
 
 

A G E N D A  
 

 
 

FOR THE REGULAR MEETING OF RED DEER CITY COUNCIL 
 

TO BE HELD IN  
 

THE COUNCIL CHAMBERS, CITY HALL 
 

MONDAY, February 22, 2010 
 

COMMENCING AT 3:00 P.M. 
 

 
 
(1) Confirmation of the Minutes of the Regular Council Meeting of 

Monday, February 8, 2010 
 
 
(2) UNFINISHED BUSINESS 
 
 
 1. Parkland Community Planning Services – Re:  
 
  a) Bylaw 3398/A-2009 - Amendment to the West QE2 Major 
   Area Structure Plan      
   (Consideration of Second and Third Readings of the Bylaw)   
 
  b) Bylaw 3399/A-2009 - Amendment to the Queens Business   
   Park Industrial Area Structure Plan  
   (Consideration of Second and Third Readings of the Bylaw)  ..1 
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(3) PUBLIC HEARINGS  
 
 1. Parkland Community Planning Services – Re:  Land Use Bylaw  
  Amendment 3357/F-2009 – Dynamic Signage  
  (Consideration of Second and Third Readings of the Bylaw) ..48 
 
 2. Parkland Community Planning Services – Re:  Land Use Bylaw 

Amendment 3357/JJ-2009 – Open House / Show Home Signs  
  (Consideration of Second and Third Readings of the Bylaw) ..62 
 
 3. Parkland Community Planning Services – Re:  Land Use bylaw 

Amendment 3357/B-2010 – Rezoning from R1 Residential 
(Semi-Detached) to R2 Residential (Medium Density) District 
Lot 4, Block 2, Plan 24 H.W. (6817 & 6821 – 59 Avenue) / Wolfe 
Investments Inc. / Tim McRae / Century 21 ..86 

  (Consideration of Second and Third Readings of the Bylaw)  
 
 
 
 
 (4) REPORTS 
 
  
 1. Corporate  Controller – Re:  Borrowing Bylaw 3447/2010 –   
  Waskasoo Park Special Gathering Places Projects ($9,000,000) ..91 
  (Consideration of First Reading of the Bylaw) 
 
 2. Land & Economic Development Officer – Re:  Red Deer   
  Regional Airport Funding for 2010 ..94 
 
 3. Electric Light & Power Manager, Re: Revision to Distribution   
  Tariff, Appendix B, Effective March 1, 2010  - Electric Utility   
  Bylaw Amendment 3273/A-2010 ..96 
  (Consideration of Three Readings of the Bylaw)  
 
 4. Electric Light & Power Manager – Re:  Alberta Market   
  Surveillance Administrator Annual Compliance Report – 2009 ..102 
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 5. Electric Light & Power Manager – Re:  Alberta Market   
  Surveillance Administrator Compliance Report – Q4/2009  ..106 
 
 6. Parkland Community Planning Services – Re:  Land Use Bylaw  
  Amendment 3357/E-2010 – Rezoning of 11.0 Acres of Land   
  from A1 Future Urban Development District to R1 Residential   
  (Low Density) District, R1A Semi-Detached Dwelling   
  Residential and P1 Parks and Recreation District / Johnstone   
  Park Neighbourhood – Phase 14 / Carolina Homes Ltd. ..109 
  (Consideration of First Reading of the Bylaw) 
 
  
 (5) CORRESPONDENCE  
 
 1. Legislative & Administrative Services Manager – Re:    
  Appointment to the Greater Downtown Action Plan Steering   
  Committee   ..113 
 
   
(6) PETITIONS AND DELEGATIONS  

 
 
(7) NOTICES OF MOTION  

 
 

(8) ADMINISTRATIVE INQUIRIES  
 
 
(9) BYLAWS     
  
 1. 3357/F-2009 – Land Use Bylaw Amendment – Dynamic Signage  ..114 
  (2nd & 3rd Readings)  ..48 
 
 2. 3357/JJ-2009 – Land Use Bylaw Amendment – Open House 

Show Home Signs  ..118 
  (2nd & 3rd Readings)  ..62 
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 3. 3357/B-2010 – Land Use Bylaw Amendment – Rezoning from 

R1A Residential (Semi-Detached) to R2 Residential (Medium 
Density) District:  Lot 4, Block 2, Plan 24 H.W. (6817 & 6821 – 
59 Avenue) / Wolfe Investments Inc. / Tim McRae / Century 21   ..119 

  (2nd & 3rd Readings)  ..86 
 
 4. 3398/A-2009 – Amendment to the West QE2 Major Area   
  Structure Plan (See Attachment “A”for amended text & maps)   ..121 
  (2nd & 3rd Readings)    ..1 
 
 5. 3399/A-2009 – Amendment to the Queens Business Park   
  Industrial Area Structure Plan (See Attachment “B” for   
  amended text & maps)   ..122 
  (2nd & 3rd Readings)    ..1 
  
 6. 3447/2010 – Borrowing Bylaw – $9,000,000 for Waskasoo Park   
  Special Gathering Places Projects    ..123 
  (1st Reading)     ..91 
 
 7. 3273/A-2010 – Electric Utility Bylaw Amendment – Changes   
  to Appendix  “B” – Distribution Tariff – Effective March 1,   
  2010       ..126 
  (3 Readings)     ..96 
 
 8. 3357/E-2010 – Land Use Bylaw Amendment - Rezoning of 11.0   
  Acres of Land from A1 Future Urban Development District to   
  R1 Residential (Low Density) District, R1A Semi-Detached   
  Dwelling Residential and P1 Parks and Recreation District /   
  Johnstone Park Neighbourhood – Phase 14 / Carolina Homes   
  Ltd.    ..130 
  (1st Reading)   ..109 
 
  
 
(10) COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 

 
1. Legislative & Administrative Services Manager – Re:    
 Committee Appointment   
 

   



 
Legislative & Administrative Services 
DATE: February 16, 2010 
 
TO: City Council 
 
FROM: Elaine Vincent, Legislative & Administrative Services Manager 
  
SUBJECT: Bylaw 3398/A-2009 – Amendment to the West QE2 Major Area 

Structure Plan 
 Bylaw 3399/A-2009 – Amendment to the Queens Business Park 

Industrial Area Structure Plan      
     
History: 
At the Monday, December 14, 2009 Council Meeting, Bylaw 3398/A-2009 – Amendment to the West QE2 
Major Area Structure Plan and Bylaw 3399/A-2009 – Amendment to the Queens Business Park Industrial 
Area Structure Plan received first readings.   Public Hearings were held at the Monday, January 25, 2010 
Council Meeting for the bylaws.   Council tabled consideration of second and third reading of the bylaws 
for up to four weeks to allow for clarification of the eco-industrial and commercial zonings in the West 
QE2 Business Park. 
  
Bylaw 3398/A-2009 – Amendment to the West QE2 Major Area Structure Plan provides for an expansion 
of a specialized direct control district (DC24) to allow vehicle sales dealerships along the eastern portion 
of the plan area (fronting QE2 Highway) change the location of future commercial development, and 
amend the road network and servicing patterns. Bylaw 3399/A-2009 – Amendment to the Queens 
Business Park Industrial Area Structure Plan provides for the proposed changes in the West QE2 Major 
Area Structure Plan to be incorporated into the Queens Business Park Industrial Area Structure Plan. 
 
Attached is a report from Parkland Community Planning Services, dated February 11, 2010, regarding the 
eco-industrial and commercial zonings in the West QE2 Business Park. Also attached is a letter from a 
landowner, dated February 11, 2010, regarding the amendment to the West QE2 Major Area Structure 
Plan, Bylaw Amendment 3398/A-2009. 
 
Recommendation: 
That Council consider: 
a) Passing a resolution lifting from the table consideration of Bylaw 3398/A-2009  - 
 Amendments to the West QE2 Major Area Structure Plan and Bylaw 3399/A-2009 – 
 Amendments to the Queens Business Park Industrial Area Structure Plan  
b) Second and third readings of Bylaw 3398/A-2009 – Amendment to the West QE2 
 Major Area Structure Plan, and 
c) Second and third readings of Bylaw 3399/A-2009 – Amendment to the Queens 
 Business Park Industrial Area Structure Plan. 
 

 
 
Elaine Vincent 
Manager 
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 Comments: 
 
Council is reminded that Public Hearings were held on January 25, 2010 for Bylaw 
Amendment 3398/A-2010 – Amendment to the West QE2 Major Area Structure Plan 
and Bylaw 3399/A-2009 – Amendment to the Queens Business Park Industrial Area 
Structure Plan.  Second and third readings of the bylaws were tabled pending 
information on eco-industrial and commercial zonings and that information is now 
attached.   
 
Our present consideration of the Major Area Structure Plan does not directly deal with 
details such as a commercial site.  Attempting to identify commercial sites in the 
southern quarter section is premature at this time.  
 
The Industrial Area Structure Plan for the southern quarter sections will identify 
detailed planning, including commercial sites and this will be addressed at the time the 
Industrial Area Structure Plan is being considered. 
 
 
 
 “Morris Flewwelling” 
 Mayor 
 
 
 “Lorraine Poth” 
 Acting City Manager 
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Lyle and Marcie Jeffries 
Red Deer, AB 

 
City Council Members 
The City of Red Deer 
4914 – 48th Avenue 
Red Deer, AB 
 

January 19, 2010 
 
Re: Proposed Amendments to the West QE2 Major Area Structure Plan 
Bylaw Amendment No. 3398/A-2009 
 
SW 36-38-28-4 and NW 25-38-28-4 Land owners: Lyle and Marcie Jeffries 

As major landholders within the West QE2 MASP area, we do not support the proposed 
amendment to the MASP. We have solicited Interplan Strategies Inc. and Genivar to lend 
assistance in submitting our concerns to Council prior to the upcoming Public Hearing in which 
the amendment will receive further consideration. 
 
History:  
 
The previously approved MASP had indicated a commercial site on our property (Refer to 
Attachment 1); whereas the subsequent proposed amendment to the MASP has excluded any 
reference to a commercial designation on our property. 
 
The following is a list of our previous contacts with PCPS and The City: 
 
May 22nd, 2009: Met with City and PCPS planners where they explained the amendment 
 
June 4, 2009:  Public Meeting hosted by PCPS 
 
June 7th, 2009:  Letter submitted to PCPS outlining our concerns. No response was received. 

(copy of letter attached – Attachment 2) 
 
December 2009:  Received letter announcing 1st Reading in Council December 14th, 2009 
 
Subsequent email communications between PCPS and Genivar. 
 
January 18, 2010: Meeting between  
 Nancy Hackett, PCPS;  
 Vaughan Bechthold, Engineering Services, The City of Red Deer; 
 Craig Suchy, Genivar 
 Simonetta Acteson, Interplan Strategies Inc. 

This meeting was held during our absence with our knowledge. During the meeting, our 
concerns were discussed and PCPS has assured our representatives that both items will be 
considered prior to Public Hearing. However, due to the time constraints, a complete 
response from PCPS is not possible prior to the deadline for written submissions to be 
included in the agenda for January 25, 2010. In light of this we submit the following 
concerns to Council with the understanding that should PCPS be able to alleviate our 
concerns prior to, or on, January 25, 2010, we would therefore be able to change our 
position outlined here, and support the amendment with the agreed to changes included. 
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Major Concerns: 
 
1. Elimination of Central Commercial Site 
 

The reason given by PCPS for removing the commercial site from the original location shown 
in the MASP was because of changes to the arterial road system and the subsequent loss of 
access. 
• It is our understanding that this change to the road classification will eliminate the 

opportunity for commercial use at the previously designated location. The graphic 
attached (Attachment 3) shows at least three possible locations for commercial uses in 
the southern areas of the plan area.  

• There is reference to existing commercial development in the County to the south, but 
this occurs approximately 3/4 mile to the south of the most southern boundary of the 
MASP area and is not considered convenient for future employees in the MASP area. 

• As detailed on page 160 (page 9) of the report to Council dated December 4th and 
included in the Red Deer City Council Agenda for Monday, December 14th, 2009, “…the 
focus of the amendment is not to redistribute commercial lands.”  However, the amount 
of commercial land being proposed for the amended MASP has been reduced from 6.3 ha 
(in the MASP dated December 2007) to 4.5 ha and the commercial area remaining has 
been redistributed. No clear explanation or rationale for this reduction has been included 
in the amended MASP or in the report to Council. It is also noted that “After review of 
the issue, no new commercial areas are being recommended within this amendment.”  

• As indicated in the West QE2 MASP, the commercial area provided is not intended to 
compete with existing or future commercial nodes in the City, but is to provide a limited 
range of commercial opportunities for the employees and patrons of the primarily 
industrial area. If the commercial area proposed is to cater primarily to the users of the 
area, it could be argued that a more centrally located commercial area, or the division of 
commercial areas in two or more locations, could better serve the community as a whole. 
Both of these suggestions were raised at the Public Meeting according to the report to 
Council.  

• By including an opportunity for commercial use in one of the three suggested locations, 
the overall plan would offer more centrally located commercial areas within the MASP 
area. This makes commercial locations more accessible to area users and offers potential 
access by non motorized means. In addition, the commercial locations would be more 
equally distanced from both Hwy 11 and Hwy 11A. 

• There is also potential benefit in locating commercial areas adjacent to the delineated 
green spaces so area patrons could utilize both simultaneously. In addition, locating a 
commercial area as suggested could further enhance the use of the trail system 
identified in the plan area. 

 
Recommendation: 
To summarize, our recommendation to Council with respect to commercial areas in the 
proposed amended MASP is as follows: 
 

Amend Figure 3 (Land Use Concept) to include a commercial area in one of the three 
locations indicated in the accompanying map (location A, B or C) (Attachment 3). The 
area can be either moved from the commercial areas shown (thereby maintaining the 4.5 
ha total area), or can be included as an addition to the 4.5 ha currently proposed (but 
not to exceed the original MASP total of 6.3 ha). Language could be added to Section 
4.1.4 that ‘should a market for this commercial area not materialize at the time of 
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development, the land use could revert to industrial land uses without amendment to the 
MASP’. 
 

 
 

2. Concerns with the Eco-Industrial Area: 
 

Although this concept is considered to be a potentially valuable strategy given the current 
direction industry is moving due to environmental concerns and the need to implement 
strategies for a “greener future,” there are issues that the proposed amendment to the West 
QE2 MASP does not adequately address and require clarification. 
 
As noted in the amended MASP “…additional studies are required to develop a market 
strategy, confirm potential tenants, and pursue possible grants, The City and/or private 
developers/landowners will further explore this concept when subsequent IASPs are 
submitted for approval of the detailed design of these quarter sections.” (pg 4-2) The 
following are two concerns in particular that were raised during the Public Meeting held in 
June 2009 (see page 161 (10), report to Council Dec 14, 2009) and in our letter of June 7th: 
 
• Market concerns: though the City has reduced the areas delineated as Eco-industrial and 

acknowledged the tentativeness, there is no contingency plan in place in either the 
current or previous MASP should these lands prove unmarketable. In addition there is no 
clear indication in either the report to Council, or the MASP, as to what rationale was 
used to determine either the size or the location of these Eco-industrial Parks. 

• Information on possible limitations: As quoted above from the MASP (page 4-2) the 
intent seems to be that the concept will be “explored further”. In the response to 
concerns from the report to Council it is written “More detail around the zoning and the 
regulations will be required at the individual Industrial Area Structure Plan level.” It is not 
clear who will provide that detail or where it will be derived from (existing examples?). 

 
Independent information gathered on Eco-Industrial Parks has shown that the park design 
can be approached in several different ways. As discussed in Section 4.1.3 of the proposed 
amendment to the MASP, the Eco-Industrial Parks can offer by-product synergy and shared 
facilities amongst other items. There is also another more holistic approach that the Eco-
Industrial Park can incorporate greener standards for infrastructure and development. This is 
also discussed in the MASP. Since no rationale is given for the location and size of the Eco-
Industrial Parks as shown, it is difficult to understand the City’s intent here. Under Section 
4.1.1 it is specified that “Parcels within the I2 District shall not abut any eco-industrial 
parks…” This approach is difficult to understand since there is no apparent reason to 
differentiate between heavy and light industrial when discussing the possible merits of an 
Eco-Industrial Park. Both uses could benefit from such a system of cooperation. As defined in 
The Eco-industrial Park Handbook1 "An Eco-Industrial Park is a community of manufacturing 
and service businesses located together on a common property. Members seek enhanced 
environmental, economic, and social performance through collaboration in managing 
environmental and resource issues." The best known example of an eco-industrial park is the 
Kalundburg Eco-Industrial Park in Denmark where links exist between a coal fired power 
plant, a fish farm, pharmaceutical and enzyme production, a petroleum company, wallboard 
manufacturing and cement production.  
 

                                                 
1 Lowe, Ernest A. 2001. Eco-industrial Park Handbook for Asian Developing Countries. A Report to Asian 
Development Bank, Environment Department, Indigo Development, Oakland, CA 
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Though this concept deserves consideration and possible application by the City, it is our 
opinion that aspects of it need further attention before specific areas are identified on a Land 
Use Concept within the proposed amendment to the MASP. 
 
In our meeting with administration on January 18, 2010, PCPS has expressed a willingness to 
explore the possibility of further detailing in the MASP the process by which, and by whom, 
the guidelines for Eco-Industrial Parks will be derived. In addition, there was discussion on 
what would occur in properties shown as Eco-Industrial Parks should the concept not prove 
viable at the time of development. We are willing to consider that this further detailing may 
alleviate some of our concerns, but since the actual information is still forthcoming from 
PCPS, we wish to offer the following recommendations. 
 
Recommendation: 
 
It is our recommendation that the MASP be amended in one of two ways: 
 
1. The Eco-Industrial Park locations on Figure 3 be labeled as “possible locations” and 

language added in Section 4.1.3 to address how these areas would revert to 
conventional industrial uses should the market not materialize, or:  

2. That any delineation of Eco-Industrial Parks be removed from the Land Use Concept. 
Instead both the principles of Green Infrastructure and Eco-Industrial Parks be 
considered as overall visions or policies for the entire MASP area. Details of how these 
strategies could be implemented can occur at the IASP planning level once the City and 
Industry have had the opportunity to explore the concepts more thoroughly. Council 
could direct Administration to undertake, in consultation with Industry, a study of 
existing and proposed Eco-Industrial Parks and develop their own “made in Red Deer” 
definition of Eco-Industrial Parks and an approach as to how to implement and 
encourage such practices in Red Deer. 

 
This represents a summary of the concerns with the proposed amendments to the MASP we 
wish to outline for City Council. Should PCPS be able to address those concerns as discussed 
we would then be in a position to support the amendment. If, after consideration, PCPS is 
unable at this time to respond to our concerns, we would request that the changes noted 
above be considered and included in the amended MASP, We and/or our representatives will 
be in attendance at the Public Hearing to speak further on these concerns. 
 
 
Thank you for your consideration. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
On behalf of Lyle and Marcie Jeffries 
 
Simonetta Acteson 
Interplan Strategies Inc. 
 
 
Sent by email. 
 
cc. Ron Zazelenchuk, Interplan Strategies Inc. 

Craig Suchy, Genivar 
Lyle and Marcie Jeffries 
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Legislative & Administrative Services 
 
DATE: February 16, 2010 
 
TO: City Council 
 
FROM: Elaine Vincent, Legislative & Administrative Services Manager 
  
SUBJECT: Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3357/F-2009 – Dynamic Signage 
  Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3357/JJ-2009 – Open House/Show  
  Home Signs 
     
History: 
Due to the length of the December 14, 2009 Council Meeting, consideration of Land Use Bylaw 
Amendment 3357/F-2009 (Dynamic Signage) and Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3357/JJ-2009 
(Open House/Show Home Signs) were tabled to the Monday, January 25, 2010 Council 
Meeting. 
 
The following resolutions were passed at the Monday, January 25, 2010 Council Meeting: 
 
 “Resolved that Council of the City of Red Deer having considered the report 

from the Legislative & Administrative Services Manager dated January 18, 2010 
and the Parkland Community Planning Services dated December 7, 2009 re Land 
Use Bylaw Amendment No. 3357/F-2009 (Dynamic Signage), hereby supports 
the location of dynamic signs in C2A only with a proviso for an examination in 
C4 areas within the next three months as the vision for Gaetz Avenue is 
articulated.” 

 
 “Resolved that Council of the City of Red Deer having considered the report from 
 the Legislative & Administrative Services Manager dated January 18, 2010 and the 
 Parkland Community Planning Services dated December 7, 2009  re Land Use Bylaw 
 Amendment No. 3357/F-2009 (Dynamic Signage), hereby supports the use of radial 
 measurement for determining the location of dynamic signage.” 
 
 “Resolved that Council of the City of Red Deer having considered the report 

from the Legislative & Administrative Services Manager dated January 18, 2010 
and the Parkland Community Planning Services dated December 7, 2009 re Land 
Use Bylaw Amendment No. 3357/F-2009 (Dynamic Signage), hereby supports a 
three second display timing for dynamic signage.” 

 
 

…2/ 
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Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3357/F-2009 
Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3357JJ-2009 
February 16, 2010  
Page 2 
 
 
 
The above noted changes were made to Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3357/F-2009.  Land Use 
Bylaw Amendment 3357/F-2009 and Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3357/JJ-2009 received first 
reading at the Monday, January 25, 2010 Regular Council Meeting.  Land Use Bylaw 
Amendment 3357/F-2009 is proposed to allow/regulate dynamic signs.  Land Use Bylaw 
Amendment 3357/JJ-2009 is a minor amendment for signs that do not require a permit. 
 
Public Consultation Process: 
Public Hearings have been advertised for the above noted bylaws to be held on Monday, 
February 22, 2010 at 6:00 P.m. during Council’s Regular Meeting.  Advertisements were placed 
in the Red Deer Advocate on February 5, 2010 and February 12, 2010. 
 
A letter received from the public is attached for your information. 
 
Recommendation: 
That Council consider:  
 
 1) Second and Third readings to Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3357/F-2009  
  and Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3357/JJ-2009. 
 

 
 
Elaine Vincent 
Manager 
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Legislative & Administrative Services 
 
DATE: December 7, 2009 
 
TO: City Council 
 
FROM: Elaine Vincent, Legislative & Administrative Services Manager 
 
SUBJECT: Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3357/F-2009 
 Dynamic Signage  
     
History: 
At the Monday, August 24, 2009 Council Meeting, Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3357/F-2009 
was tabled for four weeks to the Monday, September 21, 2009 Council Meeting. 
 
At the Monday, September 21, 2009 Council Meeting, administration requested that this report 
be delayed for an additional two weeks.  Consideration of Land Use Bylaw Amendment 
3357/F-2009 was tabled to the Monday, October 5, 2009 Council Meeting. 
 
At the Monday, October 5, 2009 Council Meeting the following resolutions were introduced and 
passed: 
 
 “Resolved that Council of the City of Red Deer agrees to amend Land Use Bylaw 
 Amendment 3357/F-2009, page 2, 6(e) by deleted the wording “3 seconds” and 
 replacing it with “5 seconds”.” 
 

MOTION CARRIED 
 

 “Resolved that Council for the City of Red Deer agrees to table Land Use Bylaw 
 Amendment 3357/F-2009 for up to six weeks to allow administration time to clarify 
 the linear distance measurement if a business is located on the corner of  an 
 intersection.” 
 

MOTION CARRIED 
 
Subsequently, at the November 2, 2009 Council Meeting a further tabling resolution was passed, 
as follows: 
 
 “Resolved that Council of the City of Red Deer hereby agrees to table further 

consideration of Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3357/F-2009 for up to eight weeks 
to allow administration opportunity to further consider: 

• the legality of banning dynamic signs altogether 
• 3 or 5 second timing 
• the method of sign interval- measurement 
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Page 2 
Dynamic Signage & Show Home Open House 
 
 
 

• defining third party / public service advertising 
• whether C4 designations should be included.” 

 
MOTION CARIED 

 
Discussion  
 
A report from Parkland Community Planning Services, dated December 7, 2009 is attached 
regarding changes made to address Council’s comments and questions to Land Use Bylaw 
Amendment 3357/F-2009 (Dynamic Signage).  A separate report from Parkland Community 
Planning Services is included on this agenda with respect to Show Home and Open House signs 
(Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3357/JJ-2009). 
 
Recommendation: 
 
That Council consider: 
 

1.) Passing a resolution lifting from the table consideration of Land Use 
Bylaw Amendment 3357/F-2009; and 

 
2.) First reading of Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3357/F-2009 and Land Use 

Bylaw Amendment 3357/JJ-2009. 
 

 
Elaine Vincent 
Manager 
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Suite 404, 4808 Ross Street 
Red Deer, Alberta, T4N 1X5 

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

E-mail: pcps@pcps.ab.ca  
 
 
DATE:  December 7, 2009 
 
TO:   Elaine Vincent, Legislative and Administrative Manager    
 
FROM:  Emily Damberger, Planner  
      
RE:   Land Use Bylaw Amendment No. 3357/F-2009  
    (Dynamic signage) 
     
 
Background 
 
The proposed bylaw amendment dealing with regulating dynamic signage was brought 
to Council August 24, 2009 for consideration of first reading.  The bylaw amendment 
was tabled to allow administration to make revisions addressing City Councillors’ 
comments and questions.  The proposed bylaw amendment was brought back to 
Council, October 5 and November 2, 2009 and was tabled for further amendments. 
 
This report will: 

 
 Identify the 5 outstanding matters pertaining to dynamic signage regulation 

including legality of banning dynamic signs, location of dynamic signs, method of 
measuring separation distance between signs, length of dynamic sign message 
display, and public service announcements on dynamic signs. 

 
 Describe the impact on The Westerner & Red Deer College (as they currently 

have dynamic signs). 
 

 Present options for Council to weigh on the specifics of regulating this style of 
signage. 

 
 Provide a recommendation to allow Council to proceed with making a decision. 

 
 
Dynamic Signage 
 
The proposed amendments related to dynamic signs are in response to requests by 
both the Municipal Planning Commission and Red Deer College to better address this 
type of signage in the City of Red Deer.  As relevant information was contained in 
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previous reports, the original Council reports and bylaw amendments are attached for 
further reference.   
 
Outstanding Topics 
 
During previous Council discussion on the proposed bylaw amendment, regarding 
dynamic signs (reader board signs), several key issues were identified by City Council 
members, these include any legal constraints to regulating or banning dynamic signs, 
appropriate commercial locations (districts) in which to allow dynamic signs, how to 
appropriately measure and maintain a distance between signs, the length of time for 
each advertising message, and public service ads on dynamic signs.   
 
Legal Constraints 

 
1. Legal Council is providing a separate report which will address the issues of 

banning dynamic signs.  It must be noted that should Council opt not to proceed 
with any regulations and to ban future dynamic signs existing dynamic signs 
would be grandfathered.  The Red Deer College has requested an amendment to 
their existing dynamic sign and an alternate bylaw has been prepared (bylaw 
amendment 3357/KK-2009) in order to process the Red Deer College bylaw 
amendment request. 

 
Location 
 

2. Should Council opt to allow/regulate some dynamic signs the appropriate 
location (commercial land use districts) must be determined. 

 
Council may either choose to allow dynamic signs within C4 Commercial (Major Arterial) 
district and C2A Commercial (Regional Shopping Centre) district, or to limit dynamic 
signs to only C2A district.  (Attached in Appendix A are areas within the City zoned C4 
and C2A). 
 
The majority of C4 zoning within the city is along Gaetz Avenue and areas adjacent to 
67th Street. (see Appendix A for identification of C4 districts within the city).  Allowing a 
limited number of dynamic signs within C4 districts would support the commercial 
operators desire to advertise by way of dynamic signs. However, the inclusion of 
dynamic signs within this district may cause a decrease in public safety due to driver 
distraction and may not be aesthetically desirable. 
 
If dynamic signs were not permitted within C4, the placement of dynamic signs within 
commercial districts in the City would be very limited.  The only commercial district to 
consider dynamic signage would be C2A Commercial (Regional Shopping Centre) 
district.  However within the areas zoned C2A in the major entryways, dynamic signs 
are proposed to be prohibited with the following bylaw amendment: 
 
“Delete section 3.12 (2)(g) and replace with the following new sub-section: 
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Notwithstanding any other provision of this Bylaw, no billboard signs, and no dynamic 
signs shall be permitted on lands situated in the major entry areas.” 
 
The only remaining areas along Gaetz Ave where dynamics signs could be considered 
are those lots zoned C2A, being Parkland Mall, Bower Mall and Village Mall (refer to 
Appendix A for map reference).   
 
Method of Measurement 
 

3. After determining the appropriate districts in which to allow the signs, a method of 
measurement for the separation distance between dynamic signs is required.  

 
Measurement could occur as linear measurement or a radial distance of measurement. 
Administration recommends for reasons of ease of measurement and clarity, that radius 
measurement be used.   

 
Length of Message Display Time 
 

4. The proposed amendment also addresses the length of dynamic sign message 
display time.  Council has discussed both 3 seconds and 5 seconds. 

 
The land use bylaw amendment has been changed, following the council motion, to 
increase the display time to 5 seconds. The intent is to decrease the potential for driver 
distraction by giving more time to view the message, along with fewer messages being 
displayed and by doing so improving public safety. 
 
Public Service Announcements 
 

5. Allow public service announcements on dynamic signs. 
 
Based on requests from City Councillors and Red Deer College and in recognition that 
existing dynamic signs display public service announcements administration has now 
included within the proposed bylaw amendments a definition of public service 
announcement to be permitted on all dynamics signs.  The intent is to permit advertising 
of community interest and charitable events or notices.   
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Options 
 
The various options and issues are provided for Council’s consideration in Table 1. 
 
Table 1 Dynamic Sign Regulations: 
 
Issue Decision  Action 

 
Allow in C4 & C2A Proceed with Bylaw 

amendment 3357/F-2009 
 

Location 

Allow in C2A only Within proposed bylaw 
amendment 3357/F-2009 
strike C4 wording in section 
3.4 (14) (h) 
 

Radius measurement Proceed with Bylaw 
amendment 3357/F-2009 
 

Method of separation 
distance measurement 

Linear measurement  
 

Within bylaw amendment 
3357/F-2009  remove 
wording from section 3.4 
(14) (h)(iii) and replace with 
“not be within 150 linear 
metres, of an existing 
dynamic sign, measured on 
the same side of the street,”
 

5 second display time Proceed with Bylaw 
amendment 3357/F-2009 
 

Message  Display Timing 

3 second display time Within proposed bylaw 
amendment 3357/F-2009 
section 3.4 (14) (e) strike 5 
seconds and replace with 3 
seconds 
 

Allow public service 
announcements 

Proceed with Bylaw 
amendment 3357/F-2009 
 

Public Service 
Announcements 

Not allow public service 
announcements 

Within bylaw amendment 
3357/F-2009 Section 3.3 
(1) remove public service 
announcements definition 
and section 3.4 (14) (d) 
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Issue Decision  Action 
 
strike wording “may display 
public service 
announcements but” 
 

 
 
 
Red Deer College Request 
 
Red Deer College submitted a request to amend the Land Use Bylaw to allow their 
existing reader board (dynamic) sign to contain sponsorship signage including phone 
numbers, website addresses and tag lines (corporate sayings for example COKE – “just 
for the taste of it”).  Currently the Land Use Bylaw only permits the name and logo of the 
sponsor to appear on sponsorship signage and sponsorship signage is only permitted 
on the static (non-reader board) portion of the Red Deer College sign.   
 
The proposed bylaw amendment will address signage for both the Westerner and Red 
Deer College, both being Public Services sites over 17 ha (Collicutt Centre is a PS site 
at 13.5 ha). The proposed bylaw will permit both organizations to continue with the 
current practice of third party advertising, advertising for their events and public service 
announcements.  The proposed bylaw amendment will provide regulations for any 
proposed future dynamic signage on their sites.  Under the proposed amendment, two 
dynamic signs will be permitted on each site.   
 
As the existing dynamic signs on these sites were granted permits prior to the creation 
of this proposed bylaw amendment if new dynamic sign regulations were approved (for 
example the 5 second display timing) any new regulations would not apply to either the 
Westerner or Red Deer College on existing signs, as existing signs will be 
grandfathered (legal, non-conforming uses).   
 
If Red Deer College or the Westerner, replace or place an additional new sign then the 
new sign would be subject to any proposed future bylaw amendments.   
 
 
Current Status 
 
Two proposed bylaw amendments have been prepared. If Council decides to proceed 
with regulations regarding dynamic signs bylaw amendment 3357/F-2009 (with 
amendments dependant on option decisions in Table 1) should proceed with first 
reading. 
 
The second alternate bylaw amendment 3357/KK-2009 has been prepared if Council 
decides not to allow any further dynamic signs in the city.  This bylaw addresses the 
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Appendix A 
 
 
 
C2A Land Use Districts – salmon coloured areas 
 
 

 
 

Major Entry 
Way Area – no 
dynamic signs 

Parkland and 
Village Mall – 
C2A 

Bower Mall – 
C2A 
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C4 Land Use Districts – Pink areas 
 
 

 
 
 

Red Deer City Council Agenda, Monday, February 22, 2010 Page 60



 9

C2 and C4 Land Use Districts 
 
 

 

Red Deer City Council Agenda, Monday, February 22, 2010 Page 61



 1

 
 

Suite 404, 4808 Ross Street 
Red Deer, Alberta, T4N 1X5 

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

E-mail: pcps@pcps.ab.ca  
 
 
DATE:  December 1, 2009 
 
TO:   Elaine Vincent, Legislative and Administrative Manager    
 
FROM:  Emily Damberger, Planner  
      
RE:   Land Use Bylaw Amendment No. 3357/JJ-2009  
    (Show Home & Open House signs) 
     
 
Background 
 
Land Use Bylaw Amendment No. 3357/F-2009 presented regulations for dynamic signs 
and a minor amendment to show home and open house sign regulations.  The 
proposed bylaw also included a bylaw amendment request from Red Deer College for 
the operation of their dynamic sign.  For clarity, the open house bylaw has been 
separated through Land Use Bylaw Amendment No. 3357/JJ-2009. 
 
The following report addresses Land Use Bylaw No.3357/JJ - 2009 Open house and 
show home signage. 
 
Show Home Open House Signage 
 
A small amendment to a portion of the Land Use Bylaw dealing with signs that do not 
require permits, section 3.3, is being proposed to clarify the intent of the bylaw.  
Currently the bylaw reads: 
 
“Open House signs may be placed on boulevards adjacent to residential districts where 
the sale is taking place for a 24 hour period prior to the open house and 24 hours 
following the open house;” 
 
The intent is for the typical open house signs to be taken down and put up on the same 
day as the open house event and not left out continuously for numerous days in a row.   
 
Show Home signs, which are a form of advertising for an “open house”, have longer 
hours of operation and the open houses for show homes are typically for a period longer 
than two days.  City administration recommends the following bylaw amendment to 
clarify the intent for signage of both open houses and show homes to be removed daily 
when the “open house” or show home hours of operation have ceased: 
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Suite 404, 4808 Ross Street 
Red Deer, Alberta, T4N 1X5 

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

E-mail: pcps@pcps.ab.ca  
 
 
DATE:  September 14, 2009 
 
TO:   Elaine Vincent, Legislative and Administrative Manager    
 
FROM:  Emily Damberger, Planner  
      
RE:   Land Use Bylaw Amendment No. 3357/F-2009 Dynamic signage  
    & Show Home Open House 
     
 
Background 
 
The proposed bylaw amendment was brought to Council August 24, 2009 for 
consideration of first reading.  The bylaw amendment was tabled to allow administration 
to make revisions addressing City Councillors’ comments and questions. 
 
The original August 12, 2009 Council report addresses two signage issues, one minor 
Show Home Open House bylaw amendment and a bylaw amendment to address 
reader board (dynamic signs). The minor Show Home Open House signs land use 
bylaw amendment is being proposed to clarify the intent of the land use bylaw section 
dealing with signs that do not require permits.  The proposed land use bylaw 
amendment regarding Dynamic signage is in response to a request by both the 
Municipal Planning Commission and Red Deer College. 
 
The original August 12, 2009 Council report and bylaw amendment are attached for 
further reference.  The following report will address Council’s requests and highlight the 
proposed changes to the revised bylaw amendment. 
 
City Council’s Comments 
 
Following a presentation of the proposed bylaw amendment, regarding dynamic signs 
(reader board signs), the following issues and land use comments were put forth by City 
Council members: 
 

1. Clarification of the Dynamic sign proposed definition: 
 
In reviewing the proposed definition of dynamic signs, one Councillor’s comment 
reflected the fact that not only electronic signage would be subject to Dynamic sign 
regulations, but also any sign that has a component which is in motion.   
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It is the intent of the proposed definition to include signs that are not only digital but 
which have other types of moving parts.  Administration recommends limiting driver 
distraction from all signs in motion.   
 
Further, the proposed definition is intended to be flexible in its specific application in 
order to allow any future technology to be incorporated without having to do a bylaw 
amendment; current sign technology with this definition would include reader board 
(dynamic) signs, rotating panel signs, and video or animated signage.   
 

2. Desire expressed to not allow Dynamic signs to be visible from Queen Elizabeth 
II Highway 2: 

 
Councillors expressed concern over dynamic signs being permitted in land use districts 
visible from Queen Elizabeth II Highway 2 and concern with regards to driver distraction 
and aesthetics. To address this concern, Administration is now proposing that dynamic 
signs not be allowed within the major entry areas as indentified in the Land Use Bylaw 
(Figure 3, see attachment).  Billboards are not permitted in the Major Entry Areas, and 
Administration is proposing that dynamic signs also do not meet the aesthetic intent of 
Major Entry Areas. 
 
The Municipal Development Plan through Section 12.0 Commercial Development, 
states an objective to ensure the quality and aesthetics of development along major 
commercial corridors.  This statement supports the City’s concern regarding aesthetics 
of signage through Land Use Bylaw regulations along major entryway ways which do 
not allow billboards, and state that the design, placement and scale of signs shall be to 
the satisfaction of the Development Authority.   
 

3. Concern for number of signs per site or lot: 
 
With respect to the proposed August 12 bylaw amendment regulation Councillors 
expressed concern over a potential situation in which an individual lot owner could place 
two dynamic signs on their lot while their neighbour, due to the 150 m separation 
required between dynamics signs, would not be permitted any placement of dynamic 
signs.  To address this concern, Administration has revised the bylaw to allow one sign 
per lot to improve equity of sign placement among individual lot owners.   
 
Administration is recommending however, Public Service (PS) sites over 17 ha (Red 
Deer College and the Westerner) be permitted to have two signs due to the large size of 
their parcels.   
 

4. Concern with dynamic signs being permitted within 75 m of residential districts: 
 
Councillors were concerned with the proximity of restrictions of signs to residential 
districts, specifically that a 75 m setback from a residential district would exclude many 
commercial districts.  Administration is proposing a revised setback of 30 m.  This 
distance was determined through measuring the distances, on the RedGIS system, 
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from front yards of commercial districts to the lot line of adjacent residential districts of 
all commercial areas proposed to permit dynamic signs.  A 30 m setback would permit 
all applicable commercial lots to apply for a dynamic sign.  However, Administration is 
recommending in the revised bylaw that any commercial lot proposing a dynamic sign 
which is adjacent to a residential district be subject to the 100 m notification process in 
order to allow residents to view the proposed sign and provide comments for 
consideration by the Development Authority. 
 

5. Comment on the proposed separation distance of 150 m between dynamic signs: 
 
In response to the comment on the proposed separation distance of 150 m between 
dynamic signs, Administration continue to support a proposed separation distance as a 
method of limiting the number of dynamic signs placed within the permitted districts.  To 
illustrate this proposed method, Gaetz Avenue between 32nd Street and 37th Street, 
provides an example: 
 
 Separation distance between dynamic signs 100 m = 14 dynamic signs  

permitted in this 5 block area 
 Separation distance between dynamic signs 150 m = 10 dynamic signs  
 Separation distance between dynamic signs 200 m = 8 dynamic signs 
 No separation distance and no limitation in 5 block area = 28 dynamic signs 

 
 
Figure 1:  5 block Gaetz Ave example of sign separation 
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Administration continues to propose a separation distance of 150 m between dynamic 
signs as a method of limiting the amount of dynamic signage.  By limiting the amount of 
dynamic signage Administration wishes to create a reasonable balance between the 
commercial desire for dynamic advertising and dynamic signage impact on driver 
distraction and visual aesthetics.  
 
Planning Analysis 
 
Reader Board (dynamic) signs exist in various forms and designs throughout the City of 
Red Deer.  By design, their intent is to attract attention of drivers, passengers, 
pedestrians and people passing by.  Existing regulations in the Land Use Bylaw identify 
driver safety issues such as flashing lights, readograms, and location of signs.  
Engineering Services has deemed certain elements (flashing, size, location) of signs to 
be hazardous to public safety and therefore these elements are addressed and 
regulated in the Land Use Bylaw. 
 
All existing dynamic signs that do not meet the proposed Land Use Bylaw amendments 
will become legal non-conforming signs and will be permitted to continue in their current 
state.  However, if a new sign is proposed it will need to meet all requirements of the 
Land Use Bylaw. 
 
Members of the sign industry have been consulted regarding the proposed amendment 
and no concerns have been received to date regarding the proposed bylaw 
amendment. 
 
This report provides additional rational for the proposed regulations and the revised 
bylaw reflects the comments voiced by City Council. 
 
The intent of the proposed bylaw amendment is to reflect a balance of public safety 
concerns, aesthetic controls and commercial advertising rights through clarification of 
definitions, regulation of size, type, location and display of reader board (dynamic) 
signs.   
 
 
Municipal Planning Commission 
 
The proposed bylaw amendment was considered by the Municipal Planning 
Commission on August 10, 2009.  The Municipal Planning Commission recommended 
support of the proposed bylaw amendment to City Council. 
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Legislative & Administrative Services 
 
DATE: February 16, 2010 
 
TO: City Council 
 
FROM: Elaine Vincent, Legislative & Administrative Services Manager 
  
SUBJECT: Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3357/B-2010 
  R1A Residential (semi-detached) to R2 Residential (medium density) 
  District 
  Wolfe Investments Inc. (owner); Tim McRae/Century 21 (applicant) 
  Lot 3 & 4, Block 2, Plan 24 H.W. (6817 & 6821-59 Avenue) 
  Normandeau Neighbourhood 
     
History: 
 
At the Monday, January 25, 2010 Council Meeting, Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3357/B-2010 
received first reading. 
 
Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3357/B-2010 proposes rezoning of Lot 3 & 4, Block 2, Plan 24 HW 
(6817 & 6821 – 59 Avenue) from R1A Residential (semi-detached) District to R2 Residential 
(medium density) District.  This sites contain older  multiple family (apartment) buildings. 
 
Public Consultation Process: 
A Public Hearing has been advertised for the above noted bylaw to be held on Monday, 
February 22, 2010.  Advertisements were placed in the Red Deer Advocate on February 5, 2010 
and February 12, 2010. 
 
Recommendation: 
That Council consider:  
 
 1) Second and Third readings of Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3357/B-2010. 
 

 
 
Elaine Vincent 
Manager 
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Suite 404, 4808 Ross Street 
Red Deer, Alberta, T4N 1X5 

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

E-mail: pcps@pcps.ab.ca  
 
      DATE: January 14, 2010 
 

TO: Elaine Vincent, Manager, Legislative and Administrative Services 
 

FROM: Tony Lindhout, Assistant City Planning Manager     
         

RE: Land Use Bylaw Amendment No. 3357/B-2010  
  R1A Residential (semi-detached) to R2 Residential (medium density) District  
  Wolfe Investments Inc. (owner); Tim McRae/Century 21 (applicant)                                            
  Lot 4, Block 2, Plan 24 H.W. (6821- 59 Ave) 

Normandeau Neighbourhood  
 

  
An application has been made to The City of Red Deer requesting a Land Use Bylaw amendment to 
change the zoning of Lot 4, Block 2, Plan 24 H.W. (6821-59 Ave) from R1A Residential (semi-

detached) District to R2 Residential (medium density) District.   
The site, located within the Normandeau neighbourhood, 
contains an older 12 suite multiple family (apartment) building.   
 
Background 
 
The existing multiple family building at 6821 – 59 Ave. was 
legally constructed (1970’s) at a time when this entire block was 
zoned R2B and apartment buildings were listed as a 
discretionary use.  This area was later changed to R1A zoning 
in which existing multiple family buildings initially were listed as 
a discretionary use but in later and subsequent changes to the 
R1A Land Use District, multiple family buildings were no longer 
listed or allowed as either a permitted or discretionary use.  
Consequently, the current multiple family building is considered 
a legal but “non-conforming” use meaning no structural 
alterations are allowed to the building and, if destroyed by fire, it 

could not be rebuilt.   While the property owner has no plans to physically alter the building, he does 
wish to protect his current investment and its value by having the current building (multiple family use) 
conform to an appropriate zoning under the Land Use Bylaw.    
 
Under the requested R2 Residential land use district, multiple family buildings are listed as a 
discretionary use.  The proposed rezoning, if approved, would change the status of the existing 
building from a legal “non-conforming” use to a “conforming” use under the City’s Land Use Bylaw.  
The proposed R2 Residential District would restrict the existing building to its current 3 storey height 
and as the site is fully developed (building footprint, parking, etc.), there is little opportunity for any 
expansion to the current multiple family building.           
 
Upon site inspection of the area it was identified that 2 other properties located within this block 
fronting 59 Avenue also contained legal “non-conforming” multiple family buildings under the R1A 
Residential (semi-detached) zoning.    

Subject 
Site 

67 Street 
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Legislative and Administrative Services Manager 
Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3357/B-2010 
Page 2 
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------  
 
As part of the rezoning request for Lot 4 (6821-59 Ave) from R1A District to R2 District, planning staff 
notified all area landowners within 100m including the owners of the two other nearby multiple family 
sites within the same block.  In response the owner of one of those multiple family properties, 
adjacent Lot 3 (6817-59 Ave), requested that planning staff also include that property in the proposed 
R2 Residential rezoning application.    No response was received from the other nearby multiple 
family property owner.  
 
 

 
 
 
 
Community Plans 
 
The Normandeau neighbourhood, developed primarily in the 1970’s, does not have an area structure 
plan or area redevelopment plan for any portion of the neighbourhood.  The origin of 59th Avenue is 
historical as this roadway (registered in early 1900’s), served the region as a former highway (old C&E 
Trail). This portion of roadway initially contained acreage residential developments which were later 
removed, redeveloped and/or replaced with multiple family buildings in the 1970’s.  By that time, 59th 
Avenue had transitioned into a main urban roadway serving as major access into several of the city’s 
northern developing communities.       
 
The City’s Municipal Development Plan (MDP) shows the Normandeau community as a residential 
area.  The MDP, being a high level land use document, does not provide any distinction between 
multiple family and conventional single family residential development areas.   59th Avenue is now 
considered a collector roadway, the type of road classification that attracts multiple family 
development sites.  
 
Circulation Comments 
 
All area landowners within 100m were notified by letter of this rezoning application and no objections 
were received.  Also, no objections were received from any City departments.   Furthermore, this 
rezoning application was also forwarded to the Normandeau Community Association for comment. 
The Community Association supported the rezoning application.  
 

y 

Lot 4, 6821-59 Ave. 

Lot 3, 6817-59 Ave. 

R2 

R1A 

R2 

R1A

R1A 

Eight-plex 

Tri-plex 

Apartment
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Legislative and Administrative Services Manager 
Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3357/B-2010 
Page 3 
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------  
 
Analysis 
 
The intent of the proposed Land Use Bylaw amendment is to obtain a land use designation (zoning) 
that fits with what is physically developed on the site.   Existing multiple family buildings on this block 
fronting 59 Avenue were legally built in the 1970’s but due to zoning changes made to the Land Use 
Bylaw in subsequent years, the retention of multiple family buildings in this area as legal allowable 
uses was likely inadvertently lost.    There is no evidence in old files to suggest these properties were 
purposely down-zoned.     The existing multiple family buildings within this block function well within 
the context of the larger Normandeau community serving as a buffer between 59th Avenue (a collector 
roadway) and the lower density single family developments located to the east.    Rezoning will not 
alter any traffic or land use patterns in the area.   All parking and access to the multiple family 
developments along this stretch of 59th Avenue is from the rear via a lane. 
 
Planning staff support inclusion of Lot 3 (6817-59 Ave) and its simultaneous concurrent rezoning from 
R1A to R2 with the rezoning application proposal for Lot 4 (6821-59 Ave).   The properties on either 
side of these two lots, also containing multiple family buildings, are already zoned R2 Residential 
District.  
 
Very little, if any, additional intensification could occur on these sites under the proposed R2 zoning.   
Regarding building heights, yard requirements, parking, etc., the existing buildings are already built-
out to the maximums allowed under the Land Use Bylaw.  Under the proposed R2 Residential zoning, 
the existing multiple family buildings would become “discretionary” uses.       
      
From a land use and planning perspective, the requested rezoning of Lots 3 & 4 (6817 & 6821-59th 
Ave) is supported.  The proposed rezoning of these two lots puts several existing and adjoining 
multiple family developments into one common land use district.  The R2 Residential zoning 
accommodates the existing apartment uses on these sites and brings each into line with the City’s 
Land Use Bylaw as a legal conforming use.    Unlike the area to the south, between Nash Street and 
67 Street containing mixed residential land uses (detached dwellings, 4-plexes, and apartment 
buildings) being an area  that requires a planning study to define future land use directions, the 
subject block containing the rezoning requests is uniformly developed with contiguous multiple family 
residential buildings.       
 
Recommendation 
 
That City Council proceeds with first reading of Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3357/B-2010 allowing 
for the rezoning of Lots 3 & 4, Block 2, Plan 24 H.W. (6817 & 6821-59th Ave) from R1A Residential 
(semi-detached) District to R2 Residential (medium density) District.  
 
 
 

Tony Lindhout         
Tony Lindhout, ACP, MCIP 
Assistant City Planning Manager 
 
attachment (Bylaw 3357/B-2010)  
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Proposed Amendment to Land Use Bylaw 3357/2006

Proposed Amendment
      Map:
    Bylaw:
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Affected Districts:
R1A - Residential (Semi Detached Dwelling) District
R2 - Residential (Medium Density) District

Date: Jan 8, 2010
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 Financial Services 
 
 

 1

DATE: February 16, 2010 
 
TO: Elaine Vincent, Legislative & Administrative Services Manager 
  
FROM: Lorianne Marshall, Corporate Controller 
  
SUBJECT: Waskasoo Park Special Gathering Places Bylaw 3447/2010 
 
 
Legislative History 

 

Section 251 of the Municipal Government Act (MGA) requires that the borrowing be 
authorized by a borrowing bylaw.  The borrowing bylaw must set out the amount of 
money to be borrowed, the purpose for which the money is borrowed, the maximum 
rate of interest, the term, the terms of repayment and the sources of funds to be used to 
repay the borrowing.  The bylaw must be advertised. 
 
Before a bylaw can be advertised 1st reading of the bylaw must occur. The bylaw is then 
advertised at least once a week for two consecutive weeks. This provides the public a 
chance to raise a petition against the bylaw. After the two weeks then 2nd and 3rd 
reading of the bylaw can occur. After an additional thirty day waiting period where the 
bylaw can be challenged in court the bylaw is considered official and can be borrowed 
against. 
 
Section 254 of the MGA states that no municipality may acquire, remove or start the 
construction or improvement of a capital property that is to be financed in whole or in 
part through a borrowing unless the borrowing bylaw that authorized the borrowing is 
passed. 
 
Background 

 
The 2010 capital plan shows this project being completed over the period 2010-16 at a 
total cost of $8.9m with a funding source of 100% debenture debt. Due to the project not 
being considered a multi-year project each year’s expenditure is approved individually. 
The amount approved in the 2010 capital budget was $495,000. Financial Services is 
recommending that the bylaw be approved in the amount of $9m to simplify 
administration of the debenture. If Council decided not to approve the expenditures in 
any or all of the years 2011-16 the borrowing bylaw would not be used. 
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Comments: 
 
We support the recommendation of Administration that Council proceed with first 
reading of Borrowing Bylaw 3447/2010 in the amount of $9,000,000 for the Waskasoo 
Special Gathering Places Project.  Following advertising and a requirement to allow  for 
petitions, this bylaw would come back to Council on March 22, 2010 for second and 
third readings. 
 
 
 
 “Morris Flewwelling” 
 Mayor 
 
 
 “Lorraine Poth” 
 Acting City Manager 
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 Comments: 
 
Council will recall during the 2010 Operating Budget approving $185,000 for the Red 
Deer Regional Airport funding, with the intent that the funding remain the same as the 
last 5 years. This will extend the requirements of the agreement for an additional year. 
 
 
 
 “Morris Flewwelling” 
 Mayor 
 
 
 “Lorraine Poth” 
 Acting City Manager 
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  ELECTRIC, LIGHT & POWER DEPARTMENT 
 
 
DATE: February 16, 2010 

TO: Elaine Vincent, Manager, Legislative & Administrative Services  

FROM: Ligong Gan, Manager, Electric Light & Power 

RE: Revision to Distribution Tariff, Appendix B Effective March 1, 2010 

 
 
The EL&P Department is requesting Council’s approval of changes to the Distribution 
Tariff, Appendix B, Electric Utility Bylaw No. 3273/2000, effective March 1, 2010. 
 
 
BACKGROUND 
Appendix B of EL&P’s Distribution Tariff sets out charges on service orders, including 
service connection & disconnection, meter services and load settlement. These services 
are typically requested from developers, retailers or customers and EL&P charges the 
requesting party on a cost recovery basis. Two changes to Appendix B are requested 
below. 
 
Change #1 – Services provided by ENMAX Power Corporation (EPC) 
 
The following service orders are handled directly by EPC on behalf of EL&P. 
 
 Settlement consumption history 
 Custom load profile 
 Verification of Distribution Tariff data and transaction bill data 
 Request for Distribution Tariff history 
 
Our contractual agreement with EPC is that the fees for the above services are set to be 
the same as EPC’s own fee schedule, approved by the Alberta Utilities Commission 
(AUC), for its own service territory (Calgary). EPC has recently obtained approval from 
AUC of an increase to the fees and as such, EL&P is requesting herein to revise its 
Appendix B to increase the fees for the above service orders, effective March 1, 2010. 
The attached red-lined Appendix B presents detailed information of the proposed pricing 
for the services provided by EPC. 
  
In 2008 and 2009, EPC has not received any requests for those services in Red Deer.  
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Change #2 – Increase to delivery of cut-off warning notice 
 
The fees for delivering cut-off warning notices are increased from $35 per service order 
to $40.85 per service order to reflect the true cost. 
 
 
IMPACT ON CUSTOMERS 
Customers requesting the services on or after March 1, 2010 will see an increase of 
charges. Other customers will not be impacted. 
 
 
MUNICIPAL IMPACT 
There is no impact on revenue transfers to the City. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
It is recommended and respectfully requested that City Council provide the necessary 
three readings, at the Council meeting of February 22, 2010, for final approval of the 
proposed “Appendix B – Distribution Access Services Schedule of Fees” of the Electric 
utility Bylaw No. 3273/2000 as detailed in the attachment with the effective date being 
March 1, 2010. 
 

 
 
Ligong Gan, P.Eng. 
EL&P Manager 
 
cc. Paul Goranson, Director, Development Services 

Dean Krejci, Manager, Financial Services 
Karen Yetter, Divisional Controller, Development Services                                                           
Andreas Zabel, Utility Specialist, EL&P 
Farah Samani, Regulatory Analyst, EL&P 

 
Attachment 
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APPENDIX “B”  
Bylaw 3273/2000 

Page 1 of 3  

   
The City of Red Deer                     Distribution Access Tariff                   Effective January March 01, 2010 

Distribution Access Services1 
Schedule of Fees  

 
The fees and charges required by this schedule are non-refundable and are charged in all 
circumstances.   They apply to the services described in the Terms and Conditions for 
Distribution Access and in the Terms and Conditions for Retail Access Services. 
 
1. Connection/Disconnection/Reconnection Fee:            
     Regular Business Hours:     $40.85 per request 
     Overtime Hours:           $275.96 per request 
 

This fee is applicable to a new service connection, disconnection of an energized 
service or reconnection of a de-energized service requested by a Retailer on 
behalf of a Customer.  Disconnection and reconnection may involve installation 
or removal of a load limiter.    

 
2. Revoke Disconnection Fee:          
     Regular Business Hours:        $40.85 per request 
     Overtime Hours:           $275.96 per request 
 

This fee is applied when instructions were received to disconnect service, 
subsequent instructions were received to cancel the disconnect order but the crew 
had been mobilized and was en-route to the Site.   

 
3. Emergency Service Fee:    Applicable Overtime Rates 
 

This fee is applied when service is required on an emergency basis.  The fee is 
applicable to a new connection or reconnection or other application for Electricity 
Services, for all new or existing either metered or flat rated, temporary or 
permanent, regardless of whether or not a physical electrical connection must be 
made at that particular time.  The fee for emergency Electricity Services is in 
addition to and not in place of the application fee.  Electricity Services is 
conditional upon clearance having been obtained from the appropriate Safety 
Codes Officers, and construction having been completed (other than a single span 
of overhead Service drops), and application having been made during normal City 
business hours. 

 
4. Extra Service Trip Fee: Regular Business Hours:       $40.850 per request 
     Overtime Hours:    $275.96 per request 
 

Applicable where the extra Service trip is required because of failure of the 
Customer to comply with conditions for attaching to supply of electricity by the 
City or because of inadequate or unsafe conditions and equipment.  This fee 
applies to each return trip by the City or its agents. 

                                                           
1 3273/A-2004, 3273/B-2009, 3273/C-2009, 3273/A-2010 
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APPENDIX “B”  
Bylaw 3273/2000 

Page 2 of 3  

   
The City of Red Deer                     Distribution Access Tariff                   Effective January March 01, 2010 

 
5. Ad Hoc Meter Test:               $100.00 for Self-Contained Meter 

                 $140.00 for Instrument-type Meter  
 
This fee applies when the City tests a City owned meter at the request of a 
Retailer or Customer.  The fee is charged only if the accuracy proves to be within 
the limits allowed by the Government of Canada. 

 
6. Dishonoured Cheques:         $25.00 per Cheque 
 

This fee is applicable for all dishonoured cheques returned to the City for any 
reason. 

 
7. Non-Access Fee:               $25.00 per Meter per Month 
 

This fee is applicable where an actual meter reading by the City cannot be 
obtained for twelve consecutive months.  The fee is applied in the thirteenth 
month in which an actual meter reading cannot be obtained and every month 
thereafter until an actual meter reading is obtained. 

 
8. Security Deposit                       Situation Specific 
              

A security deposit may be requested from a Customer.  Alternatively, the City 
may rely on the Customer’s credit history. 

 
 
9.  Meter Verification/Certification         $89.87 per hour plus Materials 
 

This fee applies when a Retailer or Customer requests verification or certification 
of a Customer owned meter. 
 

10. Meter Upgrade Fee:    $100.00 per hour for one man/one 
truck (single phase). 

$150.00 per hour for two men/one   
truck (multi phase). 

 
This fee is applicable for the time associated with City owned meter upgrades 
performed during regular business hours only.  The Customer is also responsible 
for the cost of the materials, including the meter. 

 
11. Off-Cycle Meter Reading: $21.45 per Reading 
 
 This fee is applied when a Retailer or a Customer requests that an off-cycle meter 

reading be performed.  
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Bylaw 3273/2000 

Page 3 of 3  

   
The City of Red Deer                     Distribution Access Tariff                   Effective January March 01, 2010 

 
 
12. Settlement History – Consumption $100.00 $112.39 per Hour  
 
 This fee is applied when a Retailer or Customer requests the consumption history 

beyond twelve (12) months for a Site.  
 
13. Verification of Settlement Data $100.00 per Hour  
 
 This fee is applied when a Retailer requests that an investigation be performed of 

suspect Load Settlement data.  In the event that the City data is, in the opinion of 
the City, substantively incorrect, the fee is waived.  

 
14.  Custom Load Profile $100.00 $112.39 per Hour Plus Materials  
 
 This fee is applied when a Retailer requests a custom load profile.  
 
15. Verification of Distribution Access Tariff Data $100.00 $112.39 per Hour   
    

This fee is applied when a Retailer requests an investigation of suspect 
Distribution Access Tariff billing data.  In the event that the City data is incorrect, 
the fee is waived. 
 

16. Verification of Transaction Bill Data $100.00 $112.39 per Hour  
 
 This fee is applied when a Retailer requests an investigation of suspect billing 

data for a specific service order.  In the event that the City’s data is incorrect, the 
fee is waived.  

 
17. Delivery of Cut-Off Warning Notice $35.00 $40.85 per Notice  
 
 This fee applies to a request from a Retailer to deliver a cut-off warning notice at 

a Site where either the Site will be cut off for financial reasons or the customer 
needs to be warned of impending cut-off due to vacancy or other non-financial 
reasons.  The fee is charged to the requesting Retailer.  

 
18. Request Distribution Tariff History $100.00 $112.39 per Hour  
 
 This fee applies when a Retailer requests a history of Distribution Tariff billing.  
 
19.  Penalty for Late Payment  3.25% of Total Current Charges Outstanding  
 
 This fee applies to a Retailer, customer or Distributed Generator.  A one-time 

penalty charge of 3.25% will be applied  no less than twenty-five days following 
the Current Bill Date indicated on the bill to total current charges outstanding.  
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Comments: 
 
We support the recommendation of Administration that three readings be given to 
Electric Utility Bylaw Amendment 3273/A-2010.  
 
 
 “Morris Flewwelling” 
 Mayor 
 
 
 “Lorraine Poth” 
 Acting City Manager 

Red Deer City Council Agenda, Monday, February 22, 2010 Page 101





















 
  ELECTRIC, LIGHT & POWER DEPARTMENT 
 
 
DATE: February 12, 2010 

TO: Elaine Vincent, Manager, Legislative & Administrative Services  

FROM: Ligong Gan, Manager, Electric Light & Power 

RE: Alberta Market Surveillance Administrator Annual Compliance Report – 
2009  

 
 
 
The EL&P Department requests Council’s approval of the Annual Compliance Report to 
the Alberta Market Surveillance Administrator for the 2009 calendar year. 
 
EL&P is required to submit to, and obtain approval from, City Council an annual 
compliance report to meet the reporting requirements pursuant to the provincial 
regulation respecting the manner in which EL&P conducts its business in the 
deregulated electricity marketplace. Similar reports have been submitted to Council 
since 2003. 
 
 
BACKGROUND 
Established under the Electric Utilities Act SA 2003 cE-5.1 (“Act”), the Alberta Market 
Surveillance Administrator (“MSA”) is enacted to protect the public interest and to 
ensure fairness, transparency and balance in the deregulated electricity marketplace in 
Alberta. The Code of Conduct Regulation AR 160/2003 (“Code”), pursuant to the Act, 
provides the MSA with powers to govern aspects of the electricity market such as 
conduct of distribution system owners and their affiliated retailers, equality of treatment 
for customers and retailers, confidentiality of customer information, business practices, 
preventing unfair competitive advantage, records and accounts, and compliance 
reporting and audits. The EL&P department, as a wires service provider as well as a 
regulated rate provider, is required to comply with the Code. 
 
The EL&P department currently relies on certain outside parties to perform some 
specific functions required in the deregulated environment under a contractual 
agreement. The MSA agreed that there is no useful purpose in duplicating the 
compliance reports provided by the outside parties and by EL&P. As a result, the scope 
and volume of reporting from EL&P is limited to only the functions and services which 
EL&P provides directly. The following is a summary of the reporting requirements of the 
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EL&P 2009 Annual MSA Compliance Report  Page 2 
 
 
 
EL&P department. 
 
1. The MSA allows EL&P to rely on the compliance plan and audit reporting provided 

by Enmax Power and Enmax Energy related to the functions they perform for EL&P 
and as such, no compliance plan or audit reporting will be directly required of the 
EL&P department; 

 
2. The City is required to advise the MSA of any material changes relating to the 

services contracted to the Enmax entities; 
 
3. EL&P is required to submit quarterly compliance reports to the MSA describing at 

least 
 

a. any non-compliance with the Code or the compliance plan; 
b. actions taken to remedy the non-compliance; and 
c. any complaints of non-compliance with the Code and the compliance plan and 

how the complaints have been dealt with; and 
 
4. By March 31 of the following calendar year, EL&P must send the MSA an annual 

compliance report, approved by Council, describing any non-compliance activities 
during the calendar year. 

 
 
The 2009 Annual Compliance Report is attached. The EL&P Department did not have 
any incidents of non-compliance with the Code in 2009. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
It is respectfully recommended that Council approve “The City of Red Deer EL&P 
Department 2009 Annual Compliance Report to Council of the City of Red Deer”. 
 
 

 
Ligong Gan, P.Eng. 
EL&P Manager 
 
Attachment 
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Electric Light & Power Department, City of Red Deer 
 

2009 Annual Compliance Report 
to 

Council of the City of Red Deer 
 
 
This Report is submitted to the Council of the City of Red Deer pursuant to Sections 34(1) and 
34(2) of the Code of Conduct Regulation AR 160/2003 for the period of January 1, 2009 to 
December 31, 2009. 
 
The Electric Light & Power Department advises that 
 
(a) The City of Red Deer had no incidents of non-compliance with the Code of Conduct 

Regulation AR160/2003; 
 
(b) The City of Red Deer took no action to remedy any non-compliance as there were no 

incidents of non-compliance; 
 
(c) The City of Red Deer received no complaints of non-compliance with the Code of Conduct 

Regulation, therefore, no complaints were dealt with; and 
 
(d) Enmax Energy and Enmax Power will report directly to their board of directors on the 

manner in which they dealt with complaints of non-compliance with the Code of Conduct 
Regulation or their own compliance plans including those complaints respecting the 
functions performed by those two entities for the City of Red Deer. 

 

Per:   
 Ligong Gan,  P.Eng. 

Manager, EL&P Department 
 
 
 
Per:   
  

City Clerk 
 
 
 
Date: February 22, 2010 
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Comments: 
 
We support the recommendation of Administration. 
 
 
 “Morris Flewwelling” 
 Mayor 
 
 
 “Lorraine Poth” 
 Acting City Manager 
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  ELECTRIC, LIGHT & POWER DEPARTMENT 
 
 
DATE: February 12, 2010   

TO: Elaine Vincent, Manager, Legislative & Administrative Services    

FROM: Ligong Gan, Manager, Electric Light & Power 

RE: Alberta Market Surveillance Administrator Compliance Report – Q4/2009  
 
 
The EL&P Department requests Council’s approval of the Compliance Report to the 
Alberta Market Surveillance Administrator (“MSA”) for the fourth quarter of 2009. 
 
Background 
Established under the Electric Utilities Act (“Act”), the MSA is enacted to protect the 
public interest and to ensure fairness, transparency and balance in Alberta’s 
deregulated electricity marketplace. The Code of Conduct Regulation (“Code”) grants 
powers to the MSA to carry out its duties to patrol the Alberta electricity market. 
 
The Code requires EL&P to submit reports to the MSA, both quarterly and annually, to 
indicate compliance with the Code for certain aspects of its electric system operation. 
The reports must include how complaints, if any, have been dealt with. 
 
The 2009 Q4 Compliance Report is attached. The EL&P Department did not have any 
incidents of non-compliance with the Code in the fourth quarter of 2009. 
 
Recommendation 
It is respectfully recommended that Council approve the attached report of “2009 Fourth 
Quarter Compliance Report to Council of the City of Red Deer”. 
 

 
Ligong Gan,  P.Eng. 
EL&P Manager 
 
Attachment 
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Electric Light & Power Department, City of Red Deer 
 

2009 Fourth Quarter Compliance Report 
to 

Council of the City of Red Deer 
 
 
This Report is submitted to the Council of The City of Red Deer pursuant to sections 34(1) and 
34(2) of the Code of Conduct Regulation (AR 160/2003) for the period of October 1, 2009 to 
December 31, 2009. 
 
The EL&P Department advises that: 
 
(a) The City of Red Deer had no incidents of non-compliance with the Code of Conduct 

Regulation. 
 
(b) The City of Red Deer took no action to remedy any non-compliance as there were no 

incidents of non-compliance. 
 
(c) The City of Red Deer received no complaints of non-compliance with the Code of Conduct 

Regulation, therefore, no complaints were dealt with.   
 
(d) Enmax Energy and Enmax Power will report directly to their board of directors on the 

manner in which they dealt with complaints of non-compliance with the Code of Conduct 
Regulation or their own compliance plans, including those complaints respecting the 
functions performed by those two entities for the City of Red Deer. 

 
 
 

Per:  
 Ligong Gan,  P.Eng. 

Manager, Electric Light & Power Department 
 
 
 
Per:   

City Clerk 
 
 
 
Date: February 22, 2010 
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Comments: 
 
We support the recommendation of Administration. 
 
 
 “Morris Flewwelling” 
 Mayor 
 
 
 “Lorraine Poth” 
 Acting City Manager 
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Proposed Amendment
      Map:
    Bylaw:
      Date:

Proposed Amendment to Land Use Bylaw 3357/2006

4/2010
3357/E-2010
Feb 17, 2010

A1 to P1

A1 to R1

A1 to R1A

Change District from:

Affected Districts:
  R1 - Residential (Low Density) District
  R1A - Residential (Semi Detached Dwelling) District
  P1 - Park and Recreation District
  A1 -  Future Urban Development District
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Comments: 
 
We support the recommendation of Administration that Council proceed with first 
reading of Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3357/E-2010 – Rezoning of Johnstone Park 
Neighbourhood  - Phase 14.  A Public Hearing would be held on Monday, March 22, 
2010 at 6:00 p.m. during Council’s regular meeting. 
 
 
 
 “Morris Flewwelling” 
 Mayor 
 
 
 “Lorraine Poth” 
 Acting City Manager 
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Legislative & Administrative Services 

  

 
 
 
DATE: February 16, 2010 
 
TO: City Council 
 
FROM: Elaine Vincent, Legislative & Administrative Services Manager 
 
SUBJECT: Appointment of Red Deer Downtown Business Association Member 
 To the Greater Downtown Action Plan Steering Committee 
 
 
The City of Red Deer received correspondence from the Red Deer Downtown Business 
Association regarding an appointment to the Greater Downtown Action Plan Steering 
Committee.  
 
Council will consider this appointment in Committee of the Whole and will be asked to 
bring a resolution back to open Council. 
 
 

 
 
 
Elaine Vincent 
Manager  
 
 
 
 

Red Deer City Council Agenda, Monday, February 22, 2010 Page 113

christinek
Text Box
Correspondence Item No. 1















BYLAW NO. 3357/F-2009  
 
 
Being a Bylaw to amend Bylaw No. 3357/2006, the Land Use Bylaw of The City 
of Red Deer. 
 
 
COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER, ALBERTA, DULY ASSEMBLED, 
ENACTS AS FOLLOWS: 
 
1. Delete Reader Board Sign and Sponsor Recognition definitions and add 

the following new definitions to Section 3.3(1): 
   

 " Dynamic Sign – means a sign or portion of a sign with features 
that move or appear to move or change, whether the apparent 
movement or change is in the display, the sign structure itself, or 
any other component of the sign.  A Dynamic Sign includes any 
display that incorporates a technology or method allowing the 
image on the sign face to change, such as rotating panels, LED 
lights manipulated through digital input, or “digital ink”.  A Dynamic 
Sign does not include a sign whose message or image is changed 
by physically removing and replacing the sign or its components. 

 
 “Sponsor Recognition – means the recognition of a corporation, 

person or other entity which has donated money, goods or services 
to the owner of the land on which the sign is located or which has 
entered into an agreement to pay money to the owner of the land in 
exchange for public recognition of the contribution, which 
recognition may consist of one or more of the following: an 
expression of thanks, the sponsor’s name, brand, logo, tagline, 
website information or phone numbers.” 

 
 Public Service Announcements - means an announcement, for 

which no charge is made, that promotes the programs, activities or 
services of a federal, provincial, or municipal governments, non-
profit charitable organizations, or another groups serving 
community interests, including date, time, and temperature 
information. 

 
 
2. Delete Section 3.3 (7)(b) and replace with: 
  

“No person shall place a Dynamic sign, flashing signs, revolving beacons, 
scrolling messages, stationary lights at locations which may, in the opinion 
of the Development Officer, obscure or cause confusion with traffic lights 
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 2

and traffic signs or in any way endanger progress of traffic through the 
streets or lanes of the City.” 

 
3. Delete the following sentence from sections 3.4 (6)(b)(vi) and 3.4 

(6)(c)(vi): 
 
 “Reader Board signs are however permitted.” 
 
4.        Delete the term “Reader Board” and replace with “Dynamic Sign” in sub-

sections 3.4 (6)(d)(v) and (vi). 
 

5.   In sub-section 3.4 (6)(d)(iii), the area “9.2 m2” is deleted and replaced with 
the area “18.5 m2” . 

 
6. Add new sub-section 3.4 (14) as follows:  

"(14) Dynamic Sign Regulations 
 
(a) No Dynamic Sign may be erected or maintained in any 

district, whether as part of another sign or not, except as 
permitted in these Regulations; 

 
(b)  The provisions of subsection 3.4 (14), apply to all Dynamic 

Signs and not withstanding section 2.8(1) of this Bylaw, 
those provisions may not be varied by the Development 
Authority. 

 
(c) The Development Authority may, in its discretion, approve a 

Dynamic Sign as a portion of a permitted Free Standing or 
Fascia Sign. 

 
(d) A Dynamic Sign may display public service announcements, 

but shall not include third party advertising or Sponsor 
Recognition except when it is located on a site in a PS 
district which is over 17.0 hectares.   

 
(e) Messages shall be displayed for a minimum time period of 3 

seconds.    
 
(f) A Dynamic Sign must have an adjustable brightness level, 

and the level of brightness of a Dynamic Sign shall be to the 
reasonable satisfaction of the Development Officer. 

 
(g)      Dynamic signs shall not be permitted in Direct Control 

Districts. 
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Dynamic Signs shall adhere to the following regulations which may 
be varied by the Development Authority: 

 
(h) Dynamic Signs in C2A Commercial (Regional Shopping 

Centre) and PS (Public Service over 17.0 hectares), I1 
Industrial (Business Service) and I2 Industrial (Heavy 
Industrial) Districts must meet the following requirements:  

 
(i) not be located within 30.0 m radius of a residential 

district, and when site or lot of a proposed dynamic 
sign location is adjacent to a residential district 
notification will be sent within a 100.0 m radius of the 
proposed site;  

(ii) be limited to one sign per building or site, with the 
exception of PS sites over 17 ha will be limited to 2 
signs provided that one of the signs must be a fascia 
sign and the other must be a portion of a freestanding 
sign, and further provided that the two signs must be 
at least 50.0 m apart; 

(iii) not be located on a lot within a 50.0 m radius of the 
boundary of a lot containing an existing dynamic sign; 

(iv) comprise of not more than 25% of the total 
freestanding or fascia sign area 

 
7. Delete section 3.4 (6) (d)(v), replace with the following and adjust 

corresponding numbering: 

“(v) Of the whole area of a sign, the entire area of the Dynamic Sign 
portion may be used for the announcement of any activities or events on 
the site on which the sign is located, for third party advertising, accessory 
tenants within the principal building or for the use of Sponsor Recognition; 
provided that where Sponsor Recognition is displayed, there must be 
displayed on the static portion of the sign words to the following effect:  
“Proudly Recognizing our Donors and Sponsors”; 

“(vi) in addition to subsection (v), 50% of the total area of the static portion 
of a sign, may be used for identification of any accessory tenants within 
the principal building, for the announcement of any activities or events on 
the site on which the sign is located, for third party advertising or for the 
use of sponsor recognition; provided that where sponsor recognition is 
displayed, there must be displayed on the static portion of the sign words 
to the following effect:  “Proudly Recognizing our Donors and Sponsors”; 

8.       Delete section 3.3 (3)(o) and replace with the following: 
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“Directional signs when located within the boundaries of a site with an 
area less than 1.4 m2” 

  
9. Section 2.8 is deleted and replaced with the following new section 2.8: 
  

(1) “Not withstanding any other provisions of this bylaw, even though a 
proposed development does not comply the provisions of this 
bylaw, or is a non-conforming building, the  Commission may 
approve the application unconditionally, refuse the application or 
approve the application subject to such permanent or temporary 
conditions as it may deem advisable, if, in the opinion of the 
Commission, the proposed development would not: 
(a) Unduly interfere with the amenities of the neighbourhood, or  
(b) Materially interfere with or affect the use, enjoyment or value 

of neighbouring sites, or 
(c) Contravene the intent of a statutory plan; 
 
and provided that the proposed development conforms with the use 
prescribed for the site that land or building in this bylaw.” 
 

(1.1) “Subsection 2.8 (1) does not apply to any provisions of this Bylaw   
which expressly exclude it.” 
 

10.  The following heading is inserted after section 3.3(1): 
 
 “3.3(2) Sign Regulations” 
 
11.  Delete section 3.12 (2)(g) and replaced with the following new sub-section: 
 

“Notwithstanding any other provision of this Bylaw, no billboard signs, and 
no dynamic signs shall be permitted on lands situated in the major entry 
areas.” 

 
 
READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this    25th day of  January 2010. 
 
READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this      day of    2010. 
 
READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this          day of    2010. 
 
AND SIGNED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY CLERK this  day of  2010. 
 
 

 
MAYOR       CITY CLERK 
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BYLAW NO. 3357/JJ-2009  
 
 
Being a Bylaw to amend Bylaw No. 3357/2006, the Land Use Bylaw of The City 
of Red Deer. 
 
 
COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER, ALBERTA, DULY ASSEMBLED, 
ENACTS AS FOLLOWS: 

 
1. Delete section 3.3 (3.1)(f) and replace with the following new sub-section: 
 

“Open House or Show Home signs may be placed on boulevards in or 
adjacent to residential districts where the sale is taking place, for a period 
of up to two hours before and after the period of time when the Open 
House or Show Home is open;” 

 
 
 
 
 
 
READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this    25th day of  January  2010. 
 
READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this      day of    2010. 
 
READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this           day of    2010. 
 
AND SIGNED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY CLERK this    day of   2010. 
 
 
 
 

 
MAYOR       CITY CLERK 
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BYLAW NO. 3357/B-2010  

 
Being a Bylaw to amend Bylaw No. 3357/2006, the Land Use Bylaw of The City of Red Deer. 
 
COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER, ALBERTA, DULY ASSEMBLED, ENACTS AS 
FOLLOWS: 
 
 
1 That “Use District Map K18” contained within “Schedule A” of the Land Use Bylaw 

is hereby amended in accordance with Land Use District Map No. 2/2010 attached 
hereto and forming part of this bylaw.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this           25th            day of         January           2010. 
 
READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this                        day of                                 2010. 
 
READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this                            day of                                 2010. 
 
AND SIGNED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY CLERK this               day of                                 2010. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
                                                        _____________________________  
MAYOR       CITY CLERK 
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Proposed Amendment to Land Use Bylaw 3357/2006

Proposed Amendment
      Map:
    Bylaw:

North
Not to Scale

Change District from:

2/2010
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Affected Districts:
R1A - Residential (Semi Detached Dwelling) District
R2 - Residential (Medium Density) District

Date: Jan 8, 2010
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BYLAW NO. 3398/A-2009 
 
 
Being a bylaw of The City of Red Deer to amend Bylaw No. 3398, the bylaw 
adopting The West QE2 Major Area Structure Plan. 
 
 
COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER, ALBERTA, ENACTS AS FOLLOWS: 
 
 
That Bylaw No. 3398/A-2009 is hereby adopted: 
 
1. Bylaw 3398 is amended by deleting the entire West QE2 Major Area Structure 

Plan and substituting therefore, the attached amended text and maps of the 
“West QE2 Major Area Structure Plan”. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this      14th   day of       December 2009. 
 
READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this    day of         2010. 
 
READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this        day of           2010. 
 
AND SIGNED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY CLERK this   day of     2010. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
MAYOR       CITY CLERK 
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BYLAW NO. 3399/A-2009 
 
 
Being a bylaw of The City of Red Deer to amend Bylaw No. 3399, the bylaw 
adopting The Queens Business Park Industrial Area Structure Plan. 
 
 
COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER, ALBERTA, ENACTS AS FOLLOWS: 
 
 
That Bylaw No. 3399/A-2009 is hereby adopted: 
 
1. Bylaw 3399 is amended by deleting the entire Queens Business Park Industrial 

Area Structure Plan and substituting therefore, the attached amended text and 
maps of the “Queens Business Park Industrial Area Structure Plan”. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this       14th   day of       December  2009. 
 
READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this    day of            2010. 
 
READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this        day of            2010. 
 
AND SIGNED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY CLERK this  day of       2010. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
MAYOR       CITY CLERK 
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BYLAW NO. 3447/2010 

OF THE  CITY OF RED DEER 
IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA 

(the “Municipality”) 
 
This bylaw authorizes the Council of the Municipality to incur indebtedness 
by the issuance of debenture(s) in the amount of $9,000,000 for the 
purpose of the Waskasoo Park Special Gathering Places Projects. 
 
WHEREAS: 
 
A. The Council of the Municipality has decided to issue a by-law pursuant to 

Section 258 of the Municipal Government Act to authorize the financing, 
undertaking and completion of the Waskasoo Park Special Gathering 
Places Project(s). This capital project includes: the review and 
enhancement of the various park nodes in the Waskasoo Park area 
including Heritage Ranch, Bower Ponds, Three Mile Bend and River Bend 
Golf & Recreation areas.  Capital items include signage, development of 
community public gathering areas, building upgrades, new park amenities, 
bridges and trails linking different park node areas, and existing trail 
improvements. 

 
B. The total cost of the project is estimated to be $9,000,000 and the 

Municipality estimates the following contributions will be applied to the 
project:  

 
 Reserves   $0
 Debenture(s) $9,000,000
 Total Cost $9,000,000

 
C. In order to complete the project it will be necessary for the Municipality to 

borrow the sum of $9,000,000, for a period not to exceed 15 years, from 
the Alberta Capital Finance Authority or another authorized financial 
institution, by the issuance of debentures and on the terms and conditions 
referred to in this bylaw.   

 
D. The estimated lifetime of the project financed under this by-law is equal to, 

or in excess of 15 years. 
 
E. The principal amount of the outstanding debt of the Municipality at 

December 31, 2009 is $180,534,328 and no part of the principal or 
interest is in arrears. 
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 2 Bylaw No. 3447/2010 
 
 
F. All required approvals for the project have been or will be obtained, and 

the project is and will be in compliance with all Acts and Regulations of the 
Province of Alberta. 

 
 
COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER ENACTS AS FOLLOWS: 
 
1. That for the purpose of the Waskasoo Park Special Gathering Places 

Projects, the sum of NINE MILLION DOLLARS ($9,000,000) be borrowed 
from the Alberta Capital Finance Authority or another authorized financial 
institution by way of debenture on the credit and security of the 
Municipality at large.  

 
2. The proper officers of the Municipality are hereby authorized to issue 

debenture(s) on behalf of the Municipality for the amount and purpose as 
authorized by this bylaw, namely the Waskasoo Park Special Gathering 
Places Projects. 

 
3. The Municipality shall repay the indebtedness according to the repayment 

structure in effect, namely semi-annual or annual payments of combined 
principal and interest instalments not to exceed FIFTEEN (15) years 
calculated at a rate not exceeding the interest rate fixed by the Alberta 
Capital Finance Authority or another authorized financial institution on the 
date of the borrowing, and not to exceed TEN (10) percent.  

 
4. The indebtedness is to be repaid by way of revenue raised through 

Municipal property tax and the Municipality shall levy and raise in each 
year municipal taxes sufficient to pay the indebtedness. 

 
5. The indebtedness shall be contracted on the credit and security of the 

Municipality. 
 
6. The net amount borrowed under the bylaw shall be applied only to the 

project specified by this bylaw. 
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 2 Bylaw No. 3447/2010 
 
 
 
 
7. This bylaw comes into force on the date it is passed. 
 
 
 
 
READ FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL      this   day of     2010. 
 
READ SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of     2010. 
 
READ THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL    this    day of     2010. 
 
AND SIGNED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY CLERK this      day of             2010. 
 
 
 
    
MAYOR CITY CLERK 
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BYLAW NO. 3273/A-2010 
 
 
Being a bylaw to amend Bylaw No. 3273/2000, the Electric Utility Bylaw of The City of 
Red Deer. 
 
 
COUNCIL ENACTS AS FOLLOWS: 
 
Bylaw No. 3273/2000 is hereby amended as follows: 
 
 
1. By deleting Appendix “B” – Distribution Access Services Schedule of Fees – and 

replacing it with Appendix “B” attached hereto. 
 
 
2. This bylaw shall come into effect on March 1, 2010. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this             day of     2010. 
 
READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this         day of      2010.  
 
READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this             day of       2010. 
               
AND SIGNED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY CLERK this    day of     2010. 
 
 
 
 
 
    
_________________________   ____________________________ 
MAYOR      CITY CLERK 
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APPENDIX “B”  
Bylaw 3273/A-2010 

Page 1 of 3  

   
The City of Red Deer                     Distribution Tariff                    Effective March 01, 2010 

Distribution Access Services 
Schedule of Fees  

 
The fees and charges required by this schedule are non-refundable and are charged in all 
circumstances.   They apply to the services described in the Terms and Conditions for 
Distribution Access and in the Terms and Conditions for Retail Access Services. 
 
1. Connection/Disconnection/Reconnection Fee:            
     Regular Business Hours:     $40.85 per request 
     Overtime Hours:           $275.96 per request 
 

This fee is applicable to a new service connection, disconnection of an energized 
service or reconnection of a de-energized service requested by a Retailer on 
behalf of a Customer.  Disconnection and reconnection may involve installation 
or removal of a load limiter.    

 
2. Revoke Disconnection Fee:          
     Regular Business Hours:        $40.85 per request 
     Overtime Hours:           $275.96 per request 
 

This fee is applied when instructions were received to disconnect service, 
subsequent instructions were received to cancel the disconnect order but the crew 
had been mobilized and was en-route to the Site.   

 
3. Emergency Service Fee:    Applicable Overtime Rates 
 

This fee is applied when service is required on an emergency basis.  The fee is 
applicable to a new connection or reconnection or other application for Electricity 
Services, for all new or existing either metered or flat rated, temporary or 
permanent, regardless of whether or not a physical electrical connection must be 
made at that particular time.  The fee for emergency Electricity Services is in 
addition to and not in place of the application fee.  Electricity Services is 
conditional upon clearance having been obtained from the appropriate Safety 
Codes Officers, and construction having been completed (other than a single span 
of overhead Service drops), and application having been made during normal City 
business hours. 

 
4. Extra Service Trip Fee: Regular Business Hours:       $40.850 per request 
     Overtime Hours:    $275.96 per request 
 

Applicable where the extra Service trip is required because of failure of the 
Customer to comply with conditions for attaching to supply of electricity by the 
City or because of inadequate or unsafe conditions and equipment.  This fee 
applies to each return trip by the City or its agents. 
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APPENDIX “B”  
Bylaw 3273/A-2010 

Page 2 of 3  

   
The City of Red Deer                     Distribution Tariff                    Effective March 01, 2010 

 
5. Ad Hoc Meter Test:               $100.00 for Self-Contained Meter 

                 $140.00 for Instrument-type Meter  
 
This fee applies when the City tests a City owned meter at the request of a 
Retailer or Customer.  The fee is charged only if the accuracy proves to be within 
the limits allowed by the Government of Canada. 

 
6. Dishonoured Cheques:         $25.00 per Cheque 
 

This fee is applicable for all dishonoured cheques returned to the City for any 
reason. 

 
7. Non-Access Fee:               $25.00 per Meter per Month 
 

This fee is applicable where an actual meter reading by the City cannot be 
obtained for twelve consecutive months.  The fee is applied in the thirteenth 
month in which an actual meter reading cannot be obtained and every month 
thereafter until an actual meter reading is obtained. 

 
8. Security Deposit                       Situation Specific 
              

A security deposit may be requested from a Customer.  Alternatively, the City 
may rely on the Customer’s credit history. 

 
 
9.  Meter Verification/Certification         $89.87 per hour plus Materials 
 

This fee applies when a Retailer or Customer requests verification or certification 
of a Customer owned meter. 
 

10. Meter Upgrade Fee:    $100.00 per hour for one man/one 
truck (single phase). 

$150.00 per hour for two men/one   
truck (multi phase). 

 
This fee is applicable for the time associated with City owned meter upgrades 
performed during regular business hours only.  The Customer is also responsible 
for the cost of the materials, including the meter. 

 
11. Off-Cycle Meter Reading: $21.45 per Reading 
 
 This fee is applied when a Retailer or a Customer requests that an off-cycle meter 

reading be performed.  
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APPENDIX “B”  
Bylaw 3273/A-2010 

Page 3 of 3  

   
The City of Red Deer                     Distribution Tariff                    Effective March 01, 2010 

 
 
12. Settlement History – Consumption $112.39 per Hour  
 
 This fee is applied when a Retailer or Customer requests the consumption history 

beyond twelve (12) months for a Site.  
 
13. Verification of Settlement Data $100.00 per Hour  
 
 This fee is applied when a Retailer requests that an investigation be performed of 

suspect Load Settlement data.  In the event that the City data is, in the opinion of 
the City, substantively incorrect, the fee is waived.  

 
14.  Custom Load Profile $112.39 per Hour Plus Materials 
 
 This fee is applied when a Retailer requests a custom load profile.  
 
15. Verification of Distribution Access Tariff Data $112.39 per Hour   
    

This fee is applied when a Retailer requests an investigation of suspect 
Distribution Access Tariff billing data.  In the event that the City data is incorrect, 
the fee is waived. 
 

16. Verification of Transaction Bill Data $112.39 per Hour  
 
 This fee is applied when a Retailer requests an investigation of suspect billing 

data for a specific service order.  In the event that the City’s data is incorrect, the 
fee is waived.  

 
17. Delivery of Cut-Off Warning Notice $40.85 per Notice  
 
 This fee applies to a request from a Retailer to deliver a cut-off warning notice at 

a Site where either the Site will be cut off for financial reasons or the customer 
needs to be warned of impending cut-off due to vacancy or other non-financial 
reasons.  The fee is charged to the requesting Retailer.  

 
18. Request Distribution Tariff History $112.39 per Hour  
 
 This fee applies when a Retailer requests a history of Distribution Tariff billing.  
 
19.  Penalty for Late Payment  3.25% of Total Current Charges Outstanding  
 
 This fee applies to a Retailer, customer or Distributed Generator.  A one-time 

penalty charge of 3.25% will be applied  no less than twenty-five days following 
the Current Bill Date indicated on the bill to total current charges outstanding.  
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BYLAW NO. 3357/E -2010 

 
 

Being a bylaw to amend Bylaw No. 3357/2006, the Land Use Bylaw of the City of Red 
Deer. 
 
 
COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER, ALBERTA, ENACTS AS FOLLOWS: 
 
 
1. That “Use District Map J20” contained within “Schedule A” of the Land Use Bylaw 

is hereby amended in accordance with Land Use District Map No. 4 attached 
hereto and forming part of the bylaw. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this   day of   2010. 
 
READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this  day of   2010. 
 
READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this  day of   2010. 
 
AND SIGNED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY CLERK this day of   2010. 
 
 
 
 
___________________________ __________________________ 
MAYOR CITY CLERK 
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Proposed Amendment
      Map:
    Bylaw:
      Date:

Proposed Amendment to Land Use Bylaw 3357/2006

4/2010
3357/E-2010
Feb 17, 2010

A1 to P1

A1 to R1

A1 to R1A

Change District from:

Affected Districts:
  R1 - Residential (Low Density) District
  R1A - Residential (Semi Detached Dwelling) District
  P1 - Park and Recreation District
  A1 -  Future Urban Development District
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