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February 25, 1997

All Departments

: City Clerk

PLEASE POST FOR THE INFORMATION OF ALL EMPLOYEES

SUMMARY OF DECISIONS
ok kR o K
FOR THE REGULAR MEETING OF RED DEER CITY COUNCIL
HELD IN THE COUNCIL CHAMBERS, CITY HALL
MONDAY, FEBRUARY 24, 1997
COMMENCING AT 4:30 P.M.
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Confirmation of the Minutes of the Regular Meeting of February 10, 1997

DECISION - Confirmed as transcribed
PAGE #

UNFINISHED BUSINESS
1. Inspections & Licensing Manager - Re: One Hour Parking o1
DECISION - Agreed to continue One Hour Free Parking in

Downtown and the present method of calculating the
Business contribution towards same

2. City Clerk - Re: Business Tax Bylaw Amendment 3128/A-97
(See Bylaw Section for Readings) 7

DECISION - Report received as information



Summary of Decisions
February 25, 1997

Page 2

(3)

PUBLIC HEARINGS

REPORTS

1.

Parkland Community Planning Services - Re: Land Use Bylaw
Amendment 3156/H-97 (Part of the SE V4 10-38-27-4) / Anders
East - Phases 5C & 5D - Anders East Developments Lid. (See
Bylaw Section for Readings)

DECISION - Report received as information

E. L. & P. Manager - Re: Electric Rate Changes / Utility Bylaw
Amendment 2960/B-97 / Schedule “C" (See Bylaw Section for
Readings)

DECISION - Report received as information

City Assessor - Re: Fees for Information / Bylaw No. 3182/97 to

Repeal Bylaw No. 2961/88 (See Bylaw Section for Readings)

DECISION - Report received as information

. Parkland Community Planning Services - Re: Land Use Bylaw

Amendment 3156/G-97 (Part of the SW 4 14-38-27-4) Deer
Park - Phase 7B / Melcor Developments Lid. (See Bylaw
Section for Readings)

DECISION - Report received as information

City Clerk - New Council Policy No. 4103 - City Interventions:
Alberta Energy & Utilities Board (AEUB) Rate Applications
DECISION - Agreed to new Council Policy No. 4103 - City

Interventions: Alberta Energy & Utilities Board Rate
Applications

.15

.18

.21

.23

.27



Summary of Decisions
February 25, 1997
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6.

Inspections & Licensing Manager - Re: Construction Permit
Fees / Bylaw Amendment 3149/A-97 / Increase In Fees (See
Bylaw Section for Readings)

DECISION - Report received as information

CORRESPONDENCE

1.

Ronald McGinnis - Re: Handicap Parking Penalty / Request to
Cancel Violation Ticket

DECISION - Agreed not to deal with this matter

. Snell & Oslund Surveys (1979) Ltd. - Re: Request to Amend

Road Closure Bylaw 3160/96 - Subdivision of Lot 1, Block 9,
Plan 962-1393 and Part of Kennedy Drive / (See Bylaw Section
for Readings)

DECISION - Correspondence received as information
Janelle Bergey - Re: Request to Amend Health Bylaw No.
2934/87, Schedule “D” - Smoking in the Work Place

DECISION - Agreed not to change the Health Bylaw relative
to smoking in the workplace

Rocky & Susan Jones - Re: Application To Retroactively

Reduce Lot Price - Oriole Park

DECISION - ltem withdrawn

.30

. 40

.50

.55

.59



Summary of Decisions
February 25, 1997
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5. People’s Choice Kitchen & Bath - Re: Application for

Discretionary Use at #5401-48 Avenue (Lot 1, Block 33, Plan
656 N.Y.)

DECISION - Denied application for a discretionary land use
at #5401 - 48 Avenue

PETITIONS AND DELEGATIONS

NOTICES OF MOTION

WRITTEN INQUIRIES

BYLAWS

1.

2960/B-97 - Utility Bylaw Amendment / Amend Utility Bylaw No.
2960/88 / Schedule “C” Electric Rate Changes - 3 Readings

DECISION - Bylaw given 3 Readings

3128/A-97 - Amend Business Tax Bylaw 3128/95 - 3" Reading
DECISION - Bylaw given 3" Reading

3149/A-97 - Amendment to Permit Fee Bylaw No. 3149/95 /
Increase in Rates - 3 Readings

DECISION - Bylaw given 1% and 2" Readings

3156/G-97 - Land Use Bylaw Amendment / Part of the SW Y
14-38-27-4 / Deer Park - Phase 7B (Melcor Developments Ltd.)
- 1% Reading

DECISION - Bylaw given 1* Reading

.63

.. 72
.18

.78
.30

.. 88
.23
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5. 3156/H-97 - Land Use Bylaw Amendment / Part of the SE 4 10-
38-27-4 / Anders East - Phases 5C & 5D - Anders East
Developments Ltd. - 1% Reading

DECISION - Bylaw given 1% Reading
6. 3160/A-97 - Road Closure Bylaw Amendment / Amend Legal
Description of Land - 3 Readings

DECISION - Bylaw given 3 Readings

7. 3182/97 - The Taxation and Assessment Fees Bylaw / To
Repeal Bylaw No. 2961/88 - 3 Readings

DECISION - Bylaw given 3 Readings

..90
.15

.92
.50

.. 93
.21



AGENDA
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FOR THE REGULAR MEETING OF RED DEER CITY COUNCIL
TO BE HELD IN THE COUNCIL CHAMBERS, CITY HALL
MONDAY, FEBRUARY 24, 1997
COMMENCING AT 4:30 P.M.
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Confirmation of the Minutes of the Regular Meeting of February 10, 1997

UNFINISHED BUSINESS
1. Inspections & Licensing Manager - Re: One Hour Parking

2. City Clerk - Re: Business Tax Bylaw Amendment 3128/A-97
(See Bylaw Section for Readings)

PUBLIC HEARINGS

REPORTS

1. Parkland Community Planning Services - Re: Land Use Bylaw
Amendment 3156/H-97 (Part of the SE 4 10-38-27-4) / Anders
East - Phases 5C & 5D - Anders East Developments Ltd. (See
Bylaw Section for Readings)

2. E. L. & P. Manager - Re: Electric Rate Changes / Utility Bylaw
Amendment 2960/B-97 / Schedule “C” (See Bylaw Section for
Readings)

3. City Assessor - Re: Fees for Information / Bylaw No. 3182/97 to
Repeal Bylaw No. 2961/88 (See Bylaw Sectiori for Readings)

PAGE #

.15

.18

.21



4.

Parkland Community Planning Services - Re: Land Use Bylaw
Amendment 3156/G-97 (Part of the SW 4 14-38-27-4) Deer
Park - Phase 7B / Melcor Developments Ltd. (See Bylaw
Section for Readings)

City Clerk - New Council Policy No. 4103 - City Interventions:
Alberta Energy & Utilities Board (AEUB) Rate Applications

Inspections & Licensing Manager - Re: Construction Permit
Fees / Bylaw Amendment 3149/A-97 / Increase In Fees (See
Bylaw Section for Readings)

CORRESPONDENCE

1.

Ronald McGinnis - Re: Handicap Parking Penalty / Request to
Cancel Violation Ticket

Snell & Oslund Surveys (1979) Ltd. - Re: Request to Amend
Road Closure Bylaw 3160/96 - Subdivision of Lot 1, Block 9,
Plan 962-1393 and Part of Kennedy Drive / (See Bylaw Section
for Readings)

Janelle Bergey - Re: Request to Amend Health Bylaw No.
2934/87, Schedule “D” - Smoking in the Work Place

Rocky & Susan Jones - Re: Application To Retroactively
Reduce Lot Price - Oriole Park

People’s Choice Kitchen & Bath - Re: Application for
Discretionary Use at #5401-48 Avenue (Lot 1, Block 33, Plan
656 N.Y.)

PETITIONS AND DELEGATIONS

NOTICES OF MOTION

WRITTEN INQUIRIES

.23

.27

.30

.40

.50

. 55

.59

.63



BYLAWS

1.

2960/B-97 - Utility Bylaw Amendment / Amend Utility Bylaw No.
2960/88 / Schedule “C” Electric Rate Changes - & Readings

3128/A-97 - Amend Business Tax Bylaw 3128/95 - 3° Reading

3149/A-97 - Amendment to Permit Fee Bylaw No. 3149/95 /
Increase in Rates - 3 Readings

3156/G-97 - Land Use Bylaw Amendment / Part of the SW Y4
14-38-27-4 / Deer Park - Phase 7B (Melcor Developments Ltd.)
- 1" Reading

3156/H-97 - Land Use Bylaw Amendment / Part of the SE V4 10-
38-27-4 / Anders East - Phases 5C & 5D - Anders East
Developments Ltd. - 1% Reading

3160/A-97 - Road Closure Bylaw Amendment / Amend Legal
Description of Land - 3 Readings

3182/97 - The Taxation and Assessment Fees Bylaw / To
Repeal Bylaw No. 2961/88 - 3 Readings

Committee of the Whole:

(a) Land Matter
ib) Land Matter
ic) Legal Opinion

.72
.18

..78
.30

.. 88
.23

..90
.15

.92
.50

.. 93
.21
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Unfinished Business

MEI10

DATE: February 19, 1997

TO: KELLY KLOSS
City Clerk

FROM: RYAN STRADER

Inspections & Licensing Manager

RE: ONE HOUR PARKING

When City Council approved the above referenced program, a report to Council on the “free
parking program,” operated for one year, was to be submitted by the administration. Also, we
were to report on how a proposal to place advertising signs on the parking meters was
proceeding. An interested contractor was found who was operating similar businesses in two
other Alberta cities; however, they were unable to proceed as there was no interest from the
business community.

Attached is a survey that was conducted by the Town Center Association, which concludes that
the majority of those businesses effected by the program are in favor of it being continued.

The most notable exception is that some businesses in the one hour zone feel their contribution
entitles them to park all day at a meter. Some even go as far as rubbing the chalk marks off
their tires. Our conclusion is that for 1996, it appears the program will be effectively revenue
neutral, however this could change quickly and instead produce a deficit.

When considering the one hour program, we should begin with our 1996 parking budget and
actual numbers as shown.

(A) Total Budgeted - Parking Revenue $296,648.00
(B) Total - Actual Revenue - December 1996 $314,476.00

Which is comprised of:

u Revenue from on-street meters:
(A)  Budget $189,000.00
(B)  Actual - December 1996 $192,764.00
| Off Street Parking:
(A)  Budget $107,648.00
(B)  Actual - December 1996 $121,712.00

u Other revenue sources:
(A) Fines - Budget $196,200.00
(B)  Actual - December 1996 $316,121.00



CITY CLERK - ONE HOUR PARKING
February 19, 1997

Page 2

L The total revenue from parking was:
(A)  Budgeted $492.848.00
(B)  Actual - December 1996 $630,597.00

Our projected deficit for 1996 was $37,819.00, and our actual will be a surplus of approximately
$130,000.00 when the business contribution is included. These totals will be effected by any
spending above budget such as vandalism or snow removal.

We are aware that the method used to calculate the business contribution is considered unfair
by some businesses. When the Downtown Planning Committee considered the free parking
program, the business contribution caiculation was carefully considered, and several methods of
calculating this were explored before a decision was made. Cne of the considerations was that
regardless of the business size, all have the same access to parking; therefore the assumption
is that they should all make equal payments. Another consideration is that this system is
reasonably simple to calculate and to collect. Alternate and more complicated systems would
increase our collection cost, which in turn would increase the amount each business would be
required to contribute. Whatever system is utilized, it will appear unfair to some segment of the
effected group.

The surpius that we have for this year should not be taken as an indication that 1997 will be as
successful. In fact, we have budgeted for a $65,000 deficit when the budget was put together,
as our revenues were not as good at that time as shown now. However, fine revenue could drop
back to 1995 levels, people could start using other parking areas all of which would have a
negative effect on parking revenue.

When trying to determine what affect the one hour program has had on revenues, it is difficult in
view that we do not have the ability to segregate the revenue by specific locations other than
on/off-street meter/spitter lots etc. Consequently, we have no exact way of determine the impact
the one hour program has had on revenue. For what reason fine revenue is increased is difficult
to determine. or if it is related to the one hour parking program.

| Revenue from on-street meters:
Actual - 1995 $274,253.00
Budget - 1996 $189,000.00
Actua! - 1996 $192,764.00

Revenue for on-street parking in 1995 was $274,253.00, and $192,764.00 in 1996, which means
a loss of $81,489.00 in that category. As nothing else has changed, it seems likely that the bulk
of the reduction is occurring from reduced revenue in the one hour parking zone. This is offset
by the actual business contribution of $28,000.00 per year, giving a net loss of $53,489.00. Fine
revenue in 1995 was $209,000.00, and in 1996 the actual revenue of $316,121.00, a gain of
$107,121.00. The increase in fine revenue is not primarily from the one hour zone, as the
Commissioners advise that generally most tickets are written outside of the area.

The bulk of the on street meters, and certainly those with the highest occupancy, are located in
the one hour district, therefore the reduction in revenue can be attributed mostly to the one hour
free parking.



CITY CLERK - ONE HOUR PARKING
February 19, 1997
Page 3

It appears the 1 hour program is costing the park fund approximately $50,000.00 per year. This
year, this has been offset by increased fine revenue, but if this declines, we will have to consider
an increase to the business contribution for this program.

RECOMMENDATIONS: (a) Continuation of the program.

(b) The method of calculating the business contribution remain
the same.

(c) All of the participants should be aware that if significant
changes to the revenue accounts occur, there will be a
need to consider changes to the free parking program.

Sincerely,

,»)’,V

Y/

Py ?‘L\ ,,,,, e E——
R. STRADER
Inspections & Licensing Department
RS:yd
Att

c Bryon Jeffers, Director of Development Services
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ONE HOUR FREE PARKING SURVEY
November 25, 1996

As requested by the City of Red Deer, the Association completed a survey of businesses in the
downtown, affected by the one hour free parking, to determine the affects and values of the
one hour free concept.

The survey was distributed as our November newsletter by Canada Post, with a total of 753
copies being maitled. They went to businesses alone. The response on the total distribution
was 4.7 %, which is consided a reasonable return on any survey. Of the ‘73" a}‘fected busi-

oo e

The survey clearly indicated that no response would be recorded as in favor of the program,
and that if business had a problem with the program, they must respond, so that Council
can make a final decision on the program.

Results of the questions were as follows;

1. We like the one hour program and want it continued. 77% of responses.
represents 97.8% of affected
businesses.

2. We do not like the program and want it dis-continued. 22.7% of responses.
represents 2.2% of affected
businesses.

3. We think $15 a month for free parking is reasonable. 50% of responses.

4. We think the assessment is unfair. 41% of responses.

5. Free one hour parking has been good for our clients. 73% of responses.

6. Free one hour parking has hurt our business. 4.5% of responses.

7. We would like the free one hour parking extended to our block.
7 businesses not in the program, selected this question, and indicated they want to be
included in the one hour free parking.

One response suggested the one hour should be two hour free.

Comments were made that the assessment should be based on square footage, not simply a
flat fee. Comments were made that the City should simply cover the cost within the existing
parking budget, without the need for any assessment.



DATE: FEBRUARY 14, 1997

TO: MAYOR & CITY COUNCIL

FROM: DOWNTOWN PLANNING COMMITTEE
RE: ONE HOUR FREE PARKING PROGRAM

At the Wednesday, February 12, 1997 meeting of the Downtown Planning Committee,
the following resolution was introduced and passed supporting continuation of the One
Hour Free Parking program:

“THAT the Downtown Planning Committee recommend to
Red Deer City Council

(@)  Continuation of the One Hour Free Parking Program;

(b) That the method of calculating the business
contribution remain the same;

(cy  That all of the participants be aware that if significant
changes to the revenue accounts occur, there will be
a need to consider changes to the free parking
program.”

Respectfully submitted,

)Z%//M/aa “5 T

afm— CLARENCE TORGERSON
Chairman
Downtown Planning Committee



Comments:

We concur with the recommendations of the Downtown Planning Committee with the
understanding that the Inspections and Licensing Manager will monitor the revenue during the
course of 1997. If it appears there is a significant shortfall in revenue, same shall be reported to

Council.
“B. HULL”
Deputy Mayor

“H. M. C. DAY”
City Manager
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Council Decision - February 24, 1997 Meeting

DATE: February 25, 1997

TO: Inspections & Licensing Manager

FROM: City Clerk

RE: ONE HOUR PARKING

Reference Report: Inspections and Licensing Manager,

dated February 19, 1997

Resolution Passed:

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered report
from the Inspections and Licensing Manager, dated February 19, 1997 re: One
Hour Parking, hereby agrees as follows:

1. That the One Hour Free Parking Program in Downtown
Red Deer be continued;

2. That the method of calculating the business contribution
towards the One Hour Free Parking remain as is;

3. That the Inspections and Licensing Manager continue to
monitor the revenue during the course of 1997, and if it
appears there is a significant shortfall in revenue, a report
is to be presented back to City Council;

and as presented to Council February 24, 1997.”

Report Back to Council Required: As per the above resolution.

Kel Kloss/

City Clerk
/clr

c Director of Development Services
City Assessor

Downtown Planning Committee
Manager, Towne Centre Association



ltem No. 2

DATE:
TO:
FROM:

RE:

February 13, 1997
City Council
City Clerk

BUSINESS TAX BYLAW AMENDMENT 3128/A-97

At the Council Meeting of February 10, 1997, Council gave 1* and 2™ Readings to Business
Tax Bylaw Amendment 3128/A-97. | have attached hereto, for your information, the reports that
appeared on that Council agenda.

Business Tax Bylaw Amendment 3128/A-97 is now being presented for consideration of third

Reading.

RECOMMENDATION

Council may now give Business Tax Bylaw Amendment 3128/A-97 third Reading.

,

City Clerk

KK/clr
attchs.



DATE: February 4, 1997

TO: City Clerk

FROM: City Assessor

RE: BUSINESS ASSESSMENT & TAX

City Council has passed Business Tax bylaw #3128/95 pursuant to the Municipal

Government Act. This bylaw incorporates the tax rate.

Section 377(1) of this Act reads:

“Each Council that has passed a business tax bylaw must pass a business tax

rate bylaw annually.”

1995 and 1996 history of City of Red Deer Business Assessment and Tax

1995 Business Tax Budget
Number of Business Tax Accounts
Actual Business Tax Collected
Collections in Excess of Budget

1996 Business Tax Budget
Number of Business Tax Accounts
Actual Business Tax Collected
Collections Short of Budget

and projected for 1997

Business Tax Budget

Less Allowance for business moves
(incorporated in budget)

Total Adjusted Business Tax Budget

Number of Business Tax Accounts:

Business Assessment:
Projected 1997 Business Assessment

At Same Rate as 1995/96 - 2.10% - income
Less Additional Allowance for Business moves
Actual Projected Income for 1997

Budgeted Business Tax Income
Projected Income for 1997
Shorttall

1,662,376
1,963
1,746,442
84,066

1,764,000
1,995
1,687,274
76,726

1,782,000

—35.000
1,747,000

1,988

82,662,520

1,735,913

—43.000
1,692,900

1,747,000

1.693.000
$ 54,000



City Clerk
February 4, 1997
Page 2

The projected shortfall in the Business Tax Levy can be made up from the mill
rate stabilization fund. This can then be reviewed and adjusted in the 1998
budget year.

The reasons for the decline in business tax revenue are difficult to pinpoint. (i.e.
business move-outs during the year that require a refund of paid tax and new
businesses move-ins that start during the year) Obviously the reductions are
greater than the increases, as is evident from the number of businesses in 1996
to 1997 and the decline in revenue experienced in 1996.

RECOMMENDATION
Respectfully recommend, in accordance with City Council direction, that the 1997

Business Tax Rate in Bylaw 3128/95, Section 6, be set at 2.10%. This is the same rate
as passed by Council for 1995 and 1996 taxation.

Al Knight, AM.AA.
City Assessor

AK/ngl

c.c. Director of Corporate Services
Tax Coordinator
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Comments: (Comments appearing on Council Agenda of February 10, 1997)

We concur with the recommendation of the City Assessor and that Council give three
readings to Bylaw Amendment No. 3128/A-97.

“G. D. SURKAN"
Mayor

“H. M. C. DAY”
City Manager



FILE

Council Decision - February 24, 1997 Meeting

DATE: February 25, 1997

TO: City Assessor

FROM: City Clerk

RE: BUSINESS TAX BYLAW AMENDMENT 3128/A-97

Reference Report: City Clerk, dated February 13, 1997

Bylaw Passed: Business Tax Bylaw Amendment 3128/A-97 was given 3¢
Reading at the Council Meeting of February 24, 1997. A
copy is attached hereto.

Report Back to Council Required: No

Comments/Further Action: Our office will be distributing an amended consolidated

copy of Business Tax Bylaw 3128/95, in due course.

Kelly K /
City Clerk

fclr
attchs.

c Director of Corporate Services
Tax Coordinator
C. Rausch




DATE: February 4, 1997

TO:

FROM:

RE:

City Clerk

City Assessor

BUSINESS REVITALIZATION ZONE TAX RATE

Alberta Regulation 377/94, Section 19, states:

“(1)  Each council that has passed a business revitalization zone tax bylaw must
pass a business revitalization zone tax rate bylaw annually.” And

“(3) The business revitalization zone tax rate for a zone must be sufficient to raise
the amount that the board is to receive from the municipality in respect of the
business revitalization zone tax as set out in the board's approved budget.”

Some history from the last two years on the assessment in the Business Revitalization
Zone is as follows:

1995

1996

1997

Number of Businesses assessed:

Total Business Assessment

Budget as approved by Council
Actual Collected
Shorttall

Number of Businesses assessed
Total Business Assessment

Budget as approved by Council
Actual Collected
Shortfall

Number of Businesses assessed
Total Business Assessment

Budget as approved by Council

436
13,693,950

111,000
109,056
1,944

430
13,246,890

111,000

—107.227

3,473

410
12,819,810

111,000
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City Clerk
February 5, 1997
Page 2
Number of Businesses Assessment
$14,000,000

288 $13,000,000 -

350 $12,000,000 -

250 $10,000,000 -

200 $9,000,000 -

$8,000,000 -

1995 1996 1997

1995 1996 1997

Provincial legislation requires that, if and when a business closes, relocates or, downsizes, a
refund of the unused portion of the tax is made. In 1995 and 1996, it is evident by the number
of businesses in the Business Revitalization Zone and the total assessment that more
businesses are relocating, closing, etc., than are establishing or moving into the zone. The
result is decreased assessment.

To satisfy the legislation and comply with the budget request of the Towne Centre Association
as approved by City Council for 1997 at $111,000, we respectfully recommend a rate of 0.61%
be approved. (1995 and 1996 rate was 0.57%). This represents an increase of approximately
7%. The Towne Centre Association maintains a contingency account and will utilize this if a
shortfall occurs in 1997.

The Business Revitalization Zone Rate Bylaw, as approved in the past, has incorporated a
minimum $100 Business Revitalization zone tax. Information available indicates that 218 of the
410 Business Revitalization zone accounts in 1997 will experience pno Business Revitalization
Zone tax increase and 192 of the 410 will experience an increase utilizing the 0.61% tax rate, as
recommended. In 1996, 229 accounts were at the $100 minimum.

The Towne Centre Association has advised that they do not wish to have the shortfall in 1995
and/or 1996 added to the 1997 levy. The shortfall will be made up from the contingency fund,
as noted above.
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City Clerk
February 4, 1997
Page 3

RECOMMENDATION

To comply with legislation and collect the required funds for the Towne Centre Association,
we respectfully recommend that Council amend Bylaw 3128/95, Clause 7(1) to the rate of
0.61% in place of 0.57%, with all other wording and sections to remain the same.

/
Al Knight, AM.XA.
City Assessor

AK/ngl

c.c. Director of Corporate Services
Taxation Coordinator
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Comments: (Camments appearing on Council Agenda of February 10, 1997)

We concur with the recommendation of the City Assessor and that Council give three
readings to Bylaw Amendment No. 3128/A-97. As pointed out in the report from the City
Assessor, once a budget is approved for the Business Revitalization Zone, Council is
obliged by regulation to raise the amount required from the contributing businesses.

“G. D. SURKAN”
Mayor

“H. M. C. DAY”
City Manager



ftem No. 1 15
Reports

N FPARKLAND
COMMUNITY
PLANN IN G Sutte 500, 4808 Ross Street

Red Deer, Alberta T4N 1X5

f‘* E RV'CE‘) Phone: (403) 343-3394

FAX: (403) 346-1570

Date: February 18, 1997

To: City Council

From: Frank Wong, Planning Assistant

Re: Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/H-97
Part of the SE 1/4 Sec. 10-38-27-4

Anders East - Phases §C & 5D
Anders East Developments Ltd.

Al-Terra Engineering Ltd., on behalf of Anders East Developments Ltd., is proposing to
redesignate 3 41 ha (8.43 ac) of land in the southwest portion of Anders East Subdivision for
residential use. The proposed redesignation will be from A1 Future Urban Development District
to R1 Residential Low Density District and R1A Residential (Semi-Detached Dwelling) District.

The redesignation will accommodate 12 single family lots and 14 semi-detached lots in Phase
5C and 12 single family lots and 12 semi-detached lots in Phase 5D. The proposal does not
comply with the Outline Plan and an application to amend the Outline Plan is being processed
simultaneously with the land use amendment. An open house regarding the Outline Plan
amendment will be held on February 19, 1997 for area residents. Our written report on the
Outline Plan amendment will be available for the March 10, 1997 Council agenda. A verbal
report on the Open House will be available at the February 24 Council meeting.

Recommendation

Planning staff recommend that City Council proceed with first reading of the Land Use Bylaw
Amendment 3156/H-97.

Sincerely,

Frank Wong, ¢
Planning Assistant

Attachment
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Comments:

In order to assist the Developer by expediting the process, we are recommending that Council
give 1% reading to Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/H-97 at this meeting. However,
depending upon the outcome of the consultation with the neighbourhood at the public meeting,
we may not be able to support 2" and 3" readings of this bylaw amendment.

“B. HULL”
Deputy Mayor

“H. M. C. DAY~
City Manager
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Council Decision - February 24, 1997 Meeting

DATE: February 25, 1997

TO: Principal Planner

FROM: City Clerk

RE: LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT 3156/H-97,

PART OF THE SE Vs SEC. 10-38-27-4,
ANDERS EAST - PHASES 5C & 5D (Anders East Developments Ltd.)

Reference Report: Planning Assistant, Parkland Community Planning
Services, dated February 18, 1997

Bylaw Passed: Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/H-97 was given
1% Reading. A copy is attached hereto.

Report Back to Council Required: Yes, Public Hearing to be held March 24, 1997 at
7:00 p.m.

Comments/Further Action:

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/H-97 provides for the rezoning of approximately 3.41 ha
(8.43 ac) of land in the SW portion of Anders East Subdivision, from A1 (Future Urban
Development) District to R1 (Residential Low Density) District and R1A (Semi-Detached
Dwelling) District, to accommodate 12 single family lots and 14 semi-detached lots in Phase
5C, and 12 single family lots and 12 semi-detached lots in Phase 5D.

This office will now proceed with the advertising for a Public Hearing. Our office has advised
Melcor Developments Ltd., via letter, that they will be responsible for the advertising costs.

7
G
Ve
elly Kigss

City Clerk

fclr
attchs.

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

February 25, 1997
Box 5008 Melcor Developments Lid. Faxed to: 343-7510
Red Deer, Alberta 400, 4808 Ross Street
F4N 3T4 Red Deer, AB T4N 1X5
Att:  Mr. Guy Pelletier
Dear Mr. Pelletier:

RE: LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT 3156/H-97, PART OF SE s 10-38-27-4, ANDERS
EAST - PHASES 5C & 5D, ANDERS EAST DEVELOPMENTS LTD.

At the City of Red Deer’s Council Meeting held February 24, 1997, first reading was given to
Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/H-97, a copy of which is attached hereto.

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/H-97 provides for the rezoning of approximately 3.41 ha
(8.43 ac) of land in the SW portion of Anders East Subdivision, from A1 (Future Urban
Development) District to R1 (Residential Low Density) District and R1A (Semi-Detached
Dwelling) District, to accommodate 12 single family lots and 14 semi-detached lots in Phase
5C, and 12 single family lots and 12 semi-detached lots in Phase 5D.

This office will now proceed with the advertising for a Public Hearing to be held on Monday,
March 24, 1997 at 7:00 p.m., or as soon thereafter as Council may determine, in the Council
Chambers of City Hall.

In accordance with the Land Use Bylaw, you are required to deposit with the City Clerk, prior
to public advertising, an amount equal to the estimated cost of advertising, which in this
instance is $600. We require this deposit by no later than 10:00 a.m., Wednesday, March 5,
1997, in order to proceed with the advertising. Once the actual cost of advertising is known,
you will either be invoiced for or refunded the difference.

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

ellyKlbss

City Clerk
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fclr
attchs.

c Sandra Ladwig

4914 - 48% Avenue, Red Deer, AB Canada T4N 3T4
Tel: (403) 342-8132 Fax: (403) 346-6195 E-mail: cityclerk@city red-deer.ab.ca Web: http:/www.city red-deer.ab.ca
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Item No. 2
DATE: February 14, 1997
TO: City Clerk
FROM: E. L. & P. Manager
RE: Electric Rate Changes

Utility Bylaw Amendment 2960/B-97

The Council approved 1997 E. L. & P. Department Budget provides for an increase in
electrical rates of 1.8%. This increase is to be applied on an across-the-board basis.
The necessary amendments to Utility Bylaw Schedule “C” are attached to this Council
Agenda. -

At the same time as the above change is made, it would be appropriate to make
another change to the Utility Bylaw Schedule “C" to reflect the current cost structure on
which we purchase our energy supply.

In the past, our purchase was based, in part, on the maximum City demand for
electricity. The billing demand was calculated as the greater of the metered demand in
the current month or 85% of the highest metered demand in the 12 month period
including and ending with the current billing month. Under the present provincial utility
structure, we are billed on the basis of the greater of the Contract Demand or 100% of
the highest metered demand in any billing period while the contract is effective. The
Contract Demand can only be reduced by giving a minimum notice of 1 year.

The existing E. L. & P. rates reflect the 85% demand factor in calculating our
customer’s bills. To enable our total costs to be recovered in a manner which reflects
cost causation and to present the appropriate price signals respecting demand to our
customers, it is recommended that the 85% factor be changed to a 100% factor. The
amendments to Utility Bylaw Schedule “C” attached to this Council Agenda reflect this
change.

The demand factor change affects the approximately 375 commercial customers who
have a demand of 50 kVA or higher. Small commercial customers and residential
customers are not affected by this change. The cost impact will be different for each
affected customer and is dependent on the ratio of average load to maximum load.
While our computer systems do not enable a thorough analysis, it is estimated that an
average increase of 1.5% will be seen by these 375 commercial customers.
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City Clerk
Page 2
February 14, 1997

For Council’'s reference, the last changes in the E. L. & P. rates were made on
November 15, 1995 and were as follows:
Rate E61 Residential Average 1.0% decrease

Rate E63 General Service Average 19.2% decrease
(Energy Rate Only)

Rate E64 General Service Average 2.0% decrease
(Demand/Energy Rate)

Rate E78  Large General Service/Industrial Average 5.7% decrease
(Demand/Energy Rate)

RECOMMENDATION

It is respectfully requested that Council approve the amendments to Schedule “C” of
the Utility Bylaw to reflect both the 1.8% across-the-board rate increase and, the
change in the historical demand calculation factor from &5% to 100%. It is further
requested that Council give the necessary three readings at the February 24, 1997
Council meeting to enable the changes to be implemented on the February 28, 1997
date specified in the amended Bylaw.

A. Roth,
Manager

AR/jid
Attachment
c.c. Director of Development Services

Director of Corporate Services
Treasury Services Manager
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Comments:

We concur with the recommendations of the E. L. & P. Manager and respectfully recommend
that Council give three readings to Utility Bylaw Amendment 2960/B-97 at this meeting in order
that we meet the budgeted revenues.

“B. HULL”
Deputy Mayor

“H. M. C. DAY”
City Manager
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Council Decision - February 24, 1997 Meeting

DATE: February 25, 1997

TO: E. L. & P. Manager

FROM: City Clerk

RE: ELECTRIC RATE CHANGES - UTILITY BYLAW AMENDMENT 2960/B-97

Reference Report: E. L. & P. Manager, dated February 14, 1997

Bylaw Passed: Utility Bylaw Amendment 2960/B-97 was given three Readings at
the Council Meeting of February 24, 1997. A copy is attached
hereto.

Report Back to Council Required: No

Comments/Further Action:

This office will now be updating the office consolidation copy of Utility Bylaw 2960/88 and
distributing same in due course.

S

City Clerk

fclr
attchs.

c Director of Corporate Services
Director of Development Services
Treasury Services Manager
Utility Billing Supervisor
C. Rausch



item No. 3

DATE:

TO:

FROM:

RE:
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February 14, 1997
City Clerk
City Assessor

FEES FOR INFORMATION (BYLAW NO. 3182/97)

Section 217(1)(b) of the Municipal Government Act provides that copies of information
must be provided to any person on payment of a reasonable fee, established by bylaw.

The 1997 budget, as approved by Council, contained a schedule of increased fees for
Tax Certificates, Searches, and Assessment information.

Please repeal Bylaw No. 2961/88 with Bylaw No. 3182/97, effective March 1, 1997,
incorporating the following fees in subsection 2:

Staff Computerized
Assisted (IVR)
a) Tax Certificate $20.00 $15.00
b) Tax/Assessment Search $ 8.00 $ 6.00
c) Assessment Information $10.00 Not Available

Thank you.

/"‘7 IS
(////C) o /{%ﬁﬁ

/

Al Knight, AMAA.
City Assessor

AK/ngl
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Comments:

Bylaw No. 3182/97 is in conformance with, and implements, the rate increases approved by
Council in the Budget.

“B. HULL”
Deputy Mayor

“H. M. C. DAY
City Manager
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Council Decision - February 24, 1997 Meeting

DATE: February 25, 1997

TO: City Assessor

FROM: City Clerk

RE: THE TAXATION AND ASSESSMENT FEES BYLAW NO. 3182/97
Reference Report: City Assessor, dated February 13, 1997

Bylaw Passed:

Taxation and Assessment Fees Bylaw No. 3182/97 was given three Readings at the Council
Meeting of February 24, 1997. Bylaw No. 3182/97 becomes effective March 1, 1997 and at that
time Bylaw No. 2961/88 shall be repealed. A copy is attached hereto.

Report Back to Council Required: No

Comments/Further Action:

i

City Cle

felr
attchs.

c Director of Corporate Services
Tax Coordinator
C. Rausch
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I'ARKLAND |
COMMUNITY

P L ANN |N G Stite 500, 4808 Ross Street

Ried Deer, Alberta T4N 1X5

SERVICES Phone: (403) 343-3394

FAX: (403) 346-1570

Date: February 13, 1997

To: City Council

From: Frank ‘Wong, Planning Assistant

Re: Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/G-97
Part of the SW 1/4 Sec. 14-38-27-4

Deer FPark - Phase 7B
Melcor Developments Ltd.

Melcor Developments Ltd. presently have title to the remaining land in Deer Park containing
approximately 7.77 ha (19.2 ac). They wish to redesignate 2.467 ha (6.1 ac) of land from A1
Future Urban Development District to R1 Residential Low Density District.

This proposal (Phase 7B) is to create 29 single family lots which will be developed with the

recently approved Phase 7A. The proposed redesignation cormplies with the recently approved
Outline Plan.

Recommendation

Planning staff recommend that City Council proceed with first reading of the Land Use Bylaw
Amendment 3156/G-97.

Sincerely,

,
MW
Frank ey
Frank Wong, Y
Planning Assistant

Attachment
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84
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MAP NO.7/97
BYLAW NO. 3156/G - 97

WHERE AS :

A1- FUTURE URBAN
DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT

R1- RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT
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Comments:

We recommend Council proceed with First Reading of Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/G-
97.

“B. HULL”
Deputy Mayor

“H. M. C. DAY”
City Manager
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Council Decision - February 24, 1997 Meeting

DATE: February 25, 1997

TO: Principal Planner

FROM: City Clerk

RE: LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT 3156/G-97, PART OF SW Y 14-38-27-4,

DEER PARK - PHASE 7B (MELCOR DEVELOPMENTS LTD.)

Reference Report: Planning Assistant,
dated February 13, 1997

Bylaw Passed: Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/G-97 given
1% Reading. A copy is attached hereto.

Report Back to Council Required: Yes, Public Hearing to be held March 24, 1997 at
7:00 p.m.

Comments/Further Action:

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/G-97 provides for the redesignation of approximately 2.467
ha (6.1 ac) of land from A1 (Future Urban Development) District to R1 (Residential Low
Density) District to accommodate 29 single family lots which will be developed with recently
approved Phase 7A.

This office will now proceed with the advertising for a Public Hearing. Our office has advised
Melcor Developments, via letter, that they will be responsible for the advertising costs.

City Clerk /

[clr
attchs.

c Director of Development Services
Director of Community Services
E. L. & P. Manager
Fire Chief
City Assessor ‘
Land and Economic Development Manager
Council and Committee Secretary, S. Ladwig
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Office of the City Clerk

February 25, 1997

Box 5008
Red Deer, Alberta Melcor Developments Lid. : Faxed to: 343-7510

T4N 3T4 400, 4808 Ross Street
Red Deer, AB T4N 1X5
Att:  Mr. Guy Pelletier
Dear Mr. Pelietier:

RE: LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT 3156/G-97, PART OF SW Y 14-38-27-4, DEER
PARK - PHASE 7B (MELCOR DEVELOPMENT LTD.)

At the City of Red Deer’s Council Meeting held February 24, 1997, first reading was given to
Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/G-97, a copy of which is attached hereto.

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/G-97 provides for the redesignation of approximately 2.467
ha (6.1 ac) of land from A1 (Future Urban Development) District to R1 (Residential Low
Density) District to accommodate 29 single family lots which will be developed with recently
approved Phase 7A.

This office will now proceed with the advertising for a Public Hearing to be held on Monday,
March 24, 1997 at 7:00 p.m., or as soon thereaft¢=r as Gouncil may determine, in the Council
Chambers of City Hall.

In accordance with the Land Use Bylaw, you are required to deposit with the City Clerk, prior
to public advertising, an amount equal to the estimated cost of advertising, which in this
instance is $600. We require this deposit by no later than 10:00 a.m., Wednesday, March 5,
1997, in order to proceed with the advertising. Once the actual cost of advertising is known,
you will either be invoiced for or refunded the difference.

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

Sincerel
ellyKloss

City Cler!

~
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fcir
attchs.

c Sandra Ladwig

4914 - 48% Avenue, Red Deer, AB Canada T4N 3T4
Tel: (403) 342-8132 Fax: (403) 346-6195 E-mail: cityclerk@city. red-cdeer.ab.ca Web: http./www city.red-deer.ab.ca
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ltem No. 5
DATE: February 13, 1997
TO: City Council
FROM: City Clerk
RE: NEW COUNCIL POLICY NO. 4103 - CITY INTERVENTIONS:

- ALBERTA ENERGY & UTILITIES BOARD (AEUB) RATE APPLICATIONS

At the Council Meeting of February 10, 1997, the following resolution was passed with respect
to the above:

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered report
from the E. L. & P. Manager dated February 3, 1997, re: Northwestern Ultilities
Limited - Applications to the Alberta Energy and Utilities Board, hereby agrees:

1. to delegate authority to the Utility Committee to participate, on behalf
of The City of Red Deer, in interventions with respect to Northwestern
Utilities Limited 1997 General Rate Application and the Northwestern
Utilities Limited 1996/97 Winter Gas Recovery Application; and

2. to delegate to the Utility Committee the authority to participate, on
behalf of The City of Red Deer, in future interventions regarding rate
applications before the Alberta Energy and Utilities Board (EUB); and

3. that the Utility Committee will present reports 10 Council on the
outcome of hearings before the Alberta Energy and Ultilities Board
(EUB) that they have participated in; and

4. that the Utility Committee has the authority to engage the resources
of Bryan & Company, Robert L. Bruggeman Regulatory Consulting,
and any others as deemed necessary for the purpose of presenting
the interventions;
and as presented to Council February 10, 1997.”
As the above resolution appears to reflect Council policy, it is believed that it should be formally
included in the Council Policy Manual. Please find attached hereto new Council Policy No. 4103
for consideration.
RECOMMENDATION
That Cou@ approve Council Policy No. 4103.

City Clerk

KK/clr
attchs.
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THE CITY OF RED DEER

COUNCIL POLICY MANUAL
POLICY NO. 4103 Page 1 of 1
TITLE: City of Red Deer Interventions Date of Approval:

Into Rate Applications Before February 24, 1997
the Alberta Energy and Utilities
Board (AEUB)

SECTION: Development Services Dates of Revision:

(Electric, Light & Power)

POLICY STATEMENT

To establish a policy to provide for the intervention of The City of Red Deer into rate
applications before the Alberta Energy and Utilities Boarc (AEUB).

1.

Definition:

“The Alberta Energy and Utilities Board” will hereafter be referred to as the
AEUB.

“The Utility Committee” of The City of Red Deer, will be comprised of the
following members:

City Manager

Director of Corporate Services
Director of Development Services
Electric, Light & Power Manager

The Utility Committee has the authority to participate, on behalf of The City, in
interventions regarding rate applications before the AEUB.

The Utility Committee will present reports to Counrcil on the outcome of hearings
before the AEUB that they have participated in.

The Utility Committee has the authority to engage the resources of Bryan &
Company, Robert L. Bruggeman Regulatory Consulting, and any others as
deemed necessary for the purpose of presenting the interventions.



29

Comments:

We concur with the recommendation of the City Clerk.
“B. HULL”
Deputy Mayor

“H. M. C. DAY”
City Manager
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Council Decision - February 24, 1997 Meeting

DATE: February 25, 1997

TO: E. L. & P. Manager

FROM: City Clerk

RE: COUNCIL POLICY NO. 4103 - CITY INTERVENTIONS:
ALBERTA ENERGY & UTILITIES BOARD (AEUB) RATE
APPLICATIONS

Reference Report: City Clerk, dated February 13, 1997

Resolution Passed:

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered report
from the City Clerk dated February 13, 1997 re: New Council Policy No. 4103 -
City Interventions: Alberta Energy & Utilities Board Rate Applications, hereby
approves Council Policy No. 4103 as presented to Council February 24, 1997.”

Report Back to Council Required: No

Comments/Further Action:

Please find attached new Council Policy No. 4103. This office will be distributing copies to
respective departments in due course.

Kelly Ios%
City ClerL}/

[clr
attchs.

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




30
ltem No. 6

Ti | V'\\\‘
| \\*\{\ J i l‘ ‘J
|y ] N/
DATE: February 18, 1997
TO: KELLY KLOSS
City Clerk
FROM: RYAN STRADER

Inspections & Licensing Manager

RE: CONSTRUCTION PERMIT FEES

Please place the following before Council for their consideration:
We are proposing to increase the fees for the following permits:

1) Building 3) Gasfitting 5) Ditch Installations
2) Plumbing 4) Heating

The fees for demolition, development, moving and applications to the Municipal Planning
Commission will not be increased.

Permit fees in general have not been raised since 1992. Building permits fees are an exception
because of the manner in which they are calculated. They are calculated based on the cost of
construction and the permit fee bylaw does contain a provisicn for increase based on the
previous years cost of construction per square foot that is added at the beginning of the year.
The purpose of fees is to offset the cost of inspections. For the last several years, we have
tried to put almost all of our inspection related activities on a cost recovery basis.

Appendix A illustrates a comparison of our recommended fees with other municipalities and
private inspection firms. We were not able to graph all of the various fees, and the method of
calculation of fees varies considerably.

The fees are intended to cover the costs of inspections as well as the office function which
includes record keeping, answering questions from contractors and homeowners regarding
buildings.

In the case of a building permit, the fee would include a minimum of four (4) inspections;
foundation, insulation, pre-drywall and an occupancy inspection. Commercial projects receive
as many inspections as required, an average of 8 inspections per project.

In addition to the building permits, we do pre-permit checks which involves meeting with the
contractors, homeowners, architects and engineers to discuss construction related issues.



CONSTRUCTION PERMIT FEES
February 18, 1997
Page 2

We are spending more time in plan checking and in the field on account of the ever increasing
complexity of construction. A good example is residential construction, especially on the larger
homes where the support system requires a step by step review during plan checking and
construction. On the larger commercial, industrial and multi-family buildings, a number of
inspections are done on occasions suite by suite for each phase; eg. an apartment will have a
floor by floor inspection done for the plumbing system rather than requiring the entire system to
be finished. This enables the contractors to proceed with drywall and finishing on lower floors
while the upper floors are still under construction.

In 1996, revenue was $60,000 below budget, and in order to bring this into balance, we are
requesting the permit fees increase.

The attached is our inspection budget, and does not include the other activities such as City
Hall dog control and parking administration that are the responsibility of this department. This
shows revenue and expenditures in balance based on increased permit fees and increases in
the total numbers of permits issued. Without the permit fee increases, there will be a deficit in
this fund.

The response from the construction industry to the proposed increase has varied. Our biggest
mechanical customer has indicated that he would accept a fee increase, as have several
commercial building contractors have made the same statement. The Red Deer house builders
have indicated the proposal is unacceptable.

The estimated increase proposed for residential fees only, as per the means manual:

1996 - $132,380.00

1997 - $139,980.00
. The revenue from the recommended

fee increase - $ 7.300.00

What should be decided is whether or not the inspection department should function on a user
pay principle. If that is the decision then a permit increase is needed because of the increased
complexity of the construction industry, which requires additional input from our staff.

TRADER
Inspections and Licensing Department

Si nce?ely,

Il

1

RS:yd

Att
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INSPECTIONS & LICENSING DEPARTMENT

PERMIT FEES SCHEDULE

BUILDING
CALGARY Estimated construction cost of project:
Up to and including $20,000.00 $5.00/$1,000.00
Up to and including $200,000.00 $5.50/$1,000.00
Over $200,000.00 $6.00/$1,000.00
Single construction permit fees $8.00/$1,000.00
LEDUC Prevailing market value $6.00/$1,000.00
Minimum fee of $30.00
LETHBRIDGE Proposed erection, alterations or repair of the building. $8.25/$1,000.00
Minimum fee of $30.00
MEDICINE HAT | Total construction value up to $200,000.00 $6.00/$1,000.00
Total construction value in excess of $200,000.00 $6.25/$1,000.00
RED DEER Total construction cost $6.00/$1,000.00
Minimum fee of $50.00
BUILDING PERMIT FEES M each $1,000.00 of
ACTUAL (1996) construction cost
10.00 8.25
8.00 5.50 ﬁm 6.00 6.00 5.50
Calgary Leduc Lethbridge Medicine Hat Red Deer

BUILDING PERMIT FEES
PROPOSED (1997)

inlcudes 4 inspections

H each $1,000.00 of
construction cost

9.00

8.25

8.00

7.00 4+

6.00 6.00

6.00

6.00

5.00 -

4.00 -

3.00 4
2.00 -

1.00 4

0.00 4
Calgary

Leduc Lethbridge

Medicine Hat

Red Deer
inlcudes 4 inspections

Page 1
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INSPECTIONS & LICENSING DEPARTMENT
PERMIT FEES SCHEDULE

BUILDING PERMIT STATEMENT B Estimated Value
YEAR TO DATE

71,640,876.00

60,276,199.00

51,835,131.00

51,906,207.00

44.825,071.00

44,588,461.00

1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996

BUILDING PERMIT FEES

PRIVATE FIRMS
6.00 6
5.80
5.60
5.40
5.20 + 500 5.00 500 B each $1,000.00 of
5.00 4 . . B construction cost
4.80 -
4.60 -J ] E
4.40 4
FIRM #1 FIRM #2 FIRM #3 FIRM #4

) i ) o i
includes 3 inspections  (GOVErMMeNY) i cjudes 3 inspections  *Inspections

BUILDING PERMIT FEES
PRIVATE FIRMS

80
70 60.00

50

am— B Minimum Fee

30
20
10

FIRM #1 FIRM #2 FIRM #3 FIRM #4

Page 2
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INSPECTIONS & LICENSING DEPARTMENT
PERMIT FEES SCHEDULE

HEATING
EDMONTON Residences (not including apartments) new single detached house $43.00
Hydronic heating system/boiler input $65.00
Forced warm air system/furnace input $65.00
LEDUC Single family, two family or residential unit with independent heating $20.00
system per furnace, boiler, hot water coil, or heating appliance.
Other buildings, per boiler, hot water coil, make up air system, package
heat/cool system, furnace incorporating a split system air conditioner,
furnace or heating appliance.
- Up to and including 400,000 B.T.U. $40.00
- 400,000 TO 1,000,000 B.T.U. $80.00
- Over 1,000,000 B.T.U. $100.00
Replace of boiler, hot water coil, make up air system, package heat/cool $15.00
system, furnace, heating appliance or alterations, and extensions of duct
or pipe system.
LETHBRIDGE Forced Air System
For each heating unit and/or system installed in a single family or two $40.00
family dwelling, including replacement, alterations or extensions to the
system or unit.
For each heating Unit and/or system installed in other than a single or two $55.00
family dwelling, including replacement, alterations or extensions to the
system or unit.
For each heating unit heat exchanger replacement. $30.00
MEDICINE HAT | Forced Air System
For each heating unit and/or system installed in a single or two family $35.00
dwelling, including replace, alternation of extensions 1o the system.
For each heating Unit and/or system installed in other than a single or two $70.00
family dwelling, including replacement, alterations or extensions to the
system .
Exhaust system permit fees
- For each exhaust system over 75 cfm $30.00
- For each exhaust system up to 75 cfm $5.00
RED DEER Residential - Each heating unit or system $40.00
Commercial -
- 66,000 - 400,000 BTU $60.00
- 400,001 - 500,000 BTU $80.00
- 500,001 - 1,000,000 BTU $110.00
- 1,000,001 - 5,000,000 $200.00
- 5,000,001 BTU or more $275.00

Page 3
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PERMIT FEES SCHEDULE

HEATING PERMIT FEES HE Residential
ACTUAL (1996) B Commercial

70.00 +— 6500 -
60.00 ' . 55.00
5000 7 43.00 4000 40.00
40.00 4 ‘ 35.00
30.00 - 20.00
20.00 -
10.00 -

0.00 4

Edmonton Leduc Lethbridge Medicine Hat Red Deer
HEATING PERMIT FEES B Residential
PROPOSED (1997) B Commercial
70.00

70.00 T— 65.00 60.00
60.00 !
50.00 4 43.00 WM? 40.00
40.00 - -—
30.00 - 20.00
20.00 -
10.00 -

0.00 -

Edmonton Leduc Lethbridge Medicine Hat Red Deer
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INSPECTIONS & LICENSING DEPARTMENT
PERMIT FEES SCHEDULE

PLUMBING & GAS

CALGARY Plumbing & Gas - Value of Work - $1,001 - $2,000 $40.00
Plumbing & Gas - Value of Work - $10,001 - 20,000 230.00
Plumbing & Gas - Value of Work - over 200,000.00 $1,255
EDMONTON Plumbing - New Construction Single Detached Houses - 0 to 950 $64.00
- New Construction Single Detached Houses - over 3500 $128.00
LEDUC Plumbing - minimum fee $30.00
Each fixture, whichever is the greater. $8.00
Service Connection Fees (for the first 75 feet) $20.00
LETHBRIDGE Plumbing - Installation minimum fee charged for the first four (4) outlets. $42.00
Each additional outlet thereafter. $7.00
Gas - system installed in a single or two family dwelling. $45.00
For each installation of a gas appliance to an existing system, including $30.00
replace, alteration or extensions to the system.
For each system installed in other than a single or two family dwelling.
- 100,000 B.T.U. or less $60.00
- 100 001 - 200,000 B.T.U. $65.00
- 200,001 - 400,000 B.TU. $70.00
- 400,001 - 1,000,000 B.T.I. $80.00
- each additional 1,000,000 B.T.U. $50.00
MEDICINE HAT | Plumbing - Each fixture outlet $8.50
Minimum Fee (4 outlets) $35.00
Gas Permits - Residential occupancy up to two dwelling units:
Installation with not more than 2 outlets which require a meter $40.00
Additional Quitlets $23.00
Temp installation permit fee $40.00
Residential occupancy over two dwelling units and ncn-residential
occupancy
100,000 B.T.U. or less $50.00
- 100,001 - 200,000 BTU $80.00
- 200,001 - 400,000 BTU $110.00
- 400,001 - 1,000,000 BTU $150.00
- 1,000,001 - 2,000,000 BTU $220.00
- For each additional 1,000,000 BTU $80.00
Laboratory burners over 2 outlets $23.00/ea
Interim permit fee (temp. installations) $40.00
Reinspection fee $60.00
Operational Test
- Test includes on appliance $100.00
- Over one appliance $60.00
Inspections for approval of nonapproved gas appliances at a rate/hour $100.00/hr

Page 5
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INSPECTIONS & LICENSING DEPARTMENT
PERMIT FEES SCHEDULE
PLUMBING & GAS

RED DEER Plumbing - each Fixture $7.00

- minimum Fee $35.00

Cross Connection & Backflow Prevention $30.00

Gas Permits - minimum fee for residential $35.00

- under 65,000 BTU $35.00

- 65,001 - 400,000 BTU $50.00

- 400,001 - 500,000 BTU $85.00

- 500,001 - 1,000,000 BTU $110.00

- 1,000,001 - 5,000,000 $200.00

- 5,000.001 BTU or more $275.00

Temporary Gas Line $35.00

Alterations $35.00
Operational Tests

- plus $35.00 per unit $150.00

- retest $60.00

* In view of the complex way in which the Plumbing and Gas is calculated, a graph is not available.

Page 6
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PERMIT FEE SCHEDULE

1.

4,

5.

6.

10.

11.

Building Permit  $6.00 for each $1,000.00 or part thereof of construction cost. A minimum of $50.00 shall be
charged for issuance of any Building Permit.

Plumbing Permits a) For each fixture, discharge device, or weeping tile.....cccccvveviiveerinecreee e, $ 7.00
D) MINIMUM FEE ceeiiiieeeeeeeee vttt e r e asse s s e st neresesaaeeseesntneaesteeasaan $35.00
¢) Cross Connection & Backflow Prevention (install backflow device) ...........ccuueuun....... $35.00

(install lawn sprinkler)..........c.ccccccoveevuuvennnn... $35.00
(install lawn SOftener) .........oocccveeeveeccneenenn.. $35.00
Gas Permits a) Minimum fee for any residential gas permit requiring inspection ...........ccceeeevecieecneen. $35.00

b) All major occupancies other than single family and semi-detached residences (fee to be
determined by the total BTU rating for all gas fixtures, furnaces or other devices installed)

under 65,000 BTU/HR ....ooiiece ettt e e st st e et e ar e e v e s e eae e $ 35.00
65,001 - 400,000 BTU/HR iNPUL OF I88S....ccviiurieiecee et rie et eee e $ 50.00
400,001 - 500,000 BTU/HR iNpUt OF 18SS.......cviriieerieairiirreeeiee e e s ereeseee e e e eneas $ 85.00
500,001 - 1,000,000 BTU/HR INPUL OF I€8S.....uvevivieeiieereiiieciersveeneiie e seersteeeene e eeeee e $110.00
1,000,001 - 5,000,000 BTU/HR inPUt OF MOIE......cccoiiiiieieccnriresieee e e e sveaeanrenan $200.00
5,000,001 BTU/HR input OF MOTe ....c.vveceeeiieirie et e eeee e rerreeete e renrrranarn $275.00
C)  TempPOrary GAS LiNE...ciuceioecierreeisttestes e e e sste st veeesaasssresreesssent rensreenses seaeassansrnsssnens $ 35.00
Lo AN (=1 7=\ 16 ] L PSP $ 35.00
e) Operational TeSt.......cccoeerrrienircrereee e Fee is $150 00 plus $35.00 per unit + 7% GST
........................................................................................................... Retest is $60.00 + 7% GST
Heating Permits  a) Minimum fee for any residential heating permit requiring inspection .............cc.ceenunee. $ 40.00
b) All major occupancies other than single family and semi-detached residences (fee to be
determined by the total BTU rating for all gas fixtures, furnaces or other devices installed)
66000 - 400,000 BTU/HR iNPUL OF 1ESS ..vevveeeirieieiieeeeeieirine e esieeeveeessee e e s ree e eeens $ 60.00
400,001 - 500,000 BTU/HR iNPUL O I85S...c.viivieiiiie e cerciesteseeeseeeie s seeeeestessaesreennns $ 80.00
500,001 - 1,000,000 BTU/HR iNPUL OF [€8S......ucieiveesieeeriireciierrereniaesseneeessaeasseeessveeenn $110.00
1,000,001 - 5,000,000 BTU/HR input OF MOTe.......ccoccovemicriirinientrccsinesis s $200.00
5,000,001 BTU/HR iNPUL OF MOFE ....eeeiiiieicieriint ceeterie s e ecene e e reenemeressnnancnsenesenenenns $275.00
Ditch Permits a) Residential........ccooovieninirienceeer e e teeteeetenrreee et ateearerateearteererareeateans $ 35.00
oY I 070 521 1411 (o T | O SO U U SUUTRRTS $ 35.00

Occupancy Permit Fees - Apartment Buildings - (three or more suites or apartments @ $10.00 per unit (maximum
of 250.00)
- Commercial Buildings - (up to and inclucling 500 m = @ $55.00 per 100 m =2 or portion
thereof (maximum $250.00)
- Industrial Buildings - (up to and including 500 m? @ $55.00 per 100 m# or portion
thereof (maximum $250.00)

Demolition Permits  (Fee for demolition of a building shall be a flat fee of) ...........cccceveoviiinneciicici, $ 50.00
Moving Permits (The fee for moving permits shall be a flat fee Of)........c..cccocovvinii i, $ 50.00
Fireplace PermitsS ..., ereree e e e reren———————aans $ 35.00
Additional Fees a) R.P.R .. e et e e eraare e tesaaeaes $ 50.00/site
b) Zoning Conformance Letters™ .........cccoconvnvivcnnnnns vt anreenr et e et e nteearees $ 50.00/site
C)  ZONING INQUIMIES™ ... oeeetiie ettt ere e et ettt e re s e s e e st e e re s $ 10.00/site
d)  APPIOVAI OF USE ...ttt ettt st e $ 50.00/app.
e) Municipal Planning Commission Advertising Fee.........cccocovivvinnniinincncinnen e $ 60.00/site
1 I O 7= 1= | S OO ST UUPUURION $ 50.00
g) Survey Fee ..o reeeeeeeee e e e e aenreeeareane eeeeeteeareeaaereattae e e aaereaaraeens $100.00
h)  RelaXatioN FEE .....cii it tv st e e s e s e e net e naenee e s $ 50.00
i) Re-inspection fee for any inspection not approved will be....................... TP $100.00

NOTE: * GST applies to zoning letters and inquiries.

Sign Permits (The fee for sign permits shall be $10.00/m? or a minimum € Of) ......ccvvevcevrririencieinienieiens $ 30.00
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Comments:
The attached report is in conformance with, and provides for, the implementation of rate
increases approved by Council in the Budget.

“B. HULL”

Deputy Mayor

“H. M. C. DAY”
City Manager
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Council Decision - February 24, 1997 Meeting

DATE: February 25, 1997

TO: Inspections & Licensing Managér

FROM: City Clerk

RE: CONSTRUCTION PERMIT FEES - PERMIT FEE BYLAW AMENDMENT

3149/A-97 (AMENDS PERMIT FEE BYLAW 3149/95)

Reference Report: Inspections & Licensing Manager,
dated February 18, 1997

Bylaw Passed:

Permit Fee Bylaw Amendment 3149/A-97 was given 1% and 2" Readings.

Report Back to Council Required: Yes.

Bylaw 3149/A-97 will be presented for third Reading at the Council Meeting of March 10, 1997.

Comments/Further Action:

elly/Klos
City Cler|

fcir
attchs.

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




COUNCIL MEETING OF FEBRUARY 24, 1997




Summary of Revenue - Expenditures

PAGE 854

Description 1995 Actual | 1996 Budget | 1997 Projected | 1998 Projected | 1999 Projected

Expenditures:
City Hall
Op)claration 661,673 590,976 610,975 610,975 610,975
Animal Control - 121,065 130,750 167,350 167,350 167,350
Protective
Inspections 734,984 825,443 825,746 825,769 825,769
Parking Fund 671,993 595,873 595,102 594,241 593,280
Total '
Expenditures 2,189,715 2,143,042 2,199,173 2,198,335 2,197,374

| F~venues:
Lay Hall
Operation
Expenditures 14,842 12,294 9,849 7,147 4,162
Animal Control 68,629 49,000 65,000 65,000 65,000
Protective
Inspections 817,085 875,500 848,700 848,700 848.700
Parking Fund 671,993 595,873 595,102 594,241 593,280
Total Revenues 1,572,549 1,532,667 1,518,651 1,515,088 1,511,142
Net Mill Rate
Levy 617,166 610,375 680,722 683,247 686,232
FTE's 1992 1996 Reduction
Inspections & Licensing | 15.8 15.3 0.5
Parking Fund 4.4 4.2 0.2

| o -eals 20.2 19.5 0.7




Central Alberta Home Builder’s Association sllb,”.
#201, 7819 - 50 Avenue o

Red Deer, AB Date; éﬁ /{ ° Citl’ c
T4P 1M8 N

February 24, 1997

Mr. Peter Holloway and Members of City Council
City of Red Deer

4914 - 48 Avenue

Red Deer, AB

T4N 3T4

Dear Sir and Members of City Council:
RE: Building Permit Rate Increase

Members of the home building industry met with Peter Holloway of the Inspection
Department on January 29, 1997 and discussed a number of options for helping the City
contain their costs and recover their costs on a more appropriate basis. The City already

charges more than competing private agencies, and an increase will only serve to widen
the gap.

I remind City Council that building permits have increased every year, even during the
years when there have been no tax increases. Building permits are based on construction
costs, which are based on an independent, third party manual, and increased annually to
account for inflation. The increase being proposed here is in addition to inflation.

One reason that the private firms operate cheaper is that they do less inspections. One
reason that they do less inspections is that they have cross trained staffs. For example,
they can do a plumbing inspection at the same time as a framing inspection. Naturally,
their costs will be lower. Private agencies also do pre construction checks as well as
consult with builders needing advice.

One area of concern that the Inspection Department voiced at our meeting was that
private home builders were taking an inordinate amount of time by City staff They
admitted that professional home builders subsidize inexperienced builders and amateurs.

We suggested that we would accept a two level pricing system, whereby professional
builders (defined as subscribing to an independent third party warranty service) could pay
$4.50 per thousand, and others would pay $7.00 per thousand. City staff suggested they

would look into this, but they have never responded to us, nor is there any mention of this
in their comments to council.



We have done our own research into the prices chzirgéd by private inspection agencies,
and these are substantially different than the numbers generated by the City.

The last statement in Mr. Strader’s report does not encapsulate the issue at all. The
decision to recover cost is an easy one, one that our industry supports. What is at issue is
how this is to be done, and how the City is to manage it’s department.

Our industry and Our association stands ready to help the City manage the inspection
department, but not by paying ever increasing amounts of money to it.

As Professional Home Builders, we have many extra expenses to incur such as:
Business Licenses (City of Red Deer)
Liability Insurance on each House
Members of an Accredited New Warranty Program (every home is enrolled)
Workers Compensation Board (Injured workers on the job)
Lawsuits -
Taxes on Profits

We appreciate your time on this matter and look forward to hearing from you.

Sincerely,

Hugh MacBeth
Central Alberta Home Builder Association
Chairman New Home Builders’ Committee
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Building A Better Way Of Life
January 22 1997
. farpon DeverorsENTs LTo.
Clty of Red Deer 5128 - SIND STREL Y
4914 48 Avenue, Red Deer, s, o3 07373
Alberta T4N 3T4 Fiavs (403) 381-4163
FAX: 346-6195 s
Ubmitted 1o o, .
Attention: Mayor Gail Surkan © City Councij

—~
: _Feg

Dear Mayor Surkan \4&

re: building permit fee increases

It appears that once again an item pertaining to a price increase has gone into a council
agenda without input from the building industry. There was a meeting held to discuss

the proposal, but no conclusions were drawn, and no warning was given that this issue
was going to council.

Hugh Macbeth, our builder committee chairman, is preparing a response from the
industry, and is hoping to appear before council today.

This is a response from myself only, as I have not had an opportunity to review it with

industry representatives. Would you please pass it on to members of council.

Yours Truly

LAEBON DEVELOPMENTS LTD.
J‘V‘A

W.G. (Gord) Bontje
President
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PAGE B2
Building A Better Way Of Life
February 24 1997 Submitted To City Counci
- M ’/“ , | AERON DEVELOPMENTS LTD,
TO: Clty Council Date: _Fel 287 7
FROM. GO l‘d Bontjc -fw.” 'I“m,E)'lu‘)r;r. (403) 34&-7273

Fax (403) 1414165

On January 22 1997, T wrote to council, in response to an item in the budget of the
Inspections and Licensing Development, objecting to a proposed increase in building
permit fees. In my letter, 1 advised council that building permit fees had kept pace with
inflation because the price that is charged for them is indexed annually using an
independent third party costing manual. Any move to increase the fees from $5.50 per
thousand to $6.00 per thousand is over and above an inflationary increase.

Further research has indicated that privatization might be the preferred option. Under the
Safety Codes Act, the Alberta Building Code can be enforced by cither an "accredited
municipality” or an "accredited agency”. Independent third party agencies are accredited

by the province, just as the City is. They must file a Quality Management Plan, with the
province, just as the City did, and are audited by the province, just as the City is.

The vast majority of municipalities between Calgary and Edmonton have chosen to use
accredited agencies. As a result of this, there are plenty of these agencies available in

Central Alberta, Several have offices in Red Deer. Often their employees are citizens
of Red Deer.

Accredited agencies charge as little as $4.25 per thousand for building permits. This is
the price charged in neighbouring communities of Blackfalds, Sylvan Lake, Innisfail and

the County of Red Deer. The quality of their inspections is equal to or better than those
done by the City of Red Deer.

I don't know why City of Red Deer staff should cost more than employing private sector
workers. 1 expect that this is yet another example where privatization is a money saver
because middle management overhead is reduced or eliminated.

I would like to ask City Council to do two things:
1. Delay implementation of the proposed increase for ninety days.

2. Strike a task force to review this entire area, and make recommendations regarding
privatization of building inspection services.  This committee should include
representation by the Central Alberta Homes Builders Association, the Red Deer
Construction Association, the Urban Development Institute and City Council.
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Date: February 12th, 1997
To: Ciity Clerk
From: Inspector Sutton, R.C.M.P.

Re: Ronald McGINNIS - Handicapped Parking Penalty

Your request dated yesterday, dealing with the above issue refers. [ have reviewed the
circumstances relating to this incident and I wish to advise that we will be proceeding with the
charge under the City of Red Deer Traftic Bylaw.

From speaking with Sgt. BLAIR and the investigating officer, it is readily apparent that Mr.
MCcGINNIS was clearly in violation of the Traffic By Law by parking in a handicap zone.
Adequate signage was displayed at the time and I do not agree with his assumption that snow and
inadequate signage created confusion.

Mr. McGINNIS’s contribution in assisting seniors is most noteworthy, nevertheless his
assistance does not grant him privilege for opportunities created for those in need. There is no
reason why he could not have dropped his elderly passengers off. and thereafter sought a
convenient parking location.

Correspondence from Sgt. BLAIR and the issuing officer, Cst. Young is attached for your
information.

chment Commander
Red Deer Citv R C.M.P.
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Government  Gouvernement MEMORANDUM NOTE DE SERVICE

l Security Classification - Classification de sécurité

> 4 . /¢4 7]
FROTECT ED ¢

’| Our File - Notre référence

HE96 0

Your File - Votre référence

NCO I/C Red Deer City Traffic Svcs.

Date

J 1997-02-12

Re: Ronald MCGINNIS - Parking Violation,
Handicapped Parking Zone, Bower Mall
Red Deer, AB 1997-01-20

On 1997-01-20, Cst. Wayne YOUNG of this office issued a parking ticket to a vehicle that Cst.
Young reported as being “in” a handicapped zone. The ticket was issued under the City of Red
Deer By-Law # 33.1 , which is for parking a vehicle in a spot designated for handicapped marked
vehicles. On 1997-01-28, I received a Traffic Tag Complaint form from Mr. Ronald
MCGINNIS of Innisfail , AB, complaining about the afore-mentioned ticket. I gave the
complaint to Cst. YOUNG who responded to the complaint. After receiving his response 1
looked at all the circumstances, and felt that MCGINNIS would have to have seen the sign, as

Cst. YOUNG even drew a diagram on the ticket to show the arrows on the sign to signify where
not to park.

Mr. MCGINNIS makes a big issue about snow being on the ground, and not being able to see the
parking stalls. The signs mark quite clearly where not to park, and especially because there is an
abundance of snow on the ground, handicapped people should not have to go to the back end of
the mall and try to stumble their way to the shops in the mall, because of an inconsiderate act by
someone who is able to walk to the mall.

Mr. MCGINNIS phoned me to again emphasize that he did not or would not park in a
handicapped stall, and made accusations that I was making the decision for Cst. YOUNG. I had
asked YOUNG about the situation, and he told me the pertinent facts. I then decided that this
charge should stand, as he either didn’t see the sign (clearly marked) or he ignored it, thinking he
would not be charged.

SR S

e~

LAIR, Sgt.
ty Traffic services.

ce - attachrents
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Royal Gendarmerie

i Security Classification/Designation
hCAaoZi?é%n (rjc:jyale Classification/désignation sgcuritaire

Police Canada PROTECTED "A"

Red Deer City Traffic Services
4811-49th. Street,
Red Deer, Alberta T4N-6A1

YourFile  Votre référence

-

9 o
%l bl ”7 %’//{M’//\f Our File Notre référence
ool shd et TG NG

97-¢0/- 75

Dear ﬁ//’ /NG unrs

RED DEER CITY VIOLATION/PARKING TAG # C/%’Pé/;‘ 4

This letter is to advise you that | have reviewed all circumstances relating to this ticket and wish
to inform you that we will be proceeding with the offence and your ticket will be processed. The
amount of fine indicated is due within one (1) week of the date of this letter, to qualify for the
initial discount. Should you wish to tkae this matter to Court, an offence notice will be mailed to
the registered owner from City Hall advising of the first appearance date in Court with details on
how to enter a "Not Guilty" plea.

IR, Sgt
eer City Traffic Sec.

cc. Inspections & Licensing
Red Deer City Hal

el

Canada
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8’ TRAFFIC TAG COMPLAINT FORM

L
0 . Date Complaint Received: 9[1[7) 34#6]7
License namer ... ADE.7J9D.. ..

Camplainant :
Name 2 ROY\C\\K\V}Q“V\V\JS .......... Telephone Mumber /5. 90 A2 X1 k..
Address 4.... /SA‘T\Y) .Q.S.‘fﬂ).\......,. Q\'\'O\ ......... Postal Code %TWQ—\\QQ .......

cmplainant seates > Oveon 15 G\l Covaved Wik Snow APy
%\\C&Y’\ The ?%(5\'\ (RS YA NE \Q,O\d\\’\/\(& . Now l&b‘v\’}\éﬁ\o\c,} ly
wheva X2 pay K. wimsw T waS not @Quan clasa ko
e 63awn . Mook mamdicapped GredS Wav e fwo sians
’L\\'\Qb\\ L,\Q.omr\v \Y\QQLO@WS \/-\JWA\;-»M\% Xo P Aaw ~§w)l~'\ N by
ol Coyaved WP by Smow i 6 havd Ko ko) Twher e
QoML A, U samiaY s el de kivae . 2 weuld nat
Komo WA QY QO I & SaniSY 'M"“,V\"“(\(g\““\’ Tan 24, dal T
flay O TR ¥eovnn AN YAGL) PoW r TTnay e_,‘ﬂo__\‘shk cavs Davh e} |
5%,(3(,9:{ XN X/\I\\(!\S‘/o‘yﬂy \\r\q$Q)\-c‘(\ So W \‘QY\’OW} N}\o-vb\aapl,w

3

: " A YO 2 AR B AL SRR A kSRR 4
Bylaw Enforcement Section remarks: The O*Y\SMSR’C?;E\OQ e *o khaeSigm as S avu

Issuing OfﬁceiZz coments: f Aevarndin A offoren Feide asret. ekl
el peetase b (Pt ) o i il crnd) pronfocl irictl— t TA
/;_:37'\/"%»%4« a-lw/\z"'-«. ettt s 1u.e_.d_,,.é_ cAcire A y2 o — st
J >4—Lf)u ,{,(Ag_ﬂ_,) M"%ﬂ//uqvf oot ,AA)(,:;: 2/,” "{-’{—L 'i_‘;‘//} ”'ﬁ /
L—-—j .—-—-,__MJ_L/ Al e T Rpd - / A.‘:U 5/“-6**,/_/‘14:»— Oty /O d\j ‘ Z.w
\Zf A A‘Lfé"‘*) V\j*(-~" e ,(,t,l-l-u ’41—‘2‘7-4#— ‘ ‘ 0 y /\/q

et vy Officers' initials: J~] 395
Bylaws & Inspections Manager's Decision / / Date:
S Processing tag ...........
top g *ag Continue processing tag .. -L/AA) .-
a) Send usual stop form letter ........ e ,
b) Send stop letter indicating this time only .... . Send usual continue letter ........
C) OLHEY tevvrennnneeiennneceeennnenens b) Indicate meter was checked ........
c) Indicate camplaint was rec'd from
.................................... px-cmrty OWNEY ceconnceces
d) Other ...cievecevcnccccccaceccccnes
Camplainant informed: in writing .......
by telephone | Torennremrrreeseseeseceeeecees

ooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo

(time & date) .cveeecceceens
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THE CITY OF

RED DEER

4914 - 48 AVE., RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 3T4
THIS TAG ISSUED.FOR g
BREACH OF SECTION :* 33 I U 005960
TRAFFIC B W  DOG BYLAW  HIGHWAY TRAFFIC

i [ / z ACT Euﬂs B - W
; PENALTY

PENALTY REDUCED $10.00 IF PAYMENT RECEIVED
BY CITY CASHIER WITHIN 7 DAYS.
B) PENALTY REDUCED $5.00 iF PAYMENT RECEIVED

BY CITY CASHIER BETWEEN 8 & 15 DAYS
C) NO REDUCTION IN PENALTY AFTER 15 DAYS.

U 05 [They
1 77 0)‘ 1:2-«‘5 #f. 25 B R

OFFENCE AND LOCATION g
.J

[] meTeR vioLaTiON l,ﬂ‘g Iy ( Zel{r,’:
F/’f 177 /J.«Jn.—/l{ﬁppf(‘]‘jol‘/* .

METER No,
) oiida.) b
NAME
Nz Eﬁ ISSUER
ADDRESS™ < 7y W = -
\u)’ ) ?‘;’a 5 ﬁ'

YOU MAY AVOID PROSECUTION FOR THIS OFFENCE BY PAYING THE
PENALTY REQUIRED, WITHIN 22 DAYS, TO THE ABOVE ADDRESS.
FAILURE TO COMPLY WiLL RESULT IN
PROSECUTION IN ‘I'HE PROVINCIA l COUHT OF ALBERTA.

DO NOT DETACH

PENALTY MAY BE REMITTED BY MAIL (CHEQUE OR MONEY ORDER
ONLY) OR BY DEPOSITING IN BOX PROVIDED AT CITY HALL. TAG MUST
ACCOMPANY PAYMENT.

RECEIPT SUPPLIED ON REQUEST IF SENDER'S NAME AND ADDRESS
ARE FURNISHED.

FURTHER INFORMATION REQUIRED REGARDING THIS OFFENCE MAY
BE OBTAINED FROM THE BYLAW DEPT., THE CITY OF RED DEER.

CASH REGISTER FIGURES

CONSTITUTE A RECEIPT U O VB QO O
FROM THE CITY OF RED DEER (_? b N 6
FOR THE AMOUNT SHOWN.

COMPLETE TAG MUST BE PRESENTED.
SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION.

’M"T“Wﬁv‘bw“ /50

2

RN 8
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Comments:

The attached complaint is regarding a ticket issued for parking in a handicap zone at the Bower
Mall. The ticket was issued by the R.C.M.P. and, subsequent to the complaint, was thoroughly
investigated by them. The R.C.M.P. concluded that there were no valid grounds for cancelling
the ticket as the signs were adequately displayed. As was indicated, Mr. McGinnis could have
dropped the elderly people at the entrance to the mall and found a regular parking space.

Further, this infraction took place on private, not City, property. It is interesting to note that when
Council recently considered a similar complaint with respect to a City on street handicap
parking space, the complainant expressed the view that the handicap parking spaces in the
malls were better signed than those on the street. While we sympathize with Mr. McGinnis, we
cannot recommend that Council cancel this ticket.

“B. HULL”
Deputy Mayor

“H. M. C. DAY”
City Manager



DATE:
TO:

FROM:

RE:

February 11, 1997
DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVICES ~ %0,%,,

DIRECTOR OF CORPORATE SERVICES %%f?%
DIRECTOR OF DEVELOPMENT SERVICES %,
CITY ASSESSOR °c %
E. L. & P. MANAGER V%’g;

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT MANAGER

FIRE CHIEF (EMERGENCY SERVICES)
INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY SERVICES MANAGER
INSPECTIONS AND LICENSING MANAGER

LAND AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGER
PERSONNEL MANAGER

PUBLIC WORKS MANAGER

R.C.M.P. INSPECTOR

RECREATION, PARKS & CULTURE MANAGER
SOCIAL PLANNING MANAGER

TRANSIT MANAGER

TREASURY SERVICES MANAGER

PRINCIPAL PLANNER

CITY SOLICITOR

CITY CLERK
RONALD MCGINNIS - HANDICAPPED PARKING PENALTY

Please submit comments on the attached to this office by February 18, 1997 for the
Council Agenda of February 24, 1997.

“Kelly Kloss”
City Clerk



Office of the City Clerk
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February 11, 1997 RN
Box 5008 T,
Red Deer, Alberta , v, F,O/V
T4N 3T4 M7

Ronald McGinnis
4720 47 Avenue
INNISFAIL, AB T4G 1N9

Dear Mr. McGinnis :

I am in receipt of your letter dated February 10, 1997 re: Handicapped Parking
Penalty. Your letter will be placed on the Red Deer City Council Agenda of
February 24, 1997.

Your request has been circulated to City Administration for comments. A copy of the
administrative comments will be available to you prior to the Council Meeting and can
be picked up at our office on the second floor of City Hall on Friday,
February 21, 1997.

If you wish to be present and/or speak at the Council Meeting, please telephone our
office on Friday, February 21, and we will advise you of the approximate time that
Council will be discussing this item. Upon arrival at City Hall, please enter the park
side entrance and proceed to the Council Chambers on the second floor.

Council Meetings are open to the general public and are televised live on Shaw Cable,
Channel 3. Council Meetings commence at 4:30 p.m., adjourn for the supper hour at
6:00 p.m., and reconvene at 7:00 p.m. Council agendas are available to the public
and media from the City Clerk’s Department.

S
D
S
s
kS
=
S
S

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

Sincerely,

Kelly Klos
City Cler

KK/nb

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

February 25, 1997

Box 5008
ed }?cer, Alberta Mr. Ronald McGinnis
I'4N 3T4 4720 - 47 Avenue
Innisfail. AB T4G 1N9
Dear Mr. McGinnis:

Re:  Handicap Parking Penalty - Request To Cancel Violation Ticket

Thank you for attending The City of Red Deer’'s Council meeting held February 24, 1997. At
that meeting, Council passed the following resolution was with respect to the above request:

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer hereby agrees that the
correspondence from Ronald McGinnis dated February 10, 1997 re:
Handicap Parking Penalty / Request to Cancel Violation Ticket, not be
considered by Council.”

As | indicated to you at the meeting, Council agreed that your appeal should be directed
through the Courts and not through City Council.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you require any further information or clarification of
the above resolution. Thank you.

Sincerely,

%

Kelly Klo
City Cler

S
S
kS
5}
3
S

fclr

c Director of Community Services
Director of Corporate Services
Director or Development Services
O.i/c Red Deer City Detachment
Inspections & Licensing Manager

4914 - 48t Avenue, Red Deer, AB Canada T4N 3T4
Tel: (403) 342-8132 Fax: (403) 346-6195 E-mail: cityclerk@city red-deer.ab.ca Web: http://www.city.red-deer.ab.ca
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Inell & Oplund Svveys 7979/ L

LAND SURVEYORS AND PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERS
PHONE: (403) 342-1255 FAX: (403) 343-7025

PO. BOX 610
G. OSLUND, AL.S., PENG. #2,5128 - 52 STREET

D. VANDENBRINK, A.L.S., PENG. RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 5G6

February 6, 1997
Our Fiie: 397-036

The City of Rec Jreer

P.O. Box 5008

Red Deer, AE

TAN 3T4

ATTENTION: “ELLY KLOSS, City Cierk

Dear 3ir;

Re: Subdivision of Lot 1, Block 9, Plan 962 1393 and Part of Kennedy Drive

Please acceptt iz letter as a request for a revision in the description of Road Closure Bylaw No.
3160/96. We r:3pectfully request that the description be revised as shown on the enclosed
sheet. Alsc en. iosed are copies of two sketches showing the concerned area. We will require a
certified copy ¢ the amended Road Closure Bylaw.

The new descr ; 10N contains exactly the same lands as intended in the original Fload Closure
Bylaw.

Thank you fcr - air attention to this matter. If you have any questions or concerns please call us
at 342-1255
Yours truly,

T "‘"w----..\<’m_,___.___ .
Y 1
\ ¢ <
SNELL & OSLUND SURVEYS (1979 LTD.
Dick VandenBrink, A 1..S., P.Eng

Ral

DViso
encs.
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REMAINDER OF THE
N.W.1/4 SEC.32 ,TWP. 38,RGE.27 W4M

[ SCHEDULE A"

SKETCH SHOWING <\3
PORTION TO BE CLOSED OF
KENNEDY DRIVE, PLAN 812 1094 \
CONTAINED WITHIN
SUBDIVISION PLAN

IN THE :
N.W.1/4 SEC.32,TWP.38,RGE.27 W4M
SCALE = 1:500 BY: DIRK VANDENBRINK  AL.S.
0 5 10 20 30 40 50 Metres

LEGEND & NOTES

AREA OF KENNEDY DRIVE PROPOSED TO BE CLOSED IS SHADED THUS [7
AND CONTAINS 0.003 ha, A,

SNELL & OSLUND SURVEYS (1978) LTD.
gE'l?) ongg.n ~ ROCKY MOUNTAIN HOUSE
9 —

J/

v
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& § ( X REMAINDER OF THE RED DEER \
N \g N | N.W.1/4 SEC.32 TWP.38,RGE.27 W4M (KENTWOOD SUBDIVISION)
. N i A
I W A\ N S “; Plan Showing a Proposed Subdivision
i\~ \Y k‘ N ‘% = " ‘&( @ Of
Q \ " w \\ $ 15\
NN e ‘BL&{iﬁ " \A\; LOT 1, BLOCK Qp,aliLAI\\Ie 962 1393
AN SV | | LAY | a nd rt of
N S 2\ \ \ \g \o\gﬁ\= \ \ \\ | KENNEDY DRIVE, PLAN 812 1094
\\% @X\\\) < A\ “ \ R 1058 1038 \I in the
< Vo sl \| NW.1/4 SEC.32.TWP.38,RGE.27 WM

—T\ \) &
/anu \ N.E.1/4 SEC.32,TWP.38,RGE.27 W4M

SCALE = 1:1000 BY: DIRK VANDENBRINK A.LS.
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10 20 40 60 80 100 Metreg
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LEGEND & NOTES

Ay

DISTANCES ARE iN METRES AND DECIMALS

oo Ar
iagnour.

DISTANCES ARE APPROXIMATE AND MAY VARY PRIOR TO FINAL REGISTRATION.

AREA TO BE REGISTERED IS OUTUINED THUS s
AND CONTAINS AS FOLLOWS

FROM: Part of KENNEDY DRIVE = 0.003 ha. g 0.01 Acs.z
LOT 1, BLOCK 9, PLAN 962 1393 = 1.064 ha. ( 2.63 Acs.)
TOTAL = 1.067 ha. ( 2.64 Acs.)

f%ﬁ\.
|F

RED DEER ~ ROCKY MOUNTAIN HOUSE
PHONE: (403) 342-1255 FEBRUARY 4, 1997
JOB No.: 397-036

[SNELL & OSLUND SURVEYS (1879) LTD.]

L
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BYLAW NO. 3160/96
Being a Bylaw to close a portion of road in The City of Red Deer as described herein.

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

1 The following portion of roadway in The City of Red Deer is hereby closed:
o1 t-r' ﬁlbdlﬂ 7)
"All that porfion of Kefinedy Drive, Plan 812-1094 contained
within Lot(1) Block(1/ Plan ___~__ — in the north west
Quarter Section 32, Township 38, Range 27 west of the
Fourth Meridian containing 0.003 hectares more or less.

EXCEPTING THEREOUT ALL MINES AND MINERALS."

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

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 26 day ofrebruarf.D. 1996.
READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this ¢ dayof apriz A.D.1996.
READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 9 dayof aprii A.D. 1996.

AND SIGNED by the Mayor and City Clerkthe ¢ dayof ,,.;;  A.D.1996.

e N

NTUCERTIFIED TO BE A TRUE AND CORRE
MAYOR COPY OF THE ORIGINAL BYLAW. K Ausont”
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Comments:

We concur with the request of Snell & Oslund Surveys (1979) Ltd. that Council approve the
amended description. Council should note that this is the third such request that we have had
recently and we are currently working with the surveying industry to reduce the frequency of

these occurrences.

“B. HULL”
Deputy Mayor

“H. M. C. DAY”
City Manager
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Office of the City Clerk

February 25, 1997

Box 5008
Red Deer, Alberta Snell & Oslund Survey’s (1979) Ltd. Faxed to: 343-7025

T4N 3T4 2, 5128-52 Street

Red Deer, AB T4N 5G6

Att:  Dick VandenBrink, A.L.S., P. Eng.
Dear Mr. VandenBrink:

RE: SUBDIVISION OF LOT 1, BLOCK 9, PLAN 962-1393 AND PART OF
KENNEDY DRIVE

At The City of Red Deer’'s Council meeting held February 24, 1997, consideration was given to
your correspondence dated February 6, 1997, regarding the above request to amend the legal
description on Road Closure Bylaw 3160/96.

At that meeting, Road Closure Bylaw Amendment 3160/A-97 was given three Readings, a
certified copy of which is attached hereto.

Please do not hesitate to contact me should you have any further questions or require
clarification of the above. Thank you.

Sincerely,

fclr
attchs.

~
S
S
3
&
kS
S5
.
=

C Land & Economic Development Manager

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




BYLAW NO. 3160/A-97
Being a bylaw to amend Road Closure Bylaw 3160/96.

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

Bylaw No. 3160/96 is hereby amended by:
1 Deleting section 1 in its entirety and replacing same with the following:

“q The following portion of roadway in the City of Red Deer is hereby
closed:

"All that portion of Kennedy Drive, Plan 812-1094 contained
within Lot 2, Block 9, Plan in the north west
Quarter Section 32, Township 38, Range 27 west of the
Fourth Meridian containing 0.003 hectares more or less.
Excepting thereout all mines and minerals.”

2 Deleting section 2 in its entirety.

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 24 day of February A.D.1997.
READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 24 day of February A.D. 1997.
READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 24 day of pebruary A.D. 1997.
AND SIGNED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY CLERK this 24 day of rebruary A.D. 1997.

—

- Z

. /é;éa{@f é@v{//?ﬁ%‘?
)/wr CERTIFIED TO BE A TRUE AND CORRECT /

COPY OF THE ORIGINAL BYLAW.

g //
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o < }JTY CLERK
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05 FEB 97

TO: City Clerk

FROM: OIC Red Deer City RCMP

RE: HEALTH BYLAW - SMOKING IN THE WORKPLACE

Ms. Janelle BERGEY'’s letter of January 28th directed to City Council refers.

Ms. BERGEY is asking Council to pass a bylaw, which would in effect, state that unless
agreed upon by all employees present, there should be no smoking allowed at any
business/work meeting. She suggests that Bylaw 2934/87, Schedule D be re-examined.

The Schedule referred to states among other things, that “Council strongly encourages
employers and workers to adopt policies to eliminate or restrict smoking in the workplace.”
They do not go so far as to say that every business will adopt a “No Smoking” policy. My
view is that they are correct in this direction. Although Council does have the authority to
restrict smoking in municipal offices and public buildings for which they have control, if
they went so far as to tell private businesses that they will adopt a “no smoking policy”
they would be exceeding their mandate and authority. It is my opinion that Council has
gone as far as they can in responding to recognized dangers of secondhand smoke.

| sympathize with Ms. BERGEY's situation and unfortunately it would appear that within
her company/business, there is little tolerance for minority opinions. One must always be
aware that some legislation can only go so far without the danger of encroachment on
individual rights. Thereafter, a private business must address employee concerns through
mutual problem solving. The Municipal Government can only go so far.

The bylaw as it reads, | feel, goes as far as it can with direction given to private industry.

Red Deer City Detachment
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CS-6.204
DATE: February 3, 1997
TO: KELLY KLOSS
City Clerk
FROM: LOWELL R. HODGSON

Community Services Director

RE: HEALTH BYLAW

Ms. Bergey has raised the issue of smoking in the workplace and, while I appreciate the issues
that this creates, I would not recommend that the City attempt to enforce “No Smoking” in
private workplaces. Facilities under our jurisdiction, public places and restaurants are
enforceable and reasonable compromises seem to have developed. Ms. Bergey’s issues are those
of her employer and fellow staff and, as long as it remains on private property, I believe these
issues must be resolved there, without asking the City to intervene in what would be an almost
impossible situation to monitor or enforce.

RECOMMENDATION

THAT Council of The City of Red Deer not attempt to enforce “No Smoking” regulations in
private workplaces as requested.

e

LOWELL R. HODGSON

:dmg
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Comments:

The applicant is requesting that Council change the current Health Bylaw (Bylaw No. 2934/87)
to enforce nc smoking in the work place unless the employees are unanimous that smoking be
allowed.

The current bylaw “strongly encourages” employers and employees to eliminate or restrict
smoking in the work place, however, other than requiring the posting of “smoking” and “no
smoking” signs in areas so designated, it does not mandate that such areas shall be
established. Bylaw No. 2934/87 is much stronger in areas such as public assembly,
restaurants, common public areas, etc. We question as to what extent Council wishes to intrude
further into the work place and we concur with the recommendations of the Administration that
Council not change the current Health Bylaw.

“B. HULL”
Deputy Mayor

“H. M. C. DAY”
City Manager
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BYLAW NO. 2934/87

Being a Bylaw of The City of Red Deer with respect to the health of the citizens of Red

Deer and the regulation of smoking.

WHEREAS under section 7 of the Municipal Government Act, a Council of the City may
pass bylaws for municipal purposes respecting the safety, health, and welfare of people
and the protection of people and property.’

AND WHEREAS it has been determined that smoking, and second-hand tobacco smoke
is a health hazard and a public nuisance because of its adverse effect upon and risk to the
health of the inhabitants of The City of Red Deer;

AND WHEREAS it is desirable for the health, safety, and welfare of the inhabitants of The
City of Red Deer to provide for regulating smoking for the better protection of persons from

conditions injurious to health in accordance with the provisions of this bylaw;

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

SHORT TITLE

1 This bylaw may be cited as "The Health Bylaw".
DEFINITIONS

2 In this bylaw;

(a)  "Beverage Room" or "Lounge" means any premises which have been

' 2934/A-95



(d)

2 BYLAW NO. 2934/87

licensed for the sale of liquor pursuant to the provisions of the Liquor
Control Act of Alberta;

DELETED

"Health Care Facility" includes any place in which medical, dental,
optical, physiotheraﬁil, chiropractic or other similar health services are
provided or arranged,;

"Hospital" means an institution operated for the care of diseased,
injured or sick people, and shall include the common public areas of
nursing homes or senior citizen homes;

"No Smoking Area" means an area in which smoking is prohibited
pursuant to this bylaw, including an area designated by a proprietor
as a no smoking area;

"Place of Employment" means any indoor place of work other than

(i) a private home which also serves as a place of work, or

(ii) a place of work occupied solely by an independent contractor

or only by the partner to a partnership,

and includes any parts of a retail shop used exclusively by the
employees of such premises, but does not include a reception area;

' 2934/A-95
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"Place of Public Assembly" means any building or portion thereof
where the public may gather for such purposes as entertainment,
recreation, education, deliberation, business or amusement, but does
not include

(i) a place where a private social function is being hé|d,
(ii) pool halls, bowling alleys, games arcades, bingo halls,
(i)  restaurants,

(iv)  beverage rooms, or

(v)  school buildings.

"Post" means the erection or placing of a sign and includes the act
of keeping continuously displayed;

"Private Social Function" means a special social event for which an
entire room or hall has been exclusively reserved, and at which
attendance is limited to people who have been specifically invited or
designated by the sponsor thereof, but does not include events
which are held privately for the purpose of business, sales or
education;

"Proprietor" means
(i) the occupant or owner of premises referred to in to this bylaw

and includes any person in charge thereof or who controls,
governs or directs the activity carried on therein. In respect of



(m)

4 BYLAW NO. 2934/87

a building occupied by more than one occupant, "owner" shall
mean, in respect of the common areas of the premises, the
legal owner or his agent or representative;

(ii) the owner or driver of a taxi-cab;

(i) the owner of a public bus or other form of public
transportation;

(iv)  the owner or driver of a school bus;
(v)  the Board of Trustees of a school, college or hospital.

"Public Washrooms" means any washroom or lavatory open to the
general public;

"Restaurant” means any place of business where food or
refreshments are prepared to order and sold for human consumption
on the premises and includes a restaurant, lunch counter or cafeteria
out does not include an outdoor dining area or outdoor food stall;

"School Building" means a building provided or managed by a Board
of Directors or Trustees or independent persons or organizations for
the education of persons to and including the grade 12 level;

"Seating Capacity" means the number of seats provided for use by
patrons or customers for the consumption of food while seated;

"Service Line" means an indoor line of two or more persons awaiting
service of any kind, regardless of whether or not such service
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involves the exchange of money, including but not limited to sales,
provision of information, transactions, or advice, and transfers of
money or goods, but does not include a service line at a private
social function;

(p)  "Smoke or Smoking" means the inhaling, exhaling, burning or
carrying of a lighted cigarette, cigar, pipe or other lighted smoking
equipment burning tobacco or any other weed or substance, but
does not include smoking by actors as part of a stage or theatrical
performance;

(@) "Smoking Area" means an area, designated by the proprietor, in
which smoking is permitted;

(r) "Taxicab" means any taxicab licensed pursuant to the provisions of
the City Taxi Business Bylaw to carry on business in the City.

PLACES OF PUBLIC ASSEMBLY

3 No person shall smoke in those parts of a place of public assembly which
are used as a concert hall, auditorium, gymnasium, swimming poo!, indoor
sporting area, library, classroom, lecture hall or in the seating area of a
theatre or motion picture house, music hall or in a display area in a
museum or art gallery, or in any portion of a place of public assembly
designated as a no smoking area.

4 The proprietor of a place of public assembly shall designate not less than
50% of the floor area of the building, structure, place, or area such as a
lobby, foyer or concourse that is generally open to the public to enter and
assemble, as a non-smoking area provided that any area described in
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Section 3 shall not be used in the calculation of the floor area for the
purposes of this section.

5 The proprietor of a place of public assembly shall post a no smoking sign
in each area wherein smoking is prohibited pursuant to this Bylaw or which
is designated as a no smoking area by the proprietor, and shall post
smoking signs in smoking areas.

RESTAURANTS

6 The proprietor of a restaurant having a seating capacity of more than 20
persons shall designate in one location not less than 35% of the floor area
thereof used for the seating and service of customers as a no smoking
area.

7 The proprietor of a restaurant shall:

(a)  Post a no smoking sign in the no smoking area, or

Place a no smoking sign on each table in the no smoking area, and

(b)  Post a sign at the entrance to the restaurant containing the words
"smoking permitted only in smoking areas", and

(¢)  Not place ashtrays on tables in non-smoking areas.

COMMON PUBLIC AREAS

8 No person may smoke
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(@)  Inan elevator, escalator, inside stairway or public washroom, in any

building, except school buildings, generally open and accessible by
the public,

(b)  In a school bus, public bus or other form of public transportation, or

(c) In a service line.

The proprietor of a public bus, school bus or other form of public
transportation, and of any building or premises containing a service line, or
any of the areas described in Section 8 (a) shall post a no smoking sign in
each such areas.

HEALTH CARE FACILITIES

10

11

12

The proprietor of a hospital or a health care facility may designate all or any
part of such premises as a no smoking area, and may designate smoking
areas.

Upon designating no smoking areas, the proprietor shall post a no smoking
sign at the entrance doors to each no smoking area.

Upon designating smoking areas, the proprietor shall post a sign at the
main entrance containing the words "smoking permitted only in smoking

areas" and shall post smoking permitted signs in the smoking areas.

SCHOOL BUILDING

13

The proprietor of a school building may designate all or any part of such
building as a no smoking area.
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TAXI CAB

15

16

17

8 BYLAW NO. 2934/87

Upon electing to designate all or any portion of a school building as a no
smoking area, the proprietor

(@)  shall post at each entrance thereto a no smoking sign, or a sign

containing the words "smoking permitted only in smoking areas", and
(b)  shall post smoking permitted signs in smoking areas, and

(c)  may post no smoking signs in the school building.

No person shall smoke in a taxi cab unless otherwise designated pursuant
to Section 16.

The proprietor of a taxi cab may designate the taxi cab as a smoking area
from time to time subject to the consent of the driver and all passengers

actually occupying the taxi cab.

The proprietor of a taxi cab shall post in a conspicuous position in the taxi
cab clearly visible to the passengers therein

(@) A no smoking sign in general conformity with Schedule "A", or

(b) A sign containing the words "smoking permitted only by consent of
all passengers and driver".
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PLACES OF EMPLOYMENT

18

19

20

21

Effective January 1, 1988 no person shall smoke in a place of employment
except in a smoking area.

The proprietor of a place of employment may designate all or ahy part of
such premises as a smoking area, in accordance with Schedule D.

The proprietor of a place of empioyment shall
(a)  post a no smoking sign at each of the entrances thereto, or

(b)  upon designating a smoking area shall post a sign at each of the
entrances to the place of employment containing the text "smoking
permitted only in smoking areas" and shall post smoking permitted
signs in such smoking area.

Until December 31, 1987 the policy of the City with respect to smoking in
a place of employment is as set forth in Schedule "D" hereto. Until
December 31, 1987 proprietors of places of employment are recommended
to utilize the policy in the decision to designate smoking areas.

GENERAL AREAS

22

The proprietor of any building, or other indoor premises not specifically
listed in this Bylaw may designate all or any portion of such premises as a
no smoking area, by posting therein no smoking signs in accordance with
this Bylaw.
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Where this Bylaw permits a smoking area to be designated by a proprietor,
such smoking area

(a)

shall be identified by means of signs provided for in this Bylaw;

shall be designed, constructed or arranged to ensure that smoke or
gas resulting from smoking is minimized in adjacent no-smoking
areas;

shall not exceed the size limitations imposed by any other section of
this bylaw;

shall not include any part of the premises to which non-smokers may
need access, and

shall not include any area in which smoking is prohibited pursuant to
any fire bylaw, regulation or statute.

Signs prohibiting smoking shall

(a)

(b)

Be in a form in general conformity with Schedule "A" annexed
hereto, and may include the words "City of Red Deer Health Bylaw",
or

Be a written sign including the words "no smoking", such text to be
not less than 1" in vertical height, or

Be a combination of (a) and (b) above.
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26

27

28

29

PENALTIES

30

1 BYLAW NO. 2934/87

A sign permitting smoking shall

(@) Be in a form in general conformity with Schedule "B" annexed
hereto,

(b)  Be a written sign including the text "smoking area" such text to be
not less than 1" in vertical height, or

(¢)  Be a combination of (a) and (b) above.

Signs shall consist of at least two contrasting colours, or if the lettering is
to be applied to a clear panel then the lettering shall contrast to the colour
of the background against which the sign is posted.

No person shall remove, alter, conceal, deface or destroy any sign posted
by any person pursuant to this Bylaw.

The proprietor of any premises in which smoking is prohibited pursuant to
this Bylaw shall post a no smoking sign within the building in proximity to
the main public-entrance of such place and conspicuously in at least one
location on each floor therein.

All signs used to identify smoking or no smoking areas shall be placed at
a height and location easily seen by a person in the premises, and shall not
be obscured in any way.

No person shall smoke in a no smoking area designated by a proprietor, or
established pursuant to this Bylaw.
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31 (1)'  Any proprietor who contravenes any provision of this Bylaw is guilty of an
offence and is liable to a specified penalty of $110.00.
(2)  Any other person who contravenes any provision of this Bylaw is guilty of
an offence and is liable to a specified penalty of $40.00.
322 Where a Peace Officer, Bylaw Enforcement Officer or a member of the
Canadian Corps of Commissionaires has reasonable grounds to believe that
a person has contravened a~y provision of this Bylaw, he may serve upon
such person an offence ticket allowing payment of the specified penalty to
the City which shall be accepted by the City in lieu of prosecution for the
offence.
33* DELETED
34* DELETED
35° DELETED
36° DELETED
1 3067/92
2 3067/92
* 3067/92
4 3067/92
® 3067/92

® 3067/92
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37 Should any provision of this Bylaw be found to be invalid it is the express
wish of the Council for the City that such invalid portion be severed and that
the remainder of the Bylaw be maintained.

38 Bylaw 2835/85 is hereby repealed upon this Bylaw coming into full force.

39 This Bylaw shall come into full force the 1st day of September, 1987.

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 4 day ot May, A.D. 1987.

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 4 day of May, A.D. 1987.

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 19 day of May, A.D. 1987.

"R.J. MCGHEE" "C. SEVCIK"
MAYOR CITY CLERK
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SCHEDULE "C™ - DELETED
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BYLAW NO. 2934/87
SCHEDULE 'D" TO THE HEALTH BYLAW

COUNCIL POLICY ON SMOKING IN THE WORKPLACE

Council of the City and the Medical Health Officer of the Red Deer Health Unit believe
that voluntary and involuntary exposure to smoking is hazardous to health and that
significant numbers of the working population of Red Deer may be involuntarily exposed
to such hazard in the work place.

Council strongly encourages employers and workers to acdopt policies to eliminate or
restrict smoking in the work place. Employers are encouraged to consult with workers on
the issue and the following are recommended as acceptable minimum criteria;

(a)  the employer/proprietor will take all reasonable steps to ensure that no
person shall be involuntarily exposed to smoking in the workplace;

(b) any smoker may object to the employer or other person having control
about smoking in his or her workplace. The elﬁployer will attempt to reach
a reasonable accommodation, insofar as possible between the preferences
of smoking workers and those who do not wish to be exposed to smoke.

(c) If an accommodation cannot be reached which is satisfactory to all of the
affected workers in any given workplace, then the preference of workers
who do not want their air polluted by smoking shall prevail and the
proprietor shall prohibit smoking in the work place to the end that those
workers will work in a smoke-free environment.



DATE: January 29, 1997

TO: DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVICES
DIRECTOR OF CORPORATE SERVICES 840
DIRECTOR OF DEVELOPMENT SERVIC&*@QQUP

INe
S
CITY ASSESSOR Trep 7%424 Tioy
E. L. & P. MANAGER Ung,,

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT MANAGER

FIRE CHIEF (EMERGENCY SERVICES)
INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY SERVICES MANAGER
INSPECTIONS AND LICENSING MANAGER

LAND AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGER
PERSONNEL MANAGER

PUBLIC WORKS MANAGER

R.C.M.P. INSPECTOR

RECREATION, PARKS & CULTURE MANAGER
SOCIAL PLANNING MANAGER

TRANSIT MANAGER

TREASURY SERVICES MANAGER

PRINCIPAL PLANNER

X CITY SOLICITOR

X X X X

FROM: CITY CLERK
RE: HEALTH BYLAW

Please submit comments on the attached to this office by February 3, 1997 for the
Council Agenda of February }6 , 1997
‘Z ‘,/
“Kelly Kloss”
City Clerk
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Office of the City Clerk

February 25, 1997

Box 5008
Red Deer, Alberta Ms. Janelle Bergey

[4N 3T4 5836-60 Street
Red Deer, AB T4N 2P8
Dear Ms. Bergey:

Re: _Smoking In The Workplace - Request To Amend Health Bylaw No. 2934/87

At The City of Red Deer’s Council meeting held February 24, 1997, consideration was given to
your correspondence dated January 28, 1997, wherein you requested an amendment to The
City of Red Deer's Health Bylaw No. 2934/87. At that meeting, the following resolution was
passed:

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered
correspondence from Janelle Bergey dated January 28, 1997 re: Request to
Amend Health Bylaw Number 2934/87 relative to Schedule “D” - Smoking in the
Workplace, hereby agrees that no change be rmade to said Bylaw at this time,
and as presented to Council February 24, 1997.”

Thank you for attending the Council meeting and for expressing your concerns to Council.
Please do not hesitate to contact me should you have any questions or require clarification of
the above decision.

Sincerely,

Kelly Klos

City Cler,

~
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fclr

o Director of Community Services
O.i/c Red Deer City Detachment
Personnel Manager

4914 - 484 Avenue, Red Deer, AB Canada T4N 3T4
Tel: (403) 342-8132 Fax: (403) 346-6195 E-mail: cityclerk@city.red-deer.ab.ca Web: http://www.city.red-deer.ab.ca
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Red Deer, Alberta

T4N 3T4

Janelle Bergey
5836 60 Street —L7-%14%
RED DEER, AB T4N 2P6

Dear Ms. Bergey:

| am in receipt of your letter dated January 28, 1997 re: Health Bylaw 2934/87.
Your letter will be placed on the Red Deer City Council Agenda of February 10, 1997.

Your request has been circulated to City Administration for comments. A copy of the
administrative comments will be available to you prior to the Council Meeting and can
be picked up at our office on the second floor of City Hall on Friday, February 7, 1997.

If you wish to be present and/or speak at the Council Meeting, please telephone our
office on Friday, February 7, and we will advise you of the approximate time that
Council will be discussing this item. Upon arrival at City Hall, please enter the park
side entrance and proceed to the Council Chambers on the second floor.

Council Meetings are open to the general public and are televised live on Shaw Cable,
Channel 3. Council Meetings commence at 4:30 p.m., adjourn for the supper hour at
6:00 p.m., and reconvene at 7:00 p.m. Council agendas are available to the public
and media from the City Clerk’s Department.

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

Sincerely,

City Cler

KK/nb

4914 - 48t Avenue, Red Deer, AB Canada T4N 3T4
Tel: (403) 342-8132 Fax: (403) 346-6195 E-mail: cityclerk@city red-deer.ab.ca Web: http//www city.red-deer.ab.ca
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Date:  Feb 21,1997

TO: City Clerk
Kelly Kloss

FROM: Occupational Health Nurse
Yolande Stubbs

RE: Health Bylaw-Smoking in the Workplace

Grant Howell has asked me to comment on a letter sent to you on January 28, 1997 by
Janelle Bergey regarding Smoking in the Workplace.

As Ms. Bergey has pointed out, extensive studies have been carried out which indicate
that second hand smoke is hazardous to the health of those in the same room. As well,
it has been found that constant exposure to cigarette smoke can injure the health of
non-smoking mothers and their unborn babies. Smoking is a health issue.

At present there is no legislation to regulate smoking in the workplace. 1996 Bill 222
NON-SMOKERS HEALTH ACT was to be presented to the Legislative Assembly of
Alberta on a private member’s bill, but this has not yet received First Reading. This bill
would set out regulations concerning building construction, designation of smoking
areas, and the requirement that everyone would be in agreement before smoking would
be allowed

At present. employees are asking for and getting a smoke-free environment by making
their concerns known to management. Management is responding to employee
concerns by co-operating to develop and implement company policies concerning
smoking at work.

Ms. Bergey’s suggestion that an agreement must be reached by all present before
smoking at work is allowed is a good plan. Smoking breaks away from meeting rooms
must also be provided.

j A, /
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DATE: February 14, 1997

TO: Kelly Kloss, City Clerk

FROM: Alan Scott, Land and Economic Development Manager

RE: ROCKY AND SUSAN JONES - ORIOLE PARK LOT PRICES

On October 11, 1996, Mr. and Mrs. Jones paid a $600.00 deposit on lot 16, Block 31, Plan
942-2419. On November 18, 1996, the Jones’ paid 1/3 of the purchase price of the lot and
entered into an Option and Development Agreement. The remainder of the purchase price
is payable in two equal installments, the first one falling due on March 11, 1997, the final
payment due July 11, 1997.

Clause 5 of the Agreement states as follows:

“If the Optionee does not accept the option as herein provided, the deposit
shall be absolutely forfeited onto the City as liquidated damages, the option
herein granted shall thereupon be terminated, in which event, the City shall
refund to the Optionee the option fee and extended option fee, less an
amount equal to interest calculated on the full purchase price at 10% per
annum from the date of this agreement, as liquidated damages and not as
penalty or forfeiture.”

Using the date upon which the Council resolution relative to the reduction in price was
passed, the agreement was outstanding for 85 days. This would result in a penalty of
$1,141.37, plus the deposit of $600.00, for a total of $1,741.37. It would therefore be to the
advantage of the Jones' to terminate this agreement, pay the penalty, and re-purchase the
lot at the new price of $44,111.00. The saving, even after the penalty would be $3,159.63.

Council should also be aware that prior to the development of Lancaster Meadows Phase
2, the penalty clause within our agreements imposed a penalty based on 6% per annum
rather than 10%. In an effort to come up with some kind of a compromise solution, we have
estimated the interest based on 6% at $684.76, for a total penalty, including the deposit of
$1,284.76.

Recommendation:

Unfortunately, as is often the case in situations such as this, there are always one or two
people affected by a change in price. In this situation, Mr. and Mrs. Jones are essentially
part way through purchasing a residential building lot. They have signed the agreements,
and are therefore committed to the price as indicated in the document. They feel that

2/...
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Kelly Kloss, City Clerk
February 14, 1997
Page 2

because of their circumstances, they should be entitled to some consideration in the form
of a reduction. The resolution of Council is very specific, stating that the reduction in price
is affective with the passage of the resolution. No consideration was given to purchases
made prior to the meeting of Council. If circumstances were reversed, and an increase in
price was being implemented, we would not be asking for additional funds from Mr. and
Mrs. Jones.

| would recommend that Council abide by the resolution and not grant a refund to Mr. and
Mrs. Jones. The only realistic option for Mr. and Mrs. Jones would then be to cancel the
existing agreement and repurchase the lot at the new price. In an effort to reach some
middle ground, | would further recommend that we reduce the penalty to 6% from the
stated 10%, which would result in a penalty of $1,284.76, and a real reduction in the price
from that originally agreed to of approximately $3,600.00.

Respectfully sybmitted,

[

Lo

Alan Scott, Land and Economic Development Manager

AVS/rp
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Comments:

The attached request from Mr. & Mrs. Jones is an application to Council to RETROACTIVELY
reduce the price of the lot they are currently purchasing in Oriole Park.

The Council resolution reducing the price of these lots was quite specific in defining an effective
date of the price reduction to avoid the whole question of retroactivity. In similar circumstances
when there is a price increase, increases are not applied to land sale agreements in the
process of being completed. Equally, when prices are decreased, as in this case, the price
reductions should not apply as such an action immediately raises the question of how far back
the retroactively should apply. Already, the City has had verbal requests for $5000.00 rebates,
from people who have built homes, on the grounds that we have “reduced the market value of
their property by $5000.00.” Once Council gives consideration to such retroactivity, there will be
no end to the number of requests we may receive. (In this case 11 lots have been sold.)

With respect to the attached request, Mr. & Mrs. Jones can in fact terminate their current
agreement, pay the penalty, and repurchase the lot, realizing a savings of $3159.63, which is
more than half way to the $5000.00 they are requesting. We believe this is not an unreasonable
compromise for someone in this position. At the same time, it has the advantage of preserving
the principle of the Council resoiution that price adjustments are not made retroactive.
Accordingly, we recommend that Council reaffirm its decision that the price change be effective
February 10, 1997,

For Council’s reference, following is the resolution passed on February 10, 1997:
Moved by Councillor Flewwelling, seconded by Councillor Moffat

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered
correspondence from Vesna Higham dated January 29, 1997, re: Proposal to
Reduce Lot Prices in Oriole Park - Phase 2A, Plan. 932-2354, hereby agrees to
the request of Vesna Higham that The City of Red Deer further reduce by 10%
the selling price of residential building lots on Owens Close and Osmond Close,
and further agrees that there will be no form of rebate on those lots on Owens
Close and Osmond Close which have already been purchased prior to the date

- 5
/

of passage of this resolution, and as presented to Council February 10. 1997.

“B. HULL"
Deputy Mayor

“H. M. C. DAY~
City Manager



FILE

Office of the City Clerk

February 25, 1997

Box 5008
Red Deer, Alberta Rocky & Susan Jones

T4N 3T4 3722 - 44 Street
Red Deer, AB T4N 1G5

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Jones:

Re: Lot Pricing in Oriole Park

As per your request, your correspondence dated February 12, 1997 regarding the above, was
withdrawn from the Council Meeting of February 24, 1997.

Please do not hesitate to contact me should you require information or assistance in the
future, or if you have further concerns regarding the purchase of the above land.

Sincerely,
/

//

A,

Kelly Kloss
City Clerk

fclr

c Director of Corporate Services
Land & Economic Development Manager

~
S
S
3
&
kS
S
S
=

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




DATE: February 12, 1997

TO: DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVICES
DIRECTOR OF CORPORATE SERVICES
DIRECTOR OF DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

CITY ASSESSOR

E. L. & P. MANAGER ’fi'c»)%;@

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT MANAGER /@7’}%

FIRE CHIEF (EMERGENCY SERVICES) | ”&,,ff%

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY SERVICES MANAGER A 3

INSPECTIONS AND LICENSING MANAGER V’l’o//
X LAND AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGER

PERSONNEL MANAGER

PUBLIC WORKS MANAGER

R.C.M.P. INSPECTOR

RECREATION, PARKS & CULTURE MANAGER
SOCIAL PLANNING MANAGER

TRANSIT MANAGER

TREASURY SERVICES MANAGER

PRINCIPAL PLANNER

CITY SOLICITOR
FROM: CITY CLERK
RE: ROCKY & SUSAN JONES

Please submit comments on the attached to this office by February 18, 1997 for the
Council Agenda of February 24, 1997.

“Kelly Kloss”
City Clerk



Box 5008
Red Deer, Alberta
T4N 3T4
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Office of the City Clerk

. 4’@ &"7 \
February 12, 1997 Pou K,
\,l‘/lf,j M:"\/po
& Ry,
'OC.‘,L,}/O/V
Rocky and Susan Jones : VO’VC/(

3722 44 Street
RED DEER, AB T4N 1G5

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Jones:

| am in receipt of your letter dated February 12, 1997 re: Appeal for reduction in Lot
Price - Lot 16 Owens Close. Your letter will be placed on the Red Deer City Council
Agenda of February 24, 1997.

Your request has been circulated to City Administration for comments. A copy of the
administrative comments will be available to you prior to the Council Meeting and can
be picked up at our office on the second floor of City Hall on Friday, February 21,
1997.

If you wish to be present and/or speak at the Council Meeting, please telephone our
office on Friday, February 21, and we will advise you of the approximate time that
Council will be discussing this item. Upon arrival at City Hall, please enter the park
side entrance and proceed to the Council Chambers on the second floor.

Council Meetings are open to the general public and are televised live on Shaw Cable,
Channel 3. Council Meetings commence at 4:30 p.m., adjourn for the supper hour at
6:00 p.m., and reconvene at 7:00 p.m. Council agendas are available to the public
and media from the City Clerk’'s Department.

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

Kefly Klos
City Clerk

KK/nb

‘ 4914 - 48 Avenue, Red Deer, AR Canada T4N 3T4
Tel: (403) 342-8132 Fax: (403) 346-6195 E-mail: cityclerk@city red-deer.ab.ca Web: http://www city.red-deer.ab.ca
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#18 SHERWOOD CT
RED DEER, AB
T4N 0A3

Phione 342 7708
Fax 342 7798

February 6, 1997

City Clerks Department
P O Box 5008

Red Deer AB

T4N 3T4

Dear City Clerk

This is to formally make application for discretionary use of the house located at 5401-48 Ave Red Deer. Land
description Lot 1, Block 33, Plan 656 NY.

People’s Choice Kitchen and Bath request to operate business in the sale of kitchen cabinets, antique bath fixtures
and related accessories. This building and this site have been selected by People’s Choice for the following reasons:
a) The character of the building is well suited to our line of goods
b) The competetive price will allow our business to thrive

The property has been previously approved for descretionary use operating as:

Blind View Window Fashions... interior design Final approval reading... January 1993
Almont Rose Center... learning center Final approval reading... August 1995

To assist you in your response... Previous correspondence between the above mentioned businesses and the city has
been enclosed.

An interior floor plan and parking plan have been included as well.

Sinc;efely

o

Joel Martens
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THE CITY OF RED DEER - LAND USE BYLAW

LAND USE DISTRICTb

9 N T é .o g lE >t =
= = DN |
> ¥ - ]
c¢1 S*‘ l . R3’ . £ . RSIA L lj = t ‘ B :
oce) ubj ct 55 STREET D
23 ) ! ~ v
r l 3 = r A © Ly -
r o | Ope LL " * T g » R1 g
C1A = e 32 ° T e — |
* . » "y m B fuwl’ 5 Ll 1Y B :
‘ : K0T : = LS F el o = SCHN |
HP-3 54 STREET @ lg g . " = -R1:— (|
2 ] " 3 " < B ‘ 2 s
— A R3 34 - E . ) s
s A"x ] — - | ‘ ¢ Rz . Gs
' 53 STREET
‘ v — -
” ! {:ﬂ | ) 1: 2
o4 [ R el ™) g
“ {b& 30 {2 A R2 .3
52 STREET PS A2
o, I 38 /
w KU B H T : . .# ,\, 2
i Ct 2z z o’
etidle o y s c1 = A
< 7 Lh o 1 L) 1&
- g ¢ o s N 42 C
s 51 STREET x
I || Cl! ) L I . \
[ ‘ W s
ol qd | B _,1IF M X oi7alu o ctl .l d“u . T’_ 2 y . A2
HP-1 ' ROSS STREET ' HP-13
UL b s B LR | (e8] c1 - ! NI W
:3:»; d o o V| e Hs )
o1 g e | 'ERR1 f J—l*IHP-g \ A H"H 1 ! A2
~ HP-6 49 STREET e
ej’:I_‘- * Iu m‘wc 1 ™ e M a ‘ ' q‘ - 1 L] o .. a7 | ﬂ“\
r l 39 e
=1 = 1 . ol ™ * 2
r M B 1 ELP T ! i AlM
48 STREET 48 STREET
2 @ w
b MLl T e ™ 2 " b b =
= = ¢ r =3 § § H“H 1R
< £ i
ﬁ!:: ' M ﬁ‘n : s f. lm‘\ JILde »H‘Ar
T iLd <
47 STREET 47 STREET ; .
—F = » q‘ . ct |un|:l : -‘ . M H1A o 1R ?lﬁ
BYLAW NUMBER - 3156/96 SEE SECTION SIX FOR
' LANDUSE DISTRICT DEFINITIONS
AMENDMENTS:
F10{ G10|H10
=N= Fo |Go | He
m F8 {G8 | H8
SCALE 1:5000
29-APR-1996 N.W.}Y4 -16-38-27-4




66

MEMORANDUM
To: City Council
From: Paul Meyette
Subject: Proposed Land Use Amendment to allow commercial use
at 5401 - 48 Avenue
Date: February 13, 1997

People's Choice Kitchen and Bath is proposing to operate a kitchen and bath fixtures and
accessory shop from 5401 - 48 Avenue. The site is currently designated R3 (Residential
Multiple Family District). Council has twice before approved "exceptions" to the land use bylaw
to allow an interior design store and a learning centre.

Background Information

The proposed site is an older single family home. Property west of this site is zoned C1
(Commercial City Centre) District while properties north, south and east are zoned R3
(Residential Multiple Family District). The Downtown Plan designates this area for high density
housing: the plan places a high priority on increasing residential development in the downtown
area.

Planning Comments

Planning staff have two concerns with this proposal:

1. Attracting Residential Development
There are a limited ﬁumber of sites which are designated R3 in the land use bylaw. By
continuing to allow commercial use in these areas, Council will undermine the

Downtown Plan’s objective of increasing the amount of housing in the downtown area.

2, Need for a Compact Downtown

The Downtown retail area already covers a very large area. The continued rezoning of
sites outside of the downtown will continue to spread out the downtown and undermine
owners of land within the commercial area. Approval of proposals such as this one will
make infill development unlikely in the existing downtown.

Recommendation

Planning staff recommend that Council deny the request for rezoning.

OGO

Paul Meyette. ACP, MCIP
Principal Planner, City Sectio \3
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CS-6.221
DATE: February 13, 1997
TO: KELLY KLOSS
City Clerk
FROM: LOWELL R. HODGSON

Community Services Director

RE: LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT - DISCRETIONARY USE:
5401 - 48 AVENUE, RED DEER

This site, while intended for higher density housing, has been spot zoned for two previous
commercial undertakings. The request now before City Council from People’s Choice Kitchen &
Bath is similar to the previous two commercial businesses; thus, it is difficult to do anything
but accept this request, based on the two earlier approvals. I can concur, however, with earlier
raised concerns that the commercial zoning in the downtown might be too spread out, and our
downtown would be much healthier with more infill.

We should do all that we can to encourage residential development at this location. Therefore,
if Council is supportive of this application, it is recommended that it be for this use only, with
the previous approvals withdrawn as discretionary use. It is further recommended that, should
this existing home be in any way significantly altered or removed, the site will revert back to
residential development only.

LOWELL R. HODGSON

:dmg
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Date:

To:

From:

RE:

February 11, 1997

KELLY KLOSS
City Clerk

RYAN STRADER
Inspections & Licensing Manager

5401 - 48 AVENUE
LOT 1, BLOCK 33, PLAN 656 N.Y.

In response to your memo regarding the above referenced, Council has approved two
previous applications for commercial uses on this site. In view of these approvals, we
assume this application will be approved.

RECOMMENDATIONS: That if approval is granted, this shall be subject to: a) an
occupancy permit being issued prior to building being occupied; b) any on site parking
to be approved as a condition of the occupancy permit.

Sincerely,

(-

R. STRADER

Inspections & Licensing Department

RS:yd
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DATE: February 11, 1997

TO: City Clerk

FROM: City Assessor

RE: LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT - DISCRETIONARY USE

5401 - 48 AVENUE, RED DEER

| see the issues no differently today than what they were in 1992 and 1993 when the
original proposals and approvals were dealt with.

We have no serious concerns in allowing this business to proceed.

///(J]f ’/Z/’//‘\

Al Knight, A. M A. A
City Assessor

AK/ngl
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DATE: February 18, 1997

TO: City Clerk

FROM: Engineering Departrent Manager
RE: LAND USE BY-LAW AMENDMENT

5401 - 48 AVENUE, RED DEER

Our comments are limited to the availability of parking and space for delivery vehicles to
support this proposal. Assuming that the use involving the sale only of the kitchen
cabinets and related accessories is approved, the demand for parking and delivery
vehicles should be small. There is on-site space available to support five or six parking
stalls and smaller delivery vehicles.

Should the use be more intense, we would be concern about the accessibility and
impact of parking on the adjacent street.

ety
Ken G. Haélop, P. Eng.
Engineering Department Manager

KGH/emr

Director of Community Services
City Assessor

Fire Chief

Inspections and Licensing Manager
Principal Planner

City Solicitor

©O00000
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Comments:

We concur with the recommendation of Parkland Community Planning Services not to change
the zoning for this location.

This proposal raises a broader planning issue for Council, related particularly to the ongoing
expansion of the core commercial area into potential sites for high density residential
development.

As Council is aware, commercial zoning has been allowed to spread down 48 Avenue to the
south, limiting its eventual redevelopment to residential uses. Proposals for additional
expansion along 48 Avenue north would further expand the commercial area, rather than
encourage infill. For example, across 48 Stireet are a number of similar residential-style
properties already zoned commercial and ripe for redevelopment. While the current proposal
would not unduly disrupt the neighbourhood due to its location, a better long term approach
would be to encourage commercial infill in the area immediately west which is already planned
and zoned appropriately.

“B. HULL”
Deputy Mayor

“H. M. C. DAY”
City Manager



FILE

Office of the City Clerk

February 25, 1997

Box 5008
Red Deer, Alberta

People’s Choice Kitchen & Bath
T4N 3T4

18 Sherwood Crescent
Red Deer, AB T4N 0A3

Dear Mr. Martens:

Re: Application For Discretionary Use at #5401 - 48 Avenue, Red Deer, AB
(Lot 1, Block 33, Plan 656 N.Y.)

At The City of Red Deer’s Council Meeting held February 24, 1997, consideration was given to
your correspondence dated February 6, 1997, concerning the above. At that meeting, the
following resolution was passed:

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered
correspondence from People’s Choice Kitchen & Bath dated February 6,
1997, re: Application for Discretionary Use at 5401 - 48 Avenue, hereby
denies said application, and as presented to Council February 24, 1997.”

Thank you for attending the Council Meeting. Please do not hesitate to contact me should you
have any questions or concerns, or require clarification of Council’s decision in this regard.

Slncerely,
%//W
Kell Io)s?/

City Cle/r

fclr

~

S

S
3

<
kS
S
.
=

c Director of Community Services
Director of Development Services
Inspections & Licensing Manager
City Assessor
Engineering Department Manager
Principal Planner

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




DATE: February 7, 1997
TO: X  DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVICES NoTA“K LV

DIRECTOR OF CORPORATE SERVICES Ve - ATiow

X  DIRECTOR OF DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

X CITY ASSESSOR
E. L. & P. MANAGER
ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT MANAGER

X FIRE CHIEF (EMERGENCY SERVICES)
INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY SERVICES MANAGER

X INSPECTIONS AND LICENSING MANAGER

X LAND AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGER
PERSONNEL MANAGER
PUBLIC WORKS MANAGER
R.C.M.P. INSPECTOR
RECREATION, PARKS & CULTURE MANAGER
SOCIAL PLANNING MANAGER
TRANSIT MANAGER
TREASURY SERVICES MANAGER

X  PRINCIPAL PLANNER

X  CITY SOLICITOR

FROM: CITY CLERK

RE: LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT - DISCRETIONARY USE
5401 48 AVENUE, RED DEER

Please submit comments on the attached to this office by February 14, 1997 for the
Council Agenda of February 24, 1997.

“Kelly Kloss™
City Clerk



Office of the City Clerk
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February 7, 1997 N *m;‘ Af/j Py,
Box 5008 T !
Red Deer, Alberta Oc,
T4N 3T4

Joel Martens

People's Choice Kitchen & Bath
18 Sherwood Crescent

RED DEER, AB T4N 0A3

Dear Mr. Martens:

| am in receipt of your letter dated February 6, 1997 re: discretionary use of the house
located at 5401 48 Avenue (Lot 1, Block 33, Plan 656 N.Y.). Your letter will be placed
on the Red Deer City Council Agenda of February 24, 1997.

Your request has been circulated to City Administration for comments. A copy of the
administrative comments will be available to you prior to the Council Meeting and can
be picked up at our office on the second floor of City Hall on Friday, February 21,
1997. '

If you wish to be present and/or speak at the Council Meeting, please telephone our
office on Friday, February 21, and we will advise you of the approximate time that
Council will be discussing this item. Upon arrival at City Hall, please enter the park
side entrance and proceed to the Council Chambers on the second floor.

Council Meetings are open to the general public and are televised live on Shaw Cable,
Channel 3. Council Meetings commence at 4:30 p.m., adjourn for the supper hour at
6:00 p.m., and reconvene at 7:00 p.m. Council agendas are available to the public
and media from the City Clerk’s Department.
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If you have any questions or require further assistance, please do not hesitate to
contact me.

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




COUNCIL MEETING OF FEBRUARY 24, 1997
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Nov. 10, 1992
City Clerks Department
City of Red Deer
2nd floor City Hall
4914 48 Ave
Red Deer, Alberta
T4AN 3T4

Dear City Clerk,

I would like to make application to rezone the property
located at 5401 - 48 Ave from the existing R3 to C1 zoning.
There is presently an older 2 storey home on this property
that I would to establish my Drapery and decorating business
in. The business would maintain a Victorian theme in the old
house and eventually if suitable also include a Tea Room.

Thank You for considering this zoning change.

Siiikrely,
ye , o
?‘“"\&ig,ﬁ il %{L(L‘%“i/

Roxene Kelloway

e 343-1945

Box 53, R.R. 1, Site 12, Red Deer, Alberta T4N 5E1
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DATE: 16 November 1992
TO: City Clerk
FROM: City Assessor

RE: BLIND VIEW WINDOW FASHIONS - REZONING REQUEST

Adjacent properties on subject side of the street are zoned R3. Properties across the street
are zoned Cl, although actual uses are mixed being residential, some owner-occupied and
some rented. At first blush and without considerable investigation, I would think that there
would be adequate C1 zoned sites in existence without creating a spot zone as requested.
Once existing zoning is utilized, I would then support rezoning of other areas.

(Y

Al Knight, A NM.AA.
City Assessor

AK/ngl

c.c.  Director of Engineering Services
Bylaws & Inspections Manager
E. L. & P. Manager
Urban Planning Section Manager



62

AN — RED DEER
TBTIJ_O REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION 2630 BREMNER AVENUE, RED DEER,

ALBERTA, CANADA T4R 1M9

Telephone: (403) 343-3394

DIRECTOR: W. G. A. Shaw. ACP, MCIP Fax: (403) 346-1570

MEMORANDUM

TO: C. Sevcik ‘ DATE: November 17, 1992
City Clerk

FROM: Paul Meyette
Principal Planner

RE: BLIND VIEW WINDOW FASHIONS - REZONING REQUEST
5401 - 48TH AVE, LOT 1, BLOCK 33, PLAN 656 NY

Roxene Kelloway is proposing to establish a drapery and decorating business in an older two
storey home along 48th Avenue.

The site is located at the N.E. corner of 48th Avenue and 54th Street. It is currently in the R3
Residential District which permits higher density housing such as apartments. The entire block
as well as the block to the south are designated R3. The R3 designation is being used to
encourage higher density housing in the downtown area. It is hoped that continuing residential
development in this area will ultimately strengthen and enhance the City’s downtown. There are
a number of alternate sites west of 48th Avenue which are already zoned C1 which would be
suitable for the proposed use.

RECOMMENDATION:

Planning staff do not support the rezoning of this site to the C1 (Downtown Commercial)
District. The site is located in a residentially zoned block and alternate C1 sites exist for the
proposed use.

Paul Meyette, ACP, MCIP
PRINCIPAL PLANNER, CITY SECTION

PM/eam
cc. Director of Engineering Services Bylaws & Inspections Manager
— ity Assessor MUNICIPALITIES WITHIN COMMISSION AREA EJ1. & P. Manager

CITY OF RED DEER * MUNICIPAL DISTRICT OF CLEARWATER No. 99 - COUNTY OF STETTLER No. 6 * COUNTY OF LACOMBSE No. 14 - COUNTY OF MOUNTAIN VIEW No. 17 » COUNTY OF
PAINTEARTH No. 18 « COUNTY OF RED DEER No. 23 » TOWN OF BLACKFALDS « TOWN OF BOWDEN * TOWN OF CARSTAIRS « TOWN OF CASTOR « TOWN OF CORONATION « TOWN OF
DIDSBURY + TOWN OF ECKVILLE + TOWN OF INNISFAIL » TOWN OF LACOMBE « TOWN OF OLDS * TOWN OF PENHOLD » TOWN OF ROCKY MOUNTAIN HOUSE» TOWN OF STETTLER
TOWN OF SUNDRE * TOWN OF SYLVAN LAKE + VILLAGE OF ALIX » VILLAGE OF BENTLEY - VILLAGE OF BIG VALLEY » VILLAGE OF BOTHA * VILLAGE OF CAROLINE  VILLAGE OF CLIVE
VILLAGE OF CREMONA » VILLAGE OF DELBURNE *+ VILLAGE OF DONALDA - VILLAGE OF ELNORA * VILLAGE OF GADSBY - VILLAGE OF HALKIRK » VILLAGE OF MIRROR * SUMMER VILLAGE
OF BIRCHCLIFF « SUMMER VILLAGE OF GULL LAKE + SUMMER VILLAGE OF HALF MOON BAY + SUMMER VILLAGE. OF JARVIS BAY » SUMMER VILLAGE OF NORGLENWOLD
SUMMER VILLAGE OF ROCHON SANDS + SUMMER VILLAGE OF SUNBREAKER COVE * SUMMER VILLAGE OF WHITE SANDS
SUMMER VILLAGE OF BURNSTICK LAKE



DATE: November 18, 1992
TO: City Clerk
FROM: E. L. & P. Manager

RE: Blind View Window Fashions - Rezoning Request
5401 - 48 Avenue

The E. L. & P. Department has no objections to the proposal, however, we do wish to make

the applicant aware of the consequences of rezoning on possible future electrical servicing
costs.

The site is located within the area defined as "Downtown" by Council Policy #603 -
Electrical Upgrading in Downtown Area. If the site zoning is changed to C-1, and if the
electrical service size must be increased, the site must be serviced by means of the
underground system and the underground costs would have to be paid.

If, however, the site zoning is to remain as R-3, the cost of providing a larger electrical
service will be the lesser of 40% of the cost of connecting to the underground system or the
cost of providing the electrical facilities on the surface of the site.

g
A

N——

A. Roth,
Manager

AR/jjd
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DATE: November 19, 1992 FILE NO. 92-1610
TO: City Clerk
FROM: Bylaws and Inspections Manager
RE: BLIND VIEW WINDOW FASHIONS
5401-48 AVENUE -

LOT 1, BLOCK 33, PLAN 656 N.Y.

In response to your memo regarding the above referenced site, we have the following
comments for Council’s consideration.

On either side of the subject site are single family dwellings and adjacent to them are
apartment buildings. If this site is developed as a commercial use, then the adjacent

properties will be limited in potential redevelopment.

Recommendation: That, as there are numerous undeveloped C1 sites, this application be
denied.

Yours truly,

/ Strader

Bylaws and Inspections Manager
BUILDING INSPECTION DEPARTMENT

RS/Hs
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Commissioners’ Comments

Generally speaking in the downtown we want to encourage two things: One is the
consolidation of property where appropriate for large scale multi family dwelling like R3
development; and secondly, the adaptive re-use where appropriate of older housing stock
in existing C1 areas. For that reason R3 has been distinguished from C1 in this area.
We still endorse the current direction towards consolidation for apartment construction in
the existing R3 area and encourage the kind of uses in this application to move further
west into the C1 area. On the block in question there is & significant number of relatively
new apartment buildings and we would hope to encourage that trend by ensuring land is
zoned and left available for consolidation.

Accordingly, we support the administration and recommend that the request be not
approved for this site.

"G. SURKAN"
Mayor

"M.C. DAY"
City Commissioner



BYLAW NO. 2672/GG-92

Being a Bylaw to amend Bylaw No. 2672/80, the Land Use Bylaw of the City of Red Deer.

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

1 Section 4.13.1 is amended by adding the following;

(48) on those sites or portions thereof, hereinafter Insted “Sale of Drapery and
Decorating Items" is a permitted use .

(@) Lot 1, Block 33, Plan 656 N.Y.

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

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 21 day of December A.D. 1992.
READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 18 dayof January A.D. 1983.

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 18 dayof  January A.D. 1993.

ya

MAYOR CITYCHERK,/
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Mr. Kelly Kloss
City Clerk

City ¢f Red Deer
4914 — 48 Avenue
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I currventlv ocun and operate the Almont
fer Learning in Fort McMurray. I wish Lo open
centre in Red Deer at 5401 - 48 Avenue. The 10C:
curraentlyv zoned as an exception under R3 for th
drapery and deccrating items*. I wish to DetlLllﬁ
tc make a zoning exception under the R2 zZoning for
to accommedate the Almont Rose ¢entre.

The Almont Rose Centre for Learning will be

ecdited by Alberta Education to assist 'at risk’

s, prlmarx*g adults, to earn their High Sc
a6 using nen-traditional computeor-assisted
uction. The location of Almont Rose in a non-
itivnal home-like atmosphere will enable us to provide a
-paced., non-threatening, individualized learning
environment. Traditional office or institutional structures
can be seen as barriers to students whe have not been
successful in the past and so are notbt appropricte Lo
type of student my centre will serve.
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Initially, Almont Rose will provide 8 computer
stations with scfituare especially designed for adult and
'at-ristt' learners, using interactive and integrative
appreaches to learning.  Thus, the maiimum numbers of
studenits in the centre at any one time would be 8-12. My
enperience in Fort McMurray has shoun that most studen

+

attracted by our centre do not own vehicles. However, the‘n
is currently on-site parking for five cars so it is unlike
that traffic or parking concerns wouid arise

I am happyv to note that a lcng—time citizen of Red
. Alan Rich, who worked nineteen vears for Alberta
Education at the Red Deer Regional Office of Education, will
ho managing the coperation ¢t the Almont Hose centre in Red

- £ o
Deor Ioir me.



I would be happy to provide documentaticn
regarding accreditation from Alberta Education and Advanced
Education and references regarding the success of our
program in Fort McMurray, upon request.

Sincerely,

ifford Grant
J. Clifford Grant & Assaciates)

I CLI\FFORDP S RANT
ALMONT RoSE ceNTRrE fowr LEARNING

qQqiq MANNING AVENVE
FORT MSMURRAY |, AB
TarH aRs

PH: (wo3) T43 ~ 4990
FAaxX: (L+03) T43 - 5417

LOCAL CoNTACT -

ALAN RiCH
RED DEER, AR
T4N SBK

PH: (4o3) B43-1937



Almont Rooe Cencre for Learning iS
dedicated to helping individuals
learn and refine their missions in
life to facilitate success.

By using non-traditional Computer
Assisted Instruction, and other
proven instructional methods in a
self-paced individualized learning
environment, we offer adults and at-
risk youth a program of:

1. Relevancy. Topics of interest
and concern to learners.

2. Privacy. Others do not know
learner levels. There is no
public disclosure or
competition.

3. Control. The learner controls
the pace, the direction and
the extent of learning.

4, Success. Provides instant
feed-back on results and
reinforces successful behaviors.

For additioﬂal details
and tuition information
contact:

Alan or Janice Rich

343-1937

os :
McMurray, Alberta.

licad Office:

Atmont Rose Cenrre for Learning
9919 MAnning Avenue
Fort McMurruy, Alberta T 288
Telephone (403) 743 4990 Pax {03} 743 5417

Almont Rose Cencre

For Learning

wssisting leamers o cam  their

High School

Diplomas

learning environment
accredited
by Alberta Educalicn

9zl
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PARKLAND

COMMUNITY

PLANNING Sl 30,460 R S
SERVICES * Phone (4%3? 343.3394

FAX: (403) 346-1570

DATE: 24 July 1995
TO: City Clerk
FROM: Paul Meyette

SUBJECT: Proposed Zoning Exception at 5401 - 48 Avenue
Aimont Rose Centre for Leaming/Rezoning Request

The Aimont Rose Centre for Leaming is requesting that the R3 site: noted above be spot zoned through
the “Exceptions” section of the land use bylaw to allow a leaming centre on the site.

Background information

The site at 5401 - 48 Avenue contains an older single family home. The site is zoned R3 which means
that higher density housing could be constructed on this site. On January 18, 1993, City Council
approved an exception to allow “Sale of Drapery and Decorating ltems”. This business has not
succeeded and the house is currently for sale.

Plans for the Site

The Downtown Concept Plan designates this area for high density housing. The land use bylaw
designates the site as R3 (Multiple Family).

The proposal to place a school at 5401 - 48 Street will continue the commercial use of the site and
therefore makes it unavailable for redevelopment to a high density use. From a planning perspective,
this is a concern because it is clearly the intent of the Downtown Concept plan to encourage high density
residential development. There are an adequate number of altemnate sites which are commercially
zoned which would be suitable for the school.

impact Upon the Neighbourhood
The Aimont Rose proposal involves the initial placement of 8 computer stations with the potential of 8 -
12 students in attendance at any one time. There are five parking stalls. The bylaw requires 0.3 parking

spaces per student so the parking provided is adequate. The site is located on a comer so there is less
of an impact on the neighbourhood than if the site were located rnid-block.

9 . ’i"

PO I
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Planning Recommendation

Planning staff do not support the proposal for an exception to the land use bylaw to allow a commercial
school in this location. There are a number of vacant sites elsewhere in the commercially zoned

downtown which would be suitable.

If Council decides to support the request for an “exception”, it is recommended that the existing
“exception” allowing the sale of the Drapery and Decorating Iterns be elinfinated.

Paul Meyette, AC
Principal Planner, City Section

PM/sdd
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DATE: July 20, 1995

TO: City Clerk

FROM: Bylaws & Inspections Manager Sua-g/io.

RE: 5401 - 48 AVENUE S

LOT 1, BLOCK 33, PLAN 656 N.Y.
ALMONT ROSE CENTRE

In responsc o your memo regarding the above site, we have the following comments for Councils
consideration. ;

As mentioned in the applicants letter, the site is zoned R3 with an exception for this site to allow the 'sale
of drapery and decorating items' as a permitted use. This was approved by City Council, December 21,
1992, in the following resolution.

"Resolved that Council of the City of Red Deer having considered correspondence from
Blind View Window Fashion, dated November 10, 1992, re: Rezoning Request #5401 -
48 Avcnue/R3 -Cl, hereby agrees that the Land Use Bylaw be amended to allow the 'Sale
of Drapery and Decorating Items' as a permitted use from the aforesaid site.”

We did not support the 1992 request, as this site is adjacent to aparntments and other single family sites.
There are numerous sites zoned to permit C1 use available in the core area.

Another concem is parking; the applicant indicate the maximum numbers of students in the centre at any
one time would be 8-12 students plus an instructor, while their experience in other cities indicate there
is no nced for parking, parking is always an issue, especially in the downtown area of Red Deer..

Recommendations: That the application not be approved as there is adequate C1 available. If the use
is approved, it should be subject to:

1. An occupancy permit being revised prior to building occupancy.

2. A dctailed site plan indicating at least 6 stalls contained on site, with a common
access approved by the City Engineering Department.

'3 '/‘1..‘ Y / 8‘ ouuﬂ

BUILDING INSPECTION DEPARTMENT W%L

RS/yd
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DATE: July 20, 1995
TO: City Clerk

FROM: Fire Marshal

RE: 5401 - 48 Avenue

This Department has no objection to this proposal subject to the building complying with
all Fire and Building Code requirements.

It

Cliff’ Robson
Fire Marshal

tmp
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060-099
DATE: July 24, 1995
TO: City Clerk
FROM: Director of Development Services
RE: ALMONT ROSE CENTRE FOR LEARNING/REZONING REQUEST

5401 - 48 AVENUE

We have no concern for the above rezoning request to operate a high school for eight to
12 students.

Ms. Janice Rich, representing the developer, indicated that there will be three staff working
in the school. Surveys at Red Deer high schools indicated a demand of one parking stall
for every two students. Based on this, the total parking demand for the proposed school
would be:

1. 3 staffs require 3 stalls
2. 12 students require 6 stalls

Total Parking Demand 9 stalls

The present site can accommodate three to five parking stalls, with the remainder of the
anticipated parking to be accommodated on street. Based on the information provided,
we do not see any significant traffic or parking concern with the proposal for a 12-student
high school on this site:

,'/ :

rs, P. Eng.

ractor of Development Services

CYL/cm
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COMMENTS:

We concur with the recommendation of the Parkland Community Planning Services not to
change the zoning for this location.

This proposal raises a broader planning issue for Council, related particularly to the
ongoing expansion of the core commercial area into potential sites for high density
residential development.

As Council is aware, commercial zoning has been allowed to spread down 48 Avenue to
the south, limiting its eventual redevelopment to residential uses. Proposals for additional
expansion along 48 Avenue north would further expand the commercial area, rather than
encouraging infill. For example, across 48 Street are a number of similar residential-style
properties already zoned commercial and ripe for redevelopment. While the current
proposal would not unduly disrupt the neighbourhood due to its location, a better long term
approach would be to encourage commercial infill in the area immediately west which is
already planned and zoned appropriately.

"G. SURKAN"
Mayor

"A. WILCOCK"
Acting City Manager
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Item No. 1 72

BYLAW NO. 2960/B-97

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

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

Bylaw No. 2960/88 is hereby amended:

1 by deleting Schedule “C” in its entirety and replacing same with the attached
Schedule “C”.

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.D. 1997.

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.D. 1997.

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.D. 1997.

AND SIGNED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY CLERK this  day of A.D. 1997.

MAYOR CITY CLERK



73

Bylaw No. 2960/B-97

Page 1 of 4

EFFECTIVE FOR ALL CONSUMPTION, ESTIMATED OR ACTUAL, ON OR AFTER
FEBRUARY 28, 1997.

SCHEDULE “C”

PART 7
ELECTRIC, LIGHT AND POWER RATES
GENERAL

The kVA of Billing Demand with respect to the monthly billing period will be the
greater of:

1 the highest kVA metered demand in the monthly billing period; or

2 the highest kVA metered demand in the 12 month period including
and ending with the monthly billing period.

The kVA metered demand will be measured by either a thermal demand meter
having a demand response period of 90% in 15 minutes and a 30 minute test
period, or 15 minute interval demand metering equipment.

The kVA of Billing Demand will be re-established on such shorter periods of time
as designated by the Electric, Light and Power Manager for the individual
customer as warranted by that customer's changing load characteristics. In the
event that the customer disagrees with the re-established kVA of Billing Demand,
the dispute shall be referred to the Council of the City whose decision shall be
final and conclusive.
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Bylaw No. 2960/B-97
Page 2 of 4
SCHEDULE “C”
RESIDENTIAL - RATE 61

Applies to all residential premises served by a single meter which contain not
more than two dwelling units.

Service Charge $8.50 per month
Energy Charge
- First 150 kWh per month $0.0902 per kWh
- Over 150 kWh per month $0.0530 per kWh
Minimum Charge $8.50 per month

GENERAL SERVICE - RATE 63
Applies to non-residential consumers and to residential premises not entitled to
Rate 61, plus the "house lights" services (including commeon area lighting and
utility rooms) of apartment buildings where the kVA of Demand is less than 50
kVA. If the kVA of Demand exceeds 50 kVA, Rate 64 will be applied
immediately and will be continued to be applied irrespective of future kVA of
Demand.

Service to be taken at one of the following nominal voltages:

120/240 Volts, single phase, 3 wire;

120/208Y Volts, network, 3 wire;

120/208Y Volts, three phase, 4 wire;

347/600Y Volts, three phase, 4 wire;
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SCHEDULE “C”
Rates:
Service Charge
First 2025 kWh per month
All additional kWh per month
Minimum Charge

GENERAL SERVICE - RATE 64

Bylaw No. 2960/B-97

Page 3 of 4

$9.75 per month
$0.1110 per kWh
$0.0647 per kWh

$9.75 per month

Applies to commercial and industrial installations where service is taken at the
voltage listed for Rate 63 but where the kVA of Demand is 50 kVA or greater.

Rates:

Demand Charge:

$5.60/kVA of Billing Demand per month

Energy Charge:
First 350 kWh/kVA of Billing Demand
Over 350 kWh/kVA of Billing Demand
Minimum Charge:

$5.60/kVA of Billing Demand

$0.0538 per kWh

$0.0254 per kWh
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Bylaw No. 2960/B-97
Page 4 of 4
SCHEDULE "C"
LARGE GENERAL SERVICE/INDUSTRIAL - RATE 78
Applies where 4,160 volts or greater is available with adequate system capacity
and service is taken at 4,160 volts or greater, balanced three phase and the kVA
of Demand is not less than 1000 kVA.
Rates:

Demand Charge:

$5.60/kVA of Billing Demand per month

Energy Charge:
First 350 kWh/kVA of Billing Demand $0.0456 per kWh
Over 350 kWh/kVA of Billing Demand $0.0254 per kWh

Primary Service Credit:
$0.51/kVA of Billing Demand per month

The primary service credit is applicable to all customers served on Rates 76 and
77 as of November 15, 1995, and to all subsequent customers on Rate 78.

Minimum Charge:

$5.60 per kVA of Billing Demand less $0.51 per kVA Primary Service Credit
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ITtem No. 2
BYLAW NO. 3128/A-97

Being a bylaw to amend Bylaw No. 3128/95, The Business Tax Bylaw of the City of Red
Deer.

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

Bylaw No. 3128/95 is hereby amended:

1 by deleting section 6 in its entirety and replacing same with the following:
“6 The business tax to be paid in 1997 shall be 2.10% of the business
assessment.”
2 by deleting subsection (1) of section 7, and substituting in its place the following:
“7 (1) In addition to business tax, each person carrying on business within the
boundaries of the Business Revitalization Zone established under
Business Revitalization Zone Bylaw 2827/83 shall pay annually as a

business tax a sum equal to 0.61% of the business assessment of that
business or the sum of $100.00, whichever is the greater sum.”

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 10 day of February A.D. 1997.
READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 10 day of February A.D. 1997.
READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.D. 1997.

AND SIGNED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY CLERK this  day of A.D. 1997.

MAYOR CITY CLERK
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Item No. 3

BYLAW NO. 3149/A-97

Being a bylaw to amend Permit Fee Bylaw No. 3149/95.

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

That Bylaw 3149/95 be amended as follows:

1 By deleting Schedule “A” in its entirety and replacing same with the attached
Schedule “A”.

2 By deleting Schedule “B” in its entirety and replacing same with the attached
Schedule “B".

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.D. 1997.

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.D. 1997.

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.D. 1997.

AND SIGNED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY CLERK this  day of A.D. 1997.

MAYOR CITY CLERK
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Bylaw No. 3149/A-97

SCHEDULE “A”

FEES FOR PERMITS UNDER SAFETY CODES ACT

PLUMBING PERMITS

for each fixture, discharge device or weeping tile

Minimum Fee

Cross Connection & Backflow Prevention

(i)
(ii)

(i)

install backflow device
install lawn sprinkler

install water softener

Ditch Permit to service site

(i)
(ii)

Residential

Commercial

GAS PERMITS

(@)

(b)

Minimum fee for any residential gas permit requiring

inspection

All major occupancies other than single family and
two family residences (fee to be determined by the
total B.T.U. rating for all gas fixture, furnaces, or other
devices installed)

(i) 65,000 BTU/HR input or less

(i) 65,001 - 400,000 BTU/HR input or less

(i) 400,001 - 500,000 BTU/HR input or less

(v) 500,001 - 1, 000,000 BTU/HR input or less

Page 1 of 6

$ 7.00
$ 35.00

$ 35.00
$ 35.00
$ 35.00

$ 35.00

$ 35.00

$ 35.00

$ 35.00
$ 50.00
$ 85.00

$110.00
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Bylaw No. 3149/A-97

Page 2 of 6
SCHEDULE “A”
FEES FOR PERMITS UNDER SAFETY CODES ACT

(v) 1,000,001 - 5,000,000 BTU/HR input or less $200.00

(vi) 5,000,001 BTU/HR input or more $275.00
(c) Temporary Gas Line $ 35.00
(d) Alterations $ 35.00
HEATING PERMITS
(a) Residential - each heating unit or system $ 40.00
(b)  Commercial - each heating unit or system

(i) 65,000 - 400,000 BTU/HR input or less $ 60.00

(i) 400,001 - 500,000 BTU/HR input or less $ 85.00

(i) 500,001 - 1, 000,000 BTU/HR input or less $110.00

(iv) 1,000,001 - 5,000,000 BTU/HR input or less $ 200.00

(v) 5,000,001 BTU/HR input or more $275.00
FIREPLACE PERMITS $ 35.00

BUILDING PERMITS

(a) $6.00 for each $1,000.00 or part thereof of
construction cost;

(b) A minimum fee of $50.00 shall be charged for the
issuance of any Building Permit.

Re-Inspection Fee for any inspection not approved $100.00
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Bylaw No. 3149/A-97

Page 3 of 6
SCHEDULE “A”
FEES FOR PERMITS UNDER SAFETY CODES ACT
7 PERMIT FEE - ELECTRICAL
(a) CONTRACTORS
(i) Minimum Permit Fee - Less than $1000
installation cost
$ 30.00
(ii) Installation Cost:
$1000 - $1999 $ 60.00
$2000 - $2999 $ 75.00
$3000 - $3999 $ 90.00
$4000 - $4999 $105.00
$5000 - $5999 $115.00
$6000 - $6999 $125.00
$7000 - $7999 $135.00
$8000 - $8999 $145.00
$9000 - $10000 $155.00
Over $10000 - Add 1% to Fee for every
$1000 of installation cost
(i)  Re-lnspection Fee (work not ready for
inspection purposes) $100.00

(iv)  Requested Additional Inspection $ 30.00
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Bylaw No. 3149/A-97

Page 4 of 6
SCHEDULE “A”
FEES FOR PERMITS UNDER SAFETY CODES ACT
NOTE: (1) Installation cost to include labour and
material (all electrical components and
fixtures).
(2) Electrical drawings may be required on
any electrical instaliation and are
mandatory on installations over $10000
labour and material.
ANNUAL PERMIT FEE
RATING OF INSTALLATION kV.A FEE
100 or less $127.50
101 to 2500 $127.50 plus $12.75 per 100 kV.A
or fraction of 100 kV.A over 100
kV.A
2501 to 5000 $433.50 plus $9.50 per 100 kV.A or
fraction of 100 kV.A over 2500 kV.A
5001 to 10000 $671.00 plus $6.50 per 100 kV.A or
fraction of 100 kV.A over 5000 kV.A
10001 to 20000 $996.00 plus $3.25 per 100 kV.A or
fraction of 100 kV.A over 10000
kV.A
over 20000 $1321.00 plus $0.80 per 100 kV.A.

or fraction of 100 kV.A over 20000
kV.A
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Bylaw No. 3149/A-97

SCHEDULE “A”

FEES FOR PERMITS UNDER SAFETY CODES ACT

HOMEOWNERS
Value of Material Permit Value of Material
Fee

0.00 - 150.00 30.00 1550.01 - 1600.00
150.01 - 200.00 33.00 1600.01 - 1650.00
200.01 - 250.00 36.00 1650.01 - 1700.00
250.01 - 300.00 39.00 1700.01 - 1750.00
300.01 - 350.00 42.00 1750.01 - 1800.00
350.01 - 400.00 45.00 1800.01 - 1850.00
400.01 - 450.00 48.00 1850.01 - 1900.00
450.01 - 500.00 51.00 1900.01 - 1950.00
500.01 - 550.00 52.50 1950.01 - 2000.00
550.01 - 600.00 54.00 2000.01 - 2050.00
600.01 - 650.00 55.50 2050.01 - 2100.00
650.01 - 700.00 57.00 2100.01 - 2150.00
700.01 - 750.00 58.50 2150.01 - 2200.00
750.01 - 800.00 60.00 2200.01 - 2250.00
800.01 - 850.00 61.50 2250.01 - 2300.00
850.01 - 900.00 63.00 2300.01 - 2350.00
900.01 - 950.00 64.50 2350.01 - 2400.00
950.01 - 1000.00 66.00 2400.01 - 2450.00
1000.01 - 1050.00 67.50 2450.01 - 2500.00
1050.01 - 1100.00 69.00 2500.01 - 2550.00
1100.01 - 1150.00 70.50 2550.01 - 2600.00
1150.01 - 1200.00 72.00 2600.01 - 2650.00

Page 5 of 6

Permit
Fee
84.00
85.50
87.00
88.50
90.00
91.50
93.00
94.50
96.00
97.50
99.00
100.50
102.00
103.50
105.00
106.50
108.00
109.50
111.00
112.00
113.00
114.00
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Bylaw No. 3149/A-97

SCHEDULE “A”

FEES FOR PERMITS UNDER SAFETY CODES ACT

HOMEOWNERS - continued

Value of Material Permit Value of Material
Fee

1200.01 - 1250.00 73.50 2650.01 - 2700.00
1250.01 - 1300.00 75.00 2700.01 - 2750.00
1300.01 - 1350.00 76.50 2750.01 - 2800.00
1350.01 - 1400.00 78.00 2800.01 - 2850.00
1400.01 - 1450.00 79.50 2850.01 - 2900.00
1450.01 - 1500.00 81.00 2900.01 - 2950.00

1500.01 - 1550.00 82.50 2950.01 3000.00

Page 6 of 6

Permit
Fee

115.00
116.00
117.00
118.00
119.00
120.00
121.00
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Bylaw No. 3149/A-97

Page 1 of 3
SCHEDULE “B”
FEES FOR PERMITS AND OTHER SERVICES
UNDER THE LAND USE BYLAW
1 DEVELOPMENT PERMITS

(a) Residential $ 65.00
Special residential uses (group homes, lodging and
boarding houses, churches, nursing homes,
institutional homes for senior citizens, widows or
children)
Multi-Family (calculated by number of units)
4 - 10 Units $ 50.00
11 - 20 Units $ 95.00
21 - 50 Units $125.00
51 Units and over $315.00

(o)  Commercial
Building area based on less than:
500 m” $ 65.00
501 m? 2000 m? $125.00
2001 m? - 5000 m $200.00

Multi-Tenancy Industrial Buildings or Complexes
Exceeding 5000 m? $400.00
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Bylaw No. 3149/A-97

Page 2 of 3
SCHEDULE “B”
FEES FOR PERMITS AND OTHER SERVICES
UNDER THE LAND USE BYLLAW

(c) Miscellaneous

Public service buildings, churches, schools, fire halls,

police stations, auditoriums, etc, based on building

area:

Under 500 m? $ 65.00

Over 500 m? $125.00
If any case where a fee is not listed in the Fee Schedule for
a specific development, such a fee shall be determined by
the Development Officer and shall be consistent with those
fees listed in the Schedule for similar developments.
Miscellaneous Residential
(a) detached garage $ 50.00
(b) accessory structures $ 50.00
(c) basement renovations $ 50.00

Where the Approving Authority requires a Caveat to be
registered to ensure the performance of any conditions of a
Development Permit, the Applicant shall pay to the City:

(a) a fee of $50.00 for the preparation of such Caveat; and
(b)  the costs of registration of the Caveat at Land Titles

Office, including the cost of a certified copy of title
providing proof of such registration.

OCCUPANCY PERMITS
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Bylaw No. 3149/A-97

SCHEDULE “B”

FEES FOR PERMITS AND OTHER SERVICES

UNDER THE LAND USE BYLLAW

Apartment buildings - three or more suites or
apartments - $10.00 per unit (maximum of $250.00).

Commermal buildings - up to and including 500 m? - $55.00

per 100 m?or portion thereof (maximum of $250.00).

lndustna! buildings - up to and including 500 m® - $55.00 per

100 m®or portion thereof (maximum of $250.00).

MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES

(8)

Goods and Services Tax on all services where the City is obligated

Review and endorse approval on real property report

Respond verbally to inquiries respecting land use
classifications

Provide Land Use Bylaw conformance Letters

Issue of Development Permit for approval of use
per application

Advertising fee with respect to any decision of the
approving authority which requires publication

Neighbourhood survey fee, where notification is to be
given to adjacent or surrounding property owners

Issue Development Permit with respect to relaxation of
residential development requirement and set-backs

Application for a Discretionary Home Occupation

to collect the same under federal legislation.

Page 3 of 3

$ 50.00/site

$ 10.00/site

$ 50.00/site

$ 50.00

$ 60.00/site

$100.00

$ 50.00

$ 50.00
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Jtem No. 4

BYLAW NO. 3156/G-97

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

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

1 The "Use District Map" as referred to in Section 5 is hereby amended in accordance
with the Use District Map No. 7/97 attached hereto and forming part of the Bylaw.

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.D. 1997.
READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.D.1997.
READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.D.1997.
AND SIGNED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY CLERK this day of A.D. 1997.

MAYOR CITY CLERK
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Item No. 5

BYLAW NO. 3156/H-97

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

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

1 The "Use District Map" as referred to in Section 5 is hereby amended in accordance
with the Use District Map No. 8/97 attached hereto and forming part of the Bylaw.

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.D.1997.
READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.D.1997.
READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.D. 1997,
AND SIGNED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY CLERK this day of A.D. 1997.

MAYOR CITY CLERK
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Item No. 6 92

BYLAW NO. 3160/A-97

Being a bylaw to amend Road Closure Bylaw 3160/96.

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

Bylaw No. 3160/96 is hereby amended by:
1 Deleting section 1 in its entirety and replacing same with the following:

“q The following portion of roadway in the City of Red Deer is hereby
closed:

"All that portion of Kennedy Drive, Plan 812-1094 contained
within Lot 2, Block 9, Plan in the north west
Quarter Section 32, Township 38, Range 27 west of the
Fourth Meridian containing 0.003 hectares more or less.
Excepting thereout all mines and minerals.”

2 Deleting section 2 in its entirety.

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.D. 1997.
READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.D. 1997.
READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.D. 1997.
AND SIGNED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY CLERK this  day of A.D. 1997.

MAYOR CITY CLERK
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Item No. 7

BYLAW NO. 3182/97

Being a bylaw of the City of Red Deer, in the Province of Alberta, to provide for fees

with respect to Tax Certificates/Searches and Assessment Searches.

WHEREAS Council of the City must, under the Municipal Government Act, provide

information and copies of information on payment of a fee;

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

1

This bylaw shall be known as “The Taxation and Assessment Fees Bylaw”.

The fees for each Certificate or Search issued by the City, under the provisions
of the Municipal Government Act, shall be as follows:

Staff Assisted Computerized (IVR)

(a)  Tax Certificate $20.00 $15.00
(b)  Tax Search $ 8.00 $ 6.00
(€) Assessment Search $10.00 Not Available

Notwithstanding anything contained herein, no fee shall be payable by the
registered owner of property for requests of information in sections 2(b) and 2(c)

contained herein.
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2 Bylaw No. 3182/97

4 For the purpose of facilitating the payments provided for herein, a person may
establish an operating account with the City. Where the registered owner of
property requires a Certificate in respect of the property of which he is the
registered owner and for which a fee is payable, and if such fees are unpaid,
such fees shall be added to the tax account for the property in question and shall
be recovered as municipal taxes in arrears.

5 Notwithstanding anything contained herein, where a person requests bulk
information concerning the name of registered owners, legal description, civic
address and the amount of the assessment in respect of a list, the City shall

charge a fee of $1.00 per property in respect of such bulk information requests.

6 This Bylaw shall come into full force and effect on March 1, 1997 and on that
date Bylaw No. 2961/88 shall be repealed.

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.D. 1997.
READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.D. 1997.
READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.D. 1997.
AND SIGNED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY CLERK this  day of A.D. 1997.

MAYOR CITY CLERK



