
DATE: ,July 18, 191B5 FILE 
TO: All Departments 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: PLEASE POST FOR THE INFORMATION OF EMPLOYEES 

=========:===: 

SUMMARY OF DECISIONS 

.,_..************* 
FOR THE REGULAR: MEETING OF RED DEER CITY COUNCIL 

HELD IN THE COUNCIL CHAMBERS, CITY HALL 

MONDAY, JULY 17, 1995 

COMMENCING AT 4:30 P.M. 

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

(1) Confirmation of the Minutes of the Regular Meeting of July 4, 1995 

DECISION - CONFIRMED WITH THE AMENDMENT NOTING ALDERMAN 
PIMM'S DISSENTING VOTE RE: UPDATED LAND BANK ADMINISTRATION 
PLAN, 1994-1995 

(2) UNFINISHED BUSINESS 

1) Parkland Community Planning Services - Re: Status Report -
Rezonin~J Request/Public Meeting, Formm Y.M.C.A. Site 
Development Proposal 

AGREED TO FILE 
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2) City Clerk - Re: Changing of Elected Officials Title From 
Alderman To Councillor 

AGREED TO OFFICIAL TITLE CHANGE TO COUNCILLOR 

(3) PUBLIC. HEARINGS 

1) City Clerk -· Re: Land Use Bylaw Amendment: 

A) 2672/Cl-95 - Glendale Outline Plan/ 
S.E. Corner of 77 Street and Taylor 
Drive 

.. 4 

.. 5 

TABLED SECOND & THIRD READINGS TO ALLOW FOR REVIEW OF 
REDESIGNATION OF PARKLAND 

B) 2672/IR-95 - Parking of Trailers in 
Front Driveways of Residential Areas .. 10 

SECOND & THIRD RE.ADINGS CARRIED - ADMINISTRATION TO PREPARE 
BYLAW AMENDMENT 

(4) REPORTS 

1) Bylaws & Inspections Manager - Re: Push Cart Vending 
Units/The License Bylaw Amendment No. 2846 .. 14 

LICENSING BYLAW 1·0 BE AMENDED TO GIVE LICENSING INSPECTOR 
RESPONSIBILITY FOR LOCATING PUSH CARTS 

2) Land & Economic Development Manager - l=te: Disposal Of 
Part Of Lot 5 MR, Plan 942-2275, For Access Road From 
Taylor Drive To Bowm Centre Dc~velopments, Lot 4, Block A, 
Plan 977 HS 

APPROVED DISPOSAL Of= MUNICIPAL RESERVE 

.. 17 



3) Mayor's Recognition Awards Committee - Re: Disbanding of 
Committee .. 19 

APPROVED THE CONTINUATION Of= THE COMMITTEE IN THE MANNER 
RECOMMENDED BY THE COMMITTEE 

4) Parkland Community Planning Services - Re: Planning Report 
- Proposed Glendale Outline Plan 

DEFERRED 

5) Recreation, Parks & Culture Board - Re: Proposed Tennis 
Structure·· Rotary Rec:reation Park 

.. 22 

.. 46 

APPROVED LOCATIOH OF: TENNIS STRUCTURE IN ROTARY RECREATION 
PARK 

6) Community Services Director - F\e: Day Care Management 
Agreement Renewal .. 62 

CHILD CARE SOCIETY TO BE ADVISED OF INTENT TO INITIATE CHANGES 
TOTHEDAYCAREMANAGEMENTAGREEMENT 

7) Parkland Community Planning Services - Re: Proposed Bylaw 
No. 26i72/M-95, Housing Definitions/Social Care 
Residencies/ Adult Mini-Theatres/Outline Plans 

BYLAW GIVEN FIRST !REA.DING 

8) Senior Safe Operating Committe1e - Re: Safety Certificate of 
Recognition: City Construction Projects 

.. 64 

.. 67 

AGREED TO THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE SAFETY CERTIFICATE OF 
RECOGNITION PROGRAM 

9) City Clerk. - Re: Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/S-95 and 
Land USE! Bylaw AmEmdment 2E>72/T-95 

WITHDREW LA.ND USIE BYLAW AMENDMENT 2672/T-95 

.. 77 



(5) CORRESPONDENCE 

1) Libby's Gourmet Hotdogs - Re: Approval of location for push 
vending unit .. 78 

APPROVED LOCATING VENDING UNIT ADJACENT TO TOM SAWYER'S 
NIGHTCLUB SUBJECT TO A LETTER OF CONCURRENCE 

2) Jim Hickling, Conie Castle - Re: Cone Castle Signage, Kerry 
Wood Drive & Fir Street .. 82 

APPROVED LOCATION OF ''A' FRAME BOULEVARD SIGN DURING BUSINESS 
HOURS ONLY THROUGH OCTOBER 31 AND FROM MAY TO OCTOBER 1996 

3) Property Owners - Golden West Avenue North of 67 Street -
Re: Water & Sanitary Sewer Servicing of Golden West 
Avenue North of E)7 Street .. 90 

APPROVED DRAFTING OF A LOCAL IMPROVEMENT BYLAW F()R THE 
EXTENSION OF SANllrARY AND WATER MAINS TO PROPERTIES ALONG 
GOLDENWEST AVENUE, NORTH OF 67 STREET 

4) Mark Jeanneau - Re: Lease of City Public Utility Lot No. 32, 
Block 9, P~an 812--1608 .. 98 

REQUEST WITHDRAWN BY APPLICANT- POLICY TO BE PREPARED FOR 
REVIEW OF PUL LEASE AT POINT OF SALE OF PROPERTY BY 
LEASEHOLDER 

(6) PETITIONS ANO DELE.GATIONS 

1) Robert Stoltz - Re:: Request that City not proceed with Local 
Improvement/Paved Lane South of Roland Street - Rutherford 
Drive to Land East 

AGREED TO NOT PRC>CEED WITH LOCAL IMPROVEMENT 

(7) NOTICES OF M_OTION 

THERE WERE NO NOTICES OF MOTION SUBMITTED 

.. 109 



(8) WRITTEN ENQUlRIES 

THERE WERE NO WRnTEN ENQUIRIES SUBMITTED 

(9) BYLAWS 

1) 2846/B-95 - To amend The License Bylaw 
Three Readings 

FIRST & SECOND READINGS 

2) 3130/A-95 - To amend The Organization Bylaw 
Three Readings 

THREE READINGS RECEIVED 

3) 2672/M-9!5 - To amend The Land Use Bylaw 
1st Reading 

FIRST READING 

4) 2672/Q-9!> - Lancl UsH Bylaw Amendment 
2nd & 3rd Reading 

/ 
\ 

SECOND RE~DING ; I· 1. : I \ ' 

5) ~~672/R-9S - Land Use Bylaw Amendment 
2nd & 3rdl Reading 

SECOND & THIRD READINGS 

.. 14 
.. 121 

.. 4 
.. 122 

.. 64 
.. 123 

.. 5 

.. 10 



AGENDA 

****~,~* 

FOR THE REGULAR MEETING OF RED DEER CITY COUNCIL 

TO BE HELD IN THE COUNCIL CHAMBERS, CITY HALL, 

MONDAY, JULY 17 1995, 

COMMENCING Jl1T 4:30 P.M. 

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

(1) Confirmation of the Minutes of the Regular Meeting of July 4, 1995 

(2) UNFINISHED BUSINES..S 

1) 

2) 

Parkland Community Planning Se!rvices - Re: Status Report -
Rezoning Request/Public Meeting, Former Y.M.C.A. Site 
Development Proposal 

City Cieri~. - Re: Changing of Elected Officials Title From 
Alderman To Councillor/Bylaw 3130/A-95 

(3) PUBLIC HEARIN_GS 

1) City Clerk - Re: Land Use Bylaw Amendment: 

A) 

B) 

2672/Q-95 - Glendale Outline Plan/ 
S.E. Corner of Tl Street and Taylor 
Drive 

2672/R-95 - Parking of Trailers in 
Front Driveways of Residential Areas 
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(4) REPORTS 

1) 

2) 

3) 

4) 

5) 

6) 

7) 

8) 

9) 

Bylaws & lnspecltions Manager - Re: Pusll Cart Vending 
Units/Tile License Bylaw Amendment No. 2846/B-95 

Land & Economic Development Manager - Re: Disposal Of 
Part Of Lot 5 MR, Plan 942-2275, For Access Road From 
Taylor Drive To Bower Centre Developments, Lot 4, Block A, 
Plan 977 HS 

Mayor's Recognitiion Awards Committee - Re: Disbanding of 
CommitteH 

Parkland Community Planning Services - Re: Planning Report 
- Proposed Glendale Outline Plan 

Recreation, Parks & Culture Board - Re: Proposed Tennis 
Structure ·- Rotary Recreation Park 

Community Services Director - Re: Day Care Management 
Agreement Renewal 

Parkland Community Planning Services - Re: Land Use Bylaw 
Amendment No. ~~672/M-95- Housing Definitions/Social Care 
Residences/Adullt Mini-Theatres/Outline Plans 

Senior Sa.le Operating Committee - Re: Safety Certificate of 
Recognition: City Construction Projects 

City Clerk ·· Re: Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/S-95 and 
Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/T-95 

(5) CORRESPONDfNCE 

1) 

2) 

3) 

Libby's Gourmet Hotdogs - Re: Approval of location for push 
vending unit 

Jim Hickling, Cone Castle - Re: Cone Castle Signage, Kerry 
Wood Drive & Fir Street 

Property Owners - Golden West Avenue North of 67 Street -
Re: Water & Sanitary Sewer Servicing of Golden West 
Avenue North of 6'7 Street 
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.. 19 

.. 22 
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.. 90 



4) Mark Jeanneau - IRe: Lease of City Public Utility Lot No. 32, 
Block 9, Plan 812·-1608 

(6) PETITIONS AND_DELEGATIONS 

1) Robert Stoltz - Rei: Request that City not proceed with Local 
lmprovemeint/Paveid Lane South of Roland Street - Rutherford 
Drive to Land East 

(7) NOTICES OF MOTION 

(8) WRITTEN ENQUIRIES 

(9) BYLAWS 

1) 2846/B-9!:i - Lice!nse Bylaw Amemdment/Push Cart Vending 
Units 

2) 

3) 

4) 

5) 

Three Readings 

3130/A-9!> - Organizational Bylaw Amendment/Alderman to 
Councillor 
Three Readings 

2672/M-95 - ILanci Use Bylaw Amendment/Housing 
Definitions/Socia.I Care Residences/Adult Mini­
Theatres/Outline Plans 
11 st Reading 

2672/Q-95 - Land Use Bylaw Amendment/Glendale Outline 
Plan/S.E. Corner of 77 Street and Taylor Drive 
~~nd & 3rdl Reading 

2672/R-9:5 - Land Use Bylaw Amendment/Parking of Trailers 
in Front Driveways of Residential Areas 
:~nd & 3rcl Readin~J 

Committee of the Whole: 

1 ) Personnel MattE~r 

2) Legal Opinion 

3) Legal Opinion 

4) l_egal Opinion 
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.. 121 
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.. 122 

.. 64 
.. 123 
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DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

1 
PA~RKLA.ND J;,_1 N_F_I _N_I _s_H E o s u s 1 N E s s 

C:OMMUNllTir 
PLANNING 
SERVICES 

JULY 10, 1995 

C:ITY COUNCIL 

TONY LINDHOUT 

Suite 500, 4B08 Ross Street 
Red Deer, .AJiberta T4N 1X5 

Phone: (403) 343-3394 
FAX: (403) 346-1570 

STATUS REPOR:T- REZONING REQUESTJPUBLIC MEETING 
FORMER Y.M.C.A. SITE DEVELOPMENT PROPOSAL 

====================== 
Background: 

City Council at their mee!ting of .June 5, 1995 gave consideration to a request to rE!zone the 
former Y.M.C.A. site to a R2 General Residential District in order to accommodate a 
proposed 24 unit townhouse condominium project. While indicating their agreement in 
principle with the development of housing on the former YMCA site, Council decided that 
prior to any further consideration of the rezoning request the developer must provide a 
more detailed development plain and consult with the community residents. 

Update: 

The developer, represented by the Sutton Group, presented their development concept to 
the community at a neighbourhood meeting held on Wednesday July 5, 199!5. At the 
request of the Director of Community Services this meeting was hosted by staff of Parkland 
Community Planning Se!rvices. The majority of the 50 residents who attended th13 meeting 
expressed opposition to the proposed townhouse development either verbally, and/or 
through the written comment sheets provided at the me~eting. A total of 391 persons 
responded with written comments. Their comments are summarized as follow8: 

• 

• 

• 

18 comments -

17 comments-

16 comments -

This development will compound problems in an area that is 
already plagued with too much traffic congestion because of 
the Memorial Centre/Festive Hall, 3 high schools, city buses, 
student traffic and parking problems. 
Proposed development will be in conflict with existing character 
of neighbourhood which is a quiet single family community 
containing many semiors. Development is not viewed as being 
compatible with area and will lower the quality of lifie enjoyed 
by present residents. 
Too dense a development. Opposed to multiple family 
development resulting in this kind of population density. 
Definite!ly no R2 zoning! 



• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 
• 

• 

• 
• 
• 
• 

• 

• 
• 

• 
• 

12 comments -

11 comments -

11 comments -

10 comments -

7 comments -

6 comments -
6 comments -

6 comments -

4 comments -
4 comments -
4 comments -
4 comments -

3 comments -

3 comments -
3 comments -

3 comments -
1 comment-

2 

Opposed to increased traffic that an additional 24 multiple 
family units will generate onto fi8th Street. 
Would support development of site if for single family dwellings 
on iindividual lots. 
Fearful that if this site is rezoned to R2, it would be the "thin 
edg1e of the sword" and other rezonings in the Waskasoo area 
will follow. Other developers are "eying" Waskasoo area. 
Properties adjacent to multiple family sites will decrease in 
value~. 

(Note~: The City Tax Department indicates that assessments on 
sini~le family residemtial properties adjacent to multiple family 
developments are reduced approximately 5 percent in value.) 
Development provi1des for no visitor parking (visitors will park 
on an already busy street). No provision for any R.V. storage. 
No open (play) space provided for the additional 24 units . 
Development will increase amount of litter in area. Students 
from nearby schools already create enough problems. 
Garbage container location in proposed developme!nt should 
not be located at front. 
No firm indication of future tenants or uses for existing building 
on site. No indication of what will happen to the land 
containing the former YMCA building should it be re~moved in 
the future. Would it be developed with additional townhouses? 
Hope not! 
Why were no other development options presented? 
Fearful that crime will increase! in area,, particularly if rentals. 
Door to door survey by Realtor was misleading. 
Developer is only concerned about making a quick dollar, no 
consideration for neighbourhood and area residenfa. 
Leave site for community related uses (i.e. community hall, 
seniors drop in centre, recreation). 
Developer should consider an adult housing project. 
581th Street is not wide enough to accommodate parking plus 
handle all student and bus related traffic. 
Oppose development of any rental type units. 
Ex1istin~~ parking lot of former YMCA building not lar~1e enough 
for who ever should lease building. Overflow parking will end 
up on street again. 

In response to the degree of negative objection expressed by the community towards the 
proposed 24 unit townhouse project, the developer has decided to be pro-active and work 
with the community to explore other development options for the site. There~fore, until 
other development concepts have been prepared and discussed with the community, no 
present further action will be undertaken by the developer on their request to rezone the 
subject site to a R2, General Residential District. The developer will now work with the 



3 

local community to address their concerns and will attempt to arrive at a deve~lopment 
proposal that would be more acceptable to the community. In that regard, a second 
neighbourhood meetin9 will soon be scheduled to present and discuss a1 revised 
development proposal. 

Following further consultations between the realtors, developer, the community and 
planning staff, this offioe will forward a final report and recommendations to Council for 
their consideration regarding any possible rezoning of the site. 

c.c. Lowell Hodgson,, Director of Community Services 
Engineering Department Manager 
Bylaws and Inspection Manager 

CCMvENTS: 

This is subnitted for Council's infonration. 

"G. SURKAN" 
Mayor 

"M.C. [ll\Y" 
City Manager 



Fl 
DATE: July 18, ·1995 

TO: Parkland! Community Planning Services 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: STATUS REPORT-REZONING REQUEST/PUBLIC MEETING, FORMER 
YMCA DEVELOPMENT PROPOSAL 

At the Council meetingr of July 17, 1995, your report dated July 10, 1995 concmning the 
above topic was presented to Council, at which same was received as information. 

Thank you for keeping Council up to date with regard to this matter. 

~~ 
KEL YKL~S 
City Clerk/ 

KK/fm 

cc. Director of Community Services 
Director of Deveilopment Services 
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t-0. 2 
DATE: July 11, 1995 

TO: City Council 

FROM: City Clerk: 

RE: CHANGING OF ELECTED OFFICIALS TITLE FROM ALDERMAN TO 
COUNCILLOR 

============================= 
At the Council meeting of July 4, 19H5 the following resolution was passed with regard to the above 
topic: 

"WHEREAS it is in lthe internst of The City to have a diverse Council representing all 
groups, and to havE~ a Council which remains current with changing social attitud13s 
and perceptions; AND 

WHEREAS the official title of 'Alderman', givE!n to those elected to City Council may 
be perceived as having a g1endm bias; 

BE IT RESOLVED that the Council of The City of Red Deer request the 
Administration to prepare at report for presentation to Council outlining the requin3d 
Bylaw amendments, and any other impacts of making an official name change of 
elected officials, excluding the Mayor, from 'Alderman' to 'Councillor'." 

My office, in consultation wiith the City Solicitor, has reviewed the proposed change and d13termined 
there to be no adverse impact upon The City by making an official title change relative to Council 
members. 

We are presenting an amendmE~nt to the Organizational Bylaw which specifically cleals with 
substituting the word "Allderman" with the word ''Councillor" in that bylaw, and also generally 
providing that wherever the1 word "Alderman" or Aldermen" appear i11 any bylaw, they shall be deleted 
therefrom and replaced with the word "Councillor" or "Councillors". 

In order to provide for consistency in the! Council minutes of July 17, 1995 we also recommend that 
Bylaw No. 3130/A-95 come! into force and effect on ,July 31, 1995. This would allow the minutes of 
the July 17, 1995 to consistently reflect the word "Alderman" throughout. 

RECOMMENDATION 

KK/fm 

~S: Council's direction is requested. 

"G. SURl<:MI" 
Mayor 

"M.C. DAY" 
City Manager 



FIALE 
DATE: July 18, 1995 

TO: City Assessor 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: ORGANIZATIONAL BYLAW AMENDMENT 3130/A-95 

At the Council meeting of July 17, 1995 Organizational Bylaw Amendment 3130/A-95 was 
passed, a copy of which is attached hereto. 

In this Bylaw, one area deals Vw~th the addition with the phrase "Section 420(2) - Obtaining 
possession of lands" to the area of authority for the City Assessor, which had not been 
included in the previous description of the duties of a designated officer. 

This is submitted for your information. I trust that you will find this satisfactory. 
,// 

# 
KELLY KL¢s 
City Clerk 

KK/fm 

enc. 

cc. Director of Corporate Services 
D. Souch 



DATE: July 18, 1995 

TO: Directors 
Department Heads 
Visitor &: Convention Bureau Manager 
Museums Direc:tor 
Parkland Community Planning Director 
Library Directoir 
City Solicitor 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: CHANGING OF ELECTED OFFICIALS TITLE FROM ALDERMAN TO 
COUNCILLOR 

At the City of Red Deer Councill meeting held on July 17, 1995 the following resollution was 
passed relative to the above topic: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered the 
report from the City Clerk dated July 11, 1995, re: Changing of Elected 
Officials title from Alderman to Councillor, hereby directs that the title for 
members of Council of The City of Red Deer, with the exception of the title 
of Mayor, be changed from 'Alderman' to 'Councillor' with this change to take 
effect as of July 31, 19~35, and as presented to Council July 17, 1995." 

As outlined in the above resolution, effective July 31, 1995 the title of Alderman will be 
changed to Councillor. 

I ask that effective July 31, 19B5 any documents, past or current, which include the title 
Alderman be updated to reflect Councillor, as soon as practical. 

4 
KELLY KLoSS 

, I 
City Clerk 

KK/fm 
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DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

July 10, 1995 

City Council 

City Clerk 

5 

PUBLIC HEARINGS --------

RE: LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT 2672/Q-95 

A Public Hearing has been advertised in regard to the above noted Land Use Bylaw 
Amendment. The Publ1ic Heariing is scheduled to be held in the Council Chambers on 
Monday, July 17, 1995 commencing at 7:00 p .. m. or as soon thereafter as Council may 
determine. 

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2E>72/0-95 pertains to the S.E. corner of the intersection of 
77 Street and Taylor Drive and is brought about as a result of the realignment of this 
intersection, making available approximately :~.44 hectams (6 acres) for development. 
This site is proposed to be redesignated from A 1 (future development) to R1 (low density 
residential), R2 (medium density residential), P1 (parks & recreation), and PS (public 
service) district. 

Following the Public Hearing, Council may choose to give the Bylaw Amendment second 
and third readings. 

---- ;:;"' 

~# ~;Zv~oss, 
City Clerk 

KK/fm 
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REC> DEER CITY SC)CCER ASSOCIATION 
P.O. Box 111 O, Red Deer, Alberta T4N 655 

Phone/Fa>: (403) 346-4259 

Mayor & City Council Members 
City H.:il l 
4914 - 4 1! Ave Box 5008 
Red De•:: r , AB 
T4N lK:~~ 

June ') ' 
.t.. L' 1995 

Dear Hunuurable Mayo1:- & City Council, 

It has b1:'en brought to our attent.ion that there is a proposal 
before cuuncil now to rezone some land adjacent to Glendale 
Midd] e ::;,··hool. 

Appa1·er1tly, this rezoning will affect us quite dramatically 
by the L1ct that we 11vi 11 lose a site for d. future soccer 
field ir1 this vicinity. 

We are strongly oppposed to any rezoning of land that has 
been a~s1gnated as a future soccer field. We are 
alread\ having very serious problems now with the number of 
availahl<'~ fields in town and we are especially short of 
playiny fields in the North end of Red Deer. 

This Jetter is to ask council to consider the consequences of 
losing t.his future site. We are now so desperate for fields 
that w•· may have to send our Red Deer players out to Penhold 
and BLwkfalds to play their games ne:d~ season. 

We hop<'~ that you will consider carefully what is in the 
ci tizem> of Red Deer's best interests in this matter. 

Sincet:r•Ly, 

Alan Slter~han 

Presid<-~rt RDCSl\ 

cc: Ms Sheila Kidd 
D. !::> itchelor 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

PA.RKLAND 
COMMUNlrf 
PLANNINGI 
SERVICES 

.July 5, 199:5 

8 

KELLY KLOSS, CITY CLERK 

TONY LINDHOUf~, PLANNER 

Suite 500, 4808 Ross Street 
Red Deer, Alberta T4N 1X5 

fJhone: (403) 343-3394 
FAX: (403) 346-1570 

RE: FUTURE SOCCER FIELDS - GLENDALE MIDDLE SCHOOL 

The letter from the Red Deer City Soccer Association expresses their concern about the loss of land 
that has been designated for a future soccer field. This letter, no doubt, is in response to the public 
participation component of the proposed Glendale Outline Plan which this office is preparing showing 
the rezoning and subdivision of some City lands west of the Glendale School for residential 
development near the proposed new 64th A venue and 77th Street intersection. 

As far as our records indicate, there was never any specific recreational related proposal or approval 
showing soccer fields in this area. The Northwest Area Structure Plan shows this area for residential 
development, a concept which the proposed Glendale Outline Plan reinforces. 

A "Planning Report- Proposed Glendale Outline Plan" has been prepared and sent to City Council and 
various City departments for their consideration. This Outline Plan and the associated land uses will 
be addressed by City Council at their meeting of July 17th, 1995 as part of a Land Use Bylaw 
amendment (public hearing) required for implementation of the Phase 1 development. 

r:, iJ _LLi__ 
~out, ACP, MCIP 
PLANNER 

c.c. Director of Community Services 
Recreation, Parks and Culture Manager 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

July 7, 1995 

KELLY KLOSS 
City Clerk 

LESIA DAVIS 

9 

Acting Recreation, Parks & Culture Manager 

RE: RED DEER SOCCER ASSOCIATION 
FUTURE SOCCER FIELDS· GLENDALE MIDDLE SCHOOL 

RPC • 5.570 

In response to the Soccer Associa1tion's letter, Mr. Sheen indicates that "this re-zoning will affect 
us dramatically by the fact that we will lose a site for a future soccer field in this vicinity". The site 
that is proposed for a multi-family development is to the west of Glendale Middle School, 
bordered by 77 Street on the north, 64 Avenue on the west, and 76 Street on the south, and has 
never been designated as a future soccer field. As indicated in the plan, this parcel has been 
designated for residential development since the 1989 Northwest Area Structure Plan was 
adopted. The east boundary of this parcel is bounded by a triangular piece of parkland, 
developed with tennis courts and lthe possibility of outdoor rinks and a community shelter. This 
site will be developed to completment the parkland that is located between Glendale Middle 
School and St. Teresa of Avila SGhool to the district site level. 

Although a number of scBnarios may be put forward for the development of residential units on 
the parcel in question, it is designated as residential and would not be considered to be either 
parkland or municipal reserve. 

A number of meetings have beein convened with the Red Deer Soccer Association to review 
soccer needs, and future field plans are now being developed. Glendale will be maintained with 
one major football/soccer pitch located east of Gll:mdale Middle School. 

RECOMMENDATION 

That the Recreation, Parks & Culture Department continue to support the existing Northwest Area 
Structure Plan and the Hecreation, Parks & Culture Plan. 

~~\ ==--p---....'" 

LESIA DAVIS 

UlltM:NTS: 

Elsewhere on the agenda is a report from the Parkland Coorrunity Planning 
Services dealing with the proposed Glendale Outline Plan, IMlich will 
require approval if Council concurs with this bylaw cnenctnent. 

"G. SURKAN" 
Mayor 

"M.C. ll6.Y" 
City Manager 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

Jum~ 30, 1995 

DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVICES 

DIRECTOR OF CORPORATE SERVICES 

DIR:ECTOH OF DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 

BYLAWS 81: INSPECTIONS MANAGER 

CITY ASSESSOR 

E.L. & P. MANAGER 

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT MANAGER 

FIRE CHIEF (EMERGENCY SERVICES) 

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY SERVICES MANAGER 

LAND AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGER 

PERSONNEL MANAGER 

PUBLIC WORKS MANAGER 

R.C.M.P. INSPECTOR 

X RECREATION, PARKS & CULTURE MANAGER 

SOCIAL PLANNING MAN.AGER 

TRANSIT MANAGER 

TREASURY SERVICES MANAGER 

X PRINCIPAL PLANNER 

CITY SOLICITOR 

CITY CLEIRK 

RED DEER CITY SOCCER ASSOCIATION 

FUTURE SOCCER FIELDS - GLENDALE MIDDLE SCHOOL 

Please submit com merits on the attached to this office by July 10, for the Council 

Agenda of July 17, 199~>. 

"Kelly Kloss" 
City Clerk 

f:\data\council\rneeting\forrns\corn.tern 



DATE: July 18, 1995 

TO: Parkland Community Planning Services 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: PLANNING REPORT - PROPOSED GLENDALE OUTLINE PLAN 

At the Counci I meetin9 of July 17, 1995, your report dated July 4, 1995 concE~rning the 
above topic was placed on the agenda, however, as Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/Q-
95 dealing with various rezoning in the GlendalE~ area was tabled, your report was deferred 
to a subsequent Council meHting when Bylaw Amendment 2672/Q-95 would again be 
considered. 

Depending upon the outcome of Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/Q-95, an amendment 
may be required to your report relative to the Glendale Outline Plan. I trust you will be 
providing your updated report on the Outline Plan at the same time as your report relative 
to Bylaw Amendment ~~672/Q-9.S. 

4!!Y KELLY KLc{S7 
City Clerk 11 

/ 

KK/fm 

cc. Director of DevHlopment Services 
Director of Community Services 
Land & Economic Deve!lopment Manager 



DATE: July 18!, 1995 FIALE 
TO: Parkland Community Planning Services 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT 2672/Q-95 

At the Council meeting of July 17, 1995, a Public Hearing was held with regard to Land Use 
Bylaw Amendment 2672/Q-9S. 

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/Q-95 pertains to the S.E. corner of the intersection of 
77 Street and Taylor Drive and is brought about as a result of the realignment of this 
intersection, making available approximately 2.44 hectares (6 acres) for development. 
This site is proposed to be redesignated from A 1 (future development) to R1 (low density 
residential), R2 (medium density residential!), P1 (parks & recreation), and PS (public 
service) district. 

Following the Public Hearing for this Bylaw, second reading was introduced, however, prior 
to voting on same, the~ following amending resolution was introduced: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer hereby agrees to amend 
Land Use Bylaw 2672/Q-95 by designating the area identified as R2, to P1 ." 

Prior to voting on the above a.mending resolution, the following tabling resolution was 
introduced and passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer hereby agrees that Land 
Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/Q-95 be tabled pending receipt of additional 
information relative to alternate uses of the R2 site,, the economic impact of 
said change, and any other relevant information regarding the development 
of the area." 

.. ./2 



Parkland Community Planning Services 
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In considering the above additional information, Council agreed that representatives from 
the community should be included in discussions. Once you have compiled this 
in~ trust that you will be presenting same back to Council as soon as possible. 

6#~ ~~:Css/ 
City Clerk 

KK/fm 

cc. Director of Developmemt Services 
Director of Community Services 
Public Works Manager 
Bylaws & lnspe~ctions Manager 
Land & Economic Development Manager 
City Assessor 
Recreation, Parks & Culture Manager 
D. Souch 



"°. 2 
DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

10 

July 10, 1995 

City Council 

City Clerk 

LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT 2672/R-95 

A Public Hearing has been advertised in regard to the above noted Land Use Bylaw 
Amendment. The Publi1c Hearing is scheduled to be held in the Council Chambers on 
Monday, July 17, 1995 comme,ncing at 7:00 p.m. or as soon thereafter as Council may 
determine. 

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/R-95 provides for the parking of trailers in front 
driveways of residential areas, between May 1 and September 30, in any given year. 

Following the Public Hearing, Council may choose to give the Bylaw Amendment second 
and third readings. 

KK/fm 
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COMMENTS: 

Attached is correspondence related to this Public Hearing. One of the issue~s in the 
correspondence relates to safety as influenced by sight distances. We acknowledge that 
in a limited number of cases where a lot is close to an intersection or lane, this may be a 
consideration. We recommend that Council dire~ct the Administration to prepare a further 
bylaw amendment that would limit the parking of trailers to the same set back requirements 
currently provided for such obstructions as hedges and fences. 

"G. SLJRKAN" 
Mayor 

"M.C. DAY" 
City Manager 



City of Red Deer 
Attention: City Clerk 

Dear Sir: 

12 

With respect to the possible change to the Bylaw re:garding rc~crnation vehicles in reside:ntial 
areas, I wish to express the following concerns: 

l) Children's safety should not be compromisc~d for the savings of a few dollars in storage 
costs. 

2) When or ifl buy a. recreation vehicle and I don't have storage area at my residence, I will 
have to park it at a storage compound. I think l owe it to the children in my 
neighbourhood for the sake of their safety. 

3) If a relaxation of the current Bylaw results im the death of injury of a child due to site 
restrictions, the price is too high. 

4) The current lot ckarances ( iin a lot of newer subdivisions) do not allow for parking of a 
large object in the frontya1rd, without restric:ting sight distances. 

5) My foding is that ;1 recreation vehicle is just another object for a would be thief or 
assailant to use to his/her advantage due to its size and ability to restrict clear sight. 

6) As a Pl~rson who is responsible on a daily basis for the public's safety, which isn't easy 
when it appears they don'1l care or can't be bothered with the extra measures it takes in 
making it safer for kids and for the community as a whole, I think this is just another 
accident waiting to happen. 

Yours truly, / 

~(~~~ 
Stephen E. Patk:o 
65 Cunningham Crescent 
Red Deer, AB 
T4P 2S2 
343-6254 
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10 July 1995 

Members of Council: 

RE: PUBLIC HEARIN_G - R.V. STORAGE IN FRONT YARD 

We oppose the proposed change to the Land Use Bylaw with respect to storage of 
trailers/motorh omes in the front yard for the following reasons: 

• such storage will increase the problems associated with visibility for those 
residents with front driveways (and no alley access) - the safety to other vehiclles 
and pedestrians, which has always been considered in regulations concerning 
fences and hedges,, etc; 

• this relaxation wi.II encourage the storage of other items which detract from the 
residential aesthetics i.e. same reasoning as strict regulations in the sign bylaw -
where do you draw the line - a semi tractor unit may cost $100.,000 but we do not 
want to look at it in the front yard; 

• R.V. owners should realize their storage responsibility when they purchase their 
unit and not impact the neighbors' view and marketability of others' homes (not 
everyone wants to live in an R.V. park atmosphere). 

We believe the bylaw should remain as is, to authorize intervention by the City, only on a 
complaint basis, where residents are adversely affected by front yard storage. 

Respectfully submitted for your consideration. 

Yours truly, 

Carol Burt, and 

Ju~ 
Robert Deputan 
80 Pearson Crescent 
346-6149 



DATE: July 18, 1995 Fl'. 
TO: Parkland Community Planning Services 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT 2672/R-95 

At the Council meeting of July ii 7, 1995, a Public Hearing was held with regard to Land Use 
Bylaw Amendment 26"72/R-9:5, following which said bylaw received second and third 
readings, a copy of which is attached hereto. 

Land Use Bylaw AmEmdment 2672/R-95 provides for the parking of trailers in front 
driveways of residential areas, between May 1 and September 30, in any given year. 

I trust that you will now be proceeding with updating the relevant pages in the Land Use 
Bylaw for inclusion in the consolidated copy. 

<~ ~s 
City Clerk 

KK/fm 

enc. 

cc. Director of DevHlopment Services 
Bylaws & Inspections Manager 
Council & Committee Secretary, S. Ladwig 
D. Souch 



DATE: July 18, 1995 f'ILE 
TO: Bylaws & Inspections Manager 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: SETBACK OF TRAILERS ON CORNER LOTS 

At the Council meeting1 of July 17, 1995 the following resolution was passed with regard 
to the above topic: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer hereby directs the 
Administration to prepan~ a Land Use Bylaw Amendment that would limit 1the 
parking of trailers to the same set-back requirements currently provided for 
such obstructions as hedges and fences, and as presented to Council July 
17, 1995." 

Please review this matter to dietermine if a Land Use Bylaw Amendment is required or if 
the Bylaw already provides for the parking of trailers on corner lots. 

I trust you ill find this satisfactory. 

~-
City Clerk 

KK/fm 

cc. Director of Development Services 
Director of Community Services 
City Planner 
City Solicitor 
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DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

July 5, 19B5 

City Clerk 

14 
REPOHTS 

Bylaws & !Inspections Manager 

PUSH CART VENDING UNITS 

Please place the following submission before City Council, for their review. 

Currently, the City License Bylaw requires that City Council approve any location of the 
above units which involve public lands. Council has, through the License Bylaw, approved 
the concept of push cart units and the license fee that the operator should pay. It would 
be in keeping with Council's dire~ction that since the policy is in place regarding push cart, 
staff could deal with the! administration of that policy, that is, the approval of any unit on 
public property. 

The bylaw does not address whether or not, an approval grants the licensee an exclusive 
right to the location approved in their application. It is our opinion that the approval should 
grant the right., but only where the applicant will be occupying that space on an ongoing 
basis. (eg.) Someone could apply for 10 spaces, but only have one cart, thus tying up 
other locations whether or not 1they are used. 

Another factor to be considered! is that, at presemt there is no formal requirement for input 
from a business adjacent to a cart location. We feel that the cart owner should be obligated 
to contact the immediately adjacent property owners for their ccmnents. 

Recommendation: 

That the License Bylaw be amended to require: 

a) Approval of location to be the responsibility of the Licensing Inspector, who 
would take into account the Engineering Department's recommendations. 

b) The location that are applied for must be used (Monday - Friday) by the 
applicant or they are open on a first come basis. 
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BYLAWS & BUILDING INSPECTIONS DEPARTMENT 
July 5, 1995 
Page 2 

c) The applicant must submit a letter from the immediately adjacent business, 
indicating no objE~ctions to the cart location. 

,( / 
/~ 

.· . t' . ··-···· 

7
-.. -·. ), '-·---··-~ 

t.....__-----... --·-; 
R. Strader 
Bylaws & Inspections Manager 
BUILDING INSPECTION DEPARTMENT 

RS/yd 

CXMltENTS: 

We concur with the reconmendation of the Bylaw & Inspection Manager· 

"G. SURKAN" 
Mlyor 

"M.C. [~Y" 
City Manager 
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38 BYLAW NO. 2846/84 

PUSH CART VENDING UNITS AND MOBILE VENDING UNITS 

1081 Push cart vendini~ units may be permitted at occasions approved by the 

Development Officer, on public or private property, except City streets or 

sidewalks. 

1 092 No push cart vending units shall be permitted on City streets E~xcept in 

locations approved by City Council from time to time hereafter. 

11 o Mobile vending units or mobile canteens may be permitted at locations 

approved by the Development Officer. 

110.1 3 Licenses issued to hawkers or the vendors of unprepared food items shall 

be subject to a condition that there will be no signs posted on private or 

public lands. Only one sign, not to exceed two feet by two feet may be 

located on the vehicle or kiosk. 

TRAILER PARKS 

111 The owner or opE~rator of every licensed mobile unit park in the Gity shall 

notify the License· Inspector of the City, in writing and on forms prc>vided by 

the City: 

(a} of the name and address of the owner of each mobile unit in his 

mobile unit park within fourteen (14) days of each mobile L1nit being 

occupied; and 

1 2846/A-88 

2 2846/A-88 

3 2846/A-88 
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DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

17 

,July 11, 1995 

Kelly Kloss, City Clierk 

Alan Scott, Land and Economic Development Manager 

DISPOSAL. OF PART OF LOT 5 MR, PLAN 942-2275 
FOR ACCESS RO.AD FROM TA YL.OR DRIVE TO 
BOWER CENTRE DEVELOPMENTS, LOT 4, BLOCK A, PLAN 977 RS 

Previously Council had approved the disposal of Part of Lot 5 MR at its July 4, 1995 meeting. 
Unfortunately, the description was not acceptable to Land Titles, therefore, we presE!nt a new 
description, as provided t>y the surveyor. 

RECOMMENDATION 

We recommend that City Council cancel the approval given at its July 4, 1995 meE!ting, and 
approve the following. 

We recommend that City Council approve the disposal of Part of Lot 5 MR, Plan 
942-2275 to allow access from Taylor Drive to site: 

"All that portion of Lot S MR, Plan 94~?-2275 contained within Road Plan 
-~------ , containing 0.035 hectares more or less." 

,.,_, .. _______ _____ 

·~t>\L Alan V. Scott 

PAR/mm 

CXMvENTS: We concur wi 1th the recomrendat ion of the Land and Econanic 

Oevelopn:mt ~tanager. 

"G. SURKAN" 
Mayor 

"M.C. QA.Y" 
City Manager 
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DATE: July 18, 1995 

TO: Land & Economic Development Manager 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: DISPOSAL OF PART OF LOT 5 MR, PLAN 942-2275 FOR ACCESS ROAD 
FROM TAYLOR DRIVE TO BOWER CENTRE DEVELOPMENTS, LOT 4, 
BLOCK A, PLAN 9n RS 

At the Council meeting of July 17, 1995, consideration was given to your report dated July 
11, 1995 concerning the above topic, and at which meeting the following resolutions were 
passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer hereby agrees that the 
resolution passed by Council at its meeting of July 4, 1995, relative to the 
Disposal of part of Lot S MR, Block A, Plan 942-2275 for access road from 
Taylor Drive to Bower Centre Developments, Lot 4, Block A, Plan 977 FlS, 
be rescinded." 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered the 
report from the Land and Economic Development Manager dated July ·11, 
1995, re: Disposal of pa.rt of Lot 5 MR, Plan 942-2275 for Access Road from 
Taylor Drive to Bower Centre Developments, Lot 4, Block A, Plan 977 RS, 
hereby approves the disposal of Municipal Reserve Lands as described as: 

'All that portion of Lot 5 MR, Plan 942-2275 contained within 
Road Plan , containing 0.035 hectares more or 
less, excluding tlherefrom all mines and minerals'; 

and as presented to Council July 17, 1995." 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information. This office will 
now proceeq with the necessary advertising for the disposal of Part of Lot 5 MR. 

~ 
CityCley 

KK/fm 
/ 

cc. Council & Committee Secretary, S. Ladwig 
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DATE: .July 6, 1995 

TO: City Council 

FROM: Mayor's Recognition Awards Committee 

RE: DISBANDING OF COMMITTEE 

Mayor Surkan attended the June 1, 1995 meeting of the Mayor's Recognition Awards 
(MRA) Committee to inform members of the! review of committees by Council. The 
Committee was informecl that consideration was being given to the disbanding of the MRA 
Committee. 

Members gave thought: to this proposal, and at the June :29, 1995 meeting of the MRA 
Committee, passed the following resolution. 

"That tthe Mayor"s Recognition Awards Committee, having considered the 
proposed disbanding of the Committee by City Council, hereby recommend 
City Council conti1nue with the Mayor's R:ecognition .Awards Committee to a 
maximum of four (4) meetings per year which would cut costs by cutting staff 
time at meetings, but would leave a core of volunteers to promote the 
Awards and assist in the running of the Awards Ceremony." 

The membership of the MRA Committee feel there is a neHd for a Committee, €!Specially 
at specific times throughout the year. Following are reasons given by members supporting 
the validity of the Committee. 

the successful ceremony on June 16 speaks for itself' and suggests the need 
for the Committe1e 

the purpose of thE~ Program is to recognize citizens, and therefore it should 
be run by citizens 

the Committee has been able to budget very reasonably 

members of the public are needed for ideas to keep the Program up to date 

the number of mne~tings could be reduced, with things such as assignment 
of tasks, being handled by phone 
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Page 2 
July 6, 1995 
MRA - Disbanding of Committee 

the members are needed to make promotional/informational presentations 
to community groups 

there is a need for a core of voluntE~ers at different times throughout the year 

recommendations are required from members for the Selection Committee 
and for entertainment 

need for citizen involvement as advocates for the program 

keep control of cuts to ensure continuation of the program 

a joint venture with the Chamber of Commen~e would require a committee 

the public is willin!~ to give its time~ in support of the Program and therefore, 
should be allowed to continue to function 

Committee members could take over tasks such as preparation of certificate 
folders, confirmation of names, etc. to save staff time 

The members of the MR.A Committee are committed to this Program and feel very strongly 
that they will continue to serve a useful purpose in the future, as they have in the past 
years. 

It is hoped Council will see the value of the Committee and its members, and continue with 
the Mayor's Recognition Awards Committee. 

/ 
---.t~. wt,:::k-- (z~v2: (;!:)[/,£- ( .-, 

..(../ 

B. CLARK, Chairman 
Mayor's Recognition Awards Committee 



COMMENTS: 

We concur with the comments of the current Mayor's Recognition Awards Committee that 
community involvement in this program is helpful, particularly in terms of the design and 
promotion of the program, and facilitation of the selection process itself. We beli:eve that 
these objectives would be me!t by rewriting the Terms of Reference for the Mayor's 
Recognition Awards Committee to limit their role to the development of policy n3garding 
the program and facilitation of the selection process. ThH task of organizing tl1e event 
itself would then be the responsibility of City staff. 

"G. SURKAN" 
Mayor 

"M.C. DAY" 
City Manager 



Fll~E 
DATE: July 18, 1995 

TO: Mayor's Recognition Awards Committee 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: DISBANDING OF COMMITTEE: 

At the Council meeting of July 17, 1995, consideration was given to your report dated July 6, 1995 
concerning the above topic, and at which meeting the following resolution was passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered the report from 
the Mayor's Recognition Awards Committee dated July 6, 1995, re: DisbandiniJ of 
Committee, hereby agrees as follows: 

1) That the Mayor's Recognition Awards Committee 
continue to be a committee appointed by Council; 

2) That said committee function as recommended to 
Council on page 19 of the Council agencla; 

3) That said committee continue to assist in the 
development of policy regarding the awards program 
and assist with the presentation c1aremony in 
whatever capacity is deemed practical; 

4) That the Awards Selection Committee continue to be 
a separate committee recommended to the Mayor by 
the Mayor's Recognition Awards Committee. This 
committee's members should reflect thE~ diversity in 
this community in the awards themselves; 

and as presented to Council July 17, 1995." 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your info1rmation. We will now be including 
in the Committee's Bylaw the Mayor's Recognition Awards Committee with the duties and 
responsibilities as outlined above'. 

KK/fm 

cc. Council & Committee Secretary, C. Adams 
Administrative Assistant, Mary McGarry 
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Suite 500, 4E:08 Ross Street 
Red Deer, .~berta T4N 1X5 

Phone: (403) 343-3394 
FAX: (403) 346-1570 _____ , _____ ., _____________ _ 

.JULY 4, 1995 

CITY COUNCIL 

TONY LINDHOUT 

PLANNING REPORT - PROPOSED GLENDALE OUTLINE PLAN 

Background Information 

As a result of major road improvements that are scheduled to be undertaken this year in 
the vicinity of 64th Avenue and '77th Street, some former railway and road right-of-way 
lands will be freed up that coulld be developed by the City in accordance with the City's 
approved 19~13 NorthwE~st Area Structure Plan. In order to guide detailed futun3 zoning, 
subdivision and development decisions in this area, the preparation and adoption of an 
outline plan is required. The area under consideration is located in the northwest corner 
of the existing Glendale neighbourhood between 59th Avenue and a to be 1·ealigned 
portion of 64th Avenue, being lands lying generally north of the Dentoom greenhouses and 
west of the Gllendale Middle Sclhool. The proposed Glendale Outline Plan as illustrated 
in Figure 1 complies with the Northwest Area Structure Plan (Figure 2). 

As part of the 64th Avenue! and 77th Street road construction project, potential 
improvements to the adjoining !59th Avenue and the Glendale School access could result 
in the City de!veloping ir detached dwelling lots and a 2 .. 3 acre multiple family site along 
with some municipal reserve and open space areas (see Figure 3). This initial 
development proposal has been prepared by the City's Engineering, Land Economic 
Development, and Recreation, Parks & Culture departments in consultation with Parkland 
Community Planning Services staff. A subdivision application and corresponding Land 
Use Bylaw amendmen1t regarding this first phase has bei3n initiated for approval. City 
Council, on June 19, 1995, gave 1st reading to a Land Use Bylaw amendment (see Figure 
4) with the public hearing scheduled for July 17th, 19915. The proposed phase one 
development complies with the Northwest Area Structure Plan whereby these areas are 
shown to be developed for residential and open space purposes. 

The Outline Plan refines the Area Structure Plan concept one step further by d13lineating 
that the northwest corm~r of thE! subject site be a residentiail - multiple family development 
site. Without multiple family development on the 2 .. 3 acre corner site, the entire phase one 
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development may not be feasible. In order for the City to recover their costs of installing 
utility infrastructure, construction of the northward extension of 59th Avenue, provide the 
Glendale Middle School with a new access roadway to a realigned 64th Avenw3, and to 
market the single family lots at a competitive price, the City's Land Department suggests 
that the 2.3 acre parcel would need to be marketed as a multiple family site. 

Public Meeting & Comments 

Parkland Community Planning Services with the assistance of representatives from the 
City's Engineering, Land & Economic Development and Recreation, Parks and Culture 
departments hosted a neighbourhood meeting on June 15, 1995 in order to gauge the 
community's response to the proposed Glendale Outline Plan. Eighteen (18) persons 
from the public attended the meeting including representa1tion from the Red Deer Public 
School District and the Glendale Middle School and its parent association. Of the 18 
persons present, 16 persons representing 14 households live in the Glendale 
neighbourhood. One hundred and fifty (150) notices had been hand delivered to area 
residences deemed most to be affected by the proposed outline plan. This included all 
those residences located along 59th Avenue, Grimson Street, Goodwill Avenue, and 
portions of Gish Street, Grieg Drive, Gunn Street, Gillespie Crescent, and Good Crescent. 
Past experience has shown that this method of contactin~~ area residents is much more 
effective than placing a public notice ad in the newspaper. 

At the neighbourhood public meeting, the following concerns surfaced as contentious 
issues and occupied the majority of the discussion: 

a) Gunn Street vs Grant Street access to 64th Avenue 

Many expressed their dissatisfaction that Grant sitreet may eventually be either 
closed off completely to 64th Avenue or that access will be limited to right in-right 
out turns only. Some fel1t that creating a new intersection at 64th Avenue and Gunn 
Street would simply transfer the existing traffic problems from Grant Stn3et to the 
new intersection and increase traffic on other local roads. It was stated that the 
existing portion of Gunn Street has a grade that creates icy conditions in the winter 
and that any additional traffic would only compound the situation. 'What the 
discussion did illustrate is that the issue of overall vehicular access to 1the entire 
Glendale subdivision from 64th Avenue is not yet resolved. 

b) Proposed 2.3 acre residential - multiple family site west of the Glendale School 

Some felt that the Gle!ndale subdivision already has too many multiple family 
developments. It was allso indicated that this corner location, at the intersection of 
two arterials, would be a poor site for any form of 1residential developmemt due to 
traffic noise and that this area should be left undeveloped and form part of the open 
space area around the school. 

2 
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c) Lack of overall useab/E! open space areas 

Some residents felt that the entire Glendale subdivision is lacking in useable open 
space areas. Specifically mentioned was the large Municipal Reserve parcel along 
Glendale Blvd. that is mostly tree covered and perceived by some as not being very 
useable public space. s~~veral in attendance at the meeting felt that the proposed 
multiple family site should be left as open space and developed with needE~d sports 
fields. Some cited that the original concept plans developed back in the early 
1980's showed this comer site as open space. 

Comment sheets were provided to those in attendance at the neighbourhood meeting to 
allow them to provide written input. Attached please find copies of the 11 comment sheets 
that were returned following the meeting. A summary is provided below: 

• 9 comments - opposed the multiple family development site 
• 7 comments - lack of open space & recreation areas 
• 6 comments - Grant Stmet vs Gunn Street access problems 
• 5 comments - more of the areas' residents should have been informed of 

the public meeting 
• 2 comments - meeting and approval process should not be held during summer 

months 
• 2 comments - poor access to Glendale school, particularly once full arte1rial 

roadways with medians are constructed 
• 1 comment - traffic on Grimson Street will increasie 

Planning Staff Comments 

a) Gunn Street and Grant Street 

The proposed Outline Plan does not alter or affect the details surrounding either the Gunn 
Street extension or the final determination of any possible closure to Grant StreE~t. These 
concepts were previously established by City Council in the adoption of the 198:9 version 
of the Northwest Area Structure Plan and reinforced in both the 1992 and 1993 
amendments to that Plan. The proposed Glendale Outline Plan fully complies with the 
Northwest Area Structure Plan and simply reinforces the transportation component 
established in that Plan and thE~refore it should not be construed as an issue related to the 
adoption of this Outline Plan. 

As was indicated at the public meeting and reinforced by the City's Engineering 
Department in their written comments, when the remai1ning southerly portion of 64th 
Avenue is to be constructed, it is recommended a feasibility study be unde~rtaken to 
determine the final status of Gunn Street vs Grant Street and in what manner the 
applicable intersection (full intersection vs right in-right out turns only) is to be constructed. 
This would be consistent with the following City Council motion passed on May 26, 1986: 

3 
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"RESOLVED that Council of the City of Red Deer having considered petitions and reports 
presented to Council May 26 re: proposed extension of Gunn Street to 64th Avenue hereby 
reaffirm the intentions to proceeid with the said extension, but that actual construction be 
deferred until 64th Avenue is constructed on its final alignment following relocation of the 
railway, and subject to lurther n9view by Council of the street alignments in this .area." 

Construction of the southerly extension of 64th Avenue, which will activate the above noted 
Council motion, is not expected to occur for at least 5-10 years. 

b) Corner Residential SitE~ vs Open Space Requirements 

Concept plans in the early 19BO's originally showed a large area south of 77th Street 
(including this corner site) for open space and educational 1=acilities. As detailed planning 
for both the public and separate school sites were finalized through the 1980's as well as 
a final determination of the open space requirements for the entire Glendale subdivision, 
the corner of 77th Street and 64th Avenue emerged as a residential site. This was 
formalized in the 1989 version of the Northwest Area Structure Plan which identified this 
corner site for residential development. The Northwest Area Structure Plan including 
subsequent amendments in 1992 and 1993 were adopted by City Council through a 
process consistent with the Planning Act including the required public hearings. 

As the subject corner site is actually in the same qua11er section as the Kentwood 
subdivision, any additional municipal reserve dedication at this location would be at the 
expense of future reserve allocations in the Kentwood subdivision. The City's Recreation, 
Parks and Culture Department does not support the provision of any additional reserve 
land in Glendale at this location beyond the dedication of tile 0.49 hectare reserve parcel 
adjacent to the west side of thie Glendale School parking lot as shown on the proposed 
Outline Plan. The existing open space areas in the Glendale subdivision including the 2 
school sites and their recreation areas and the other Municipal Reserve parcels dedicated 
throughout the Glendale subdivision amounts to over 17% of the total area, well i1n excess 
of the 10% requirement under the Planning Ac:t. 

c) R2 - General Residential Corner Site 

The residential multiple family corner site as shown in the proposed Glendale Outline Plan 
fully complies with the Northwest Area Structure Plan.. While the Area Structure Plan 
identifies the site for residential purposes, the proposed Glendale Outline Plan illustrates 
the specifics of that 2.3 acre site as being either detached dwellings, duplex or townhouse 
residential development. If developed for townhouses, approximately 25 - 30 units could 
be accommodated on the site. The City's Land & Economic Development De~partment 
have indicated that this 2.3 acre site would have to be marketed as a townhouse 
development site in order for the City to recover the development costs associated with the 
installation of utilities and the completion of the local road network including the northward 
extension of 59th Avenue and the new Glendale School access to 64th Avenwe. 

4 
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Due to the location of existing and proposed roadways and adjoining land uses, this corner 
site is the only location which logically could be asse!mbled for a multiph3 family 
development. This would be consistent with City policy which supports the concept of 
creating a mix of various types of residential uses within :a subdivision. The proposed 
multiple family site also meets planning criteria of being located in close proximity to 
collector or arterial roadways. Berms containing landscapin~1 treatment will be added along 
the north and west sides of the site abutting the arterial roads to reduce the impact of traffic 
and noise on the subject site. The east side of the site will back onto a 1.2 acre Municipal 
Reserve parcel which will create an attractive environment for this development. In order 
to ensure that the development would be an asset to the neighbourhood, Council should 
require high development standards. Substantial additional open space areas exist around 
the two schools including the water reservoir site.. Although the Glendale subdivision 
contains the second highest density in the City (based on the 1995 census) at 35.4 
persons per gross hectare or 14.3 persons per acre (thei Clearview subdivision is the 
highest at 35.8 persons per h~3ctare) all city subdivisions are designed/engineered to 
accommodate 45 persons per hectare or 18.2 persons per acre. 

If the 2.3 acre corner site is to be developed for a u::;e other than residential, an 
amendment to the Northwest Area Structure Plan would be required. 

RECOMMENDATION 

Planning staff recommend approval of the proposed Glendale Outline Plan subject to the 
City, as part of any land sales agreement for the 2.3 acre! multiple family site, including 
provisions that will ensure any future development on the site be built to high standards. 
This would include mature landscape plantings, some brick or stone work on front 
elevations, adequate on site parking and if developed as a condominium project, that all 
roadways and parking areas bE~ hard surfaced,, defined and contain full curbs. 

Tony ~l.6\cthout, ACP, MCIP 
PLANNER 

c.c. Lowell Hodgson, Director of Community Services 
Al Scott, Land & Economic Development Manager 
Ken Haslop, Engineering Department Manager 
Don Batchelor, Recreation Parks & Culture Manager 
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COMMENTS: 

We concur with the recommendation of the Planning staff. Specifically we concur that a 
condition of the Land Sales Agreement ensure the devE~lopment meets a high standard 
and is sensitive to the views of the neighbourhood. 

"G. SURKAN" 
Mayor 

"M.C. DAY" 
City Manager 
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DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

June ~~7, 1995 

KELLY KLOSS 
City Clerk 

L~6 

MONICA BAST, Chairman 
Recreation, Parks & Culture Board 

RPC:-5.554 

PROPOSED TENNIS STRUCTURE - ROTARY RECREATION PARK 

The Recreation, Parks & Culture Board held a public meeting on April 27, 1995, and provided 
opportunity for publiG delegations to speak at the May 9, and June 13, 1995 meetings of the 
Recreation, Parks 8~ Culture Board to discuss the issue of a. t1mnis structure proposod by Mr. 
Ross Keenan (Foothills Indoor Tennis Ltd.). 

After lengthy discussion by the Board and hearing presentations by Mr. Keenan (applicant), 
residents, Paddington Place homeowners, tennis players and R:ed Deer Tennis Club members, 
the Board passed the following resolutions: 

"1. That an agreement be prepared between The City of Red Deer and Foothills Indoor 
Tennis Ltd. for the construction and operation of a Universal structure on four tennis 
courts at the south end of Rotary Recreation Park. 

2. Consideration for inclusion in an agreement prepared by the City Solicitor: 

• the points outlined in the April 4, 1995 report from the Reiereation, Parks & Culture 
Manager and the F~ecreation Facilities Superint1andent, and 

• a requirement that Foothills Indoor Tennis Ltd. (Ross Keenan) be mquired to 
provide an Irrevocable Letter of Credit to The City in the event that the operation 
proves to be unsuccessful, in which event Foothills !Indoor Tennis Ltd. (Ross 
Keenan) would be obligated to totally remove all structure~s and improvements and 
repair the site to its original conditions. 

3. That E1xtensive tree planting and landscaping be carried out around the Universal 
structure in 1995, with particular emphasis on screenin~1 the Universal structur1e from the 
adjacent condominium dE1velopment. 

4. That the Recreation, Parks & Culture Board support the structure for recreational uses 
only, and that other uses would require Recreation, Parks & Culture Board and City 
Council approval." 

.. ./2 
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There has been significant interest in this project, as outlined in the attached letters of support 
from the School Boards, institutions, hotels, and the business community. However, at tl1e same 
time, there has been some opposition, primarily from the residlents of' Paddington Place {see 
attached letters). 

The Board supportecl this proposal as a metal Universal structure building {run an air support 
structure), complete with a landscaping requirement and a comprehensive lease agreement. 
With these conditions the Board is requesting Council to approve this development. 

!' 

::ad 

,I 
.; Atts. 

c. Lowell l=t. Hodgson, Community Services Director 
Don Batchelor, Recreation, Parks & Culture Manager 
Ross KBenan, Foothills Indoor Tennis Ltd. 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

June 28, 1995 

KELLY KLOSS 
City Clerk 

LOWELL R. HODGSON 
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Direc1:or of Community Services 

cs- 4.742 

PROPOSED TENNIS STRUCTURE - ROTARY RECREATION PARK 

For the past three and one-half months, the Recreation, Parks & Culture Board has been 
considering a proposal from Foothills Indoor Tennis Ltd. to place a structure over four tennis 
courts in Rotary Recreation Park. This proposal has received significant press covorage ,as 
there has been both strong support for it, as well as strong opposition t<> the proposal. Attached 
to this memo are the various reports from the Recreation, Parks & Culture Manager, as well as 
letters of support and of opposition for this undertaking. 

I support the recommendation of the Recreation, Parks & Culture Board to proceed with this 
development subject to a satisfactory agreement to be prepared by the City Solicitor. My support 
is based on tho following: 

• The short season for the sport of tennis is extended to a year-mund opportunity, with no 
expenditure requirement from the City. 

• A commitment to partnering is advanced and through that, an existing service is extended 
with no capital expenditure or operational requirement of the City, and no financ:ial risk to 
the City if thE! project should fail. 

• A financial savings is realized for the Recreation, Parks & Culture Department as Foothills 
Indoor Tenniis Ltd. assumes, through the lease agreement, responsibility for ongoing 
operation costs of these four courts and the parks s13rvice building. 

• In addition to savings realized from operating costs, a 1rent willl also be paid by Foothills 
Indoor Tennis Ltd. and thus, a facility that has always beBn a cost to operate, nc>w begins 
to generate some revenue for the department and, at the same time, provides an 
increased SE!rvice in this recreation activity. 

. . ./2 
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That Council of the City of Red Deer support the recommendation of the Recreation, Parks & 
Culture Board to enter into a lease agreement with Foothills Indoor T1ennis Ltd. to construct a 
cover over the four south tennis courts in Rotary Recreation Park, with this lease agreement to 
be prepared by the City Solicitor and to contain the conditions outlined in the resolution of the 
Recreation, Parks & Culture Board. 

--~~-#-L-~.,.-..-- ···-·-··---,...-
.,.,.~;;---- - -- - ___ ?- . 

LOWELL R. HODGSON 

:ad 

Atts. 

c. Don Batchelor, Recreation, Parks & Culture Managef 
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RPC-5.543 
DATE: June 21, 1995 

TO: RECREATION, PARKS & CULTURE BOARD 

FROM: LOWELL R. HODGSON, Community Servi.ces Director 
DON BATCHELOR, Recreation, Parks & Culture Manager 

RE: TENNIS STRUCTURE PROPOSAL 

The Recreation, Parks & Culture Board has considered the proposal of Mr. Ross Keenan (Foothills 
Indoor Tennis Lilmitedl) at three previous board meetings and one public meeting. 

Alternative sites, different building construction products, various terms and conditions of a proposed 
agreerrent, alternate uses of the structure and public concerns have all been reviewed and discussed. 
Mr. Keenan made an unexpected suggestion at the June 13th 1board meeting, to consideir the four 
north courts at Rotary Recreation Park for the construction of a Metal Universal Structure. This 
suggestion was a surprise to the Recreation, Parks & Culture Department because neither th(~ location 
nor alternate building type had been discussed or investigated in terms of feasibility. It did appear, 
however, that the four north courts may be a more desirable alternative in terms of location than the 
four south courts. Based on all the information presented to the board, the board passed the 
following resolutions on June 13, 1995: 

1. "1HAT the Recreation, Parks & Culture Board support and recommend to City Counc:il that an 
agreerrent be prepared between The City of Red Deer and Foothills Indoor Tennis Limited, for 
the construc1ion and operation of a Universal structure on four tennis courts at the north end 
of Rotary Re:creation Park, and 

2. 1HA T the Recreation, Parks & Culture Board request that City Council consider including in an 
agreement to be prepared by the City Solicitor: 

• the points outlined in the April 4, 1995 report from the Recre:ation, Parks & Culture Manager 
and Recreation Facilities Superintendent, and 

• a requirement that Foothills Indoor Tennis Ltd. (Ross Keenan) be required to p:rovide an 
Irrevocable Letter of Credit to The City in the event that this operation proves to be 
unsuccessful, in which event Foothills Indoor Tennis Ltd. (Ross Keenan) would be obligated 
to totally remove all structures and improvements and repair the site to its original c:ondition, 
and 

• that the facility be used only for tennis, volleyball, basketball and soccer, and that no 
other uses will be allowed in the structure without the approval of the Recreation, 
Parks & Culture Board and City Council. 

3. THAT the Recreation, Parks & Culture Board support and recommend to City Council that 
extensive tree planting and landscaping be carried out around the Universal structure in 1995, 
with particular emphasis on screening, and 

.. ./2 
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4. THAT the Recreation, Park~ & Culture Board contact the newly affected residents 
adjacent to the north location and advise them of this proposal, providing them with an 
opportunity to attend City Council in order to express thefr views." 

Prior to the board's voting on this resolution, there was a grealt deal of discussion on the potential 
effect of the building structure with utilities and services under the four north courts. The Re:creation, 
Parks & Culture Depa.rttrent agreed to explore all utility and servicing details prior to this resolution's 
being forwarded Ito City Council and, if necessary, bring back a report to the board if the four north 
courts were not viable. 

The results of this review of the four north courts are as follows: 

"" A 3" gas 'line is in conflict: with the proposed building (relocation would be required - see 
attachment 1). 

"" Power distribution lines along the west side of the courts are in conflict with the proposed 
building; 4.:2.lm clearance is required by the Electrical Communication Utility Systems 
Regulations,, however, only 2.0m can be provide.ct on this sitt~ (relocation of the power line is 
required - se1~ attachment 2). 

"" A 300mm storm sewer main is under the north courts. 

"" Water, sanitary and AGT service lines exist under the courts. 

... The Alberta Building Code, Spatial Separation Guideline would require that additional fire 
retardant insulation be applied to the tennis structure due to the close proximity to other buildings 
west of the lane. 

... The City of Red Deer Land Use Bylaw specifies that minimum front and side yard building 
setbacks of 15m a.re required. 1he maximum setbacks that could be achieved for the proposed 
structure are 7m and lm respectively. 

In view of the above, :Mr. Keenan has been advised of these conflicts, impositions and restrictions. 
He has chosen to withdraw his proposal for the four north cowts, as it is not feasible or viable. 

Wtth the discussions that have taken place to date and the recent discoveries concerning this site, it 
would appear that the four south courts at Rotary Recreation Park should be reconsiderr.d for the 
following reasons: 

1. From a programming perspective, covering the four most southerly courts keeps the bank of 
eight courts as one unit This is much easier to supeivise and manage and it better 

> accommodates tournament play and tennis instruction/lessons. The four south courts are 
soirewhat isolated from the eight north courts now and, thus, covering these four south courts 
has less impact on the whole tennis development 

.. ./3 
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2. Access to the four south courts for year-round play is better than the four north courts, as there 
is ample parking directly adjacent to the courts, where the north will require parking in the 
Recreation Centre lot. 

3. Aesthetically, this development will be much better on the four south courts. Putting the cover 
on any of the bank: of eight courts breaks the existing sight lines and continuity now in the park. 
A building on the. four north courts would be crowded and congested. 

4. The users of this facility and some 228 petitioners much prefer the four south counts for this 
development. (See attachment.) 

5. The nine businesses, learning institutions and associations presenting letters of support for this 
project illustrates community support. (See attachments.) 

6. The tennis season is extended, thus, giving greater access 1to this lifelong sport. In addition, it 
creates a facility :in Red Deer that is capable of hosting significant tournaments, regardless of 
weather conditions. Therefore, this is an economic generator, as well as a recreation 
opportunity. 

'\ J 7. This development will generate new revenue for the Recreation, Parks & Culture Department. 

) __, 

8. This development will save the Recreation, Parks & Culture Department operating costs, as well, 
in that the developer will be responsible for maintaining four tennis courts, as wc~ll as the 
operation of the Parks service building. 

9. There is no risk for The City with this development, as an Irrevocable Letter of Credit will be 
required. ff, for any reason, the project should fail in the future~, the structure can be dismantled 
and taken from the site, returning it to what exists today. 

10. The Metal Unive:rsal Structure proposed for the four south courts is more attractive, less 
susceptible to vandalism and would appear like a building which blends into the community, 
more than the original proposal of an air bubble structure. 

Issues that have been expressed by the public, such as uses of the structure, noise, landscaping, 
aesthetics of the building can all be addressed through the agreement. The tennis structure proposal 
should now be directed to City Council for their consideration. 

RECOMMENDATION 

1. TIIAT the Recreation, Parks & Culture Board support and rec:ommend to City Council that an 
agreement be prepared between The City of Red Deer and Foothills Indoor Tennis Limited, for 
the construction and operation of a Universal structure on four tennis courts at the south end 
of Rotary Recreation Park, andl 

... /4 
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2. THAT the Recreation, Parks & Culture Board request that City Council consider inc:luding in 
an agreement prepared by the City Solicitor: 

• the points outlined in the April 4, 1995 report from the Recreation, Parks & Culture 
Manager and the Recreation Facilities Superintendent, and 

• a requirement that Foothills Indoor Tennis Ltd. (Ross Keenan) be required to provide 
an Irrevocable Letter of Credit to The City in the event that the operation proves to 
be unsuccessful, in which event Foothills Indoor Tennis Ltd. (Ross Keenan) would be 
obligated to totally remove all structures and improvements and repair the site to its 
original condition, and 

3. THAT the Recreation, Parks & Culture Board support and recommend to City Council that 
extensive tre:y planting and landscaping be carried out around the Universal structure~ in 1995, 
with particullar emphasis on screening the Universal structure from the adjacent condominium 
development 

4. THAT the Recreation, Parks & Culture Board support the structure for recreational uses only 
and that other uses would require~ Recreation, Parks & Culture Board and City Council :approval. 

~~/_.-,-------.... ---- ~ ..-----. 
LOWELL R. HODGSON 

:chng 

Enclosures 
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DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

April 4, 1995 

RECREATION, PARKS & CULTURE BOARD 

DON BATCHELOR, Recreation, Parks & Culture Manager 
HAROLD JESKE, Recreation Facllltles Superintendent 

INDOOR TENNIS PROPOSAL 

RPC- 5.391 

We have had a number of preliminary discussions with Mr. Ross Keenan of Foothills Indoor 
Tennis Ltd., to consider the development of an indoor tennis facility in Red Deer. 

. . 

Based on these discussions, and a meeting with representatives of the Red Deer Tennis 
Club, Mr.· Kennan has submitted the attached Business Plan for the construction and 
operation of an air-support structure over the four south tennis courts located in Rotary 
Recreation Park. · 

The attached plans outline the location of the proposal in relation to the remaining eight 
tennis courts that would continue to be operated by the Red Deer Tennis Club, and made 
available for public use,. It is significant to note that Mr. Keenan's proposal for the other four 
courts would ensure that there is general public use 50% of the time. 

The proposal is well prepared and includes the following features: . 

• Installation and payment of all utilities. 
• Construction of a ±30 ft. high air-support structure over the courts, and a connection 

to the tennis building. 
• Operation of the· tennis building year round as a pro-shop, washroom, lounge and 

snack bar. 
• Tennis court resurfacing. 
• Construction of a mechanical room on the east side of the air-support structure. 

The proposal, as presented, outlines extensive programs and lessons 1:or the general public, 
both School Boards and the Red Deer College. A letter of :support from the Red Deer 
College is attached. In addition, Mr. Keenan has had prelimina.ry discussions with the Red 
Deer City Soccer Association for some potential soccer use iin the air-support structure. 
Requests for other special events and uses would be considered by the operators as outlined 
in the submitted Business Plan. 

..J2 
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This proposal is supported by the Red Deer Tennis Club (see attached letter), the staff of the 
Recreation, Parks & Culture Department, and the Director of C:Ommunity Services. It is an 
example of how private business, a sports organization, and The City of Red Deer can 
collaborate in a partnership for mutual benefit. 

A year-round tennis facility in Red Deer could provide an expanded service for tennis 
enthusiasts, while providing an indoor facility that may be suitable for other indoor events 
(i.e., soccer, volleyball, public meetings). The proposal would generate approximately 
$18,000 into the Recreation, Pari(s & Culture Department to pursue other basic programs and 
services. Initially a small portion of the revenues should be di1rected to landscaping at the 
corner of 43 Street and 48 Avenue. 

If this proposal were to proceed, the City Solicitor should draft an agreement to include the 
following as responsibilities of the lessee: 

• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 

Installation and operational costs of all utilities. 
All business licence fees and taxes • 
Obtain development and building permits • 
Public access at 50% of the time • 
Lease period, complete with renewal extensions, to a total of twenty-five years . 
Lease rates at $4,000/courtlseason, and $2,000 for the clubhouse/season • 
Establishment of a facility management board . 
Two million dollar general liability insurance, listing The City of Red Deer as 
co-insured. 
Insurance on all improvements equal to replacement value . 
Irrevocable letter of credit during site development 
Operational1

• hours and consideration for alternate public uses to the satisfaction of 
the City. 
Description of site improvements and architectural controls. by The City of Red Deer . 

RECOMMENDATION: 

1. That the Recreation, Parks & Culture Board support and recommend to City Council 
that an agreement be prepared between the City of Red Deer and Foothills Indoor 
Tennis Ltd. (Ross Keenan) for the construction and c•peration of an air-support 
structure on four (4) tennis courts at Rotary Recreation F,ark. 

•• J3 
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Page 3 
April4, 1995 

2. That the Recreation, Parks & Culture Board request that City Council consider 
including the points outlined in the April 4, 1995 report from the Recreation, Parks & 
Culture Manager and toe Recreation Facilities Superintendent to be included in an 
agreement prepared by the City Solicitor. 

3. That the Recreation, Parks & Culture Board request Mr. Keenan to obtain a 
preliminary indication of support from the owners/occupants of the walkup apartment 
complex adjacent to this proposal. 

ill /Ju'Ce~--
HXRfa'LD JESKE: 

:ad 

Att. 

c. 

0 

Lowell R. Hodgson, Community Services Director 
Ross Keenan, Foothills Indoor Tennis Ltd. 
Red Deer Tennis Club 

• -----

,. 
~--) t. . . 
\...,' .· 
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z 4832347786 Page 2 

FOOTHILLS INDOOR TENNIS 
suite 620, :ioo • &th Avenue S.W., Calgary, Alberta Canada T2P 3C4 Phone (40312$C-7700 Fax (403) 234-7706 

TO: Mr. Don Batchelor FROM: ,~~.Ro~ 
DATE: May :31, 1995 

Further to the request of the Board, I have reviewed some ialtemative locations for the 
construction of an Indoor Tennis Facility in Red Deer. 

I held a meeting with Red Deer College representatives, Gord Inglis and Geny Paradis, to 
discuss potential interest They both expressed a strong interest in further reviewing the 
opportunity to have the tennis club on C8illpus. 

There would need. to be several meetings which would include the College Govenors, 
who would have ultimate approval of this type of project on campus. 

Also, the Provincial Education Department may have to be approached in order to ubtain 
pennission tA:> utilize the land for this purpose. 

The major concern would be that location on campus and accessibility of serVices to the 
location would have to be addressed in order to make the project viable. 

Architectural response initially put the cost of hook-ups for gas, ,sewer and waier and 
electricity at $1001,000.00. 

In addition, court costs would be approximately $12S,OOO.OCI to construct four cow-ts. In 
the campus location a clubhouse would be required; a mobile modular structure at a cost 
of $79,86S.OO. 

The four court structure to cover the court area would be $350,000.00 to $433,SOO.OO .. 
The college felt the area required could be leased for about $7,000.00 annually. 1 

••• 12 
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In a meeting held with Alan Scott of the City of Red Deer. two sites were discussedl: 

1. The current snow dumping site which, according to my architect, may present 
problemt; with regard to needed soil tests and the p<1ssilble settling of the land (re -
cracks in courts at a later date due to settling). 

2. The south school site which was being sold. I just didn't have enough time to properly 
review the site, complete the requirements, and submit a :proposal. 

The two areas discussed above both require a full servic~;o;s packagt; as well a.~ court 
construction. clubhouse arid structure completion, or :a budget of approximately 
$604,865.00 whic~h does include land purchase or land lease. 

I have also approached Toby Lampard of Santo Property Management to either purchase 
or lease raw land from him to construct the tennis facility. l"he cost to purchase one acre 
is $239,500.00 or lease for fifteen years at $28,749.60 per ye~. 

Once again, as pointed out previously, my budge:t for construction would be 
approximately $604,865.00 plus land costs. 

After having completed this review of land, I still remain convinced that the only viable 
way to develop a public use indoor tennis facility is to use the existing courts. 

If the Board has ariother or alternative suggestions regar4ling the current court site, I 
would appreciate the input 

If in fact the four court site selection is a problem, I would propose the use of another 
four cow1 area. 

I look forward to discussing this with you further to tty to 1·each some completion of this 
~~ . 
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FOOTHILLS INDOOR TENNIS 
Suite 120, 300 -15th Avenue s.w., C81gary, Albea C1nada TIP 3C4 Phon11 (40$) 234.77eo Fax (403) n.t-7708 

FAX TRANSMISSION 

Kellly Closs 
City of Red Deer 
City Clerk 

•I 1l'1t 

FROM: Ross Keenan 

DATE: JW11~ 26, 1995 FAX NO: (403) 346··6195 

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

I wish to take this opportwtity to thank the Parks, Recreation and Culture Board for 
having approved the concept of a four court indoor tennis facility at Rotary Park 

Also, I have: fully reviewed the report which was sent to me. FITL can and will meet all 
of the requirements that have been identified in June 23, 1995 report. 

I will be in attendance at the City Council meeting of July 17, 1995 and look fon\'ard to 
the opportunity of addressing 1r.ow1cil at that time. 

CDvMNTS: 

We concur with the recomrendation of the Recreation, Parks & Culture 
I 

Board. Comnents from the public relative to this issue are sub'ni tted 

to Council as an attachnent to the agenda. 

"G. SUR:t<AN" 
IVayor 

"M.C .. DAY" 
City Matnager 
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May31, 1995 228 Petitioners 

Dear Members of the Recreation Boa.rd, 

We, the undersigned citizens of Red Deer, ask the Recreation Board for 
approval in prlndple 1:0r the covering of the exlsttng four :south tennis courts at 
the Recreation Centre tennis complex. We see that the primary issue at present 
is this approval 111 princlple, and that a secondary and separate issue is the 
consideration of any particular proposal to accomplish this. 

We are vecy concerned that the Board has tabled this matter pending 
investigation into an alternative site. The Recreation Centre cornplex is the 
logical and most flnanclally sensible location for an indoor .tennis facility. 

The value of the land, clubhouse, and existing courts, including utility 
services, is close to one million dollars, thus representing; a significant e.xistlng 
investment. 'This 12 court facillty is the largest in the province, ideally situated 
between the two major cities, and is currently usable for about 5 months of the 
year. The year round and increased summer use of this total complex would 
contribute significa..-itly to the economic base of the city, increase the 
availability of city recreation opportunities, and provide for year round tra1.nlllg, 
as well as enable Red Deer to host major competitions. Providing the indoor 
capability at this 12 court location is critical in optimizin;g; the current resource 
and investment a.t this site. The fact that this type of development clearly fits 
within the zoning, and existing development of this recreational area further 
supports this as the lc:>glcal and appropriate site. 

A great deal of opinion has been expressed about the potential 
disadvantages of a sb:ucture (bubble or otherwise) over the four south tennis 
courts. 'What is clear .is that factc; are in short supply and that any potential 
negative effects are prtmarlly at issue for the neighbor.in~~ residential area. 
While a communlty should be sensitive to expressed concerns, and strive for 
fair treatment, the greatest good for the greatest number must be the priority 
consideration in a situation such as this. 

In closing, we restate our expectation that the Rc~reation Board will 
approve, in prlnclple, the covering of the south four ter.in:ls cow:ts of the 
Recreation Centre complex. 'This decision is critical to long term planning to 
accomplish indoor tennis for Red Deer whether by prtvafo developer or other 
proposal. We are following this matter with energy and determination. 
Thankyou for your consideration of this issue. 

Page9 



Tennis Alberta 

June 2, 1995 

Marion Lebreton 
Red Deer Tennis Club 
Box27108 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N6X8 

Dear Marion, 

Page 10 

Alberta Tennis Association 

As President of Tennis Alberta, I fully endorse the construction of an indoor tennis facility 
for the Red Deer Tennis Club. 

Tennis Alberta's. mission is to promote and develop tennis throughout the province. An 
indoor facility is crucial to the development of a strong junior tennis program. A strong 
junior program will increase the level of participation of all ages. By having qualified 
tennis professionals hired on a year-round basis, there is the opportunity to begin a 
program in the schools as well. · 

) It is important to have the indoor facility close to the outdoor courts .. This is especially 
important when hosting tournaments. The ability to move a tournament indoors in case of 
inclement weather is a huge asset. It also affords the opportunity to host Provincial level 
tournaments, which will bring visitors and their dollars to your city. 

Locating a tennis facility in a park in close proximity to other sports lends itself to 
participation in sport by the entire family. The indoor facility would certainly enhance the 
value of the recreational area. 

I realize that there may be concerns about the unsightliness of a "bubble" facility and the 
devaluation of surrounding property. We have not found this to be the case. The Royal 
Glenora Club and the University of Alberta Tennis Centre both have bubbles and are both 
located in prestigious and affluent areas in Edmonton. The: re:sidents would indicate~ that 
having a year-round facility in their neighbourhood is quite an asset. 

In the province of Alberta, there are only two cities which hav1e indoor tennis facilities. In 
developmental and competitive terms, there is a significant difference~ between those~ who 
play tennis year-round and those who play only in the summer season. It would be 
wonderful to welcome another indoor facility to the province. 

Sincerely, 

ALBERTA TENNIS ASSOCIATION 

.Jb~~'~O 
Dianne Storey 

1 

President 

11759 Groat Road, Edmonton, Alberta T5M 3KR 



~ 
J 

... 

- - -----------'-=========: 

CANADIAN TENNIS ASSOCIA.TION 
ASSOCIATION CANADIENNE DE TENNIS 
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Tennis Canada 

April 29, 1995 

Mrs. Marion LeBreton 
8 MacK.innon Ave. 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 015 

Dear Mrs. LeBreton 

Enclosed is a booklet outlining the requirements for a club to host a junior national event. 

You will note that a back up indoor facility is essential for a club to host al junior national 
tournament. You can safely assume that any national summer event would require access to 
indoor courts as a back up in case of inclement weather. 

It is exciting to hear that Red Deer will be having year round tenni:s in the near future. If I can be 
of any further assistance, let me know. · 

Sincerely 

Carmel Derdaele 
Tournament Director 
Corel Junior Nationals 

l __ 
it1 55i2 M·'h' 

~ 
C:·M i ' 

3111 STEELES AVENUE WEST, DOWNSVIEW, ONTARIO M3J 3H2 TEL: (416] 665-9777 FAX: (416} 665-9017 

!j 
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rs RED DEER COLLEGE 

:'") 

March 17, 1995 

Mr. Harold Jeske 
Department of Recreation & Culture 
CITY OF RED DEER 
P.O. Box 5008 
RED DEER, Alberta 
T4N 3T4 

Dear Harold: 

It was good to discuss with you, the proposal of covering the Recreation 
Centre tennis courts. 

On behalf of the Department of Physical Education at Red Deer College, I 
wish to extend our strong support for such an initiative. Such a facility 

~ would allow us to extend our season for our physical activity tennis classes 
"
3 ~ the fall as well as potentially allowing us to offer a class through the 

winter and spring. 

I would also be very vvilling to serve on any committee involved in this 
initiative if you feel College representation would be beneficial. 

Thank you for your W'Ork on this project. 

Sincerely, 

J:j,,_J 
Gord Inglis 
Chairperson, Departrnent of 

Physical Education 
342-3242 

GI/dmm 
) <C.lncJia94-9~1'hy>o:iol Ll"'.Mion> 

_,; . 
• .. r •..• 
': .. :( 
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RED DEER PUBLIC SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 104 
4747 • 53 Street Phone (403)343-1405 

Fax (403)347-8190 

BOARD OF TRUSTEES 

L.D. HARRIS 

Chairman 

LE. GOODARD 
D.L. HARDY 

8.1. HOPFNER 

DA.NESS 

D.R. PICKERING 

G.A. STEWART 

RED DEER. ALBERTA 
T4N 2E6 

June: 8, 1995 

To Whom It May Concern 

Re: Year-Round Tennis Facilities 

Please be advised that the schools in the Red Deer Public School District 
would be interested in having an opportunity to access tennis courts on a year­
round basis. With the addition of a second senior high school and the relocation of 
grade nine students to the senior high schools, it is anticipated that senior high 
physical education programers would welcome the addition of this alternative in 
developing their scheduling. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

DAB:lw 

Yours truly, 

D. A. Blacker 
Superintendent of Schools 

i I 



June 2, 1995 

Recreation, Parks and Culture Board 
City of Red Deer 
Box5008 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 3T4 

Dear Board Members: 

ADMINISTRATION OFFICES: 
3827 • 39 STREET, 

RED DEER, ALBERTA 
T4N O'f6 

PHONE: (403) 343-10!)5 FAX: 347-6410 

A recent proposa,I to bring indoor tennis to Red Deer, in the form of a "bubble" placed over 
some of the present 12 courts at the Recreation Centre, sounds extremely promising for 
experienced tennis players, juniors, school students, and the ~Jenera! public alike. Our city 
may be the only one in the province with 12 courts at the one~ site. The addition of indoor 
tennis, at no extra expense to local taxpayers, would truly b1:mefit E~veryone in th13 city. 

Traditionally, students from our schools have utilized the Recreation Centre tennis facility 
during the month of .. lune. Indoor tennis, available for 12 months a year, would not only 
provide flexibility in scheduling for our schools, but would no doubt increase the interest in 
tennis as a more readily available - and perhaps expandE!d - unit within the Physical 
Education and activity program. Any increase in exposure~ for our students to such a 
worthwhile activity is welcomed by our school board and by our staff. · 

The present proposal, if accepted by the Recreation, Parks and Culture Board for 
recommendation to City Council,. will provide further indication of this city's pro~1ressive 
thinking, and it will have the wholehearted support of our schools. In mid-winter, an activity 
such as indoor temnis, centered at a distance from the traditional school gymnasium, would 
provide a variety of experience for students that would be both educ•ational and enjoyable. 

Our understanding is that :f ennis Canada1-if Red Deerwere1 tci have ;3n indoor tennis back­
up, would consider bringing the National Junior Championships to the city. The very 
presence of indoor tennis in Red Deer would certainly provid13 some economic advantage 
as an alternative attraction; but the Junior Nationals would brin!~ with them an added 
economic lift to our city, which is rapidly attracting national and international events, all of 
which add substantially to Red Deer's economic welfare. 

. .. /2 

RED DEER CATHOLIC BOARD OF EDUCATION, P.O. BOX 5016, l=tEC> DEER, ALBERTA T4N 6REi 



Recreation, Parks and 
Culture Board 
June 2, 1995 

Page 15 

-2-

Finally, any encouragHment by the Recreation, Parks and Culture Board and the City of 
Red Deer for our youth to participate more actively in healthy physical activities - and tennis 
year round surely qualifies as one - speaks well of our civic rE~sponsibillity towards all of our 
citizens - among them our children and youth. 

Our board hopes that the Recreation, Parks and Culture Board will approve of the present 
proposal, which envisions indoor tennis as a permanent, year-round feature at the 
Recreation Centre. 

-----

JD/la I 
r 
i 

I 
I 
! 
; 



June 5, 1995 

Red Deer Tennis Club 
P.O. Box 27108 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 6X8 

To whom it may coricem; 

It has come to my attention your club Is In the process of raisiing funds ·to build an enclosure 
for 'Che (4) tennis courts located East of the Red Deer Lodge. Red Deer ha.s been host to major 
winter events such as Skate Canada, Labatt Brier and World Junior Hockey. A facility enabling 
Provincial or Nation.al T ennls T oumaments would assist in brlnginc3 addition.al tourism revenue to 
the city In the summer months. 

The Red Deer Lodge would serve as the Ideal location to provide choice accommodation, meleting 
and banquet facitlit;Jes for teams & personnel attending these ~vents. 

I would like to take ·t;his opportunity to offer my support on the hot~l's 1'ehalf and to encourage 
your clu1' to maintain the: drive to attain your goal. 

Sincere regards, 
RED DEER LODGE 

~~ 
A.J. McGilvray 
Gener.al Manager 

4311 • 49TH AVENUE. RED DEER. ALBERTA T4N 5Y7 (403) 346-8841 FAX (403) 341·3220 
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~.RED DEER"S ·OJUG:IJNAJL. Bl'SIXESS DISTRICT • 
. 

• .,TOWNE CS'-i"TRE ASSOCIATION • B3, 4901 • 48 ST. • RED DEER, ALTA • T4N 6M4 • (403) 340-TOWN (8696) • FAX (403) 340-8699 • 

) 
June 6th, 1995 
vel.ma Smith 
Pres.Red Deer Tennis Club 
c/c: Chairman 
parks & Recreation Board 

RE: Private sector proposal for Tennis Courts 

Dear Ms.Smith, 

The Association is very enthusiastic about the potential to 
cover the downtown courts as proposed by the Calgary 
Developer. 

It is our view that this type of upgrade and its potential 
benefits to recreation in the downtown, outweigh the 
concerns of adjacent condominium owners. Recreation Center 
Park is the only activity venue in the core area and 
development around it must recognize the benefits and ·the 
drawbacks of investing near it. 

Not too long ago, the entire Westerner Fair was located in 
this area, and the community seemed to deal with that kind 
of activity quite well. 

our greatest concern is that downtown could lose, once 
again, a significant opportunity that is very appropriate to 
the downtown core. We believe there are many details to be 
worked out on the proposal, however, we would prefer 
generating I a dozen reasons why this could and should 
happen downtown, as compared to a dozen reasons why it 
cannot. 

we support your club in your endeavor to see this 
development occur. 

Sincerely yours,. 
Towne Centre Association 

.if/7/r 
/l{i~r~ 

JoVn P.Ferguson,. General Manager. 



4913 -50 Avenue Red Deer, AB T4N 4A6 PH: (403) 347-1000 FAX: (403) 341-4585 

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN 

Please let it be known that, I JIM DeZUTTER support the idea 
of an indoor tennis structure at the Recreation Tennis Complex. 
I feel that this type of project would enhance downtown and would 
be of gre~3J value to our Red Deer community. 

d~eto,_.~ 
j7jim Deza;;~ 

dared Jurne 8, 1995 
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June 9, 1995 

Red Deer Tennis Club 
c/o Rob Gravc!lls 
91 Roberts Cres 
Red Deer, AB 
T4P 3K8 

Dear Rob, 

I offer this letter as my support of the proposed Tennis Bubble. Anyone 
willing to help sports in our community at their expense deserves our 
support as it is not easy to find such committment. I believe that this 
addition to such a facility \Vould make the extension of the tennis season 
very exciting and would potentially provide a facility for many other 
indoor activities. 

Such a facility would not, in my opinion be an eyesore~ to the community 
as they are modern and attractive. I suggest that such a facility would 
enhance our modern outlook on the future of sport in our city. We must 
keep the BIG PICTURE in mind. I continue my support! 

Page19 
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Red De~r Indoor Tennis Club 
Business Plan 

SUMMARY 

Page 2of6 

Foothills Indoor Tennis Ltd. is interested in acquiring a lease in Red Deer Alberta to 
construct a four (4) court indoor tennis club, on· city owned land. 

Foothills Indoor Tennis Ltd. is currently planning an expansion from a four ( 4) court to 
an eight (8) court indoor tennis facility in Calgary. 

In research of the opportunity, Ross Keenan has spoken on several occasions with Claude 
Lebretton of Red Dieer. 

Also, during the time Ross Keenan has owned Foothills hldoor Tennis Ltd. many tennis 
enthusiasts have travelled to Calgary to play tennis during the winter season. 

During my conversations with Claude Lebretton I became incrieasingly convinced that 
Red Deer can support a four ( 4) court indoor tennis facility operating year round .. 

CONSTRUCTION BUDGET 

4 court air support 
Court surface repairs 
Utility connections/permits 
Working capital 
Club house 1mprovements 
Total 

THE CORPORATION 

$350,000 
20,000 
25,000 
33,000 
10,000 

$438,000 

Foothills Indoor Tennis Ltd. was incorporated on December 2, 1977 by a group of 
shareholders in Calgary, Alberta. 

On February 25, 1993, Ross Keenan purchased 67% of the then outstanding shares to 
become majority shareholder. 

On August 19, 1993 Ross Keenan became the sole shareholder of Foothills when the 
outstanding shares were redeemed to Foothills Indoor T1emlis Ltd .. 

Ross Keenan has a strong background and experience in the areas of management and 
sports. In addition to his W.H.A., amateur hockey, and business management experience, 
Mr. Keenan is cunently the Secretary and a member of the Board of Directors of Tennis 
Alberta. 
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Red Deer Indoor Tennis Club 
Business Plan 

TENNIS STRUCTURE 

Four Court Air Support Structure 

Size: 
Square Feet: 
Lights: 

Furnace: 
Inflation Fan: 
Back-up 

190" x 118' x 36' 
22,420 
28 Metal Halide or HPS 
208 Volt 3 prong power source 
2.8 Million BTU (maximum) 
10 Horsepower (maximum) 
Diesel generator 

Page 3of6 

When completed, the club wiH be responsible to maintain the clubhouse, the air dome, 
courts, and mechanical I electrical equipment. 

STAFF 

2 Full Time, 2 Part: Time, 1 Tennis Instructor. 

We would be responsible to hire and remunerate staff on a ye:ar round basis as noted 
above. The hours of operation would be 8 AM to 10 PM daily. The club would be 
closed Christmas Day, New Year's Day, and Easter. 

The staff would be responsible to keep the club functioning on a daily basis including 
court bookings, lesson bookings, and lounge and pro shop functioning. 

FACILITIES 

We would utilize the clubhouse to include a lounge (licensed) where a complete variety 
of beverages, fruit, and snack foods would be available. We would also sell beer, if a 
license were 1to be approved by ALCB. 

The pro shop would also be ·set up in the clubhouse area and would deal only with tennis 
equipment and accessories. \Ve would sell top brand name equipment at reasonable retail 
pnces. 
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Red Deer Indoor Tennis Club 
Business Plan 

FEE STRUCTURE 

Members 

N on-I'v1embers 

Annual Membership $175 .. 00 
Sept. 16 - May 15 12 .. 00 per hour 
May 16 - Sept. 14 4 .. 00 per ho_ur 

Sept. 15 - May 15 
May 16 - Sept. 14 

18 .. 00 per hour 
8. 00 per hour 

Page 4of6 

Note: The hourly court fee is divided between the number of persons playing (i.e. 
singles, doubles). 

LESSON PROGRAMS 

We would lilke to provide a full lesson program for ~:veiyone from age 6-12 tennis 
buddies, age 13-18 junior program, and a full range of adult lessons which are determined 
by an individual's ability. The price range per program would be from $55.00 to $95.00, 
and would be provided within an established schedule. 

COMMON USE POLICY 

It is my intention to increase participation at the club by allO\ving the general public to 
book court times by following an established booking procedure (50% public use). 

LEASE 

Based on the financial investment that is required, I would like to have a long term lease 
of 25 years. 

The lease arrangements would have to be negotiated to meet approval of all involved. 
The lease catl be negotiated in two ways which can be discussed at the appropriate time. 

The commencement date of the club, and the construction start date can also he discussed 
and agreed upon during our negotiations, and would be subject to the terms of the lease 
agreement. 
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Red Deer Indoor Tennis Club 
Busines-s Plan 

CLUB PHILOSOPHY 

Page 5of6 

The plan is to provide an upbeat friendly atmosphere whe:re people can have fun playing 
a lifelong sport. The club will be available to anyone ·who wishes to take lessons or play 
tennis on a regular, or occasional basis. 

FEATURES OF THE CLUB 

When we reach agreement and complete construction of the Red Deer Indoor Tennis 
Club, we will implement the following programs for all tennis enthusiasts in the Red 
Deer area. 

Round Robin~: 

These are held every Sunday night from 6:30 ·· 8:30 pm and host 16 players who 
play against each other on a rotational basis for two hours .. 

Cost: Members - $8.75, Non-Members - $12.75 

Saturdav Night Family Tennis Night: 

Each Saturday night this program is held from 6:30 - 8:30 pm. Followimg tennis, 
pizza is served in the lounge for all participants. 

Cost: Family of 4 - $20.00, each additional person - $3.00 

I hope that other ideas can be provided by the community to assist us in developing a user 
friendly tennis facility. 

MULTI USE FACILITY 

The club will work hard with other sports in the community to assist them in using the 
tennis club to mec::t their needs. Examples would be indoor soc1;er, basketball, volleyball 
and other potential clients. 
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Red Deer Indoor Tennis Club 
Business Plan 

RED DEER TENNIS CLUB 

Page 6 aif 6 

The current tennis club has expressed support for the idea of an indoor tennis facility. It 
is my intention to insure that we have a strong working relationship and make:: sure that 
the club benefits from an indoor facility. 

An example is that tournaments can be held year round that \Vill provide an economic 
benefit to the City and the club without concerns of weather. 

GENERAL 

It is my intention to build a successful business in this community by becoming a good 
corporate citizen :md assist wherever possible in fundlra[sing or other corporate events 
that we can possibly host. 
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3RD A .mi PLOORS 
ROYAL BANK BUD.DINO 
4943 • $Olli STREET 
RED DEER. ALBERTA 
T.cN tYt 
TELEPHONE ( 403) 346-5591 
FAX (403) 346-5S99 

IN REPLY REFER TO: DARRELL R. MOORE 
OUR FILE NO: 

April 27, 1995 

J. MAa>ONAll> JOHNSTON, O.C~ 
DAVID M. MANNtNG, o.c• 
JAMES B. MlTCHl!U. B.A. lJ..B. 
GORDON E. OECX. B. COMM.. U .. B. 
OilUSJ'OPHER A. RICKARDS. 8.A.. lJ..B. 

City of Red Deer Parks and Recreation Board 

Dear Sirs: 

JAMES T. MAH MINCJ, Q.C 
KEml R. v.MB, 8.A., l.l..B. 
DAIUlELL R. MOORE. lJ..B. 
JENNIFER A. CAMPBEU. B.A. u..a. 
SHERYL E. TAYLOR. B.A. lJ..B." 

Please be advised that the writer is the solicitor for 569979 )uberta Ltd. who purchased an 
apartment building located at 4405 .. 48 Avenue on October 1., 1993. This building is known as 
Paddington Place and is directly North of the tennis courts that are subject of the meeting being 
held April 27, 1995 to discuss the enclosing of those same ten.nis. courts.. The building presently 
contains 21 condominium units. My client owns 11 of these u:nits. The proposal to be discussed 
at the meeting would be to enclose the tennis courts with a covered dome. 

My client takes the position that this proposal must be absolutc~ly and unconditionally rejected for 
the following reasons: 

A. A projec:t such as this should not be built in a residential ~1rea, in particular in a residential 
area that has already been developed and contains existing; residences, the owners of which 
were unaware that such a complex could be added as a nc~ighbour. · 

B. The structure would not be aesthetically pleasing and would no doubt be an eye··sore. 

C. The structure would obstruct the view of my clients' condominiums along with the views of 
owners who have purchased condominiums from my client. 

D. It is the understanding of my client that the proposed te:nant intends to serve alcohol which 
could lead to no end of problems. 

E. My client further understands that the proposed tenan1l in.tends to pursue a restaurant and 
hold roc:k concerts which would lead to noise, traffic and numerous other proble:ms. 

F. This project would greatly increase the noise level that the neighbouring condominiums· 
would be subject to. 

G. My client advises that similar projects in other cities are not located in residential areas. 
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In the ~::vent that the project is allowed to proc:eed and it at some point becomes 
unsuccessful, the City will be forced to take it over and the: tax payers of the City of Red 
Deer will be stuck with costly maintenance and administrative costs for years to come. 

I. The area of the proposed development is presently 2:oned Pl. The general purpose of that 
district iis to provide land for parks and recreation a.reas for the use and enJoyment of the 
public: at large. The proposal would be to tum the development along with complete 
control over to private interests which would cater to a select few rather than the public 
at large. 

My clients' position is that if such a project is to be considered it should be located itn a commercial 
area or at the ·Westerner Grounds or the Red Deer College Grounds or in some other more 
suitable :area. 

After my client purchased this building they began upigrading the units and selling them as 
condominiums. 

At this point approximately half of the building has been sold and my client is attempting to sell the 
remaining 11 condominium units. 

It is my· clients' position that the proposed project if allowed to proceed will adversely affect 
condominium sales resulting in substantial damages being suffered by my client who will be looking 
to the appropriate parties for reimbursement. 

Yours truly, 

JOHNSTON MING 

Darrelil R. Moore 

~rm 
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Muriel Dahlman 
Box 518 
Blackfalds, Alberta 
TOM OJO 

April 20, 19195 

Mayor Gail Surkan 
The City of Red Deer 
Box 5008 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 3T4 

Re: PropdsedL dome rn. tennis courts 

Dear Mayor Surkan: 

An article appeared in the Red Deer Advocate on April 12th, 1995, 
stating that a Mr. Ross Keenan of Calgary, proposed a plan to put 
a dome over the four south Rotary Recreation Park tennis courts. 
The idea in theory has merit, but the location is totally 
unacceptab l e1 • 

am a Condominium owner in Paddingtc>n Place, which is located 
within a few feet of the proposed dome. I am adamantly opposed to 
t he s t r 1J c tu r e be i n g p 1 aced i n th i s 1 o <=at i on f or t he f o l l ow i n g 
rea.sons. 

NOISE: The activities planned in this dome, such as soccer and 
baseball competitions. as well as, "rock concerts and all types of 
things," contravene the noise bylaw. There are twenty-one fa~ilies 
in Paddington Place who would be denied "peaceful enjoyment" of 
their homes. Four people in Paddington Plac:e work night shift, 
which means they would not have the opportunity to sleep during the 
day while these activities were taking place. Also, while a rock 
concert was taking place the whole neighbourhood would be denied 
sleep, including-the· seni·ors ·in the new-complex. 

LIQUOR QIUTLET: The immediate area now ha.s lii:;tuor available in the 
Red Deer Lodge, the Curling Club, as well as sales in the Port 0 
Cal l Sh<'PP i ng Centre, which seems to adequate 1 y serve the area. 
Now, Mr. Ke•enan wants a 1 icense to s;erve beer in the existing 
lounge and possibly later on in the dlome, while gamE:ts are in 
progress. The proposed restaurant will probably also want a liquor 
license. Serving liquor where school kids come in by the bus load 
and where f;smi 1 ies come to enjoy some r1ecreational time1, totally '-
does away with the original concept of Rotary Park. 
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INCREASED TRAFFIC AND PARKING: This iss'Ue was :not addressed in the 
newspaper article. When the farmer's market is on or there are 
other activities around the curling rink, there is a definite 
increase in traffic on 48th Avenue as well as in the back alley. 
Parking at this time is almost impossible to find. To have this 
situation on a regular basis would definitely create problems. 

ZONING !2YLA\.I~ Does the existing zoning bylaw comply with the 
proposed use of this land? 

VANDALISM: Recently 48th Avenue was treated to the talent's of 
spray can a.irtists. How would four l13tter words and skulls be 
removed er concealed on a plastic surface? 

DISCOLOURING:· Plastic discolours with age, it takes on a yellowish 
tinge. How frequently would the skin be replaced and at whose 
expense? 

RUN OFF: How wil 1 rain and snow run o"ff be handled on the north 
side of the dome? The location of the dome wi 11 causll! snow to 
drift and pile up on the north side of the dome, which is the alley 
and the only access to Paddington Place parking area. 

DEVALUE PROPERTY: A realtor has stated th;a.t if this dome is 
a 1 1 owed to be constructed in the prop<Js1aid area, the condominium 
owners will not be able to give their property away, let alone ever 
hope to sell. Paddington Place became a condominium on Hay 1st, 
1994 and there are twenty-one mortgages, which we as owners, can 
not just walk away from. I am sure Mr. Keenan does not realize the 
implications of this proposal. 

The concept of year round sports rates merit, but would not an area 
in the Westerner Grounds, back of the College, away from the 
residential a.rea or in the Blindman Industrial Park 1make more 
sense? 

The people who will be impacted most by this development are a 
small segment of·-the Red Deer·populaticm 1, but we are the1 ones who 
will bear the brunt of this venture, both financially and 
emotionally. I beg of you, please give this matter very careful 
consideration and deny Mr. Keenan access to the Rotary Recreation 
Park. 

Yours truly . 

,.,.. .. .(' . / /. ./ ./ 
-· ,~ ,, /, ,y ,u1.~·. ~ ./:•,~h'<J 1·--· ....... , .... ,._.., 
Muriel Dahlman 

t~ u 



Apri 1 25, 1995 

J B W'ill is 
104 4405 ·· 48 Ave 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 3S4 

City of R~~d Deer 
Recreation Parks and Culture Dept 
Red Deer Alberta 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

re: proposed development for~tennis court area 

I would like to oppose the doming of the south tennis court for the 
following reasons. 

Turning this park area into an industrial/business area will have 
a negative effect on the neighbourhood. 

Firstly it will be an eyesore, and it will block light and the 
view for many of our home owners. 

It will create such a noise that it will be intolerable for everyone 
in the building; in particular ro~k concerts and sports events. 

We already have several lounges and discos accross the street that 
affect residents on the West side. These lounges and discos produce 
pedestria[i tra1ffic in the surrmer past our building into the park area, 
these persons are intoxicated, we can hear every wortf they say as 
they pass by. 

The rec centre~ held a gathering last summer where there was music 
involved, everyone in our building heard it, as the sound carries 
right to the building and in a three story structure the sound is even 
louderr higher up. It was though it was being conducted in our parking 
area. 

Bringing more people into the area will increase vandalism which is 
a current issue before the Board of Di rectors and we are attemptin~J 
to deal with it presently. We b~veehad several incidents of damage 
being done t~rvehicles in our parking lot, one just recently. 

Parking will be a problem, on Saturday mornings Farmers Market customers 
overflow on to 48 Avenue. Garbage .wi 11 be a prc1blem lin this park. 

We have twenty one home owners in our bui ldin~J, most of them are 
professional working people, no different than people living in single 
family bomes. I doubt the City would consider puttin~J a facility 
of this k:ind in the middle or next to their housililg development. We 
wish to be treated with the same consideration. 

Yours truly, 

'-~m(k_) 
B WILLIS 

0 ' . 
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. et;A~f:i':ro~:· AJ .. &7c.H.eioR 

Ms. Geri Christman (341-5969) 
#306 4405 48th Ave. 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 384 
April 24, 1995 

Ms. Gail Surkan 
Mayor 
City of Red Deer 
Box 5008 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4R 1A4 

Dear Madame: 

Be: Proposed Development of Tennis Dome 

I am a resident of Paddington Place. I own a condominium on the third 
floor facing South.. A tennis dome has been proposed which would cover 
the four tennis co1urts on the south side of my building. That development 
would affect me directly and profoundly. I want you to know I strongly 
oppose this development and why. 

I have lived in my condominium for a year. There are some disadvantages 
to living where I'm at (i.e. noise when Cadillac Jlack's patrons leave at 3:00 
a.m. plus numerous incidents of theft and vandalism) but there is the 
beautiful view. F1rom my balcony on the third floior I can see open spaces 
and trees wherevE~r I look. That's why I bought the place. I am now faced 
with the prospect of losing that view completely. Instead of what I now 
see, my view would consist of plastic: plastic to the right, plastic to the 
left, plastic straight ahead. This huge eyesore would be all I would see. 

I would move, of course, but who would buy a place with a view likE~ that? 
I would never be able_ to selLthe place. for what I paid fior it. It would be 
different had I moved into a developing area whore1 I was not assured of a 
view because of the possibility of future developments. That wasn't the 
case here. II moved into a fully devloped residential area facing tennis 
courts. I did not have the slightest idea that anything like this was 
planned or even possible. Had I known I would never have purchased my 



... ,· 

condominium. 

I have just read two letters to the editor in Saturday's paper, one from " . 
an avid tennis player of many years" and one from "an avid tennis 
enthusiast who is always disgruntled by the fact that [he] cannot enjoy 
the game year-round." As you would guess, both of these people strongly 
support the project, with the "avid tennis enthusiast" attacking the 
recreation board for its position against the development. I can 
understand why these people would support this thing. They get something 
they didn't have before; another recreational opportunity for the winter 
months. However, after they enjoy a game, they wo1n't have to look at the 
thing. They can gel to their homes (likely homes with a view since Red 
Deer is a very sceinic city) and forget about it. I won't be able to. It's not 
a matter of a lost or gained recreational opportunity for me - it dirnctly 
affects my quality of life and the value of my prnperty. It will mean I 
won't want to be in my home but I won't be able to get rid of it because no 
one else will want it either. 

Finally, there is the suggestion that if this bubblE~ is not built over the 
tennis courts, then it can't be built. In most other cities these things are 
not placed in residential areas. Because they are iunattractive and very e 
large they are built in industrial areas or on the outskirts. There nre~ 

plenty of alternativ~~ sites in Red Deer. There is no need to build It iin the 
center of a very sc::enic residential area. 

I invite you to walk through the area. Look at the area ccwered by the 
courts. Then, to get an idea of how tall the structure would be look at th~ 
3-storey building just North of the courts (Paddington Place). It would be 
approximately as tall as that building. Try to picture the bubble there. 
Do you honestly think something like that belong~> there? 

I hope you consider my letter and I also hope I will have your support at 
the public hearing on April 27th at the Recreation Centre. 

Yours sincerely, 
. -;t ·--7 ·7 \ ___ .. · .· L-
/. -----·· f ,1 ·' ,. 

/ / 
/ 

// Geri Christman '--· 



CIT'{ RECREA.TiON A.ND CUL'TUR.5 BOARD 
ATIN: DON 8ATC!-:ELOR 

DEAR SiR: 

~E: PROPOSED INDOOR TENNIS FACiL TY. 

(i 

AFTER TALi\lNG T(;:) OTHER RESIDENTS iN THE NEIGHBOl~HiOOD 'NE WOULD Lii'\E TO TA!<c 
THIS OPPORTUNITY TO EXPRESS OUR OPINION ON THIS Pl~OPOSED FA.C!L TY. 
WE ARE OPPOSED TO THIS DcVELOPMENT FOR REASONS AS OUTLINED BELOW: 

# 1 PARKING AMD TRAFFIC: 
PARKING FACll TiES ARE AT MAXiMUM USA.GE WiTH THE P!~ESENT FACILTiES: 

RECREATION CENTER POOL 
TEN!-4!S COURTS 
HER!l.AGE SGUARE AND F'!CNIC .AREA 
RED DEER MUSEUM 
GOLC'EN CiRCLE 
LAWN BOWLING AND HORSE SHOES 
SPEED SK~·TlNG OVAL 
A.REHA. 
CURUNG CLUB 
FARMERS MARKET 

#2 UTILlZAT!CM: 
'l'·ffi'. CUEST1()N Tr-;!: UTILIZATION OF A COVERED WINTER FACILITY, WHEN THE Y.M.C.A. VVAS 
u;~_::J3LE TO M.AINTAIN THEIR MEMBERSHIP TO KEEP IT VIA!8Li:. 

#3 V!A.8!L TY: 
WE A.RE CCiNCEF<~NED THAT IF THIS FAC!L Tr IS BUILT AND IS NOT VIABLE, THEN THE 
ORGiNAL AC!REEMENT MADE TO ITS USAGE, THE COUNSEL WILL BE APPROACHED TC 
MODIFY THE AGREEMENT WITH NO REGARDS TO THE RESlDl:NTS OF THIS .AREA. 

IT HAS TAf'i:EN MANY YEARS TO ?LAN AND OEVELC)PE: THIS BEAUTIFUL P;:l..RK AND 
RECREATIOH AREA WHICH !S AT MAXIMUM DEVELOPMENT' m;w. 

IN CLOSING iT SEEMS A. SH.A.ME TO SPOiL THE BEAUTY O!= THIS P.ARK AND RECREATION 
AREA WiiH i"HE Pl~OPOSED COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT. 

THANi'\ YOU FOR YOUR CONS:DERATION. 

\/ELD~01T 45015 4JA, AVE. RED DEER, A.B. T4N 3R3. PH. 346 3093 

4~J/.(}~ 
CAROL BETI'ENSON 4502 47A, AVE RED DEER, AB. T4N 3R.:3. 

07.A...TT.~~ 
~~~;;;·/~ .. · 

f ··r· 11i ,wtl 
/ //v-



J Bar-bar- a l1J 1 J 1 i ~; 

104 p 440~5 ··- 4d t'.iV\-? 

Ped lJeE~r-, H.I. bel" t: a 
T4N ::3S4 
Home 347 /:::i,:'/~ ... : 
Wol"k 347 :2.:'..i•I 

City Cle·(·k 
City of 1;;::ed Dee:r, {11 bE?l" t .:1 

Attn: Couni:1:t M1embers 

THE CITY OF RED DEElt 
CLERK'S OE:i?l\R'F 1A!;N I 

re: Tennis Uome proposal for Rotal"y Recl"eat1on Park 

I with to expr-ess my concer-n r-egarding placing a covering on the 
t €;?n n i ~; C OU 'ir i.; So. 

At the pul~).l.1c meE?ting ot April 27~ Don BachE?lor· 
9atherin\~l t:f?nnis only was to be helcl in tiht-::.• dome?. 
of June :23, it was recommended it be a multi sport 

in tor-mE?1j the 
At t ht~ mPE'G i nq 
·t :-:::.::. i 1 it y. 

In th1-? 1;;::f2d OE~er· Indi:::1or· TE!nn1s businE~ss plan d'(i:i'..Jn up by F.:i::n~.;s ~::.f.~enan 

and in l>on l::L;'lchelor·s memo to the t-::ec Board cd "2ipr1l 4 1t 1s to tJe 

used as ,;:.. cn1.1.i ti pt.Ji'pC•';:.c;· t::1c il 1ty wh1•:h wc•ul.d includ1·? tuncj r·.0:11·:;1n9 
E~vents, put:J I. 1c me1-2t: ings, co·rporate E::!VE:'nts <:tn(j any either· pote?nt ial 
c 1 ients. 

It appeays ther-e is much more to this than a sports facility; and 
its many other uses have not been made pub11c. 

In our· coriVE•rs,:,d;ion wit111 f"'.oss Keenan on .. 1ur1E~ 1:::;, he tcild us no 
gener-ator would be in use and the structure would not be heated. 
What is the tact? 

At the Rec board meeting of June 23, a motion was passed that a 
metal structure be placed on the South court. In our conversation 
with Ross Keenan on June 13, he told us it ~ould have aluminum ribs 
with firm plastic removable panels. What is the fact? 

City Council has more to consider- here tha~ it the cour-ts were in 
a different location, nowhere in Canada nas a tac1l1ty like this 
been plac~ so close to whel"e people live. 

Our group has had little opportunity to voice our concern. 

'/:Jnd,:~:! :i.::,n in the are::a 1,.,,1i:tl 
and he r (:?-it.di 1 y 
l"egul a·r· t:i.'\'::.1 ·:;; 

S\·?c ur it y q1..1 .. ::<r- cl 

admit!; tl·H~ 

he intoi"mec:I 
on cJuty. 

increase, we have talked to Ross Keenan 
pl"ojei::t in CaJl 9ar"y' is vancjaJ 1:z.f~cJ on a 
us they manage to get by even with a 



r-·~eii·::.c: wj .. ll be <::i pYob1em, as;<::\ multi spc1r"I; ti:ic1.lity, w1 ~:~ may tiE· 

!:;ub.}f?ct to ·n:\:? USt? cd f 1:ighorns, wl1i.stlt:·:; 1, b 1:2ll<:;, t)uz;u2i··s, ~.;cor .. 0? 

cal 1 ing syst0~ms and 1ge1nei.-i:':\l Cl"01..Jd noi~se. Hs a mul t 1 pul"pi:::ise 
f;::1c il ity •,,h? 1n.::i.y tH? ·::;ut;.j1"?1.::t to musical E~VE?nt:s, 1(·? t:iands, i::oni::er"t~;, 

auctions <·::trHJ t11e 11:H.-'?. 

L:i.q1.1o:::i·I" ·::::.,D.J, :::1r1u p,;-d::1c• pH .. tJ.L!3 c;;.t the:~ clut:ihou~se ;;:n·e a concer·n tot· 
th;;,? •,.,1hol (;~ 1 ·1i::~ I ghbout· hood. 

It is st i l l c:1n 
stl"uctul"es like 
business .;;11 c·e:·1s. 

:inc1u~:;tr i:::1.l ~;tylP 

th is in Cal gal"y 
t:1u:1.lcl1nu :in 

and Edmonto11 
io1 pc:1·r·k. 

It will ce~·r"t<:d.nly c::ncJ.0~:;1:" u-,:., in plastic,. 
East sides with its height of 42', highel' 
t he.1 add it i 1:1n o t a tunnel to the c J. uti housi:?. 

Would you like it on the lot next to you·~ 

Vot!l"s trul/, 

B Willis 

on both 
thc~ll OU!" 

tr1e bouth 
builc11ng, 

and 
anc1 



569979 ALBERTA LTD. 

P.O. BOX 518 
BLACKFALDS, ALBERTA TOMOJO 
PHONE I FAX (403) 885-4053 

July 7. 199!:> 

To the Mayor and Councillors: 

r 
~ cny Of HED Drr11 

.............. ___ .... , __ "'_.._ •• ~ . ....:~. 1 

repre~sent the company that bought the--,.,ui lding known as 
Paddington Place and converted it into condominiums in May of 1994. 
This is the building situated beside the south tennis courts in 
Rotary Recreation Park. 

Since putting the condominiums on the market our sales were 
averaging one unit per month, up until the time that the Realtors, 
who must comply with the Disclosure Act, began informing 
prospective buyers that a 3 or 4 story high sports bui !ding is 
proposed on the adjacent lot. Even though the current condo market 
is a.ctive in Red Deer. Paddington Place sales have virtually 
ceased. 

Paddington Place offers some of the most unique condominiums in Red 
Deer. complete with lofts, fireiplaces. ra.ise,d dens, etc .. but no 
one warts to invest in property situated n1:;xt door to a sports 
complex and it's associated downside. 

It makes me very angry that supposedly informed people can appear 
at putlic meetings a.nd through the news media and st<3.te that a 
sports dome~ in Rotary Park wi 11 not effect the neighbourhood's 
residents or properties. It is a shame these people can not be 
held responsible for the consequences of their irresponsible 
statements. Where are these "knowledgable" people when I am unable 
to sleep at 3:00 and 4:00 o'clock in the morning, trying to devise 
a marketing plan to cope with the adverse effects the, as yet only 
proposed dome, has already created. 

At the outset of this proposal, we understood through the news 
media, that area residents would be contacted and asked for input 
and opinions. To date neither the Developer, the Tennis 
Association nor the Recreation Board have written one letter, made 
any phone cal 1 s or knocked on any doc rs of home owner' s in the 
surrounding area. The only people shown this courtesy are those 
who have nothing to lose, such as the Tenn:Ls Club, the College, 
schools and downtown businesses. 

The Recreation Board, at the May 9th meeting, informed Mr. Keenan 
they did not approve of the tennis dome on the south courts and 
advised him to seek another location. 



569979 ALBERTA LTD. 

P.O. BOX 518 
BLACKFALDS, ALBERTA TOM OJO 
PHONE I FAX (403) 885-4053 

Page #2 

The next meeting was June 13th and a notice was taped to the front 
door of Paddington Place, showing the time and location. This was 
the one and only notice delivered, as we later discovered, and that 
is why not one person from the area other than Paddington Place 
owners attended the meeting. Other residents are also concerned 
and would have attended had they been notified. 

The new plan presented at this meeting was to locate the dome on 
the north tennis courts of Rotary Park. It is now known that this 
plan was hi3.phazardly put together without any research being 
conducted as to building regulations or where underground services 
are locclted .. 

A vote was held on June 13th to decide "if the tennis dome should 
be locat.ed on the south courts." . .:i. show of hands from the 
Recreation Board defeated the motion. Jsually a "NO" vote means 
no but not in this case. Ignoring the fact this location has 
already been voted down the south cour~s are again being considered 
for the location of the dome. 

Another issue which must be addressed is how is the noise bylaw 
going t:J be enforced? This venue is: no longer planned for just 
tennis. but also soccer, volley::ia.ll, public: meetings and wha.tever 
other activities can be accommodated. Bear in mind, this 
buildin~'s proposed location is in the midst of a residential area. 

569979 Alberta Ltd. put approximately $200,000.00 into the Red Deer 
economy during our past fiscal year. Today we are contacting Red 
De~r tradesmen, whom we have been employing, to inform them planned 
work is indefinitely halted. 

If the City of Red Deer approves locating the plastic building in 
Rotary Park, an undue hardship will be placed upon our company and 
it wil 1 be very difficult to remain a successful business. It does 
not make economic sense to gain one company and lose another. We 
can not relocate our business but Mr. Keenan can. 

Our company is in agreement with the construction of a sports dome 
but in a location where all concerned can benefit and both 
companies ca.n carry on business in a normal manner. With this 
thought in mind, we did some searching and present the following 
ideas. 



569979 ALBERTA LTD. 

P.O. BOX 518 
BLACKFALDS, ALBERTA TOM OJO 
PHONE I FAX (403) 885-4053 

Page 1*3 

Firstly: Securfund Penhold Corporation, the company that bought 
part of CFB Penhold, are very interested in having the dome locate 
on their site. <See attached "A"). 

of Securfund, he stated there 
time but they are willing to 

would welcome this opportunity 
their future plans to build a 

In my conversation with Dave Miller 
is only onei tennis court at this 
construct more courts. This firm 
with op1~n arms, as it compliments 
multi-purpose sports complex - or 

Secondly: There is the College location. 

Ross Keenan told me this site would be suitable if it was serviced. 
Red Deer is a progressive community. Let's hold a fund raiser and 
put in the services. THINK ABOUT IT! All the schools, the 
college, tennis club. Red Deer business community and surrounding 
rural communities, could take pride in helping to construct a year 
round sports building and in a location acceptable to everyone. 
Also. ,,,herE1 there i.s pride in an ac:;ompli,;hment there is less 
vandalism. 

If Winnipeg can do it 

Yours truly 

Muriel Dahlman 
Secretary/Treasurer 
569979 Alberta Ltd. 

1 att. "A" 

Red Deer certainly can. 



Securfund Penhold C~orporation 

May 8, 1995 

Monica Bast 
Chainnan, 
City of Red Deer 
Parks & Recreation Board 

Re: Proposed "Tennis Dome'' 

Dear Mrs. Bast: 

Our company (upon Treasury Board approval) is the successful bidder for the: 
residential and recreational facilities at CFB Penhold. 

The recreational facilities we have acquired are some of the best in the area. AJso 
we currently have plans to put in a ''Golf Dome11

• A "Tennis Dome" could easily be 
incorporated into this plan. The County of Red Deer is aware of our plans and seem to be 
in favor of it. r·~~~:;~~;:,;;:;~:~~~~~·~·:~;~~;:;~;~; 

i ~.~ :1i1i1ti'~~·- """'i'~'i.!J'.:~~ f; ' 
' ~I l(·~~ I t' 1 

: ;~ ~~ \i -:~'. ·~ 

With these additions, the Pe~hol , il~ CornpJlex would be one of the best 
in all of A1bel1a and still only a fivnlor si. , ~; ;e from Red Deer . 

• ~ "" 1! ~: : I \· . · 1 ~ i. 

We had talked to Mr. Keen* ov~ ~nd he., in fact was to meet with us. 
He called once to change the time ~f. ~!but subsequently never showed lip 
for his meeti~~- . I r~membe~. this ~~!.,.,...;;;.,,_:,..;~~~y of the Public: Hearing to discuss. . 
the proposed Tenms Dome . c ....... ·-···-···-·--~··--··-···t 

We still ·have a.sincere interest in a ''Tennjs Dome 11 at our facility. lfwe had the 
al fad!if' · 

m e 
. ecurfund Penbold Corporation 

#5~ 0, 602 - 12th Avenue S.W 
Calgary, Alberta, Canada T'...R lJ3 
Telephone (403) 233.:.0308 
Fax (403) 233-0310 

i 

5804 - Gaetz Avenue 
Red Deer, Alberta, Canada T4N 4C2 

Tekphone (403) 342-7355 
Fax (403) 342-7389 



TO: THE"- MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 

Enclosed is a petition signed by approximately :BO% of the neighbourhood 

indicating a ne!gative response to the construction of a dome on the 

tennis courts East of the Red Deer Lodge 

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



. , 

To the Mavor and Citv Council of the Citv ofited Deer 
!----------~ - - - . ! ~------

We. the undersigned. strongly oppose any construction that would alter the park system in the 
downtown. Specifically, we oppose the proposed tennis structure in the area of the tennis courts 
1--------~·st of the Red Deer Lodge on 48 th Avenue. -------

We do not want there to be any change to the park structure as it now is in this area. 

., 

- -- ! 
1-------- ·~-'--------------! 

We believe the proposed site and building to be unsuitable for many reasons including, but not 
limited ·to, the following: 1. It will detract from the natural beauty of the park area. 

2. The traffic and noise will ~~uly increase in an already 
noisy and cong~:sted area. 

Thank-you for your support. 

C/~/j1~1~1A .. ~ru'-___ i ~L1~t=s~-1~Y"---_ _._...__~---~. 

~~~'.L.U.~~-~~-~,c.t?__---~~--~~~--..,__,_......._. 

1--44~~-/-...Ld...lo:;~;~~----t"l-I-'-~---""-'"~~~-
./ i :i111-: . .,,J...s -----'------"----~=-=---"--_._...__· 

f'\ • I 
1--JCt(l b C.."7 ~r:!:::..__.---~---~~--­, 

x 

I 



To the Mavor and Citv Council of the Citv of Red Deer 
1-------~ - - - --'-----

We, the undersigned .. strongly oppose any construction that would alter the park system in the 
downtown. Specifically, we oppose the proposed. tennis structure in the area of the tennis courts 

east of the Red Deer Lodge on 48 th Avenue. , ______ _ 
I 

We do not want there to be any change to the park structure as it now is in this area. 
I 

We believe the proposed site and building to be unsuitable for many reasons including, but not 

limited to, the following: I 1. It will detract from the natural beauty of the park arc~a. 
2. The traffic and noise will greatly increase in an already 

I noisy and conge __ :st_ed._ar_·_e_a. ______ --i 

, I 
·-~--------~ 

Thank-you for your support. 

Printed N rune Address 

r 



To the Mavor and Citv Council of the Citv of Red Deer ,________ - - ~ --'-----

We. the undersigned., strongly oppose any construction that would alter the park system in the 
downtown. Specifically, we oppose the proposed tennis structure in the area of the tennis courts 

1-------~.st of the Red Deer Lodge on 48 th Avenm_~-------
1 

We do not want there to be any change to the park structure as it now is in this area. 
I I 

-------
we believe the proposed site and building to be unsuitable for many reasons including, but not 

limited to, the following: I 1. It will detract from the natural beauty of the park area. 
/I I 2. The traffic and noise will gre.uly increase in an already 

I noisy and cong<::sted area. 
. I 

·~~----------! 
Thank-you for your support. 

Printed Name . __ _,_\ ____ A_ddr_e.s_s __ 

~=~.....::::i->.c...L.J,,...__,.--ie;ri .::.k_ \ 100 v~os: qa0 A uG 
I l .:>lg '1 q 'II\- 4 t-ft.... eve.. 



To the: Mayor and City Council of the Ci~ ofR.edl Deer, 
·--·····-· ·.---- --- ···-· ·-~·· ... ----·· , .•.. -·--·-, -····----------·-·--

·---·--·-·· .... -... ···-·---·-·-·-·-·-··--· .... -· ... -------·--·- ····~ ~- ............. _ ··-·-·· .. -·----·-· ............ . 
We. the undersign~_'! •.. st~2~~!i' .. ~P_Eose any con~truction that wouldl alter the park system in the 
~owntown. Specifically, we oppose the proposed tennis st~~~e ~n the are._~_.?.f..!~~.!-~~s courts 

east of the Red Deer Lodge on 48 th AvenuE~. ·-·---==---- I _~1..------· 
We do not want there to be any change to the park structure as it now is in this area. 

--·-·'-- .. -·•·····--- _\~---

We believe the pro osed site and buildin to be unsuitable for many reasons including, but not 
limited to, the following: -1.:_!t will detract from the natunu bean_!y of the park area. 

~--------- 2. The traffic and noise will greatly increase in an al~ad 
noisy and cm~:sted area. ---,-1------------1 

!--------·····-·· .. , ....... , ___ _..._ _________ _ 
. ___ TI.,....1_an_k_:~ fo!J.OUr supeort. 

Printed Name Address 
I 
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T o the Mayor and City Council of the City of_Recl Deer, 
i --~----· 

We. the undersigned., strongly oppose any construction that would alter the park system in the 
ly, we oppose the proposed tennis structure in the area of the tennis courts 

east of the Red Deer Lodge on 48 th Avenue. 
downtown. Specifical 

-------
1 

We do not wan t there to be any change to the park structure as it now is in this area_ 
1 

We believe the prop1 )Sed site and building to be unsuitable for many reasons including, but not 
llowing: l _ It will detract from the naturnl beauty of the park area. limited to, the fo 

2. The traffic and noise will greatly increase in an already 
noisy and conge:sted area. 

·~--+---------~'----- ·--1------------l 
Thank-you for your support. 

Printed N; atne 

. ~111\i ~10 ~~()_5(< \ 

. /\v i'J / s /( J-l Lu9 11-



To the Mavor and Citv Council of the Citv of Red Deer 
~ - ~ ~ ---'·----

We, the undersigned 
downtown. Specifica 

, strongly oppose any construction that would alter the park system in the 
lly, we oppose the proposed tennis structure in the area of the tennis courts 

east of the Red Deer Lodge on 48 th Avenue. 

Wedo not wan 

We believe the prop 
limited to, the fc 

Printed N 

Ir. ~~"'J )/l/J i._A·•//nJ 

·L~~- ~;,_.A Y 

. LA: lt •· A,, r;/,/ ~ 
• -~_,a_} ;_-"/#~ 
I 

-------

t therie to be any change to the park structure as it now is in this area. 

! 
osed site and building to be unsuitable for many reasons including, but not 
>llowing: 1. It will detract from the natural beauty of the park area. 

2. The traffic and noise will grea.tly increase in an already 

I noisy and cong(;:sted area. 
-~~I -----------1 

Thank-you for your support. 

I& 3N ~~;~,4b Im·-11-V ~b-~·-. -. --='--------! 
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THE CITY OF RED DEEB iRPC-5.454 

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

RECREATION, PARKS & CULTURE DEPARTMENT 
Phone: (403) 342-8159 Fax: (403) 347-4636 

May 11, 1995 

Foothills Indoor Tennis 
Attn: Ross Keenan 
620, 300 - 5th Avenu1a S.W. 
Calgary, Alberta 
T2P 3C4 

Dear Ross: 

BE: PROPOSED TENNIS STRUCTURE 

---------

Based on your pres1antation at the May 9, 1995 meeting of the Recreation, Parks & Culture 
Board, the Board felt there was inadequate information and research conducted mlative to 
possible alternate sit1a locations for an air-support structure in Hed Deer. 

The Board supports, in principle, the concept of an air-support structure in Red Deer for all the 
reasons outlined in Mr. Batchelor's letter of April 4, 1995. However, the most preferable location 
is yet to be determined. Although the Board appreciates the points you raised in support of the 
Rotary Park tennis court location, they cannot support your rBquest at this time. The Board 
passed the following resolution on May 9, 1995: 

"That the Rec:reation, Parks & Culture Board table the Tennis Bubble Proposal 
pending the applicant providing more complete information and research <>n 
alternatB sites in Red Deer." 

I would suggest that you contact the President's office of th1e Hed Deer College and work with 
City representatives to review all possible sites and development services for this project. I would 
hope that you could complete this research in a written document by ,June 6, 1995, such that it 
can be included in the Recreation, Parks & Culture Board Age1nda for the meeting of June 13, 
1995. Alternate sites,, as well as the Rotary Park tennis court site1, can then be considered at that 
time. 



DB/ad 
c. Lowell R. Hodgson, Community Services Director 

Harold Jeske, Recreation Facilities Superintendent 
Kelly Kloss, City Clerk 
Cheryl Adams, Council/Committee Secretary 
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RID Dll!R CHAMBER 01' COMMIRCE 

July 13, 1195 

11a10r a coy,ncd l 
City of Red Deer 
P.O, IOX 1001 
Red Deer, Alberta 
'1411 3T4 

Dear Mayor surkan and council: 

Sulbmitted To cr·ty c ·· ou111ci1 

Date:~ 

At the Director•• Het1n9 or .:tun• 14, 1111, tb• bO&l'd 
unani.oualy vave their •upport for th• con•truction of a d01119d 
taciility to allow for the operation of t:eMi• on • year round 
bu1•. 

Th• exi•tinq t1nni• court• are in an •r•• tft•t h•• been 
defintKI •• park.II and reorHtion. Thi• i.a a loqioal location tor 
•uah • &'•g£;u t.r. 

Th• addition of • doae would 9reatly enhano• 'th• opportuni ti•• 
of attraci:inq• .. :tor tenni• event• ta our OO..Wlity. 

Thi• concept i• a reflection ot th• •ffort• of th• Rad D••r 
Bid C:oaaittee. 

W• would ••k t:hat th• City ot Red Deer •upport thi• endeavour. 
' 

at H•nry 
-..outlv• Direct.or tora 
Tb• Pr••J.dent 



DATE: July· 18, 1995 

TO: Rec:reation, Pa:rks & Cultu:re Boa:rd 

FROM: City Cle:rk 

RE: PROPOSED TENNIS STRUCTURE- ROT,~RY RECREATION PARK 

At the Council meeting of July 17, 1995, consideration was !~iven to your report dated June 
27, 1995 conceming the above topic, and at which meeting the following resolution was 
passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red D1~er, having considered 1the 
report from the Recreation, Parks and Culture Board dated June 27, 1995, 
re: Proposed Tennis Structure - Rotary Recreation Park, hereby agrees as 
follows: 

1) That The City of Red Deer enter into an a~1reement,, subject to 
the satisfaction of The City Solicitor, with Foothills Indoor 
Tennis Limited for the construction and opmation of a metal 
universal structure over four tennis courts a1t the south end of 
Rotary Recreation Park; 

2) That the following points be included in said agreement: 

a) The points outlined in the April 4,, 1995 report 
from the Recreation, Parks and Cult:un9 Manager 
and the Recreation Facilities Superint~9ndent, re: 
Indoor Tennis Proposal, and as appearing on 
the Council agenda of July 17, 19~~5; and 

b) A requirement that Foothills Indoor Tennis 
Limited (Ross Keenan) be required to provid1~ an 
irrevocable letter of credit to Th19 City in the 
event that the operation proves to be 
unsuccessful, in which event Foothills Tennis 
Limited (Ross Keenan) would be obligated to 
totally remove all structures and improvements 
and repair the site to its original condition; 

3) Tha1t extensive tree planting and landscaping be carried out 
around the universal structure, in 1995, with particular 
emphasis on screening the universal structuret from the 
adjacent condominium development; 



4) That the universal structure be used for recrnational uses only 
and any other uses would require the RHcreation,. Parks and 
Culture Board, and City Council approval; 

and as presented to Council July 17, 1995." 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information. By way of a copy 
of this memo I will be asking the Director of Communi1ty Services to ensurie that the 
applicable agreement is drafted and executed by both parties. 

Thank you for your efforts in seeing this project become a reality. 
' 

KK/fm 

cc. Director of Community Services 
Recre~ation, Parks & Culture Manager 
Ross Keenan, Foothills Indoor Tennis Ltd. 
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DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

July 11, 1995 

KELLY KLOSS 
City Clerk 

62 

LOW'ELL R. HODGSON 
Community Services Director 

RE: DAY CARE MANAGEMENT AGREEMENT RENEWAL 

CS-4.759 

Day care services, like many other services, are under review due to changes in funding 
from senior levels of government. Our existing agreement with the Red Deer Child 
Care Society terminates on December 31, 1995, and we are required to notify them in 
writing if there is any intention to initiate changes to this agreement. 

Changes will be necessary due to the elimination of the Federal Canada Assistance 
Plan (C.A.P.). In addition to this, a Day Care Review is underway, with a final report 
to be presented to Council in September. 

Therefore, based on the above, I support the recommendation of the Social Planning 
Manager to notify the Red Deer Child Care Society of Council's intent to initiate 
changes in the Day Care Management Agreement. 

LOWELL R. HODGSON 

:dmg 

c Colleen Jensen, Social Planning Manager 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

July ·10, 1995 

KELLY KLOSS 
City Clerk 

COLL.EEN JENSEN 
Social Planning Manager 

63 
SP- 4.830 

RE: DAY CARE MANAGEMENT AGREEMENT RE:NEWAL 

The current Day Care Management Agreement between the R:ed Deer Child Care Society and 
The City is due for reinewal on December 31, 1995. Clause 9.1 of the agreement clearly states 
that either the Lessor or the Lessee must notify the other party in writing of any intention to initiate 
changes to the agreement. 

I am bringing this to Council's attention as it will definitely be nec;essary to initiate changes in the 
upcoming term. The main reason is related to changes in cosit sharing under the Federal Canada 
Assistance Plan (C.A.P.). Clause 2.2 of the agreement states that significant changes to C.A.P. 
cost sharing means the agreement is subject to revision. As Council is aware, it was announced 
in the last Federal budget that C.A.P. would be discontinued as of April ·1, 1996. Although C.A.P. 
is being replaced by the Canada Health & Social Transfer Payment, we know there willl be large 
reductions in funding. The actual impact on social programs in general is unknown and, 
particulary, how it will relate to municipalities. 

Currently there is also the Day Care Review which is und13rway. There is the possibility that 
some of the recommendations that will come forward could impact cm terms of the Day Care 
Management Agreement. The Day Care Review Committee will be bringing their report forward 
to Council in September. You will have likely received several IBtters from concerned parents of 
the Red Deer Child Care Society. The Review Committee is in receipt of these letters as well, 
and will be includin~1 the letters as part of their input-gathering process. 

Based on the abovei rationale, I make the following recommendation. 

RECOMMENDATIQN 

That Council for The City of Red Deer notify the Red Deer Clhild Care Society of Council's intent 
to initiate changes in the Day Care Management Agreement based on changes in Federal C.A.P. 
cost sharing. 

And further, tilat nHgotiations should take place after the Day Care Review Report has been 
presented to Council in September 1995, in anticipation of potential changes which may be 
reflective of Review recommendations. 

i 
:ad 

We concur with the recorrrrendation of 
the Diirector of Comrunity Services. 

"G. SURKAN" 
Mayor 

"M.C. [)\Y" 
City Manager 



"providing choices in quality child care ~~ince 1970'" 

f~ c l 1 / f'._ 1 0 :::.; :s 
Citv"of Red Deer 
P. U .. Uo:< '50013 
F~:c·:d D•::ce-:r , AD··"' 
T 4 f\I :~ T -~ 

:~:,::;d D<:0er UdY Car.;::: C':onLe·i 
C/O #101 4022 S3 ~t. 
~:.u3c~ C>:~:c: r >\ i·'~t.3 

T 4N 2El'J 
J IJ. J. / J J , J. ·:_;;CJ .'.f 

f:'l•'!::<:.i::;;c' find .:;;ttdche:d a. number c·f J.stter:=.: fr<>r11 p:;J·i-ent:::: 
cori•.::»1·11n:i the cLn-rent Day Care He".iiC\•J Committee. Could you 
Pl<··.:;;_:::< c i. r cul a t<:i Lhc<'•e J. •::t.. Le;r :::. to e.:; c:, (:it/ Cou nc .i. J rn···;1r1be r . 
I \.J·) 1Jlc: like to t:1<:n1k '/OU in advanc<- \ui· tafc1n:=1 ti1c time to 
filJ l.hj_:,~• reque::::t. If you have a.nY turth\;:r que:;:;tions, 
ple;_:,i:::e du not hes i tatc to contact me at 346-23713. 

h.a 1 i" .i e P . Mi ncr 
Director 
:::ed Deer Day Care C<:1ntur 

1
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'- CITY llf RED DEER 

Society Office • Red Deer Day Care Centre • Family Day Home Programs • Normandeau Day Care Centre • School Age Programs 
(403) 347-7973 (403) 346-2378 (403) 342-0644 (403) 34!>-1305 (403) 346-3660 

Fax: (403) 343-9299 



....... 

Rick Assinger, Qiainnan 
Day Care Review Ccmni ttee 
c/o Soc:ial Plannjng Dept. 
P.O. Box 5008 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 3T4 

Dear Sir: ..... 
Re: Red Deer ChHd Care Society 

Jennifer Hoff art 
50 McCullough c:resc. 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4R 187 

Jl.:LJ..y 5, 19H5 

I v.Guld like to take this opportm1t ty to relate to you the 
experiences of my family in relation to the Hed Deer Oiild Care Society . 

In early 1988 I became acquainted with the Red Deer Daycare 
Centre when a ccr-v.Grker recomnended the facility to nx:!. I had been 
experiencing disappointment after disappointment with three other local 
private daycare :facilities and was e}...'i:ranely concerned with the lack of 
quality childcare we were looking for. 

Upon placing our 2! year old daughter in the Red Deer Daycare 
Centre my first jmpressions of the facility were excellent. I was very 
relieved to know that the facility was very safe, and had an outside 
play area that Wd.S second to none in Red Deer. The meals and snacks the 
children were provided were nutritious and, as I myself experienced, 
very delicious as well! The care-givers were all extranely well qualified, 
and rrost had been there for a number of years. 

My daughter enjoyed all of the act:LvHies that Red Deer Daycare 
Centre offered, such as arts and crafts, and many educational songs and 
games., She enjoyed such field trips as swirrming at Michener Centre, the 
visit to the beauty culture department at om~ of our local High Schools, 
the Charlotte Diam::md concert at the Menoria1 Centre,, and a v:isit to a 
local pizza parlour, just to name a few. 

To my amazanent, she was also able to recognize all the letters 
of the alphabet when she was just three years old, due to the educational. 
games she and the other children played at daycare! · 

Her younger sister has also been :fortunate enough to experience 
the same high-quality care available at the Heel Deer Daycare Centre. She 
too has many special recollection~f her years at this facil:i ty. She will 
continue to attend Red Deer Daycare for one more year on a pa:rt-tjme basis, 
as she is scheduled to COOJOOnce French-Irrmersion E.c .. s. in Septent>er. 
Sane of our favorite family-based daycare activities have been the parent/ 
child craft evenings at Christmastilm, the rm1ffin mornings and the zoo 
trips. 



We could find less expensive child care, but it would not 
be the very best care available, as we have experienced at the Redl Deer 
Daycare Centre. 

We have experienced various increases in fees through our 8 
years at the Red Deer Daycare Centre, but in our opinion, the care which 
is provided in this facility is top-notch and \\Orth every cent. 

It is extremely important for parents who either by choi.ce, or 
by necessity must leave their children with a part-ti.JOO or full-time 
caregiver in their absence.to lm0W that thei.r children are safe. 

Most important, i.t is essential that the child feel secure in 
their environment. 

Other priorities in my view are the experience 
of the staff, the cleanliness of the facility, the ratio 
children, and th@! overall ·quality of the entire program. 
have consistently been met in our 8 years of involvarient 

and dedication 
of staff to the 
These criteria 

at this facility. 

Carrie and her entire staff have done everything in their 
capacity to enable my children to experience professional child care as 
it should be. 

I have reccmnended the Red Deer Daycare Centre to mm1y people 
because of the consistent high quality program offered. It is my hope 
that th:Ls program will not suffer in the planned budg:et cuts, as our 
children are our roost important resource! 

Sincerely, 

Jennifer Hoffart 

c.c. Red Deer Childcare Centre 
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61 <in.ant St1teet 
'Red lJ een., -AB 
T4'P 2L3 
( 403) 343-9245 

[June 28, 19~75 

To the fl1em6e..n.ll o/ 'Reo.' lJeen. Ci...ty. Counci..1.. 1
.IJ_ Soci...ai 'Planni..n$~ lJepan.tment: 

-All a lli..n<fle pan.e.nt eo.:11.ni..nt; $5 an houn., I cannot J.Lt11:ull enou~ how i. .. mpon.tant 
dav-can.e 1lu6,1i...dv-, u to me. It u llometi...meA d.'i.../{i..cult to pav- the $l /O t:hat u 
mv- pon.ti...on o/ dalJCO.lflf.: /e.u, but a.t an uMub11i...di..·p~d 11.ate Lt wouLd not E~ven be 
po111li..6Le to 'Leave. mv- home. to won.k. · · 

Oven. the. pa,1t v-e.an., t:he 'Red lJe.e.11. i}___av-can.e. Centn.e. l~a.1.J, pn.ovi~de.d ex.cel.Len1:. chU..d 
can.e. /on. m!f. thn.e.e. v-ea.11. oLd 11on. /he /acUi..ti..u an.e~ both enf.ov-abLe ancl 
educati..onal /on. mv- llon, wi..th the. Loca"t:_i..on contn.i~6ut:i..nj,, to the hi..~ 11tc.mda11.dll 
o/ 11a/e.tv- mai...ntai..ned bv- the. centn.e. /he dav-can.<:~ 11t:a(/ uL o/ ex.cepti..onaLLv­
hi..~ caLi...bn.f~- and.' I ca..n /eel. t;ood about Le..avi..nt; m~t &On wi..t:h them when l <JO to 
won.k. 

'Red lJeen. ChUd Can.e 5oci...e.tv- hw.1 won.ked ve.11.!I han.d to put 1:.ot;e.the.11. f.unditaue.n.ll 
to buv- the. c.e.ntn.e. new er1_ui..pment, all needed, and ito mai..ntczi..n a hi..t;_h 'lltandan.d 
of. chU..d ca.r1.e.. I do not bel.i...e.ve. that the.v- c.an takE~ on anv- mon.e. {.undn.czui..nt; 
themllel.vu ·to 11.ef.Lace~ moni...u now be.i..nt; 11.e .. ci..eved bv- the C~tv- ol 'Red. lJe.e .. 11.. 
Wi..thout the. /undi..n<; t:hat the ci..t!f- pn.ovi..de.A t.he. cc?.n.fn.e. I would be. i..n a con11tant 
battLe to pav- da~can.e~ /eu f.011. a centn.e that. could not polllli..oLv- meet ithe 
'luaLi...tv- can.,z. and educati...ona'L lltandan.dll that I want /on. m~{ llon. 

It u on thu La1.1t note th.at I appeaL to Ci..t!J. CouncU'11 Soci..aL 'PLanni..n'J:_ 
lJe.pan.tment lWt t.o 11.educe. /undi..nt; to the. 'Red Ve.e1t Clli..Ld Cczn.e. Soci..et!I-. lh.e. 
/undi..nt; u "loo vaLua6Le. to even.fl- pan.ent wh.o u11u t1?ei..11. /lc!!..11.vi..cu. 

S i..nce.11.el.v-
,,-7 

;1~$-i 
'Rob en.ta L. Book 



July ·1, J.995 

To kl hum It May Cone er n; 

·I 'rn Hriting in ·reqards to governn1ent funding to tl·101 !~eel 
Deer Child cm·e Society. I ha1./e been a single Pcff<:H1t for 
most of my t.J.;J~' sons: live? ( 4&6), dux i n~J this time they have 
received excellent care from the F~ed Dee1· D.ay Care \•,1hile I 
wor keel f u 11 ti me to support us . If 1 t wei e not f c»( qover n­
me nt subsidy I either would not have been able to work and 
ended up on welfare or my children would have had second rate 
chi lei can:. 1~1s a sin9le v..1orkin·;J pa1-ent it is such u relief 
to knoH that your children are being looked after and being 
loved while you are away from them. I always felt comfort­
able leaving my children with the staff at the day care this 
relieves a lot of stress. 

So in conclu$:;ion please '(econsider revoking fundi_ n<;J to 
the Rod Deer Child Care Society as it can mean a lot to 
poop J. z. a 11 d fa rn i 1 i es a::::~ my 2; e 1 f t..i ho d ::; pc n d o n a l i t t J. e he 1 p 
while we get back on our feet. 

Sincerely
1

/ J ' -
;r .,J'l.-.#wi 

i<. Shin9Jeton 



June 28, 1995 

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

Attention: Gail Surkan, Mayor 

Dear Ms. Surkan: 

RE: CHILDCARE FUNDING 

# 102, 122 Cornett Driv1e 
Red Deer, Alberta 

T4P 2X3 

I am writing in regards to the possible depletion of funding to the various daycare centres in 
Red Deer. 

As a parent of a four year old child, I am greatly conceme:d with the cutbacks. I presently 
receive subsidy from the City of Red Deer and the subsidy board. 

The staff at Red D1eer Daycare provide my son with the nurturing and care he needs in a safe 
and productive setting. I feel he is getting the best care possible in the centre and foel I 
would have to leave my job or find a part-time job in the evcmings if funding was c.ut and the 
fees were to go up .. 

In this day and age: it is very difficult to provide a safe environment for children, I know I 
have found one in the Red Deer Daycare. If subsidy was cut, my son would have to be with 
a private sitte:r, which would be more expensive and less challenging then the skills and 
excitement he shows from attending the Red Deer Daycar€~. 

Taylor is provided with interesting activities, stimulating tasks and exciting field trips, all of 
which I feel are important to a child's growth. 

For the past 1two y1ears, because I have had to work, Taylor has showed extreme growth in his 
overall ability to complete the tasks he is given. 

The staff at the daycare have helped tremendously in the care and protection my child is 
entitled to re1:;eive during the day. 

.../2 
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I certainly hope I am not the only voice heard, and you will take into consideration 1he 
children and not just the money factor. Daycare funding i.s one of the most important issues 
single working mothers have to face. 

I look forward to h1~aring from you and hope you do not come to th~' decision of dismissing 
the education and raising the children of Red Deer need to succeed in their future. 

Sincerely, 

;:h;~ 
Lisa McPherson, Parent 
Red Deer Daycare 



· "prpVlding choices in quality child care 13:inc:e 1970" 

July 4 ,, 1995 

M '( .. !< c: 11 '/ (( l o s ~~ 
City Clerks Office 
P. o. Box tioo·::i 
Red Deer , (-\8 
T4N :::~T4 

Dear Mr. Kelly Kloss: 

(:~ (. /fl cYf i9 y 

A 1/p1'11' h, 

j,,?, ·1 . ( dVh Y>I. Jer ti, 

~-0 c ; u I / /N 11 " /l'l / /t1 h IJfr 

9 _f/()7/?J 7 
I <~ 

Please find enclosed copies of letters which hsve been forwarded by 
parents to the Day Care Review Committee. 

We have been requested to see that these lett0;s be distrioutsd t 
City Council. Would you please send a copy o+ each lettet· to th~ 
Aldermen of the City of Red Deer as information. 

Thank you very much. 

Sincerely, 

Louise Newton, Office Manager 
Red Deer Child Care Society 

Society Office • Red De_er Day Care Centre • Family Day Home Programs • Normandeau Day Care Centre • School Age Programs 
(403) 347-7973 (403) 346-2378 (403) 342-0644 (403) 3415-1305 (403) 346-3660 

Fax: (403) 343-9299 



From: Jim Robertson To: Karrie I RD Daycare Date: 2/7/95 Time: 15:09:2H 

RR.2 

Lacombie, AB TOC 1 SO 

Ph. 342-6889, fax 347-1666 

To Whom l1t May Concern: 

Please accept this letter of my support for the Red De(;:r Child Care Society/Red Deer 
Daycare, and of my support for its continued financial assistance from the City of Red Deer. 

Page 2 of2 

After "shopping around" for child care for my two children, my 'Wife and I found and were 
delighted by the Red Deer Daycare. The facility -- a motley collection of recycled ATCO-type 
trailers -- leaves much to be desired, but the quality of childcare and the professionalism of the 
staff stood out head-and-shoulders above the commercial daycares w1e investigated in Red Deer. 

The cos.twas high. In fact, it was virtually all we could afford. Because our family income 
was above the minimum, we weren't eligible for a subsidy. In addition, as we used the facility on 
a part-time basis and were from out-of-town, we paid a premium. If the cost had been any higher, 
we would have had to forego the quality of professional caregivers, and use a farm-family 
neighbour. 

We tried the babysitter route, and had very mixed success. There: were times we felt the 
"care" our children received bordered on abuse -- this, obviously, was not acceptable to us and 
made us all the more pl1;:ased with the quality of the Red Deer Daycare. 

When we first started using the Red Deer Daycare, it was "part of' the City, and paid its staff 
more than the private centres. That was, in part, the reason for its superior staff and programs. 
Since then, the Child Care Society had to cut many of its ties 1to the City, (as did the golf course, 
Golden Circle and museum management boards). I have no idea ifthe wage differential still 
exists. I do know, however, that it is still a leader in the childcare field. It provides a standard of 
service and quality that the commercial centres have to strive to match. 

My children mow have "graduated" out of daycare into the public school system. I support the 
idea of public education. I would object to the school boardls being handed over to businesses, in 
order to make a buck off of their education. 

Philosophicallly, I object to for-profit daycares. The id1;:a of someone cutting corners to make 
an extra buck off of a basic human need, in this case the care of preschool children, is repugnant. 

I fully support the continued City support of non-profit child care societies and c1~ntres, and 
would object to the City subsidizing for-profit childcare. , 

Thanks for th1~ opportunity to have input into this issue. 

Yours trnly, 



From: Jim Robertson To: Karrie I RD Daycare Date: 217/95 Time: 15:08:59 

FACSIMILE COVER PAGE 

To: Karrie I RD Daycare Time: 
From: Jim Robertson Date: 
Subject: Ami Pro - [DAYCARE.SAM] 
Pages (including cover): 2 

Here's my letter of support. I tried sending it to Pimm and Volk, but I don't think it got through. 
I'll be away, so you'll have to distribute it for me. 

Good luck! 

Jim 

·ff#f· . . 

Page 1 of2 

15:08:42 
02/07/95 
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July 3, 1995 

To Whom It May Concern: 

I am a single mother of one son, who has be~en attending 
Normandeau Day Care Centre for four years now. Three and a half 
of those years were subsidized. 

Due to low minimum wages, many of us working single moms would 
have to quit working and use the welfare system if there WE~re no 
such thin9 as subsidized rates for daycares. There would be no 
possible way for us to find the funding to pay full rate. 

As a result of being subsidized, I have been able to continue 
working and know that my son is in excellent hands and being 
taken care! of in the high standard that I feel children of today 
need. Also as a result I can walk around with my head up }::.nowing 
that I am ablE! to make it on my own, thanks to the subsidi~~ed 
rates. 

Normandeau Daycare is a wonderful centre, who has not just looked 
after my son on a daily basis for the last four years but has 
helped my son and I through tough times by communication and 
informing me of groups within Red Deer that are capable and 
willing to help single parent families. 

I have USE!d licensed care for my son sincie he was a year old and 
he is now six. Before doing this I tried the least expensive way 
by allowing an acquaintance to watch him but I was complete!ly 
unsatisfied by the care and supervision he received. 

If subsidies are discontinued, I feel alot of low income families 
will not have the option to have good quality care for the 
children of the future. 

If you need any more information from mys1elf, feel free to 
contact me~ at any time. I feel very strongly about this issue 
and would like! to help in any way possibl1e. 

Sincerely, 

~~~~~ 
Julie Dunn 
8 George Cres. 
346-5998 
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wanted to go back to school oY get a job but I knew it 
was impossible because every daycare I phoned said it 
was just about $500.00 for a month. 
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M'r. :<ell'/ r(los;::::~ 

City Clerks Office 
P.O. Box 500':7 
Red Deer, AB 
T4~,j JT4 

Dear Mr. Kelly Kloss: 

Plsass find enclosed copies OT letters which 
parents to the Day Care Review Committee. 

FILE 

ha\/2 i:Jeen 

We have bee~ requested to see tha~ t~ese letters oe distributed to 
Would you plea.se send a cop/ ot eaci'1 letter 

Than~:. }1 ou \/•:? ,-y much, 

~~·i nc.0:re.l y '.' 

Louise Newton. Office Manager 

;"'.- (- , 
I , ........ - -



SENT BY: 7- 5-95 t:15PM 

Day Care Revi4i!W Committee 
c/o social Plc:mning Department 
Box 5008 
Red Deer, Alberta T4N 3T4 

SCHNELL NACSWEEN -1 

ATTENTION:: Rick Assinger - Chairman 

Dear Sir: 

Rei RED DEER CHILD CARE SOCIETY 

3439299;# 21 3 

Kelly Mc:Connell 
69 Niven Street 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4P 1P8 

(403) 34,0-0941 

.July 4th, 1995 

It has come tc:> my attention that the Social Planning Department is 
in the pr<>ces1s of revie"1ing the City's invc)lvement in day 1oare and 
the allocatio'n of municipal funding. I. would like to take this 
opportunity to give you my opinion on the day care system in Red 
Deer. 

I am a self~aupporting single parent who h.as utilized the Red Deer 
Day Care Sociiety for the past six years, ariid I am fortunate~ to have 
been receiving high quality care at an affordable porticm of my 
limited budqe:t. 

I moved to Red Deer in 1989, to attend college and improve my 
ability to support lnY child. I heard abc1ut: the Red Deer Child Care 
society, and enroled my daughter in the society becausE~ of the 
quality in care and facilities, and of course the a.vailable 
subsidy. Without the day care subsidies I would not have t1een able 
to afford to attend college, nor would I be able to afford to 
continue my full-time employment while k4:~eping my children in full­
time care:. 

Both my eight year old daughter, and thre·e year old son l'llave been 
with the Society for the past six years, and have been positively 
influenced by each and every child care worker they have. been in 
contact with. I appreciate the friendliness and concern of all 
employees of the Society that I have dealt with, and I fully 
support the hard working staff of the Re:d Deer Child Care society. 

If it were nc>t for the Society's assista.nc:e with quality, low cost 
care, I doubt that most low income families would be able to afford 
to continue full-time employment and child care, as it would be 
very difficult to pay out more money firo1m an already constricted 
financial struggle. I believe that all low income famil:Les would 
meet with an overpowering financial drawbcick if the Red Deer Child 
Care Society did not receive the fundinq 1:rom the City of Red Deer 
to provide the families with quality, low cost: child car4~. 



SENT BY: 7- 5-95 1:15PM 

Day Care Revie!w Committee 
July 4th, 199!S 
Page 2 

SCHNELL MACSWEEN ... 3439299;# 3/ 3 

As such, I am iiSking you to carefully cons.idler the choices that you 
are about to make with respect to day c~are funding. lf the 
municipal day care, funding were to be distributed among private day 
care, I believe that the availability of' good quality care, and 
subsidised. care would deteriorate. considt:Jri!bly. 

The Red Deer Child Care Society is a non··p:rofit organizati.on that 
prides itself in quality care, while assisting low income f'amilies 
to afford that quality care. It is this writer's opinion that the 
Red Deer Childl Care Society has been provid.ing a child carE~ system 
that works, a:nd that the City of Red Deer needs, and can not do 
without. 

Please consid4ar the situation of the pax·ents and children. of Red 
Deer by keeping the Red Deer Child Care s;ociety afloat with the 
proper municipal funding. If the Red D•aer Child Care Society 
ceased to exist, there would be many parents and children that 
would lOSE~ th•:! very foundation of their livelihood. 

Thank you for you ti:me and attention to this matter. 

Yours truly, 
. . . .. / ... ······ 

. -~ _,,...,..,,. / ~.' ... -··· - ·::;. --~ ,,. ' ,,~,{".... -.... -..- _ .... -;::::,---·· 
<"' <:_./"". er/·~~·- c·-· C...-

ifELLY _L-_./MCCOIDJEL:L 
(Full-timE~ woit:'ker and 
Mother of two) 



Mr. i\·:Oll/ (;_10~.::::: 

City Clerks Office 
P. o. Box soo~1 

Red Dee1- , AE: 
T4~,j 3T4 

Dear Mr. Kelly Kloss: 

l,.._,, 
L'/ 

it.JG ha\/e be.s·;~I ·1-.::::cpJ.e::::.~t2d tc) see that :hes~,~; latt .. :;·;--~: oe dist-r :(..t11.~.;t.z·d tc:. 
Cit)'' Co1.1nci1.. W()!.Jld you r-:1 lea:::.:e sen~J a copy <)t eac}'"'l lettE:"1- t' ___ ,~ tr1e 

Thank you very much. 

~oui3e Newton Office Manasar 
'.~1:=".d [Jee~- cr:ill:j i.._,,:;._i ·:.· :~\:ici\::;·t)' 

;3s; l nfo·rrnat.i·.: 1 11 .. 
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DATE: July 18, 1995 

TO: Dire!ctor of Community Services 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: DAY CARE MANAGEMENT AGREEMENT RENEWAL 

At the Council meeting of July 17, 1995, consideration was given to your report dated July 
11, 1995 concerning the above topic, and at which me,eting the following resolution was 
passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red o,eer, having considered the 
report from the Director of Community Services date~d July 11, 1995, re: Day 
Care Management Agreement Renewal, hereby agrees that the Red Deer 
Child Carn Society be advised of The City of Bed Deer"s intent to initiate 
chan9es in the Day Care Management Agreement following the Day Care 
Review report being completed in September of 1 H95, and as presented to 
Council Ju!ly 17, 1995." 

I am asking that your office advise the Red Deer Child Care Society of Council's decision 
in this instance, with a copy of said letter to my office. 

I trust you will find this satisfactory. 

KK/fm 

cc. Socia.I Planning Manager 



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

OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR 
COMMUNITY SERVICES DIVISION 
PHONE: (403) 342-83~:3 FAX: (403) ~147-4636 

July 24, 1995 

Mrs. Joanne Curtis, Chairperson 
Red Deer Child Care Society 
#101 , 4922 - 53 Stree1t 
Red Deer, AB 
T4R 2E9 

Dear Mrs. Curtis: 

-------
RPC-4.769 

As you are aware, the Day Care Management Agreement betvveen The Red Deer Child Care 
Society and The City of Red Deer expires December 31, 11 !39fi. Clause 9.1 of the agreement 
states that either the le1ssor or the lessee must notify the othe~r party in writing of any intention to 
initiate changes to the agreement. 

At the City Council mi3eting of July 17, 1995, consideration was given to a report rega.rding the 
Day Care ManagemBnt Agreement renewal. Council requested that the Red Deer Child Care 
Society be advised now of the City of Red Deer's intent to initiate changes in the Day Care 
Management Anreernent. 

The major reason foir initiating change to this agreement is related to changes in cost sharing 
under the Fedeiral Canada Assistance Plan (C.A.P.). Clause ~~.2 of the agreement states that 
significant changes to C.A.P. cost sharing means the agreement is subject to revision and we are 
all aware that the Fecleral Budget has stated that C.A.P. funijing would be discontinued as of 
April 1, 1996 and replaced with the Canada Health and Social Transfer Payment Program. 
However, we do _not know the level of funding that we can expBct through this new program. 

In addition to the above, the Day Care Review is currently undemvay and there is a possiibility that 
some of the recommendations in that report might impact the tEmns of the Day Care Management 
Agreement as well. This report will be brought forward to City Council in September and, thus, 
City Council has agmed that negotiations for our agreement for 1996 and beyond should take 
place after they have received this report. 

This letter then serves as that official notice. 

Yours sincerely, 

LOWELL R. HODGSON 
Director of Community Services 

rReD·DeeR 



:ad 

c. Colleen ,Jensen, Social Planning Manager 
Kelly Kloss, Ciity Clerk 
Noreen Spencer, Executive Director, Red Deer Child Care Society 
Rick Assinger,, Chair, Day Care Review Committee 
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PARKLAND 
c:o1~MUNtrf 
PLANNING 
SER\/ICES 

64 

Suite 500, 4808 Ross Street 
Reel Deer, Alberta T4N 1X5 

Phone (403)343-3394 
FAX (403) 346-1570 -----·----·------------·-·, ___ , ____ , 

DATE: JULY 10, 1995 

TO: CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: TONY LINDHOUT, PLANNER 

RE: PROPOSED BYLAW NO. 2672/M-95 

The following matters, outstanding issues that have previously been discussed by either City Council 
and/or City departments, need to be implemented through mm::ndments to the City's Land Use 
Bylaw. For the sake of efficiency, all are being combined into one amending Bylaw. The City's 
solicitor has reviewed the proposed amendments. 

l) Housilllg definitions & Social Care Residences 

The current Land Use Bylaw contains various definitions relating to different aspects of housing 
which has created some difficulty in interpretation and process. The confusion is primarily centred 
around reference in the definitions to various numbers of peopk i.e. Dwelling Unit ·· 3 boarders and 
4 foster children; Social Care Residence - 6 unrelated persons; Bmu-ding House - 4 or more children, 
etc. (see attachment containing existing definitions). 

Minor amendments to word and definition terminology should clarify and simplify interpretation 
of the various housing related definitions. It would appear that by altering the definition of 
"Dwelling Unit", "Boarding House" and "Social Care Residence'', and incorporating the definition 
of "Specialized care''' into the definition of"Social Care Residence", that most of the confusion can 
be eliminated. By leaving "Special residential use - Social Care Residence" as a discretionary use 
in the Rl and R2 Residential Districts, the Municipal Planning Commission will be able to continue 
to assess any such applicatilon on its individual merit. No problem is anticipated by leaving "Social 
Care Residence" as a permitted use in the R3 Residential District and the DC(6) Direct Control 
District. No change is proposed to the "Day Care Facility" definition as this was recently amended 
by City Council and adequately deals with that specialized residential use. A new definition for 
"senior citizens residence" will define the 'lodge' type of seniors accommodation as this differs from 
the 'nursing home' type of seniors facility that provides long term institutional care. 

2) Adult Mini-theatres 

City Council had earlier received a report prepared by planning staff concerning the lack of any 
regulation in the cun-ent Land Use Bylaw governing adult entertainment theatres (peep shows, etc.). 
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Subsequently, planning staff were instructed to prepare a proactive Land Use Bylaw amendment that 
would address this potential issue by specifying requirements for the use in the Land Use Bylaw. 

Adult orientated theatres are proposed to be defined under the term" adult mini-theatre'''. Several 
existing definitions will require modification so that an adult oriented business as defined within the 
definition of "adult mini-theatre" does not fall under the parame:ters of any other definition. The new 
use "adult mini-theatre" will not be listed in any of the City's Land Use Districts meaning that a 
specific land use bylaw amendment would have to be applied for and approved by City Council prior 
to such a use being established. Adult mini-theatres will also be subjecte:d to parking requirements 
and minimum separation distances from certain vicinity land uses. 

3) Outlim~ Plallls 

Outline Plans currently exist for a number of areas within the: City. These plans are required as a 
pre-condition for subdivision of larger land areas and implement City development policies and 
statutory plans. They include a public participation component and require approval by City 
Council. In order to better ensure the implementation of an outline plan, it should be securely tied 
to the Land Use Bylaw. 

By defining outline plans and referencing them to the permitted and discretionary uses listed in the 
applicable land use districts, these plans will be linked to the Limd Use Bylaw and therefore be 
binding on subsequent subdivision and development. 

Proposed Bylaw 

It is proposed that all of the above noted issues be dealt with in one amending Bylaw. 

Recommendation 

Planning staff would recommend that Council give first reading to proposed Bylaw No. 2672/M-95 
attached hereto. 

-C.LJJ___ 
~t, ACP, MCIP 
Planner 
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Boarding House means a building containing sleeping rooms without cooking facilitie~, where 
lodging and meals for four or more persons is provided for compensation. 

'• Day Care Facility means a facility providing care, development and/or supervision for 7 or more 
children under the age! of 12 (including the operator's own children) for more' than 3 but less than 24 
consecutive hours in a day. 

Dwelling Unit means one or more rooms that may be used as a residence for a single household 
with sleeping, cooking living and sanitary facilities, EXCEPT that in the case of a household 
consisting of two or more persons related by blood, marriage or adoption, three boarders or four 
foster children may reside therein as part of that household. 

Household means an individual, or two or more persons related by blood, marriage or adoption 
or a group of five unrelated persons, all living together as a single housekeeping unit and using 
common cooking facilities. 

Social Care ~esidence means a dwelling in which not more than six unrelated persons live 
together. on a temporary or short term basis under specialized care. 

Specialized Care means the prov1s1on of supervisory, n.ursing and me:dical or counselling 
services and homemaking care or services related thereto by one or more persons. 

~S: 

We riecc:mrend that Council give first read:in~J to the proposed 

Land Use Bylaw .Alrendrent. 

"G. SURtCAN" 
Miyor 

"M. C .. Cl'W" 
City f\lenager 



DATE: Jul·v 18, 1995 

TO: Parkland Community Planning Services 

FROM: Citif Clerk 

RE: PROPOSED LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT 2672/M-95 

:==================================== 

At the Council meeting of July 17, 1995, consideration ·was given to your report dated July 
10, 1995 concerning the above topic, and at which meetin~1 first reading was givl:m to Land 
Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/M-95, a copy of which is attached hereto. 

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/M-95 provides for changes to the Land Use Bylaw 
relative to: 

1) Housing definitions and social care residences; 

2) Adult mini-theatres; and 

3) Outline plans. 

This office will now proceed with advertising for a Publiic Hearing of this Bylaw to be held 
on Monday, August 14, 1995 at 7:00 pm, or as soon thereafter as Council may determine. 
This Bylaw will bH advertised in the Advocate on Friday, August 4 and 11, 19H5. 

I trust you w~ll find this satisfactory. 

~? 

~ 
cityc1er 

I 
KK/fm 

attchs. 

cc. Director of Community Services 
Director of Development Services 
Social Planning Manager 
Bylaws & Inspections Manager 
Council & Committee Secretary, S. Ladwig 
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City Clerk 
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DON BATCHELOR, Chairman 
Senic,r Safe Operating Committee 

RE: SAFE:TY CERTIFICATE OF RECOGNITION!: 
====CITY CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS 

RPC-5.540 

The City of Red Dem Senior Safe Operating Committee has had ongoing discussions with the 
Alberta Construction Safety Association and the Red Deer RS!~ioinal Safety Committee (Red Deer 
Construction Association) to develop a partnership tor thB Safety Certificate of Re1cognition 
program (see attachod letters of support). This program's primary focus is to increase1 worksite 
safety by construcition contractors and trades working on City projects with th13 goal of 
reducing/eliminating worksite accidents. 

This safety program has been successfully implemented in Calgary, Edmonton, Medicine Hat, 
Lethbridge, and with TransAlta Utilities. The Certificate of Recognition program is a safety pre­
qualification initiativo for a.II City construction projects that would include the following benefits: 

• Consistency with the City of Red Deer Partners in Injury Re1duction program and the Safety 
Audit program for City employees. 

• Increased contractor Gompetency in safe worksite practices. 
• ConsistenGy in safety standards for all contractors bidding on City projects. 
• Reductions of incidents and accidents on City property. 
• Reduction in WCB premiums to local contractors and, consequently, lower bid priices. 
• Reduction in losses caused by workplace injuries. 

The program is coordinated and implemented through the Alberta Constructie>n Safety 
Association (A..C.S.A.), and would require that all construction contractors bidding on City projects 
first obtain a Safety Certificate of Recognition from the A.C.S .. A. This certificate is obtained after 
contractors rei:::eive instruction, direction and a safety audit from the A.C.S.A. 

Appreciating that tlhis program takes some time to implement, and to get all appropriate 
construction contractors with the required certificate, a p~1ased implementation would be 
recommendecl. Thore is already a significant number of Cientral Alberta contractors that have 
the Safety Certificate of Recognition. The Development Services Division of the City already 
uses the Safoty Ce1rtificate of Recognition as a pre-qualification on some City proje1cts. This 
initiative has been supported by the Urban Development Institute and local contractors. The 
proposed procedure and timeframe tor a phased implementation of this program in Red Deer 
would be as follows: 

1. Send a letter to all trade associations in Central Alberta and commonly used Alberta trade 
associations (i.13., Home Builder's Association, Urban Development Institute, Red Deer 
Construction Association), indicating the City's intent to imple1ment a pre-qualification initiative 
for all City construction contracts. 

.../2 
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2. Conduct a general meeting with representatives of all trade associations, interested 
contractors ancl the Alberta Construction Safety Association to outline the program and 
implementation schedule. 

3. Phase the implementation of the program (pending Counc:il approval) over a 2-year period 
commenciing January 1, 1996. Construction contractors may bid on City construction 
contracts commencing January 1 , 1996, if they have a Certificate of Recognition or have 
registered for the certificate, and are actively participatin1J in the training sessio1ns for the 
program. 

4. Only construction contracts in excess of $50,000 are applicable to this pre-qualification 
initiative. 

5. Effective January 1, 1996, construction contracts for the following work areas will require pre­
qualificatiein pro!gram or registration in the program: 

- paving, concrete and surfacing operations; 
- curb and gutter work; 
- sewer and water installations; 
- water arnj sewage treatment plant installations/upgracles; 
- asphalt mpairs:. 

6. Effective ,January 1, 1997, construction contracts for a.II the above and the following work 
areas will requirn pre-qualification: 

- landscaping and treB planting, 
- bridge construction and repairs, 
- building Gonstruction and renovations, 
- roofing, 
- drywall, masonry and glass installations, 
- metal fabrication, 
- electrical installations. 

7. Special considmation may be necessary for construction contractors from 1out of the 
province. The Senior :Safe Operating Committee, acting as an arbitrator, will determine if, in 
certain instances, contracts {unique in nature due to the si~~e. scope or expertise) should be 
exempt from thB pre-qualification initiative. 

8. Sub-contractors of all City construction projects must abicle by the pre-qualification standards 
of all respective general contractors. 

. . ./3 
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With this proposed implementation schedule, it would be the initent to exclude consulting services, 
maintenance and operational services and hired equipmemt from the program at this time. 
Similarly to some other Alberta municipalities, however, consideration to include them in a safety 
pre-qualificatic1n initiative would be desirable at a later datEt. 

In addition, any existing contracts in place at the time this program is initiated (January 1, 1996) 
would be "grandfathe1red" and excluded from having to abide by the regulations of this program. 

When totally implemented, all construction contractors wouhj be responsible for obtaining a 
Safety Certificate of Recognition before bidding on a City construction contract. 

RECOMMENUAI.l.Clli 

1 . That City Council support the Safety Certificate of Reco1gnition Program to be implemented 
by The City of Red Deer in partnership with the Alberta Cc1nstruction Safety Asso,ciation. 

2. That Council mquest: the Senior Safe Operating Committee to convene a meeting with 
construction con1tractors and relevant associations to outline the program and implementation 
schedule, as outlined in the Senior Safe Operating Committ13e Chairman's report of June 28, 
1995. 

3. That City Council approve the Safety Certificate of Recognition Program as a pre-qualification 
(_1.or bi_cjding on all City of Red Deer construction contracts in excess of $50,000 in value. 

~~JJJl- _ ____, 
DON BATCHELOR 

:ad 

Atts. 

c. H. Michael C. Day, City Manager 
Senior Safe Operating Committee 
Safelty Committee Chairmen 
Graeme Dobson, Alberta Construction Safety Association 
Jim Hiches, Alberta Construction Safety Association 
Albe1rta Construction Association 
Herman Bruin, Red Deer Construction Association 
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RHO QEER CQNSTRUCTIONAUQCUTlON 
20!. ft03..!0 A'ft. lied Deer, Alberta T.cr-Ull 

PJJoiae 34' '84' Pas U3-328D 

..-. nan a •~. Ch8lm*1 
Senior .. Op.Ming (~Ottt!Nttee 
Cit d A9d Deel' 
P.O. 8G9t iCJ08 
RM t>Mr, MMrta T_.,. ST4 

o.....-.Datch..W.: 

lal001 

The Red Dew ConetNc~on All~Micn I• cornprlwd of 78 focal cc::111H•..C.•t oorwtruc:tfGn ~. We 8d u 
I voice for the tOClll ccrlltrvctlon Industry. ltl"td it i• part cl our mandlte to ~IR>ITICll9 worktltie _,., 

Thia ANOClltion euppottlfl tM promote. Cho initiatives of lhe AlbMa ~ Sftty AtloQatlon, induclnO 
tha-c..tlliclle d ReclognHlan" program, .nd many of our tntmbert 1n .atlvety lnYoSYed In h A.C.8,A ..r.tJ 
~ 

The Aid Deir Concfru:tlan ~atian would~ MCICJUl'llg(l '(O'J/ YM d lhe "CMiflcM Of ReocO'.ftlon" 
•a sn 61ndw requliwnent. Thie certificmion will..,.. the City hu hnd • cormaatur who h11 a t-'th .nd 
--program lhlt ...... lnduatry at.ndC'd. '!he Cfly will al.o be --.nd that ct.I-- CM.tied by l,PY Md 
lrwtttlaatlon would be ~or eliminated. Tod• rnq other nu11dpmfttfa In h pravlnca hwe 
~Implemented. almllar safely profJllm, lndudlng the dU• at 1~. !dmOi ... Mldlclna ..... 
UCJ'ldmk ..... Lefhbridge • W9ll a Albnl ~Md Utdltil&. ·~of ttll ~In fttd 
DM'wil ._...that our wcrkar9 and supervlaora ttal'/e proper~ tr:lln(ng and~ competntve wMh lt'8 ,...°' ... ~ 
PIMM conwot h ROCA offtoe If you have 1~ queetlon& 01 NqUn ft.lttheir ll'lfcrrnatlon. 

Youratrufy 

Red DMl'Conltr\.dor\~ 

~ 
A¥....., 
PNeldlnl 
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Alberta Construction Safety Association 
10949 · 120 Street, Edmonton, Alberta T5H 3R2 
Tel: (403) 453-3311 Fax: (403) 455-1120 
Toil Free: 1 -800-661 -2272 

#201, 2725 - 12 Street N.E., Cc1lgary, Alberta T2E 7J2 
Tel: {403) 291-3710 Fax: {403) 250-2852 

Toll Free: 1-800-661-6090 
"lndu;t1y Fllnded" 

May 29, 1995 

Mr. Don Batchelor, Chairman 
Senior Safe Operating Committee 
City of Red Deer 
P.O. Box 5008 
RED DEER, Alberta 
T4N 3T4 

Dear Mr. Batchelor: 

The Alberta Construction Safety Association endorses and encourages the use 
of the "Certificate of Recognition" as :a pre tender requirement. The use of the 
program as a prerequisite was initiated three years ago, with every year 
attracting more owners and municipalities into the program.. Below is some 
background and details of the program,, 

Many Alberta municipalities and major construction owners have endorsed, as 
a pre-tender requirement, the Certificate of Recognition. It is based on a 
belief that every work related injury can be eliminated. Too often we hear that 
"it was just an accident" ... Webster's dictilonary defines accident as "a happening 
that is not expected, foreseen, or intc!mled ... ". Work place hazards that cause 
injuries and/ or damage can be foreseen. With proper safety training, 
managers, supervisors, and workers C311L identify and avoid hazards. 

The results of basic safety training ar1e staggering. Construction was one of the 
fir~t r.ind QMA Qf tnA }'>.-ni:>l;'t CP.CtOTC' tO t9VA ~•rt!on 'J'h,. RC"'l '""""' tn TAfl1u ... "P _ .. ~ .a..&- .a...&V ~t).6'MP .. ...,_ _ ...... , w..; ......... .;4,..,. .& .L&.• A..&..&~ 0 It ..... •'I~ ·- .. -- -

injuries and costs associated with inc:idc!nts that could have been avoided. 

To achieve this result partnerships had to be formed. A commitment from 
government, contractors, and project ovmers, guided by the industry controlled 
Alberta Construction Safety AssociatioilL was necessary to ensure that all parties 
would support the initiative. From this commitment programs were developed 
to train managers in establishing a he:al1th and safety progra~. train supervisors 
in delivering the program on the job, and train workers in making health and 
safety part of their job. And to make sure that it all happens, a method of 
evaluating the company health and safoty management system was developed. 

11/\aking Safety A Way Of Life 
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Mr. Don Batchelor, Chairman 
Senior Safe Operating Committee 
Page 2 
May 29, 1995 

The program is "Partnerships for Injury Reduction" and the over 1,400 companies that are enroled 
in or have successfully completed training and passed the e:valuation have, or will be awarded the 
"Certificate of Recognition'". The Certificate of Recognition is jointly administered by Alberta 
Labour, Occupational Health & Safety Division and the Albe:rta Construction Safe:ty Association. 
There are certain requirements that must be met annually to maintain the Certificate. Similar 
programs are now being developed in other industries using the construction industry as a model. 

Positive Impact for th.e City of Red Deer: 

For the project owner, hiring a contractor who has a Certificate of Recognition proves that the 
contractor has a health & safety management program that meets the industry standard. This 
assurance can benefit the owner by eliminating delays caused by injuries and investigations. It helps 
in satisfying the legal requirement for "Due Diligence", placed on the owner for ensuring that all 
contractors carry out their work in a safe manner. Morn and more, owners are: requiring that 
contractors have a Certificate of Recognition as a pre-tender condition. 

With the new dc~finition of a Prime Contractor contained in Bill 48, the owner can designate, by 
mutual agreement, a prime: contractor for any job site. It ils, however, incumbent on the owner to 
ensure that the prime contractor is competent to manage the health and safety for his own workers, 
as well as those of all other employers on the job site. The~ use of the "Certificate of Recognition" 
as a requirement for prime contractors gives owners the assurance that the contractor has a system, 
that has met an accepted standard, that will demonstrate that competence. 

I hope this answers any questions that you had regarding this program. If you should require any 
additional infonnation or support please call me at your convenience. 

Sincerely, 

Graham E. Dobson 
Executive Director 

Making Safety A Woy Of Life 

C -IY OF REO DEER 
·~ . ~· .. ··--·-·-· .. ,___ ..... ' 
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.Alberta Construction Safety Association 

June 9, 1995 

_l 0949 - .120 Street, Edmonton, Alberta T5H ~:R2 
rel: {4031453-3311 Fax: (403) 455-1120 
Toll Free 1-800-661-2272 

Mr. Don Batchdor. Chairman 
Senior Safe Operating Committee 
City of Red Deer 
P.O. Box 5008 
Red Deer, Ab. T4N 3T4 

Dear Mr. Batchelor: 

#201, 2725 - 12 Street N.E., Calgary, Alberta T2E 7J2 
Tel: (403) 291-3710 Fax: (403) 250-2852 

"Industry· Fu·1ded" 
Toll Free: 1-800-661-6090 

1 have enjoyed our cmgoing meetings over the last two mcmths and 1 am encouraged to hear 
that you and your committee support the Safety Certificati~ of Recognition program (C.0.R.). 

As the chairrrum of the Regional Safety Committee (R.S.C..) for Central Alberta. and a 
construction business owner, my goal is to educate our worke~rs and explain that every wo1·k 
related accident can be prevented with proper safety train!lng through the cooperation of 
management, supervisors and workers. 

The Regional Safety Committe.e is supported by trades pe..c:,ple, owners, architects, home 
builders and general contractors who believe that now is time~ the City of Red Deer endorse 
the C.O.R. progranl. The cities of Calgary, Edmonton, Medicine Hat, and Lethbridge have 
successfully implemented the safety program. 

We the R.S.C. wan.t to ensure that our workers, supervisc:>irs, and managers receive proper 
safety training and remain competitive with i:he reSt of the p:rovince. \Ve therefore give our 
support to the: City of Red Deer for the implementation of the Certificate of Recognition as a 
pre tender requirement. 

Sin~~~-­
~· /4~ 
Dom Mancui;o 
Chairman R.S.C. 

CITY OF RED DtHt 

Making Safety A Way Of Life 
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CERTIFICATE OF RECOGJ\rlTION 
FOR 

ALBERTA CONSTRUCTION /NlJUSTRIES 

INTRODUCTION 

The Alberta Construction Safety Association (ACSA) and Alberta Labour - Occupational 
Health & Safety (OH,&S) Division are committed to helpingr employers and workers reduce 
losses caused by workplace injuries through the "Certificate of Recognition {COR)" 
program for thei Alberta Construction Industry. 

A COR is given out by the Department of Labour - Occupational Health and Safety to 
companies that have had an external audit undertaken on their health and safety program 
and have met the standard set by the construction industry in Alberta. 
This COR is also a pre-qualification requirement of many buyers of construction in order 
to bid their work. 

The following steps will guide you through the process that will E~arn your company a 
Certificate of Recognition. 

1. Fill out the COR registration sheet. All the information asked for in the regristration 
form must be~ filled out along with any related companies and all WCB Account 
Numbers. 

2. Send a copy of the registration sheet back to the Alberta Construction Safety 
Association to the attention of Trish Comeau at the Edmonton. Send re~1istration 
form to: 

Alber1a Construction Safety Association 
10949 - 120 Street 
Edmonton, Alberta 
T5H 3R2 
Trish Comeau 

or 

Fax: 455-1120 

3. There are four core courses which are vital wh13n building the foundation of a 
successful health and safety system. They are as follows: 

Principl:es o1f Health & Safety. A one day program which provides the company 
with a safety management system and is the first course that should be taken, by 
the owner or senior management. 



75 
- 7 -

Safety Evaluation (Auditor Training). A two day program which provides the 
company wilth a tool that shows participants how to measure the stren!~ths and 
weakne!sses of their safety management system. This is the second course that 
should be taken by the owner or the person desi9nated to act as the peer auditor. 
Safety Basics is a pre-requisite for the Auditor T1raining course. 

Taking the Safety Evaluation (Auditor Training) course gives you the Alberta 
Certifieid Peer Safety Auditor certificate which is valid for a period of thrne years. 
The student must attend the two day course and then do a self audit of your 
company and send the audit to the ACSA. Self audits are sent to our Edmonton 
office to the attention of Barbara Semeniuk who will check the audits and contact 
the auditor iif there are any problems with the audit. These first two courses 
should be taken by management personnel who are going to manage the health 
and safety program. To maintain your COR your company must submit an audit 
of your health and safety program every year by an ACSA accredited auditor. It 
is to your advantage to make sure that the person taking the auditor training 
course is going to stay with your company or you will have to send anothe!r person 
to the auditor training should your auditor leave your company's employ. 

Albefrta Construction Safety Association 
10949 - 120 Street 
Edmonton, Alberta 
TSH 3R2 

WHMIS (Workplace Hazardous Materials Information System) "Train the Trainer" 
program. A one day program that teaches you lhow to train your own employees 
on workplac~3 hazardous materials. This course should be taken by the individual 
selected by the organization to WHMIS train their workforce. 

Leadership for Safety Excellence. A two day pr9gram aimed at teaching a 
Construction Supervisor what they should know about health and safety on site. 
This course should be taken by all the supervisors working at the company but 
only one person has to take it to meet the requiirements of the program. 

These four courses will have to be taken by scimeone within the company. It 
does not have te> be the same person for each ~::curse. 

To register for these courses in the Southern region phone Pam or Sandie in 
Calgary at 1-800-661-6090 or 291-3710. In the Northern region phone Bev at the 
Edmonton office ·1-800-661-2272 or453-3311. These courses are also offered in 
the followin9 areas twice per year or on an as m:ieded basis: 



• 
• 
• 

Fort McMurray 
Grande Prairie 
L.loydrninister 
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• 
• 
• 

Red Dee~r 
Lethbrid~~e 
Medicinet Hat 

• Hinton/Edson 

4. Once your company has taken all the required courses, a self audit on your 
company is completed, and you feel you can achieve the standard (78%), send a 
written irequeist to Trish Comeau at our Edmonton office and ask for an external 
(peer) audit. The ACSA will arrange for an external auditor from the construction 
industry to come to your place of business and do an audit of your company's 
health and safety program. You have the right to refuse an auditor if you feel 
there is a conflict of interest between the assigned auditor and your company. The 
ACSA will th1en provide another auditor to undertake the audit. Whoever 1takes the 
auditor training course from your company must the~n undertake to go out and do 
an external audit of another construction company when asked by the ACSA. 
There is no charge for these audits with each company contributing th1e time of 
their auditor. The ACSA attempts to match auditors to companies of similar size. 
The first year you join the program you must have a external (peer) audit done. 
The second and third year of the program you must send in an internal audit to 
maintain your Certificate of Recognition. This internal audit must be done by an 
Alberta Certified Peer Safety Auditor and the company must meet the standard 
(78%) eiach year. The Certificate of Recognition i::; valid for three years as long 
as these requirements are met and certification is maintained. 

When a company has achieved a Certificate of Ftecognition, they may be eligible 
to join the VVorkers' Compensation Board Voluntary Incentive Plan, if they are 
members of the ACSA, which provides a financial incentive to industry groups that 
reduce their claims costs. The Board estimates what the group would be 'expected 
to have1 in claims costs for each year. A reduc:ticin, by the group, in ,expected 
claims cost would be given back to the group on a dollar for dollar basis. For 
example, if the group achieved a $200,000.00 reiduction in expected claims cost 
they would be given the money back prorated on the percentage of payroll they 
have within the total group. Your company must have a Certificate of Recognition 
before they become eligible for the financial inc:emtive and you must re-register 
every year to qualify for the financial incentive. 

Once your company has received their Certificatet of Recognition they can contact 
Trish to get the registration form to join the Partnership in Injury Reduction 
program. You can not get into the PIR program until a COR is obtained. 

CXJvM:NTS: 
We concur with the recomrendation of the Senior Safe Operating Corrmittee. 

"G. SUR19W" 
Mayor 

"M.C.. [}l\Y" 
City f.ttanager 

PIR-01 



DATE: Jul~V 18, 1995 

TO: Senior Safe Operating Committee 
c/o Don Batchelor, Chairman 

FROM: Cit~' Clerk 

RE: SAFETY CERTIFICATE OF RECOGNITION: CITY CONSTRUCTION 
PROJECTS 

At the Council meetiing of .July 17, 1995, consideration was giv1~n to your report dated June 28, 1995 
concerning the above topic, and at which meeting the following1 resolution was passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, haviing considered the report from 
the Se!nior Safe Operating Committee dated June 28,, 19H5, re: Safety Certificatie of 
Reco~1nition: City Construction Projects, hereby agre~es as follows: 

1) That the Safety Certificate of Recognition Program be 
implemented by The City of Red Deer in partnership 
with the Alberta Construction Safety Association; 

2) That the Senior Safe Operating Committee convene 
a meeting with construction contracto1rs and relevant 
associations to outline the program and 
implementation schedule as outlined in the Senior 
Safe Operating Chairman's report i::tate1d June 28, 
1995; 

3) That the Safety Certificate of Recognition Program be 
approved as a pre-qualification for bidding on all City 
of Red Deer construction contracts in excess of 
$50,000.00 in value; 

and as pres,ented to Council July 17, 1995." 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information and appropria1te action. 
trust you will 1ow b~a proceeding in accordance with the above 1resolution. 

7 

~._LY, S~ 
City lerk / 

KK/fm 

cc. Director of Development Services 
Director of Community Services 
Director of Corporate Services 
Purchasing Agent 
Public Works Manager 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

September 15, 1995 

KEN HASLOP, Engineering Manager 
GORD STEWART, Public Works Manager 

RPC: • 5.693 

Al RO"rH, E,. L. & p. Manager BA c K 
RYAN STRADER, Bylaws/Inspections ManagE!rN o T s u 8 ~;Tl NF 0 RM AT ION 

TED To COUNCIL 
DON B.ATCHELOR, Chairman 
SENIOIR SAFE OPERATING COMMITTEE 

SAFETY PRE-QUALIFICATION REQUIREMENT: 
CITY C:ONTRACTS ===== 

In accordance with City Council's resolution of July 17, 1995, letters and notices have been 
forwarded to major contractors, associations and trade unions and a public meeting wa.s held to 
outline the schedule of implementation and the requirements of the safety pre-qualification for all 
City of Red Deer construction projects in excess of $50,000. 

In partnership with the Alberta Construction Safety Association, this safety initiative becomes 
effective January 1, 1996. Please ensure that all construction tenders for City projects to be 
undertaken after January 1, 1996, in excess of $50,000, adhere to the implementation schedule 
and guidelines (see attached). 

Contractors/sut1-contractors can obtain further information on the Safety Certificate of 
Recognition Program and register for the four (4) required training sessions by conta1cting The 
Red Deer Construction Association office, (Norma McCartne1y),, 346-4846. 

Please contact me or other members of the Senior Safe Operating Committee if you require 
further larificatiion. 

:ad 

Atts. 1. Safety Pre-Qualification Initiative Implementation Schedule 
Criteria for Exemption from the Safety Pre-Qualification 2. 

3. Certificate of Recognition Outline - Alberta Ccms;truction Safety Association 

c. H.M.C. Day, City Manager 
Bryon Jeffers, Director of Development Services 
Lowell Ft Hodgson, Community Services Director 
Kelly Kloss, City Clerk 
Senior Safe Operating Committee 
Safety Committee 



CITY OF RED DEER 

BAC:K UP INFORMATION 
NOT SUBMITTED TO COUNCIL 

SAFETY PRE-QUALIFICA.TION INITIATIVE· CONSTRUCTION CONTRACTS 
CERTIF!ICATE OF RECOGNITION PROGRAM 

IMPLEMENTATION SCHEDULE 
September 1995 

1. Conduct a general mee1ting with representatives of all trade associations, interested 
contractors and the Albmta Construction Safety Association to outline the program and 
implementation schedulo. 

2. Phase the implementation of the program over a 2-year period commencing January 1 , 
1 !996. Construction contractors may bid on City construction contracts commencing 
January 1, 1996,, if they have a Certificate of Recognition or have registered for the 
ct3rtificate and an3 active1ly participating in the training sessions for the program. 

3. Only construction contracts in excess of $50,000 are applicable to this pre-qualification 
initiative. 

4. Effective January 1, 199€1, construction contracts for the following work areas will require 
pre-qualification program or registration in the program: 

- paving, concrete and surfacing operations; 
- curb and gutter work; 
- sewer and wate1r installations; 
- water and sewage treatment plant installations/upgrades; 
- asphalt repairs. 

5. Effective January 1, 1997', c·onstruction contracts for all the above and the following work 
aireas will require pre-qualification: 

- landscaping and tree planting; 
- bridge c1onstruction and repairs; 
- building construction and renovations; 
- roofing; 
- drywall, masonry and glass installations; 
- metal fabrication; 
- electrical installati1ons. 

6. Special consideration may be necessary for construction contractors from out of the 
province. In certain instances, contracts (unique in nature due to the size, scope or 
expertise) may bet exempt from the pre-qualification initiative. Reciprocal agreements are 
in place for similar safe1y recognition programs when contractors biding on City of Red 
Deer projects are from Saskatchewan, Ontario or the three Maritime Provinces. 
Contractors bidding on City projects from the other provinces would have to submit their 
safety programs as part of the bid. Their safety program would be evaluated in 
comparison to the Albe1rta Construction Safety Recognition Program and the attached 
criteria to determine if the loid would be accepted. 

7. Sub-contractors of all Gity construction projects should abide by the pre-qualification 
standards of all respectiive general contractors. 

8. Engineering andl architoctllJral firms must have a Certificate of Recognition registration 
number when bidding on City of Red Deer projects, when they are the project managers 
or site supervisors. 



SAFETY PRE-QUALIFICATION· EXEMPTION CRITERIA 

Subject to satisfactory answers to the following questions, Department Managers ma~r grant an 
exemption to safety 1certifica_tion required for out-of-province1 and sub-contractors. 

1. Are you registered under a different Province's Safety Rec1:>gnition Program - state 
registration number. 

2. Do you have a safety manual, and will you provide it to The City of Red Deer? 

3. Does your firm have a safety certification you would consider equivalent tc> the City 
requirement? 

4. What are thEI names, addresses and telephone numbers of two persons representing 
owners whom you have recently worked for, and who c:an act as safety refernnces? 

NAME ADDRESS TELEPHONE FAX 

5. Have you worked in Alberta previously? Where? Wilen? Are you fully CO!gnizant of 
Alberta Safety Regulations? 

BACK UP INFORMATION 
NOT SUBMITTED TO COUNCIL 



Aib.et~·i::: C 1:::.r.:.tr·t.iE~tion W Sofety i.l..ssoc:citkn-. 

"" BA 
Nor s Ck Up INf:ORM 

CERTIFICATE OF RECOGNITION usMirn:o r ~TION , o COLJNCJL 
FOR 

ALBERTA CONSTRUCT/ON INlJUSTRIES 

INTRODUCTION 

The Alberta ConstruGtion Safety Association (ACSA) and Alberta Labour - Occurpational 
Health & Safety (OH~~S) Division are committed to helpin9 employe!rs and workers reduce 
losses caused by workplace injuries through the "Certificate of Recognition (COR)" 
program for the Alberta Construction Industry. 

A COR is given out by the Department of Labour - Occupational Health and Safety to 
companies that have had an external audit undertaken on their health and safety program 
and have met the standard set by the construction industry in Alberta. 
This COR is also a pre-qualification requirement of many buyers of construction in order 
to bid their work. 

The following steps will guide you through the process that will 1earn your company a 
Certificate of R1:;cognition. 

1. Fill out the COR registration sheet. All th1:; information aske!d for in the re~1istration 
form must be filled out along with any rnlated companies and all WCB Account 
Numbers. 

2. Send a copy of the registration sheet back to the Alberl:a Construction Safety 
Association to the attention of Trish Comeau at th.e Edmonton. Send renistration 
form to: 

Alberta Construction Safety Association 
1 0949 - 120 Street 
Edmonton, Alberta 
T5H 3R2 
Trish Comeau 

or 

Fax: 455-1120 

3. There are four core courses which are vital wh1en building the foundation of a 
successful he!alth and safety system. They are as follows: 

Principles of Health & Safety. A one day program which provides the Gompany 
with a safety management system and is the first course that should be taken, by 
the own1:;r or senior management. 



,,. - -

Safety Evaluation (Auditor Training). A two day program which provides the 
company with a tool that shows participants how to measure the stren~1ths and 
weaknesses of their safety management system. This is the second course that 
should be taken by the owner or the person designated to act as the peer auditor. 
Safety Basics is a pre-requisite for the Auditor Training course. 

Taking the Safety Evaluation (Auditor Training) course i~ives you the Alberta 
Certified Peer Safety Auditor certificate which is valid for a period of thre1e years. 
The student must attend the two day course and then do a self audit of your 
company and send the audit to the ACSA. Self audits are~ sent to our Edmonton 
office to the attention of Barbara Semeniuk who will check the audits and contact 
the auditor if there are any problems with the audit. These first two courses 
should be taken by management personnel who an3 goin~J to manage the health 
and safety program. To maintain your COR your company must submit an audit 
of your health and safety program every year by an ACSA accredited auditor. It 
is to your advantage to make sure that the person taking the auditor training 
course iis going to stay with your company or you will have to send anothe1r person 
to the auditor training should your auditor leave your company's employ. 

Alberta Construction Safety Association 
1 0949 - 120 Street 
Edmonton, Alberta 
T5H 3R2 

WHMIS (Workplace Hazardous Materials Information SystHm) 11Train the Trainer 11 

program. A one day program that teaches you how to train your own employees 
on workplace hazardous materials. This course should be taken by the individual 
selected by the organization to WHMIS train their workforce. 

Leadership for Safety Excellence. A two day program aimed at teaching a 
Construction Supervisor what they should know about health and safe~( on site. 
This course should be taken by all the supervisors working at the company but 
only one person has to take it to meet the requi1rernents of the program. 

These four courses will have to be taken by se>meone within the company. It 
does not have to be the same person for eac:h course. 

To register for these courses in the Southern re~1ion phone Pam or Sandie in 
Calgary at 1-800-661-6090 or 291-3710. In the Northern region phone Bev at the 
Edmonton office 1-800-661-2272 or 45~~-3311. ThE~se courses are also offered in 
the followin~1 areas twice per year or on an as nee,ded basis: 

BACK UP INFORMATION 
NOT $U6MtTTED TO COUNCIL 



• 
• 
• 

Fort McMurray 
Grande Prairie 
Lloydminister 

• 
• 
• 

BACK u.o INFORMATION 
NOT SUBMITTED TO COUNCIL 

Red Deeir 
Lethbrid!~e 
Medicinei Hat 

• Hinton/Edson 

4. Once your company has taken all the required! courses, a self audit on your 
company is Gompleted, and you feel you can achieve the standard (78%}, send a 
written request to Trish Comeau at our Edmonton office and ask for an external 
(peer) audit. The ACSA will arrange for an external auditor from the construction 
industry to come to your place of business and do an audit of your company's 
health and safety program. You have the right to refuse~ an auditor if you feel 
there is a conflict of interest between the assigned auditor and your company. The 
ACSA will then provide another auditor to undertake the audit. Whoever takes the 
auditor training course from your company must then undHrtake to go out and do 
an external audit of another construction company when asked by tho ACSA. 
There is no charge for these audits with each company contributing the~ time of 
their auditor. The ACSA attempts to match auditors to companies of similar size. 
The first year you join the program you must have a external (peer) audit done. 
The second and third year of the program you must send in an internal audit to 
maintain your Certificate of Recognition. This internal audit must be done by an 
Alberta Certified Peer Safety Auditor and the company must meet the standard 
(78%) emch year. The Certificate of Recognition is valid for three years as long 
as these requirements are met and certification is maintained. 

When a company has achieved a Certificate of Recognition, they may bE3 eligible 
to join the Workers' Compensation Board Voluntary lncemtive Plan, if they are 
members of the ACSA, which provides a financial incentive1 to industry groups that 
reduce their claims costs. The Board estimates what the group would be E~xpected 
to have in claims costs for each year. A reduction, by 1the group, in oxpected 
claims cost would be given back to the group on a dollar for dollar basis. For 
example, if the group achieved a $200,000.00 reduction in expected claims cost 
they would be given the money back prorated on tlhe percentage of payroll they 
have within the total group. Your company must have a CE3rtificate of Recognition 
before they become eligible for the financial inceintive and you must re-·register 
every year to qualify for the financial incentive. 

Once your company has received their Certificate of Reco!~nition (COR) they may 
be eligible to join the Partnership in Injury Reduction (PIA) program. 

PIR-01 



.. 

Certificate of Recognition Program 
Construction - Registration Form 

Yes, I have read the program Summary and I would like to participate! in the Alberta Construc1tion Safety 
Association (ACSA) Certificate of Recognition program. 

Legal Name: ·---------- Operating Name: 

Address: __ _ 

City Province Postal Gode 

Phone Number: --------- Fax Number: 

Contact Person(s): ---------- Signature: . 

Date: 

WCB Account Number: ---------- WCB Industry Code: 

Do you have any r19lated Companies 

Legal Name 

-CC Yes -er No 

WCB Account 

If yes, please li8t below. 

WCB Industry Code 

Training: Employers should complete the following ACSA courses: Priinciples of Health & Safety 
Managment, Auditor Training, WHMIS, and Leadership for Safoty Excellence. 

Please Return the Completed Form to: 

Alberta Construction Safety Assclciation 
10949 - 120 Street 
Edmonton, Alberta 

T5H 3R2 
Trish Comeau 
Fax: 455-1120 

* Once you have achieved your Certificate of Recognition you may bEt eligible to join a voluntary 
Incentive Program with the Workers' Compensation Board. This may provide you with a financial 
return from the WCB. 

PIR-01 
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DATE: .July ·12, 1995 

TO: City Council 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT 2672/S-95 AND LAND USE BYLAW 
.AMENDMENT 2672/T-95 

At the Council meeting of July 4, 1995, first reading was 9iven to each of the above noted 
Land Use Bylaw Amendments. 

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/S-95 provides for thei southerly 4.5 acre parcel of the 
former vehicle licensing centre property at 5220 - 77 Street, currently zoned C4, to be 
changed to Public Service, with this property being clevelopecl and occupied by the 
Newlife Fellowship Christian Reformed Church. 

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/T-95 provides for a spot zoning of the northerly 3.0 acre 
parcel of the former vehicle licensing centre property at 5220 - 77 Street,, for the 
development of a motion picture theatre. This Bylaw also provides that the sale 01r serving 
of wine, liquo1r, or beer is not allowed on this property. 

On July 12, 1 H95 this office was advised that the Newlife Fellowship Christian Reformed 
Church will be utilizing the total 7.5 acre parcel for their purposes, and as such the option 
for the Discount Movie Theatre to be located on the north portion of that site is 1110 longer 
available. As a result of this information, our office has withdrawn the advertising of a 
Public Hearing for the location of a Discount Movie Theatre on the north portion of the 
former vehicle licensing centre property. We felt that withdrawin~J the advertising was in 
the best intemst of Council as it would prevent any unnecessary public input as to whether 
or not the theatre should be located there, when that option is no longer available. 
However, as this rezoning was initiated by Council and not the applicant, shoulcl Council 
disagree with this course of action, we can still provide for advertising for a Public Hearing 
to be held on July 31, 1995. 

This office will be proceeding with the advertising for thei rezoning of the south portion 
of that site for a church, with the Public Hearing to be held July :31, 1995. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

That La Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/T-95 be withdrawn. 

~y~ 
L 'ld1 

City lerk 7 
! 

KK/fm 



Ralph Salomons 
Hl/\llY INC 

4440- 49 AVENUE 
RED DEER, ALBERTA 
T4NI 3W6 

BUS. (403) 343-3023 
FAX. (403) 343-6490 

RE/MAX Real Estate Central Alberta 
Each Office Independently Owned & Operated 

July 14, 1995 

City of Red Deer 
4914 48 Avenue 
Red Deer, Alberta 

Attention: Mayor Surkan 

Submitted Tn City Cnund' 

Date: Jfw5 1?/?S 

RE: Former Alberta Transportation Build~ - 11th Street. Red Deer, AB 

As a result of City Council's decision at its Council meeting of June 19, 1995 
to defeat the resolution to provide spot zoning on the north three1 acres of the 
above noted property for a theatre and in li1;1ht of the Congregation of the New 
Life Fellowship Christian Reformed Church ("New Life") raising the additional 
financing to purchase the entire property, the congregation at its meeting of 
June 29, 1995 voted to proceed with the purchase agreement with the 
Province of Alberta and buy the entire parcol. As you are aware, Council at its 
meeting of July 4, 1995, once again gave first reading to a resolution to 
provide spot zoning to the north three acres. This potentially could obtain 
second and third reading on July 31, 1995. 

On separate application to MPC, New Life rnquested subdivision which 
application had been placed on hold until the :sites are re-zoned for their 
intended uses. As a result, no legal parcel is currently availablle to sell nor 
would such parcel be available to sell until the middle of September, subject of 
course to Council's approval to rezone the site on July 31, 1995. 

The agreement between New Life and FF Base Management expires on July 19, 
1995 and the agreement between the Province of Alberta and New Life also 
expires on July 19, 1995. The Council for New Life passed a resolution at its 
meeting on July 11, 1995 not to extend the conditions on the New Life/FF Base 
Management agreement thereby making that agreement null and void. They 
also passed a resolution to withdraw its application to subdivide the subject site 
and request that the entire site be rezoned Public Service (PS). Another 
resolution was passed which would request the Province to am1md the New 
Life/Province of Alberta agreement whic:h amendment would remove all 
conditions except the condition of rezoning andl extend this agreement to 
August 2, 1995. As a result of this serie!i of ev1mts, Council's resolution to 
provide spot zoning for a theatre for this north site is no longer required and 
should now be withdrawn. 



I have asked that a member of the Council for New Life be present at the 
Council meeting of July 31, 1995 to address any questions or concerns that 
City Council may have . 

.. /./-~~¥ (.. ,,,,-- ·' .__,"-- . -
\ ··------·---- --Ralph Salomons 

!Ralph Salomons 
REALTY INC 



FILE No. 

THE CITY OF RED DEER FILE 
P.0.BOX5008,REDDEER,ALBERTA T4N3T4 ---------

City Clerk's Department 
(403) 342-8132 FAX (403) 346-6195 

July 18, 199!:1 

Ralph Salomons Realty Inc. 
4440 - 49 Avenue 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 3W6 

ATTENTION: Ralph Salomons 

Dear Sir: 

At the City of Red Deer Council meeting held on July 17, 1995, consideration was given to your letter 
dated July 14, 1995 re: Former Alberta Transportation Building, 5220 - 77 Street, and at which 
meeting the following resolution was passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, havin~1 considered the report from 
the City Clerk dated July 12, 1995, re: Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/S-95 and 
Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/T-95, hereby agrees to withdraw Land Use Bylaw 
Amendment 2672/T-95, and as presented to Council July 17, ·1995." 

As outlined in the above resolution, said bylaw has been withdrawn and as such no further action 
will be taken. The rezoning of the southern portion of the property in question to allow for the church 
will still proceed with a Public Hearing to be held on July 31, 19195. However, the north portion will 
now remain as C4. 

If you have any questions, or require additional information,. please do not hesitate to contact the 
undersigned. 

Sincerely, ~ 

~ K~y 
City Cler/ 

KK/fm 

cc. Director of Community Services 
City Planner 
Bylaws & Inspections Manager 
Land & Economic Development Manager 
Council & Committee Secretary, S. Ladwig 



DATE: July 18, 1995 

TO: Parkland Community Planning Services 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT 2672/l"-95 

At the Council meeting of July 17, 1995, consideration was given 1to the report from the City 
Clerk dated July 12, 1995 concerning the above topic, and at which meeting th1~ following 
resolution was passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Dee~r. having considered the 
report from the City Clerk dated July 12, 199S, re: Land Use Bylaw 
Amendment 2672/S-95 and Land Use Bylaw Amendment .2672/T-95, hereby 
agrees to withdraw Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/T-95, and as 
presemted to Council July 17, 1995." 

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/T-95 provided for a spot zoning of the northerly 3.08 
acre parcel of the former vehicle licensing centre proporty at 5220 - 77 Street, for the 
development of a motion picture theatre. This bylaw also provided that the sale or serving 
of wine, liquor or beer, was not allowed on this property. 

This office will now not be proceeding with the advertising of this bylaw. I trust you will find 
this satisfac!9ry. 

~~ 
;/ 

K Y Kl,.OSS 
City Clerk 

KK/fm 

cc. Director of Development Services 
Director of Community Services 
Land & Economic Development Manager 
Bylaws & !Inspections Manager 
Council & Committee Secretary, S. Ladwig 
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T'HE CITY OF RED DEl:FI 
p_ ()_BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 

City Clerk's Department 
(403) 342-8132 FAX (403) 346-6195 

July 11, 1995 

Libby's Gourmet Hotdogs 
17 Page Avenue 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 1J7 
347-4231 

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: 

-------

FILE No. 

Request from Libby's Gourmet Hotdogs to set up push vending unit on or about the area 
of 46 Street and Gaetz Avenue (map provided). 

Food permit and insurance to be presented at Council meeting. 

Yours Sincemly, 

"Libby Szarka" 
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DATE: July 7, 1995 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: Bylaws & Inspections Manager 

RE: LIBBYS GOURMET HOTDOGS VENDING UNIT 

In response to your memo regarding the above, we have the following comments for 
Councils consideration. 

The application is for two locations, one in the immediatE~ vicinity of Tom Sawyers and 
another in front of Brandon County Saloon. Both of these locations were on the list of 
requested locations submitted by Mr. Yip for Councils review on July 4, 1995. 

As mentioned to Council on July 4, 1995, we have submitted a report which appears 
elsewhere on this agenda, recommending that approval of specific sites be the 
responsibility of the administration. As well, we are recommending that the adjacent 
property owners concurrence be required prior to approval for the vending unit. 

In this case, there is a push cart vendor operating from the Brandon County parking lot, 
which is private property and did not require City approval. 

Recommendation: 

That the locations in front of the Brandon County Saloon not be approved, as 
there is a similar operator on site. 

That, subje~ct to a letter of concurrence from the Management of Tom 
Sawyms, that location be approved. 

Yours tr~y/ 

I I 
.1 'I (/ti,/. 

I ... -·--·-·--····---··-··-

. \_ ~ . . I l 
; /'' 

er_. -··--
y & Inspections Manager 

BUILDING INSPECTION DEPARTMENT 

RS/yd 
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060-012 

DATE: ,July S, 1995 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: Engineering Department Manager 

RE: LIBBY'S GOURMET HOT DOGS - PROPOSED VENDING LOCATION 
SIDEWALKS ALONG GAETZ AVENUE, BE:TWEEN 46 AND 47 STREET 

We have rev'iewecl the proposed vending machine locations and have no objections, 
subject to it being located within the rear 1.52 m (5 ft) of sidewalk. 

~4-l') 
Ken Has~!=>. Eng. 
Engineering Department Manager 

BDJ/emg 

c.c. By-laws and Inspections Manager 

a:Ml.ENTS: 

We concur with the recarrrendation of the Bylaws & Inspections 111'0.nager. 

"G. SURl<AN" 
Mlyor 

"M.C. 01\Y" 
City ,IVainager 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

JUNE 30, 1995 

DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVICES 

DIRECTOR OF CORPORATE SER:VICES 

X DIRECTOR OF DEVELOPMENT SEFIVICES 

X BYLAWS & INSPECTIONS MANAGER 

CITY ASSESSOR 

E.L. & P. MANAGER 

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT MANAGER 

FIRE CHIEF (EMERGENCY SERVICES) 

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY SERVICES MANAGER 

LAND AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGER 

PERSONNEL MANAGER 

PUBLIC WORKS MANAGER 

R.C.M.P. INSPECTOR 

RECREATION, PARKS & CULTURE MANAGER 

SOCIAL PLANNING MANAGER 

TRANSIT MANAGER 

TREASURY SERVICES MANAGER 

PRINCIPAL PLANNER 

CITY SOLICITOR 

CITY CLERK 

LIBBY'S GOURMET HOTDOGS VENDING UNIT 

Please submi1t comments on the attached to this office by July 10, 1995 for the Council 

Agenda of July 17, 1995. 

"Kelly Kloss" 
City Clerk 

f:\data\council\meeting\forms\com.tem 



THE CITY OF RED DEER 
-~~~~~~~~~~--~~~· 

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

City Clerk's Department 
(403) 342-8132 FAX (403) 346-6195 

July 18, 1995 

Libby's Gourmet Hotdogs 
17 Page Avenue 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 1J7 

Dear Ms. Szarka: 

At the City of Red Deer Council meeting held on July 17, 1 H9fi, consideration was given to your 
correspondence dated July 11, 1995 concerning a request to locate push cart vending units, and at 
which meeting the following resolution was passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Reel Deer, having conside1red 
correspondence from Libby's Gourmet Hotdogs dated ,July 11, 1995, re: Location of 
Push Vending Units in the area of 46 Street and Gae1tz Avenue1, hereby agrees as 
follows: 

1) That the requested location in front of Brandon County 
Saloon be denied; 

2) That subject to a letter of concurrenc·e from the 
management of Tom Sawyer's nightclub, lthe location 
adjacent to said club be approved; 

and as presemted to Council July 17, 1995." 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your in1ormation. As indicated, you have 
been approved for one location of a vending cart subject to concurrence with the adjact3nt owner. 

If you have any questions or require additional information please do not hesitate to contact the 
undersigned. 

cc. Director of Development Service 
Bylaws & Inspections Manager 



DATE: July 18, 1995 

TO: Bylaws & Inspections Manager 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: PUSH CART VENDING UNITS 

At the Council meeting of July 17, 1995, consideration was given to your report dated July 5, 1995 
concerning the above topic, and at which meeting the following resolution was passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered the report from 
the Bylaws and Inspections Manager dated July 5., 19B5, re: Push Cart Vending 
Units, hereby agrees as follows: 

1) That the License Bylaw be amended to allow for the 
approval of the location of Push Cart V1:mding Units to 
be the responsibility of the Licensing Inspector, who 
would take into account relevant department's 
recommendations; 

2) That the Push Cart Vending Unit locations that are 
applied for must be in use Monday to Friday, by the 
applicant, or they will be considered op1~n on a first 
come basis; 

3) That the applicant must submit a letter from the 
immediate adjacent businesses, indicating no 
objection from that business to the cart location; 

and as presented to Council July 17, 1995." 

In addition to the above resolution, first and second readings were given to License Bylaw 
Amendment 2846/B-95, a copy of which is attached hereto. Unfortunately, third reading of this 
Bylaw was withheld and shall be considered at the Council meHting of July 31, 1995. 

I trust you w· 1 find this satisfactory. 
/ 

~ ~t'l 
city c1erk 

1
'r 

KK/fm 

enc. 

cc. Director of Development Services 
D. Souch 
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5 Fir Street, Red Deer, Alberta T4N 4Y1 
Bus:: (403) 346-4750 Res: (40:3) 346-1707 

June 2: .. 1995 

M.r. Kelly Kloss 
City Clerk 
P.O. BnK 5008 
Red De<t'I. Alberta 
T4N 3T.l 

Dear Mr .. Kloss: 

RE: Cone Castle S:ignae:e 
I( P!:_i::_:L~Q~&_llr...LY-.~_ & Fi r ___ ~_Lf~!~' t. 

My nam<> .is ,Jim lflickl ing ilnd I am the ownP1r· of the Cone 
Castle ice cream parlor located at 5 Fir StreeL in the 
Exprt'S'' ~~4 Plaza in Upper Fairview. ] would like to 
request permission to place an "A frame" sign on the 
~rass hn1ilevard at the corner of Kerr~~' Wood Drive and 
Fir Street. The sign is 38 inches high and 32 inches 
wide and advertises the name of my business and the 
d i r e c t 1 n n t ow a r d s i t • I am l o ca t e d :rn 0 f e e t nor th o t' 
the "T" intersection jn question and ·1 wo11ld like to 
place thr' sign on the N.E. corner of the intersection. 
Which : :' the north side of Kerry Wood Drive and the Past 
sid0 of Fir Street. The sidewalk runs along th~ south 
side of Ker·ry Wood Drive and thus woul.d not pose a 
problem to pedestrian traffic. 

I have placed the sign in the desired location and 
apµroa•'il1Pd it from all directions in my vehicle, it does 
not ]ntf·rfere in any wa;r' with visabililty around the 
inters ·ct ion. I have enclosed a map sl1owing: ,you exactl;r1 

wherP l v;ollld like to place m:v sign and a photo copy of 
the si.,,11 in question. The si.gn is of t'.onrse in full 
CO 1 Ol' .. 
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With all due respect for the C3 zoning by-law in which 
my business is located, I would humbly ask that this 
request he approved by City Council. 

I am a 11PW business owner as of .lune if,, 1 BBS and nePd 
to advnrtise my location as much as possible. As I was 
unawar·-' of the "no A f'rame signs in c::l zoning'' at the 
I i rn e . I 11 ad a s i g n made a t cons i de r ab i i;, cos t t o me • I 
h ;.1 d h P \. " open f o r :1 d a ,y s when l was v i :' i I: e d h ;y a By - Law 
Officer·. who told me the sign had 1to hr· ll'emovf~d. 

Many of my customers have told me that thP sign enhances 
the cor!ller rather than being a hindrance or an eye-sore. 
The improvements we have made to the building itself has 
also enhanced the community, to wh1[ch the home owners of 
Upper 'F1tirview have most favorably commented on. With 
out the signage on Kerry Wood Drive people will not 
realiz"" where we are located and w:ill make staying in 
husine."'· very diffic1llt. as we are a 1rH,W business and 
p e op l e .. J n n n t know w he r e we a r e l o c at e d • 

Once again I beg your deepest consider&tion on this 
matter a11d I will be available 1o answl'r an;y questions 
,you ma,,- l1ave in person or over the phone. 

I look i' •Ward to hearing from ;you. 

Yours truly: 

Conf' C-1;:;tlc 

,T i m H i c k I i n g 

own P r / '11 a n av: e t' 
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SER'llCES 
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Suite 500, 4808 Ross Street 
Redi Deer, Alberta T4N 1X5 

Phone (403) 343-3394 
FAX (403) 346-1570 

·-----·------,--·--·-------' 
DATE: July S, 1995 

TO: KELLY KLOSS, CITY CLERK 

FROM: TONY LINDHOUT, PLANNER 

RE: CONE CASTLE - "A" FRAME SIGN IN BOULEVARD 

The applicant, who operates an ice cream parlour in the Express 24 Plaza located at: 5 Fir Street, is 
requesting City Council approval for an "A" frame advertising sign to be located at the comer of Fir 
Street and Keny Wood Drive. The proposed sign location wouldl be about 200 feet south of the C3 
zoned Local Convenience Commercial District containing the Plaza. The City's Land Use Bylaw 
allows for an on-site sign advertising the businesses located wi1hin the Plaza. The City's Sign Bylaw 
#2996/89 does allow for signs to be located on City property subject to approval by Council. Where 
Council allows a sign on City property, an annual ground rental foe must be paid to the Cilty. 

From a land use and planning perspective we would be concerned about the location of commercial 
signage at roadway intersections. Signs could be a distraction for motorists, be subject to vandalism 
(knocked down, removed, damaged, etc.) as they are not located on the same parcel as the business and 
therefore cannot be properly supervised. Approval of this type of signage at a removed site would be 
precedent setting and could lead to potential enforcement problerns concerning types of signs, location 
and additional requests for similar signage. Visually, such signs would detract from the boulevard 
setting which creates a sense of open space through grassed green areas that also in many cases contain 
high quality larndscap:ing. Furthermore, grass cutting around th;!se sign(s) could be problematic. The 
applicant has not indicated whether the "A" frame (portable?) silgn would be in place 24 hrs. a day or 
only during business hours. 

RECOMMENDATION 

Although we are sympathetic to the applicants desire to be highly visible through advertising, we 
cannot support the approval of the "A"frame sign at the Kerry 'Vood intersection and recommend that 
City Council deny the request based on the above noted concerns. 

7:., o__lw.dJ 
~out, ACP, MCIP 
PLANNER 

c.c. Bylaws and Inspection Manger 
Director of Community Services 
Recreation, Parks and Culture Manager 
Engineering Department Manager 
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DATE: July 5, 1995 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: Bylaws & Inspections Manager 

RE: II A" FRAME SIGNS 

In response to your memo regarding the above, we have the following comments for Councils 
consideration. 

Currently, "A" frame signs are the only form of signs not on a permanent foundation 01r attached 
to a building that are allowed in the City. They are only allowed in Cl., ClA and certain 11 sites. 

Other cities are currently trying to draft bylaws to restrict temporary signs as they have found 
they are impm.sible to control. The signs can be found on medians, boulevards and landscaped 
areas, blocking traffic lights etc. They are considered dange:rous because of their locations and 
detract considerably from landscaping in those cities where they are located. One of the most 
frequently heard compliments the city receives is that temporary signs are not seen on our streets. 

Recommendations: That the application be denied. 

Bylaws ancHnspectJions Manager 
BUILDING INSPECTION DEPARTMENT 

RS/yd 
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080-062 

DATE: June 29, 1995 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: Engineering Department Manager 

RE: CONE CASTLE - 5 FIR STREET 
APPROVAL OF "A" FRAME BOULEVARD SIGNI 

The applicant is requesting permission to place an "A" Frame Advertisement Sign in the 
City boulevard at the northeast corner of the intersecUori of Kerry Wood Drive and Fir 
Street. While thB sign may not present any visibility problems for motorists as the 
applicant has state1d, we are concerned that approval o·f this typet of signing is precedent 
setting and will lead to many more signs being similarly located. 

RECOMMENDATION 

To avoid inteirsection sign clutter and minimize motorist's distraction at potential! accident 
locations, we would respectfully recommend that City Council uphold the current By-law 
requirements. 

~;,') 
Ken G. ~fop, P. Eng. 
Engineering Department Manager 

KGH/emg 

c.c. By-laws & Inspections Manager 
c.c. Recreation,. Parks, & Culture Manager 
c.c. Principal Planner 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

June 29, 1995 

KELLY KLOSS 
City Clerk 

LOWELL R. HODGSON 
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Director of Community Services 

CONE CASTLE- "A" FRAME SIGN IN BOULEVARD 
Your memo of June 26, 1995 refers. 

cs- 4.746 

The Recreation, Parks & Culture Department Manager and myself are opposed to the1 request 
to place a commercial advertising sign on the Kerrywood Dri1ve boulevard. 

The Traffic Bylaw specifies that no objects should be placed on boulevard areas. City Council 
has been very consistent in enforcing this regulation to prevent a proliferation of signs on the 
landscaped boulevards throughout the city. The Strategic Plan refers to "greening of our 
transportation routes", and this should not be jeopardized by commerc:ial signage. 

RECOMMENDAIJQ~ 

That City Council deny the request from Cone Castle for an "A" frame sign on the Kerrywood 
Drive boulevarij . 

.-=.:-~J.~----------,.----r- • 
LOWELL R. HODGSON 

:ad 

c. Paul Meyette1, Principal Planner, P.C.P.S. 
Ken Haslop, Engineering Services Manager 

CXM.ENTS: 

We concur with the recarrnendation of the Jl.dninistration that the request 
be denied. As Council is aware, other similiar requests from businesses 
just off 1rmjor arteries have been denied i.n the past. 

"G. SURl<AN" 
Mayor 

"M. C.. ™·Y" 
City Manager 
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FROM: 

RE: 

June 26, 1995 

DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVllCES 

DIRECTOR OF CORPORATE SERVICES 

DIRECTOR OF DEVELOPMENT SEIRVICES 

BYLAWS & INSPECTIONS MANAGER 

CITY ASSESSOR 

E.L. & P. MANAGER 

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT MANAGER 

FIRE CHIEF (EMERGENCY SERVICES) 

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY SEFIVICES MANAGER 

LAND AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGER 

PERSONl\JEL MANAGEFt 

PUBLIC VVORKS MANAGER 

R.C.M.P. INSPECTOR 

RECREATION, PARKS 8l CULTURE MANAGER 

SOCIAL PLANNING MANAGER 

TRANSIT MANAGER 

TREASURY SERVICES MANAGER 

PRINCIPAL PLANNER 

CITY SOLICITOR 

CITY CLERK 

CONE CASTLE 

LOCATE "A" FRAME SIGN IN BOULEVARD 

Please submit comments on the attached to this office by July 10, 1995, for the Council 

Agenda of July 17, 1995. 

"Kelly Kloss" 
City Clerk 

f:\data\council\meeting\forms\com.tem 
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THE CITY OF RED DEE:R 
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 

City Clerk."s Department 
(403) 342-8132 FAX (403) 346-6195 

June 26, 1995 

Mr. Jim Hickling, Owner/Manager 
Cone CastlH 
5 Fir Street 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 4Y1 

Dear Sir: 

FILE No. 

FILE 

I acknowledge receipt of your letter dated June 23, 1995, re: Cone Castle Signage/Kerry 
Wood Drive & Fir Street. 

This item will be discussed amj possibly a decision made at the Meeting of Red Deer City 
Council on Monday, July 17, 1995. Council meetings bei~in 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 July 14, 1995, 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 meeting1, they may 
be picked up at our office on the second floor of City Hall on Friday, July 14, ·1995. 

If you have any questions in the meantime, please do not hesitate to contact the writer. 

Yours sincerely, 

/~d 
~~7 

City Clerk , 

KK/ds 
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THE cr:rv OF RED DEE.R 

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

City Clerk's Department 
(403) 342-8132 FAX (403) 346-6195 

July 18, 199!'.i 

Cone Castle 
5 Fir Street 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 4Y1 

ATTENTION: Jim Hickling 

Dear Sir: 

--------

At the City of Red Deer Counciil meeting held on July 17, 1995, consideration was given 
to your correspondence dated .June 23, 1995 concerning your request for the location of 
an "A" frame sign on the City boulevard, and at which meeting the following resolution was 
passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red DHer, having considen~d 
correspondence from Cone Castle datE~d June 23, 1995, re: Request for 
Approval of an 'A' Frame Boulevard Sign in the vicirnity of Kerry Wood Drive 
and Fir Street, hereby a~~rees that said request be approved for the sign to 
be located, during business hours only, for the following periods: 

July - October, 1995; 

May - Octobe,r, 1996; 

subject to the passage of the applicable Sign Bylaw Amendment." 

As outlined iin the above resolution, approval! of your request is conditional upon the 
passage of the necessary Sign Bylaw Amendment. City Administration will now begin work 
on the applicable amendment with same being presented tci Council at either the July 31, 
1995 or August 14, 1995 Couni:;il meeting. 

. . ./2 



Cone Castle 
July 18, 1995 
Page2 

If you have any questions or require additional information please do not hesitate to 
contact the undersigned. 

KK/fm 

cc. Director of Development Services 
Director of Community Services 
Bylaws & Inspections Manager 
Recreation, Parks & Culture Manager 
City Planner 



DATE: July 18, 1995 
FILE 

TO: Bylaws & Inspections Manager 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: CONE CASTLE SIGNAGE • KERRY WOOIO DRIVE AND FIR STREET 

At the Council meeting of July 17, 1995, consideration was given to the above topic, and 
at which meeting the followin~1 resolution was passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered 
correspondence from Cone Castle dated June 23, 1995, re: Request for 
Approval of an 'A' FramE~ Boulevard Sign in the vicinity of Kerry Wood Drive 
and Fi1r Street, hereby agrees that said request be approved for the sign to 
be located, during business hours only, for the following periods: 

July - October, 1995; 

May- October, 1996; 

subjec:t to the passage of the applicable Sign Bylaw Amendment." 

In accordance with the above resolution, I ask that you now proceed to prepare the 
necessary Sign Bylaw Amendment which would allow for the placement of said "A" frame 
sign. In speaking with Paul Mi3yette, we may wish to consider presenting befol'e Council 
two possible bylaw amendm43nts. The first would still not allow for "A" frame~ signs on 
boulevards with the exception iof' those allowed by Council resolution. The second bylaw 
can contemplate an even more limited plac:ement of signs. Paul said he would be 
speaking with the City Solicitor with regard to the second idea. 

It is our intention to place this on the Council agenda of July 31, 1995, or at thE~ latest on 
the Council 1T1eeting agenda of August 14, 199S. If you have any questions· please do not 
hesita c~ 

KEL Kra:S 
City Clerk 
KK/fm I 

cc. Director of Development Services 
Director of Community Services 
Recreation, Parks & Culture Manager 
City Planner 
City Solicitor 
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June 20th, 1995 

City Clerk 
The City of Red Deer 
PO Box 5008 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 3T4 

Dear Sir: 

90 

RE: Water & sanitary sewer servicing of Coldenwest Ave (north of 67th Street) 

The property owners listed below with their signatures attached have reviewed the cost estimate 
prepared by Tom Warder, City Engineering Department and in principal would like to request sanitary sewer 
servicing and water (where not serviced now). We would request that this project be funded by way of a 
local improvement debenture, financed over a 10 or 15 year period. 

Our request would be subject to final approval of all costs and meeting the requirements of City local 
improvement procedures. 

Peter Lacey, of Deerrnart Equipment Sales Ltd. has been our appointed as our representative and 
may be contacted if you require further information. 

Legal: Lot 15 Block 2 Plan 942 2085 

~
o ' 

12
/l Pcope,ty(s) owned: 

, // /-;:/' ... 
~~---·- Legal: Lot A Plan 4166 NY 

o l[tments Ltd. Property(s) owned: 

~ _ _Q_ _ Legal, lot 14 Block 2 Plan 942 2085 

Border Paving Ltd. ,A'roperty(s) owned: 
. ,,- .:? ... / Leg<11I: Lot J3 Plan 872 2485 

~~ Legal' Lot Ml Plan 3642 NY 
/ ..i.:: ~) LegClll: Lot 12 Block 2 Plan 942 2085 

.. ~ Legal: Lot 13 Block 2 Plan 942 2085 
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R.D.B Holdings Ltd. Property(s) owned: 

·,, // 

(<Ee~~</··~ <--- ('.':~=~~~~g~I: Lot 20 Plan 812 0799 

Parkland Properties Ltd. Property(s) owned: 

Legal: Lot 1 G Plan 842 2267 ,.--.--....._ 
_µ::="-----.--._.)~::~Legal: Lot H Plan 6143MC 

Property(s) owned: 

Legal: Lot 3B Plan 752 0643 

\( t "1 G ~ I\.\ i.:r·'i:..J(. S~c.<..£.. 
J;l"8Atler Well 5€1 vice Co. Ltd. Property(s) owned: 

"inllI "etc 5i1 in ttd. 
~NTIA.R_(.,Jl~c..1..- 5~v.4:JL 

Lor r P<..rt.N 67 J. l'i$ f. 
~r )4 !1.,,.w 7'>--z. bbl/J 

Central Precasts; Ltd. 

'4As tN o. c:.~~ 'tt-!Jt v 

--~----------···-

l~r\aJtd. J 
5W ~---

-~=---~-----·-· _ _, __ 

Flint Eng. & Constr. Ltd. 

Property(s) owned: 

f·1Q.crJll l'ift. V..1 t~ ;31£. .S'Ji'.,.JO ,,..r l~ 

LegQLl.i:bat 8 Pl k 2 PlaR 941 2985 

Property(s) owned: 

.... ----
Legal: Lot 7 Block 2 Plan 942 2085 

Property(s) owned: 

Legal: Lot 5 Block 2 Plan 942 2085 

Property(s) owned: 

Legal: Lot N Plan 2749 NY 

2 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 
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July 10, 1995 

City Clerk 

Engineering Department Manager 

GOLDEN WEST j~VENUE (NORTH OF 67 STREEn 
PETITION FOR WATER AND SANITARY SEFWICES 

110-003 

We support the petition from the1 property owners along Golden West Avenue to extend sewer 
and water mains by way of a Local Improvement By-law. 

We have also received interest from several of the property owners along 67 Avenue in the 
Golden West Subdivision for extEmsion of similar water and sanitary services. Council may wish 
to consider initiating a local improvement project f1or this work as well. This would like1ly improve 
the overall cost per property because of economies of scale and design efficiencies. It would also 
complete the servicing (water ancj sanitary) of the Golden West Industrial Subdivision inorth of 67 
Street. 

We estimate the approximate cost of extending th13 sanitary and water mains along G<>lden West 
Avenue and E>7 Avenue to be as follows: 

1. WATER MAINS (see Fiqure 1) 

a. Golden West Avenue (Section B - C) $204,000 

b. 67 Avenue (Section E - F) $174,000 

c. Looped Main from 67 Avenue to Taylor Drive 
(Section D - C - F) $135,000 

2. SANITARY SEWER MAINS (see Figure ~u 

a. Golden West AvBnue (Section A - D) $264,000 

b. 67 Avenue (Section F - G) $159,000 

3. Temporary roadway at north end of subdivision from 
67 Avenue to Golden West Avenue (easily possible after 
complleting the looped water main) $ 32,000 

Total Estimated Cost 19681000 



City Clerk 
Page 2 
July 10, 1995 
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The Local Improvement rate (i.e. cost per hectare) can be determined once the detailed design 
and cost estimating are complete. 

As indicated in the petition, we have had several discussions over the last 12 months with Mr. 
Peter Lacey, and in November 1 B94 provided some tentative cost estimates for this work. Our 
estimates were based on a preliminary design and assumedl that both roadways as outlined 
above would be serviced. They were also based cin 1994 costs. Our detailed cost estimates for 
work to be urnjertaken in 1996 may be a bit higheir. 

It should also be noted that thH aforementioned costs do not include the cost of extending 
services from the new mains to each property. This would be the responsibility of the individual 
property owners. 

The following table outlines thie procedures and an approximate schedule for this local 
improvement, assuming that Council and the petitioners approve the project: 

I I 
: 

I I PROCEDURE ACTION BY SCHEDULE 

Council review of petition and approval to Council July 1995 
proceed with design and preparation of a Local 
Improvement By-law. 

Prepare detailed design, cost estimates, and Engineering August to October 
assessment information. Department 19fl5 

Notice to property owners outlining detailed Engineering November to 
costs for each property. Depa11ment DecembBr 1995 

Property owners accept or submit petition to Petitioners DecembHr 1995 
reject project. 

-
Report to Council requesting approval of funding1 Engimrnring/ January 1996 
and local improvement rntes. Council 

Project tendming, award, and construction Engineering Spring 1996 
-

RECOMMENDATIONS 

1. That Council agree to initiate a Local Improvement By··law for the extension 1:>f sanitary 
and water mains for the properties along Golden West Avenue, north of 67 Street. 

2. That Council agree to initiate a Local lmpmvement By-law for the extension 1:>f sanitary 
and water mains for the properties along E>7 Avenue, north of 67 Street. 



City Clerk 
Page 3 
July 1 O, 1995 
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3. That Council approve a budget of $30,000 to complete the detailed design, cost 
estimating, and local improvement process. This cost would be included as part of the 
local improvement project. Should the project fail, this cost would have to be absorbed 
in the Engineering Department operating budget and an authorized overexpendit:ure would 
be required. 

~-4-0 
Ken G. Hasl~>, P. Eng. 
Engineering Department Manager 

KGH/emg 
Att. 
c.c. Director of Corporate Services 
c.c. Director of Development Services 
c.c. Public Works Manager 
c.c. Subdiv1ision Administrator 
c.c. City Assessor 
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DATE: 

TO: 

July 11, 1995 

City Clerk 
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FROM: Tax Coordinator 

RE: SERVICING • GOLDEN WEST AVENUE, N~ORTH OF 67 STREE:T 

There are 17 properties abutting the proposed local improvement on Golden West 
Avenue. Twelve valid signatures appear cm the peMion for the proposed local 
improvement. 

The petition meets the requirements of Section 392(2) of tlhe Municipal Government Act 
which states: 

"A petition is not a sufficient petition unless: 

a) iit is signed by 2/3 of the owners who would be liable to pay the local 
improvement tax, and 

b) the owners who sign the petition represent at least 1/2 of the value of the 
assessments prepared under Part 9 for the parcels of land in respect of 
which the tax will be imposed." 

The local improvement may proceed as petitioned, as it meets the requirements of the 
Municipal Government Act. 

Norm Ford 
Tax Coordinator 

NF/ngl 

CCM'ENTS: 

We concur with the recomnendation of the Engineering Departrrent Mmager. 

"G. SUR:KAN" 
Mayor 

"M.C. CIAY" 
City 1Vil1nager 
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R.D.B Holdings Ltd. 

Parkland Propertie• Ltd. 

Rutselsteel Inc. 

Frontier Well Service Co. ltd. 

Klnp Meter Service Ltd. 

Central Precasts Ltd. 

332964 Alberta Ltd. 

Flint Eng. & Conltr. Ltd. 

----Po•t·ll'" bro:ind fax transmiltal memo 7671 •"'pages • 

"- 2£.u..._j_· Kl¢C.S irrom Pcn!'.'.:L lJT-c/i/'-' 
Co. 

Dtp1:---·-·------4--,-..._.. --;-------1 

Lep'I: Lot 2D Plan 812 C,799 

rroperty(s) owned: 

lepl: Lot 1 G Plan 842 ~:267 
Legah Lot H Plan 6143MC 

Property(s) owned: 

Legal: Lot 38 Pian 752 0643 

Property(s) owned: 

Lepl: Lot I Plan 872 1986 
legal: Lot JA Plan 752 0643 

Property(s) owned: 

Legal: Lot 8 Block 2 Plari 942 2085 

Property(s) owned: 

lep.I: Lot 7 Block 2 Plan 942 2085 

Property(s) owned: 

Lega1I: Lot 5 Block 2 Plan 942 2085 

Property(s) owned: 

--------~-- Lepl: Lot N Plan 2749 NY 

2 



DATE: 

TO: 

June 29, 1995 

DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVICES 

DIRECTOR OF CORPORA.TE SERVICES 

DIRECTOR OF DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 

BYLAWS & INSPECTIONS MANAGEH 

>s, CITY ASSESSOR 
/ 

t,/ X E.L. & P. MANAGER 

FROM: 

RE: 

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT MANAGER 

FIRE CHIEF (EMERGENCY SERVICES) 

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY SERVICES MANAGER 

LAND AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGER 

PERSONNEL MANAGER 

PUBLIC WORKS MANAGER 

R.C.M.P. INSPECTOR 

RECREATION, PARKS & CULTURE MANAGER 

SOCIAL PLANNING MANAGER 

TRANSIT MANAGER 

TREASURY SERVICES MANAGER 

PRINCIPAL PLANNER 

CITY SOUCITOR 

CITYCLEIRK 

SERVICING - GOLDEN WEST AVE. NORTH OF 67 STREET 

Please submit comments on the attached to this office by July 10, 1995, for the Council 

Agenda of July 17, 1995. 

"Kelly Kloss" 
City Clerk 

f:\data\council\meeting\forms\com.tem 



FILE No. 

THE Cll"Y OF RED DEER, __ __.E--.::1:::.....::LE 
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 

City Clerk's Department 
(403) 342-8132 FAX (403) 346-6195 

June 29, 1995 

Mr. Peter Lacey 
Deermart Equipment Sales Ltd. 
6705 Golden West Ave. 
Red Deer, Alberta 

Dear Sir: 

I acknowledge receipt of your letter dated June 20, 1995, re: Water and Sanitary Sewer 
Servicing of Goldenwest Ave .. , north of 67 Street. 

This item will be discussed and possibly a decision made at the Meeting of Red Deer City 
Council on July 17, 1995. Council meetings begin at 4:30 p.m., and adjourn for the supper 
hour at 6:00 p.m., reconvenin!g 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, July 14, 1995, 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 circulatE~d to City administration for comments, and should you wish 
to receive a copy of the administrative comments prior tci the Council meeting, they may 
be picked up at our office on the second floor of City Hall on July 14, 1995. 

If you have any questions in the meantime, please do ncit hesitate to contact the writer. 

Yours sincerely, 

Kelly Kloss 
City Clerk/ 

KK/ds / 



DATE: July 4, 1995 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: JD. Scheelar 
lE. L. & P. Dept. 

RE: :Servicing - Golden West Avenue north of 67 Street 

E. L. & P. have no objection to the: proposed extension of the sewer and water servicing north 
of 67 Street along Golden West Avenue. 

Daryle Scheelar, 
Distribution Engineer 

GF/jjd 



DATE: July 18, 1995 

TO: Director of Development Services 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: GOLDEN WEST AVENUE (NORTH OF 67 STREET) PETITION FOR 
WATER .AND SANITARY SERVICES 

At the Council meeting of July 17, 1995, consideration was givEm to the above topic, and at which 
meeting the following resolution was passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered 
correspondence from property owners in the vicinity of Golden West Avenue north 
of 67 Street dated June 20, 1995, re: Water and Sanitary Sewer Servicing of Golden 
West Avenue (north of 67 Street), hereby agrees as follows: 

1) That a Local Improvement Bylaw be initiated for the 
extension of Sanitary and Water Mains for the 
properties along Golden West Avenue, north of 67 
Street; 

2) That a Local Improvement Bylaw be initliated for the 
extension of Sanitary and Water Mains for the 
properties along 67 Avenue, north of 67 Street; 

3) That a bud1~et of $30,000.00 be approved to complete 
the detaih3d design, cost estimating, and local 
improvemEmt process, said costs being included as 
part of the local improvement project; 

and as presented to Council July 17, 1995." 

I ask that you now proceed with the~ necessary process in providin1~ for this Local Improvement Bylaw 
and notificatron to all businesses a1'fected, with a copy of said notices being forwarded to our office. 

~oh 
Cit Clerk 

KK/fm 

cc. Director of Corporate Services 
Public Works Manager 
City Assessor 



Fll:E 
THE CITY OF RED DEEi~ 

P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 -------

City Clerk's Department 
(403) 342-8132 FAX (403) 346-6195 

July 18, 199!> 

Peter Lacey 
Deermart Equipment Sales Limited 
6705 Golden West Avenue 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4P 1A7 

Dear Sir: 

At the City of Red Deer Council meeting held on July 17, 1995, consideration was given 
to your cormspondence dated June 20, 1995 on behalf of various businesses along 
Golden West Avenue re: Water and Sanitary Sewer Servicing of Golden West Avenue 
(north of 67 Street), and at whiich meeting the following re!solution was passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered 
correspondence from property owners in the vicinity of Golden West Avenue 
north of 67 Street dated June 20, 1995, re: Water and Sanitary Sewer 
Servicing of Golden Wiest Avenue (north of 67 Street), hereby agrees as 
follows: 

1) That a Local Improvement Bylaw be initiated for 
the extension of Sanitary and Water Mains for 
the properties along Golden West Avenue, north 
of 67 Streiet; 

2) That a Local Improvement Bylaw be initiated for 
the extension of Sanitary and Water Mains for 
the prope-rties along 67 Avenue, north of' 67 
Street; 

3) That a budget of $30,000.00 be approved to 
complete the detailed design, cost Bstimating, 
and local improvement process, said costs being 
included as part of th«:? local improvement 
project; 

and as presented to Council July 17, 1995." 
.. ./2 



Peter Lacey 
July 18, 1995 
Page2 

As outlined in the above resolution, we will now be initiating the process to develop a 
Local Improvement Bylaw which will include tile exact cost of providing the above noted 
servicing. You and the property owners in this area will be receiving further 
correspondence from our Engiineering Department when more detailed information has 
been accumulated. 

If you have any questions, or require additional information, please do not hesitate to 
contact the undersigned. 

~ 
KELLY KL98S, 
City Clerli 

I 

KK/fm 

cc. Director of Development Services 
Director of Corporate Services 
Public Works Manager 
City Assessor 
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1eer --- Land Use Bylaw 
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I 911 (55 STRFET) 

RUSSEL 

II 

8 9 

13 
22 

14 23 

IO 
21 31 

RANDOLPH ST 

::Z> .__.. J> 
~ ..____."' 

17 18 "' _.....i,..____,-< 

21 

17 

ROLAND ST. 

16 

~~lllr~UllllH 
~\2~ I [ 1111111 H 

ROCHE ST 

CDQ I I I l .. J~ 

Sub~ec-t 
Site 

I 



103 

DATE: July 10, 1995 

TO: Kelly Kloss, City Clerk 

FROM: Alan Scott, Land and Economic Development Manager 

RE: LOT 32 PUL, BLOCK 9, PLAN 812-1608 

The above public utility lot was originally leased in September 1 ~991, to former owners of Lot 31 
(9 Rutledge Cmscent). In June 19!93, the property was sold to thie present owners (Mr. and Mrs. 
Vokes) and thH lease of the utility lot was assumed by the new owners. 

Later that year, owners of the propBrty immediately south of the utility right-of-way, at 5 Hutledge, 
requested that they be permitted to lease or purchase half of thB utility right-of-way. The matter 
was discussed on two occasions by City Council and in the end, lthe following resolution received 
Council approval: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered reports to 
Council August 16, 1993, m: Public Utility Lot 32, Block H, Plan 812-1608, hereby 
agrees that Mr. and Mrs. Vokes be allowed to continue leasing the entire lot and 
that the Mayor and City Clerk be authorized to execute said lease on behalf of the 
City." 

Mr. and Mrs. Vokes have continued to lease the lot under agreHment with the City of Fted Deer. 
All conditions of the lease have been maintained by the lessee, and annual lease payments are 
current. 

The lease agreement contains conditions which permit the loase to be transferred to a new 
owner, provided all conditions of the lease are current and maintained. 

RECOMMENDATION 

The Land and Economic Development Department recommends that the lease of Lot 32 PUL, 
Block 9, Plan 812-1608 be maintained as it exists - that is as a lease to the owners of 9 Rutledge 
Crescent. In the event the property is sold, and the new owners are not interested in continuing 
with the lease, we would recommend we maintain our current policy, and offer the PUL to the 
property owners on the south sid1a of the easement. 

AVS/mm 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

June 29, 1995 

KELLY KLOSS 
City Clerk 

LOWELL R. HODGSON 

104 

Director of Community Services 

MARC JEANNEAU/LEASE OF UTILITY RIGHT OF WAY 
Your memo of June 27, 1995 refers. 

CS-4.748 

This memo is in response to your request for comments on this issue .. 

This issue was last before City Council August 16, 1993, when the following resolution was 
passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of the City of Red Deer having considered reports to 
Council August 16, 1993, regarding Public Utility Lot 32, Block 9, Plan 812-1608 
hereby agrees that Mr. & Mrs. Volks be allowed to continue leasing the entire lot 
and that the Mayor and City Clerk be authorized to execute said lease on behalf 
of the City". 

The history of this issue is as follows: 

• In October 1991, City Council approved the lease of P.UL 32 in Rosedale to the owners 
of the adjacent Lot 31 to tile north, at 9 Rutledge Crescent. Mr. Robitaille, thB owner of 
Lot 33 to the south of tho utility lot at 5 Rutledge Crescent, informed the City that he 
supported the lease and did not want to lease the propBrty himself. The lease of P.U.L. 
32 was assumed by the new owners, and fences were constructed to include! a portion 
of the property within the enclosed yard and this is standard practice in most leases of this 
kind. 

• Mrs. Robitaille wrote Council expressing concern regarding the location of the fences 
which she considered made her home "less marketable" and indicated that P.U.L. 32 
"should provide equal opportunity for both parties", and wished to lease half 01~ the utility 
lot for a walkway and increased yard space. She was, therefore, requesting that the City 
cancel the present lease with the owner of Lot 31 and enter into a new leasB with both 
adjacent landowners. 

• The Community Services Division supported the lease ot this utility lot as it is not required 
as part of the City's pedestrian network, and this Division had no objection tc1 the lease 
of the public utility lot to eiither of the adjacent landowners, or to leasing half of the utility 
lot to each party. The owner of Lot 31 had met the terms of the lease and the ·fences, as 
constructed, did not detrimentally impact the adjacent property. It was, therefore, felt to 
be unreasonable to cancell the lease after the owners had made a significant investment 
in high-quality fence construction and landscaping. 



City Clerk 
Page2 
June 29, 1995 

105 

It seems this issue is still one of a neighbour's dispute, and it sHems unfortunate that i1t can't be 
resolved by those affected neighbours. However,. it might now be reasonable to consider the 
cancellation of the existing lease when 9 Rutledge Crescent is sold so that the P.U.L. can be split 
and leased to both #9 and #5 Rutledge Crescent. If the existin~1 lease is with the Volks and not 
the property, then this would be a reasonable time to accommodate this request. 

RECOMMENDATION 

That Council of the City of Red Deer give notice to cancel the lease agreement with the Volks 
upon the sale of their property at 9 Rutledge Crescent, and that the public utility lot then be split 
with a lease to both #5 and #9 Ruitledge Crescent. 

LOWELL R. HODGSON 

:ad 

c. Don Batchelor, Recreation, Parks & Culture Manager 
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235-039 

DATE: ,June 30, 1995 

TO: City Clerks 

FROM: Engineering Department Manager 

RE: LEASE OF PUBLIC UTILITY LOT 32, BLOCK 9, PLAN 812 1608 
VOKES- RUTLEDGE CRESCENT 

Regarding this request for shared lease, the information supplied in our attacheid memo 
dated July 19, 1993 to the City Clerk remains relevant. 

. /) 
=:~Eng. 
Engineering Department Mana1ger 

BDJ/emg 
Att. 

c.c. By-laws and Inspection Manager 
c.c. Parks Manager 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 
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July 19, 1993 

City Clerk 

Engineering Department Manager 

PUBLIC UTILITY LOT IN ROSEDALE 
LAURA ROBITAILLE 

235-099 

While we do niot have any comments relative to the circumstances leading up to the request to 
cancel the existing lease with the Vokes, we can supply the following information: 

1. There are no shallow utilities in the middle of the utility lot. It would be possible to split 
the lease 50/.50 and construct a fence in the middle. Gates at either end would not be a 
requirement; however, utility "locates" would be a requirement as well as maintaining 
immediate access to any water valves and/or manholes. 

2. Common residential board type fences are usually not a problem with respect to removing 
and replacing; however, the more elaborate concrete/brick/rough timber fences are much 
more costly to repair and in some cases impossible to duplicate. Therefore, a requirement 
would be a common board fence. 

3. Drainage of the utility lot is at 1.4% from back to the front street and should pose no 
problem to a middle fence. 

4. Fences on each edge of a utility lot are nonnally on private property and privately owned 
and maintained. A fence in the middle of the utility lot is on City owned property; 
therefore, the lease agreement would have to cover liability, maintenance, and risk of 
losing their capital investment. 

Hopefully this information will be of value to Council in reaching a decision. 

Ken G. Haslop, P. Eng. 
Engineering Department Manager 

KGH/emg 
c.c. Director of Community Services 
c.c. By-laws and Inspections Manager 
c.c. E. L. & P. Manager 
c.c. Parks Manager 
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COMMENTS: 

Currently our policy is to allow the lease to run with the property and be transferre~d to the 
new owner, and our lease agreements reflect this. For this reason we concur with the 
recommendati1on of the Land & Economic Development DepartmEmt. 

For Council's information, if we wish to reopen all leases for re-negotiation at the point of 
sale of property, this will amount to a significant administrative load due to the number of 
leases we have of this nature. 

"G. SURKAN" 
Mayor 

"M.C. DAY" 
City Manager 



/ 
/ DATE: June 27, 1995 

TO: y'~)c DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVICES 

DIRECTOR OF CORPORATE SERVICES 
v---~ DIRECTOR OF DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 

v/x BYLAWS & INSPECTIONS MANAGEH 

CITY ASSESSOR 

E.L. & P. MANAGER 

ENGINEEFllNG DEPARTMENT MANAGER 

FIRE CHIEF (EMERGENCY SERVICES) 

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY SERVICES MANAGER 

)( LAND AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGER 

PERSONNEL MANAGER 

PUBLIC WORKS MANAGER 

R.C.M.P. INSPECTOR 

RECREATION, PARKS & CULTURE MANAGER 

SOCIAL PLANNING MANAGER 

TRANSIT MANAGER 

// 
TREASURY SERVICES MANAGER 

t/ x PRINCIPAL PLANNER 

.// x CITY SOLllCITOR 

FROM: CITY CLERK 

RE: MARC JEANNEAU/LEASE OF UTILITY RIGHT OF WAY 

Please submit comments on the attached to this office by July 10, 1995, for thei Council 

Agenda of July 17, 1995. 

"Kelly Kloss" 
City Clerk 

f:\data\council\meeting\forms\com.tem 



FILE No. 

A . THE CITY OF RE.D DEER FILE 
' P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 . 

City Clerk"s Department. 
(403) 342-8132 FAX (403) 346-6195 

June 27, 1995 

Mr. Marc Jeanneau 
5 Rutledge Crescent 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4P 3K3 

Dear Sir: 

·--------

I acknowledge receipt of your letter dated June 26, 1995,, ne: Lease of Utility Right of Way. 

This item will be discussed and possibly a decision made at the Meeting of Red Deer City 
Council on Monday, July 17, 1995. Council meetings be~1in 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, July 14, 1995, 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 entrancei 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 July 14, 1995. 

If you have any questions in the meantime, please do not hesitate to contact the writer. 

Yours sin rely, 

~ 
KellyKls 
City Clerk 

KK/ds 



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

City Clerk's Department 
(403) 342-8132 FAX (403) 346-6195 

July 18, 1995 

Mr. & Mrs. Vokes 
9 Rutledge Crescent 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4P 3K3 

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Vokes: 

At the City of Red Deer Council meeting held on July 17, 1995, consideration was given to a request 
made by Marc Jeanneau to lease a. portion of City Public Utility Lot No. 32, Block 9, Plan 812-1608, 
which is currently being leased to you by The City. 

At the above noted Council meeting, Mr. Jeanneau withdrew his request to lease a por1ion of this 
lot, however, subsequent to this, the following resolution was passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Dee1r hereby agrees that the 
Administration prepare a policy for Council's consideration, to provide that where a 
Public Utility Lot is leased to an adjacent property owner, and said owner is selling 
the property, then upon rnquest, the Public Utility Lot be divided between the two 
adjacent properties with all costs associated with said c:hange, including fencinig if 
applicable, be the responsibility of the individual making the request." 

The City Administration will now be preparing for Council's consideration at a future meeting, a policy 
in accordance with the above resolution. Such a policy would only affect you if you are to sell your 
house. 

If you have any questions, or require additional information, plE~ase do not hesitate to contact the 
undersigned. Thank you for attending the Council meeting. 

Sincerely, 

' 0/ q6 
City Clerk / 

I 
KK/fm . 

cc. Director of Development Services 
Land & Economic Development Manager 



FIL.E 
DATE: July 18, 1995 

TO: Land & Economic Development Manager 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: LEASE OF CITY PUBLIC UTILITY LOTS 

At the Council meeting of July 17, 1995 the following resolution was passed relative to the 
leasing of City Public Utility Lots: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer hereby agrees that the 
Administration prepare a policy for Council's consideration, to provide U1at 
where a Public Utility Lot is leased to an adjacent property owner, and said 
owner is selling the property, then upon request, the Public Utility Lot be 
divided between the two adjacent properties with all costs associated with 
said Ghange, including fencing if applicable, be 1the responsibility of the 
individual making the mquest." 

I ask that you now prepare a policy in accordance with the above resolution, for Council's 
consideration at a. future meeting. 

I trust you will find this satisfactory. 

~ 
KELL KL

7
0;( 

City Clerk 

KK/fm 

cc. Director of Development Services 
City Solicitor 



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

City Clerk· s Department 
(403) 342-8132 FAX (403) 346-6195 

July 18, 199~; 

Marc Jeanneau 
5 Rutledge CrescEmt 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4P 3K3 

Dear Sir: 

At the City of Red Deer Counc:il meeting held on July 17, 1995, consideration was given 
to your letter dated June 26, 1995 re: Request to Lease a Portion of Public Utility Lot No. 
32, Block 9, Plan 812-1608. Following discussion during this meeting, upon your direction, 
your request was withdrawn from Council's consideration. Subsequent to this, however, 
the following resolution was passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer hereby agrees that the 
Administration prepare a policy for Council's cons1ideration, to provide that 
where! a Public Utility-Lot is leased to an adjacent property owner, and said 
owner is selling the property, then upon request, the Public Utility Lot be 
divided between the two adjacent properties with all costs associated with 
said change, including fencing if applicable, be the responsibility of the 
individual making the request." 

The City Administration will now be preparing a policy for Council's consideration at a 
future meeting for equally sharing of Public Utility Lots at the time of the sale of a property. 

If you have any questions, or require additional information, please do not hesitate to 
contact the undersigned. Thank you for attending the Council meeting. 

KK/fm 

cc. Director of Development Services 
Land & Economic Development Manager 
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THE CITY OF RED DEER 

TO THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE 

P E T I T I 0 N F 0 R L 0 C A L I M P R 0 V E M E N T 

nT~u An n~n nuun 
viii ur nLu UL~n 

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY 
PETITION NO. -----
DATE RECEIVED ~----

GENTLEMEN: NoT 
We, the undersigned property owners, request that you will1c~2struct ~B~~P~A~VE~b~=l~A~N-"-"'~~---~~--~~---~~~-------~ 

on L.ME SoVTf/ 9,:- Rol..ANl> '$T'flag" from f<.uTHEIZ..FoR't;) ~1\/e to. i..Af'IE. EA-:5T OF P,,uTff~1&11'6 , as a Local Improvement to be assessed by 
way of a Unit Rate to be fixed by the Council, in accordance with the provisions of the Municipal Taxation Act and the Bylaws of The City of Red Deer. 

Signature of Registered 
Owner or Asssessed Owner 

Complete Municipal 
Address 

IA D ~ , ;/ I :a Ru-rllEi..Fo/tb ~ 
'A[Z,~ ~ .D£t> 'bs~. ~i!J. T-4/)iU.I 

1,f/,;i/;t~ 31 /l 1..-rllfll.i<ol\JJ c: "-"St. 
l{'i:O Dt.u, tf8. 7'fl:J£/ 

/ K~ " I G<- /?OLl'(r'O >r" 
; 1./1, ~,,, j'RJ,yJ • !(€p ,1J~az ; frt3 74f3v::q_ /'i I ' , -- c; 7JITI 7-,~6/_.tff~o sr 

· l'1r1..LU-€e.. v'vl ~d/J a_;;n nJ:t..Cft.. A.o.ILf!Jt\' 
IV,)· /f 1 /I roj f<;,_,_11-• ./a s;. 
.Vudu wul~ f{i:;o 01;1M. 'fl-ff?Jk<i 

_ ,- 7 _:_ !. ~ I .,, ~ P, n--u. ,.ji' "-51 RJ:-. c...t--o 0"t.:! 
I v~m QbA.-1.iJ I ~1;-t'.:IG);:~J Al6 14,_ :!><'.--{ 

}fa:i. ''" v Jl, , I ~~- ,4.~J:(""1 -r ~~-s.<... 
,./ b (,>' ---;;.~J,,_, - ./?.../ (.L...::: 4/ /~fJ 11./ 

(J - I(, 

PRINTED NAME OF REGISTERED-,- LOT I BLOCK ! PLAN ! SIGNATURE OF WITNESS 
OWNER OR ASSESSED OWNER 

ALFR®+Y11-t1t:.r P1s1<e 5"~ 19 ~72-c1s:i. 

!< o t,(12:r s-r o t:r ;i :ss I CJ 812 - O/S2-

/Jh<. 12'/ .J-- f e f.fwV 5 J...-it'i;:; 1 L./ 3 It ( 

).OU1~-1>~4V~~rl M'llJ4'f ~ 4b I 
JLA-d:Jt..__. rvi. Dobs:~ I 4 cf I 
Du C,uC -:S:CJCtL-j ;J C"', ...;;;,-· 

tDi I o-1 .. -·-" 
I I (~ I~ Vl°::'..J.J 

Ji. RY f5 c_,,t..n<}ffo v / 5'1 ,q 1 81z-u1sz1 

I 
I 

I 

I 
0 



I, 

111 

A F F I D A V I T 

!<. o (, 11 .. ;r S 7 o LT7--- .£_ . .4-::f _i 
(signature of witness -·must b•~ 

, swear that 

that to the best of my belief, the persons whose :signatures I have witnessed 

are electors of The City of Red Deer in the Provi111ce of Alberta. 

A F F I D A V I T 

I, ----·----.----• swear 
- must be an adult) 

that to the best of my belief, signatures I have witnessed 

iti"'1;t:e Provi111ce of Alberta. 

~" 
~ 

are electors of The City of Red Deer 

~FFIDAVl' 

I, ~~ --,-.,,.--...----' swear 
(signature of w~~- - must be an adult) 

that to the best of my belief, the pers~· whose signatures I have' witnessed 

are electors of The Alberta. 

I ' ;( ~~ Bog 1&" ~1"'• L-r'Z-
(Signatureo~ presentative 

, whose name 

appears upon the attached petition represent the petitioners and I am the person 

to whom The City of Red Deer may direct: any enquiries with regardi; to the petition. 

My address and phone number are as foll.owB: 

3 t f. 1.f'THU.~o" o C t.. o tt. 
ADDRESS R 'tl> J) 1- '-~ t 415. 

T'fP 3L I 

RrL~ 
~~ z:. ,c;A-JA. 4:) 

rn ~OT!~ r ALT/}. 
February 15, 1!~ 

TELEPHONE NO. 



112 

69 Polancl 5treet 
Red Deer, Alt1eirt.o T "1-P 3K·:;i 
,..June 20, 1 99:: JUN 2 6 1999 

Eng1neer1 ng LiED.:irtrnent 
Hie Cit\i of RE!Cl Deer 
P 0 Box ~)008 
Red Deer' A ltJEH" L::i 
T4H 3T4 

Dear Sir /l1allarn, 

~{E .· LOCAL I r·-·1PIWVEt·-·1ENT 
69 ROLAND STF:EET 
LOT 44, BLOCK 19, PLAN 812- 160e 

it was w1tr1iJrE)at1jismav that I le~~rned of the city's int1?-ntion to procee(j with the pavin1J of the 
ltine t1enm1J ttw r··eswences on Rolanij Street P Jease oons1der th1s Jetter os my pet1t1on 
ngninst this 1ntontion for LoooJ Improvement= 

L1~:.e tr1e otne,- re:;wonb J1vin1J on Rolan1j Street, tr1e inHltll pBt1tion was rntentlonally ~iresented 
witr1 1naocur<jte 1 nfor-rnat1ot"L t·-·1 r::;, Koornan, the 1n1t1ator or Hie pet1tion, told me that taxes for 
my [Wopertv wou J1j HKTe~se t1v $ !50 per· year- for ten years H11~:: same information was 
pre:;ente1j to tJ1e oth~ir involved r8sJ1jents on Roland Street Wh~:in I questioned the inf or mat1on 
·;1-1e a:;::;tireiJ nw :;11e nao inve:;t11Jat!~1j tr11'.:; tJ1oroughlV and her ltlforrnatlon was ln fact accurate. 
When I was reli.Jctant to sltJn t.l1e petition she useij bulhiln1J tactics to achieve lier goal When I 
contaeteij t1·1e Englne1arin1J l)epartrnent aoout my concern, I w'1s rnformHd that the tax increase 
would be cons1derab ly higher than she l1ad lnd1cateid but tr1at I should not be concerned because 
there was no nwn8';' available for such improvements anywa-y and that the request would be 
den1ed by counc11 It was h1terest1ng to note that council approved this petition on Jurn~ 20, 
1994 only ·::Ju:irtlv aner rny call lO the Eno1neerinc1 Deoartrmmt Now one entire vear later I am 
lnforrneij tl1•'..!t u-11~; Hnprovernent 1S \ti fao(go1ng to-take1 pl;:ice. Why d1d 1t take so hmg to 
1nform us and prov1do us w1th such o short t1me to respond? The people 11v1ng at 
73 Rolanc1.Str1~et. (Victor ,:in1j Ma;dne We1sr1Mr) are awav until about .July 1 O, 1995. Hence, 
tlu;ir time t(: r"fl':,por11j to this lrnprovernent will have p;:issecl (1jue to the 30 day response time 
rnijwatM in rnv notice) TM:> is e)(tr-ernely unfti1r ;~s they have no 1dea that th1s is tak1n~1 place 
;:ir11:1no11j1313 wt1at ttrn:; rneart:. to tJ1e1r- taxes, Slnee tliese people also signed the 1n1Ua1 petition 
t1af.e1j on ftil:;e inforrneit1on, the'( oeserve the opportunHy to respond to trds new 1nformation 
tiet"ore anytr-11 n1~11s finalized 

It 1s w1tn gr~,,:it interest tl'1at 1 notecl on tr1e rnap sent w'lth rny letter·, that tl1e people on Roland 
St.reet ( onlv four of tne ti:in resW~3nces Hwolved) wlll l)e pay1nq Mlf of the cost for- somEithing 
t11at none of 1.r:. JS in favor of. If half of the cost is to b.i1 mar respons1b1Hty why do we 
nood 2/3 of tho ros1donoos to oanoeJ this i•et1t1on?' ,.,e should only need the 
owners of ho1f tho property baok1ng onto the lene to oppos•f the pot1tton. In this 
time of reci:i:::non anij outt:iao:;~:;, i, a:; a ~:iniJle income l1ouset·u)!i:J, cein no1t affori:J to sutishl1ze ti-10 
luxury of '::i r,;:,ved lane wr1w1·1 wiP pr-ovide-no tienern for fiH~ .ein(! couJij pr"·ov1de a great (jeal of 
aggravation clf"ld l1ar1jsh1p for me, 



The rea::xin for- tJ1e p19t1tion was to deot~ease the traffic and related dust ror those residences on 
the south S1L1El of the lone. Pov1ng the leine will only 1nc:rease thH trame and although tr1e dust 
will be sornew:·1at subdued, 1t will still be present This impr·overnent also stands to attract 
1nd1v1duals (skateboarders, in line s~:aters etc.) who may in fact causei property dama~1e to 
fences •:mij var1jf, ami who mav spoil the peacefulness of the nE)lghborhood. 

It wouJij seem 1nore (·easonable, in terms of solvin1;1 thE1 problern and ending triis unnecessary tax 
increase, to cl o::;e tr1ii:" lane at. it::. e;:ist entr-y as the rnaJcir-ity ( ~irotiatily close to 90 ;t) of trH3 
traffw 1·:. fror"n re::.wence::1 on RotH:1rls Cn.:i::.oent Hiese r·e::.Went. eoulc1 use tr1e lane exit ancl 
Bntrani:;i;i off of Rolancl :::.tr·8et At i:irti'.:ient, trie on Jy neo~~::.sory u~1e of tnis lane 1s for 1jar1Mqe 
p1i:Jup for H-18 re·;11119nce:; on Rolan(1 Street. ( wrlich cou11j tie rnove1l to t.hE1 ironts of the res1dences 
on RolancJ 5t.r eet. l tin1j tor \Jt1r<:i1Je ticcess to tr1e 1·1ouso at the cr:wtwr ot Rolancl Street an1j 
P,utJ1!3rforc1 [:w1vG wr11or1 would tie eit tne open enti of thE1 lano, 

P Jooso respond to this lotter ~~o th<:it I know w 1tJ1out 1ei rjouM tr1at nw coneer·n'.~ arHJi rnv 
t1lterntiti:i soltiflon to tJ1e pr-otdern 1·1tiY8 tii:ien ta~;en into oonshJ1er;~t.Jot1 

Sincerely, 

~m.tl/Jnw 
,)l_ilj1tr1 M DOIYon 



June .-} .-, 
LL, 1935 

Mr. Ken Has l ::ip 
Enginee~ing Department 
The City of ~ed Deer 
P. 0. Be·~: 5008 
~:ed Dee,., A3. 
T4N 3T4 

Dear Sir: 

RE: LOCAL ROVEMENT 
65 ROLA \!:'.> STF~EET 

114 

JUN 2 6 l9'J 

LOT 43, BLOCK 19, PLAN 812-1608 

Please bu ~!vised that we are opposed to the ~3ving of the 
la~e adJa~en+ to our above noted property. 

We are aga1 1~t this imprcvement for the follu~.ng reasuns: 

1) Our propeYty ta~es will increase $197.50 ~er ye,r for 20 
year-s. 

2) As this lane is already a problem with upeeding vehicles, 
we feel Javing it will only escalate thE problem. 

3) '='~v1ng t 1e lane i:c1Ltld alsi:1 create? a t·18ven fi::o" 
c,~:atBtH .. u·dc»'b whi•:l1 r_~·edtt:s a wh• .. •lt.J new pr11blem. 

·r concerns will be carefully cors1dered. 

, c< r'un / S oan 
r<:ol and Street 

?.ec Deer, Albvrtu 
T4P :H.C9 
Telephone: 3~2-1695 



11.5 

THE CITY OF RED DEER 
' ,. ·----·-···------------235-013 
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTJI, T4N 3T4 

ENGINEERING D.EPARTMENT 
(403) 342-8158 FAX (403)1 347-1138 

June 7, 1995 

DOUBLE REGISTERED MAllL 

Victor and Maxine Weishaar 
73 Roland Street 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4P 3K9 

Dear Sir/Madam: 

RE: LOCALIMPROVEMENT 
73 ROLAND STREET 
LOT 4.5.J;il.OCK 19, PLAN 812-1608 

On June 20, "1994, City Council agreed that the lane adjacent to the above notecl property 
be constructHd as a paved lane by a Local Improvement By-law,. 

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 that no petitions are received against the proposeci By-law, Council will be 
considering approval of this By-law July 17, 1 B95. 

Yours truly, 

-7~.::: ic-f:~) 
Ken G. Haslc~, P. Eng. 
Engineering Department Manager 

SS/cm 
Att. 

c.c. Director of Corporate Services 
c.c. City Clerk 
c.c. City Assessor 

(J.f.~ Cl r ( /l lJ f- I r-, +Cf v u ir o +· fl z 

CJ k (Ji/-f ff) D l1~t?G( /o ( {Y ( //h /'I' 0 v Pm ~ f. 
"'\ 

~:/~A__,/.~-'2~~ 
/~. ~-<~~ ---·-·--- ----=-------

"1"~ 2-v rs Vlctovct m~x/11-e We-1Jhoor- -



OJECT 
I 

~
OTAL COST OF PROJECT 
OTAL ASSESSABLE FRONTAGE 
SSESSMENT PERIOD 

- NTEREST RATE 

PROPERTY OWNER 

t-------

LLOYD E. & ISABELLE DICKSON 

WILLEM & VICKIE KOOMAN 

DU.ANE RICHARD AND JO-ANN 
LESLIE JOCELYN 

HENRY BILBY & HENDRIKA 
COQUHOUN 

ROBERT MARTIN STOLZ 

NOTICE 

INTENTION TO CONSTRUCT A LOCAL IMPROVEMENT 

IN THE CITY OF RED DEER 

PAVED LANE SOUTH OF ROLAND STREET - RUTHERFORD DRIVE TO LANE EAST 

$14.400.00 
141.229 METRES 

20 YEARS 
0. 10760175 

·-·----·--Tl' ·-·-·--·------------··--·--1 ------, --- -·-- ·• ··r-·-·-·---,-- -------i----------.-1- -·-· ... -----
' r ' ' · . TOTAL r -lfOTAL AMOUNT 

I 
I I I I I PREPAYMENT PREPAYMENT !ANNUAL RATE PER ANNUM 

MAILING ADDRESS CNIC ADDRESS I LOT I BLOCK I PLAN I ASSESSABLE I RATE PER AMOUNT I PER (BASED ON 
I ! ' FRONTAGE I ASSESSABLE (BASED ON ASSESSABLE ANNUAL RATE 
I I I i i . METRE ' FRONTAGE I METRE . PER 

_____________ j__ I I , ! j LENGTH) / j ASSESSABLE 
47 RUTHERFORD CLOSE 1 _ .. _____ ---+----1-----+--- - .( --1- --1.------l~TR§L_ 
RED DEER, ALBERTA 47 RUTHERFORD CLOSE 51 19 672-0152 13.656 $101.96 $1,412.61 $10.97 $152.02 

T4P 3L 1 

43 RUTHERFORD CLOSE 52 19 672-0152 10.973 $101,96 $1,118.61 $10.97 $120.39 
43 RUTHERFORD CLOSE 
RED DEER, ALBERTA 

T4P 3L 1 
I 39 RUTHERFORD ctosE 

RED DEER, ALBERTA 
T4P 3L1 

---------+---+ +---·-----

, 35 RUTHERFORD CLOSE 
RED DEER, ALBERTA 

T4P 3L 1 
I 31 RUTHERFORD CLOSE 
' RED DEER, ALBERTA 

'lO DI ITWC:RCl"IRn r"I f'lCS:: I ~~ "~ .. ·~· . -· ~ -~---
! 35 RUTHERFORD CLOSE 

l 

I 53 I 19 1872-01521 10.973 I $101.96 I $1,118.81 I $10.97 I $120.39 . 

... I I I I -t-=:-1 L .. I ,, l"'-01"I '"" I $101.96 +--" --4- ~·) ~--j 

---+ 27 RUTHERFORDCLOSE I - - -r---~I ---
ALFRED & JANET FISKE I RED DEER, ALBERTA 27 RUTHERFORD CLOSE I 56 J_:_ 

TAC ~I 1 
I 31 RUTHERFORD CLOSE I 55 / i9 /anoi521 s.1s1 I ~101~ss _1_$994.19 I $10.97 ! $106.98 J 

I T4P 3L1 
I 65ROLANDSTREET - r- I 1-1--------·r I I -·- __ 1--::.-:1 LARRY ROBYN & PENNY LEA 1 RED DEER, ALBERTA 65 ROLAND STREET J 43 19 612-1606 16.001 j $101.96 $i ,835.47 I ~lf!U.!::'I/ ~1;::11.ov 

SLOAN T4POl-+24 ?.>\<.'l 
69 ROLAND STREET 

JUDITH M. DOBSON RED DEER, ALBERTA 69 ROLAND STREET 44 19 612-1606 16.001 $101.96 $1,635.47 $10.97 $197.50 
T4P3Hr'I ;:i,1<,q -

73 ROLAND STREET 
VICTOR & MAXINE WEISHAAR RED DEER, ALBERTA 73 ROLAND STREET 45 19 612-1606 18.001 $101.96 $1,635.47 $10.97 $'197.50 

T4P3Htt :\KA 
77 ROLAND STREET 

LOUIS & MAUREEN McCULLAGH I RED DEER, ALBERTA 
I 77 ROLAND STREET I 46 I 

;9 I Bi2-i606 I i6.630 I 
............. -r.~ ¢'" cQt:. C"l $10.97 

i 
$182.45 '11U l . .7Q ~l,Y~'-1.V• 

! T4P3H21 ',l>(l\ i I 

TOTALS 141.229 $14,400.000 $109.713 $1,549.465 

.... .... 
CTI 



DATE: 

TO: 

July ·11, 1995 

City Clerk 

117 

FROM: Tax Coordinator 

RE: LOCAL IMPROVEMENT/LANE PAVING - ROLAND/RUTHERFORD 

There are 11 properties abutting the proposed local improvement for a paved lane, with 
one of the properties being City-owned. Seven valid signatures appear on thE~ petition 
opposing the proposed local improvement. 

Section 392(2) of the Municipal Government Act states: 

"A petition is not a sufficient petition unless: 

a) it is signed by 2/3 of the owners who would be liable to pay the local 
improvement tax, and 

b) the owners who sign the petition represent at least 1/2 of the value of 
assessments prepared under Part 9 for the~ parcels of land in n~spect of 
which the tax will be imposed." 

The petition opposing the proposed local improvement meets the requirements of the 

A'cipal G.overnment Act. . r-;-L '___J~ ,/ 
I. f ~VL/ 

Norm Yard 
Tax Coordinator 

NF/ngl 
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235-013 

DATE: .July fi, 1995 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: Engineering Department Manager 

RE: LOCAL IMPROVEMENT- LANE PAVING 
ROLAND STREET AND RUTHERFORD DRIVE 

We have the following information regarding the current petition: 

1. The originating petition was received from the property owners on May ~m, 1994. 

2. A report dated June 7, 1994 from the Engineerin!~ Department to City Council, 
outlined the existing by-law rates for construction of a paved lane. At the June 20, 
1994 Council Meeting, the following resolution was passeid: 

"That the Administration proceed with the process to pave the eastlwE~st 
lane North of Rutherford Close, from Rutherford Drive to the lane West of 
Roberts Cn~scent, by way of a local improvement." 

At this time it was also indicated that this work would be undertaken in thE! summer 
of 19B5, if approved by the property owners followin~1 proper notification as 
outline!d in the Municipal Government Act. 

3. In January 1995, the Engineering Department prepared detailed design drawings 
and a cost estimate to determine the project cost Based on the estimate and 
interest factors provided by the Director of Financial Serviices, the proposed 1995 
rate for the Uniform Rate By-law was calculated .. The rate for a residenitial paved 
lane is based on an assessment periocj of 20 years as follows: 

a. 1994 Existing Uniform Rate By-law 

i. 
ii. 

Annual rate per assessable metre= 
Total Cost per Assessable metre== 

b. 199~> Proposed Uniform Rate By-law 

i. 
ii. 

Annual rate per assessable metre = 
Total Cost per Assessable metre == 

$ 13.07 
$100.00 

$ 10.97 
$101.96 



City Clerk 
Page 2 
July 6, 1995 

119 

4. In regard to the statements in Judith Dobson's letter concEirning the amount to be 
paid annually, we are unable to determine who, if any one, provided miisleading 
information. It would appear that some one did not understand that $100 per 
assessable meter actually means $200 per lineal meter o·f paved lane (frontages 
on both sidias of the lane), or perhaps they forgot to multiply the rate by their 
assessable frontage. 

5. With respect to timing of the information, we are following the procedures 
stipulated in the new Municipal Government Act, which weire effective January 1, 
1995. 

RECOMMENDATION 

In view of the number of landowners signing the current p1atition against this project (see 
attached map), wH would recommend that the lane paving project north of Rutherford 
Close, from F~utheirford Drive to the lane west of Roberts Crescent, be abandoned. For 
information of Council, the Department has spent $4,000 on this project, which may result 
in an overexpenditure in our annual operating budget. 

<.~~~'.-o 
Ken G. H:?i:>p, P. Eng. 
Engineering Department Manager 

SS/emg 
Att. 

CXMvENTS: 

We recorrmend that Council cancel the local ]irrprov4:nent. 

"G. SURl<AN" 
Mayor 

"M.C. [)\Y" 
City Manager 
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:235-013 

June 7, 1995 

DOUBLE REGISTERED MAIL 

F-1iu!R~Address) 

Dear Sir/Madam: 

RE: 1,,.QCAL IMPROVEMENT 

1:1~e~~~~~ 
On June 20, 1 B94, City Council agreed that the lane adjacent to thE3 above noted property 
be constructed as a paved lane by a Local Improvement By-law. 

Attached is a Notice of Intention to Construct a Local Improvement that !Provides 
information on the local improvement charges applicabl13 to your property. 

In the event that no petitions are received against the proposed By-law, Council will be 
considering approval of this By-law July 17, 1995. 

Yours truly, 

~-/) 
Ken G. Hasloh, P. Eng. 
Engineering Department Mana9er 

SS/cm 
Att. 

c.c. Director of Corporate Services 
c.c. City Clerk 
c.c. City Assessor 



Larry Robyn and PBnny Lea Sloan 
65 Roland StrHet 
Red Deer. Alberta 
T 4 p 3 K9eNiDJ¥18cc> 
65 ROLAND E>TREETENIDRIELID 
LoT 43, BLocK 191, PLANa12.:15oslmoils~© 

Judith M. Dobson 
69 Roland Stn:~et 

Red Deer>f\19§.rt? ...... . 
T4P 3K9ENDRIEtmn 
69 ROLAND ~ffREETENDRlEEID 
LOT 44, BLOCK 191, PLAN a1·2.:16os~ml:?ffiJiW.iDi 

Victor and Maxine \Neishaar 
73 Roland StrHet 
Red Deer. Alberta 
T 4P 3K98N-Ofiistc~:= 
73 ROLAND ~frREETENDRlEED 
LoT 45, BLocK 191, PLAN a12.:16osi™@IJeW.m 

Louis and Maureen Mccullagh 
77 Roland Stn:~et 
Red Dee.r>.&1.RnG§., ..... ,. 
T 4 P 3 K9ENDEIElliD 
77 ROLANo··~>TREETi:N111st..0 ·=·<<= ... , 
LOT 46 BLOCK 191 PLAN 812··1608ENORIEltlD ' ' ··.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.· 



Notice 
Intention to Construct a Local Improvement 
Page Two 

The annual payments for your property would be as follows: 

EJl©illi{metres,) assessabl§\DJ§tf§!S times .. (x) the annual rate of $10.97 per assessable 
metre equals for a total of ffll§lf@:(amount} for each year of the 20 year period. 

The owners of any land so specially assessed may prepay, in lieu o1f annuaep ~e 
total cost of tine improvement prior to August 31, 199!:i, at the unit rat of $10.97 per 
assessable mHtre for paved lane construction. ___.---/ 

/If/{;/ 1& 
The prepaymBnt for your property would be as follows: 

Bli~@(metreB) 9$.$.§Ssable llJ.etres times (x) the unit rate of $101.9fi per assessable metre 
for a total of B!EkQj!amount). 

Notice is hereby givEm that unless 2/3 of the owners who would be liable to pay this Local 
Improvement tax, and these owners represent at least one-half of the valuiB of the 
assessments for the parcels of land on which the tax will be imposed, petition the Council 
against the proposed improvement within 30 days from thE! date of sending this Notice, the 
Local lmprovE!ment may be undertaken and the cost of it assessed by the system of 
assessment rE!ferred to in this l\lotice. 

If no petition sufficiently signed has, within the time limited in that 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. 

The owners ot any land so specially assessed may at 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 amounts previously paid on account of it. 

Dated at The City of Red Deer this 7th day of June, 1995. 



l!¥~11ilan 812-1608, 65 Roland Streel~~illlli 
$1 ,83s.47et.JoP-1~Go 

~~~o~~,i~l~t~:L'llan 812-1608, 69 Roland StreetaN.@116.ti[): 

H~:~llll~l~ 
$1,83s.47em&f11euP: 

Lot 45, ... § .. 19.9~.J.~ .. :\lan 812-16081, 73 Roland StreetgN~Etiwl 
18 001 ENDFIEl..D 
18: oo 1 ~~gi1§igl 

~~~;a~i~llf~~lt •//: 
$1,835.47§MDFl5l..O 

Lot 46,J31ogk 119.p1an 812-160B, 77 Roland StreetSNOBl.il;.io 
16.630EN0Ft6La 

!~t~~!lltii 
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TOTALS 

NOTICE 

INTENTION TO CONSTRUCT A LOCAL IMPROVEMENT 

IN THE CITY OF RED DEER 

PAVED LANE SOUTH OF ROLAND STREET - RUTHERFORD DRIVE TO LANE EAST 

$14.400.00 
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20 YEARS 
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DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

x 

June 29, 1995 

DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVICES 

DIRECTOR OF CORPORATE SERVICES 

X DIRECTOR OF DEVELOPMENT SEHVICES 

BYLAWS & INSPECTIONS MANAGER 

X CITY ASSESSOR 

E.L. & P. MANAGER 

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT MANAGER 

FIRE CHIEF (EMERGENCY SERVICES) 

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY SERVICES MANAGER 

LAND AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGER 

PERSONNEL MANAGER 

PUBLIC WORKS MANAGER 

R.C.M.P. INSPECTOR 

RECREATION, PARKS & CULTURE MANAGER 

SOCIAL PLANNING MANAGER 

TRANSIT MANAGER 

TREASURY SERVICES MANAGEf=! 

PRINCIPAL PLANNER 

CITY SOLICITOR 

CITY CLERK 

LOCAL IMPROVEMENT/LANE PAVIMG - ROLAND/RUTHERFORD 

Further to our memo of June 27, 1995, attached is an additional letter for your information 

on the above matter. 

As stated in the previous memo,. please submit comments on the attached to this office by 

July 10, 1995', for the Council Agenda of July 17, 1995. 

"Kelly Kloss" 
City Clerk 

f:\data\council\meeting\forms\com.tem 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

x 
x 

x 

June 27, 1995 

DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVICES 

DIRECTOR OF CORPORATE SERVICES 

DIRECTOR OF DEVELOPMENT SEFIVICES 

BYLAWS & INSPECTIONS MANAGER 

CITY ASSESSOR 

E.L. & P. MANAGER 

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT MANAGER 

FIRE CHIEF (EMERGENCY SERVICES) 

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY SERVICES MANAGER 

LAND AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGER 

PERSONNEL MANAGER 

PUBLIC WORKS MANAGER 

R.C.M.P. INSPECTOR 

RECREATION, PARKS & CULTURE MANAGER 

SOCIAL PLANNING MANAGER 

TRANSIT MANAGER 

TREASURY SERVICES MANAGER 

PRINCIPAL PLANNER 

CITY SOLICITOR 

CITY CLERK 

LOCAL IMPROVEMENT/LANE PAVING - ROLAND/RUTHERFORD 

Please subm11t comments on the attached to this office by July 10, 1995, for the Council 

Agenda of July 17, 1995. 

"Kelly Kloss" 
City Clerk 

f:\data\council\meeting\forms\com.tem 
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P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 

THE CITY OF RED DEER 

City Clerk"s Department 
(403) 342-8132 FAX (403) 346-6195 

July 18, 1995 

Robert Stoltz 
31 Rutherford Close 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4P 3L1 

Dear Sir: 

FILE No. 

At the City of Reel Deer Council meeting held on July ·11, 1995, consideration was given 
to your ·petition dated June 26, 1995 re: Request That City Not Proceed With Local 
Improvement/Pave Lane South of Roland Street - Ruthe1rford Drive to Lane East, and at 
which meeting the following resolution was passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red De1er, having considered a 
petition from residents along Rutherford Close and F-loland Street dated June 
26, 1995, re: Request that The City not proceed wilth the construction of the 
Local Improvement of a paved lane south of Roland Street- Rutherford Drive 
to lane east, hereby agrees that said request be approved, and as presented 
to Council July 17, 1995." 

As outlined in th~~ above resolution, this matter has now been withdrawn and the lane 
paving will not proceed. 

If you have any questions, or require additional information, please do not hesitate to 
contact the undersigned. 

7 

':# 
ELL Lot'</ 

City Clerk 
1

/ 

KK/fm 

cc. Director of Development Services 
Director of Corporate Services 
City Assessor 
Affected R:esidents 
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BYLAW NO. 2846/8-95 

Being a Bylaw to amend Bylaw No. 2846/84, The License~ Bylaw oI The City of Ri~d 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 License Bylaw is hereby amEmded by: 

(a) Deleting from Section 108 the words "except City 
streets or sidewalks"; 

(b) Deleting Section 109 in its entirety. 

This Bylaw shall come into full force and effect upon the 
passage of third reading. 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day 01r July 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of July 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of July 

MAYOR CITY CLERK 

A.O. 1995. 

AD. 1995. 

AD. 1995. 
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BYLAW NO. 3130/A-95 

Being a Bylaw to amend Bylaw No. 3130/95, the Organi.zaltional Bylaw of the City of Red 
Deer. 

NOW THERE.FORE, THE MUNICIPAL COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER, IN THE 
PROVINCE OF AL.BERTA, DULY ASSEMBLED, ENACTS AS FOLLOWS: 

Bylaw No. 3130/9S is hereby amended as follows: 

1 By deleting section 2 in its entirety and substituting in its place and stead the 
following: 

"2 In this bylaw unless the context otherwise requires, "Act" mE~ans the 
Municipal Government Act, R.S.A., 1980, Chi apter M-26.1 ( 1994 ). " 

2 By deleting the heading "Aldermen" on page 3 and substituting therefore the 
word "Council". 

3 By deleting section 3 in its entirety and substituting in its place and stead the 
following: 

"3 Council shall consist of 9 members including the Mayor, each of whom, 
except for the Mayor, shall have the title of "Councillor"." 

4 By adcling to section 29 the following: 

"Section 420(2) - obtaining possession of lands."' 

CONSEQUENTIAL AMENDMENTS 

5 Wherever the word "Alderman" or "Aldermen" appe~ar in any Bylaw, they shall be 
deleted therefrom and replaced with the words "Councillor" or "Councillors". 

6 In all other respects, Bylaw No. 3130/9S is hereby ratified and confirmed. 

7 This bylaw shall come into full force and effect on July 31, 1995. 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of July 1995. 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of July 1995. 

READ A THIF~D TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of July 1995. 

MAYOR CITY CLE11K 
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BYLAW NO. 2672/M-95 

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 Section 1.2 Definitions, is amended as follows: 

(1) By deleting in its entirety the existing de~finition of "Dwelling Unit" and 
mplaci1ng it with the following: 

"Dwelling Unit" means a complete bui!ding or self-contained 
portion of a building used by a household, containing sleepin£1, 
cooking and sanitary facilities intended as a permanent 
residence and having an independent entrance either directly 
from the outside of the building or through a common area 
inside the building. 

(2) By deleting in its entirety the definition of "Specialized Care". 

(3) By delleting in its entirety the existing definition of "Social Care Residence" 
atnd re~placing it with the following: 

"Social Care Residence':' means a dwelling unit for the 
purpose of providing its occupants wi,th specialized care in the 
form of supervisory, nursing, medical, counselling or 
homemaking serv:ces, or serviC€!S related thereto, on a 
temporary or short term basis. 

(4) By replacing the \'\ford "four" with the word "five" in thH definition of "Boarding 
House". 

(5) By adding tile following new definitions: 

"Outline Plan" means a plan that shows in detail the typta, 
size and location of all land uses; the transportation network; 
the location and size of neighbourhood facilities such as 
schools and parks; tile location of day care centres. social care 
facilities and church sites; and may also contain the staging of 
development and a conceptual servicing design. 
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-2- Bylaw No. 26~r2/M-95 

"Senior Citizens Lodge" means a building designed for th1e 
long term housing of senior citizens sharing common cookin9, 
eating, and housekeeping facilities but who do not requirie 
medical or institutional type care. 

"Adult Mini-theatre" means any premises or part thereof 
wherein live performances, motion pictures, video tapes, video 
disks, slides or similar electronic or photographic 
reproductions, the main feature of which is the nudity or partial 
nudity of any person, are performed or shown as a principal 
use or an accessory or similar use to some other business 
activity which is conducted on the premises, and wherein each 
separate viewing area has a capacity of less than 20 seats. 

(6) By adding the words "but does not include an adult mini-theatre" to the end 
of the definitions of "Commercial Entertainment Facility", and "Private Club 
or Organization". 

(7) By adding the words "or adult mini-theatres" to the end of the definition of 
"Personal Services".. 

2 Section 4.10 .. 1 Parking Requirements, is amended by adding the followin!g: 

Commercial & Industrial 
"adult mini-theatre" 

Parking Spaces: 
1.0 per 3 seats,, with a minimum of 1 space 
for each individual viewing area containing 
3 seating spaces or less 

3 Section 5.2 Special Regulations, is amended by adding the following new sub­
section: 

El.2.4. Adult Mini-theatre 

Unless otherwise approved by City Council, an adult mini­
theatre shall not be located on a lot having a minimum radial 
separation distance of less than 150 metres fmm the lot line of 
every tot in a residential district, and from the lot line of any lot 
accommodating a public, separate or private school, any 
church, any public park or playground, or any other adult mini­
theatre. 
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-3- Bylaw No. 2672/M-95 

4 Sections 6.2.3.2. and 6.6.1.2 and 6.6.2.2 and 6.6 .. 31.2 Permitted Uses of the C3, R1, 
R2 and R3 Districts respectively, are amended by adding 1to each after the words 
"Permitted Uses", the following: 

, subjE~ct to any applicable Outline Plan approved by Council. 

5 Sections 6.2.3.3 and 6.6.1.3 and 6.6.2.3 and 6.6.3.:3 Discretionary Uses of the of 
the C3, R1, R2, and R3 Districts respectively, are amended by adding to each after 
the words "Discretionary Uses", the following: 

, subject to any applicable Outline Plan approved by Council. 

6 Section 6.6.3.3 Discretionary Uses, Sub-section (fi) Special residential use~s. in the 
R3 Residential District is amended by deleting "institutional homes for senior 
citizens, widows or children" and replacing it with "s1anior citizens lodge". 

7 Section 6.6.2.3 Discretionary Uses, Sub-section ("i') Special residential use~s. in the 
R2 Residential District is amended by adding "senior citizens lodge" as a use. 

8 Section 4.1 is amended by deleting it in its entirety and replacing it with the 
following: 

4.1 USE OF LAND 

4. 1.1 No person may develop land for any purpose unless it is in conformity 
with the Land Use Bylaw and a deweloprnent permit has been 
obtained. 

4.1.2 On receipt of a development permit a p1arson may develop land for the 
purpose approved subject to meeting the~ regulations and any 
conditions that were attached to the approve~d permit. 

9 Section 1.4.1 is amended by adding the following: 

C1A - Commercial (Downtown West) District 
R 1 A - Residential (Low Density) sub-District 

10 This Bylaw shall come into full force and effect upon the passage of third reading. 
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-4-

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 

MAYOR 

Bylaw No. 2672/M-95 

day of 

day of 

da1y of 

CITY CLERK 

' A.IJ. 1995. 

, A.D.1995. 

, A.D. 1995. 



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

City Clerk's Oepartim:nt 
(403) 342-8132 FAX (403) 346-6195 

July 18, 199!5 

Mr. Bill Ramj1i 
c/o Truck Town 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4P 1M3 

Dear Sir: 

SENT VIA FAX 341-4355 

RE: CITY LAND AT CORNER OF 43 STREET AND 48 AVENUE - COMMERCIAL RECREATION 
AND COMMERCIAL ENTERTAINMENT USE ----

At the City of Red Deer Council meeting held on July 17, 1995 the following resolution was passed 
relative to the above topic: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer her1aby agrees to hold a Special 
Meeting o:f City Council on Monday July 24, 1995 commencing at 5:00 pm in the 
Council Chambers of Red Deer City Hall for the purposei of considering the 
advertising of a proposal call for the development of the site loc:ated at the corner of 
43 Street and 48 Avenue, which is being considered for rnzonin!J by Land Use Bylaw 
Amendment 2672/U-95 with the understanding that such a proposal call would be 
withdraw should Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/U-9Ei not be passed followin!J the 
public hearing on July 31, 1995." 

As outlined in thei above resolution, Council will be holding1 a Special Meeting to discuss the 
possibility off procieeding with advertising for a proposal call on the above lands. The intent of 
Council was to allow for as much time for a proposal call as possible, keeping in mincl your timing 
requirements. Any proposal call would be subject to the successful passage of Land Use Bylaw 
Amendment 2672/U-95, which rezones the parcel in question to allow for Commercial Recreation 
and Commercial Entertainment uses. 

If you wish, you am invited to attend the Special Council meeting of July 24, 1995 which is scheduled 
to commence at 5:00 pm. If you have any questions please do not hesitate to contact the 
undersigned. -

Si~~ 
LLY%~ 

City Clerk / 
KK/fm I 

cc. Direc:tor of Development Services 
Landi & Economic Development Manager 
City Planrn3r 


