DATE: July 18, 1995 F I lLE

TO: All Departments
FROM: City Clerk
RE: PLEASE POST FOR THE INFORMATION OF EMPLOYEES

SUMMARY OF DECISIONS
1 .8.8.8. 668866666 8¢
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.

1286006688608 0888008880888 8.8 &

(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

PAGE
(2)  UNFINISHED BUSINESS
1) Parkland Community Planning Services - Re: Status Report -
Rezoning Request/Public Meeting, Former Y.M.C.A. Site
Development Proposal .1

AGREED TO FILE



(4)

2) City Clerk - Re: Changing of Elected Officials Title From
Alderman To Councillor . 4

AGREED TO OFFICIAL TITLE CHANGE TO COUNCILLOR

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

A) 2672/Q-95 - Glendale Outline Plan/
S.E. Corner of 77 Street and Taylor
Drive .. 5

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

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

SECOND & THIRD READINGS CARRIED - ADMINISTRATION TO PREPARE
BYLAW AMENDMENT

REPORTS

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

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

2) 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 RS .17

APPROVED DISPOSAL OF MUNICIPAL RESERVE



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 QOutline Plan .. 22

DEFERRED

5) Recreation, Parks & Culture Board - Re: Proposed Tennis
Structure - Rotary Recreation Park .. 46

APPROVED LOCATION OF TENNIS STRUCTURE IN ROTARY RECREATION
PARK

6) Community Services Director - Re: Day Care Management
Agreement Renewal .. 62

CHILD CARE SOCIETY TO BE ADVISED OF INTENT TO INITIATE CHANGES
TO THE DAY CARE MANAGEMENT AGREEMENT

7) Parkland Community Planning Services - Re: Proposed Bylaw
No. 2672/M-95 - Housing Definitions/Social Care
Residences/Adult Mini-Theatres/Outline Plans ..64

BYLAW GIVEN FIRST READING
8) Senior Safe Operating Committee - Re: Safety Certificate of
Recognition: City Construction Projects .. 67

AGREED TO THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE SAFETY CERTIFICATE OF
RECOGNITION PROGRAM

9) City Clerk - Re: Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/S-95 and
LLand Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/T-95 L T7

WITHDREW LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT 2672/7-95



(7)

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, Cone 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 67 Street .90

APPROVED DRAFTING OF A LOCAL IMPROVEMENT BYLAW FOR THE
EXTENSION OF SANITARY 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, Plan 812-1608 .. 98

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

PETITIONS AND DELEGATIONS

1) Robert Stoltz - Re: Request that City not proceed with Local
Improvement/Paved Lane South of Roland Street - Rutherford
Drive to Land East ..109

AGREED TO NOT PROCEED WITH LOCAL IMPROVEMENT

NOTICES OF MOTION

THERE WERE NO NOTICES OF MOTION SUBMITTED



WRITTEN ENQUIRIES

THERE WERE NO WRITTEN ENQUIRIES SUBMITTED

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-95 - To amend The Land Use Bylaw
1st Reading

FIRST READING

4) 2672/Q-95 - Land Use Bylaw Amendment
2nd & 3rd Reading

SECOND READING IRTAAE

5) 2672/R-95 - Land Use Bylaw Amendment
2nd & 3rd Reading

SECOND & THIRD READINGS

.. 14
121

122

.. 64

123

.. 10



FOR THE REGULAR MEETING OF RED DEER CITY COUNCIL
TO BE HELD IN THE COUNCIL CHAMBERS, CITY HALL,
MONDAY, JULY 17 1995,

COMMENCING AT 4:30 P.M.
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(1)  Confirmation of the Minutes of the Regular Meeting of July 4, 1995

(2) UNFINISHED BUSINESS
1) Parkland Community Planning Services - Re: Status Report -

Rezoning Request/Public Meeting, Former Y.M.C.A. Site
Development Proposal

2) City Clerk - Re: Changing of Elected Officials Title From
Alderman To Councillor/Bylaw 3130/A-95

(3) PUBLIC HEARINGS
1) City Clerk - Re: Land Use Bylaw Amendment:

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

B) 2672/R-95 - Parking of Trailers in
Front Driveways of Residential Areas



REPORTS

1)

2)

7)

8)

9)

Bylaws & Inspections Manager - Re: Push Cart Vending
Units/The License Bylaw Amendrment 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 RS

Mayor's Recognition Awards Committee - Re: Disbanding of
Committee

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. 2672/M-95 - Housing Definitions/Social Care
Residences/Adult Mini-Theatres/Outline Plans

Senior Safe 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

CORRESPONDENCE

1)

2)

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 67 Street
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.. 19

. 22

.. 46

.. 62

.. 64
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.. 78
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4)

Mark Jeanneau - Re: Lease of City Public Utility Lot No. 32,
Block 9, Plan 812-1608

(6) PETITIONS AND DELEGATIONS

1)

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

(7) NOTICES OF MOTION

(8) WRITTEN ENQUIRIES

(9) BYLAWS

—h

)

2846/B-95 - License Bylaw Amendment/Push Cart Vending
Units
Three Readings

3130/A-95 - Organizational Bylaw Amendment/Alderman to
Councillor
Three Readings

2672/M-95 - Land Use Bylaw Amendment/Housing
Definitions/Social Care Residences/Adult Mini-
Theatres/Outline Plans

1st Reading

2672/Q-95 - Land Use Bylaw Amendment/Glendale Outline
Plan/S.E. Corner of 77 Street and Taylor Drive
2nd & 3rd Reading

2672/R-95 - Land Use Bylaw Amendment/Parking of Trailers
in Front Driveways of Residential Areas
2nd & 3rd Reading

Committee of the Whole:

1)
2)
3)

4)

Personnel Matter
l.egal Opinion
l_egal Opinion

l.egal Opinion

.. 98

..109

.. 14
121

122
.64

123

.. 10
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PIA\RKLAND UNFINISHED BUSINESS
COMMUNITY
PI.ANNING Suite 500, 4808 Ross Street

_— . Red Deer, Alberta T4N 1X5
Sb ll RVICES Phone: (403) 343-3394

FAX: (403) 346-1570

DATE: JULY 10, 1995

TO: CITY COUNCIL

FROM: TONY LINDHOUT

RE: STATUS REPORT - REZONING REQUEST/PUBLIC MEETING

FORMER Y.M.C.A. SITE DEVELOPMENT PROPOSAL

Background:

City Council at their meeting of June 5, 1995 gave consideration to a request to rezone 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 plan 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, 1995. At the
request of the Director of Community Services this meeting was hosted by staff of Parkland
Community Planning Services. The majority of the 50 residents who attended the meeting
expressed opposition to the proposed townhouse development either verbally, and/or
through the written comment sheets provided at the meeting. A total of 39 persons
responded with written comments. Their comments are summarized as follows:

. 18 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.

. 17 comments- Proposed development will be in conflict with existing character
of neighbourhood which is a quiet single family community
containing many seniors. Development is not viewed as being
compatible with area and will lower the quality of life enjoyed
by present residents.

. 16 comments - Too dense a development. Opposed to muitiple family
development resulting in this kind of population density.
Definitely 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 -

Opposed to increased traffic that an additional 24 multiple
family units will generate onto 58th Street.

Would support development of site if for single family dwellings
on individual lots.

Fearful that if this site is rezoned to R2, it would be the “thin
edge 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
single family residential properties adjacent to multiple family
developments are reduced approximately 5 percent in value.)
Development provides 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 development 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 removed 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 residents.

Leave site for community related uses (i.e. community hall,
seniors drop in centre, recreation).

Developer should consider an adult housing project.

58th Street is not wide enough to accommodate parking plus
handle all student and bus related traffic.

Oppose development of any rental type units.

Existing parking lot of former YMCA building not large 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. Therefore, 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



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

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

.__/" (ﬁ)_’ ) »/' /
Tony J.-Nidhout, ACP, MCIP
PLANNER

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

COMMENTS:

This is submitted for Council's inforration.

"G. SURKAN"
Mayor

"™M.C. DAY"
City Manager



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 meeting of July 17, 1995, your report dated July 10, 1995 concerning 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.
%/

KELLY KLOSS

City Clerk”

KK/fm

cc. Director of Community Services
Director of Development Services



NO. 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, 1995 the following resolution was passed with regard to the above
topic:

"WHEREAS it is in the interest of The City to have a diverse Council representing all
groups, and to have a Council which remains current with changing social attitudes
and perceptions; AND

WHEREAS the official title of 'Alderman’, given to those elected to City Council may
be perceived as having a gender bias;

BE IT RESOLVED that the Council of The City of Red Deer request the
Administration to prepare a report for presentation to Council outlining the required
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 with the City Solicitor, has reviewed the proposed change and determined
there to be no adverse impact upon The City by making an official title change relative to Council
members.

We are presenting an amendment to the Organizational Bylaw which specifically deals with
substituting the word "Alderman" with the word "Councillor" in that bylaw, and also generally
providing that wherever the word "Alderman” or Aldermen" appear in 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

That Bylaw No. 3130/A-95 be given three readings.

./;/
, '/7 COMENTS: Council's direction is requested.
- - "
4 7

e

KELLY KLOSS "G. SURKAN®
City Clerk Mayor
KK/fm

"M.C. W\Y"

City Manager



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 with 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 submiged for your information. | trust that you will find this satisfactory.

Z4
KELLY KLQ/SS
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 Director
Parkland Community Planning Director

Library Director
City Solicitor

FROM: City Clerk

RE: CHANGING OF ELECTED OFFICIALS TITLE FROM ALDERMAN TO
COUNCILLOR

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, 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, 1995, 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.

| ask that effective July 31, 1995 any documents, past or current, which include the title
Alderman be updated to reflect Councillor, as soon as practical.

7

KELLY KLOSS
City Clerk

KK/fm



5
PUBLIC HEARINGS

NO. 1
DATE: July 10, 1995
TO: City Council
FROM: City Clerk
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 Public Hearing 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 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 A1 (future development) to R1 (low density
residential), R2 (medium density residential), P1 (parks & recreation), and PS (public

service) district.

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

— =
//
7/427/

KELLY KLOSS,
City Clerk

KK/fm
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Land Use Districts

]
‘6%// /\

<

.
\\

R|1

4
KIRKLAND DRIVE
[*7}
2 s A
(@ ° ™ =
w It
~ : R TT]
@ § KIRKWOOD _ CRES. 3
3 3
% 3
= / > L
/ VAR,
¥7 STRE , 77th STREET
w NSRS o
2 \‘ A_\i’ 5 Z T{
Y53 LA "“Q:»h : sR2
:\\ / LN
- A=, SRR
L4 [N T+ SR
S i -~ - 7 ry W
>
] %

e PS.) 7MR

cca B T PU.L. AXTH
RAENEN . A 3 R H dhe AR33 q Rz s g leael BYR,
1243 {4 sdefrtegla o din 3y, [ tsun See 7 fie|mponl 3| o7 3 e UV /s 5/
- led 3ol 7 VBT aales st 77 "

Ll ledss LA - IR P P 75 2o, .Aa a 7 «.;n f\’/“
" GRIMSON  STREg SRy STREET A GREGSON %,
s " 2 I e sd o 9 1 SF srep 4 4 2 s o
o (T COTRER, BN atie) (Tum A

4

" N ( N
MAP NO. 7/95

(BYLAW No. 2672/Q-95)
o 50 100 200 300

scale in metres Change from Al 1o R1 R2 4,
L . . PIES s PSE.
J




7

RED DEER CITY SOCCER ASSOCIATION

P.O. Box 1110, Red Deer, Alberta T4N 655
Phone/Fax (403) 346-4259

Mayor & City Council Members
City Hall

4914 - 4% Ave Box 5008

Red Dee1r ., AB

T4N 1K2

June 21, 1995
Dear Honourable Mayor & City Council,

It has been brought to our attention that there is a proposal
before council now to rezone some land adijacent to Glendale
Middle sSchool.

Apparent.ly, this rezoning will affect us guite dramatically
by the fact that we will lose a site for a future soccer
field in this vicinity.

We are strongly oppposed to any rezoning of land that has
been desgignated as a future soccer field. We are

already having very serious problems now with the number of
available fields in town and we are espexially short of
playing fields in the North end of Red Deer.

Thig letter is to ask council to consider the consequences of
losing this future site. We are now so desperate for fields

that we may have to send our Red Deer players out to Penhold

and Blackfalds to play their gamegs next secason.

We hope that you will consider carefully what is in the
citizens of Red Deer's best interests in this matter.

Sincero iy,

/I

A (’ y
Alan Sheecehan 1€l ;J’[L{"“—'”“’

President RDCSA

cces Ms Sheila Kidd jkf 
D. Batchelor 4 -
JUN Z ¢ 1595

CiTY ¢;

Ll B |



PARKLAND
COMMUNITY
P I,ANN IN G|| Suite 500, 4808 Ross Street

Red Deer, Alberta T4N 1X5

SERVICES Phone; (403) 343-3304

FAX: (403) 346-1570

DATE: July 5, 1995

TO: KELLY KLOSS, CITY CLERK

FROM: TONY LINDHOUT, PLANNER

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 Avenue 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.

T b ho

Tony J.'Fiddhout, ACP, MCIP
PLANNER

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



RPC - 5.570
DATE: July 7, 1995
TO: KELLY KLOSS
City Clerk
FROM: LESIA DAVIS

Acting Recreation, Parks & Culture Manager

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

In response to the Soccer Association'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 the possibility of outdoor rinks and a community shelter. This
site will be developed to complement the parkland that is located between Glendale Middle
School and St. Teresa of Avila School to the district site level.

Although a number of scenarios 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 been 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 Glendale Middle School.

RECOMMENDATION

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

@

LESIA DAVIS

COMMENTS:

Elsewhere on the agenda is a report from the Parkland Comunity Planning
Services dealing with the proposed Glendale Cutline Plan, which will
require approval if Council concurs with this bylaw amendment.

"G. SURKAN"
Mayor

"M.C. DAY"
City Manager



DATE:
TO:

FROM:

RE:

June 30, 1995

DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVICES
DIRECTOR OF CORPORATE SERVICES
DIRECTOR OF DEVELOPMENT SERVICES
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
RED DEER CITY SOCCER ASSOCIATION
FUTURE SOCCER FIELDS - GLENDALE MIDDLE SCHOOL

Please submit comments on the attached to this office by July 10, for the Council
Agenda of July 17, 1995.

"Kelly Kloss™
City Clerk

f:\data\councif\meeting\forms\com.tem



DATE: July 18, 1995

TO: Parkiand Community Planning Services
FROM: City Clerk
RE: PLANNING REPORT - PROPOSED GLENDALE OUTLINE PLAN

At the Council meeting of July 17, 1995, your report dated July 4, 1995 concerning 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 meeting 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. 1 trust you will be
providing your updated report on the Outline Plan at the same time as your report relative
to Bylaw Amendment 2672/Q-95.

KELLY’/KLOS
City Clerk /

KK/fm
cc. Director of Development Services

Director of Community Services
Land & Economic Development Manager



DATE: July 18, 1995

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-95.

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 A1 (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 amending 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.”

.12



Parkland Community Planning Services
July 18, 1995
Page 2

In considering the above additional information, Council agreed that representatives from

the community should be included in discussions.

Once you have compiled this

information,d trust that you will be presenting same back to Council as soon as possible.

KELLY KLOSS
City Clerk

KK/fm

CC.

Director of Development Services
Director of Community Services

Public Works Manager

Bylaws & Inspections Manager

Land & Economic Development Manager
City Assessor

Recreation, Parks & Culture Manager

D. Souch
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NO. 2
DATE: July 10, 1995
TO: City Council
FROM: City Clerk
RE: LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT 2672/R-95

A Public Hearing has been advertised in regard to the above noted Land Use Bylaw
Amendment. The Public Hearing 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 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.

<§£22%§?%%§ifj;f;;:/

KELLY KLOSS
City Clerk

KK/fm
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COMMENTS:

Attached is correspondence related to this Public Hearing. One of the issues 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 direct 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. SURKAN"
Mayor

"M.C. DAY"
City Manager
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City of Red Deer
Attention: City Clerk

Dear Sir:

With respect to the possible change to the Bylaw regarding recreation vehicies in resideniiai
areas, [ wish to express the following concerns:

1)

3)

4)

3)

6)

Yours truly,

Children’s safety should not be compromised for the savings of a few dollars in storage
COSts.

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

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

The current lot clearances (in a lot of newer subdivisions) do not allow for parking of a
large object in the frontyard, without restricting sight distances.

My feeling is that a 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.

As a person who is responsible on a daily basis for the public’s safety, which isn’t easy
when it appears they don’t 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.

g /a?éf

Stephen E. Patko

65 Cunningham Crescent
Red Deer, AB

T4P 2S2

343-6254
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10 July 1995

Members of Council:

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

We oppose the proposed change to the Land Use Bylaw with respect to storage of
trailers/motorhomes 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 vehicles
and pedestrians, which has always been considered in regulations concerning
fences and hedges, etc;

. this relaxation will 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

oot el

Robert Deputan
80 Pearson Crescent
346-6149



DATE: July 18, 1995

TO: Parkland Community Planning Services
FROM: City Clerk
RE: LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT 2672/R-95

At the Council meeting of July 17,1995, a Public Hearing was held with regard to Land Use
Bylaw Amendment 2672/R-95, following which said bylaw received second and third
readings, a copy of which is attached hereto.

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.

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

KELLY KLOSS
City Clerk

KK/fm

enc.

cc. Director of Development Services
Bylaws & Inspections Manager

Council & Committee Secretary, S. Ladwig
D. Souch



DATE: July 18, 1995

TO: Bylaws & Inspections Manager
FROM: City Clerk
RE: SETBACK OF TRAILERS ON CORNER LOTS

At the Council meeting 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 prepare a Land Use Bylaw Amendment that would limit the
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 determine 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 will find this satisfactory.

KELLY KLO
City Clerk

KK/fm

cc. Director of Development Services
Director of Community Services
City Planner
City Solicitor
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REPORTS

NO. 1
DATE: July 5, 1995
TO: City Clerk
FROM: Bylaws & Inspections Manager
RE: 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 direction 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 they are used.

Another factor to be considered is that, at present 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 conments.

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 objections to the cart location.

R. Strader
Bylaws & Inspections Manager
BUILDING INSPECTION DEPARTMENT

RS/yd

COMMENTS -

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

"G. SURKAN"
Mayor

"M.C. DAY"
City Manager
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38 BYLAW NO. 2846/84

PUSH CART VENDING UNITS AND MOBILE VENDING UNITS

108"

1092

110

110.13

Push cart vending units may be permitted at occasions approved by the
Development Officer, on public or private property, except City streets or
sidewalks.

No push cart vending units shall be permitted on City streets except in
locations approved by City Council from time to time hereafter.

Mobile vending units or mobile canteens may be permitted at locations
approved by the Development Officer.

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 operator of every licensed mobile unit park in the City shall
notify the License Inspector of the City, in writing and on forms provided 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 unit being
occupied; and |

' 2846/A-88

? 2846/A-88

? 2846/A-88
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NO. 2
DATE: July 11, 1995
TO: Kelly Kloss, City Clerk
FROM: Alan Scott, Land and 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 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 present a new
description, as provided by the surveyor.

RECOMMENDATION

We recommend that City Council cancel the approval given at its July 4, 1995 meeting, 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 5 MR, Plan 942-2275 contained within Road Plan
, containing 0.035 hectares more or less."

\@\A ,
I N N sy

Tete  Alan V. Scott

PAR/mm

COMMENTS : We concur with the recommendation of the Land and Economic
Development Manager.

"G. SURKAN"
Mayor

"M.C. DAY"
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 977 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 5§ MR, Block A, Plan 942-2275 for access road from
Taylor Drive to Bower Centre Developments, Lot 4, Block A, Plan 977 RS,
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 part 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 therefrom 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 proceed with the necessary advertising for the disposal of Part of Lot 5 MR.

727

City Clerk
KK/fm ’

cc.  Council & Committee Secretary, S. Ladwig
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Box 5008. Red Deer, Alberta T4N 374 (403) 342-8154

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 informed 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 the Mayor's Recognition Awards Committee, having considered the
proposed disbanding of the Committee by City Council, hereby recommend
City Council continue with the Mayor's Recognition 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 need for a Committee, especially
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 Committee

- 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 meetings could be reduced, with things such as assignment
of tasks, being handled by phone
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July 6, 1995

20

MRA - Disbanding of Committee

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

there is a need for a core of volunteers 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 Commerce would require a committee

the public is willing 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 MRA 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.

/

@%&k’ ( g

L

N

B. CLARK, Chairman
Mayor's Recognition Awards Committee
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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 believe that
these objectives would be met by rewriting the Terms of Reference for the Mayor's
Recognition Awards Committee to limit their role to the development of policy regarding
the program and facilitation of the selection process. The task of organizing the event
itself would then be the responsibility of City staff.

"G. SURKAN"
Mayor

"M.C. DAY"
City Manager



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: Disbanding 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 agenda;

3) That said committee continue to assist in the
development of policy regarding the awards program
and assist with the presentation ceremony 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 information. We will now be including
in the Committee's Bylaw the Mayor's Recognition Awards Committee with the duties and
responsibilities as outlined above.

Thank you foryour input into this matter.

KK/fm

cc. Council & Committee Secretary, C. Adams
Administrative Assistant, Mary McGarry
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PARKLAND
COMMUNITY
PI.ANN ING Suite 500, 4808 Ross Street

. ) Red Deer, Alberta T4N 1X5
SERVICES Phone: (403) 343-3394

FAX: (403) 346-1570

DATE: JULY 4, 1995

TO: CITY COUNCIL

FROM: TONY LINDHOUT

RE: 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 could be developed by the City in accordance with the City's
approved 1993 Northwest Area Structure Plan. In order to guide detailed future 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 realigned
portion of 64th Avenue, being lands lying generally north of the Dentoom greenhouses and
west of the Glendale Middle School. 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 $9th Avenue and the Glendale School access could result
in the City developing 7 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 Ezconomic
Development, and Recreation, Parks & Culture departments in consultation with Parkland
Community Planning Services staff. A subdivision application and corresponding Land
Use Bylaw amendment regarding this first phase has been 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, 1995. 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 delineating
that the northwest corner of the subject site be a residential - muitiple 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 Avenue, 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 muitiple 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 representation 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 contacting 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 Street may eventually be either
closed off completely to 64th Avenue or that access will be limited to right in-right
outturns only. Some felt that creating a new intersection at 64th Avenue and Gunn
Street would simply transfer the existing traffic problems from Grant Street 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 the 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 Glendale subdivision already has too many multiple family
developments. It was also indicated that this corner location, at the intersection of
two arterials, would be a poor site for any form of residential development due to
traffic noise and that this area should be left undeveloped and form part of the open
space area around the school.
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c) Lack of overall useable 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. Several in attendance at the meeting felt that the proposed
multiple family site should be left as open space and developed with needed sports
fields. Some cited that the original concept plans developed back in the early
1980's showed this corner 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 developrnent site

. 7 comments - lack of open space & recreation areas

. 6 comments - Grant Street 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 arterial
roadways with medians are constructed

. 1 comment - traffic on Grimson Street will increase

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 Street. These
concepts were previously established by City Council in the adoption of the 1989 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 therefore 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 remaining southerly portion of 64th
Avenue is to be constructed, it is recommended a feasibility study be undertaken 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:
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“‘RESOLVED that Council of the City of Red Deer having ccnsidered petitions and reports
presented to Council May 26 re: proposed extension of Gunn Street to 64th Avenue hereby
reaffirm the intentions to proceed 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 further review 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 1980's originally showed a large area south of 77th Street
(including this corner site) for open space and educational facilities. 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 quarter 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 the 0.49 hectare reserve parcel
adjacent to the west side of the 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 in excess
of the 10% requirement under the Planning Act.

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 Department
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 Avenue.
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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 assembled for a multiple 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 landscaping 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 (the Clearview subdivision is the
highest at 35.8 persons per hectare) 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 use other than residential, an
amendment to the Northwest Area Structure Pian 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.

A WL

Tony &Lindhout, 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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GLENDALE OUTLINE PLAN
NEIGHBOURHOOD MEETING
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JUNE 15, 1995
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JUNE 15, 1995
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Please provide us with your comments before leaving this evening or return this sheet to Q\\QQ\\\
Parkland Community Planning Services (#500, 4808 Ross Street, Red Deer, Alberta, T4N 1X5)
by June 20, 1995.
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Parkland Community Planning Services (#500, 4808 Ross Street, Red Deer, Alberta, T4N 1X5)
by June 20, 1995, e
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PARKLAND COMMUNITY PLANNING SERVICES / CITY OF RED DEER
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Please provide us with your comments before leaving this evening or return this sheet to
Parkland Community Planning Services (#500, 4808 Ross Street, Red Deer, Alberta, T4N 1X5)
by June 20, 1995.
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GLENDALE OUTLINE PLAN
NEIGHBOURHOOD MEETING COMMENTS SHEET

PARKLAND COMMUNITY PLANNING SERVICES / CITY OF RED DEER
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Please provide us with your comments before leaving this evening or return this sheet to
Parkland Community Planning Services (#500, 4808 Ross Street, Red Deer, Alberta, T4N 1X5)

by June 20, 1995.
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Please provide us with your comments before leaving this evening or return this sheet to

Parkland Community Planning Services (#500, 4808 Ross Street, Red Deer, Alberta, T4N 1X5)
by June 20, 1995.
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NEIGHBOURHOOD MEETING COMMENTS SHEET
PARKLAND COMMUNITY PLANNING SERVICES / CITY OF RED DEER

JUNE 15, 1995
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Please provide us with your comments before leaving this evening or return this sheet to
Parkland Community Planning Services (#500, 4808 Ross Street, Red Deer, Alberta, T4N 1X5)

by June 20, 1995.
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PARKLAND COMMUNITY PLANNING SERVICES / CITY OF RED DEER
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Please provide us with your comments before leaving this evening or return this sheet to

Parkland Community Planning Services (#500, 4808 Ross Street, Red Deer, Alberta, T4N 1X5)
by June 20, 1995.
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Please provide us with your comments before leaving this evening or return this sheet to
Parkland Community Planning Services (#500, 4808 Ross Street, Red Deer, Alberta, T4N 1X5)
by June 20, 1995.
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Please provide us with your comments before leaving this evening or return this sheet to
Parkland Community Planning Services (#500, 4808 Ross Street, Red Deer, Alberta, T4N 1X5)
by June 20, 1995.
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Please provide us with your comments before leaving this evening or return this sheet to

Parkland Community Planning Services (#500, 4808 Ross Street, Red Deer, Alberta, T4N 1X5)
by June 20, 1995.
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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 development 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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Please provide us with your comments before leaving this evening or return this sheet to
Parkland Community Planning Services (#500, 4808 Ross Street, Red Deer, Alberta, T4AN 1X5)
by June 20, 1995.
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RPC - 5.554
DATE: June 27, 1995
TO: KELLY KLOSS
City Clerk
FROM: MONICA BAST, Chairman
Recreation, Parks & Culture Board
RE: PROPOSED TENNIS STRUCTURE - ROTARY RECREATION PARK

The Recreation, Parks & Culture Board held a public meeting on April 27, 1995, and provided
opportunity for public delegations to speak at the May 9, and June 13, 1995 meetings of the
Recreation, Parks & Culture Board to discuss the issue of a tennis structure proposed 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 Red Deer Tennis Club members,
the Board passed the following resolutions:

". 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:

L] the points outlined in the April 4, 1995 report from the Recreation, Parks & Culture
Manager and the Recreation Facilities Superintandent, 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 Lid. (Ross
Keenan) would be obligated to totally remove all structures and improverments and
repair the site to its original conditions.

3. That extensive tree planting and landscaping be carried out around the Universal
structure in 1995, with particular 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.”

2
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City Clerk
Page 2
June 27, 1995

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 the same
time, there has been some opposition, primarily from the residents of Paddington Place (see
attached letters).

The Board supported this proposal as a metal Universal structure building (not 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.

C. Lowell R. Hodgson, Community Services Director
Don Batchelor, Recreation, Parks & Culture Manager
Ross Keenan, Foothills Indoor Tennis Ltd.



CS-4.742
DATE: June 28, 1995
TO: KELLY KLOSS
City Clerk
FROM: LLOWELL R. HODGSON
Director of Community Services
RE: 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 coverage ,as

there has been both strong support for it, as well as strong opposition to 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.

| 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 the following:

The short season for the sport of tennis is extended to a year-round 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 financial risk to
the City if the project should fail.

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

In addition to savings realized from operating costs, a rent will also be paid by Foothills
Indoor Tennis Ltd. and thus, a facility that has always been a cost to operate, now begins
to generate some revenue for the department and, at the same time, provides an
increased service in this recreation activity.

.2
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City Clerk
Page 2
June 28, 1995

RECOMMENDATION

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 Tennis 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.

I
LOWELL R. HODGSON

s

:ad
Atts.

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

TO: RECREATION, PARKS & CULTURE BOARD

FROM: LOWELL R. HODGSON, Community Services 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 Limited) at three previous board meetings and one public meeting.

Alternative sites, different building construction products, various terms and conditions of a proposed
agreement, alternate uses of the structure and public concerns have all been reviewed and discussed.
Mr. Keenan made an unexpected suggestion at the June 13th board meeting, to consider 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 the 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. "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 Limited, for

the construction and operation of a Universal structure on four tennis courts at the north end
of Rotary Recreation Park, and

2. THAT 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 Recreation, Parks & Culture Manager
and 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 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 condition,
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

w2
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Recreation, Parks & Culture Board
Page 2
June 21, 1995

p———
—

4, THAT the Recreation, Parks & 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 their views."

Prior to the board's voting on this resolution, there was a great deal of discussion on the potential
effect of the building structure with utilities and services under the four north courts. The Recreation,
Parks & Culture Department agreed to explore all utility and servicing details prior to this resolution’s

being forwarded to 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; 4.21m clearance is required by the Electrical Communication Utility Systems
Regulations, however, only 2.0m can be provided on this site (relocation of the power line is
required - see 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 are required. The maximum setbacks that could be achieved for the proposed
structure are 7m and 1m 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 courts, as it is not feasible or viable.

With 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 reconsidered 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 supervise and manage and it better
accommodates tournament play and tennis instruction/lessons. The four south courts are
somewhat 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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Recreation, Parks & Culture Board
Page 3
June 21, 1995

2.

10.

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.

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.

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

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

The tennis season is extended, thus, giving greater access to 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.

This development will generate new revenue for the Recreation, Parks & Culture Department.

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 well as the
operation of the Parks service building.

There is no risk for The City with this development, as an Irrevocable Letter of Credit will be

required. If, 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.

The Metal Universal 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.

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 Limited, for

the construction and operation of a Universal structure on four tennis courts at the south end
of Rotary Recreation Park, and

.4
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Recreation, Parks & Culture Board
Page 4
June 21, 1995

2. THAT the Recreation, Parks & Culture Board request that City Council consider including 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

® arequirement 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 tree planting and landscaping be carried out around the Universal structure in 1995,

with particular 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.

e KE i/
== - A ?MW

LOWELL R. HODGSON DON BATCHELOR
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RPC - 5.391
DATE: April 4, 1995
TO: RECREATION, PARKS & CULTURE BOARD
FROM: DON BATCHELOR, Recreation, Parks & Culture Manager

HAROLD JESKE, Recreation Facliities Superintendent

RE: INDOOR TENNIS PROPOSAL

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 Dieer 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:

n 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.
. m Tennis court resurfacing.
u Construction of a mechanical room on the east side of the air-support structure.

The proposal, as presented, outlines extensive programs and lessons for 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 preliminary discussions with the Red
Deer City Soccer Association for some potential soccer use in the air-support structure.

Requests for other special events and uses would be considered by the operators as outlined
in the submitted Business Plan.

PN

B
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Recreation, Parks & Culture Board
Page 2
April 4, 1985

SUMMARY

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 Community 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, Parks & Culture Department to pursue other basic programs and

services. Initially a small portion of the revenues should be directed 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/court/season, 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.

Operational 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 operation of an air-support
structure on four (4) tennis courts at Rotary Recreation Park.
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Recreation, Parks & Culture Board
Page 3
April 4, 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 the Recreation Facilities Supenntendent to be included in an
agreement prepared by the City Solicitor.

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

e~ ﬁﬁ%’

LD JESKE | DON BATCHELOR
-ad
Att.
c. Lowell R. Hodgson, Community Services Director

Ross Keenan, Foothills Indoor Tennis Ltd.
Red Deer Tennis Club

i
.
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FOOTHILLS INDOOR TENNIS

Suite 620, 300 - 5th Avenue S.W., Calgary, Alberta Canada T2P $C4 Phone (403) 234-T700 Fax (403) 2347708

: .D ' s ( Mr. Ro
TO Mr. Don Batchelor FROM: ( Mr Ross Keenan)

DATE: May 31, 1995

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

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

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 obtain
permission to 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 water and
electricity at $100,000.00. .

In addition, court costs would be approximatety $125,000.00 to construct four courts. In

the campus location a clubhouse would be required; a mobile modular structure at a cost
of $79,865.00.

The four court structure to cover the court area would be $350,000.00 to $433,500.00.
The college felt the area required could be leased for about $7,000.00 annually. '
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In a meeting held with Alan Scott of the City of Red Deer, two sites were discussed:

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

2. The south school site which was being sold. 1 just didn't have enough time to properly
review the site, complete the requirements, and submit a proposal.

The two arcas discussed above both require a full services package, as well as court
construction, clubhouse and structure completion, or & budget of approximately
$604,865.00 which 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. The cost to purchase one acre
is $239,500.00 or lease for fifteen years at $28,749.60 per year.

Once again, as pointed out previously, my budget 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 another or alternative suggesuons regarding the current court site, I
would appreciate the input.

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

1 look forward to discussing this with you further to try to reach some com_plcﬁoh of this
project.

N
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FOOTHILLS INDOOR TENNIS

Sulte 620, 300 - 5th Avenue 5 W, Calgary, Alberta Canads T2P 3C4 Phone {403) 234-7700 Fax (403) 234-7708

FAX TRANSMISSION
TO: Kelly Closs FROM: Ross Keenan
City of Red Deer
City Clerk
DATE: June 26, 1995 FAX NO: (403) 346-6195

I wish to take this opportunity 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 forward to
the opportunity of addressing council at that time.

Thank you.
O@Q | LA
Y

COMMENTS:

We concur with the recoommendation of the Recreation, Parks & Culture
Board. Comments from the public relative to this issue are submitted

to Council as an attachment to the agenda.
"G. SURKAN"
Mayor

"M.C. DAY"
City Manager
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May 31, 1995 " 228 Petitioners

Dear Members of the Recreation Board,

We, the undersigned citizens of Red Deer, ask the Recreation Board for
approval in principle for the covering of the existing four south tennis courts at
the Recreation Centre tennis complex. We see that the primary issue at present
is this approval in principle, and that a secondary and separate issue is the
consideration of any particular proposal to accornplish this.

We are very concerned that the Board has tabled this matter pending
investigation intc an alternative site. The Recreation Centre complex is the
logical and most financially sensible location for an indocr tennis facility.

The value of the land, clubhouse, and existing courts, including utility
services, is close to one million dollars, thus representing a significant existing
investment. This 12 court facility is the largest in the province, ideally situaied
between the two major citles, and is currently usable for about 5 months of the
year. The year round and increased summer use of this total complex would
contribute significantly to the economic base of the city, increase the
availability of city recreation opportunities, and provide for year round training,
as well as enable Red Deer to host major competitions. Providing the indoor
capability at this 12 court location is critical in optimizing the current resource
and investment at 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 logical and appropriate site.

A great deal of opinion has been expressed about the potential
disadvantages of a structure (bubble or otherwise) over the four south tennis
courts. What is clear is that facts are in short supply and that any potential
negative effects are primarily at issue for the neighboring residential area.
While a community 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 Recreation Board will
approve, in principle, the covering of the south four tennis courts of the
Recreation Centre complex. This decision is critical to long term planning to
accomplish indoor tennis for Red Deer whether by private developer or other
proposal. We are following this matter with energy and determination.
Thankyou for your consideration of this issue.
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Tennis Alberta Alberta Tennis Association

June 2, 1995

Marion Lebreton

Red Deer Tennis Club
Box 27108

Red Deer, Alberta
T4N 6X8

Dear Marion,

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 pro%ram 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 propertgr. 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 residents 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 have 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

Dianne Storey
President

11780 Craat Baan EAmantam Alerda TEAE ALCD -
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CANADIAN TENNIS ASSOCIATION
ASSOCIATION CANADIENNE DE TENNIS

Tennis Canada

April 29, 1995

Mrs. Marion LeBreton
8 MacKinnon 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 a 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 tennis in the near future. IfI can be
of any further assistance, let me know.

Sincerely
/7
(oo Bzl
Carmel Derdaele

Tournament Director
Corel Junior Nationals

3111 STEELES AVENUE WEST, DOWNSVIEW, ONTARIO M3J 3H2 TEL: (416) 665-9777 FAX: (418} 865-9017
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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, 1
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

in the fall as well as potentially allowing us to offer a class through the
winter and spring.

.. Twould also be very willing to serve on any committee involved in this

1y <Clngl 5495 Pryvical Edwation>

s

initiative if you feel College representation would be beneficial.
Thank you for your work on this project.

Sincerely,

Ve

Gord Inglis .
Chairperson, Department of

Physical Education
342-3242

GI/dmm
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' RED DEER PUBLIC SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 104

4747 - 53 Street

Phone (403)343-1405
RED DEER. ALBERTA Fax (403)347-8190
T4N 2E6

BOARD OF TRUSTEES June 8, 1995

L.D. HARRIS
Chairman
L.E. GODDARD
D.L. ARDY
8.l HOPFNER
D.A. NESS
D.R. PICKERING
G.A. STEWART To Whom It May Concemn

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.

Yours truly,

LA Sl
D. A. Blacker
Superintendent of Schools

DAB:lw
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~ Red Deer Catholic Sehools

June 2, 1995

Recreation, Parks and Culture Board
City of Red Deer

Box 5008

Red Deer, Alberta

T4N 3T4

Dear Board Members:

A recent proposel 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 general 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 benefit everyone in the city.

Traditionally, students from our schools have utilized the Recreation Centre tennis facility
during the month of June. 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 expanded - 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 progressive
thinking, and it will have the wholehearted support of our schools. In mid-winter, an activity
such as indoor tennis, centered at a distance from the traditional school gymnasium, would
provide a variety of experience for students that would be both educational and enjoyable.

Our understanding is-that Tennis Canada,if Red Deer were to have an indoor tennis back-
up, would consider bringing the National Junior Championships to the city. The very
presence of indcor tennis in Red Deer would certainly provide some economic advantage
as an alternative attraction; but the Junior Nationals would bring 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.

RED DEER CATHCLIC BOARD OF EDUCATION, P.O. BOX 5016,

RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 6R6

:
ADMINISTRATION OFFICES: P&ﬁ
3827 - 39 STREET,
RED DEER, ALBERTA
T4N 0Y6
FHONE: (403) 343-1055 FAX: 347-6410

12

14
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Recreation, Parks and
Culture Board
June 2, 1995

Finally, any encouragement 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 responsibility towards ali 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.

Superintendent cf Schools

JD/la
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- June B, 1995

Red Deer Tennis Club
P.0. Box 27105

Red Deer, Alberta
T4N 6X&

To whom it may concern;

[t has come to my attention your club Is In the process of raising funds to build an enclosure
for the (4) tennls courts located East of the Red Deer Lodge. Red Deer has been host to major
winter events such as Skate Canada, Labatt Brier and World Junior Hockey. A facility enabling
Provincial or National Tennis Tournaments would asslst in bringing additional tourism revenue to
the city in the summer months.

The Red Deer Lodge would serve as the Ideal location to provide choice accommodation, meeting

“and banquet facitlitles for teams & personnel attending these events.

I would like to take this opportunity to offer my support on the hotel's behalf and to encourage
your club to maintain the drive to attain your goal.

Sincere regards,
RED DEER LODGE

Y

AJ. McGilvray
General Manager

4311 - 49TH AVENUE. RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 5Y7 (403) 346-3841 FAX (403) 341-3220
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June 6th, 1995

velma Smith

Pres.Red Deer Tennis Club
c/c: Chairman

pPparks & 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 1in 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 gquite well.

OQur greatest concern is that downtown could 1lose, 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 4 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 ycurs,
Towne Centre Association

-~
Dl

JO% P.Ferguson, General Manager.

..TéWNE CENTRE ASSOCIATION - B3, 4901 - 48 ST. - RED DEER, ALTA. « T4N 6M4 - (403) 340-TOWN (8696) - FAX (403) 340-8699 -
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C sports

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 great value to our Red Deer community.

I nezt2L S
Jim De:ﬂ%@rﬁ,h

darted June 8, 1995
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June 9, 1995

Red Deer Tennis Club
c/o Rob Gravells

91 Roberts Cres

Red Deer, AB

T4P 3K38

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 would 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 modemn and attractive. [ suggest that such a facility would
enhance our modem outlook on the future of sport in our city. We must
keep the BIG PICTURE in mind. I continue my support!

Tom Bast Sports

Phone: (403) 342-2278

% &@fg or Fax: (403) 346-0000

2250 - 50th Avenue, Red Deer, Alberta T4R 1W5
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Red Deer Indoor Tennis Club
Business Plan Page 2 of 6

SUMMARY

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 Deer.

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

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

CONSTRUCTION BUDGET
4 court air support $350,000
Court surface repairs 20,000
Utility connections/permits 25,000
Working capital 33,000
Club house improvements 10,000
Total $438,000

THE CORPORATION

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 Tennis 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 currently the Secretary and a member of the Board of Directors of Tennis
Alberta.
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Red Deer Indoor Tennis Club
Business Plan Page 3 of 6

TENNIS STRUCTURE

Four Court Air Support Structure

Size: 190'x 118' x 36'
Square Feet: 22,420
Lights: 28 Metal Halide or HPS

208 Volt 3 prong power source
Furnace: 2.8 Million BTU (maximum)
Inflation Fan: 10 Horsepower (maximurm)
Back-up Diesel generator

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

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

We would be responsible to hire and remunerate staff on a year round basis as noted
above. The hours of operation would be 8 AM to 10 PM daily. The club would be
closed Christinas 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 to 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. We would sell top brand name equipment at reasonable retail
prices.
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Red Deer Indoor Tennis Club

Business Plan Page 4 of 6
FEE STRUCTURE
Annual Membership $175.00
Members Sept. 16 - May 15 12.00 per hour
May 16 - Sept. 14 4.00 per hour
Non-Members Sept. 15 - May 15 18.00 per hour
May 16 - Sept. 14 8.00 per hour

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

LESSON PROGRAMS
We would like to provide a full lesson program for everyone 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 allowing the general public to
book court times by following an established booking procedure (50% public use).

LEASE

Based on the financial investment that 1s 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 can 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 be discussed

and agreed upon during our negotiations, and would be subject to the terms of the lease
agreement.



—‘i_ i R

el W N G

Red Degr Indoor Tennis Club
Business Plan Page S of 6

CLUB PHILOSOPHY

The plan is to provide an uplEt_t friendly atmosphere where 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 Robins:

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. Following 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 meet their needs. Examples would be indoor soccer, basketball, volleyball
and other potential clients.
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Red Deer Indoor Tennis Club
Business Plan Page 6 of 6

RED DEER TENNIS CLUB

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 will 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 and assist wherever possible in fundraising or other corporate events
that we can possibly host.
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IN REPLY REFER TO: DARRELL R. MOORE
OUR FILE NO:

April 27, 1995

City of Red Deer Parks and Recreation Board

Dear Sirs:

Please be advised that the writer is the solicitor for 569979 Alberta 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 tennis courts. The building presently
contains 21 condominium units. My client owns 11 of these units. 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 absolutely and unconditionally rejected for
the following reasons:

A.

A project such as this should not be built in a residential area, 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 neighbour.

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

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

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

* My client further understands that the proposed tenant intends to pursue a restaurant and

hold rock concerts which would lead to noise, traffic and numerous other problems.

This project would greatly increase the noise level that the neighbouring condominiums

would be subject to.

My client advises that similar projects in other cities are not located in residential areas.

£

N
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H. In the event that the project is allowed to proceed 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.

L The area of the proposed development is presently zoned P1. The general purpose of that
district is to provide land for parks and recreation areas for the use and enjoyment of the

public at large. The proposal would be to turn 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 in 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 upgrading 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

Darrell R. Moore \/

frm
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April 20, 19S5

Mayor Gail Surkan
The City of Red Deer
Box 5008

Red Deer, Alberta
T4N 3T4

Re: Proposed dome over tennis courts

Dear Mayor Surkan:

An article appeared in the Red Deer Advocate on April 1Zth, 18985,
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 1idea in theory has merit, but the location is totally
unacceptable.

I am a Condominium owner in Paddington Place, which is located
within a few feet of the proposed dome. I am adamantly opposed to
the structure being placed in this location for the following
reasons.

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 families
in Paddington Place who would be denied "peaceful enjoyment" of
their homes. Four people in Paddington Place 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 seniors -in the new-complex.

LI1QUOR CQUTLET: The immediate area now has liquor available in the

Red Deer Lodge, the Curling Club, as well as sales in the Port O

Call Shopping Centre, which seems to acequately serve the area.

Now, Mr. Keenan wants a license to serve beer in the existing
lounge and possibly later on in the dome, while games 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 families come to enjoy some recreational time, totally ~—.
does away with the original concept of Rotary Park.
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INCREASED TRAFFIC AND PARKING: This issue was not addressed in the
newspaper articls. 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 a8 rsgular basis would definitely create problems.

ZONING BYLAW: 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 artists. How would four letter words and skulls be
removed or 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
expensa?

RUN OFF: How will rain and snow run off be handled on the north
side of the dome? The location of the dome will cause 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 that if this dome is
allowed to be constructed in the proposed 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 May 1st,
1994 and there are twenty-one mortgages, which we as owners, can
not just walk away from. 1 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 area or in the Blindman Industrial Park make more
sense?

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

Yours truly .
n,./ . o, ,/‘

A A

Muriel! Dohlman




April 25, 1995

J B Willis

104 4405 - 48 Ave
Red Deer, Alberta
T4N 354

City of Red 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 rock 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
pedestrian traffic in the summer past our building into the park area,

these persons are intoxicated, we can hear every word they say as
they pass by.

The rec centre held a gathering last summer where there was music
involved, everyone in our bu1ld1ng 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 Directors and we are attempting
to.deal with it presently. We havechad sevenal incidents of damage
being done tvrvehicles in our parking lot, one just recently.

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

We have twenty one home owners in our building, most of them are
professional working people, no different than people living in single
family bemes. 1 doubt the City would consider putting a facility

of this kind in the middle or next to their housimg development. We
wish to be treated with the same consideration.

Yours truly,

— 8l

R WTl) IS
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Ms. Geri Christman (341-5969)
#306 4405 48th Ave.

Red Deer, Alberta

T4N 3S4

April 24, 1995

Ms. Gail Surkan
Mayor

City of Red Deer
Box 5008

Red Deer, Alberta
T4R 1A4

Dear Madame:

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

| have lived in my condominium for a year. There are some disadvantages
to living where I'm at (i.e. noise when Cadillac Jack's patrons leave at 3:00
a.m. plus numerous incidents of theft and vandalism) but there is the
beautiful view. From my balcony on the third floor | can see open spaces
and trees wherever | look. That's why | bought the place. | am now faced
with the prospect of losing that view completely. Instead of what | 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 | would see.

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

| 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. | 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 won't have to look at the

thing. They can go to their homes (likely homes with a view since Red
Deer is a very scenic city) and forget about it. | won't be able to. |t's not
a matter of a lost or gained recreational opportunity for me - it directly
affects my quality of life and the value of my property. It will mean |
won't want to be in my home but | 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 unattractive and very

large they are built in industrial areas or on the outskirts. There are
plenty of alternative sites in Red Deer. There is no need to build it in the
center of a very scenic residential area.

| invite you to walk through the area. Look at the area covered by the
courts. Then, to get an idea of how tall the structure would be look at the
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 belongs there?

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

Yours sincerely,

2
&,

/G

779
/’ ) &" e ——

eri Christman




CITY RECREATION AND CULTURE BOARD
ATTN: ECN BATCHELOR

RE: PROFCSED INDOOR TENNIS FACILTY.

AFTER TALKING TO OTHER RESIDENTS IN THE NEIGHBORHCOD WE WOULD LIKE TG TAKE
THIS OPPORTUNITY TO EXPRESS OUR OPRINICN ON THIS PROPOSED FACILTY
WE ARE OPPOSED TC THIS DEVELOPMENT FOR REASONS AS QUTLINED BELOW:!

#1 PARKING AND TRAFFIC:
PARKING FACILTIES ARE AT MAXIMUM USAGE WITH THE PIRESENT FACILTIES
RECREATION CENTER POOL
TENNIS COURTS
HERITAGE SGUARE AND PICNIC AREA
RED DEER MUSEUM
GOLDEN CIRCLE
LAVWN BOWLING AND HORSE SHOES
SPEED SKATING OVAL
ARENA
CURLING CLUB
FARMERS MARKET

#F2 UTILIZATION
WE GUESTION Thiz UTILIZATION OF A COVERED WINTER FACILITY, WHEN ThE Y.M.C.A. WAS
UNHABLE TO MAINTAIN THEIR MEMBERSHIP TO KEEP IT VIABLE.

#3 VIABILTY:

WE ARE CONCERNED THAT IF THIS FACILTY IS BUILT AND IS NOT VIABLE, THEN THE
ORGINAL AGREEMENT MADE TO ITS USAGE, THE COUNSEL WILL BE APPROACKED TO
MODIFY THE ACREEMENT WITH NO REGARDS TO THE RESIDENTS OF THIS AREA.

T HAS TAKEN WMANY YEARS TO PLAN AND DEVELOPE THIS BEAUTIFUL PARK AND
RECREATION AREA WHICH IS AT MAXIMUM DEVELOPMENT NOW.

N CLOSING IT SEEMS A SHAME TO SPOIL THE BEAUTY OF THIS PARK AND RECREATION
AREA WiTH THE PROPCSED CCMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT.

THANK YOU FOR YOUR CONSIDERATION.
VELDA "‘"OTT 450/& AVE. RED DEER, AB. T4N 3R3. PH. 346 3093

CAROL BETTENSON 4502 47A, AVE RED DEER, AB. T4N 3R3.

-/—)‘\/IAV)«.
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/
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City Clerk
City of Red Deer, Alberta

Attn: Council Members
e H Tennis Pome proposal for Rotavy Hecreation Fark

I with to express my concern vegarding placing a covering on the
tennis courts.

At the public meeting of April 27, Don Bachelor informed the
gathering tennis only was to be held in the dome. At the meeving
of June 23, it was recommended 1t be a multi sport faoility.

I the Red Deer Indoor Tennis business plan drawn up by FEoss Eeenan
and in Don Hachelors memo to the Reo Board of april 4 it 1= to pe
used as a mulhil purpo facility which would nclude fund raitsing
events, public meetings, corporate events and any other potential
clients.

it appeare there 1 much more to this than a sports facility; and
its many other uses have not been made public.

In our conversation with RHoss Keenan on June 13, he told wus no
generator would be in wse and the structure would not bDe neated.
What 1s the fact™

At the Reo board meeting of June 23, a motion was passed that a
meetal structuwre be placed on the South couwrt. Im oy conversation
Wwith Foss Keenan on June 13, he told us it wouwlad have aluminum vibs
with firm plastic removable panels. What is the fact?

City Couwncil has move to consider here than 17 the couwrts wWwere 1n
a differernt location, nowhere in Canada has a facility Liks this
been place o close to where people live.

OQur group has had Little opportunity o volos Uy CoOncern.

Vandalizm an the area will increase, we have talked to RHoss keesnan
and he readily admits the praoject in Calgary is wvandalizsed on a
regular .5y he intovmed us they manage bo get by even with a
secur ity guard on duby.




2 be & praoblem, as & multi sport tacility, we may Le
subdect to the use of foghorns, whistles, bDells, Duzzsrs, SCOre
calling systems and general crowd nolse. FAsoa multi purp
facility we may be sublsct to musical events, 1€ bands, concerts,
auctions and the like.

bbb gy

Lo mnmo patao pavrties at the clubhouse are a concern Tor
the whole meighbouy oaod.

It 1s still an industrial style buxlding & park. Gther
structures like this in Calgary and EBEdmonton are lacated i
business areas.

It will certainly enclose wusn, in plastic, on both the South and
Fast sides with its height of 427, higher than our builading, and
the addition of a tunnel to the club house.

[y

W
Would ywou tike 1t on the lot nexst to youy

Yours truly,

Atn

B Willis
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To the Mayor and Councillors:

Re: Proposed Tennis Doms: €

L STY OF RED pep

-‘milltn-unsuw b i

[ represent the company that bought the Building 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 Fark.

Since putting the condominiums on %he 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 building is
proposed on the adjacent lot. Even though the current condo market
is active in Red Deer, Paddington Place sales have virtually
ceasad.

Paddington Place offers some of the most unigue condominiums in Red

Deer, compiete with lofts, fireplaces. raised dens, etc.. but no
one wants to invest in property situated next door to a sports
complex and 1t’s associatsed downsidse.

[t makes me very angry that supposedly informed people can appear
at public meetings and through the news media and state that a
sports dome in Rotary Park will not effect the neighbourhood’s
residents or properties. It is a shame these people can not be
held responsible for fthe consequences of their irresponsible

statements. Where are these "knowledgable" people when | am unable

to sigep 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 calls or knocked on any doors of home owner's in the
surrounding area. The only people shown this courtesy are those
who have nothing to lose, such as the Tennis 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.
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The next meeting was Juns 13th and a notics was taped to the front
door of Paddington Flace, 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. Dther residents

and would have attended had they been notified.

are also concerned

The new plan presented at this meeting was to locate the dome on
the north tennis courts of Rotary Park. [t is now known that this
plan was haphazardly put together without any research being
conducted as to puilding regulations or where underground services
are located.

A vote was held on June 13th to decide "if the tennis dome should

he located on the south courts.™ A show of hands from the
Fecreation 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%ts are again being considered
for the location of the doms.

sue which must be addressed i35 how is5 the noise bylaw
going to be enforced? This venue is no longer planned for just
tennis., but also soccer, volleyball, public meetings and whatever
other activities can be accommodated. Bear in mind, this
building’s proposed location is5 in the midsft of a residential area.

Another 1is
E .

5693979 Alberta Ltd. put approximately $200,000.00 into the Red Deer
economy during owur past fiscal year. Today Wwe are contacting Red
Deer 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 cur company and
it will be very difficult to remain a successful business. [t does
not make seconeomic sense to gain ones company and lose another. We
can not relocate our business but Mr. Kesenan can.

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

In my conversation with Dave Miller of Securfund, he stated there
is only one tennis court at this time but they are willing to
construct more courts. This firm would welcome this opportunity
with open arms, as it compliments their future plans to build a
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 Desr i35 a progressive community. Let’s hold a fund raiser and
put in the services. THINK ABOUT IT! All the s3schools, the
college, tennis club, Red Deer business community and surrounding
rural communities, could take pride in helping to construct a year
round sporitis building and in a location acceptable to everyona.

Also, where thsre is pride in an accomplishment therese is5 lsass
vandalism.

If Winnipeg can do it - Red Deer certainly can.

Yours truly

o - oo . o e,
7421;L4Z/2247£2£;¢7LJ
Muries! Dohlman

Secretary/Treasurer
569379 Alberta Ltd.

1 att., ™A™



Securfund Penhold Corporation

o)
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May 8, 1995

Monica Bast

Chairman,

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. Also
we currently have plans to put in a "Golf Dome". A "Tennis Dome" could easily be

incorporated into this plan. The County of Red T)eer is aware of our plans and seem to be
in favor of it.

. ,e fro»m Rcd Deer.

i n‘ﬁ

He called once to c,hange the t1mc oi’ Ot se?{s it ewn{ but .ubsequently vever showed up

for his meeting. I remerber this W&S.M'W'thﬁhfdpy of the Public Hearing to dlsc,uss
the proposed "Tenmb Dome". = "

We still have a sinccre interest in a "Tennis Dome" at our facility. If we had the
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4 / )
Jecurfund Penhold Corporation

#270, 602 - 12th Avenue S.W. 5804 - Gaetz Avenue
Calgary, Alberta, Canada T2R 1J3 Red Deer, Alberta, Canada T4N 4C2
Telephone (403) 233-0308 Telephone (403) 342-7355
Fax (403) 233-0310 ‘

Fax (403) 342-7389



TO: THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL

Enclosed is a petition signed by approximately 80% of the neighbourhood
indicating a negative response to the construction of a dome on the

tennis courts East of the Red Deer Lodge




To the Mayor and City Council of the City of Red Deer,

@ 7-4-a¢
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 'che1 Red Deer Lodge on 48 th Avenue. |
t
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 ll)uilding to be unsuitable for many reaéons 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 greatly increase in an already
noisy and congested area.
|
Thank-you for your support.
Printed Name Address Signature
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To the Mayor and City 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

east of the Red Deer Lodge on 43 th Avenue.

T ;
| i

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

| |

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 greatly increase in an already

noisy and congested area.

Thank-you for your support.

|
Printed Name Address | Signature
Saecr \es on s Shods Se S |

(:\O\{QQ @D’APCI\/Z\<Q | QQ& DSEELV (fy {ceCJ(‘éci

s f

- Nizczo Seruid | sG-S St Koo (e ) 0 A AN -
_Deved WAL H2 3C MY ST ey G ~
Shene Ade-r %6 Bell sheet B4 gﬁﬂ
: P{Al’(;l( LA fj(')Q( \( L ) ‘-Ho uwilo bn st Cres, 14—/V0w“<4h
/qor Craia Ho9> - Yo o7 CREU’ L ; Craca, |
Vs Y625 Y25/ Chrsc  RE L o

/Va/m&é { Jeo 2632 . a2 57 Cks 4 K A S oo

'Ii)z/&d,d,‘\/’(,q' r‘;)u,uvﬁ,ég ‘9/4 j g L]L’4 J”p 1434' (/L ..... 5 /7 ie L‘f}’xx N
"""" ’// (s /m;d,éééf IA/ a0 - fanst Ckw %7 céfﬂmﬂ/é’&é/

feslic PormK Delbuene, IV A

/4/A/A /\/’/onS 4(“72&/“ l—f,l'w(é}v‘uu% ;.,ﬁy,[i/ o

f oot /w/% - 41— 522 cus g op
ﬂ{/,é/,a,u 744\—4 {/-/é/é, s y %
Ebaie g | Yfgd - o ST K .(i L w’/,

7

. T vacie /9[ //.0\ AV 2 R Y ;

Byl it ey 4Ol YDk L -
ALG) - A4 DL 7

— MQQW% 1299 YA Aur Q”J J wwm;
oL E G amety pm’f 43670~ ug )0 b N

\Mﬁ&m/} c/ru,//ﬂ /»f?// 41%/4 (g
o Dokss __ p235" sz Hoe [Jomtld,

)-d-q¢

auy /}L_.L_ﬁi—i/%;g& SRt ST Croo M/}(@L p €~

A 7 5/{"@"’7@4’( (AOG’ V’?)ﬁ;ﬁ
= a



To the Mayor and City Council of the City 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

east of the Red Deer Lodge on 48 th Avenue.

T
i

We do not want there to be any

y change to the park structure as it now is in this area.

A

!

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.

7

2. The traffic and noise will greatly increase in an already

noisy and congested area.

|

Thank-you for your support.

Printed Name

Address
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To the Mayor and City Council of the City of Red Deer!____ I_d-9

L T

‘We, the undersigned, strongly oppose any construction that would alter the park systern 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.
| We do not want there to be any change to the park structure as it now is in this area.

| |

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 greatly increase in an already
noisy and congested area.

]

Thank-you for your support.

Printed Name Address Signature
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To the Mayor and City Council of the City 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

east of the Red Deer Lodge on 48 th Avenue.

l

We do not want there to be any change to the park structure as it

now is in this area.

|

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 greatly increase in an already

noisy and congested area.

|

Thank-you for your support.

Signature

{
Printed Name Address i
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To the Mayor and City Council of the City of Red Deer,

P49

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.

l |

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

|

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 greatly increase in an already

noisy and congested area.

Thank-you for your support.
Printed Name Address | Signature
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THE CITY OF RED DEER RPC - 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 Avenue S.W.
Calgary, Alberta

T2P 3C4

Dear Ross:
RE: PROPOSED TENNIS STRUCTURE

Based on your presentation at the May 9, 1995 meeting of the Recreation, Parks & Culture
Board, the Board felt there was inadequate information and research conducted relative to
possible alternate site locations for an air-support structure in Red 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 request at this time. The Board
passed the following resolution on May 9, 1995:

"That the Recreation, Parks & Culture Board table the Tennis Bubble Proposal
pending the applicant providing more complete inforrnation and research on
alternate sites in Red Deer."

| would suggest that you contact the President's office of the Red Deer College and work with
City representatives to review all possible sites and development services for this project. | 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 Agenda for the meeting of June 13,
1995. Alternate sites, as well as the Rotary Park tennis court site, can then be considered at that
time.

Please contact myself or Don Batchelor if further information is required.

si elw /

ONICA BAST, Cha erson
Regreatign, Parks & Culture Board

%@D-D&R o i



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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RED DEER CHAMBER OF COMMERCE

2017 - Stk AVENUE, RED DEER, ALBERTA, CANADA TéN SY6 PHIONE (407) M7-440) FACSIMILE (403) M43-

July 13, 1998

Mayor & Council Submitted To i :
city of Red Deer ty/C°”'"°"
P.0. Box 5008 Date: 4/ '
Red Deer, Alberta © 7Q /48
T4N 374

Dear Maycr Surkan and Council:

At the Diractor’s meeting of June 14, 1995, the board
unanimously gave their support for the construction of a dowmed
guctlity to allow for the operation of tennis on a year round

asis.

The existing tennis courts are in an arsa that has been
defined as parks and recreation. This is a logical location for
such » facllity.

The addition of a dome would greatly enhance the opportunities
of attracting major tennis events to our community.

™is concept is a reflection of the efforts of the Red Deer
Bid Commnittes.

We would’llk that the City of Red Desr support this endeavour.

Executive Director for:
The President



DATE: July 18, 1995

TO: Recreation, Parks & Culture Board
FROM: City Clerk
RE: PROPOSED TENNIS STRUCTURE - ROTARY RECREATION PARK

At the Council meeting of July 17, 1995, consideration was given to your report dated June
27, 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 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 agreement, subject to
the satisfaction of The City Solicitor, with Foothills Indoor
Tennis Limited for the construction and operation of a metal
universal structure over four tennis courts af 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 Culture Manager
and the Recreation Facilities Superintendent, re:
Indoor Tennis Proposal, and as appearing on
the Council agenda of July 17, 1995; and

b) A requirement that Foothills Indoor Tennis
Limited (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 Tennis
Limited (Ross Keenan) would be obligated to
totally remove all structures and improvements
and repair the site to its original condition;

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



4) That the universal structure be used for recreational uses only
and any other uses would require the Recreation, 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 | will be asking the Director of Community Services to ensure that the
applicable agreement is drafted and executed by both parties.
Thank you for your efforts in seeing this project become a reality.
 Z
ELL KLO:SS/

City Clerk/

cc.  Director of Community Services
Recreation, Parks & Culture Manager
Ross Keenan, Foothills Indoor Tennis Ltd.



62

NO. 6
CS-4.759
DATE: July 11, 1995
TO: KELLY KLOSS

City Clerk

FROM: LOWELL R. HODGSON
Community Services Director

RE: DAY CARE MANAGEMENT AGREEMENT RENEWAL

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.

/ﬂ“ﬂbﬁ/ﬂ”\“~7_
LOWELL R. HODGSON

:dmg

¢ Colleen Jensen, Social Planning Manager
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SP - 4.830
DATE: July 10, 1995
TO: KELLY KLOSS
City Clerk
FROM: COLLEEN JENSEN

Social Planning Manager

RE: DAY CARE MANAGEMENT AGREEMENT RENEWAL

The current Day Care Management Agreement between the Red Deer Child Care Society and
The City is due for renewal 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.

| am bringing this to Council's attention as it will definitely be necessary to initiate changes in the
upcoming term. The main reason is related to changes in cost 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. Aithough C.A.P.
is being replaced by the Canada Health & Social Transfer Payment, we know there will 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 underway. There is the possibility that
some of the recommendations that will come forward could impact on 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 letters from concerned parents of
the Red Deer Child Care Society. The Review Committee is in receipt of these letters as well,
and will be including the letters as part of their input-gathering process.

Based on the above rationale, | make the following recommendation.
BRECOMMENDATION

That Council for The City of Red Deer notify the Red Deer Child 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, that negotiations 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.

o~
/

<

'//i/, /// N
VQ&;/ Conm Atz COMENTS :
COLLEEN JENSEN

We concur with the recommendation of
A

the Director of Community Services.
:ad

"G. SURKAN"
Mayor

"M.C. DAY"
City Manager
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Jennifer Hoffart

50 McCullough Cresc.
Red Deer, Alberta
T4R 1S7

July 5, 1995
Rick Assinger, Chairman
Day Care Review Comittee
c/o Social Planning Dept.
P.0. Box 5008
Red Deer, Alberta
T4N 3T4

Dear Sir: _
.y

Re: Red Deer Child Care Society

I would like to take this opportunity to relate to you the
experiences of my family in relation to the Red Deer Child Care Society.

In early 1988 I became acquainted with the Red Deer Daycare
Centre when a co-worker recommended the facility to me. I had been
experiencing disappointment after disappointment with three other local
private daycare facilities and was extremely 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 impressions of the facility were excellent. I was very
relieved to know that the facility was very safe, and had an outside
play area that was 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 extremely well qualified,
and most had been there for a number of years.

My daughter enjoyed all of the activities that Red Deer Daycare
Centre offered, such as arts and crafts, and many educational songs and
games.. She enjoyed such field trips as swimming at Michener Centre, the
visit to the beauty culture department at one of our local High Schools,
the Charlotte Diamond concert at the Memorial Centre, and a visit to a
local pizza parlour, just to name a few.

To my amazement, 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 Red Deer Daycare Centre. She
too has many special recollectionswQf her years at this facility. She will
continue to attend Red Deer Daycare for one more year on a part-time basis,
as she is scheduled to commence French-Immersion E.C.S. in Septenber.

Some of our favorite family-based daycare activities have been the parent/

child craft evenings at Christmastime, the muffin 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 Red 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 worth every cent.

It is extremely important for parents who either by choice, or
by necessity must leave their children with & part-time or full-time
caregiver in their absence.to know that their children are safe.

Most important, it is essential that the child feel secure in
their environment. '

' Other priorities in my view are the experience and dedication
of the staff, the cleanliness of the facility, the ratio of staff to the
children, and the overall quality of the entire program. These criteria
have consistently been met in our 8 years of involvement 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 recommended the Red Deer Daycare Centre to many people
because of the consistent high quality program offered. It is my hope
that this program will not suffer in the planned budget cuts, as cur
children are our most important resource!

Sincerely,

%\C@{pﬁat

Jennifer Hoffart

c.c., Red Deer Childcare Centre
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6/ Grant Stneet
Red Deer, AB
P 203

(403) 343-924%5

June 28, 1995

To the Membenra o{ Red Deen Ci_ty Councid's Social Pliann.[.ng, ﬂepaatment: .

Aa a aingle parent earning $5 an houn, I cannot atness enough how impontant
daycane aubaidy ia to me. It ia sometimenr d’dé{i.au[t to pay the $//0 that ia
my pontion o{ c/aycan.e. -fe.e/l, but at an unsubai 'gea’ nate (t would not even be
porsible to leave my home to work. -

Over the part yean, the Red Deen Daycane Centne has provided excellent child
care fon my thnee yean old aon. The facilitiesr ane both enjoyable and
educational fon my aon, with the location contnibuting to the high standanda
of aafety maintained by the centne. The daycare aiiaf?f i1 of exceptionally
/14'_9/1 calibre and [ can feel gooa/ about le’.avi_ng my 4on with them when [ go to

wonrk.

Red Deen Child Cane Jfoc[_e_ty hasr wonked veny hand to put tog,et/zen {undﬂai/ie/m
to buy the centnre new equipment, aa ne_e,deaf,y and to maintain a high atandand
of chidd cane. [ do not believe that they can take on any more fundraising
themaelves to neplace monies now being necieved by the City o Red Deen.
Without the funding that the city provides the centre I would be in a conatant
battle to pay daycane fees fon a centne that could not possribly meet the
([ualéty cane and educational atandands that [ want )[oa my Aon.

[t i on thia laat note that [ appeal to City Councid's Social Planning
Depantmen'é not to neduce funding to the Red %een Child Cane Soci_ety. [he
funding in too valuable to eveny panent who uses theln aenvicea.

S ane/lely
7

e Tt

Robenta L. Book



July 4, 1995

To Whom It May Concevn;

<I%m writing in regards to government funding to the Red
Deevy Child Cave Soclety. I have been a single pavaent Tor
most of my twg song lives (4&6), during this time they have
receivaed excellent care from the Red Deev DRay Care while I
wor ked Tull time to support us. If it were not for govern-—
ment  subsidy I either would not have bsen able to work and
encled up on welfare or my children would have had second rate

child cave. A a single working pavent 1t is such a vellef
to  know that vour children are beling locked aftter and belng
loved while vyou arve away from them. I always Telt comfort-

able leaving my chilldren with the staff at the day care this
relieves a lot of stress.

o in conclusion please reconsider rvevoking funding to
the Red Deey Child Care Soclety as it can mean a lot to
peanle  and  tamilies as myself who depend on a  little help
while we get back on our fTeet.

Sincerely J/ * -
42449ZZ7¢W“
/T A

K. Shingleton



# 102, 122 Comett Drive
Red Deer, Alberta
T4P 2X3

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

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 concerned with the cutbacks. I presently
receive subsidy from the City of Red Deer and the subsidy board.

The staff at Red Deer 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 feel I

would have to leave my job or find a part-time job in the evenings if funding was cut 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 sitter, which would be more expensive and less challenging then the skills and
excitement he shows from attending the Red Deer Daycare.

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 two years, 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 receive during the day. '

A2



2-
I certainly hope I am not the only voice heard, and you will take into consideration the

children and not just the money factor. Daycare funding is one of the most important issues
single working mothers have to face.

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

Sincerely,

/
o 100

Lisa McPherson, Parent
Red Deer Daycare



July 4, 1995 </:( /7/10" ar

My . Kelly Kloss /7,/ (Mmm. Jff‘/'
City Clevrks Office .
F.0. Box 5009 Cocral //MN”)M””#

Red Deey , AR
T4N 3T4 ~
7,&/&7 07
/
Deay Mr. Kelly Kloss:

Please find enclosed coples of lestters h;ch have been Torwardesd by
parents to the Day Care Review Committe

We have been requested to see that these lettors be diztyibutsd b
City Council. Would you please send a copy of each letter to the
tldermen of the City of Red Deger as information.

Thank you very much.

CEIIER
Sincerely., TD{; f ”ﬁfz“}
) ’ / JUL - 51995
,»——-—\\ . -""Z‘CV‘T
k{ o nd ' RIS ool -
(,lTY OF l«w D ffi

Loulse Newton, Office Manager
Red Deev Child Care Society

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) 346-1305 (403) 346-3660
Fax: (403) 343-9299



From: Jim Robertson To: Karrie / RD Daycare Date: 2/7/95 Time: 16:00:28 Page 2 of 2

RR.2
Lacombe, AB TOC 1S0
Ph. 342-6889, fax 347-1666

To Whom It May Concern:

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

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 cut head-and-shoulders above the commercial daycares we investigated in Red Deer.

The cost was 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 pleased with the quality of the Red Deer Daycare.

When we first started using the Red Deer Dayecare, 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 to the City, (as did the golf course,
Golden Circle and museum management boards). I have no idea if the 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 now have "graduated" out of daycare into the public school system. I support the
idea of public education. I would object to the school boards being handed over to businesses, in
order to make a buck off of their education.

Philosophically, I object to for-profit daycares. The idea of someone cutting corers to make
an extra buck off of a basic human need, in this case the care of preschool children, is repugnant.

[ fully support the continued City support of non-profit child care societies and centres, and
would object to the City subsidizing for-profit childcare. i

Thanks for the opportunity to have input into this issue.
Yours truly,

Jim Robertson



From: Jim Robertson To: Karrie / RD Daycare Date: 2/7/96 Time: 15:08:59

FACSIMILE COVER PAGE

Page 1 of 2

Subject: Ami Pro - [DAYCARE.SAM]
Pages (including cover): 2

To: Karrie / RD Daycare Time:
From : Jim Robertson Date:

15:08:42
02/07/95

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

Good luck!

Jim
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July 3, 1995

To Whom It May Concern:

I am a single mother of one son, who has been 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 were no
such thing 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 knowing
that I am able to make it on my own, thanks to the subsidized
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 used licensed care for my son since 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 completely
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 cof the future.

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

Sincerely,

@&%\Q\W\\
Julie Dunn

8 George Cres.
346-5998
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My, Kelly Kloss
City Cl
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Red Deev, AB
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Kelly McConnell
69 Niven Street
Red Deer, Alberta
T4P 1P8

(403) 340-0941

July 4th, 1995
Day Care Review Committee

c/o Social Planning Department
Box 5008
Red Deer, Alberta T4N 3T4¢

ATTENTION: Rick Assinger ~ Chairman

Dear Sir:

Rei RED DEER CHILD CARE SOCIETY

It has come to my attention that the Social Planning Department is
in the process of reviewing the City’s involvement in day care and
the allocation 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-supporting single parent who has utilized the Red Deer
Day Care Society for the past six years, and I am fortunate to have

been receiving high quality care at an affordable portion of my
linited budget.

I moved to Red Deer in 1989, to attend college and improve my
ability to support my child. I heard about 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 available
subsidy. Without the day care subsidies I would not have been able
to afford to attend college, nor would I be able to afford to
continue my full-time employment while keeping my children in full-
time care.

Both my eight year old daughter, and three year old son have 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 Red Deer Child Care Society.

If it were not for the Society’s assistance 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 from an already constricted
financial struggle. I believe that all low income families would
meet with an overpowering financial drawback if the Red Deer child
Care Society did not receive the funding from the City of Red Deer
to provide the families with quality, low cost child care.
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As such, I am asking you to carefully consider the choices that you
are about to make with respect to day care funding. If 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 considerably.

The Red Deer Child Care Society is a non-profit organization that
prides itself in quality care, while assisting low income families
to afford that quality care. It is this writer’s opinion that the
Red Deer Child Care Society has been providing a child care system
that works, and that the City of Red Deer needs, and can not do
without.

Please consider the situation of the parents and children of Red
Deer by keeping the Red Deer Child Care Society afloat with the
proper municipal funding. If the Red Deer Child Care Society
ceased to exist, there would be many parents and children that
would lose the very foundation of their livelihood.

Thank you for you time and attention to this matter.

Yours truly,

- P
: e e T -
s P
ELLY L+ MCCONNELL
(Full-time worker and
Mother of two)
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DATE: July 18, 1995

TO: Director 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 meeting the following resolution was
passed:

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered the
report from the Director of Community Services dated July 11, 1995, re: Day
Care Management Agreement Renewal, hereby agrees that the Red Deer
Child Care Society be advised of The City of Red Deer's intent to initiate
changes in the Day Care Management Agreement following the Day Care
Review report being completed in September of 1995, and as presented to
Council July 17, 1995."

| 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.

| trust you will find this satisfactory.

cc. Social Planning Manager



THE CITY OF RED DEER RPC - 4.769
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 3T4

OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR
COMMUNITY SERVICES DIVISION
PHONE: (403) 342-8323 FAX: (403) 347-4636

July 24, 1995

Mrs. Joanne Curtis, Chairperson
Red Deer Child Care Society
#101, 4922 - 53 Street

Red Deer, AB

T4R 2E9

Dear Mrs. Curtis:

As you are aware, the Day Care Management Agreement between The Red Deer Child Care
Society and The City of Red Deer expires December 31, 1995. Clause 9.1 of the agreement
states that either the lessor or the lessee must notify the other party in writing of any intention to
initiate changes to the agreement.

At the City Council meeting of July 17, 1995, consideration was given to a report regarding the
Day Care Management 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 Agreement.

The major reason for initiating change to this agreement is related to changes in cost 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 and we are
all aware that the Federal Budget has stated that C.A.P. funding would be discontinued as of
April 1, 1996 and replaced with the Canada Health and Social Transter Payment Program.
However, we do not know the level of funding that we can expect through this new program.

In addition to the above, the Day Care Review is currently underway and there is a possibility that
some of the recommendations in that report might impact the terms of the Day Care Management
Agreement as well. This report will be brought forward to City Council in September and, thus,
City Council has agreed 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,

— L

LOWELL R. HODGSON
Director of Community Services

7 y
_%R@D-D&R oo il




:ad

Colleen Jensen, Social Planning Manager

Kelly Kioss, City Clerk

Noreen Spencer, Executive Director, Red Deer Child Care Society
Rick Assinger, Chair, Day Care Review Committee
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PARKLAND
COMMUNITY
p L ANN |N G Suite 500, 4808 Ross Street

Red Deer, Alberta T4N 1X5

SbER\/ICES 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 amendments 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.

1) Housing 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 people i.e. Dwelling Unit - 3 boarders and
4 foster children; Social Care Residence - 6 unrelated persons; Boarding 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 R1 and K2 Residential Districts, the Municipal Planning Commission will be able to continue
to assess any such application 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 current Land Use Bylaw governing adult entertainment theatres (peep shows, etc.).



65

CITY COUNCIL
PROPOSED BYLAW NO. 2672/M-95
PAGE 2

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 parameters 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 subjected to parking requirements
and minimum separation distances from certain vicinity land uses.

3) Outline Plans

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 L.and 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.

- / . ’
‘ VN4
Tony Lindkdut, ACP, MCIP
Planner
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7N EXtSTtMG DEF'HU(TIOMS

Boarding House means a building containing sleeping rooms without cooking facilities, 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 (mcludlng the operator’s own children) for more than 3 but less than 24
consecutive hours in & 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 persbns related by blood, marriage or adoption
or a group of five unrelated persons, all living together as a single housckeeping unit and using
common cooking facilities.

Social Care Residence 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 provision of supervisory, nursing and medical or counselling
services and homeraking care or services related thereto by one or more persons.

i

COMMENTS: |
We recommend that Council give first reading to the proposed

Land Use Bylaw Amendrent.

"G. SLRKAN"
Mayor

"M.C. DAY"
City Manager



DATE: July 18, 1995

TO: Parkland Community Planning Services
FROM: City 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 meeting first reading was given to Land
Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/M-95, a copy of which is altached 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 Public 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 be advertised in the Advocate on Friday, August 4 and 11, 1995.
I trust you will find/tpis satisfactory.

?/
ELYY KLOSS

City Cler

/
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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RPC - 5.540
DATE: June 28, 1995
TO: KELLY KLOSS
City Clerk
FROM: DON BATCHELOR, Chairman
Senior Safe Operating Committee
RE: SAFETY CERTIFICATE OF RECOGNITION:

CITY CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS

The City of Red Deer Senior Safe Operating Committee has had ongoing discussions with the
Alberta Construction Safety Association and the Red Deer Regionai Safety Committee (Red Deer
Construction Association) to develop a partnership for the Safety Certificate of Recognition
program (see attached letters of support). This program's primary focus is to increase worksite
safety by construction contractors and trades working on City projects with the 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 initiative for all City construction projects that would include the following benefits:

= Consistency with the City of Red Deer Partners in Injury Reduction program and the Safety
Audit program for City employees.

Increased contractor competency in safe worksite practices.

Consistency 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 prices.
Reduction in losses caused by workplace injuries.

The program is coordinated and implemented through the Alberta Construction 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 centificate is obtained after
contractors receive instruction, direction and a safety audit from the A.C.S.A.

Appreciating that this program takes some time to implement, and to get all appropriate
construction contractors with the required certificate, a phased implementation would be
recommended. There is already a significant number of Central Alberta contractors that have
the Safety Certificate of Recognition. The Development Services Division of the City already
uses the Safety Certificate of Recognition as a pre-qualification on some City projects. This
initiative has been supported by the Urban Development Institute and local contractors. The

proposed procedure and timeframe for 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.e., Home Builder's Association, Urban Development Institute, Red Deer
Construction Association), indicating the City's intent to implement a pre-qualification initiative
for all City construction contracts.

../2
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City Clerk
Page 2
June 28, 1995

2. Conduct a general meeting with representatives of all trade associations, interested
contractors and the Alberta Construction Safety Association to outline the program and
implementation schedule.

3. Phase the implementation of the program (pending Council approval) over a 2-year period
commencing 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 participating in the training sessions 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-
qualification program or registration in the program:

- paving, concrete and surfacing operations;

- curb and gutter work;

- sewer and water installations;

- water and sewage treatment plant installations/upgrades;
- asphalt repairs.

6. Effective January 1, 1997, construction contracts for all the above and the following work
areas will require pre-qualification:

- landscaping and tree planting,

- bridge construction and repairs,

- building construction and renovations,

- roofing,

- drywall, masonry and glass installations,
- metal fabrication,

- electrical installations.

7. Special consideration may be necessary for construction contractors from out 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 size, scope or expertise) should be
exempt from the pre-qualification initiative.

8. Sub-contractors of all City construction projects must abide by the pre-qualification standards
of all respective general contractors.

/3



69

City Clerk
Page 3
May 17, 1995

With this proposed implementation schedule, it would be the intent to exclude consulting services,
maintenance and operational services and hired equipment from the program at this time.
Similarly to some other Alberta municipalities, however, consideration to include them in a safety
pre-qualification initiative would be desirable at a later date.

in addition, any existing contracts in place at the time this program is initiated (January 1, 1996)
would be "grandfathered" and excluded from having to abide by the regulations of this program.

When totally implemented, ali construction contractors would be responsible for obtaining a
Safety Certificate of Recognition before bidding on a City construction contract.

RECOMMENDATION

1. That City Council support the Safety Certificate of Recognition Program to be implemented
by The City of Red Deer in partnership with the Alberta Construction Safety Association.

2. That Council request the Senior Safe Operating Committee to convene a meeting with
construction contractors and relevant associations to outline the program and implementation
schedule, as outlined in the Senior Safe Operating Committee Chairman's report of June 28,
1995.

3. That City Council approve the Safety Certificate of Recognition Program as a pre-qualification
fg, bnddlng on all Clty of Red Deer construction contracts in excess of $50,000 in value.

ol —

DON BATCHE_LOR
:ad
Atts.

C. H. Michael C. Day, City Manager
Senior Safe Operating Committee
Safety Committee Chairmen
Graeme Dobson, Alberta Construction Safety Association
Jim Riches, Alberta Construction Safety Association
Alberta Construction Association
Herman Bruin, Red Deer Construction Association
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Mr, Don Batchelor, Chalrmnan Vin fax to 347-4838
Senior 8afs Operating Commities Original to be malled
Clty of Red Dear

P.O. Baxt 6008

Red Deer, Aibarta T4N 3T4
Dear Mr. Batohsior:

The Red Deer Corstruction Assccistion s comprised of 78 local commercial construction businessee, We act as
& voioe for the local construction industry, and it is part of our mandate ta promate worksite safoty,

This Assccistion supparts and promotes the initistives of the Alberta Consiruction Sefety Association, including
the “Certificate of Recognition” program, and many of our members are actively invoived in the A.C.8.A. safety
programs.

‘Tha Red Deer Construction Assodiation would tharsfars ancourage your use of the "Cartificate of Recognition”
a8 a pre-tender requirement. This certification will ensure the City has hired 4 contractor who has a hesith and
safety program that meets the indusiry standard. The City will also be assured that delays ceused by injury and
investigation would be reduced or eliminated. To dete many ather municipsiities In the provincs have
successhudly implemertiad 8 similar safety program, including the diiles of Celgary, Edmonton, Madicina Hat,
Uoydminster, Lethbridge as well as Alberta Transportation and Utilites. implementation of this program in Red
Mﬁ&m“w%mﬁwpﬂmmMmﬂywmmmmwh
rest of the provines.

Please contact the RDCA office If you have any questions or require firthar information,
Yours tnay

Red Desr Consiruction
““9‘/
%a/—*/ -
Fioyd Hansen
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Alberta Construction Safety Association

10949 - 120 Street, Edmonton, Alberta T5H 3R2
Tel: {403) 453-3311 Fax: {403) 455-1120
Toll Free: 1-800-661-2272

#201, 2725 - 12 Street N.E., Calgary, Alberta T2E 7J2
Tel: (403) 291-3710 Fax: (403) 250-2852

Toll Free: 1-800-661-6090
“Industry Funded”

May 29, 1995

Mr. Don Batchelor, Chairman
Senior Safe Operating Committee
City of Red Deer

P.O. Box 5008 l
RED DEER, Alberta -
T4N 3T4

i /,;—\\_\_\"i’l_.lr_:j‘ RS
@Aﬂ Ay “7'5 P L/ )

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 dictionary defines accident as "a happening
that is not expected, foreseen, or intended...". Work place hazards that cause
injuries and/or damage can be foreseen. With proper safety training,
managers, supervisors, and workers carn identify and avoid hazards.

The results of basic safety training are staggering. Construction was one of the
first and one of the largest cectors to take action. The geal! was to reduce
injuries and costs associated with incidents that could have been avoided.

To achieve this result partnerships had to be formed. A commitment from
government, contractors, and project owners, guided by the industry controlled
Alberta Construction Safety Associatiorni was necessary to ensure that all parties
would support the initiative. From this commitment programs were developed
to train managers in establishing a health and safety program, 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 safety management system was developed.

Making 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 evaluation 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 Alberta Construction Safety 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 the City of Red Deer:

For the project owner, hiring a contracior 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. More and more, owners are requiring that
contractors have a Certificate of Recognition as a pre-tender condition.

With the new definition of a Prime Contractor contained in Bill 48, the owner can designate, by
mutual agreement, a prime contractor for any job site. It is, 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 information or support please call me at your convenience.

Sincerely,

e
A‘/ﬁmm C? . \@ 3

Graham E. Dobson
Executive Director

(7Y GF RED DFER

e RN mme e b e

@ Making Safety A Way Of Life
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Alberta Construction Safety Association

10949 - 120 Street, Edmonton, Alberta T5H ZR2
Tel: {403) 453- 33” Fax: \403) 455-1120
Toll Free: 1-800-661-2272

#201, 2725 - 12 Street N.E., Calgary, Alberta T2E 7J2
Tel: (403} 291- 3710 Fax: (403) 250-2852
Toll Free: 1-800-661-6090

“Industry Funded”

June 9, 1995

Mr. Don Batchelor, Chairman
Senior Safe Operating Committee
City of Red Deer

P.0O. Box 5008

Red Deer, Ab. T4N 3T4

Dear Mr, Batchelor;

1 have enjoyed our ongoing meetings over the last two months and 1 am encouraged to hear
that you and your committee support the Safety Certificate of Recognition program (C.O.R.).

As the chairman of the Regional Safety Committee (R.S.C.) for Central Alberta and a
construction business owner, my goal is to educate our workers and explain that every work
related accident can be prevented with proper safety training through the cooperation of
management, supervisors and workers.

The Regjonal Safety Committee is supported by trades people, owners, architects, home
builders and general contractors who believe that now is time the City of Red Deer endorse
the C.O.R. program. The cities of Calgary, Edmonton, Medicine Hat, and Lethbridge have
successfully implemented the safety program.

We the R.S.C. want {o ensure that our workers, supervisors, and managers receive proper
safety training and remain competitive with the rest of the province. We therefore give our
support to the City of Red Deer for the implementation of the Certificate of Recognition as a
pre tender recjuirement.

Sincerely; e e e et e et

Dom Mancuso
Chairman R.S.C, _ JUN201995
i

| CITY OF RED DEER |

T

"./

Making Safety A Way Of Life
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CERTIFICATE OF RECOGNITION
FOR
ALBERTA CONSTRUCTION INDUSTRIES

INTRODUCTICON

The Alberta Construction Safety Association (ACSA) and Alberta Labour - Occupational
Health & Safety (OH&S) Division are committed to helping employers 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 earn your company a
Certificate of Recognition. '

1. Fill out the COR registration sheet. All the information asked for in the registration
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 registration
form to:

Alberta 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 when building the foundation of a
successful health and safety system. They are as follows:

Principles of 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.




Safety Evaluation (Auditor Training). A two day program which provides the
company with a tool that shows participants how to measure the strengths 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 gives you the Alberta
Certified Peer Safety Auditor certificate which is valid for a period of three 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 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 another person
to the auditor training should your auditor leave your company’s employ.

Alberta Construction Safety Association
10949 - 120 Street

Edmonton, Alberta

T5H 3R2

WHMIS (Workplace Hazardous Materials Information System) “Train the Trainer"
prograrn. 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 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 requirements of the program.

These four courses will have to be taken by someone within the company. It
does not have to be the same person for each course.

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 or 453-3311. These courses are also offered in
the following areas twice per year or on an as needed basis:
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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 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 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 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%) each year. The Cedrtificate 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 be eligible
to join the Workers’ 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 _have in claims costs for each year. A reduction, 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 reduction 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 incentive and you must re-register
every year to qualify for the financial incentive.

Once your company has received their Certificate 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.

COMMENTS:

We concur with the recommendation of the Senior Safe Operating Conmittee.

"G. SURKAN"
Mayor
PIR-01
"M.C. DAY"
City Manager



DATE: July 18, 1995

TO: Senior Safe Operating Committee
c/o Don Batchelor, Chairman

FROM: City Clerk

RE: SAFETY CERTIFICATE OF RECOGNITION: CITY CONSTRUCTION
PROJECTS

At the Council meeting of July 17, 1995, consideration was given to your report dated June 28, 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 Senior Safe Operating Committee dated June 28, 1995, re: Safety Certificate of
Recognition: City Construction Projects, hereby agrees 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 contractors and relevant
associations to outline the program and
implementation schedule as outlined in the Senior
Safe Operating Chairman's report dated 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 presented to Council July 17, 1995."

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information and appropriate action. |
trust you will now be proceeding in accordance with the above resolution.

cc. Director of Development Services
Director of Community Services
Director of Corporate Services
Purchasing Agent
Public Works Manager



RPC - 5.693
DATE: September 15, 1995

TO: KEN HASLOP, Engineering Manager
GORD STEWART, Public Works Manager
AL Ro-[H, E.L. & P. Manager BACK Up INF
RYAN STRADER, Bylaws/Inspections ManagerNoT s MITTE DO 5 MATION
Ocouneyy,
FROM: DON BATCHELOR, Chairman
SENIOR SAFE OPERATING COMMITTEE

RE: SAFETY PRE-QUALIFICATION REQUIREMENT:
CITY CONTRACTS

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 was 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/sub-contractors can obtain further information on the Safety Certificate of
Recognition Program and register for the four (4) required training sessions by contacting The
Red Deer Construction Association office, (Norma McCartney), 346-4846.

Please contact me or other members of the Senior Safe Operating Committee if you require
further clarification.

Atts. Safety Pre-Qualification Initiative Implementation Schedule
Criteria for Exemption from the Safety Pre-Gualification

Certificate of Recognition Outline - Alberta Construction Safety Association

wp =

c. H.M.C. Day, City Manager
Bryon Jeffers, Director of Development Services
Lowell R. Hodgson, Community Services Director
Kelly Kloss, City Clerk
Senior Safe Operating Committee
Safety Committee
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BACKUPINFORMATION
NOTSUBMITTED TO COUNCIL
CITY OF RED DEER

SAFETY PRE-QUALIFICATION INITIATIVE - CONSTRUCTION CONTRACTS
CERTIFICATE OF RECOGNITION PROGRAM
IMPLEMENTATION SCHEDULE
September 1995

Conduct a general meeting with representatives of all trade associations, interested
contractors and the Alberta Construction Safety Association to outline the program and
implementation schedule.

Phase the implernentation of the program over a 2-year period commencing 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 participating in the training sessions for the program.

Cnly construction contracts in excess of $50,000 are applicable to this pre-qualification
initiative.

Effective January 1, 1996, 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 water installations;

- water and sewage treatment plant installations/upgrades;
- asphalt repairs.

Effective January 1, 1997, construction contracts for all the above and the following work
areas will require pre-qualification:

- landscaping and tree planting;

- bridge construction and repairs;

- building construction and renovations;

- roofing;

- drywall, masonry and glass installations;
- metal fabrication;

- electrical installations.

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 be exempt from the pre-qualification initiative. Reciprocal agreements are
in place for similar safety 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 Alberta Construction Safety Recognition Program and the attached
criteria to determine if the bid would be accepted.

Siub-contractors of all City construction projects should abide by the pre-qualification
standards of all respective general contractors.

Engineering and architectural firms must have a Certificate of Recognition registration

number when bidding on City of Red Deer projects, when they are the project managers
ar site supervisors.




SAFETY PRE-QUALIFICATION - EXEMPTION CRITERIA

Subject_to satisfactory answers to the following questions, Department Managers may grant an
exemption to safety certification required for out-of-province and sub-contractors.

1.

Are you registered under a different Province's Safety Recognition 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 to the City
requirement?

4, What are the names, addresses and telephone numbers of two persons representing
owners whom you have recently worked for, and who can act as safety references?
NAME ADDRESS TELEPHONE FAX

5. Have you worked in Alberta previously? Where? When? Are you fully cognizant of

Alberta Safety Regulations?

BACKUP INFORMATION
NOTSUBMITTED TO COUNCIL
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ALBERTA CONSTRUCTION INDUSTRIES

INTRODUCTION

The Alberta Construction Safety Association (ACSA) and Alberta Labour - Occupational
Health & Safety (OH&S) Division are committed to helping employers 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 earn your company a
Certificate of Recognition.

1. Fill out the COR registration sheet. All the information asked for in the registration
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 registration
form to:

Alberta 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 when building the foundation of a
successful health and safety system. They are as follows:

Principles of 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.



Safety Evaluation (Auditor Training). A two day program which provides the
company with a tool that shows participants how to measure the strengths 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 gives you the Alberta
Certified Peer Safety Auditor certificate which is vailid for a period of three 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 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 another person
to the auditor training should your auditor leave your company’s employ.

Alberta Construction Safety Association
10949 - 120 Street

Edmonton, Alberta

T5H 3R2

WHMIS (Workplace Hazardous Materials Information System) "Train the Trainer"
program. A one day program that teaches you how to train your own ernployees
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 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 requirements of the program.

These four courses will have to be taken by someone within the company. It
does not have to be the same person for each course.

To register for these courses in the Southem 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 or 453-3311. These courses are also offered in
the following areas twice per year or on an as needed basis:

BACKUP INFORMATION
NOTSUBMITTEDTO COUNCIL
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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 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 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 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%) each 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 be eligible
to join the Workers' 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 have in claims costs for each year. A reduction, 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 reduction 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 incentive and you must re-register
every year to qualify for the financial incentive.

Once your company has received their Certificate of Recognition (COR) they may
be eligible to join the Partnership in Injury Reduction (PIR) program.

PIR-01



Certificate of Recognition Program
Construction - Registration Form

Yes, | have read the program Summary and | would like to participate in the Alberta Construction Safety
Association (ACSA) Certificate of Recognition program.

Legal Name: -__ Operating Name:
Address:

City Province Postal Code
Phone Number: Fax Numbef:
Contact Person(s): ‘ Signature:

Date:

WCB Account Number: WCB Industry Code:
Do you have any related Companies ¢ Yes ¥ No If yes, please list below.
Legal Name WCB Account WCB Industry Code
Training: Employers should complete the following ACSA courses: Principles of Health & Safety

Managment, Auditor Training, WHMIS, and Leadership for Safety Excellence.

Please Return the Completed Form to:

Alberta Construction Safety Association
10949 - 120 Street
Edmonton, Alberta

- T5H 3R2
Trish Comeau
Fax: 455-1120

* Once you have achieved your Certificate of Recognition you may be 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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D_ATE: 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 given to each of the above noted
Land Use Bylaw Amendments.

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/S-95 provides for the 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 developed 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 or serving
of wine, liquor, or beer is not allowed on this property.

On July 12, 1995 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 no 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 withdrawing the advertising was in
the best interest 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, should 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 the rezoning of the south portion
of that site for a church, with the Public Hearing to be held July 31, 1995.

RECOMMENDATION:




Ralph Salomons
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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

RE: Former Alberta Transportation Building, 5220 - 77th 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 three acres of the
above noted property for a theatre and in light 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 parcel. 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, 19965.

On separate application to MPC, New Life requested 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 available to seli 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 amend the New
Life/Province of Alberta agreement which amendment would remove all
conditions except the condition of rezoning and extend this agreement to
August 2, 1995. As a result of this series of events, 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.

truly, >

Ralph Salomons

Ralph Salomons

fE A L T Y VN C



FILE No.

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

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, 1985 re: Former Alberta Transportation Building, 5220 - 77 Street, and at which
meeting the foliowing resolution was passed:

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having 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, 1895. 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,

KELL KL05§/

City Clerk
KK/fm

cc. Director of Community Services
City Planner
Bylaws & Inspections Manager
Land & Economic Development Manager
Council & Committee Secretary, S. Ladwig

w gl



DATE: July 18, 1995

TO: Parkland Community Planning Services
FROM: City Clerk
RE: LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT 2672/T-95

At the Council meeting of July 17, 1995, consideration was given to the report from the City
Clerk dated July 12, 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 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."

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 property 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. | trust you will find
this satisfactory.

7

Y K SS
Cuty Cler

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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CORRESPONDENCE

FILE No.

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 11, 1995

Libby's Gourrnet Hotdogs
17 Page Avenue

Red Deer, Alberta

T4N 1J7

347-4231

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

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 Sincerely,

"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, subject to a letter of concurrence from the Management of Tom
Sawyers, that location be approved.

Yours tl‘lzdy/,

a7

/"
g

i S ——

7 AN \)

ylaws & Inspections Manager
BUILDING INSPECTION DEPARTMENT

RS/yd
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060-012
DATE: July 5, 1995
TO: City Clerk
FROM: Engineering Department Manager
RE: LIBBY'S GOURMET HOT DOGS - PROPOSED VENDING LOCATION

SIDEWALKS ALONG GAETZ AVENUE, BETWEEN 46 AND 47 STREET

We have reviewed the proposed vending machine locations and have no objections,
subject to it being located within the rear 1.52 m (5 ft) of sidewalk.

— ”é:;f /’)
Ken Has p,/P. Eng.

Engineering Department Manager
BDJ/emg

c.c. By-laws and Inspections Manager

COMMENTS:

We concur with the recommendation of the Bylaws & Inspections Manager.

"G. SURKAN"
Mayor

"M.C. Day"
City Manager



DATE:
TO:

FROM:
RE:

JUNE 30, 1995

DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVICES
DIRECTOR OF CORPORATE SERVICES
DIRECTOR OF DEVELOPMENT SERVICES
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 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



THE CITY OF RED DEER

P. Q. 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, 1995, 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 Councit of The City of Red Deer, having considered
correspondence from Libby's Gourmet Hotdogs dated July 11, 1995, re: Location of
Push Vending Units in the area of 46 Street and Gaetz Avenue, hereby agrees as
follows:

1) That the requested location in front of Brandon County
Saloon be denied;

2) That subject to a letter of concurrence from the
management of Tom Sawyer's nightclub, the location
adjacent to said club be approved;
and as presented to Council July 17, 1995."
The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information. As indicated, you have
been approved for one location of a vending cart subject to concurrence with the adjacent owner.
If you have any questions or require additional information please do not hesitate to contact the

undersigned.

Sincerely, _-

o
City Clerk

KK/fm

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, 1995, re: Push Cart Vending

Units, hereby agrees as follows:

1)

2)

That the License Bylaw be amended to allow for the
approval of the location of Push Cart Vending Units to
be the responsibility of the Licensing Inspector, who
would take into account relevant department's
recommendations;

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 open on a first
come basis;

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 meeting of July 31, 1995.

| trust you wijll find th/is satisfactory.

KELLY'KLO

City Clerk
yHene,

KK/fm

enc.

i

cc. Director of Development Services

D. Souch



5 Fir Street, Red Deer, Alberta T4N 4Y{1
Bus: (403) 346-4750 Res: (403) 346-1707

June 25, 19945

Mr. Kelly Kloss
City Clerk

P.O. Box 5008

Red Deer. Alberta
T4N 3714

Dear Mr. Kloss:

RE: Cone Castle Signage
Kerrv Wood Drive & Fir Street

My name :s Jim Hickling and I am the owner of the Cone
Castle ice cream parlor located at 5 Fir Street, in the
Express 24 Plaza in lpper Fairview. I would like to
request permission to place an "A frame" sign on the
grass houlevard at the corner of Kerry Wood Drive and
Fir Street. The sign is 38 inches high and 32 inches
wide and advertises the name of my business and the
direction towards it. I am located 200 feet north of
the "T" intersection in question and 1 wonuld like to
place the sign on the N,E. corner of the intersection.
Which is the north side of Kerry Wood Drive and the east
side of Fir Street. The sidewalk runs along the south
side ot Kerry Wood Drive and thus would not pose a
probliem to pedestrian traffic.

I have placed the sign in the desired location and
approarhed it from all directions in my vehicle, it does
not inteerfere 1n any way with visability around the
intersoction, I have enclosed a map showing you exactly
where 1 would like to place my sign and a photo copy of
the si»n in question. The sign is of conrse in full
color,



PALE et v neosaanas

With all due respect for the C3 zoning by-law in which
my business 1s located, I would humbly ask that this
request he approved by City Council.

I am a uew business owner as of June 1£, 1995 and need
to advertise my location as much as possible. As I was
unawar- of the "no A frame signs in C3 zoning"” at the
time. I thad a sign made at considerable cost to me. I
bad becn open for 3 days when 1 was vicited by a By-Law
Officer. who told me the sign had to be removed.

Many of my customers have told me that the sign enhances
the corner rather than being a hindrance or an eye-sore.
The improvements we have made to the building itself has
also enhanced the community, to which the home owners of
Upper ¥Yairview have most favorably commented on. With
out the signage on Kerry Wood Drive people will not
realiz= where we are located and will make staying in
business very difficult, as we are a new business and
people do not know where we are located.

Once again [ beg yvour deepest consideration on this
matter and I will be available to answer any questions
yvou may have in person or over the phone.

I look “sward to hearing from you.

Yours truly: THE ciry OF RED DEER

CLERK'S DEPARTIHENT

NSRS

Cone Castle
e ) A\&u ";\

Jim Hickling
owner /s managerp

95 ol
. g
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PARKLAND
COMMUNITY
P L A‘NN IN G Suite 500, 4808 Ross Street

Red Deer, Alberta T4N 1X5

S> ER\“CES Phone: (403) 343-3394

FAX: (403) 346-1570

DATE: July 5, 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 corner of Fir
Street and Kerry Wood Drive. The proposed sign location would 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 within 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 fee must be paid to the City.

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 problems 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 landscaping. Furthermore, grass cutting around these sign(s) could be problematic. The
applicant has not indicated whether the “A” frame (portable?) sign 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 Wood intersection and recornmend that
City Council deny the request based on the above noted concerns.

Ry

Tony J. I:igdﬂout,v 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: "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 or attached
to a building that are allowed in the City. They are only allowed in C1, C1A and certain I1 sites.

Other cities are currently trying to draft bylaws to restrict temporary signs as they have found
they are impossible to control. The signs can be found on medians, boulevards and landscaped
areas, blocking traffic lights etc. They are considered dangerous 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.

Yours tru;y/
Y .

BUILDING INSPECTION DEPARTMENT

RS/yd



080-062

DATE: June 29, 1995

TO: City Clerk

FROM: Engineering Department Manager
RE: CONE CASTLE - 5 FIR STREET

APPROVAL OF "A" FRAME BOULEVARD SIGN

The applicant is requesting permission to place an "A" Frame Advertisement Sign in the
City boulevard at the northeast corner of the intersection of Kerry Wood Drive and Fir
Street. While the sign may not present any visibility problems for motorisis as the
applicant has stated, we are concerned that approval of this type of signing is precedent
setting and will lead to many more signs being similarly located.

RECOMMENDATION

To avoid intersection 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. HggE)p, P. Eng.
Engineering Department Manager

KGH/emg

c.c. By-laws & Inspections Manager
c.c. Recreation, Parks, & Culture Manager
c.c. Principal Planner
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CS- 4.746
DATE: June 29, 1995
TO: KELLY KLOSS
City Clerk
FROM: LOWELL R. HODGSON

Director of Community Services

RE: CONE CASTLE - "A" FRAME SIGN IN BOULEVARD
Your memo of June 26, 1995 refers.

The Recreation, Parks & Culture Department Manager and myself are opposed to the request
to place a commercial advertising sign on the Kerrywood Drive 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 commercial signage.

RECOMMENDATION

That City Council deny the request from Cone Castle for an "A" frame sign on the Kerrywood
Drive boulevard.

B

LOWELL R. HODGSON
-ad

C. Paul Meyette, Principal Planner, P.C.P.S.
Ken Haslop, Engineering Services Manager

COMMVENTS :

We con(_:ur with the recommendation of the Administration that the request
t-)e denied. _As Council is aware, other similiar requests from businesses
just off major arteries have been denied in the past.

"G. SURKAN"
Mayor

"M.C. DAY"
City Manager
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DATE:
TO: X
X
L7 X
A
FROM:
RE:

June 26, 1995

DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVICES
DIRECTOR OF CORPORATE SERVICES
DIRECTOR OF DEVELOPMENT SERVICES
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
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



FILE No.

THE CITY OF RED DEER F’LE

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 Castle

5 Fir Street

Red Deer, Alberta

T4N 4Y1

Dear Sir:

| acknowledge receipt of your letter dated June 23, 1995, re: Cone Castle Signage/Kerry
Wood Drive & Fir Street.

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 begin at 4:30 p.m., and adjourn for
the supper hour at 6:00 p.m., reconvening at 7:00 p.m.

In the event you wish to be present at the Council meeting, would you please telephone
our office on 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 meeting, 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,

" —~
,,// /%
//‘ 7_,.."‘ S/ ;
AT
Kelly Kloss

City Clerk

KK/ds

%ignen.l)een o gl



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

Cone Castle

5 Fir Street

Red Deer, Alberta
T4N 4Y1

ATTENTION: Jim Hickling
Dear Sir:

At the City of Red Deer Council 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 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 Fir 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;
subject to the passage of the applicable Sign Bylaw Amendment."
As outlined in 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 to Council at either the July 31,
1995 or August 14, 1995 Council meeting.

.12

RED-DECR o Al o]

—C



Cone Castle
July 18, 1995
Page 2

If you have any questions or require additional information please do not hesitate to
contact the undersigned.

Sincerel

Z

KELLY KLOSS
City Clerk’

KK/fm

cc. Director of Development Services
Director of Community Services
Bylaws & Inspections Manager
Recreation, Parks & Culture Manager
City Planner



DATE: July 18, 1995
TO: Bylaws & Inspections Manager
FROM: City Clerk

RE: CONE CASTLE SIGNAGE - KERRY WOOD DRIVE AND FIR STREET

At the Council meeting of July 17, 1995, consideration was given 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 Cone Castle dated June 23, 1995, re: Request for
Approval of an 'A’' Frame Boulevard Sign in the vicinity of Kerry Wood Drive
and Fir 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;
subject to the passage of the applicable Sign Bylaw Amendment.”

In accordance with the above resolution, | 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 Meyette, we may wish to consider presenting before Council
two possible bylaw amendments. The first would still not allow for "A" frame signs on
boulevards with the exception of those allowed by Council resolution. The second bylaw
can contemplate an even more limited placement 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 meeting agenda of August 14, 1995. If you have any questions please do not

City Clerk
KK/fm

cc. Director of Development Services
Director of Community Services
Recreation, Parks & Culture Manager
City Planner
City Solicitor
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NO. 3

June 20th, 1995

City Clerk

The City of Red Deer
PO Box 5008

Red Deer, Alberta
T4N 3T4

Dear Sir:
RE: Water & sanitary sewer servicing of Goldenwest 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 Deermart Equipment Sales Ltd. has been our appointed as our representative and
may be contacted if you require further information.

/"/;7
3033351M5erta/ d. Property(s) owned:
s . /,/
/’/
TN Legal: Lot 15 Block 2 Plan 942 2085
LOSTR ¢« (PPY)
Firan Qorporati Property(s) owned:
7
,/ /j,’,/
i
3 ___ Legal: Lot A Plan 4166 NY
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110-003

DATE: July 10, 1995

TO: City Clerk

FROM: Engineering Department Manager

RE: GOLDEN WEST AVENUE (NORTH OF 67 STREET)

PETITION FOR WATER AND SANITARY SERVICES

We support the petition from the 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 extension of similar water and sanitary services. Council may wish
to consider initiating a local improvement project for this work as well. This would likely improve
the overall cost per property because of economies of scale and design efficiencies. It would also

complete the servicing (water and sanitary) of the Golden West Industrial Subdivision north of 67
Street.

We estimate the approximate cost of extending the sanitary and water mains along Golden West
Avenue and 67 Avenue to be as follows:

1. WATER MAINS (see Figure 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 2)

a. Golden West Avenue (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

completing the looped water main) $ 32,000

Total Estimated Cost $968.000
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City Clerk
Page 2
July 10, 1995

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 1994 provided some tentative cost estimates for this work. Our
estimates were based on a preliminary design and assumed that both roadways as outlined
above would ke serviced. They were also based on 1994 costs. Our detailed cost estimates for
work to be undertaken in 1996 may be a bit higher.

It should also be noted that the 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 the procedures and an approximate schedule for this local
improvement, assuming that Council and the petitioners approve the project:

_PROCEDURE____ ACTIONBY |  SCHEDULE
LA _— e S A=A

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 1995
Notice to property owners outlining detailed Engineering November to
costs for each property. Department December 1995
Property owners accept or submit petition to Petitioners December 1995
reject project.
Report to Council requesting approval of funding Engineering/ January 1996
and local improvement rates. Council
Project tendering, award, and construction Engineering Spring 1996
RECOMMENDATIONS
1. That Council agree to initiate a Local Improvement By-law for the extension of sanitary

and water mains for the properties along Golden West Avenue, north of 67 Street.

2. That Council agree to initiate a Local Improvement By-law for the extension of sanitary
and water mains for the properties along 67 Avenue, rorth of 67 Street.
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City Clerk
Page 3
July 10, 1995

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 overexpenditure would
be required.

Ken G. Haslof), 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.  Subdivision Administrator

c.c. City Assessor
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DATE: July 11, 1995
TO: City Clerk
FROM: Tax Coordinator

RE: SERVICING - GOLDEN WEST AVENUE, NORTH OF 67 STREET

There are 17 properties abutting the proposed local improvement on Golden West
Avenue. Twelve valid signatures appear on the petition for the proposed local
improvement.

The petition meets the requirements of Section 392(2) of the Municipal Government Act
which 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 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.

I

Norm Ford
Tax Coordinator

NF/ngl

COMMENTS :
We concur with the recommendation of the Engineering Department Manager.
"G. SURKAN"
Mayor

"M.C. DAY
City Manager
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DATE:
TO:

FROM:
RE:

June 29, 1995

DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVICES
DIRECTOR OF CORPORATE SERVICES
DIRECTOR OF DEVELOPMENT SERVICES
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
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 CITY OF RED DEER E’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 madev at the Meéting 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., 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 piease enter City Hall on the park side entrance when arriving, and proceed up
to the second floor Council Chambers.

This request has been circulated to City administration for comments, and should you wish
to receive a copy of the administrative comments prior to the Council meeting, they may
be picked up at our office on the second floor of City Hall on July 14, 1995.

If you have any questions in the meantime, please do not hesitate to contact the writer.

Yours sincerely,

Kelly Kloss
City Clerk /

/

KK/ds

o]



DATE: July 4, 1995

TO: City Clerk
FROM: D. Scheelar
E. 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.

Qwﬁ .0,

Daryle Scheelar,
Distribution Engineer

GF/jid



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 given 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 initiated for the
extension of Sanitary and Water Mains for the
properties along 67 Avenue, north of 67 Street;

3) That a budget of $30,000.00 be approved to complete
the detailed design, cost estimating, and local
improvement process, said costs being included as
part of the local improvement project;

and as presented to Council July 17, 1995."

| ask that you now proceed with the necessary process in providing for this Local Improvement Bylaw
and notification to all businesses affected, with a copy of said notices being forwarded to our office.

/

KEL 0
City Clerk

KK/fm
cc. Director of Corporate Services

Public Works Manager
City Assessor



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

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 correspondence 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 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 initiated for
the extension of Sanitary and Water Mains for
the properties along 67 Avenue, north of 67
Street;

3) That a budget of $30,000.00 be approved to
complete the detailed design, cost estimating,
and local improvement process, said costs being
included as part of the local improvement
project;

and as presented to Council July 17, 1995."
w2




Peter Lacey
July 18, 1995
Page 2

As outlined in the above resolution, we will now be initiating the process to develop a
Local Improvement Bylaw which will include the exact cost of providing the above noted
servicing. You and the property owners in this area will be receiving further
correspondence from our Engineering 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.

Sincerely, P
%

KELLY KLOSS,

City Clerl

KK/fm

cc. Director of Development Services
Director of Corporate Services
Public Works Manager
City Assessor
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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 1991, to former owners of Lot 31
(9 Rutledge Crescent). In June 1993, the property was sold to the present owners (Mr. and Mrs.
Vokes) and the lease of the utility lot was assumed by the new owners.

Later that year, owners of the property immediately south of the utility right-of-way, at 5 Rutledge,
requested that they be permitted to lease or purchase half of the utility right-of-way. The matter
was discussed on two occasions by City Council and in the end, the following resolution received
Council approval:

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered reports to
Council August 16, 1993, re: Public Utility Lot 32, Block 9, 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 agreement with the City of Red 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 lease 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 side of the easement.
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CS- 4.748
DATE: June 29, 1995
TO: KELLY KLOSS
City Clerk
FROM: LOWELL R. HODGSON

Director of Community Services

RE: MARC JEANNEAU/LEASE OF UTILITY RIGHT OF WAY
Your memo of June 27, 1995 refers.

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 1291, City Council approved the lease of P.U.L. 32 in Rosedale to the owners
of the adjacent Lot 31 to the north, at 9 Rutiedge Crescent. Mr. Robitaille, the owner of
Lot 33 to the south of the utility lot at 5 Rutledge Crescent, informed the City that he
supported the lease and did not want to lease the property 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.

L] 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 of the utility
lot for & walkway and increased yard space. She was, therefore, requesting that the City
cance! the present lease with the owner of Lot 31 and enter into a new lease with both
adjacent landowners.

= The Community Services Division supported the lease of this utility lot as it is not required
as part of the City's pedestrian network, and this Division had no objection to the lease
of the public utility lot to either 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 cancel the lease after the owners had made a significant investment
in high-quality fence construction and landscaping.
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City Clerk
Page 2
June 29, 1995

it seems this issue is still one of a neighbour's dispute, and it seems unfortunate that it 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 existing 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 Rutledge Crescent.

AT T -

—

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 attached memo
dated July 19, 1993 to the City Clerk remains relevant.

Ken Hasl p,_P. Eng.

Engineering Department Manager

BDJ/emg
Att.

c.c. By-laws and Inspection Manager
c.c. Parks Manager
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T
DATE: July 19, 1993
TO: City Clerk
FROM: Engineering Department Manager
RE: PUBLIC UTILITY LOT IN ROSEDALE

LLAURA ROBITAILLE

While we do not 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:

L. 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
problern to a middle fence.

4. Fences on each edge of a utility lot are normally 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 transferred to the
new owner, and our lease agreements reflect this. For this reason we concur with the
recommendation of the Land & Economic Development Department.

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: .~ %X  DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVICES

DIRECTOR OF CORPORATE SERVICES

¢~ X  DIRECTOR OF DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

¢~ X  BYLAWS & INSPECTIONS MANAGER
CITY ASSESSOR
E.L. & P. MANAGER
ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT MANAGER
FIRE CHIEF (EMERGENCY SERVICES)
INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY SERVICES MANAGER

X 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
¢~ X PRINCIPAL PLANNER
.~ X  CITY SOLICITOR

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 the Council
Agenda of July 17, 1995.

"Kelly Kloss"
City Clerk

f\data\council\meeting\forms\com.tem



FILE No.

THE CITY OF RED DEER F'LE

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, re: 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 begin at 4:30 p.m., and adjourn for
the supper hour at 6:00 p.m., reconvening at 7:00 p.m.

In the event you wish to be present at the Council meeting, would you please telephone
our office on Friday, July 14, 1995, and we will advise you of the approxnmate time that

Council will be discussing this item.

Would you please enter City Hall on the park side entrance when arriving, and proceed up
to the second floor Council Chambers.

This request has been circulated to City administration for comments, and should you wish
to receive a copy of the administrative comments prior to the Council meeting, they may
be picked up at our office on the second floor of City Hall on July 14, 1995.

If you have any questions in the meantime, please do not hesitate to contact the writer.

Yours sincerely,

Kelly Kl
City Clerk
KK/ds

£ RED-DECR  addilh]



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 portion of this
lot, however, subsequent to this, 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 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 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 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, piease do not hesitate to contact the
undersigned. Thank you for attending the Council meeting.

Sincerely,
/
KELLY KLOS
City Clerk /
/
KK/fm ~
cc.  Director of Development Services

Land & Economic Development Manager




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 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.”

| ask that you now prepare a policy in accordance with the above resolution, for Council's
consideration at a future meeting.

| trust you WI|| find this satisfactory.

KELL KLfSZ/é

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, 1995

Marc Jeanneau

5 Rutledge Crescent
Red Deer, Alberta
T4P 3K3

Dear Sir:

At the City of Red Deer Council 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 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 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.

City Clerk /
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

GENTLEMEN :

F THE CI

PETITION FOR LOCAL

IMPROVEMENT

my

NoT

We, the undersigned property owners, request that you will,‘cc‘)pstruct

on LANE SoUTH ¢F RoLANDS‘rﬂm from QUTHEQFORB DRwE

A PAved LANE

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY
PETITION NO.

| DATE RECEIVED

to LANE EAST oF RuTHERARDWe » 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

Complete Municipal

PRINTED NAME OF REGISTERED

Owner or Asssessed Owner Address OWNER OR ASSESSED OWNER Lot PLOCE | LAY e

Q@% E;DR gﬁif;og b Tm ALFRED v JTANET £ISKE S6 17 |872-0152
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A F F I DAV IT

I, /20$ik'f S7oe72- (;Z M » swear that

(signature of witness - must be an adult)

that to the best of my belief, the persons whose signatures I have witnessed

are electors of The City of Red Deer in the Provimce of Alberta.

A F F I D A V I T

I, , Swear

(signature witness - must be an adult)

that to the best of my belief, thapersons whose signatures I have witnessed

are electors of The City of Red Deer ia\she Province of Alberta.

e

A F F I D AV I T

I, NG , swear

(signature of wisgess - must be an-adult)

that to the best of my belief, the persdmg whose signatures I have witnessed

are electors of The City of Red Deer in the Provigce of Alberta.

P 2

I, K. «% Hegier Srierz , whose name
ire of

(Signatu presentative)
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 regards to the petition.

My address and phone number are as follows:

31 RyTHirFord CLOTE 3Y2- €38
ADDRESS ReD dire, AB, TELEPHONE NO.

T4 3L

@T&W_\

Cornmeseo—ay 7.JA7Z<_;

RICHARD T. CURRAN 7

February 15, 1996




112

£9 Boland 3traat
Ked Deer, Alberta T4F 3Kk

June 20, 199% JUN2 6 1995

Enginearing Departmant
The City of Red Deer

PO Box 500%

Red Dear, Alberta

T4N 374

Dear Sir/Madarr,
RE.  LOCAL IMPROVEMENT
&9 ROLAND STREET
LOT 44 BLOCK 19, PLAN 812-1608
it was with great dismay that | Tearned of the city's intention to proceed with the paving of the
Jane befind the residences an Roland Strest. Please consider this letter as my petition
against this intention for Local Improvemont.

Like the other residents Tiving on Roland 3treet, the inmtUal petition was intentionally presentad

with inaccurate information. Firs, Kooman, the initiator of the petition, told me that taxes for
vy property wogld incresse by $50 par vear for ten years. This same information was

presantad to the other involved residents on Rolang Strest. When | questioned the information
che assyred me she nad investigated this thoroughly and her information was in fact accurate.
when | was reluctant tosign the petition she used bullying tactics to achisve har goal. When |
contacted the Englneer ing Department about nyy concarn, | was infarmed that the tax increase
woulld be considerably higher than she had indicated but that | should not be concerned because
there was no mongy avallable for such improvemsnts anyway and that the reguest would be
denied by counctl 1t was Interasting to note that council approved this petition on June 20,
1999 only shortly after my call 10 the Engineering Departrent. Now one entire year later | am
informed that this improvemsnt 15 in fact going to take place. Why did it take so long to
inform us and provide us with such a short time to respond? The pecple Hving at
73 Boland Street (Victor and Maxine wWeishaar 1 are away until about July 10, 1995, Hence,
thistr time to respond to this improvement will have passed { due to the 30 day response time
ndicated in my notice). This is extremely unfatr as they have no 1dea that this is taking place
and o ides what this means to their taxes. Sinoe these people also signed the initial petition
bz on falss information, they oesarve the opportuntty (o respond to this new information
petore arsthing 1s finahzad

It 1s with graat interest that | noted on the map sant with my latter, that the people on Roland
Straat Conly four of the ten residences involved) will be paying half of the cost for something
that none of uz 15 in favor of. §f half of the cost is to be our responsibility why do we
nead 2/3 of the residences to cancel this patition? We should only need the
owners of half the property backing onto the lane to oppose the petition. inthis
tifig af racassion and cutbacks, 1, &8 g 2ingle income housshold, can not afford to subsidize the
fuxiiry of a paved lane which will provide no benafit for me and colld provide & great deal of
aggravation and hardship for me,
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The reason Tor the patition was to decrease the traffic and related dust for those residences on
the south s1de of the lane. Paving the Tane will only increase the traffic and aithough the dust
will be somewnat subdued, it will still be present. This improvement also stands {o atiract
individuals ( skateboarders, in line skaters etc.) who may in fact cause property damage to
fences and vards and who may spoil the peacefulness of the neighborhood,

it wiilld —.i—ﬂ-«ﬂ: more reasonable, in terms of solving the m‘abian v and anding this unnecessary tax
aivae, 10 close the Tane at 1ts east entry as the majority { propably olosa to 90 £ 0f the

AR Trnm I'F-*'il"k'-!ﬂi'l:!' m'] Pnbur

antrans off of Pn]nln! At

pickup for the ' “:_%}t i wh ch t_uuld b Lw BlJ to tht it le.‘w Lﬂ the r a_ldenc:eg

ofy Foland St aet J r.ﬂu] n_:.r g}u.r :u;;e access to the house at the corner of Roland Street and

Buther ford Drve which would be at thi opan end of the Tarne,

:t?rsa:.cam ThH Efl—hhi!—' I’( muld u Mhu ::mi— axi ,arxﬁ

Please respond to this letter o that | know without & doubt that my concerns and iy
alternate solution 1 the problem have Deen taken into consideration,

Y g SO

Judith F Dobson

e Mayor G311 Surkan . JUN 261995

| (u (et
L.,.EE,E!.



114

JUN2 6 99

June 22, 13995

Mr. Ken Haslop
Engineering Department
The City of Red Deer
F.O0. Box SO08

Red Deer, AH.

T4N 374

Dear Sir:

RE: LOCAL IMPROVEMENT
65 ROLAND STREET
LOT 43, BLOCK 19, PLAN 812-1608

Please be advised that we are opposed to thes paving of the
lane adjacent to our above noted property.

We are against this improvement for the following reasons:

1) Our property taxes will increase $%$197.350 per year for 20
YEAar s,

2) As this lane is already a problem with speeding vehicles,
we feel paving it will only escalate the problem.

32 PFPaving th2 lane could also create a haven for
skateboarders which creates a whoule new problem.

We trust our concerns will be carefully considered.

arry % Penny Sloan
S Roland Street
Red Deer, Alberta

T4F 3K3
Telephone: 342-76935




THE CITY OF RED DEER
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235-013

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT
(403) 342-8158 FAX (403) 347-1138

June 7, 1995

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

DOUBLE REGISTERED MAIL

Victor and Maxine Weishaar
73 Roland Street

Red Deer, Alberta

T4P 3K9

Dear Sir/Madam:

RE: LOCAL IMPROVEMENT
73 ROLAND STREET

LOT 45, BLOCK 19, PLAN 812-1608

On June 20, 1994, City Council agreed that the lane adjacent to the above notec 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 applicable 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. Haslop, P. Eng.
Engineering Department Manager

SS/em
Att.

c.c. Director of Corporate Services
c.c. City Clerk
c.c. City Assessor

/

" RED-DEER
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IPROJECT

[TOTAL COST OF PROJECT
TOTAL ASSESSABLE FRONTAGE

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

ASSESSMENT PERIOD 20 YEARS
INTEREST RATE 0.10760176
I . R ) : ]
PREPAYMENT | PREPAYMENT |ANNUAL RATE| FERAINGY
ASSESSABLE | RATE PER AMOUNT PER
PROPERTY OWNER MAILING ADDRESS CIVIC ADDRESS LOT | BLOCK | PLAN | e | oD E | (DASED ON | ASSESOABLE ANNU;\é_RRATE
METRE FRONTAGE METRE | joediio o
} 9
) - LENGTH) yrichiteg
ATRUTHERFORD CLOSE
LLOYD E. & ISABELLE DICKSON | RED DEER, ALBERTA | 47 RUTHERFORD CLOSE | 51 19 [872-0152 13.856 $101.96 $1,412.81 $10.97 $152.02
T4P 3L1
43 RUTHERFORD CLOSE
WILLEM & VICKIE KOOMAN | RED DEER, ALBERTA | 43 RUTHERFORD CLOSE | 62 19 |e8720152] 10973 $101.96 $1,118.81 $10.97 $120.39
T4P 311
33 RUTHERFORD CLOSE 7
DUANE RICHARD AND JO-ANN | “por'nern ol BERTA 38 RUTHERFORD CLOSE | 63 19 |872:0152| 10973 $101.96 $1,118.81 $10.97 $120.39
LESLIE JOCELYN E)pa
35 RUTHERFORD CLOSE
HENRY BILBY & HENDRIKA | "pep pEER, ALBERTA 35 RUTHERFORD CLOSE | 54 19 |872-0152|  9.751 $101.96 $994.19 $10.97 $106.98
COQUHOUN e
31 RUTHERFORD CLOSE )
ROBERT MARTIN STOLZ RED DEER, ALBERTA 31 RUTHERFORD CLOSE | 65 19 |872.0152] 9754 $101.96 $994 19 $10.97 $106.98
T4P 21 - )
T 3TRUTHERFORD GLOSE |
ALFRED & JANET FISKE RED DEER, ALBERTA 27 RUTHERFORD CLOSE | 56 19 |8720152] 15292 $101.96 $1,559.18 $10.97 $167.77
T4P 3Lt
65 ROLAND STREET ” N
HARRYROBYN & PENNYLEA | Rep DEER, ALBERTA 65 ROLAND STREET | 43 | 19 [812-1608|  18.001 $101.96 $1,835.47 $10.97 $197.50
T4PaH21 BKA
59 ROLAND STREET
JUDITH M. DOBSON RED DEER, ALBERTA 69 ROLAND STREET 44 19 [812-1608]  18.001 $101.96 $1,835.47 $10.97 $197.50
T4PIH4 2K
73 ROLAND STREET
VICTOR & MAXINE WEISHAAR | RED DEER, ALBERTA 73 ROLAND STREET 45 19 |812-1608]  18.001 $101.96 $1,835.47 $10.97 $197.50
T4PIHZ4 A
77 ROLAND STREET
LOUIS & MAUREEN McCULLAGH | RED DEER, ALBERTA 77 ROLAND STREET 46 19 |812-i608| 96.830 $101.96 $1.595.62 $10.97 $18245
T4P3H29 2 ¢
TOTALS 141229 $14.400.000 | $109.713 $1,549.465

9Ll
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DATE: July 11, 1995

TO: City Clerk
FROM: Tax Coordinator
RE: LOCAL IMPROVEMENT/LANE PAVING - ROLAND/RUTHERFORD

S —— m——

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 respect of
which the tax will be imposed.”

The petition opposing the proposed local improvement meets the requirements of the

Mjcnpal Gozernment Act
/Z’ S
) (et

Norm Ford
Tax Coordinator

NF/ngl



DATE:

TO:

FROM

RE:
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235-013

July 6, 1995
City Clerk
: Engineering Department Manager

LOCAL IMPROVEMENT - LANE PAVING
ROLAND STREET AND RUTHERFORD DRIVE

We have the following information regarding the current petition:

1.

2.

The originating petition was received from the property owners on May 30, 1994.

A report dated June 7, 1994 from the Engineering 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 passed:

"That the Administration proceed with the process to pave the east/west
lane North of Rutherford Close, from Rutherford Drive to the lane West of
Roberts Crescent, by way of a local improvement."

At this time it was also indicated that this work would be undertaken in the summer
of 1995, if approved by the property owners following proper notification as
outlined in the Municipal Government Act.

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 Services, the proposed 1995
rate for the Uniform Rate By-law was calculated. The rate for a residential paved
lane is based on an assessment period of 20 years as follows:

a. 1994 Existing Uniform Rate By-law

i. Annual rate per assessable metre = $13.07
ii. Total Cost per Assessable metre = $100.00

b. 1995 Proposed Uniform Rate By-law

i Annual rate per assessable metre =  $ 10.97
. Total Cost per Assessable metre = $101.96
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City Clerk
Page 2
July 6, 1995

4. In regard to the statements in Judith Dobson's letter concerning the amount to be
paid annually, we are unable to determine who, if any one, provided misleading
information. It would appear that some one did not understand that $100 per
assessable meter actually means $200 per lineal meter of paved lane (frontages
on both sides 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 were effective January 1,
1995.

RECOMMENDATION

In view of the number of landowners signing the current petition against this project (see
attached map), we would recommend that the lane paving project north of Rutherford
Close, from Rutherford 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.

izl

Ken G. Haslop, P. Eng.
Engineering Department Manager

SS/emg
Att.

COMMVENTS::
We recoomend that Council cancel the local improvement.
"G. SURKAN"
Mayor

"M.C. DAY”
City Manager
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235-013

June 7, 1995

DOUBLE REGISTERED MAIL

iAddress)

Dear Sir/Madam:

On June 20, 1994, City Council agreed that the lane adjacent to the 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 applicable 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. Haslo‘f), P. Eng.
Engineering Department Manager

SS/em
Att.

c.c. Director of Corporate Services
c.c. City Clerk
c.c. City Assessor



Larry Robyn and Penny Lea Sloan
65 Roland Street

65 ROLAND STREET
LOT 43, BLOCK 19, P

Judith M. Dobson
69 Roland Street
Red Deer, Alberta

69 ROLAND STREET
LOT 44, BLOCK 19, PLAN 812-1608

Victor and Maxine Weishaar
73 Roland Street
Red Deer, Alberta

73 ROLAND STREE
LOT 45, BLOCK 19, PLAN 812-1608

Louis and Maureen McCullagh
77 Roland Street

Red Dee;
T4P 3K9f
77 ROLAND STREET
LOT 46, BLOCK 19, P




Notice

Intention to Construct a Local Improvement
Page Two

The annual payments for your property would be as follows:

_metres§§. assessable metres times (x) the annual rate of $10.97 per assessable

metre equals for a total of

amount} for each year of the 20 year period.

The owners of any land so specially assessed may prepay, in lieu of annual p htsthe
total cost of the improvement prior to August 31, 1995, at the unit rat@lw er
assessable metre for paved lane construction. —

A
The prepayment for your property would be as follows:

ssable metres times (x) the unit rate of $101.96 per assessable metre
amount).

nfor a total of

Notice is hereby given 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 value 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 Improvement may be undertaken and the cost of it assessed by the system of
assessment referred to in this Notice.

If no petition sufficiently signed has, within the time limited in 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 of 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.
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PROJECT

TOTAL COST OF PROJECT
[TOTAL ASSESSABLE FRONTAGE

NOTICE
INTENTION TO CONSTRUCT A LOCAL IMPROVEMENT
IN THE CITY OF RED DEER

PAVED LANE SOUTH OF ROLAND STREET - RUTHERFORD DRIVE TO LANE EAST

$14.400.0

0

141.229 METRES

ASSESSMENT PERIOD 20 YEARS
INTEREST RATE 0.10760175
o | om e
PREPAYMENT | PREPAYMENT |ANNUAL RATE| ER BN
ASSESSABLE | RATE PER AMOUNT PER
PROPERTY OWNER MAILING ADDRESS CNIC ADDRESS LOT |BLock | PLAN | AESERoi0E | COESSADLE | (BASED ON | ASSESSABLE ANNUPﬁé.RRATE
METRE FRONTAGE METRE | pocpoonple
LENGTH) SSESSABL
i METRE) |
47 RUTHERFORD CLOSE
LLOYD E. & ISABELLE DICKSON | RED DEER, ALBERTA 47 RUTHERFORD CLOSE | 51 19 ls72.0152] 13.856 $101.96 $1.412.81 $10.97 $152.02
T4P 301
43 RUTHERFORD CLOSE
WILLEM & VICKIE KOOMAN RED DEER, ALBERTA 43 RUTHERFORD CLOSE | 52 19 |e72.0152] 10973 $101.96 $1.118.81 $10.97 $120.39
T4P 3L1
39 RUTHERFORD CLOSE ]
DUANE RICHARD AND JO-ANN | "pen'necr A BERTA 39 RUTHERFORD CLOSE | 53 19 |e72-0152| 10.973 $101.96 $1,118.81 $10.97 $120.39
LESLIE JOCELYN b as
35 RUTHERFORD CLOSE
HENRY BILBY & HENDRIKA RED DEER, ALBERTA 35 RUTHERFORD CLOSE | 54 19 (8720152  9.751 $101.96 $394.19 $10.97 $106.98
COQUHOUN v ipe
3TRUTHERFORD CLOSE
ROBERT MARTIN STOLZ RED DEER, ALBERTA 31 RUTHERFORD CLOSE | 56 19 lerzo1s2l 9781 $101.96 $994.19 $10.97 $106.98
T4P 311
B 37 RUTHERFORD CLOSE -
ALFRED & JANET FISKE RED DEER, ALBERTA 27 RUTHERFORD CLOSE | 66 19 |872.0152| 15292 $101.96 $1,559.18 $10.97 $167.77
T4P 3Lt
e ROLAND STREET
LARRY RUBST_SA“‘N"CNN LEA | RED DEER, ALBERTA 65 ROLAND STREET 43 19 |812-1608|  18.001 $101.96 $1.83547 $10.97 $197.50
T4PaH21 2KY
69 ROLAND STREET
JUDITH M. DOBSON RED DEER, ALBERTA 69 ROLAND STREET 44 19 |812-1608|  18.001 $101.96 $1,835.47 $10.97 $197 50
T4P3M24 BKA
73 ROLAND STREET
VICTOR & MAXINE WEISHAAR | RED DEER, ALBERTA 73 ROLAND STREET 45 19 lg12-1608]  18.001 $101.96 $1,835.47 $10.97 $197.50
T4P3H24 Ak &)
77 ROLAND STREET
LOUIS & MAUREEN McCULLAGH | RED DEER, ALBERTA 77 ROLAND STREET 46 15 121808l 16830 $101.96 $1,695 62 $10.97 $182.45
T4P3H4 = Kl
TOTALS 141229 $14.400.000 | $109.713 $1,549.465




DATE: June 29, 1995
TO: DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVICES
X DIRECTOR OF CORPORATE SERVICES
X DIRECTOR OF DEVELOPMENT SERVICES
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 MANAGER
PRINCIPAL PLANNER

CITY SOLICITOR
FROM: CITY CLERK
RE: LOCAL IMPROVEMENT/LANE PAVING - 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: June 27, 1995
TO: DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVICES
X  DIRECTOR OF CORPORATE SERVICES
X  DIRECTOR OF DEVELOPMENT SERVICES
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 MANAGER
PRINCIPAL PLANNER

CITY SOLICITOR
FROM: CITY CLERK
RE: LOCAL IMPROVEMENT/LANE PAVING - ROLAND/RUTHERFORD

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'\councimeeting\forms\com.tem



FILE No.

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

Robert Stoltz

31 Rutherford Close
Red Deer, Alberta
T4P 3L1

Dear Sir:

At the City of Red Deer Council meeting held on July 17, 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 - Rutherford Drive to Lane East, and at
which meeting the following resolution was passed: .

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered a
petition from residents along Rutherford Close and Roland Street dated June
26, 1995, re: Request that The City not proceed with 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 the 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.

>
City Clerk ,

KK/fm

cc. Director of Development Services
Director of Corporate Services
City Assessor
Affected Residents

* 7
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BYLAW NO. 2846/B-95

Being a Bylaw to amend Bylaw No. 2846/84, The License 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 The License Bylaw is hereby amended by:

(a)  Deleting from Section 108 the words "except City
streets or sidewalks";

(b)  Deleting Section 109 in its entirety.

2 This Bylaw shall come into full force and effect upon the
passage of third reading.

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of July A.D. 1995.
READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of July A.D. 1995.
READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of July A.D. 1995.

MAYOR CITY CLERK
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BYLAW NO. 3130/A-95

Being a Bylaw to amend Bylaw No. 3130/95, the Organizational Bylaw of the City of Red
Deer.

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

Bylaw No. 3130/95 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" means the

Municipal Government Act, R.S.A., 1980, Chapter 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 adding to section 29 the following:
"Section 420(2) - obtaining possession of lands.”
CONSEQUENTIAL AMENDMENTS

5 Wherever the word "Alderman” or "Aldermen” appear in any Bylaw, they shall be
deleted therefrom and replaced with the words "Councillor" or "Councillors".

6 In all other respects, Bylaw No. 3130/95 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 THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of July 1995.

MAYOR CITY CLERK
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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 foliows:

) By deleting in its entirety the existing definition of “Dwelling Unit” and
replacing it with the following:

“Dwelling Unit” means a complete building or self-contained
portion of a building used by a household, containing sleeping,

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 deleting in its entirety the existing definition of “Social Care Residence”
and replacing it with the following:

“Social Care Residence” means a dwelling unit for the
purpose of providing its occupants with specialized care in the
form of supervisory, nursing, medical, counselling or
homemaking services, or services related thereto, on a
temporary or short term basis.

4) By replacing the word “four” with the word *five” in the definition of “Boarding
House”.

(5) By adding the following new definitions:

“Outline Plan” means a plan that shows in detail the type,
size and location of all land uses; the transportation network;
the location and size of neighbourhood facilities such as
schools and parks; the 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. 2672/M-95

“Senior Citizens Lodge” means a building designed for the
long term housing of senior citizens sharing common cooking,
eating, and housekeeping facilities but who do not require
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”.

Section 4.10.1 Parking Requirements, is amended by adding the following:

Commercial & Industrial Parking Spaces
“adult mini-theatre” 1.0 per 3 seats, with a minimum of 1 space
for each individual viewing area containing
3 seating spaces or less

Section 5.2 Special Regulations, is amended by adding the following new sub-
section:

5.2.4. 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 from the lot line of
every lot in a residential district, and from the Iot 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

Sections 6.2.3.2. and 6.6.1.2 and 6.6.2.2 and 6.6.3.2 Permitted Uses of the C3, R1,
R2 and R3 Districts respectively, are amended by adding to each after the words
“Permitted Uses”, the following:

, subject to any applicable Outline Plan approved by Council.

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.
Section 6.6.3.3 Discretionary Uses, Sub-section (5) Special residential uses, in the
R3 Residential District is amended by deleting “institutional homes for senior

citizens, widows or children” and replacing it with *senior citizens lodge”.

Section 6.6.2.3 Discretionary Uses, Sub-section (7) Special residential uses, in the
R2 Residential District is amended by adding “senior citizens lodge” as a use.

Section 4.1 is amended by deleting it in its entirety and replacing it with the
following:

41 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 development permit has been
obtained.

4.1.2 On receipt of a development permit a person may develop land for the
purpose approved subject to meeting the regulations and any
conditions that were attached to the approved permit.

Section 1.4.1 is amended by adding the following:

C1A - Commercial (Downtown West) District
R1A - Residential (Low Density) sub-District

This Bylaw shall come into full force and effect upon the passage of third reading.
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-4- Bylaw No. 2672/M-95
READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of , A.D. 1995,
READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of ,A.D. 1995.
READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of , A.D. 1995.

MAYOR CITY CLERK



THE CITY OF RED DEER

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

City Clerk's Department
(403) 342-8132 FAX (403) 346-6195

July 18, 1995

Mr. Bill Ramii
c/o Truck Town

Red Deer, Alberta
T4P 1M3 SENT VIA FAX 341-4355

Dear Sir:

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 hereby agrees to hoid a Special
Meeting of City Council on Monday July 24, 1995 commencing at 5:00 pm in the
Council Chambers of Red Deer City Hall for the purpose of considering the
advertising of a proposal call for the development of the site located at the corner of
43 Street and 48 Avenue, which is being considered for rezoning 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-95 not be passed following the
public hearing on July 31, 1995."

As outlined in the above resolution, Council will be holding a Special Meeting to discuss the
possibility of proceeding 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 mind 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 ailow for Commercial Recreation
and Commercial Entertainment uses.

If you wish, you are 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

LLY)(O% /

City Clerk
KK/fm /

cc. Director of Development Services
Land & Economic Development Manager
City Planner




