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UNFINISNED BUSINESS

1

February 22, 1982.
T0: City Counecil
FROM: City Clerk

'BE: _Road Closure Bylaw No. 2740/81

The above noted road closure bylaw pertains to a closure of a portion of Howlett
Ave. north of 60 Street HilL. ,

Council will recall that at the meeting of February 15, 1982, second reading only
was given to the said Bylaw as an adjacent property awner, Mr. Mike Huzinek,
expressed some objections to the closure, stating there would be no access to the
southern portion of his lot (Lot 8) if it were subdivided.

This matter is brought forward at this time for further comsideration of Council
and additional comments from the Administration follow hereafter. .

R. Stollings
City Clerk
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RED DEER REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION

4920-58 STREET £.0.80X 5002 RED DEER ALBERTA, CANADA. T4N 5Y5 -
DIRECTOR: ' : TELEPHONE:  (403)  343-3394
Robert R. Cundy M.C.IP.

Your File No. -

Qur File No.

February 22nd, 1982

Mr. R. Stollings

City Clerk

City of Red Deer

P.0O. Box 5008

RED DEER, Alberta

Dear Sir:

RE: ROAD CLOSURE BYLAW 2740/81
Your letter of 17th February 1982 refers.

1. At its meeting on 15th February, City Council gave second reading to the
above bylaw, which relates to the closure of a portion of Howlett Avenue.

During the Public Hearing for the bylaw, Mr. M. Huzinec, the owner of Lot 8
abutting Howlett Avenue, objected to the closure, as he stated that there
would be no access to the southerm portion of his lot, if it were subd1v1ded.
(refer attached plan).

2. The subdivision of lots 1=-10 surrounding Haliburton Crescent was approved by
the Subdivision Committee of the Red Deer Regional Planning Commzss;on on
20th January 19279 subject to:

"6. The owner is to sign an agreement with the City of Red Deer and the said
agreement -ig to be registered against proposed Lot 8 by caveat in favour of
the City whereas the legal and physical access shall be limited to Haliburton
Crescent with no physical or legal access permitted to Howlett Avenue or
alternatively the Municipal Reserve (Lot R11) to be extended south adjacent
to the boundary of proposed Lot 8 (five feet in width) to prohibit physical
and legéi access to Lot 8."

The City subsequently entered into an agreement in this regard (copy
attached).

00000/2

MUNICIPALITIES WITHIN COMMISSION AREA

CITY OF RED DEEHR—TOWN OF BLACKFALOS—TOWN OF BOWDEN—TOWN OF CARSTAIRS—TOWN OF CASTOR—TOWN OF CORONATION—TOWN OF OIDSBURY—TOWN OF ECKVILLE
TOWN OF INMISFAIL—TOWN OF LACOMBE—TOWN OF OLDS—TOWN OF PENHOLD--TOWN OF ROCKY MOUNTAIN HOUSE—TOWN OF STETTLER—TOWN OF SUNDRE—TOWN OF SYLVAN LAKE
VILLAGE OF ALIX—VILLAGE OF BENTLEY—VILLAGE OF BIG VALLEY—VILLAGE OF BOTHA—VILLAGE OF CAROLINE—VILLAGE OF CLIVE—VILLAGE OF CREMONA—WVILLAGE OF DELBURNE
VILLAGE OF DONALDA—VILLAGE OF ELNORA—VILLAGE OF GADSBY—VILLAGE QF HALKIRK-~VILLAGE OF MIRROR—SUMMER VILLAGE OF BIRCHCLIFF—SUMMER VILLAGE OF GULL LAKE
SUMMER VILLAGE OF HALF MODN BAY—SUMMER VILLAGE OF NORGLENWOLD—SUMMER VILLAGE OF ROCHON SANDS—SUMMER VILLAGE OF WHITE SANDS—COUNTY OF LACOMBE No. 14
COUNTY OF MOUNTAIN VIEW No. 17 —COUNTY OF PAINTEARTH No. 18 —COUNTY OF RED DEER No. 23 —COUNTY OF STETTLER No. & _—IMPRUVEMENT BISTAICT No. 10 .



Mr. R. Stollings
February 22nd, 1982
Page two

3. From the above it is clear that the subdivision was approved subject to Lot 8
only having access from Haliburton Crescent. To enforce this condition a '
barrier has been in place at 60th Street for over a year. It is possible to
subdivide Lot 8 into two lots, both with access from the crescent. However,
in order to achieve a satisfactory design the existing garage would probably
have to be relocated.

It is therefore recommended that the road closure be approved, as proposed.

Yours truly,

CITY PLANNING SECTION

CC/1lt
Enclosure

C.C. — Mr. B. Jeffers
City Engineer
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.41S AGREEMENT made this eﬁf' day of ,/1277;5?>9” ~,A.D. 1979.

BETWEE N:

A ‘ -.\
MIKE HUZINEC and ANNIE HUZINEC, both (EZ (:jZ£§D

of the City of Red Deer, in the
Province of Alberta,

(hereinafter called "Huzinec")
OF THE FIRST PART
LI o . - and -
THE_CITY OF RED DEER, a municipal
corporation pursuant to the laws
of the Province of Alberta,

(hereinafter called "the City")

OF THE SECOND PART

WHEREAS, a proposal has been made to the Red Deer Planning
Commission for subdivision of the following described lands, namely:
Plan Red Deer 792 0555, Block Twenty-one (21),

Lot One (1) (W% 20-38-27-%.4th)
Excepting Thereout All Mines and Minerals

(hereinafter called "the said lands"):

AND WHEREAS the proposal has been approved subjéct to certéin
conditions relating to restriction of existing road access;

AND WHEREAS Huzenic is the equitéble owner of a portion of
the said lands which shall be affected by the change in existing
road access as outlined in red on the plan attached hereto as
Schedule "A" to this Agreement and to be gescribed as follows:

Plan Red Deer , Block '

* Lot Eight (8) (W% 20-38-27-W.4th)
Excepting Thereout All Mines and Minerals

(hereinafter called "the Huzinec lands");

NOW THEREFORE WITNESSETH that in consideration of the mutunal



- rage < -

6.

'4Dvenants and agreements herein contained and the sum of Ore ($1.00)

Dollar now paid by the City of Red Deer to Huzinec, (the receipt

whereof is hereby acknowledged) the Parties agree as follows:

1. Huzinec hereby agrees that existing road access to the

Huzinec lands from Howlett Avenue (63rd Avenue) shall be closed

and that from and after closing of such access, all access to the

Buzinec lands shall be from Haliburton Crescent.

]

IN WITNESS WHEREOF the Parties of’the-First Part have here-

unto set their hands and seals and the City of Red Deer has hereto

affixed its seal duly attested by its authorized officers in that

SIGNED, SEALED angd DELIVERED

behalf, the day and year first above written.

"1 L f¢¢é5€a{2V14£<3

- f /

.

Lo

THE CITY OF RED DEER -

Per:

Per:
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Commissioners' comments

In view of the attached report of the Planners, we recemmend Council
proceed with third reading of the closure bylaw.

"R.J. McGHEE"
Mayon

"M.C. DAY"
City Commissioner
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NO. 2
February 22, 1982.
TO: City Council
FROM: . City Clerk

RE: GShelter Engineers - Checkmate Court Apartments

The folloming correspondence and reports appeared upon the December 21, 1981
and February 15, 1982 Council agendas and both times tabled at the request of
the applicant. - '

This item is again brought forward for Council's comsideration at this time.

R. Stollings
City Clerk

Enecl.,
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@HELTER ENGINEERS

December 3, 1981 - Job No: 2315

The City of Red Deer
B.0. Box 5008 ’

RED DEER, Alberta
T4N 3T4

Attention: Mr. P. Holloway -
Assistant Development Officer
Building Inspector

Dear Sir:

Re: Checkmate Court Apartments =
4902 - 37 Street, Red Deer, Alberta
Lot 2, Block 5, Plan 792-2189

Further to recelpt of your letter of November 9, 1981, we
are pleased to make the following application to the City
Clerks Department with regard to the proposed commercial
use as deemed related to the building.

The Owner, as a result of polling prespective tenants, has
learned that it would be a benefit to have the main floor
space de51gnated for the use by commercial tenants,: thereby
providing a service deemed related to the building.

Our proposal is to enclose a space to the north and the main
floor. See the attached drawing outlining the proposed use
for the space. The proposed use is drycleaning, professional,
and beauty salon.

We have designated 31 stalls for visitor parking as related
to the building apartment units and we are of the opinion
that the use of these stalls for both the apartment:dwellings
and the day-time services provided in the commercial space
will be complimentary and overlapping. :

ceul2
Shelter Engmeermg lerted 2B W AVENUE
ESTABLISHED AS: T8S 1.8

. C. €. PARKER, WHITTAKER & COMPANY LIMITED (1963}
WHITTAKER, LECKIE & COMPANY LIMITED {1973} - PHONE: {403) 483-0105
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We are enclosing three sets of information and we would very
much appreciate your immediate consideration with regard to
our proposal. I ‘suggest that you contact us should there be
any additional requirements that you feel would be necessary
to meet the wishes of the City of Red Deer. However if you
feel that what has been submitted is satisfactory, we would
ask that you pass this on to the City Clerks Department.

Yours truly,

SHELTER ENGINEERING LIMITED

R = /' I

G ¥, ‘Leékfe, P. Eng.
Project Engineer
GKL/wia

Enclosure

Shelter Engineering Limited
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December 14, 1981

TO: City Clerk
FROM: City Eﬁgineer
RE: Checkmate Courts

o

The Engineering Department would offer the following comments concern-
ing the above request.

The matter of parking is of some concern. We do not feel that the use
of thirty-one (31) apartment stalls would necessarily be "complimentary and
overlapping." The Building Inspection Branch could comment further on this
as they will know the number of stalls available.

Wwhile the tenants certaini'could use the services requested, so could
anyone, especially the category - professional - we do not therefore consider
them related. Accordingly, they could cause an increase in traffic in the
area.

While not related to this request, we presently have a situation with
the owner of this property. The developer of this property approached the
City for permission to fence in a City laneway (unconstructed). This re-
quest was denied by the Engineering Department because of utility complica-
tions. Inspite of this instruction, the develcoper constructed the fence
enclosing the laneway within the fence and also placing portions-of the
fennce on Elk's property. As the fence was partiallyconstructed before we
heard of this, we have given the developer three (3) options; take out an
encroachment agreement, lease the land from the City or buy the land. Any
of the above options must be approved in writing by the Elks. To date we
have received no response from the developer,

While this issue is not related, we consider it worthy of noting.

Submitted for the information of Council.

B. C.-Jeffers, P, Eng.
City Epgiﬁeer

BCJ/emg !

cc = RDRPC

cc = Development Officer

cc - City Assessor
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December 10, 1981

TO: City Clerk

FROM: Development Officer/Building Inspector

RE: CHECKMATE COURT

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

The applic¢ant is requesting Council rezone the site to allow
commercial uses on the ground floor of an apartment building.
The use mentioned would be useful to the apartment dwellers and
the adjacent residential district. However, in the adjacent C4
district facing Gaetz Avenue various property owners have made
similar requests, which we have not supported as they appear in
the Cl use table. With space available in theCl district and the
likely chance that other apartment complexes would request a
similar approval we cannot support his request.

Accordingly, we recommend the application be denied.

R. Strader
Development Officer/

Building Inspector
RS/1s ,
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RED DEER REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSIO

4920-59 STREET P.0.B0X 5002 RED DEER, ALBERTA, CANADA. T4N 5Y5
DIRECTOR: ’ TELEPHONE:  (403)  343-3304
Roberi R. Cundy M.C.LP. .

Your File No.

Cur File No.

December 14, 1981

Mr. R. Stollings,
City Clerxk ,

City of Red Deer

Box 5008

Red Deer, Alta.

Dear Sir:
Re: Checkmate Court Apartments

4902 - 37 Street
Lot 2, Block 5, Plan 792-2189

Shelter Engineering Limited are in essence requesting an
amendment to the Land Use By~law in order to accommodate a beauty
salon, a dry cleaning establishment, and professional offices in
conjunction with the apartment building on the above mentioned
property. ' : '

» There  are several significant reasons for not:approving the
proposal. ’ :

1. The provision of professional offices at this location is in
direct conflict with:

(a) Council's policy ".... to strengthen the Downtown as the
business and administrative center of the City," and
(b) Council's policy which states " ... professional offices

will be encouraged to remain and locate in the city center
with limited dispersion to planned shopping areas.™

2. In order to be economically viable, the proposed uses will have
to draw upon a much larger population than the immediate apart-
ment. The accessibility and visibility of the proposal to the
general public is somewhat restricted.

3. Enclosing this portion of the building to create commercial floor
space will adversely affect the supply of parking space. About
20 parking spaces will be eliminated by converting this parking

. area into commercial space. Not only will 20 spaces be lost, but
the proposed uses will create a demand for additional parking.

It should be noted that parking requirements have changed since

Pg. 2
MEMBERS OF COMMISESION

CITY OF RED DEER-- TOWN OF BLAGKFALDS— TOWN OF CARSTAIRS—TOWN OF CASTOR—TOWN OF CORONATION-—TOWN OF DIDSBURY -« TOWN OF ECKVILLE—TOWN OF INNISFAIL
TOWN OF LACOMBE—TOWN OF QLDS—TOWN OF PENHOLD—TOWN OF ROCKY MOUNTAN HOUSE—TOWN OF STETTLER—TOWN OF SUNDRE—TOWN OF SYLVAN LAKE
VILLAGE OF ALIX ~ VILLAGE OF BENTLEY — VILLAGE OF BIG VALLEY ~ VILLAGE OF BOWDEN — VILLAGE OF CAROLINE — VILLAGE OF CREMONA — VILLAGE OF DELBURNE
VILLAGE_ OF DONALDA — VILLAGE OF ELNORA — VILLAGE OF GADSBY — VILLAGE OF MIRROR — SUMMER VILLAGE OF GULL LAKE — SUMMER VILLAGE OF HALF MOON BAY
SUMMER VILLAGE OF AOCHON SANDS — SUMMER VILLAGE OF WHITE SANDS — COUNTY OF LACOMBE No. 34 — COUNTY OF MOUNTAIN VIEW No. 17
COUNTY OF PAINTEARTH No. 18 — COUNTY OF RED OEER No. 23 — COUNTY OF STETTLER No. 6 = IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT Na 10
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this development was approved. .When the apartment complex
was first approved in August 1978, 216 stalls were required
and provided. Present regulations require 274 parking spaces
for a similar apartment building.

An amendment to the Land Use By-law allowing commercial space
in this apartment will lead to further pressures for similar
treatment in other buildings throughout the City. The fragmen-
tation of this sector of the commercial environment, is not
desirable.

With the above factors in mind, it is strongly recommended

that the request to amend the Land Use By-law to accommodate the
proposed uses of beauty salon, dry cleaning establishment and
professicnal cffices, be denied.

Yours truly,

~ - .
A L\'(-/’\.—LL‘L'\.-'L-.—-——

§ —

Monte Christensen,
ASSOCIATE PLANNER

-MC/ce CITY SECTION

Commissioners'! comments

We concur fully with the comments of the administration that tc approve

this application would not only adversely affect the site in question, but
could have far reaching effects on other properties. We, therefore, recommend
this application be denied.

"R.J. McGHEE"
Mayor
"M.C. DAY"

City Commissioner
§ comments

City Clerk'

At

We

over wntil

3 p.m. February 25th, 1982, we received a further verbal request from

Shelter Engineers to have this application set over wuntil further notice.

advised the applicant that we would recommend Council set this application
such time as a new application was made, and this procedure appears to be
satisfactory to them. We, therefore, recommend this application be tabled
indefinitely pending a new application from the applicant.

"R. STOLLINGS"
City Clerk



17,

February 18, 1982

TO: CITY CLERK
FROM: CITY TREASURER

RE: NORTHWESTERN UTILITIES FRANCHISE TAX

At the Council meeting of February 15, 1982 a gQuestion was
asked on the above.

1. Why is the Municipal Franchise Tax shown geparately on
the N.W.U. gas bill.

2. How much does the City receive for the franchise tax.
I should explain first what is the Municipal Franchise Tax.

In lieu of levying property taxes on the transmission and
distribution system of N.W.U., the City of Red Deer agreed on
September 24, 1945 to levy a 5% franchise tax on the gross receipts
from the sale of natural gas within Red Deer. The date of commencement
of supply of natural gas to Red Deer was Bugust 22, 1947.

The percentage appears to have been amended from 5% to the
following effective September 1, 1967:

1. 7 3/4% of gross receipts from sale of gas to domestic
and commercial customers and industrial customers
served under Rate No. 1 General Rate or Rate No. 2
Optional.

2. 3% of gross receipts from sale of gas to industrial

customers served under Rate No. 3 - Optional High
Load Factor Rate.

v ea2
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a2

The above franchise rates were reviewed by Council in
May, 1978 and were continued.

In 1981 the City received $821,830 in franchise taxes from
N.W.U. 1If property taxes had been levied instead of a franchise fee,
$69,000 would have been received.

If the City had discontinued the franchise tax and levied

property taxes in 1981, the municipal property tax rate would have
been 9% higher.

In discussions with a N.W.U. representative it was indicated
the reason the Municipal Franchise Tax is now shown separately on the
utility bill is due to a P.U.B order. Other taxes are not shown
because P.U.B. has not ordered they be disclosed. Apparently, if
N.W.U, did show the Federal excise tax in a similar manner it could
result in higher excise taxes. N.W.U. is working on a method of
allowing a customer to determine the excise tax. When this will be
implemented is not known. ’ '

D, ;"/'"/ / 4
AL s T

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

AW/ jm

Commissioners' comments

The above 1s submitted for the information of Council.

"R.J. McGHEE"
Mayor
"M.C. DAY"

City Commissioner
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NO. 4

February 24, 1982

TO: CITY COUNCIL

Re: Arts Centre - 1982 Seven Year Plah

City Council, at its meeting of February 15th, 1982, passed the following
resolution:- : :

Moved by Alderman Pimm, seconded by Alderman Kokotailo

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer having
considered correspondence from the Red Deer College and
reports from the Administration regarding an Arts Centre
at the College, hereby agree as follows:

1. That an amount of financial support be included in the
year 1983 of the proposed 1982/1988 Seven Year Plan

2. That a working committee be struck consisting of the
Mayor and two members of Council to ascertain with the
College the terms, conditions and level of financial
contribution and to report btack to Council March 1, 1982,

3. That any expenditures for the Arts facility at the College
be approved in the context of overall recreation department
priorities without adversely affecting other much needed -
facilities contained in the Seven Year Plan.”

In accordance with the above decision, Council appointed Alderman Moffat
and Alderman Pimm as the members of Council to serve on the Working Committee
referred to in item number two of the resolutiomn.

As directed by Council, the Committee met with representatives of the
~ College, headed by Dr. Forbes, on Friday afternoon, February 19th, 1982.

The discussion centered around the community needs that could be associated
with the proposed facility. A review of the information for space requirements
indicated as follows:-—
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(a) The Architects outline of September, 1981

Net Area 4,760 sq. ft. Gross Area 6,760 sq. ft.
(with the addition of more rehearsal space)
Net Area . 7,000 sq. ft. Gross Area . 9,950 sq. ft.

(b), The informatidn as showmn on the Council Agenda

Gross Area . 15,236 sq. ft.
This increase is laregely due to an additional rehearsal studio of
6,000 sq. ft.

- The Theatre and the School of Music will be designed for a total Gross
Area of approximately 65,700 sq. ft.

It was our understanding at our Friday meeting, that approximately 2,000
sq. ft. could be considered.as "overlap" in the School of Music area. Also,
the need for kitchen facilities in the commumity portion could be reviewed.
There may be one or two other areas that could be comsidered as duplication or
subject to review. If these were considered then the committee felt the
15,236 sq. ft. gross area could be reduced to between 10,000 and 12,000 sq. ft.

The committee then calculated what might»béaconsidered a reasonable approach
in obtaining these additional facilities of 10,000 to 12,000 sq. ft. The follow-
ing approach was taken:-

6,000 sq. ft. @ $100.00 per sq. ft. (curremt bldg. costs) $ 600,000

6,000 sq. ft. @ $ 50.00 per sq. ft. (specialized costs) 300,000
Contribution to upgrading within the facility 100,000
. Total $1,000,000

By matching these provisions, of $1,000,000 additional facilities of 10,000
to 12,000 sq. ft. could be prov1ded.

The committee also considered the requests from the Recreation Board in
arriving at the following set of recommendations for Council's consideration:-

1. That a total sum of $1,000,000 be prov1ded in the Seven Year Plan in
the year 1984.

2. That these funds be provided to the College for their Arts Centre
project on September 1, 1983. '

3. That an agreement regarding community use be drafted and subject to
agreement with the various community organizations.

4. That an appropriate operations committee be formed related to the
operation of the facility.



21,
-3-

It is realized that this is a very brief outline, but our committee feels,
while not satisfying all the needs that may be desired, it does provide additional
commmity facilities.

D. MOFFAT
Alderman

L. PIMM
Alderman

R. McCHEE
Mayor
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February 18, 1982.

TO: City Council

FROM:  City Clerk

RE: Proposed 1982/1988 Seven Year Plan

At the Council meeting of February 15, 1982, the following resolution was passedv
pertaining to certain aspects of the Seven Year Plan.

"THAT Council of the City of Red Deer hereby agree to
table the following matters relative the Seven Year Plan,
for constderation at a. special meeting of Council, the
date to be determined by the administration:

1. The column for 1982, Table 8

2. Columms 1983-1988, Table 8

3. Design of projects proposed for 1983

4. Recreation Centre renovations and addition

5. Proposed Recreation C’omple:c - Red Deer College Site."

The. above ig submtted as a reminder for' the 'mfomatwn of Counczl

R. Stollings
City Clerk

CS/ds

Commissioners' comments

In view of the report on the City Centre, Counc1l may wish to establlsh
-a date to consider the remaining items on the Seven Year Plan.

"R.J. McGHEE"
Mayor
" mM.c. DAY"

City Commissioner



February 24th, 1982

TO: CITY COUNCIL

FROM: CITY COMMISSIONER

RE: POLICY DOCUMENT

As Council will recall, the following Notice of Motion was presented
to the November Sth, 1981 meeting of Red Deer City Council:-

"WHEREAS Members of Council agree that all persons having
dealings with The City of Red Deer be treated fairly, equally
and as consistently as possible, and

WHEREAS official or formal policy statements issued by Red
Deer City Council are normally developed or established by
way of budget approval or passage of bylaws, and

Whereas policy areas ocutside the purview of budget and for
bylaws are usually deemed to be Council's most recent res-
olution of a given subject or topic, and

'WHEREAS occasionally there may be difficulty in determining
the most recent resolution of a given subject or topic, and

WHEREAS no comprehensive policy document for The City of Red
Deer presently exists:

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red
Deer agrees as follows:-

(1) That the Administration of The City of Red Deer be re-

' quested to prepare a brief report om the anticipated action
necessary to prepare a comprehensive policy document, such
report to indicate the estimated costs of such work, who
could undertake same and the anticipated time necessary to
compile such document." '

The Administration has now had an opportunity to review the proposal
and formulate some thoughts with respect to the preparation of such a doc-
ument.

It may be of interest to Council to note that in 1967, City Council
passed the following resolutions on May 15th and June 5th, respectively:-
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TO: City Coumncil - ) (2) February 24th, 1982

"That Council of The City of Red Deer, having reviewed the
recommendations of the City Auditor, do hereby resolve that
the Administration together with the City Auditor and City
Solicitor prepare for Council'’s consideration, recommend-
ations of Financial Policies to be reviewed annually and
set out in a policy manual format."

"(1) That where policies regards any sphere of City admin-
istration or Coumcil jurisdiction are not now aligned into
an inclusive policy statement, they be organized into a
comprehensive policy statement file; these to be based on
established policies and any formulated by Council over the
past flVE years.

(2) That upon completion of these policy statement files
Council gradually carry out a review of all policies, to
ensure that they are satisfactory for Red Deer's present
municipal governing needs."

As a result of these resolutions, the Treasury Department did draft
a Financial Policy Manual, but to the best of our knowledge, it was never
developed beyond the draft stage. In a similar manmner, a number of other
Departments have developed policy manuals through the years, but in most
cases, these manuals are not complete and contain not only Council policy
but Administrative pollcy as well.

Although these documents would be useful in assisting the formulatlon
of an all encompassing Council policy document, it would seem imperative that
a review of the Council minutes be undertaken to ensure that all policies
which were adopted and recorded, are encorporated. We must also realize that
not all Council policy has been formulated by resclution, but that, in face,
some has been developed by simple verbal request or statement made in Council.
An example of this is the policy allowing for Council approval of subdivision
design, which arose from a statement put forth by Council, but was never
formally adeopted by resolution. .

Because of the intricate nature of this undertaking, it would seem
essential that someone from the City Clerk's Department, who has developed
a special sensitivity for Council resolutions and Council dealings, be res-
ponsible for researching the minutes, and assisting with the documentation
of the policies.

As witnessed by the past attempts of staff to document some form of
policy manual, the current proposal could prove an arduous task for the City
Clerk's Department in conjunction with their regular duties, and I would,
therefore, recommend that Council allocate some funds to emable the City
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TO: City Council (3) February 24th, 1982

Clerk to hire someone to undertake certain aspects of this work. I would
recommend a sum of Ten Thousand Dollars ($10,000) be allocated. The type
of individual we envisage would be someone knowledgeable in local govern-
ment affairs, who would be willing to work for an honorarium. This in-
dividual would be closely monitored and supervised by the City Clerk.

It is ‘essential that Council establish some guideline as to how far
back the minutes should be researched and it would be our recommendation that
this review encompass the past five (5) years, only. In establishing such
a guideline, Council must recognize that the document which will be developed,
will not be complete, initially. We must, therefore, ensure that any future
policies will be encorporated in a systematic fashion and that any policies
which we have been unable to find during the research period, but which,
since that time, have come to light, will be recorded. 1In this manner, and
over a period of time, the document should become virtually complete. It
must also be recognized that some of the existing policies may be outdated
and may require revision or repeal, while still others may have been super-
ceded by more current policy. These should be recognized and dealt with at
the time of the review.

We anticipate that the initial research and documentation of existing
policies by the City Clerk’'s Department, with some outside assistance, and
encompassing the past five years, only, would take an estimated twelve (12)
months to complete. In conjunction with the development of the policy manual,
we would develop a further policy to ensure that once completed, the manual
would be systematically updated.

‘Council's direction with respect to the development of such a Policy
Manual, would be appreciated.

Respectfully submitted,

H. MICHAEL C. DAY,
City Commissioner
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November 10, 198L.

TO: Couneil

FROM:  City Clerk

RE: Westermer Exposition Site Piper Creek Diversion

The follawing reports appeared upon the November 9, 1981, Council agenda at
which time a resolution was introduced as noted hereundsr.

"RESOLVED that Council of the City of Red Deer having
congidered report dated November 2, 1981 from the City :
Engineer re: Westermer Exposition Site Piper Creek Diversion,

~ hereby approve the request from the developers of the Petroleum

- Business Park located zmed:r,ately south of the Exhibition Site, to

- dispose of surplus top soil in the Piper Creek Area between the
Landfill Site and the Exhibition Site, and which work will involve
the cleanup of the dead fall in the creek charmel, diversion of a
small portion of the creek alignment, and placement of topsoil in
the old creek channel to the grades and specifications required by
the Engineering Departiment, said work to be done by the developer
at no cost to the City of Red Deer and subject to receipt of approval
from all approving authorities, and as recommended to Council November 9,
1981 by the City Engineer and the City Commissioners.”

Prior to voting on the above motion, Council agreed that same be tabled for
further information as to the methods of completing the recharmeling of the
creek, the plans for sloping and finishing the existing landfill site and the
sereening of the landfill site from the property to the west, as well as
proximity of the proposed alterations to the storm water retentiom ponds.

A more detailed report has been prepared by the Engineering Department and same
s included herewith for consideration of Council.

R. Stollings
City Clerk

RS/ds
Enecl.
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November 2, 1981

TQ: City Clerk
FROM: City Engineer
: Westerner Exposition Site

Piper Creek Diversion

The Engineering Department has been presented with a reguest from the
developers of the Petrolia Business Park which is .located immediately south
of the Exhibition Site, to dispose of surplus topsoil in the Piper Creek
- area between the landfill site and the Exhibition Site. The work involves
the clean up of the deadfall in the creek channel, diversion of a small
portion of the creek alignment, and placement of topsoil in the old creek
channel to the grades and specifications required by the Engineering
Department. All work would be done by the developer this fall at no cost
to the City of Red Deer.

The end result will be an expanded exihihition site area that will he
usuable for surface parking, campground, or other similar facilities. The
Exhibition Board is aware of the proposal and has indicated their approval
in principle by the attached letter.

The Department of EZnvironment has been contacted relative to the creek
realignment and have not indicated any problems. A permit to construct
still has to be submit*ed to them however.

A sketch has been prepared and is attachedvhereto, ocutlining the pro-
posed work. ‘

We would recommend that this project proceed as it benefits both the
exhibition site and the developer and will be completed at no cost to the
City.

B, C, Jeffers, P. Eng,
City Engineer

KGH/emg
attach
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Commissionerns' comments

) In the past, the CLty has provided The use o4 City Lands gon
disposal of clean §iLL. where it will provide a direct benefit for the
City, L.e. Rivenside Light and heavy industrial areas. 11X 4s our opinion
this will provide improvement to Zhe area and as such should be approved
by Council.

"R.J. McGHEE"
Mayor

"M.C. DAY"
City Commissionern

32.
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February 25, 1982

TO: City Clerk
FROM: City Engineerx
RE: Soil for Landfill Site

Creek Diversion - Filling of Low Area on Westerner Site

Attached heréto are the comments of the Parks Superintendent and the
Water & Sewer Superintendent regarding the above two (2) items.

With respect to supplying soil to thé landfill site, it is noted that
the material being offered is not ideal but is adegquate for our needs. The
price quoted of $1.00/metre is reasonable. This item was placed before
Council at their review of the landfill site budget and an expenditure of
$20,000 was approved. This would provide us with 20,000 m3 of cover material.

With respect to the creek diversion, we would have no objections to this
provided the following conditions are met:

1. diversion of the creek at no cost to the City

2. _filling of low lands at no cost to the City

3. approval of Aiberta Environment to diversion of creek

4. prior approval by Parks Department of area to be filled

5. prior approval by Parks Department of detalled plans indicated
how filled area is to be landscaped

P P < /
. C. Jeffers, P. Eng.
City Engineer
BCJ/emg h
attach
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February 22, 1982

TO: City Engineer
FROM: Parks Superintendent

RE: QOffer of Soil From John MacBeth

Some time ago Mr. MacBeth offered soil from his site south of the West-
erner to: 1) the landfill site o ‘
2) the Piper Creek lowlands between the Westerner and Landfill Site.

I have discussed the landfill site with Mr. Higgins of our Public Works
section and he advises that the available soil is not suitable for landscaping -
{topsoil) and that he has made other budget provisiocn for necessary topsoiling
and seeding of the completed areas of the landfill site in 1982. This will in-
clude all of the east creek bank which has been damaged through the landfill
operation. Mr. Higgins feels, however, that he could use 20,000 cubic meters
of £fill material on the site. This could be used as "cover" soil, and Mr. Mac-~
Beth would deliver at a cost of $1.00 per cubic metre. If Council is agreeable
to that, a sum of $20,000 must be provided in the 1982 landfill operating bud-
get. L

In the matter of the f£filling of the unsightly lowlands and diversion of
the Creek to create a trailer park as an extension of the Westerner operation,.
the Recreation Director and myself have no cbjection to this, provided that the
finished landscaping is good, and providing that only the area of lowland which
is untreed be involved, so that no loss of trees will occur. It is our under-
standing that should Council agree to this project, the Westerner will provide
detailed plans to show how the areaz will be treated and landscaped, how the
existing creek will be effected, and that we would have opportunity to comment
on such plans before the work proceeds,

L e.l2



The City Commissioner wishes your comments to come before Council at its
meeting of Monday, March 1, 1982,

Submitted for your consideration.

) Bv

L.A. McMurdo, :
Parks Superintendent

LAM/mp
cc: Don Moore
L. Gillespie



T0: Leoyd McMundo
Parks Superintendent

FROM: BLLE Higgins
Water & Sewer Superintendent
RE: Solid Waste Disposal Site - Landscaping

. —— b - T - — - A o T ——

Further fo our site meeting January 26, 1982, T would Like
to make the §ofLowing comments, :

In my 1982 budget, 1 have asked gor funds 2o Lopsoil

. approximately §ifteen to twenty acnes of area , which is now at

finished grade (this Lis where the snow dump L& now). There is moxe
than adequate good quality black dint on site fon this. As discussed,
this black dint will be moved with buggies and Levelled with a dozer
prion to you Landscaping LL. ..

With regards to the creek area which we Looked at, 1 can
see no reason at this time to spend money in this area. Perhaps
once a plan L8 prepared showing what this area will be used for, we
could consider this area.

ﬁaﬁguqrxznnm@guggﬁ. 3«@. ho&munﬁugg
the possibility of disposing of approximately 60,000 cubic meters of
poor quality mixed sand and topsoil. John advised me that he has

had discussions with representatives of the City and the Westerner
reganding wasting domeof*his maternial in the Low creek area for a
gutune trallen site. AL the same time, he would Like fo fake
appreximately 20,000 cubic meters achossd the creek to the Land §LEL
forn cover dint, This he said he would do for $1.00 per cubic metex.
Although this matenial would work for cover matenial, it would not be
the best, as it is quite porous and would allow precipifation Zo
§ilten through it 4into the garbage. 1 am not sure what kind of
diiving surnface Lt would make forn the vehicles to back over (Likely
not much worse than what we are using now}. ‘

Should John MacBeth get permission to divert the creek
and deposit waste material in the Low arnea, and should Council wish
Zo give me an additional$20,000, then T would be agreeable to this
suggestion, _ .

Weuld you please pass my comments on o Bryon Jeffers

along with youns.
w, E. Higgins
‘Waten & Sewen Supt.

WEH/av .
ce. L. Gillespie

February 2, 1982 -

36.



Commissioners' comments
We concur with t“he comments of the City Engineer and recommend

Council endorse the conditions outlined.

"R.J. McGHEE"
Mayor

"M.C. DAY"
City Commissicner

37.
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NO. 7
February 22, 1982.

TO: City Council

FROM:  City Clerk

RE:. Red Deer Coliseum

At the Council meeting of February 15, 1982, a motiom was moved tabling the above
matter for consideration at the March 1, 1982 meeting.

Accordingly, this matter is brought formward for consideration of Council at this
time. '

R. Stollings
City Clerk



REPORTS
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NO. 1

February 19, 1982.

TO: City Counetil

FROM: Parking Commission

RE: (City Leased Parking Stalls

As City Council may be aware the City has been leasing parking stalls at the
rate of $25.00 per stall to the following:

l. Associate Clinic - 8 stalls situated on Lot R, Plan 5184 X.S.,
4728 Ross Street

2. Knox Presbyterian Church - 1 stall on Lot R, Plan 5164 K.S.,
4718 Ross Street.

The Parking Commission at its meeting held on Wednesday, February 17, 1982,
reviewed this matter and agreed that the rate be increased from $25.00 to $30.00
per stall per month. A review of other stalls leased in the downtown area by the
private sector would indicate that this is the going rate.

Adeccordingly, we would recommend that Council ratify the increase proposed im this
instance.

Respectfully submitted,

B e L

o~

R.L. Dale, Chairman,
Parking Commission

——
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NO. 2 -

February 19, 1982.

T0: City Council

FROM: Parking Commission

RE: ILease Lot 3, Block 5, Plan 5427 R.S. .
A. Clive Matthew Professional Corporation and William G. Craig
Professional Corporation
Formerly the A.M.A. Property

The attached letter dated February 5, 1982, from A. Clive Matthew requesting an
amendment to Clause 4 of the lease agreement pertaining to Lot 3, Block 5,

Plan 5427 R.S. received consideration of the Parking Commission at its meeting
held on Wednesday, February 17, 1982.

The Parking Commission at the aforementioned meeting agreed to recommend to
Council of the City of Red Deer that Clause 4 of the said agreement be changed
to specify that only 25% of the lots need to be provided for customer parking.
The Parking Commission feels that the request of A. Clive Matthew is not an
unreasonable request as their customer requirements are not as high as in the
case of the A.M.A.

The above recommendation of the Parking Commission is submitted to Council for
ratification.

Respectf'uily submitted,

-

R.L. Daig, Chairman,
Parking Commission

—

Enel.



TELEPHONE - 3464135
AREA CODE - 403

A Clore Mittios Florsiond Cosporaton

5814 GAETZ AVENUE, RED DEER, ALBEATA T4N 4C3

February 5, 1982

The Mayor & Council
City of Red Deer
Red Deer, Alberta

ATTENTION: MR. ROBERT STOLLINGS, CITY CLERK
Dear Sir:

RE: ASSIGNMENT OF CITY OF RED DEER AND ALBERTA MOTOR ASSOCIATION PARKING
LEASE, LOT 3, BLOCK 5, PLAN 5427RS TO A CLIVE MATTHEW PROFESSIONAL
CORPORATION AND WILLIAM G. CRAIG PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION.

The writer wished to thank the Mayor and Councxl for approving
the assignment of the lease to the new owners.

We note that Clause 4 of the agreement indicates that 50 % of
the stalls leased be designated for customer parking. We would point
out that the A.M.A. had some 12000 members in Central Alberta who placed
heavy demands on the lot. We understand that the lease with the Triumph
Building next door only requires that 20 7% of the stalls be designated
for customer parking.

It would be appreciated if the Mayor and Councillers would
consider according our building similar treatment to the Triumph Building
since it now has a similar use.

We would therefore respectfully request that Clause 4 of the
lease be amended to read 25 %.

Yours very truly

.
./’;’4 ety

A. Clive Matthew
Professional Corporation

AcM/mhe

PARTNER - MATTHEW CRAIG REINHEIMER, CHARTERED ACCOUNTANTS
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RED DEER REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION

4920-59 STREET P.0.BOX 5002 - RED DEER. ALBERTA, CANADA. T4N §Y5
NO. 3 .
DiRECTOR: TELEPHONE:  {403) 343-3394
" Aobert R. Cundy M.C.LP. ’ '
Your File No.
February 17, 1982 Our File No.

ALL MUNICIPAL ADMINISTRATORS - RURAL AND URBAN
WITHIN THE RED DEER REGICNAL PLANNING COMMISSION AREA

Dear Sir/Madam:

Re: Commission Response on Regional Planning System Study

Please find enclosed herewith the response of the members of the Red Deer
Regional Planning Commission to "A Summary of Preliminary Findings" of

the Regional Planning System Study. The comments of the Commission are
included within the two attachments, which were unanimously accepted by

the members of the Commission at their February 15, 1982 Commission Meeting.
These comments are being forwarded to the Alberta Planning Board for their
consideration during theix review of the Regional Planning System Study.

Should you have any questions with regards to this topic.and the Commission's
response, please do not hesitate to contact the Director, Mr. R. Cundy, or
the undersigned. ’

-Yours truly,

W.G. aw, M.C.I.P.
Senior Planner
Regiocnal Planning & Research Section

WGAS /vl
Encls.

MUNICIPALITIES WITHIN COMMISSION AAEA

CiITY QF AED DEER—TQOWN OF BLACKFALDS—TOWN OF BOWDEN-——TOWN OF CARSTAIRS—TOWYN OF CASTOA—TOWN OF CORONATION—TOWN OF OI0SBURY—TOWN OF ECKVILLE
TOWN OF INNISFAIL~TOWN OF LACOMBE—TOWN OF OLDS—TOWN OF PENHOLO—TOWN OF ROCKY MQUNTAIN HOUSE—TOWN OF STETTLER-~TOWN OF SUNORE—TOWN OF SYLVAN LAXE
YILLAGE OF ALIX—VILLAGE OF SENTLEY—VILLAGE OF BIG VALLEY~—VILLAGE OF BOTHA—VILLAGE OF CAROLINE—VILLAGE OF CLIVE—VILLAGE OF CREMONA—VILLAGE OF QELBURNE
VILLAGE OF OUNALOA-~VILLAGE OF ELNORA—VILLAGE OF GADSBY—VILLAGE OF HALKIRK—VILLAGE OF MIRAOR—SUMMER VILLAGE OF BIRCHCLIFF—SUMMER VILLAGE OF GULL LAKE
SUMMER VILLAGE OF HALF MOON BAY~~SUMMER VILLAGE OF NORGLENWOLO—SUMMER VILLAGE OF ROCHON SANDS—SUMMER VILLAGE OF WHITE SANDS—COUNTY OF LACOMSE No. 14
" COUNTY OF MOUNTAIN VIEW No. 17 —COUNTY OF PAINTEARTH No. 18 —COUNTY OF RED DEER No. 23 —COUNTY OF STETTLER No. 6 —IMPROVEMENT QISTRICT No. 19
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- Mayor's comments

The comments referred to above are available in the City Clerk's office
should any member of Council wish to view same. As Council representative
on the Red Deer Regional -Planning Commission, I have been present during the
discussions and have made my views known.

i

"R.J. McGHEE"
Mayor -



N0, & - ‘ | File: R-17456 4+
February 5th, 1982
MEMORANDUM
TO:  CITY COMMISSIONER
FROM:i RECREATION SUPERINTENDENT -
RE:  TENDERS FOR ARENA RINK BOARD SYSTEM

Tenders for replacement of the rink boards closed on January 26th, 1982.
Seven tenders were received and the quotations range from $71,539 to $89,908.
Following is a Tist of the bidders and corresponding quotat1ons

(a) Hunterwood Developments Ltd.

Red Deer, Alberta , $ 71,539
(b) Ellis Construction Limited
- Lacombe, Alberta $ 72,563
{c) The House Doctor ’
Red Deer, Alberta o _ $ 77,595
(d) A. Grieb Construction Co. Ltd. . o
Red Deer, Alberta | § 79,450
(e} Griffin Construction o
Red Deer, Alberta ' $ 79,800
(f) Duncan S. Gillespie and Assoc1ates j :
:Tnunder Bay, Ontario - ‘$ 82,987
(g} Robinson Builders Ltd.
- Headingly, Manitoba _$ 89 908

_ The attached report from Mr. Haro]d Jeske, Fac111t1es Manager, was
reviewed and it was agreed to recommend that the tender be awarded to Hunterwood
Developments Limited, Red Deer, A]befta for the sum of $71,539,‘pr0v1ded you are
satisfied that a letter of creditviﬁ'acceptable. Should y0u'fee1 that a bond is
required, then the Board would recommend that the contract be awarded to Ellis
Construction Limited of Lacombe in the amount of $72,563.

Would you'p1ease obtain ;dVance approval of City Council for this
expenditure. The budgetted-sum is $78,540. I would recommend approval of the ;
contract sum of $71 896 plus 5 per cent contingency of '$3,594 or a total of '
$75.490.

DON MQORE

, DM: pw
- Attachment



File No. R-17452 “?-

. February 2nd, 1982
MEMORANDUM |

10: .DON MOORE
FROM:  HAROLD JESKE
RE: TENDERS FOR ARENA RINK BOARD SYSTEM

Tenders for replacement of the rink boards closed on January 26th, 1982.
Seven tenders were received and the quotations range from $71,539 to $89,908.
Following is a 1ist of the bidders and corresponding quotations:

(a) Hunterwood Developments Ltd.

Red Deer, Alberta $ 71,539
(b) Ellis Construction Limited

Lacombe, Alberta $ 72,563
(c) The House Doctor

Red Deer, Alberta $ 77,595
{(d) A. Grieb Construction Co. Ltd.

Red Deer, Alberta _ $ 79,450
() Griffin Construction

Red Deer, Alberta $ 79,800
(f) Duncan S. Gillespie and Associates

Thunder Bay, Ontario » $ 82,987
(g) Robinson Builders Ltd. |

Headingly, Manitoba $ 89,908

Hunterwood Developments Ltd. of Red Deer were the Tow bidders for this
project at $71,539. Because I was not familiar with this contractor, I did some
research into this company's past performance.

Hunterwood Developments has been in business since 1979. From this
time until present, they have been involved in a variety of construction projects.
Some of their more recent projects and performance ratings are stated be]ow.

I. Project - Renovations to Gasoline Station.
Purchaser - Turbo Resources Ltd.
Value of Project - $20,000.
Contact - Rod Bantle - 342-2384.
Rating - Quality of work was excellent.
- Would recommend for further work.

II. Project - Renpvations to Showroom.
Purchaser - Allied T.V. and Appliance Service Ltd.
Value of Project - $16,000.




File No. R-17452 . -2 - . February 2nd, 1982

II. Project - Renovations to Showroom (Cont'd.)
Contact - Ron Scott - 347-1727.
Rating - Did a good job.
- Work completed on schedule.
, - Satisfied with work and would rehire.
I11. Project - Renovations to Facility Washrooms.
Purchaser - D.N.D. C.F.B. Penhold.
Value of Project - $140,000.
Contact - Ken Parker - 246-2218.
Rating - No problems, excellent performance.

- Job Superintendent co-operative.
- Complied with requirements asked for.
- Would recommend for further work.
IV. Project - Pump Kiosk.

Purchaser - City of Red Deer.

Value of Project - $62,000.

Contact - Pat Grainger.

Rating - Fairly good work.

- Owner is conscientious.
- Would rehire.
V. Project - Outdoor Rink Boards.
Purchaser - Alberta Housing and Public Works.
Value of Project - $19,000.
Contact - Pete Chapman.

Rating

Quite satisfactory.

Nature of job required a lot of fabrication.

Work completed on schedule.

Would rehire again.
Have done other jobs for them as well.

Other projects undertaken by this contractor are:
(a} Micro Film Facility for the Federal Government. This is a new job and is
only about 5% complete. Project location is Drumheller, Alberta.
{b) Maintenance Garage for Alberta Housing and Public Works. This project

is complete and the cost was $220,000. Project location is Stettler, Alberta.

In 1981, Hunterwood Developments Ltd. constructed ten (10) houses in
Red Deer. Some were built on speculation and some were custom built.
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Although this company has not had any experience in fabricating and
installing indoor dasher board systems, they do have experience in a variety
of construction projects. It should be mentioned that this-particular project
is somewhat specialized and someone unfamiliar with it may run into problems.
Nevertheless, this contractor has a good record and as indicated above, is
highly regarded. This company canndt provide a perfohnance bond because he has
not been in business long enough to qué]ify. He will, however, provide an

" “jrrevocable letter of credit"'for 50% of the contract value to guarantee

performance and payment of materials and labor, which according to the City
Engineer, would be acceptable.

The second Tow bidder, E11is Construction Limited, is an established
contractor known to us and who will provide bonding. 4

Qur tender document did not specify a bonding requirement, therefore
the cost of bonding must be borne by the City. The cost is:

Hunterwood Developments Ltd. approximately $357.00

E11is Construction Limited approximately - $390.00 v

In light of the foregoing, serious consideration will have to be given
to both of these tenders. _ -

2 Fats
Ak

#AROLD

HJ/hg

Commissioners' comments

We would concur with the recommendations that the City accept the tender
of Hunterwood Developments Ltd. and provide a total sum of $75,490.00 for this project
which shall include the costs of an irrevocable letter of credit and a 5% contingency
sum.

"R.J. McGHEE"
Mayor

"™.C. DAY"
City Commissioner
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NO. 5
February 23, 1982
: City Clexk
FROM: City Engineer
3 Offsite Charges

Major Thoroughfare Levy

The Engineering Department recently submitted a recommended rate
change for the above based on detailed analysis of the construction costs
for the major arterial network.

:ADue to an administrative oversight, the resolution for Council's con-
sideration as required by Section 89 of the Planning Act, was not prepared
for the February 15, 1982 meeting. '

Accordingly, we re=-submit the summary table for the offsite assessments
including the regquired resolution of Council as previously drafted by the
City Solicitor. '

This information is presented for Council's consideration at the March
1, 1982 meeting.

B. C. Jefferé; P. Eng.
City Engineer

KGH/emg
attach



"WHEREAS pursv-t to Sectiom 75 of The Plannine_Act 1977, Section 49,
16.4.4 subparagraph (a) .. the Land Use Bylaw authorize :he Development Officer
to require as a condition of the issuance of a Development Permit, that the
applicant enter into an agreement to pay for or comstruct a public roadway to
give access to a developer.

AND WHEREAS pursuant to Section 89 of The Planning Act, 1977, a
subdivision authority may, at the request of City Council, impose a condition that
the applicant for a subdivision enter into an agreement with the Council of the
City respecting all or any of the fcllowing, namely:

1. to construct or pay for the comstruction of a public roadway requlred to give
access to the subdivision.

2. to install or pay for the installatiom of utilities that are necessary to serve
the subdivision, and

3. to pay an off-site levy or redevelopment levy imposed by bylaw,

AND WHEREAS Council of the City of Red Deer desires the subdivisien
approving authority to impose the conditions hereinbefore recited,

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Subdivision Committee of the
Red Deer Regional Planning Commission be and here is requested by the Council of
The City of Red Deer to require that the applicant for any subdivision of land within
The City of Red Deer enter into an agreement with the Council of The City of Red Deer:

1.1 to construct a public roadway required to give access to the subdivision or to
pay to the City such sum as may be established from time to time as a contribution
towards the cost of providing major hlghway thoroughfares to give access to the
subdivision.

1.2 to install uetilities that are necessary to serve the subdivision, or to pay the
City for the installation of such utilities in such amounts that may be determined
and established from time to time by The City of Red Deer, and

1.3 to pay such offsite levy or redevelopment levy as may be imposed from time to
time by bylaw of The City of Red Deer,

AND WHEREAS The City of Red Deer must comstruct, or pay for the cost of constructing
major highway thoroughfares to give access to the development having regard to

traffic generated thereby and the nece551ty to provide emergency and service vehicles
adequate access thereto.

AND WHEREAS it is necessary to establish the amount which shall be paid by the

‘developer to the City as a contribution towards the cost of providing such major
thoroughfares,

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED:

1) The development officer shall require all developers of lands in the "Southeast”
area of The City of Red Deer as outlined in Schedule "A" annexed hereto to pay to

or enter into an agreement to pay the City the sum of $37386+96 for each acre of
land within the area of land to be developed. #3,30.00

2) The Development Officer will require all developers of land in the "Northwest"
area of The City of Red Deer as outlined in Schedule "A" annexed hereto to pay to or
enter into an agreement to pay to the City the sum of $3,450.00 for each acre of
land within the area of land to be developed.

3) The Development Officer will require all developers of land in the "Central”
area of The City of Red Deer not included in the areas designated in 1 or 2, to
pay to or enter into an agreement to pay to the City the sum of §35398760 for each
dcre of land within the area of land to be developed". §3,37C.0Q
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EAST RED DEER
OFFSITE ACREAGE ASSESSMENT SUMMARY = 1982

. ITEM EXISTING LEVY PROPOSED LEVY INCREASE (%)
Major Thoroughfare 3380 3650 8 %
Sanitary 850 860 1 %
Storm 2450 2660 8.6%
Water 971 - 971 0 %
TOTAL 7651 8141 6.4%
CENTRAL RED DEER
OFFSITE ACREAGE ASSESSMENT SUMMARY - 1982 7
ITEM EXISTING LEVY PROPOSED LEVY INCREASE (%)]
Major Thoroughfare 3190 3370 .6 %
Sanitary 8090 880 10 %
Storm 1400 1540 10 3
Water 600 660 10 %
TOTAL 5990 6450 7.7%
NORTH RED DEER
OFFSITE ACREAGE ASSESSMENT SUMMARY ~ 1982

ITEM EXISTING LEVY PROPOSED LEVY INCREASE (%)
Major Thoroughfare 3450 3450 0 %
Sanitary 1200 1260 5 %
Storm 3000 3180 6 %
Water 600 660 - 10 %
TOTAL 8200 8550 4.3%
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February 23, 1982.
TO: City Council
FROM: City Clerk

RE: Bylaw No. 2747/82

The above noted Bylaw refers to the construction of a new firve station in south
Mountview and the furmishing and equipping thereof.

We have been advised by the Local Authorities Board that prior to advertising,
1t will be necessary for the follawing changes to be made to the said bylaw:

L. In paragraph § of the preamble, delete the word and figure, "twenty four
(24%)", and insert the word and figure, "twenty five (25%)"

2. In paragraph 4 of the enactment, delete the word and figure, "twenty four
(24%)", and insert the word and figure, "twenty five (25%)"

Accordingly, Council 8 requestingto amend the Bylaw at this meeting.

R. Stollings
City Clerk

RS/ds
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LIMITED

NO. 7

February 19, 1982

Director of Economic Development
City of Red Deer

4914 48 Avenue

Red Deer, Alberta

ATTN: Mr. A. Scott

Dear Sir:

RE: Application to Purchase
Lot 21C, Block 9, Plan 812-2206 and
Pt. of Lot 3, Block 1, Plan 752-1573

Thank you for your letfer dated February 16, 1982 regarding the above pur-
chase.

We have received approval from our board of directors to proceed with the
purchase of Lot 21C, Block 9, Plan 812-2206 and have placed an option fee
in the amount of $%$48,003 in the hands of our solicitors, Crowe Duhamel and
Manning, toc be released on execution of the land sales agreement attached.
This represents 10% of the purchase price as required by city council.

Peavey Industries will proceed with the development of that Parcel as planned
but must regretfully delay development of the distribution centre on Lot 3
Block 1 Plan 752-1573. While we are still most anxious to build the dis-
tribution centre on that site, we cannot make any committment to that pro-
ject until our existing property is sold. '

It is understood of course that no land other than Lot 21C Block 9, Plan

812-2206 can be held for us by the city, however we will apply again once
we are in a position to proceed, if the property is still available.

2420 - S0th Avenue, P.O. Box 506, Red Deer, Alberta T4N 5G1 : Telephone (403) 346-8991 : Telex 03-83178
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A “Your cooperation and that of City Council in this matter, is greatly
appreciated.

Please contact me should further action be required on our part.

Yours truly,

PEAVEY INDUSTRIES LIMITED

KN 1430n

Vice dent and General Manager
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February 23, 1982

TO: MAYOR & MEMBERS OF COUNCIL
FROM: DIRECTOR OF ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
" RE: PEAVEY INDUSTRIES LIMITED

At the February 15, 1982 meeting of Red Deer City Council, the attached
resolution received Council approval. This resolution granted certain
relaxations with respect to the size of the development proposed for the
Northland Industrial Park parcel of land, together with an extension in
the commenecement of construction date from our standard requirement. At
the same time, Peavey Industries Limited had asked for an adjustment to
the date upon which the option on the two parcels of land would commence.
Council denied Peavey Industries' request, but did agree to offer a 180
day option at an option fee of 10%.

Peavey Industries Limited had originally been granted approval to purchase
two parcels of land - a 2.7 acre of C.4 land located in Northland Industrial
Park, for the comstruction of their head office and retail outlet, and a

6 acre parcel of land in the C.N. Heavy Industrial area for the relocation
of their warehouse and distribution centre. A potential buyer on Peavey's
existing site has failed to exercise his option, and the land has not been
sold. As a result, Peavey is somewhat hesitant to proceed with the entire
development as originally proposed to City Council on November 23, 1981.
Peavey are therefore requesting that they be given a 180 day option, under
the terms agreed to by City Council on the C.4 parcel of land located in
Northland Industrial Park. At this time, they do not wish to proceed with an
option on the 6 acre parcel in the C.N. Heavy Industrial Park.

We would recommend that Council agree to this proposal, and that the parcel

of land requested by Peavey Industries in the C.N. Heavy Industrial Park be
placed back on the market. Peavey Industries has indicated that upon the

sale of their existing property, they would be in a position to approach Coun-
cil with a request to purchase suificient land in an industrial zomne, for the
relocation of their distribution and warehouse centre.

Respectfully submitted,
: / L
QL { \»k‘ :
ALAY %corf; Pirector
Economic Development
AVS/gr

Attach:

cemmissioners' comments

Recommend Council approve the land sale as outlined by the Economic Develcpment
Director. 'MR.J. McGHEE" Mayor

"M.,C. DAY" City Commissioner



NO. 8 | - February 11, 1962

TO: - CITY COUNCIL
FROM: CITY ASSESSOR
Re: Lot 3, Block 1, Plan 792 2025

54 Manning Sitreet
Moxnisnoe Subdivision

With reference to the attached cornrespondence grom
Edward K. Bradbury requesting fonrgiveness of the City of Red Deex
second morntgage on the above mentioned property, we respectfully
submit the following summany.

February 26, 1980 Land Sale Agreement signed between City of
Red Deen and Albenta Housing Corporation.

March 31, 1980 Land transferred into the name o4 Albenta
Housing Coaporation and Caveat registered
against the propenty.

May &6, 1960 Land paid for by Alberta Housing Corporation.

.u:mx 14, 1981 Five Yearn Second Mortgage fon wN,&Nooeg in
the names of Edward and Susan Bradbunry
registened at Land Titles Office.

Decemben 14, 1981 Oun Letten sent to Mr. and Mrs, Bradbunry
' requesting date of commencement o4 occupancy.
No neply.

Januany 22, 1982 The attached Statutory Declfaration and Leitilen
0f trhansfen from employer submiftted by Mr.
and Mas., Bradbunry.

February 2, 1982 Letten necedlved from MacDonald and Bordis,
solicditons fon Ma. and Mrs. Bradbunry advising
that the propenty has been s0ld to Chugg.

Februanry §, 1982 The City Commissdlonens did not approve the
request to have the montgage forgiven., Mxr,
and Mns. Bradbury advised of theirn decision,

February 10, 198&2 The attached cornespondence received from Mr,
Bradbury requesting permission fo appeahr
before City Council *to appeal the February 8,
1987 decdsion of the City Commissionens.

dwd .

mm.
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Furthen %o the above we recommend that the second
moatgage not be forgiven as this sum would not be reflected 4in
the nesale price o4 the property.

/
/‘./

sl f

D. J. WILSON, A.M.A.A.

56.



82 FEB 09

City of Red Deer
Council Department -
City Hall

RED DEER, Alberta

Dear Councillors:
Re: Edward/Susan BRADBURY

Plan 792-2025 Block-1 Lot 3
54 Manning Street, Red Deer, Alta.

We request permission to come before City Council to appeal the
decision made by the City of Red Deer Commissioners rejecting
- forgiveness of the Second Mortgage on the above said property.

Enclosed are copies of the documents originally submitted to the
Lands Department; 1) Statutory Declaration - stating the reasons
why we feel a forgiveness should be granted, and 2) a letter from
the R.C.M.P. verifying that we have been transferred, thus our

reason for having to sell the property.

The above property was sold on 82 JAN 21 with the new owners

possession date commencing on 82 FEB 26.

We trust this matter will receive your. prompt attention and we

await your reply.

Yours truly,

_7 .
v 7
4

, Y s
),, S ;)C’vwé s ( e
(E.K. Bradbury) Cst.. P
Red Deer City Detachment

57.
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58.
Your file Votre reference
82 JAN 22 Qur file Notre  reference

. The City of Red Deer
RED DEER, Alberta

To Whom It May Concern:

This letter is to confirm that Reg. No. 34325, Cst. E.K. BRADBURY has
been transferred to "B" Division, Newfoundland in the spring of 1982.
This letter is being forwarded for your information as requested.

(W.A, Hutmacher) S/Sgt.
Operations N.C.O.
Red Deer City Detachment

/cl]

Red Deer City Detachment
Box 533

RED DEER, Alberta

T4N 5GL
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Statutory Beclaration

CANADA IN THE MATTER OF The City of Red Deer
Provines of Alberts and

Hiward K. BRADBURY and Susan D. BRADBURY
. | request for forgiveness of second mortgage
To Wit Plan 792-2025, Block - 1, Lot 3, (54 Manning Street)

3, mivard K. BRADBURY and Susan D. BRADBURY

of the City of Red Deer fn the Province of Albert,
do solemnly declare

That due to job related transfer, the above said property and constructed
dwelling house are to be sold. It ‘is tharefore requested that forgiveness
of the second mortgage on this property be granted. Commencement of
octupation of the dwelling house, upon the said lands, was the 15th day of
September, 1980.

m'e ot REf 'Th’n
T 1}), .::Jrl“’“ Y
gM‘D ,-:j
T 5'_‘:

,’%"oJJ-,jL . ’lﬂl

And I make this solemn declaration conscientiously believing the same to be true,
and knowing it is of the same force and effect as if made under oath, and by virtue of
The Evidence Act. .
D .
Declared at D el ; R »
in the Province of Alberta, this =3 A’D : 9{, /)fﬁfu)fg/; P
day of Jﬁdumf){ AD.18 32 _—

Bt %a

AGummiuiomtorOathsinnndforthervmeeofAlberh

.-.nao v A LTV P ‘L-:f
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Commissioners' comments

In situations such as this, Council has always relaxed the $5,000.00
one year residency penalty, but after much debate has established the policy -
of not waiving the second mortgage provision. In this particular case,

the residency penalty does not apply as the applicant has lived in the house
for more than 12 months. We would recommend Council not change its policy
and deny this application for relaxation of the 5 year second mortgage.

"R.J. McGHEE"
Mayor

"M.C. DAY"™
City Commissioner
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NO. 9 ' 1982 02 24

TO: -City Council
FROM: City Assessor

RE: Court of Revision - 1982

May we advise that in accordance with the Municipal
Taxation Act there annually shall sit a Court of Revision to
hear and deal with any complaints against assessment.

The Council by bylaw may establish a Court of not
more then five members and any councillor, commissioner, mu-
nicipal employee or municipal resident may be appointed to
it. In the past City Council has appointed two aldermen and
three residents to the board. Last year's board consisted of
Alderman Shandera, Alderman Kokotailo, Mr. M. Parker, Mr. G. H.
Dawe and Mr. R. L. Dale.

The other alternative to the forgoing is that Council
by resclution may act as the Court of Revision and in that case
it shall appoint not less then three nor more then five of its
own members to form the Court. ’

This year there are approximately 74 appeals to be
heard. These appeals break down to land - 16, building - 19,
business 26 and school allocation 13. It is our belief that
these appeals could be heard in cne afternoon.

In order to meet other requirements of the Municipal
Taxation Act respecting notification to the property owners,
etc., we are recommending that the Court be held starting at
1:00 p.m., April 15, 1982,

It is hereby requested that Aldermen contact various
individuals to ascertain if they will sit on the Court and be
"prepared to make recommendations at the Council meeting of
March 1, 1982, in order that the required bylaw my be passed.

Respectfully»Submitted,

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

Mayor's comments

I would recommend Council continue with a Court comprising 2 Aldermen
and 3 citizens-at-large. I would suggest Council members bring forward the names
of individuals whom they would nominate to the Court and that the appointments
be made March 15th. Council could at this time establish the date for the Court
in order to facilitate advertising and notification, etc.

"R.J. McGHEE"
Mayor



CORRESPONDENCE

RED DEER -1+ WILIGHT HOMES FOU...DATION

115, 4727 - 34 STREET SOUTH, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N OP2 Phone {403) 343-0680

NO. 1

February 8, 1982

Mayor Bob McGhee
City of Red Deer
City Hall

Red Deer, Alta.

Dear Mr. McGhee:

Re: Appointment to Red Deer Twilight Homes' Board of Directors

The by-laws of this foundation provide for the City of Red Deer
to appoint annually one citizen-at-large to sit on our beoard
cof directors.

It would be appreciated if -'you would re-appoint Mrs. Mary Taylor
to the foundation board for another term.

Thank you for your consideration.

Yours very truly,

& /, R
Robert Gray' ! Joo!
Chairman

/£l

e CENTENNIAL COURTS & COTTAGES (1967) ¢ CANYON VIEW PLACE (1975) e

B2.
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((SBH;ELTER CONSTRUCTORS
February 10, 1982 quiNo:‘ 2315

City of Red Deer
4914 - 48 Avenue
RED DEER, Alberta

Attention: Bob Stallings
City Clerk

Dear Sir:

Re:v’Checkmate Court
4902 - 37 Street
Red Deer, Albexrta

We are forwarding you a copy of the letter of authorization
to construct fence on Elks preoperty and wish to proceed to
apply for "Licence to Occupy" the lane.

Yours truly,

SHELTER MANAGEMENT LIMITED

7 A
zgé_//
Orest Zaseybida

Project Manager

0z /wia

Shelter Management lerted

17225 - 102 AVENUE
EDMONTON, ALBERTA TSS 1J8 PHONE (403) 483-0105

b



BEi.cVOLENT & PROTECT! = ORDER OF ELKS

OF CANADA
: &l

RED DEER. ALBERTA
RED DEER LODGE No. 86

Aonress a Correspancence
10 the Manager

November 20, 1981

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN

Dear Sir: .
This 1etter w1ll confirm that we gave Checkmate Developments authority

to huild a fence on our property.

Trusting this will clarify any questions relating to this matter.

Yours truly,

J. A, Connelly,
Manager

JAC/ 51t
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1982 01 13

TO: City Clerk

FROM: City Assessor

RE: Shelter Construction on behalf of
Checkmate Developments Ltd.
Fence Encrocachment on City Lane
& Elks Club Property
4902 - 37 Street

We submit the following comments with reference to

your memo of December 22, 1982.

It would appear that the fence not only encroaches

on the City lane right of way but also the Elks property, being
Lots 1 - 6 inclusive, Block 5, Plan 852 HW, which is utilized
for the Club's parking lot and also Lot 5A, Plan 920 KS, which
is the parcel the Elks Club lodge is situated on. Therefore,
in view of the forgeoing, Checkmate Developments Ltd. should
acquire permission from the Elks Club for the fence to remain
in its present position.

If the north south leg of the lane is to be disposed

of to Checkmate Developments Ltd. either by lease or sale, then
the following conditions should apply.

1.

2.

The Fire Department’'s comments should be obtained.
The Elks Club's comments should also be obtained.

The Elks Club should be given the opportunity to purchase
or lease all of the east west leg of the lane.

Access to the utilities existing in the lane must be
maintained in any agreements disposing of the lane. This
access to be by way of registered easements if the lane
right of way is sold.

Disposal of the lane subject to approval by all approving
authorities and agreements to be to the satisfaction of the
City Solicitor.

All legal fees, advertising fees and legal survey fees to
be the responsibility of the lessee or purchaser of the
land right of way.



1982 01 13
Page 2

7. An inhouse appraisal of the parcel places the market value
at $6.15/sg.ft. or $267,894.00/acre. Area of land in
question to be determined by registered legal survey plan.

8. If the lane right of way is sold it is to be consolidated
by plan of survey with purchasers existing property.

9. If the laneway is to be leased the current rate would be

$1.17 per square foot. The rate to be adjusted yearly on
the anniversary date for the duration of the lease.

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

WFL/bt

66 .
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RED DEER REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION

4920-58 STREET P.O.BOX 5002 AED DEER ALBERTA CANADA. TaN 5Y5

DIRECTOR: TELEFHONE:  (403) 343-3394
Robert R. Cundy M.C.I.P. ’

Your File No.

Qur File No.

January 6, 1982

Mr. R. Stollings,
City Clerk

City of Red Deer,
Box 5008

Red Deer, Alta,.

Dear Sir:

Re: Shelter Constructions
Checkmate Development Ltd.

The Checkmate Court has built a wall (fence) on the west
side of the city's north-south lane extending all the way from
37th Street to Lot 5A, Plan 920 K.S., the site of the Elks Club
building. "

The wall has been built partly on the city's lane and partly
on lots 1-6, being the Elks Club parking lot. The public lane
has been turned into private property by blocking the north end
of the lane. The fence even extends 13 metres into the Elks Club
building lot on the north side.

Under the circumstances, we suggest the following permanent
solution:

1) cancellation of "L" shape lane and the sale of the lane to
Checkmate Court and the Elks Club. The east-west part of the
lane to be added to the Elks property and the north-south part
to Checkmate Court. Since there are a number of utilities
that exist on the lane, easements should be granted to the city
in order to protect the utilities.

2) The division of the lane between the two properties has to be
undertaken by a plan of survey, and the lane portion must be
consolidated with the adjoining lot.

The Elks Club may decide to sell a strip of land to Checkmate-
Court to overcome the problem of encroachment of fence on their
property. This could be done at the same time as the survey is done,
to reduce the cost.

. pg. 2
MUNICIPALITIES WITHIN COMMISSION AREA

CITY OF RED DEER—TOWN OF BLACKFALOS—TOWN OF BOWDEN—TOWN OF CARSTAIRS—TOWN OF CASTOR—TOWN OF COROMATION—TOWN OF DIDSBURY—TOWN OF ECKVILLE
TOWN OF INMISFAIL—TOWN OF LACOMBE—TQWN OF OLDS—TOWN OF PENHOLD—TOWN OF ROCKY MOUNTAIN HOUSE—TOWN OF STETTLER--TOWN OF SUNDRE—TOWN OF SYLVAN LAKE
VILLAGE OF ALIX—WILLAGE OF BENTLEY--VILLAGE OF BIG VALLEY—VILLAGE OF BOTHA—VILLAGE OF CARDLINE—VILLAGE OF CLIVE—VILLAGE OF CREMONA—VILLAGE OF DELBURNE
VILLAGE OF DONALDA—VILLAGE OF ELNQRA~-VILLAGE OF GADSBY~—VHLAGE OF HALKIRK—VILLAGE OF MIRROR—-SUMMER VILLAGE OF BIRCHCLIFF~SUMMER VILLAGE OF GULL LAKE
SUMMER VILLAGE GF HALF MQON BAY—SUMMER VILLAGE OF NORGLENWOLD—SUMMER YILLAGE CF ROCHON SANOS—SUMMER VILLAGE OF WHITE SANDS—COUNTY OF LACOMBE No. 14
COUNTY OF MGQUNTAIN VIEW No. 17 -—COEJNTY OF PAINTEARTH Na. 18 —GOUNTY OF RED OEER No. 23 —COUNTY OF STETTLER MNo. 6 --iMPROVEMENT DISTRICT No. 10
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3) If City Council decide to sell the lane, all the related
costs of survey, registration, etc. would be the responsi-

bility of the applicant.

DR/cc

copy to: City Engineer
-~ City Assessor

- Development Officer

Yours truly,

).

- A L__/ LA [

D. Rouhi, MCIP
SENIOR PLANNER
CITY SECTION
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December 305 1981

TO: City Clexk
FROM: City Engineer
RE: Shelter Constructors

Checkmate Court - Fente Encroachment

The Engineering Department advised Sheltexr Constructors on approximately
November 16, 1981 that a letter from the Elks Club would be reguired prior
to proceeding with a license to occupy. The fence presently encroaches on
both City and Elks property and as such no action should be taken until such
time as the Elks indicate their approval of the fence location,

B. C. Jeffers, P. Eng.
City Engineer

RKP/emg
cc - Development Officer
cc = P. Anderson

Commissioners' comments

We would recommend the lane be leased to the applicant SUbjeét to the
conditions outlined in the attached reports and an agreement satisfactory
to the City Solicitor.

"R.J. McGHEE"
Mayor

"™.C. DAY"
City Commissioner
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February 15, 1982

Your Worship & City Council,
City of Red Deer,
Red Deer, Alberta

Your‘Wbrship,

A sincere thanks to each of you and to the people of our
great City, for the gold ring forwarded to me in

recognition of service on City Council,

Sincerely yours

Donala R. 1Hn§n

$23 Stewart Street,
Red Deer, Alberta
T4N 0B5

(403) 343-8510

70.
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—RIAN'S EXCAVATION AND TRL CJHING
25 NEVILLE CLOSE
RED DEER ALBERTA T4P T8

25 Neville Close,
Red Deer, Alberta.
February 16, 1982.

The City of Red Deer
City Clerk's Office
City Hall,

Red Deer, Alberta.

Dear Sir:

Re: Brian's Excavation & Trenching

I am in receipt of two letters dated November 20th, 1981 and
January 28th, 1982 from your office notifying me to remove my equip-
ment stored on my property at 25 Neville Close.

Because I feel this is an injustice, I wish to appeal my case

to city council at an appropriate date. Please let me know as soon

as possible when I may meet with them. Thank you.

Yours truly,

Brian Veer

71.
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February 22, 1982

TO: CITY CLERK

FROM: R. STRADER, DEVELOPMENT OFFICER/BUILDING INSPECTOR

B

BRIAN'S EXCAVATION AND TRENCHING

~In response to your memo on the above, we have the following comments
for Councils consideration.

The above firm has been licensed as a home occupation since November
15, 1979. Home Occupations are defined in the Land Use Bylaw as "means a
use approved by the Municipal Planning Commission to be carried on

(i) in a residential building by the occupant thereof, where such
occupancy is the sole owner or principal shareholder or a partner
having not less than a 50% interest of the use, or

(ii) in an accessory building by the medically certified handicapped
occupant of a residential building situated on the same site.

When approved by the Municipal Planning Commission three conditions are
attached to each approval:

1. No storage on site.
2. Annual review
3. Advertising.
As well each approval is for an office only.

The purpose of the home occupation category of Licensing is to

1. Give the City a control over these kinds of businesses. Cities that
have attempted to eliminate this category and have all business locations
in Commercial districts have found it impossible to completely control. The
time and monies speunt to police those regulations is completely out of pro-
portion to the success of the programs as never are all the operations lo-
cated. All Cities in Alberta have some form of home occupation approval
usually quite similar to ours.-

2. This type of approval allows someone to operate a small scale
operation from'their home until they have expanded to the point that they?
can move into a Commercial or Industrial area. We have seen this happen
with many of our home occupations in Red Deer, as well the person whom
wants to have only a "One man" business is given a place to work from.
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- Page 2 -

One of the conditions that have made this system work is ensuring the
Home Occupation is limited to an office only and that there is no storage
of any type on the site. The only time we receive complaints about Home
Occupations, and we have about 400 licensed per year, is when these two con—
ditions are not adhered to.

In this particular case complaints were received from people in the
neighbourhood to which we responded with the attached letters. Our
Inspections indicated that at times two backhoes and miscellaneocus equipment
were stored on the site, which clearly violates the conditions of the
approval given by Municipal Planning Commission. Mr. Veer has indicated
that he is aware of other Home Occupations that have machines or vehicles
stored on their property. If he wishes to give us these addresses, we will
have them checked and take identical action. We do not have inspections made
on a regular basis of Home Occupations rather we respond to complaints re-

ceived or unless a violation is noted when inspectors are looking into other
situations.

Mr. Veer is being asked to conform to the same regulations as other
Home Occupations. These regulations are, in our opinion, fair and provide
the neighbourhood with an assurance it will remain residential and not
become commercial because of storage and traffic. This particular business
has not been subjected to regulations or enforcement procedures that have
not enforced on other similar situations. We have attached copies of our
correspondence with Mr. Veer, and would like to draw Councils attention to
the application for Home Occupations approval, the notes made and the letter of

approval. These items make it clear that Mr. Veer had been informed as to
the conditions of approval.

We trust this will be of information to Council.

~

yor
s

o / .
S T

R. Strader o
Development Qfficer/ -

Building Inspector
RS/1ls
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Brian Veer - . . R
25 Nevélle Close .° A

- Red Deer, Aiberta,_. B U
. T4P 1T8 : T T

: Dear Mr. Veer°‘*"' -

working on your machinery was proh1b1ted on your property at 25
Nevi?le CIose.?j“;e;p- » b

As of November 20th, 1984 ﬂypur bus1ness Ticense for "Brian s A
Excavating and Trenching was revoked because you fhi]ed to move .ﬂv,; S
your equipment off your prOperty. e R , b

Under the City of Red Deer Land USE ByTaw storage of construction :fij}_f”" .
eauipment 1s prohibfted in an R- 1 zone._w. . k R )

.PTease be advised that you have untiT February Sth 1982 to clear ao "
your construct:on equ1pnent off your property at 25 ﬂevilTe C1ose.; ;-arﬂ{ s

FaiTure to do so will result in court action and the removal of machinery ;1}‘i?f"
by the City of Red Deer.‘ . T e e

- -~

- 3 ) Ty . : L T

Yours tru1y, e S

Ann E. -Savard, . LT
License Inspector ) e
SEONA R . : W
AES/sms . . A"‘_ - :.v_-,"A o A..l - " ;o :”"E" -i ¢ ) o '4.,
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Brian's Excavating & Trenching-,,”i:”"'

X Brian Veer .1 - CT
25 Nevill Close s -
Red Deer, Alberta SRR 7 -
T4P 1T,8 :';_ n ’.,,' . ‘l":"'-,f_{, ‘ Ce e
_De;frﬂt._Veerti?'ji;‘JLE;*??i}FV e ,§,<—H.T.'ﬁx:x : i
T ~V,H?i'ﬂ*fe,lff Re: Leteer. of Sept. 9, 1981 }3;5;"1;7 T
EZI On Sept. 9 1981 this office sdvisad you that the '

atoring snd working on’ your machinery is prohibited on your _{ -:7.‘¢3:
property ‘at 25 Neville Close.j‘i.u S -, - g B )

PN NS B T o “‘q— Te s T ‘ =
. T S S Lt . :
..|,. o e . , : =

Since that time we have had no’ reply from you.f And. ST
as this office has received other complaints we have no choice )
.but to revoke your 1icense. ﬁj_ .rr:«f,zu j»,,f»~»--

ki

1

- ; S w’

ER -

Please be advised that of this date your busineas,Ql"'*(;
license for Brain 8 Exeavating & Trenching is cancelled

-‘é'. fv,.,u s

o e - .
..,,..,. ,-,../

. May 1 draw your attention to section 7 3 of the City of
Red Deer Licensing Bylew 2485/75 E';, K - - i R

“The licensee shall immediately upon being given verbsl SRR

notice, or upon being served. with wvritten notice of . .

the revocation of his. license,_terminate the operation L

of his business. SR ;(; U LT R S

If you feel your business license was injustly renoked
you may appesl to Gouncil for a further decision.

Yoursitruiy, e

i -~ o - - : . -
i - t. — - - .
g . T T a T
' © w7 .. ... . 'Ann E Savard )
S A TR _License Inspector
y S NI < City of R&d Deer -
~ i : ;»'; ~'; - -
- ’ ST ST s - _
ST g . i ~ L
O . - s e _ 3
" - o . < . ’ - - '. ;- -
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Sept. 9, 1981

Brian's Excavating & Trenching
¢/o Brian Veer

25 Neville Close

RED DEER, Alberta

TLHP 1T8

Dear Brian:.

Re: 25 Neville Close

It has come to our attention that you are storing and working on
your machinery in the back yard of 25 Neville Close.

This is to advise you that this is prohibited in a residential area.
If you wish to store and work on your machinery it should be done from a
properly zoned location.

If any further compliants are received at this office, we will have
no choice but to cancel your business license. '

Your immediate attention in this matter is appreciated and if you have
any questions please feel free to contact this office.

Yours truly,

Ann E. Savard
License Inspector
City of Red Deer



Bylaw 2530/78 Form 1

THE CITY OF RED DEER - 77.

RED DEER, ALBERTA

T4N 3T4
¥r. Drian Vear

25 Neville Close
Red Dzer, Alberta

Dear Sir or Madam: o |
The decision of the Municipal Planning Commission at their

meeting of Yave—her 70 199q , in regards to _avpplication for home aecnupation

was as follows:

"That the Municipal Planning Commission approve the.
following Home Occupation, said approval being subject
to review on or before March 31, 1980 or at anytime
thereaf;er and subject to the applicant complying with
all bylaws and regulations of the City of Red Deer and
the decision of the Commission being advertised in a

" local newspaper and no appeal against said decision
being successful.

Brian Veer
25 Meville Close
Red Deer, Alberta

Backhoe eucavation and trenching business (office only). Subjeet to
no storzge on the site.”

NOTE : Any person affected by this decision may appeal sam? within fourteen (14)
days of the date the decision is issued by paying Fh? reqy:red appeal fee,

and by filing an appeal in writing against the decision with the Red Deer
Development Appeal Board, City Hall, Red Deer, Alberta. Appeal forms are
available at City Hall. An appeal may be lodged by one person or by a group

of persons.
if you have any questions pertaining to this decision, please do not hesitate
to contact this office. :

Issued this 22 day of Novenber 1979

Yoursfggﬁfg,

< e
- F . - "-‘e’;‘&z
Piity Clerk F.Lﬂ
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&3\\ o THE CITY OF RFD DFFR.
R T MUNICIPAL PLANNING COMMISSION
@\%\‘ ) xﬁ"# APPLICATION FOR APPROVAL OF HOME OCCUPATION LICENSE
5 "41‘, .
N owre_ N o S (99
oF ] ‘
PPLICANT'S NAME: "?/‘?/,@ rd ? \,(E =N g (Please Print)

AooRESS: 745 Mle (| Cleepone No._34/4 - /1Y .
BUSTNESS TYPE:_— Sric e ho e
BUSINESS NAME: v e s Ev cnvation £ Trepch png.
JSINESS ADDRESS: 05~ Mie ¢, /e Clrse . BUSINESS PHONE NO. 5{// ~S/7
T_ ] BLOCK 7 PLAN 7/.d =22 (0f 5 OWNER_ i~ TENANT

Applicants for Home Occupations are subject to the following conditions after
approval has been granted by the Municipal Planning Commission.

(1 An office only, will be allowed in a residential area where a buS|ness T
is to be operated from a home. o

(2) There wil! be no storage of goods, equrpmen+ or stock allowed in The v"f
home or site of Home Occupation.. S :

(3)  Any vehicles weighing over 4500 !bs. will not.be allowed to~paﬁk qﬁ'_
site of a Home Occupation. B

(4) No work shall be carried on inside or outside of a Residence or‘from;>g LT
any other building on.a site unless person having made application for a- -
Home Occupation, is certified as medically handicapped.

(5) Municipal Planning Commission may, or may not attach conditions
concerning the parked vehicles over 4500 lbs. in or around the vicinity

of a Home Occupation Site.

4. (6)  There is an additional charge of $35.00 for advertising in the local
%ﬁé newspaper of Municipal Planning Commission decisions, as directed by the
Municipal Planning Commission.

I centify that 1 will abide by the above condifions agter 1
have nrecelved my Home Occupation License, knowing that failure
fo do s0 will result in cancellation of this License.

:MARKS: /;/,;4’?/2 4/-{"..- c-./ A—L«CJ{/ J” ) ‘.ﬂ)

«_-—.._/A.a«:\-:.-.n- m-§_u“"_.“'// ;./é.aﬂ.—;z Ae.z;f ] el »"""*f-’wf:"‘{

——d—d« S T 4: B, P ey .4

e f //" /1\" ztlLé{"'(.
- / ¢ Y /r SIGNATURE OF APPLICANTA/ Y/ >

o /: ¢ ,l(t ¢ ( /f f'/_- ,-TAJ_/‘)“, o V2T Tt 7,,;" 7'///’_,
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November 21, 1879
Brian's Excavation & Trenching
25 Neville Close
RED DEER, "Albe-ta

ATTENTION: Mr. Brian P. Veer
Dear Mr, Veer:

RE: Application for a Home Occupation,
excavating license

Please be advised that your application to operate an excavating
business from your home has been approved. However, the approval was given

subject to no parking of equipment on the home occupation site.

Yours truly,

Sharon-Eve McGhee,
License Inspector,
City of Red Deer

SEM/cv

Commissioners' comments:

As can be seen from the attached, a Home Occupation license was granted to
the applicant for an office only in connection with his business, with the specific
condition that no equipment be stored on the site. As Council is aware, hundreds of
such licenses are issued to enable individuals who are starting businesses to have their
mailing address and office in their homes. We believe that this 'is a great benefit to
the various applicants and also a benefit to the City to have scme means of allowing
a businessto become established without the necessity of initial large expenditures.
In general, this system has worked quite well with the vast majority of such
appiications being limited to office only, and with most businesses moving on to
appropriate premises once they have become established. Very few complaints have been
received regarding this system. However, our residential areas must be protected
and when applicants do not conform to the Home Occupation conditions, we believe
action must be taken. We recommend Council support the position of the Development
Officer.

"R.J. McGHEE" Mayor

"M.C. DAY" City Commissioner



THE CITY- OF CALGARY o

CITY CLERK’S DEPARTMENT

NO. § 1982 January 28

- The Henourable Peter Lougheed
President of Executive Council
307 Legislative Building
Edmonton, Alberta
T5K 2B7

Dear Sir:

Re: License Plate Replacement Time A1]owance

Please be advised that Calgary City Council, at its Regular
Meeting held 1982 January 25, adopted the following resolution:

"NOW THEREFQRE BE IT RESOLVED THAT Calgary City Council urge the
Provincial Cabinet to take jmmediate action to amend its
Regulations with respect to the time required for acquiring.
Alberta Motor Vehicle License Plates for vehicles which were
previously licensed in another Province from the present 3 month
period from time of arrival in Alberta to a maximum of four weeks
from the time of arrival in A1berta

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT a letter requesting support be
forwarded to:

n The Alberta Urban Municipalities Association
2) A1l Alberta Cities™

Yours very truly,

"Joyce E. Woodward,

City Clerk.

sh:hs @

c.cC.

Solicitor General

A.U.M.A. ‘
City of Camrose City of St. Albert
City of Drumheller City of Wetaskiwin
City of Edmonton Alderman C. Reid
City of Fort McMurray Alderman R. Hawkesworth
City of Grand Prairie - Alderman B. Lee .
City of Lethbridge City Solicitor
City of Lloydminster - City Clerk

City of Medicine Hat Chief Constable

City of Red Deer «g=eil il Secretary, Board of Commissioners

P.O. BOX 2100 CALGARY, ALBERTA T2P 2M3
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February 11, 1982

TO: CITY CLERK
FROM: DEVELOPMENT OFFICER/BUILDING INSPECTOR
RE: PROVINCIAL LICENSE PLATES

In response to your memo on the above subject, we have the follow-
ing comments for Council's consideratiom.

A change as proposed for acquiring Alberta license plates would be
of benefit to our department. Specifically in the area of by-law
enforcement, it would enable us to locate persons who have sum—
monses issued to them much quicker. At present an out of province
plate has six (6) months during which meter tags, etc., if not paid
for by the owner, cannot be traced for service of a summons.

We would support the proposed change in Provincial Regulations.

3

/_ .

-
(&%
RYAN STRADER,

Development Officer/
Building Inspector

RS/gr



l Government  Gouvernement -
of Canada du Canada MEMORANDUM N = DE SERVICE 82.
r— —l SECURITY - CLASSIFICATION - DE SECURITE
™ ’ " R. Stollings |
City Clerk OUR FILE/NQTRE REFERENCE
L J
]— —‘ YOUR FILE/VOTRE REFERENCE
F_R.EJM : ’ o
PE Cst. J.R. RIOUX _ oATE
L Red Deer City Traffic ] 82 FEB 11
Sejes  Re: License Plate Replacement Time Allowance

1. Your request dated 82 FEB 10 is hereby acknowledged. We
have had an opportunity to review the letter from Jayce WOODWARD, City Clerk,
Calgary, Alberta and are in agreement with the proposal. The follow1ng are our
observations and recommendations:

a) Our office regularly receives complaints of erratic drivers from
out of province and subsequent investigation reveals that these
vehicles have been in Alberta for some time.

b) Owners of vehicles from those provinces with govermment insurance
would be forced to insure their vehicles in Alberta and not be
subject to charges of unlnsured vehicles once their registrations
expire.

¢) Could an exception to those vehicles from the United States be granted
until they receive landed immigrant status. They can not register
the vehicle in Alberta. Perhaps a proposal can be put forth that as
long as these vehicles are insured, they can be operated on their
existing registration.

2. We feel that to reduce the period of time to one month/four
weeks, would fac111tate the enforcement of vehicular movements in Alberta.

r/;}z'//, L ",/’_— -
~{J.R. Rioux} Cst.
Red Deer City Traffic
(D.H.S.L.) Cpl.
N.C,0. i/c Traffic

/clj



Phona 352-3344

CITY OF WETASKIWIN

WETASKIWIN
ALBERTA CANADA
T9A 269

February 17, 1982

The Honourable Peter Lougheed -
President, Executive Council
307 Legislative Building
Edmonton, Alberta

TSK 2B7

Dear Sir:

RE: License Plate Replacement
Time Allowance :

At its regular meeting held February 15, 1982, Council passed
the following resolution: :

"BE IT RESOLVED THAT Council of the City of Wetaskiwin
urgdes the Provincial Cabinet to amend its Regulations
with respect to the time required for acquiring Alberta
Motor Vehicle License Plates for vehicles which were
previously licensed in another Province from the present
three month period from time of arrival in Alberta to a

P.O BOX 6266

83.

maximum of four weeks from the time of arrival in Alberta.”

Yours truly,

(’(L Lo L'J—'v—; L-:/ —
(Mrs.) A.M. Hopfe
City Clerk

cc: Hon. G.L. Harle, Solicitor General
A.U.M.A.
All Alberta Cities
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ALBERTA - CANADA

OFFICE OF

CITY CLERK 600-2a

February 16, 1982

The Honourable Peter Lougheed
President of Executive Council
307 Legislative Building
EDMONTON, Alberta

TSK 2B7

Dear Sir:

RE:; License Plate Replacement Time Allowance

" Attached hereto is a copy of a letter from the City Clerk
for the City of Calgary, which was presented at a regular
meeting of the City Council held on Monday, February 15th-
and 'in this connection the following resolution was passed:
as is presented to you for your respected con51derat10n.

"THAT letter from Mrs. Joyce WOOdward, City
Clerk for the City of Calgary, dated January
28, requesting support to the Calgary City
Council resolution regarding the License
plate replacement time allowance, be filed
AND FURTHER THAT the City of Lethbridge sup-
port the position taken by the City of Calgary.'

. Yours truly,
N

John/Gerla
CITY CLERK

JG/tf

cc: Mrs. Joyce E. Woodward
Honourable G.L. ‘Harle, Solicitor General
A.U.M.A.
Alberta Cities
City Manager



Commissicners' comments

48

There would be a number of advantages to requiring an earlier
change of license plate and we would recommend Council support the position

taken by The City of Calgary.

"R.J. McGHEE"
Mayor

"M.C. DAY"™
City Commissioner

85.
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< NO. 8
FEBRUARY 8, 1982,
TO THE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL:
Wa ~he Taxi ODwner-0Operators of The City of Red Deer reques: that amendmenis
<0 “he existing Bylaw %o, 2742/31 te mads, regafding the issuing of city license
@lates as defined in section 1.5, We feel these plates, should be:issued to the
arsyal Gwner—Ube:ator of the vshicles. We are the ones, direcitly responsible for

he operaticn of the Taxi, and all incurring costs and expenses.

Presently, we are completely controlled and dictated to, by our respected brokers.

Should any dispute arise, we are just told to leave, which leaves. us unemployed,
with an unoperable and unlicenmsed Taxi. This we feel in very unfairz, for we

are the backbone of our industry.

By allowing for the plates to be issued o us, the brokers, would ihen deal with
us, as independent businessmen. The broker, that would offer us the best working

conditions, will benefi: from this amendmenz.

We intend to be represented at this next Council Meeting :o supply council with

any further information.

ENERR

N VsAm_ALs ALIAE

86.



DE

Government  Gouvernement

of Canada  du Canada - MEMORANDUM N~ E DE SERVICE
' 87.
r- _] SECURITY - CLASSIFlCATIPN - DE SECURITE
R. Stollings
City Clerk
OUR FILE/NQTRE R.EFERENCE
L. J
— ] YOUR FILE/VOTRE REFERENCE
FROM Red Deer City Detachment ~
DATE
L ] 82 FEB 11
suesecT By-Law No. 2742/81
©BJET  Taxi Owner-Operators
1. Receipt of your letter dated 82 FEB 10 is acknowledged.
2. We can only foresee one problem with the enclosed request. If the owner-operator

1s issued a City Licence plate, as requested, then in effect there would be one vehicle
with two different registered owners, provincial and mumicipal. If the provincial
registration, in some way, reflects the name of the owner-operator, then we can see no
problem. This is to ensure that our office can locate the rightful owner of the taxi-cab
should we have to investigate any complaints against the registered -owner.

3. The following are our own submissions with regard to the above By-law:

a) Section 6.2.2. - Inclusive of a paragraph g - a list of all provinces the
applicant has been licenced in

b) Section 6.4 - we would like to see the issuance of a temporary licence in
order that a possible employee can accompany the driver and orientate himself with Red
Deer and the By-law.

4. The above proposal (b) would enable ‘the licencees to hire the best man p0551b1e
and insure that prior to his being employed, he is familiar with the City.

5. Being as for proposal (a), we have found that driver's have been licenced in
Alberta while under. suspension in another Province. By knowing the previous province,
we are able to ascertain if that individual has a driving record detrimental to his
operating a taxi-cab.

O,
-, = et

[J R lene}' Cst
Red Deer City Traffic

/clp
(D.H.S.L.) Cpl.
N.C.0. i/c Traffic
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February 11, 1982

TO: CITY CLERK.
FROM: DEVELOPMENT OFFICER/BUILDING INSPECTOR
RE: TAXT BYLAW

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

The issue before Council is whether the bylaw should be amended .to
allow persons who own their own vehicle to purchase a taxi license
plate. At present the bylaw is not explicit as to whether or not
this would be permitted.

Allowing only the companies which have been approved under the author-
ity of the bylaw to purchase plates ensures that we do not have one—
man taxi companies operating. The rationale for having a minimum
number of cabs a company must operate (3), is that without the re-
strictions, an operator could work in peak times only. This could
lead to eventually having no one working the late night hours or other
times when calls are slow.

After discussing the potential problems in dealing with the above situ-
ation, we feel that it is unlikely to occur and if it does, can be
controlled. Providing the plates are issued to a bona fide driver
operator, that is, someone who owns his wvehicle, has it registered in
his name and has his own insurance and Provincial livery license, we
feel the proposal could work. These driver/operators would be re—
sponsible for providing the mechanical inspection certificate and what-
ever other documentation is required.
Pl (" =
Vs

S
- RYAN STRADER,
Development Officer/
Building Inspector

RS/gr



Commissioners' comments " 89,

We cannot see any significant difference between the City issuing the
City vehicle taxi license plate to either the owner operator or the Taxi Company
with which such owner operator is affiliated. In either case the plate remains
the property of the City. In the case where the plate has been issued to the
Taxi Company, in the event that the owner operator is no longer affiliated
with such Company, the plate must be returned to the City. If the owner operator
then affiliates himself with another Company, such Company merely applles to
the City for a plate to cover that vehicle.

In the event that the platé were issued directly to the owner operator
and he becomes no longer affiliated with a given Taxi Company, he cannot operate:
independently unless he forms his own Company and if he wishes to affiliate with
another Company, we must have a mechanism so that the City is aware of this changes
of affiliation.

From the foregoing, it can be seen that it makes little difference in
our cpinion to whom the plate is issued. However, the owner operators feel that the
changes proposed would be more beéneficial to themselves and we would not oppose
such change, if Council wishes to take this action and providing the conditions
outlined by the City Solicitor are complied with, and we would suggest the Taxi
Bylaw be amended to make the holder of the Taxi license plate responsible for the
mechanical fitness report for the vehicle.

"R.J. McGHEE"
Mayor
"M.C. DAY"

City Commissioner



