i1S lands encumbered to protect such access. 

3. These terms and conditions are to be attached to the aforementioned proposal letter of March 17, 
1992. 

/L 
DATED at the City of Red Deer In the Province of Alberta, this zc:f day of March, 1992. 
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DATE: April 15, 1992 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: E. L. & P. Manager 

RE: PEA VEY MART - LAND USE BYLAW 2672/S-91 

The E. L. & P. Department has no objections to the rezoning request. 

A. Roth, 
Manager 

AR/jjd 



April 15, 1992 

TO: 

FROM: 

City Clerk 

Fire Chief 

RE: Peavy Mart - Land Use Bylaw 2672/5-91 

We have no objections to Council giving third reading to this Bylaw. 

/:!)~ 
R. Oscroft 
FIRE CHIEF 



TO: 

DATE -----------

~ DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVICES 

~. DIRECTOR OF ENGINEERING SERVICES 

D DIRECTOR OF FINANCIAL SERVICES 

~· BYLAWS & INSPECTIONS MANAGER 

~ CITY ASSESSOR 

D COMPUTER SERVICES MANAGER 

D 

9S-
D 

-~ 
D 
D 
D 
D 

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGER 

E.L. & P. MANAGER 

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT MANAGER 

FIRE CHIEF 

PARKS MANAGER 

PERSONNEL MANAGER 

PUBLIC WORKS MANAGER 

R.C.M.P. INSPECTOR 

D RECREATION & CULTURE MANAGER 

D SOCIAL PLANNING MANAGER 

c:J TRANSIT MANAGER 

l~I ~SURY SERVICES MANAGER 

~ URBAN PLANNING SECTION MANAGER 

~ c,·11;' .J~ {; r, .~JV' 
,I' 



THE CITY OF RED DEER 
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 

City Clerk's Dcoartment 342·8132 

April 14, 1992 

Skylark Developments Ltd. 
Attention: James Durham 
No. 1 O - 9715 Horton Road S.W. 
CALGARY, Alberta 
T2V 2X5 

Dear Sir: 

FAX: (403) 346·6195 

RE: PEAVEY MART- LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT 2672/S-91 

FILE No. 

I acknowledge receipt of your letter of March 31, 1992, regarding the above noted. 

This item will be discussed at the meeting of Red Deer City Council on Monday, April 27, 
1992. Council meetings begin at 4:30 p.m. and adjourn for the supper hour at 6:00 p.m., 
reconvening at 7:00 p.m. 

In the event you wish to be present at the Council meeting, would you please telephone 
our office on Friday, April 24, 1992 and we will advise you of the approximate time that 
Council will be discussing this item. 

Would you please enter City Hall on the west (parkside) entrance when arriving, and 
proceed up to the second floor Council Chambers. 

This request has been circulated to City administration for comments, and should you 
wish to receive a copy of the administrative comments prior to the Council meeting, they 
may be picked up at our office on the second floor of City Hall on Friday, April 24th. 

In regard to our conversation of April 14, 1992, please ensure the updated site plan is 
submitted to us by April 21 , 1992. 

If you have any questions in the meantime, please do not hesitate to contact the writer. 

Yours truly, 

KELLY KLOSS 
Assistant City Clerk 



DATE: October 2, 1991 

TO: Red Deer Regional Planning Commission 

FROM: Acting City Clerk 

RE: LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT 2672/S-91 

Council of The City of Red Deer at its meeting held on September 30, 1991 gave second 
reading to the above noted bylaw. 

Bylaw 2672/S-91 pertains to the redesignation of the Peavey Mart site, Gaetz Avenue (Lot 
4, Block 2, Plan 872-2473) from 11 to C4 designation. 

Please note that Council at the above noted meeting only gave second reading to said 
bylaw and agreed to withhold third reading pending additional information that the 
developer is required to obtain for Council's consideration. 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory. 

KK/jt 



THE CITY OF RED DEER 
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 

City Clerk's Dcnartment 342-8132 

October 2, 1991 

Central Animal Clinic Ltd. 
2404 Gaetz Avenue 
RED DEER, Alberta 
T4R 1M3 

Attention: Rene Weber 

Dear Sir: 

FILE No. 

FAX: (403) 346·6195 

Thank you for your letter of September 22, 1991 advising Council of your concern relative 
to the proposed Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/S-91. 

As you are aware, Council gave second reading to the above noted bylaw, however, 
agreed to withhold third reading pending the IBI Group addressing the concerns of 
access as well as those concerns outlined in your letter. 

This office has contacted the IBI Group and indicated that once they have all the 
necessary information that same is to be presented back to City Council at a subsequent 
Council meeting. When this matter is to go back to Council, this office will contact you so 
that you may be afforded the opportunity to attend. 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory. If you have any questions, please do not hesitate 
to contact the undersigned. 

Sincerely, 

c.c. Director of Engineering Services 
Director of Community Services 
Bylaws & Inspections Manager 

City Assessor 
Senior Planner 



CENTRAL ANIMAL CLINIC LTD. 
2404 GAETZ AVE. RED DEER, ALBERTA Phone: 343-0606 

DR. R.W. WEBER D .. V.M. 

DR. D.W. GUENTHER 
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.&"' 
m~ ........ ~._~Si THE CITY OF RED DEER 
~~~~ P. 0. BOX5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 

City Clerk's Dcoartment 342-8132 

October 2, 1991 

North American Property Group 
Suite No. 1 
10407 - 51 Avenue 
EDMONTON, Alberta 
T6H OK4 

Attention: Henry Bereznicki, 
Vice-President 

Dear Mr. Bereznicki: 

FAX: (403) 346·6195 

RE: PROPOSED LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT 2672/S-91 

FILE No . 

Thank you for your letter of September 25, 1991· outlining your concerns with regard to 
the above noted bylaw. 

As you are aware, Council gave second reading to Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/S-
91, however, withheld third reading of said bylaw pending some additional information to 
be presented to Council by the developer of the property in question. 

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

Sincerely, 

KK/jt 
c.c. Director of Engineering Services 

Bylaws & Inspections Manager 
Senior Planner 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

September 27, 1991 

Mayor 
Council 
City Commissioner 
Director of Community Services 
Director of Financial Services 
Director of Engineering Services 
Bylaws & Inspections Manager 
City Assessor 
Economic Development Manager 
Red Deer Regional Planning commission 

Acting City Clerk 

SEPTEMBER 30 COUNCIL MEETING 

Attached is an additional item with regard to Item (3) 2) of the Agenda: 

City Clerk - Re: Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/S-
91 /Redesignation of the Peavey Mart Site - Gaetz Avenue/Lot 
4, Block 2, Plan 872-2473/11 to C4 

This was received too late to be included with the agenda. 

IJ!/1 
Kelly Kloss ,/ 
Acting City Clerk 

KK/jt 

Att. 
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NORTH AMERICAN 
F'AOPERTY GROUP 

******'****'******'* TELECOPIER TRANSMITTAL ***'************** 

To<:-a?fl· C.~~}~~ FAXNO:~L..\'2- ~\95 

FROM:~ 'k,,efiCl:.i, b'cA, f!l.;Jiick-tDATE: 7~;!;= ;:;)s:, r0,£ll 
~~-

RE: 

MESSAGE: 

. TRANSMlmNG I PAQE(S) AND COVER PAGE 

SHOULD YOU HAVE ANY PROBLEMS RECEIV1NG THIS TRANSMITTAL, PLEASE CALL (403) 
435-1444. 

~OAMEl'l~'r Fll'IST CITY SHOPPING aNTAf GR¢VP 
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NORTH AMERICAN 

September 25, 1991 

His Worship the Mayor & 
Members of Council 
The City of Red Deer 
P.O. Box 5008 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 3T4 

PROPERTY GROUP 

Attention: Mr. C. Cevc1k • City Clerk 

Dear Mr. Cevcik! 

Re: Proposed L.and Use Bytaw Amendment 26721$·91 

we are the owners of Bower Plaza and the Red Deer Village Pfa23 in the City of Red Deer. Our plat.a 
is located directly across the street from the lands which are the subject of the proposed bytaw. referred 
to above . 

Please be advised that we strongly object to the proposed rezoning as in our view it does not represent 
good planning and because the purpose of the bylaw as outlined in the "summary of the effects~ in the 
notice will not be achieved. It is our understanding from the notice that it is the intent of the developer 
to have an "integrated home improvement shopping complex connected internally to the Canadian Tire 
Store and Revelstol<e Store". If this is the case then fUll C4 zonlng is not neces~ry. 

As Council is aware C4 permits a wide variety of uses albeit somewhat short of a shopping centre. It 
is our understanding from our contacts in the industry that the developer is proposing fast food 
restaurants at this location and it is to these types of uses that we strongly object. Specific tenants being 
considered includes Wendy's, Red Lobster, and the Olive Garden. In addition, approximately 4,SOO 
square feet of CRU space will be available. 

We ask, therefore, that the bylaw be specifically tailored to allow only the home improvement shopping 
complex, the Canadian Tire store and the Revelstoke store to which we have no objection. If, on the 
other hand, the industrial area on the west side of Gaetz Avenue is compromised by the addition of C4 
uses we believe that the creditability of the City's planning process will have been undermined and we 
would demand a complete overhaul of the Commercial zoning in the City. A$ you know It is our view 
that the current zoning outside of the core area and the larger shopping centres is outmoded and unduty 
restrictive. 

We recognize that there is to be a Public Meeting on September 30, 1991 and we will be in attendance 
at that meeting to further state our objections. In the meantime, we would appreciate hearing from your 
staff as to why this by1aw could be considered in the light of the current zoning and how the proposed 
bylaw could be modified to ensure that what is purportedly being considered for the development on the 
site does in fact occur. 

Sincerely, 

.~~ 
·~· 

Henry Bereznicl<i 
Vice President, Western Canada 

/tlW 
FORM~LY FIRST CJTY SHOPPfNG CENT~ G~ 

SUITE #1, 10407 - 51 AVENUE. EOMONTON ALSEFrrA T€~sig- !:'Et> s0Fix8J -~1.j dHS ,l,.iJ lS"t _T~ . .:.t-J_J.fu sz dJS 

--.... ----------c·d----------~~~~~ 
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developments 11Jberta inc 

March 31, 1992 

City ot Red Deer 
city Hall,P.O. Box sa~s 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 3T4 

Attention: Alan Scott, Ec.D. 
Manager Economic Development 

Re: Rezoning of 
Lot 9, Black A, Plan 782-8258 
Red Deer, Alb~rta 

--~------------~-----

Dear Sir: 

l"ax # 346-6195 
Origlnal by Hail 

Skylark Developments Alberta Inc. 1 would like to make an application fnr 
third reading of redesiqri.;ition of the dbove described property. The lands 
are currently zoned II, crnd we requh"P. C4 zoning. 

First and Second readings on this matter were held on September 3, 1991. 
At that time, ~n object.ion ta rezoning from the adjacent property owner, An­
Hel Holdings Ltd., was made. 

subsequently we have reached an agreement with An-Mel's Dr.Weber, 
support of our application tor 3rd reading, attach A copy of our 
agreement with An-Hel Holdings Ltd. 

ann in 
letter 

Would you be so k!nd as to advise if sufficient material i5 available in this 
package for 3rd reading? 

Your help in this matter is very much dflpreclated. 

Regards, 

SKY~-~EVELOPHENTS ALBERTA INC. 

R.{/lf{~ • 
RJH/ns 
Enclosure 

c.c. Peav~y Imlu;.;tries 
Attn: Mr. Rick Anrlerson 

No. 10-9715 lforton Road S.W., Calgary, Alberta, Canatla T2V 2X5 Phone: (403l 2S8-0536 Fax: (403) 253-6823 



SKYLARK - RAYMAC FAX 1-403-253-6823 PAGE 02 

TERMS OF ACCEPTANCE 

1. An-Mel Holdings Ltd. (An-Mel) hereby agrees to the exchange of lands contemplated by the attached 
letter from Skylark Developments Alberta Inc. (Skylark) to An-Mel dated March 17, 1992, subject to the 
followtng terms and conditions: 

(a) The exchange would occur simultaneously to Skylark obtaining title to Lot 9, Block A, Plan 
7820258, provided that all documentation relating to the exchange meets with the approval 
of Skylark's solicitors. 

(b) Such exchange is subject to the conclusion of satisfactory negotiations to be entered into 
between An-Mel and the City of Red Deer respecting the terms of the land exchange, 
including the restoration of An-Mel's parking facllities in a manner acceptable to An·Mel and 
its solicitors. 

2. An-Mel is not opposed, in a general sense, to negotiating on an informal basis certain rights of entry 
across the property acquired by It in the exchange in order to allow Skylark free access to the rear of its 
proposed new building. However, An-Mel is not prepared to formalize such access, or to agree on such 
access in perpetuity, or to have its lands encumbered to protect such access. 

3. These terms and conditions are to be attached to the aforementioned proposal letter of March 17, 
1992. 

.fL 
DATED at the City of Red Deer In the Province of Alberta, this Z.J'"" day of March, 1992. 
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SKYLARK - RA\'MAC FAX 1 ~403-253-6823 

Central Animal Clinic Ltd. 
Attn: Dr.R.W. Weber 
Page Two 

PAGE 04 

We are taking the liberty of enclosing three (3) copies of this letter. If you are in agreement 
with the ideas outlined herein, we would ask that you endorse all three, and return two to our 
office. 

In due course we will submit a copy of this letter to the City of Red Deer with our applications. 

We look forward to being your neighbour. 

Yours truly, 

SKYLARK DHVHLOPMENTS ALBERTA INC. 

~~· 
R.J. Mcintosh 

RJM/ns 
Enclosures 

I, we hereby agree to the exchange of lands contemplated in this letter. Such exchange 
would occur simultaneously to Skylark Developments Alberta Inc., obtaining title to Lot 
9, Block A, Plan 782 0258, and provided that all documentation relating to the exchange 
meets with our solicitors approval. 

Date Al-Mel Holdings Ltd. 



,,., . 

SKYLARK - RAYMAC FAX 17403-253-6823 

s11111ar11 •••• •••• •••• 
developments alberta inc. 

March 17th, 1992 

An-Mel Holdings Ltd. 
c/o Central Animal Clinic Ltd. 
2404 Gaetz Avenue 
Red Deer, Alberta 

Attention: Dr. R.W. Weber, D.V.M. 

Re: Lot 9, Block A, Plu 782-0258 

Dear Sir: 

It was a pleasure meeting you last week! 

DBI IVERBD 

PAGE 03 

As you are aware, Skylark has ob1ained an Option to Pure.base the above described property, 
being the· Peavey Mart. 

We will, in the very near future, be making an application for zoning change and a development 
permit for Lot 9, Block A, Plan 782-0258, to the City of Red Deer. 

Subject to the culmination of our offer to purclwe, in return for approval of our zoning change 
and development permit, Skylark is prepared to sell to the City of Red Deer a portion of Lot 9. 

That portion of Lot 9, is a 6 m strip of land running parallel to the An-Mel Holdings Lui. Lot 
10, u illustrated in yellow on the attached Schedule 11 A•. 

The City in tum has indicated they would trade this 6 m wide property to the Al-Mel Holdings 
for land in front ~ the Central Animal Clinic, o~ined in Red, on the atta~~oo ~c~~e •A". ~ .. 

v /"_L...(""?....-.. ~--! ~ t.C...~y r- L ..e--i..Lpc-c 1~.r~rt ./..(.~,_ a--fa.~.Jl,,.~~r--~tfJ~, v2'.c 
By virtt'.e of this swap, the City of Red Deet, would be able to finalize the changesto~the access~ tt 
to Gaetz A venue, in this general area. 

Dr. Weber, an exchange of this nature would guarantee access to the rear of your facility, in 
perpetuity. AH we would ask for would be a caveat allowing access to the rear of our new 
building for remedial purposes~-" - ·--·-··-··· 

... 12 
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•••• •••• •••• 

FACSIMILE TRANSMITTAL FORM 

Page l of /2 

If all pages a~e not received, please call 258-0536. 

DATE: ~ - 3//JL TIME: /0 • 3(, a -/?J 

:::::::::ON TO: / ~~ 
~ 3~' ,. t(_t)-DEPARTMENT: 

REFERENCE: 

No. 10. 97 l "i 1-tn•tnn D""A C: W (' .. In~-., A, ....... ,... __ - _._ ..,,., '..,...,,. ... 

PAGE 01 



THE CITY OF RED DEER 
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 

City Clerk's Ocoartment 342·8132 

April 29, 1992 

Skylark Developments Alberta Inc. 
#10 - 9715 Horton Road S.W. 
CALGARY, Alberta 
T2V 2X5 

Attention: Mr. R.J. Mcintosh 

Dear Sir: 

FAX: (403) 346·6195 

RE: PEAVEY MART SITE - LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT 2672/S-91 

FILE No. 

Your application for a third reading of the above noted Land Use Bylaw Amendment 
received consideration at the Council meeting of April 27, 1992. 

At the above noted meeting, Council gave third reading to Land Use Bylaw Amendment 
2672/S-91 , a copy of which is enclosed herewith, and at the same time passed the 
following motion. 

11RESOL VED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered the 
report from the Economic Development Manager dated April 22, 1992 re: 
Skylark Developments/Peavey Mart Site/Land Use Bylaw Amendment 
2672/S-91, hereby agrees that third reading be given to the above noted 
bylaw with the understanding that final agreement with respect to the 
negotiations between An-mel Holdings Ltd. and the City respecting the 
terms of land exchange and restoration of parking facilities will occur prior 
to the issuance of a development permit, and as presented to Council April 
27, 1992.11 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information and I trust that 
you will make note of the conditional approval which is outlined in the above noted 
resolution. 

. ... 2 



Mr. R.J. Mcintosh 
Skylark Developments Alberta Ltd. 
April 29, 1992 
Page 2 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory. If you have any questions, please do not hesitate 
to contact the undersigned. 

Sincerely, 

CS/jt 

c.c. Economic Development Manager 
Senior Planner 
Director of Community Services 
Bylaws & Inspections Manager 
City Assessor 
Director of Engineering Services 

An-mel Holdings Ltd., c/o Central Animal Clinic Ltd., 
2404 Gaetz Avenue, Red Deer T4R 1 M3 

North American Property Group, Suite #1, 10407 - 51 Ave., Edmonton T6H OK4 
Attn: Henry Bereznicki, Vice-President 

181 Group, 1031 O Jasper Avenue, Suite 600, Edmonton TSJ 2W4 
Attn: Mr. A.A. McNally, P. Eng., Director 
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REPORTS 

NO. 1 FILE: alan\memos\byl3070.92 

DATE: April 22, 1992 

TO: CITY CLERK 

FROM: DIRECTOR OF FINANCIAL SERVICES 

RE: 1992 MILL RATE BYLAW NO. 3070/92 

Attached is the Mill Rate Bylaw to approve the levy of the 1992 property taxes and the 
amended 1992 Budget summary. 

Council at the 1992 budget deliberations approved a budget requiring a tax increase for 
municipal purposes of 2.88%. 

The total residential property tax for 1992 will increase by 5.5% for Public School 
supporters and 4.7% for Separate School Supporters because of an 8.6% increase in the 
Public School requisition mill rate and a 7% increase in the Separate School mill rate. 

PUBLIC SCHOOL SUPPORTER 
1992 RESIDENTIAL MILL RATE 

INCREASE 
DESCRIPTION 1992 1991 (DECREASE) 

1 . Public School Requisition 13.638 12.557 8.6% 
2. Planning Fund Requisition .237 .220 7.7% 
3. Red Deer Public Library .692 .700 (1.1 %) 
4. Piper Creek Foundation .338 .342 (1.2%) 
5. Municipal Purposes 13.150 12.782 2.9% 

TOTAL MILL RATE 28.055 26.601 5.5% 



City Clerk 
April 22, 1992 
Page 2 File: alan\memos\byl3070.92 
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SEPARATE SCHOOL SUPPORTER 
1992 RESIDENTIAL MILL RATE 

DESCRIPTION 1992 1991 

1 . Separate School Requisition 13.436 12.557 
2. Planning Fund Requisition .237 .220 
3. Red Deer Public Library .692 .700 
4. Piper Creek Foundation .338 .342 
5. Municipal Purposes 13.150 12.782 

TOTAL MILL RATE 27.853 26.601 

INCREASE 
(DECREASE) 

7.0% 
7.7% 

(1.1 %) 
(1.1 %) 
2.9% 

4.7% 

It will be noted the mill rates for school purposes now exceed the mill rate for municipal 
purposes. 

The following pie charts compare the breakdown of the 1992 property taxes with the 1991 
property taxes. These charts disclose the school's portion of property taxes continues 
to increase while the municipal portion decreases. 



City Clerk 
April 22, 1992 
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Page 3 File: alan\memos\byl3070.92 

1991 RESIDENTIAL MILL RATE 
FOR PUBLIC SCHOOL SUPPORTERS 

SCHOOL ( 47.2%) 

OTHER REQ ( 4. 7%) 

MUNICIPAL (48.1%) 

1992 RESIDENTIAL MILL RATE 
FOR PUBLIC SCHOOL SUPPORTERS 

SCHOOL ( 48.6%) 

OTHERREQ (4.5%) 

MUNICIPAL (46.9%) 



City Clerk 
April 22, 1992 
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Page 4 File: alan\memos\byl3070.92 

1991 RESIDENTIAL MILL RATE 
FOR SEPARATE SCHOOL SUPPORTERS 

SCHOOL (47.2%) 

OTHER REQ ( 4. 7%) 

MUNICIPAL ( 48.1 % ) 

1992 RESIDENTIAL MILL RATE 
FOR SEPARATE SCHOOL SUPPORTERS 

SCHOOL (48.2%) 

OTHER REQ ( 4.6%) 

MUNICIPAL ( 47.2%) 



City Clerk 
April 22, 1992 
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A residential property with an assessment of $55,000 and that is a Public School 
supporter would experience an increase in property taxes from $1,463 to $1,543 for 1992 
or an $80 increase. The increase for Separate School supporters is $69. 

Non-residential properties have additional levies for Provincial Education taxes and 
municipal purposes. Non-residential taxes will increase by 4.9% for Public School 
supporters and 4.3% for Separate School supporters. 

PUBLIC SCHOOL SUPPORTER 
NON-RESIDENTIAL MILL RATE 

INCREASE 
DESCRIPTION 1992 1991 (DECREASE) 

1. Public School Requisition 13.638 12.557 8.6% 
2. Planning Fund Requisition .237 .220 7.7% 
3. Red Deer Public Library .692 .700 (1.1 %) 
4. Piper Creek Foundation .338 .342 (1.2%) 
5. Municipal Purposes 14.484 14.078 2.9% 
6. Provincial Education Foundation 6.147 5.979 2.8% 

TOTAL MILL RATE 35.536 33.876 4.9% 

SEPARATE SCHOOL SUPPORTER 
NON-RESIDENTIAL MILL RATE 

INCREASE 
DESCRIPTION 1992 1991 (DECREASE) 

1 . Separate School Requisition 13.436 12.557 7.0% 
2. Planning Fund Requisition .237 .220 7.7% 
3. Red Deer Public Library .692 .700 (1.1 %) 
4. Piper Creek Foundation .338 .342 (1.2%) 
5. Municipal Purposes 14.484 14.078 2.9% 
6. Provincial Education Foundation 6.147 5.979 2.8% 

TOTAL MILL RATE 35.334 33.876 4.3% 



City Clerk 
April 22, 1992 
Page 6 File: alan\memos\byl3070.92 

RECOMMENDATION 

Council approve the 

1 . 1992 Mill Rate Bylaw 

22 

2. Revised 1992 Budget Summary 

A. Wilcock, B. Comm., C.A. 
Director of Financial Services 

AW/mrk 

Att. (2) 

c. City Assessor 
Tax Supervisor 
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THE CITY OF RED DEER 

1992 OPERATING AND MAJOR CAPITAL BUDGETS 

1992 
1992 1992 NET 

FUNCTION EXPENDITURE REVENUE BUDGET 
OPERATING BUDGETS: 
General City Programs $35, 167,245 $68, 028, 107 ($32,860,862) 
Financial Services Directorate 221,392 221,392 0 
Treasury Services 2,933,742 1,524,792 1,408,950 
City Commissioners 403,455 1,900 401,555 
Elected Officials & City Clerk 936,735 95,740 840,995 
Personnel 523, 103 25,000 498, 103 
City Assessor 842,965 90,500 752,465 
Computer Services 1, 165,352 401,872 763,480 
City Hall Operation 691,691 45,253 646,438 
Parking Fund 1,052,847 1,052,847 0 
By- laws and Inspections 847,332 738,600 108,732 
Police 6,217,719 734,786 5,482,933 
Fire 7,005,046 579,206 6,425,840 
Engineering Administration 1,801,532 671,816 1,129,716 
Public Works 29,842,576 24,205, 196 5,637,380 
Transit System 2,673,411 1,242,285 1,431,126 
Community Services Director 222,435 222,435 0 
Community Services- General 3,567,997 1,884,637 1,683,360 
Social Planning 2,019,432 1,367,738 651,694 
Parks 3,084,720 1,160,623 1,924,097 
Recreation 3,647,398 1,645,505 2,001,893 
Economic Development 192,425 43,000 149,425 
Electric, Light & Power 38,282,790 37,360, 110 922,680 

TOTAL OPERATING BUDGETS 143, 343, 340 143,343, 340 0 
MAJOR CAPITAL BUDGET 28,428,000 28,428,000 0 

TOTAL OPERATING AND CAPITAL BUDGETS $171, 771 ,340 $171, 771.340 $0 

Commissioner's Comments 

We would concur with the recommendation of the Director of Financial Services. 

"RoJ., MCGHEE" 
Mayor 



DATE: April 29, 1992 

TO: City Council 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: 1992 MILL RATE BYLAW NO. 3070/92 

The 1992 Mill Rate Bylaw No. 3070/92 was given first and second reading at the Council 
meeting of April 27, 1992. Third reading was withheld due to lack of unanimous consent. 

Bylaw 3070/92 is presented on this agenda for third reading. 

CS/jt 



DATE: April 29, 1992 

TO: Director of Financial Services 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: 1992 MILL RATE BYLAW NO. 3070/92 
REVISED 1992 BUDGET SUMMARY 

Your report dated April 22, 1992 pertaining to the above matters received consideration 
at the Council meeting of April 27th and at which meeting Council passed the following 
resolution approving the revised 1992 budget summary. 

11RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered report 
from the Director of Financial Services dated April 22, 1992 re: 1992 Mill 
Rate Bylaw No. 3070/92, hereby approves the 1992 Operating and Major 
Capital Budgets Summary, as submitted to Council April 27, 1992.11 

I would further advise that Council gave first and second reading to Mill Rate Bylaw 
3070/92, however, third reading was withheld due to lack of unanimous consent. This 
bylaw will be presented to Council for third reading at the May 11th meeting. 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory. 

l 
City 

CS/jt 
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NO. 2 
FILE: BYL2032/A-92 

DATE: April 22, 1992 

TO: CITY CLERK 

FROM: DIRECTOR OF FINANCIAL SERVICES 

RE: BYLAW NO. 2032/A-92 TO AMEND BUSINESS TAX BY-LAW NO. 2032 

In accordance with previous directions by Council an amendment to the Business Tax 
Bylaw No. 2032 is hereby submitted to Council for consideration. 

The Bylaw amendment provides for an increase in the business tax rate of 2.88% from 
3.26% to 3.35%. This increase is in accordance with previous direction by Council that 
the business tax should increase by the same increase as the municipal portion of 
property taxes. 

RECOMMENDATION 

Council approval of Bylaw No. 2032/A-92 being an amendment to the Business 
Tax Bylaw. 

A. Wilcock, B. Comm., C.A. 
Director of Financial Services 

AW/mrk 

c.c. Tax Supervisor 
City Assessor 

Commissioner's Comments 

We would concur with the recommendation of the Director of Financial 
Services. 

"R.J. MCGHEE" 
Mayor 



DATE: April 29, 1992 

TO: Director of Financial Services 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: BYLAW NO. 2032/A-92 TO AMEND BUSINESS TAX BYLAW NO. 2032 

At the Council meeting of April 27, 1992, consideration was given to your report dated 
April 22, 1992 regarding the above noted, and three readings were given to Business Tax 
Bylaw Amendment 2032/A-92, a copy of which is enclosed herewith. 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information and appropriate 
action. 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory. 

/jt 

Att. 

c.c. City Assessor - attached is amended page for your office 
consolidation copy. 



NO. 3 

DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

22 April 1992 

City Clerk 

Director of Finance 

25 

RE: MUNICIPAL RESIDENTIAL ASSESSMENT CALCUIATION PROGRAM 

The City Assessor has outlined the reasons for his request for an additional $15,500 due to 
unforseen costs for the assessment system. 

Most of the $15,500 requested represents one-time costs. It is recommended Council 
allocate $15,500 of the remaining 1992 AMPLE Grant funds. 

RECOMMENDATION 

That Council approve an additional $15,500 of AMPLE Grant funds for the projected 
overexpenditure for the assessment program. 

Alan Wilcock 
Director of Finance 

AW/ngl 

Enc. 

c.c. City Assessor 



26 

DATE: 22 April 1992 

TO: Director of Finance 

FROM: City Assessor 

RE: MUNICIPAL RESIDENTIAL ASSESSMENT CALCULATION PROGRAM 

In 1988, The City of Red Deer researched the feasibility and availability of obtaining a 
residential assessment calculation program to utilize in the preparation of the property 
assessment roll for the 1993 general reassessment. In research it was found that the 
Provincial Government, Alberta Municipal Affairs, and a computer department within the 
Provincial Government had developed a single-family residential assessment calculation 
program during the late 1980's that was available to municipalities at no cost. A report was 
prepared and submitted to administration and City Council indicating that The City of Red 
Deer had one of three choices for the acquisition of a program: 

1. Receive the program from the Provincial Government at no cost for the 
program. 

2. Obtain the single-family residential calculation program from a private firm 
that had developed a program at that time at a cost of approximately $25,000 
for the program. 

3. Develop our own program inhouse. 

Discussions ensued, and it was ultimately decided that the program from the Province should 
be obtained. Therefore we agreed with the Province to utilize the program that was 
developed at that time, acquired hardware that was specified by the Municipal Affairs 
personnel and the internal Provincial Government computer personnel, which consisted of 
IBM hardware and an 80 MG hard drive which was acquired in our 1990 budget. During 
the early part of 1990, the program was obtained and data was entered on approximately 
8,000 residential accounts. In late 1990 the Provincial Government recognized some 
shortfalls in the original program that was developed and commissioned the development 
of a revised and updated assessment calculation program. This program had superior 
capabilities for doing comparisons, provided additional testing patterns and was generally 
very superior to the original program. However, in developing the new program, the data 
that was entered on the old program was deemed useless and could not be transferred to 
the new program. After considerable discussion with Provincial Municipal Affairs officials, 
they agreed to enter all the data on the new assessment program called "MAPAS". This 
data was been forwarded to Municipal Affairs Offices, and, as of May, 1992, the data is now 
entered in the program. (However, as at January 1, 1992, the new program had not been 
forwarded to the City.) 
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- 2 -

During the latter part of 1991, the Province advised that the MAP AS program would not 
run on the 80 MG hard drive, and therefore advised that an additional 115 MG would be 
required to operate the MAP AS program, the Oracle software and the OS2 that was 
required to facilitate the upgraded, revised program. Therefore, in 1991 the additional 
hardware was purchased for the IBM computer. We had not, at this time, physically 
received the assessment calculation program, MAPAS. Then, as at January, 1992, the 
Provincial Government, due to pressures from private industry, decided that maintenance 
and licensing of the MAP AS program should be done through the private industry. They 
went to tender for a firm to take over the program for assessment calculation, etc. A firm 
known as DKW now known as Assessment Systems Corp. was contracted to then look after 
the newly developed program from the Province. The City was still not in receipt of the 
program to run the data on at this time. In early 1992 a copy of the program was obtained 
from Alberta Municipal Affairs and forwarded to The City of Red Deer. The Oracle 
program also was in our possession and all was forwarded to the City computer department 
for loading into the computer. The computer personnel within The City of Red Deer 
worked on a part time basis for approximately five weeks trying to load the data, etc., with 
limited success. We then contacted Assessment Systems Corp. for their assistance. They 
came to our office and suggested that they load the material into the program, etc., as it is 
very complex. This was confirmed by our Computer personnel; therefore, we engaged the 
private firm to load the computer. The private firm worked for some time and loaded the 
OS2, Oracle and the MAP AS program into the hardware, at which time they found that the 
capacity of the computer was exhausted. We were advised to purchase more hard drive 
capacity. It was recommended that an additional minimum of 200 MG hard drive be 
purchased. We asked for some assurances that the 200 MG hard drive would be adequate, 
at which time they could not provide same. To be safe we purchased a 400 MG hard drive 
and installed said hard drive, etc. We have now received all of the computer hardware with 
the software loaded and the program loaded and all data entered into the program from the 
private firm "Assessment Systems Corp." 

As a result, during 1992 we unexpectedly incurred expenses as follows: 

1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 

400 MG hard drive 
Backup Tapes 
Mouse 
Invoice from Assessment Systems Corp. 
for professional fees, travel and 
GST 

TOTAL 

$ 3,000.00 
$ 200.00 
$ 100.00 

$ 8,397.36 

$ 11,697.36 
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These expenses have all been incurred unexpectedly. The Assessment Department was not 
aware of any of these expenses at the time the budget was prepared. During the 1992 
budget deliberations, Council approved an additional budget in the amount of $26,000 for 
assessment. $14,000 of this was approved for the hiring of Provincial assessors which was 
done during the months of January and February of 1992. This left a balance of $12,000 
that we had anticipated utilizing for hiring of clerical staff to do data input, land calculation, 
etc. At this time, as is seen above, we have spent $11,697.36 on unexpected expenses to 
load information and programs, acquire additional hardware, etc., that was not 
contemplated. Additionally, the Assessment Systems Corp. has indicated that a requirement 
for licensing and support costs of the MAP AS program is an additional $3, 750 for 1992 and 
a sum of $7,500 for 1993. Therefore for the 1992 budget, we are in a shortfall position of 
$11,697.36 plus $3,750 totalling $15,447.36. 

CONCWSION 

The Assessment Department respectfully requests an overexpenditure of the 1992 budget 
in the amount of $15,500 to hire clerical staff to input data, do spreadsheet applications, do 
reports, land calculations, and pay the license and maintenance contract, etc., that will 
facilitate the completion of the general assessment for 1993. We would anticipate that, 
should this not be available, the assessment will not be completed for 1993, and we will have 
to delay implementing the general assessment for at least one year. This would result in a 
major duplication of data research as the base year would then be 1992 rather than 1991. 

AK/ngl 

c.c. Assessment Supervisor 

Commissioner's Comments 

We would concur with the recommendation of the Director of Financial 
Services. 

"R.J. MCGHEE" 
Mayor 



DATE: April 29, 1992 

TO: Director of Financial Services 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: MUNICIPAL RESIDENTIAL ASSESSMENT 
CALCULATION PROGRAM 

At the Council meeting of April 27, 1992, consideration was given to your report and the 
report from the City Assessor, both dated April 22, 1992, regarding the above noted and 
the following resolution was passed. 

11RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered report 
from the Director of Financial Services dated April 22, 1992 re: Municipal 
Residential Assessment Calculation Program, hereby approves an additional 
expenditure of $15,500 from AMPLE Grant Funds for the projected 
overexpenditure for the 1992 Assessment Program, and as recommended 
to Council April 27, 1992." 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information and appropriate 
action. 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory. 

/jt 

c.c. City Assessor 



NO. 4 

DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

April 23, 1992 

CITY COUNCIL 

PATRICIA M. SHAW 
Executive Assistant to the 

Mayor and Commissioner 
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Residency Guideline - The Princess Margaret 
Scholarship in the Fine and Performing Arts 

The letter, dated April 9, 1992, from Mr. Alastair Colquhoun, Executive Director of the Red Deer 
& District Allied Arts Council, is requesting clarification by The City of Red Deer of the residency 
requirements for The Princess Margaret Scholarship. 

A review of the Administrative Guidelines indicates that no residency clause exists. The original 
intent, however, was that the Scholarship be seen as a community award and that eligibility not be 
limited to Red Deer College students. As indicated in Mr. Colquhoun's letter, the very nature of the 
Fine and Performing Arts field would dictate that many candidates shall, of necessity, leave Red Deer 
and the Central Alberta Region to study their art form at universities and colleges throughout North 
America. 

The broad eligibility criteria which was recently established for the Queen Elizabeth II Scholarship 
would seem appropriate for use in this instance, that is: 

1. Canadian Citizen or Landed Immigrant 
2. Preference to be given to candidates from Red Deer and Central Alberta. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

To clarify the residency requirement the following amendments to the Administrative Guidelines for 
The Princess Margaret Scholarship in the Fine and Performing Arts are recommended: 

Item 1 to remain the same. 

Insert a new "Item 2": 

"2. Candidates shall be Canadian Citizens or Landed Immigrants." 

Insert a new "Item 3": 

"3. Preference shall be given to candidates from Red Deer and Central Alberta." 

Renumber the existing Items 2 to 11 as Items "4" to "13" respectively. 

. .. I 2 



City Council 
April 23, 1992 
Page 2 
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The Administrative Guidelines form part of the Agreement between The City of Red Deer and the 
Red Deer Community Foundation, dated November 26, 1990, and as such, the amended guideline, 
if approved, would replace the existing guideline in this agreement. 

Respt;..ct{ully submitted. 

·r?dttflt~ 
PATRICIA M. SHAW 
Executive Assistant to the 
Mayor and Commissioner 

/clr 
Attch. 

Mayor's Comments: 

Concur with the recommendation. 

"R.J. McGHEE" 
Mayor 
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ADMINISTRATIVE GUIDELINES 

1. The Scholarship(s) shall be awarded to candidates in the fields of the fine and 
performing arts. 

2. The Scholarship(s) shall be awarded to amateur status candidates at the post­
secondary education level. 

3. The Scholarship(s) may be awarded annually; however, if there are no 
candidates judged by the Selection Committee to be worthy recipients, the 
Scholarship may be withheld, in any one year. 

4. The Scholarship Selection Committee appointed by Council of The City of Red 
Deer by resolution dated February 02, 1981, is a Committee of the Red Deer 
Allied Arts Council. 

5. The Selection Committee shall be responsible for selecting a recipient or 
recipients. 

6. Criteria for selection of recipients shall reflect the aims and purposes of the 
Scholarship. 

7. Criteria for selection of recipients shall be set by the Selection Committee. 

8. The value of the Scholarship(s) shall be not less than $500.00. 

9. A Scholarship Trust Fund shall be administered by the Red Deer Community 
Foundation. 

1 O. Cost of administration, promotion and advertising, if necessary, shall be borne 
by the Red Deer Allied Arts Council. 

11. In the event that the capital should become depleted, or interest generated be 
insufficient for payment of the Scholarship, The City of Red Deer shall provide the 
necessary financial assistance. 



R J. McGhee 
Mayor 
City of Red Deer 
Box5008 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 3T4 
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Red Deer & District Allied Arts Council 
4836 Ross Street 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 1X4 
Telephone: 403/346-1565 

Dear Mayor McGhee: 

The Arts Council is planning in the near future to ptint a new run of posters for the 
Centennial and Princess Margaret Scholarships. 

In this regard we wish to clarify the City's wishes as to a residency requirement or 
lack of one for the Princess Margaret Scholarship. As Red Deer setves as a provider 
of setvices to many residents of the outlying area it would seem approptiate to have 
eligibility extend outside of the City's boundaries. 

The Arts Council has defined an area comprising Ponoka to the north, Rocky 
Mountain House to the west, Olds to the south and the Saskatchewan border to the 
east as its district of central Alberta. Could this setve as a possible district for the 
Princess Margaret Scholarship? 

The Scholarship has in the past on several occasions been awarded to students who 
are away studying at universities and colleges throughout North America. Given 
that Red Deer College doe~· 1l90t })ave1 degree grantin tus it would seem to be 
worth-while to have thl~; fi~llii~:"'"'··'.~.,,~, ·· · 

Al 
f ',<)'8Rt,~~~,,,- > <O 

. Exec~uthte . 
AC//kjt 

':;j (f.;~~:-;~~~~~t~:,,,, 

Old Court House 
Community Arts Centre 



DATE: April 29, 1992 

TO: Executive Assistant to the Mayor and Commissioner 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: RESIDENCY GUIDELINE -THE PRINCESS MARGARET 
SCHOLARSHIP IN THE FINE AND PERFORMING ARTS 

At The City of Red Deer Council meeting of April 27, 1992, consideration was given to 
your report dated April 23, 1992 and at which meeting the following resolution was 
passed. 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered report 
from the Executive Assistant to the Mayor and Commissioner dated April 
23, 1992 re: Residency Guideline - The Princess Margaret Scholarship in the 
Fine and Performing Arts, hereby agrees to the amendments to the 
administrative guidelines for the Princess Margaret Scholarship in the Fine 
and Performing Arts as outlined in the above noted report and the 
agreement between The City of Red Deer and the Red Deer Community 
Foundation dated November 26, 1990 be amended to reflect the change 
in said guidelines, and as recommended to Council April 27, 1992.11 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information and appropriate 
action. 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory. 

~s 
City 

/jt 



BYLAW NO. 2032/A-92 

Being A Bylaw of The City of Red Deer to amend the Business Tax Bylaw No. 2032. 

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

1 Subsection (a) and subsection (b) of Section 5 be amended by deleting therefrom 
the numerals 113.2611 and substituting in their stead the numerals 113.3511

• 

2 This Bylaw shall come into full force and effect upon the passage of third reading. 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of , A.O., 1992. 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of , A.O., 1992. 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of , A.O., 1992. 

MAYOR CITY CLERK 



BYLAW NO. 3070/92 

Being a Bylaw of the City of Red Deer to authorize the several rates of taxation for the 
year 1992. 

WHEREAS the total requirements of The City of Red Deer as shown in the annual 
estimates are as follows: 

MUNICIPAL General 
Provincial Planning Fund Requisition 
Piper Creek Foundation Requisition 

SCHOOL School Foundation Program Requisition 
Red Deer Public School Requisition 
Red Deer Separate School Requisition 

and 

$18,864,860.00 
324,225.00 
468,650.00 

2,859,327.00 
14,845, 756.00 
3,803,404.00 

WHEREAS the total assessment of land buildings and improvements amount to 
$1,387,335,960.00 of which $465,811, 150.00 is non-residential and 

WHEREAS the rates hereinafter set out are deemed necessary to provide the amounts 
required for municipal, school and other purposes, after making due allowance for the 
amount of taxes which may reasonably be expected to remain unpaid; 

NOW THEREFORE, BY VIRTUE OF THE POWER CONFERRED UPON IT BY THE 
MUNICIPAL TAXATION ACT, CHAPTER M-31, RSA 1980, AMENDMENTS THERETO, THE 
COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA ENACTS AS 
FOLLOWS: 

The City Assessor is hereby authorized and required to levy the following rates of taxation 
on the assessed value of all land, buildings and improvements as shown on the 
assessment and tax roll and that the same be collected in accordance with 
Bylaw 2929/87 and amendments. 



Bylaw No. 3070/92 
-2-

PUBLIC SCHOOL SEPARATE SCHOOL 
SUPPORTER SUPPORTER 

NON- NON-
RESI- RESI- RESI- RESI-

DENTIAL DENTIAL DENTIAL DENTIAL 

MUNICIPAL General operations 1 0.679 
General operations 
(Commercial only) 1.334 

Debt Charges 2.471 
Red Deer Public 
Library .692 

Piper Creek 
Foundation .338 

Provincial Planning .237 14.417 15.751 14.417 15.751 

SCHOOL School Foundation - 6.147 - 6.147 
Local School Requisition 13.638 13.638 13.436 13.436 

TOTAL MILLS 28.055 35.536 27.853 35.334 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of I A.O. 1992. 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of I A.O. 1992. 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of I A.O. 1992. 

MAYOR CITY CLERK 


