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Confirmation of the Minutes of the regular meeting of Tuesday, July 3, 2001

AGENDA

FOR THE REGULAR MEETING OF RED DEER CITY COUNCIL

TO BE HELD IN THE COUNCIL CHAMBERS, CITY HALL
MONDAY, JULY 16, 2001

COMMENCING AT 4:30 P.M.

UNFINISHED BUSINESS

PUBLIC HEARINGS

1.

City Clerk — Re: Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/V-2001 /

Rosedale Meadows Subdivision / City of Red Deer / Future
Catholic K-9 School

(Consideration of 2™ & 3" Reading of the Bylaws)

City Clerk — Re: Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/Y-2001 /
Kentwood Subdivision / Lethbridge Stake, Church of Jesus Christ
of Latter-Day Saints / Church or Place of Worship as
Discretionary Use

(Consideration of 2™ & 3™ Reading of the Bylaws)

City Clerk — Re: Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/Z-2001 /
Royal Lepage Red Deer Real Estate Ltd. / Approval for Use for
Elk’s Lodge #85 — 6315 Horn Street (Unit 1)

(Consideration of 2™ & 3™ Reading of the Bylaws)
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REPORTS
1. Parkland Community Planning Services — Re:
a) Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/DD-2001 / Land
Exchange / Golden West Industrial Area / 363592 Alberta
Ltd. / City of Red Deer / Part of Lot R-1, Block 2, Plan 762
0159 and Part of Lot 1, Block 1, Plan 992 3990 / E V2 Sec.
30-38-27-4 (Consideration of 1* Reading of the Bylaw)
b) Disposal of Municipal Reserve - Land Exchange /
Golden West Industrial Area / 363592 Alberta Ltd. / City of
Red Deer / Part of Lot R-1, Block 2, Plan 762 0159
2. Engineering Services Manager — Re: Traffic Signal Installation
CORRESPONDENCE
1. Red Deer Catholic Regional Division #39 - Re: Rosedale School

Site / Division Resolution Requesting City Annexation of Land at
the Corner Located North of 55 Street and East of 30 Avenue

PETITIONS AND DELEGATIONS
NOTICES OF MOTION
WRITTEN INQUIRIES

BYLAWS

1. 3156/V-2001 — Land Use Bylaw Amendment — Rosedale

Meadows Subdivision / City of Red Deer / Future Catholic K-9
School — 2™ & 3™ Reading

2. 3156Y-2001 - Land Use Bylaw Amendment — Kentwood
Subdivision / Lethbridge Stake, Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-
Day Saints / Church or Place of Worship as Discretionary Use —
2" & 3" Reading
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3156/Z2-2001 — Land Use Bylaw Amendment — Royal Lepage Red
Deer Real Estate Ltd. / Approval for Use for Elk’s Lodge #85 —
6315 Horn Street (Unit 1) — 2™ & 3™ Readings

3156/DD-2001 — Land Use Bylaw Amendment - Part of Lot R-1,
Block 2, Plan 762 0159 and Part of Lot 1, Block 1, Plan 992 3990
/ E Y2 Sec. 30-38-27-4 / Land Exchange / Golden West Industrial
Area / 363592 Alberta Ltd. / City of Red Deer — 1 Reading
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ltem No. 1

Public Hearings 1
DATE: June 19, 2001
TO: City Council
FROM: City Clerk
RE: Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/V-2001

Lot 8 MR, Block 3, Plan 972 3952
NE V4 Sec. 14-38-27-4
Rosedale Meadows Subdivision
The City Of Red Deer

History
At the Monday, June 18, 2001 meeting of Council, Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/V-2001
was given first reading.

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/V-2001 deals with rezoning of Lot 8 MR from P1 Parks and
Recreation District to PS Public School Service (Institutional or Government) District. This site
has been identified as a location for a future Catholic K-9 school. The proposed amendment
complies with the Rosedale Meadows Outline Plan and the East Hill Area Structure Plan.

Public Consultation Process

A Public Hearing has been advertised for the above noted bylaw to be held on Monday, July 16,
2001 at 7:00 p.m. in the Council Chambers, during Council’s regular meeting. The owners of
the properties and those bordering the site have been notified by letter of the Public Hearing.

Recommendations
That following the Public Hearing, Council may proceed with 2" and 3" readings of the bylaw.

]

/

ly Kloss
City Clerk

/chk



PARKLAND 2

' COMMUN ITY Suite 404, 4808 Ross Street
PI,ANNING Red Deer, Alberta T4N 1X5

Phone: (403) 343-3394

SERVICES FAX: (403) 346-1570

e-mail: pcps @pcps.ab.ca

Date: June 6, 2001

To: Kelly Kloss, City Clerk

From: Frank Wong, Planning Assistant

Re: Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/V-2001

Lot 8 MR, Biock 3, Plan 972 3952
NE "4 Sec. 14-38-27-4

Rosedale Meadows Subdivision
The City of Red Deer

In 1997, under Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/R-97, Lot 8 MR was rezoned to P1
Parks and Recreation District. As Lot 8 MR was the final portion of the land assembly for
the central park/school site, it needs to be zoned PS Public Service (Institutional or
Government) District to correspond with the rest of the lands previously assembled. The
central park/school site has been identified as a location for a future Catholic K-9 school.

The proposed LUB amendment complies with the Rosedale Meadows Outline Plan and
the East Hill Area Structure Plan.

Staff Recommendation

Planning staff recommend that City Council proceed with first reading of Land Use Bylaw
Amendment 3156/V-2001.

Sincerely,

A i
J

Frank Wong
Planning Assistant

Attachrment



The City of Red Deer

PROPOSED LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT
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July 7, 2001

Mayor and City Council
Office of the City Clerk
P.O. Box 5008

Red Deer, Alberta

T4N 3T4

Dear Mayor Surkan and City Council Members:

Re: Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/V-2001 - Rosedale Meadows Public Service District
Land Use Amendment

On behalf of the 700 plus Rosedale electors who hereby petition City Council to refuse to grant
approval to the zoning change for the eastern portion of the Rosedale Neighbourhood Park from
P1 to PS, 1 request that our attached petition be placed on the agenda for the Public Hearing
Monday, July 16th, 2001, of the Council Meeting.

Our immediate concern is to block the construction of the Catholic Middle School 6-9 proposed
for the Rosedale Neighbourhood Park by the Red Deer Catholic Regional Division No. 39. Our
fong term goal is the preservation of the entire Rosedale Neighbourhood Park for the present and
future recreation needs of all Rosedale residents.

Our reasons for petitioning City Council to refuse to approve the zoning change for the eastern
portion of the park include the following:

1. Residents of Rosedale were not properly notified of a change from elementary school site
to a K-9 school site.

2. A sign was not erected indicating the Rosedale Neighbourhood Park consisted of a K-9
School site by the Red Deer Catholic Regional Division No. 39 as set out in the City
Guidelines.

3. Other more suitable sites for a K-9 Catholic school exist in Red Deer with better access

to arterial roads for the busing of rural students and students from Kentwood,
Normandeau, Pines, Glendale, and Fairview. The proposed Rosedale Middle School will
be placed only 2.8 km away from the only other Catholic middle school serving Red Deer.

4 Concerns that a school housing approximately 600 students would cause an increase in
traffic on already heavily used collector roads to beyond what is recommended for these
roads.

5. The Rosedale Neighbourhood Park is now complete with sports fields and recreation

facilities that are now heavily utilized by children of the community of Rosedale as well as
other communities. With the increase in high density homes in Phase lli, there will be a
greater demand on the use of these recreational facilities. Rosedale presently has 10%
greenspace of which only one park exists with sports fields. This 10% greenspace
includes the berms to the north, south and west of Rosedale.

6. Concern for the adjacent natural habitat park and a large adult community where most
residents are retired seniors.

Page 1



July 7, 2001

Re: Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/V-2001
Rosedale Meadows Pubfic Service District Land Use Amendment

As spokesperson for the Rosedale petitioners, | request that time be made available for myself to

elaborate on our concerns at the July 16, 2001, Council Meeting.

We appreciate Council's concem for our situation, and we wish to give special thanks to those
members of Council who attended the June 26th meeting at Holy Family School.

Respectfully submitted,

\f7laaﬁﬂ141%%

Michelle Quigg

50 Ramsey Avenue
Red Deer, Alberta
T4P 3C7

{403) 346-0302
quigg@telusplanet.net

Attach: Petition

{

THE CITY QF RED DEER
OFFICE OF THE ¢ITY CLERK

RECEIVED
TIME
DATE ) % J&, 7/ P
BY 4 Z_
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I hereby swear, that all the people who have signed this petition have done so of their
own free will.

All signatures are duly witnessed by a petitioner, who has sworn before me that all of the
people who signed this petition, to the best of their knowledge, were entitled to sign.

Petition Co-ordinator,

Loy & el -

Leona G. Teed
July 9, 2001



PETITION
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TO: THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF
ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF
RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO

REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT

CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE
NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK.

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS
AN ELECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.

Signature of Petitioner Printed name IStreet Address Phone # | Date
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TO: THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF
ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF
RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO
REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT
CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE
NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK.

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS
AN ELECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.

Signature of Petitioner Printed name | Street Address Phone # Date
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PETITION

Page __3,_

TO: THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF
ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF
RED DEER [N THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO
REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT

CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE
NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK.

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS
AN ELECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.

Signature of Petitioner | Printed name | Street Agddress Phone # | Date __
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TO: THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF
ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF
RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO

REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT
CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE
NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK.

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS
AN ELECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.

Signature o}fetitioner
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TO: THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF
ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF
RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO

REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT

CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE
NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK.

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS
AN ELECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.

Signature of Petitioner Printed name | Street Address Phone # Date
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TO: THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF
ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF

RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO
REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT
CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE
NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK.

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS
AN ELECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.

Signature of Petitioner Printed name | Street Address Phone # | Date /
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TO: THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF
ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF
RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO

REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT
CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE
NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK.

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS
AN ELECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.

Signature of Petitioner Printed name | Street Address Phone # Date
| LarSew ;| w1 Buttoitrd 2 |344204 |94 3oel
) }éé%M%%Zéﬁké%C& R FRPBISYT” Fdp-aahs v
ABerry Noerdfty .7 Kgoms Iy ¢ y
5%\9((%& Ca¥ 1 A8 &LAA&’“C)\ AN-155% v
wiee i Mebso ¥ 59 pretd 8 | 307 5006| ,
ARY MMCCoqs F‘/’/@L«Mﬂﬁ 3y 77106
Brite 5905 | 75 [ lteec) 311 3554 | Joms 2501
Coeo Suiclns a o~ o
Ao HeENRY 41/%%364;91 342 eyl ~
¢ /7‘6 NEAWIZ . M Al 395214 ©
(. é: >A2ymsuﬁ/ﬂd.2¢07f7l , '
K Selu {z 2 ]%msw e 3435697 e fiof
> Q-ghmﬂe FlAy Kol ui SHEI2B-0 34~ 2ol
(. Hci\eu A0S @uchle«m 3¢2:0205 [ 000 26 ol
Quthhcee {35 Pecuiay fls2-of_| Juwc/f
| Bt {lo puutlosl (3490 26801 | Qune 26
C ¢ a(*a;me leedh) {123 Robinsen Cr 343-229%8 é}une Jb ,oo

)bl @{/4 y



14

PETITION

Pa

ge_ & _

TO: THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF
ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF
RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO

REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT
CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE
NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK.

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS
AN ELECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.

g

Signature of Petitioner Printed name | Street Address Phone # Date
4%‘) M%,OUV\ Qrin H'Qf?\(—\‘;\jjl.\ fﬁ%{{()(a(n'%()\ Cr. |34/ 4azz Qumf/ 7'{"
u%m Coll2cn. Giahand £ Rewe ll |347-c015 T /,
%, vf_ _ f}@f, ape. D DEPAPE |17 Kobords 6 3p-314L Moz 2L J0
%ﬂW!’ 53@119/ Hearaie Strwa /S Kbeds G 13Y7-T04 ,Ocz'u 240 "
' - ; T 5fata/q /5‘/‘%5»}‘55}, 547\7[4@’ J‘om(Zé’,U/'
K Qthy Lot |34 famseydor| 301708 | Jane Ao/
) Tt WEST | \e Reidhle DT [Sne DU
(oD T Tenhenliesse b Zxﬁ?q@es@; Fdeas] T T
Tl |Reians T o] o /LxE'/:J/Ho::{' A -SFX 1»»&9/01
ﬁﬂ&@ Elociette 233 Kuchler S| 349 2542 (1o 2o
. .oﬁp\so&r\) Soicller | Cordon. Semtlar | 800 Rpigh st [343-200% Tone Ao/ 0)f
2 1] B Srevere |16 iy <¥ [301-d929 e e )
1) oo [Roulo (hriqocth 191 Cechley St 341-9921 Thoastefo]
T Wendo t1der | 1o Rawdactesc|3y2-4907 ()Lm)/ﬂ/éz
/W L.n,,l;ﬂm;k (8 Q@lml‘\oi+cv" Sy 33 m\o&?é}/o/
| /,.‘Z‘Mw"‘u Wzmmo BRG] 130 BoBrsan crosh 3o Ases | e Ae/e )

Divlene [1/7,34+

12¥ Wé/« 5.

347-0603 }«w%/ﬁ /

P Qs Qg




TO:

156

PETITION
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THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF

ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF
RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO
REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT

CO

NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK.

STRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS
AN ELECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.
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TO: THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF
ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF
RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO

REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT
CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE
NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK.

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS
AN ELECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.

Ma\ture of Petitioner Printed name [ Street Address Phone # Date
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TO: THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF
ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF
RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO

REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT
CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE
NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK.

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS
AN ELECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.

PR

Slgnciture of Petitioner Printed name | Street Address Phone # Date
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TO: THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF
ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF
RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO

REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT
CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE
NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK.

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS
AN ELECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.

Signature of Petitioner

Printed name

Street Address

Phone #

Date
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TO: THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF
ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF
RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO

REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT
CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE
NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK.

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS
AN ELECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.

Signature of P
Vi

foner

Printed name

Street Address

Phone #
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TO: THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF
ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF
RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO

REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT
CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE
NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK.

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS
AN ELECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.

Signature of Petitioner Printed name | Street Address Phone # Date
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TO: THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF
ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF
RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO

REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT
CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE
NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK.

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS
AN ELECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.

Signature of Petitioner

L\

Printed name

Street Address

Phane #

Date
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PETITION

NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK.

Page /é

TO: THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF
ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF
RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO

REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT

STRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS
AN ELECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.

Signature of Petitioner

Printed name | Street Address Phone # | Date
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TO: THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF
ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF
RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO
REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT
CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE
NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK.

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS
AN ELECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.

Signature of Petitioner Printed name | Street Address Phone # | Date
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TO: THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF
ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF
RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO

REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT
CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE
NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK.

Page /¥

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS
AN ELECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.

Signature of Petitioner

Printed name

Street Address

Phone #

Date /
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TO: THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF
ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF
RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO

REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT
CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE
NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK.

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS
AN ELECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.

Signature of Petitioner Printed name | Street Address Phone # | Date
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TO: THE MAYOR AND C@/CIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF
ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF
RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO
REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT
CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE
NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK.
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EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS
AN ELECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.

Signature of Petitioner Printed name | Street Address Phone # Date
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TO: THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF
ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF
RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO

REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT

CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE
NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK.

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS
AN ELECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.

Signature of Petitioner Printed name | Street Address Phone # Date
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PETITION

Page 242/

TO: THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF
ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF
RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO

REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT
CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE
NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK.

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS
AN ELECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.

Signature of Petitioner Printed name | Street Address Phone # Date
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PETITION

Page 23

TO: THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF
ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF
RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO

REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT
CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE
NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK.

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS
AN ELECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.

Signature of Petitioner Printed name | Street Address Phone # | Date
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Page Zf

TO: THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF
ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF
RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO

REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT

CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE
NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK.

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS
AN ELECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.

Signature of Petitioner Printed name | Street Address Phone # Date
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TO: THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF
ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF
RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO

REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT
CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE
NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK.

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS
AN ELECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.

Signature of Petitioner Printed name | Street Address Phone # Date /
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PETITION

Page &é

TO: THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF
ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF
RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO

REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT

CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE
NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK.

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS
AN ELECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.

Signature of Petitioner

Printed name

Street Address

Phone #

Date
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PETITION
Page@_

TO: THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF
ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF
RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO
REFUSE TO GRANT THE(ZONING CHANGE JN ORDER TO PREVENT
CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE
NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK.

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS
AN ELECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.

Signature of Petitioner Printed name | Street Address Phone # Date
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Signature of Petitioner Printed name | Street Address Phone # | Date !
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PETITION

Page 2/3

TO: THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF
ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF
RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO

REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT
CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE
NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK.

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS
AN ELECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.
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< P ‘\_,YTHEQ TOW L (A )T 12 F I Page 07

QEANREOUNGI QF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF
RED DEER IN THE PROVINGE OF ALBERTA HEREBY PETITIéN COUNCIL TO
REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT

CONSWUCTW‘UFTWEY’W%‘KME)&E SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE
NEIGHBOURHOGO PARK.

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS
AN ELECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER

Signature of Petitioner Printed name | Street Address Phone # Date
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Page_J30

TO: THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF
ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF
RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO

REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT
CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE
NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK.

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS
AN ELECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.
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TO: THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF
ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF
RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO

REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT

CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE
NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK.

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS
AN ELECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.

Signature of Petitioner Printed name | Street Address Phone # Date
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Page_ 3

TO: THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF
ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF
RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO
REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT

CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE
NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK.

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS
AN ELECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.

Signature of Petitioner Printed name | Street Address Phone # Date
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PETITION

Page 53

TO: THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF
ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF
RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO

REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT
CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE
NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK.

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS
AN ELECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.

Signat Qtitioner Printed name | Street Address Phone # | Date
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TO: THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF
ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF
RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO
REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT
CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE
NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK.

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS
AN ELECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.

Signature of Petitioner Printed name | Street Address Phone # Date
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PETITION

Page,ﬁ

TO: THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF
ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF
RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO

REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT

CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE
NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK.

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS
AN ELECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.

Signature of Petitioner Printed name | Street Address Phone # Date
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PETITION

Page 3 b

TO: THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF
ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF
RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO

REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT
CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE
NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK.

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS
AN ELECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.

Signature of Petitioner Printed name | Street Address Phone # Date
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TO: THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF
ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF
RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO
REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT

CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE
NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK.

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS
AN ELECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.

Sigyzﬁhre of P}itioner Printed name | Street Address Phone # | Date /
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1o Page T8 %

TO: THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ~
ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF
RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO
REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT
CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE
NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK.

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS
AN ELECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.

Signature of Petitioner Printed name | Street Address Phone # | Date
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PETITION

Page _37 .

TO: THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF
ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF
RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO

REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT
CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE
NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK.

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS

AN ELECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.
Signature of Petitioner Printed name | Street Address Phone # Date
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PETITION |
Page 70

TO: THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF
ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF
RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO
REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT
CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE
NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK.

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS
AN ELECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.

Signature of Petitioner Printed name | Street Address Phone # Date
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PETITION ,
Page %/

TO:

THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF

ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF
RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO

REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT
CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE
NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK.

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS
AN ELLECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.

Signature of Petitioner Printed name | Street Address Phone # Date
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TO:

THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF

ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF
RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO
REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT

CO

NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK.

STRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS
AN ELLECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.

Signature of Petitioner Printed name | Street Address Phone # Date /
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Page_ 73

TO: THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF
ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF
RED DEER [N THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO

REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT

CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE
NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK.

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS
AN ELLECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.

Signature of Petitioner

Printed name

Street Address

Phone #

Date
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TO: THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF
ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF
RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO

REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT
CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE
NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK.

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS
AN ELLECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.

Signature of Petitioner Printed name | Street Address Phone # Date
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Page 45

TO: THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF
ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF
RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO

REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT

CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE
NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK.

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS
AN ELECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.

7
Signature of Petitioner Printed name | Street Address Phone # Date
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TO: THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF
ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF
RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO
REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT
CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE
NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK.

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS
AN ELECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.

Signature of Petitioner Printed name | Street Address Phone # | Date /
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PETITION page A7

TO:

THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF

ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF
RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO
REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT

CO

NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK.

STRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS
AN ELECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.

Signature of Petitioner

Printed name

Street Address

Phone #

Date
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v PETITION |
“ Page et

TO: THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF
ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF
RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO
REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT
CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE
NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK.

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS
AN ELECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.

Signature of Petitioner Printed name | Street Address Phone # Date

Qe 'Taq\or ZQO\mseLAoe 341-U4965 FULP9/od
Jo@{\ HosTer | 17 (*@;&l\ G [243-183¢|  «

CAOLW Howolet | w “ N NP
Pspre fmd 2 RPnALL. VY -orv¢ \l'v/(g N /6/
Nancy RaHosnFedd 71" 570-0/77| Juwdy 7/c/
Loura Pteson 5ctn “oon 3% ~01¢Y |Jwly ¥loy
%k'[»/f? é? /6;72' S 3 ?"/7'3%5‘/?;7_9 %/
K a1 o éﬂuﬂ 36 RoGELS CREN 343-5737 jwﬁj %os

Qmmghq& 20 KoGzes Ces 242 8137 Dy 4/0\

Foed Baok y'| 35 RocroraC el 39 3'K737Jm Wi/
?/i’ﬂj/n/ZJ/#/Mr 3% /@w G 3426237, (L 20/
ﬁ,)_a‘mt‘:) s’mmv& 42 Jamesf /lu;: 340-2525 B’UC‘;’? o/
[Udr//eo 54«0« R qu:e;z Avei3%-as953 T4 | /c?/




55

P

ION

Pa

ge_#7.

TO: THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF
ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF
RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO

REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT

CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE
NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK. -

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS
AN ELECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.

Printed name

Street Address

Phone #

Date
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PETITION
Page_35 ¢

TO: THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF
ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF
RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO
REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT
CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE
NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK.

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS
AN ELECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.

. } Z Signature of Petitioner Printed name | Street Address Phone # | Date !
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TO: THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF
ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF
RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO

REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT
CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE
NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK.

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS
AN ELECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.

Signature of Petitioner

Printed name

Street Address

Phone #

Date
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TO: THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF
ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF
RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO

REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT
CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE
NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK.

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS

AN ELECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.

%; Josd »

Signature of Petitioner Printed name |Street Address Phone # Date
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TO: THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF
ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF
RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO

REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT

CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE
NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK.

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS

AN ELECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.

Signatuye of Petitioner
e SZarla

Printed name
VIVIAN - AnirSenecd

Street Address
2eo2 &ano A R/D .

Phone #

Date
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PETITION _
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TO: THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF
ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF
RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO
REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT
CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE
NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK.

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS
AN ELECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.

Signature of Petitioner Printed name | Street Address Phone # Date
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PETITION

Page_ 95

TO: THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF
ALBERTA WE, THE UNDERSIGNED PERSONS, BEING ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF
RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, HEREBY PETITION COUNCIL TO

REFUSE TO GRANT THE ZONING CHANGE IN ORDER TO PREVENT
CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL ON THE ROSEDALE
NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK.

EACH PETITIONER, BY SIGNING THIS PETITION CERTIFIES THAT HE OR SHE IS

AN ELECTOR OF THE CITY OF RED DEER.

Signature of Petitioner Printed name | Street Address Phone # Date
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City of Red Deer Council Members
City Hall,

4914 — 48 Avenue

Red Deer, Ab

T4N 3T4

Attn: Mayor Gail Surkan

08 July 2001

Dear Mayor Surkan:

RE: PROPOSED ROSEDALE SCHOOL

We would like to share our thoughts on the proposed Rosedale school. We support the
rezoning of the park area and the building of a school for any age.

We purchased our lot and had our house built in Rosedale in 1995. At that time, we were
well aware that a school was planned for our neighbourhood. When the option to build on
the school site changed hands from one school district to another, we were aware of that
also. Because the Rosedale extension was largely vacant when we moved in, we made it
our priority to stay informed of developments in our neighbourhood. Access to accurate,
up-to-date information was not difficult. We have found City of Red Deer staff
knowledgeable, considerate and willing to assist us. Over the years, we have inquired
about streetlights, area maps, speed limits, garbage pickup and the school site.

As new Rosedale residents, we have attended as many community association meetings
as we have been able. Of the meetings we have attended over the past 6 years,
attendance has been low, never exceeding 20 people. Greg Scott represented the City of
Red Deer at some of those meetings, dutifully posting future plans for Rosedale on the
walls and available to answer questions and address concerns. Very few residents took
advantage of these opportunities to educate themselves regarding plans for the
neighbourhood.

When the Catholic School Board received approval for this project, we were pleased. A
middle school in our neighbourhood presented many positives. We were excited at the
thought that the school may house courses, drop-in sports and meeting space. Our 3
children currently attend St. Patrick's Community School, and prior to our move to year-
round schooling when it became available 3 years ago, our children attended Holy Family
School for 6 years. We are very familiar with the procedures in the Catholic School District
and have been very pleased with our children’s experiences. If we should decide to return
our children to a traditional calendar school, 2 of them would be eligible to attend the
proposed Rosedale school. Our oldest just finished grade 9.

We have two concerns regarding the recent uprising of opposition to the school:

Our first concern centers on personal responsibility. As community members, we have
made it our priority to stay informed of developments in our community. Progress on the
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school site has not been a surprise to us. We believe that some of our neighbours may
have received misleading information regarding the school site; however, we believe this
number is very small. Information gathering is not a passive process —it is a process that
requires us to take some initiative in asking questions and seeking answers. We believe
many of the now dissatisfied Rosedale residents reneged on their personal responsibility
to access accurate information regarding development in this community. An investment
of $200,000+ should warrant much investigation on the part of the investor.

Our second concern is regarding the current behaviour and attitudes of some Rosedale
residents.

We are extremely disheartened at the concerns expressed regarding the negative impact
a school would have in our neighbourhood. Many residents have jumped on the
“Opposition Bandwagon”, even though they had prior knowiedge of the school.

Concerns regarding traffic have been blown entirely out of proportion. We feel the city
planners and school board representatives have adequately addressed these concerns.
At the public meeting, unfortunately, it appears many people attended to speak and not to
listen. Homeowners who buy or build on through streets (or collector roads) must expect
that traffic will increase as the community grows. Homeowners with serious traffic
concerns buy or build in more secluded locations, and usually pay more for that choice.

Concerns regarding vandalism are equally overblown. We have had acts of vandalism in
the past and will continue to have in the future. We attended a Rosedale Community
Association meeting where there was an attempt to broaden the Neighbourhood Watch
program beyond the 3 blocks that were participating at the time. No one came forward to
coordinate the program.

Many residents claim they don’t want to lose any green space. We suspect that most
residents across the city would like more green spaces in their neighbourhood. We, too,
think that having a 13-acre front yard paid for by the City would be a wonderful asset;
however, the school site has always been in the Rosedale plan. The school year has 190
teaching days; this leaves 175 days per year that there will be no one attending the
school.

Should the proposed school in Rosedale not proceed because of the opposition, we
believe two important messages will be sent to the public:

Message #1:

Long-range city and school board planning is irrelevant. A powerful precedent will be
set by allowing residents who are having second thoughts about a school nearby dictate
the direction of the city as a whole. “ No school in Rosedale” doesn’t equate to “no new
school”. Very few residents bought or built without knowledge of the proposed school. If
Rosedale residents can ban schools from their neighbourhood, other communities will
have the same opportunity. Where will we build our schools? Will our children be
bussed to schools sitting our in the middle of undeveloped land so not one will have to put
up with them? Will the residents in Lancaster or College Heights be more tolerant of our
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children than the people of Rosedale? We thought we lived in a family-friendly
community; however, it appears we're trading adult-living for middle school children.
There is no reason that seniors and youth cannot peacefully co-exist in Rosedale.

Message #2:

We expect our children to misbehave. This message has been repeated in many forms
over the past week. The alarmist mentality that has overtaken many Rosedale residents is
appalling. We have attended, assisted and chaperoned many school-related and extra-
curricular events with our children. The vast majority of young people we have come into
contact with are interesting, exciting, intelligent and respectful people. Similarly, so are
most of the adults we come into contact with. Concerns about groups of young people
hanging around, damaging property, smoking drugs and fighting are unfounded. Do these
activities occur among middle school students — yes. Often — no. Do these activities occur
among adults — yes. Often — no. What are we afraid of? That our young people will
behave exactly as we did when we were that age?! Responsible adults tolerated us, some
of them even nurtured and guided us through those years. We were not forced into
isolation until we “grew up”.

We walk through our neighbourhood almost every night, sometimes as early as 9:00 p.m.,
sometimes as late as midnight. We've seen those middle school students; oh yes, they're
already in our neighbourhood. They’re shooting hoops, racing around remote-controlled
vehicles, biking, rollerblading and “hanging out” with their friends. They deliver our
newspaper and babysit for our neighbours. They ring our doorbell fundraising for their own
activities.

Transition can be a tough time - for young people and for young neighbourhoods. It can
also be a rewarding time. Some people feel threatened by change, others see
opportunity.

Please promote healthy communities. Approve and encourage schools where our youth
can intermingle with the residents, iearn about respectful community living and even teach
us a few things in the process!

Sincerely,

Lawrence and Barbara Nyman

Copies: City Council Members
Red Deer Catholic Regional School Division THE CITY OF RED DEER
OFRIOE OF THE CITY GLERK
:RE*’C;E!WED

e R Dy
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ORIOLE PARK SCHOOL

Attention-  Mayor of Re"l Deer
Town Council Member*s

June 22, 2001 FY 346 - éHS

95 Reinholt Avenue,
Red Deer, Alberta
T4P 3S3

To Whom it May Concern;

This letter is in regards to the proposed middie school, which is slated for construction in
Rosedale Meadows. As a resident ot this area, | am greatly opposed to hahing such a
middle school build in our only green arsa. _

My concem is the increase in residential traffic specifically on Roland Street, Rabis Street
and on Reinholt Streat, As a parent, the increase in traffic is poses a major concern for the
safety of our children. . ‘ :

In addition, | am concerned about the loss of our our only green space in Rosedale
Meadows. Currently, this area is zoned as P1 therefors it would need to be rezoned as P2.
Another concern is that the green area entitled, “Rosedale Meadows Natural Area" across
the street from the school will become a hang-out for teens and pre-teens. :

As a concerned resident, | am requesting that the area remained zoned as P1.

Sincerely,

Dorice Swensrude
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July 6th 2001

To City Councilors,

Attached you will find a letter that [ wrote to the editor. The
only thoughts that I would add for council 1s that I feel council, as a
representation of the whole city, not just a few miss informed members of a
small community, must look at the facts in this situation and allow this school
to be built. I realize some Rosedale residents are threatening that it is an
election year. Well, it’s an election year for all of the citizens of Red Deer
and we need this school.
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July 5,2001
To whom 1t may concern ,

I am a resident of the Rosedale Community. [ must say I’'m very
disappointed and quite disgusted at what the Rosedale Community
Association has done to our neighborhood. Different signs have been posted
about the proposed school on all mail boxes and entrances for the past couple
of weeks. “500 names collected” , the latest one reads. Wow! What an
accomplishment! All that hard work is paying off it seems. All that hard
work to stop a school, stop education!

Your smear campaign in the neighborhood and in the press reflects a
bad image of the Rosedale Community as a whole. We are your friends and
neighbors, so please don’t shove that petition in our faces anymore! How
many names on that petition are actually Rosedale Association members? I
fail to see why the petition is going 6 blocks away from the school site.
Through all your bad press and advertising we are all aware of where to go if
we want to sign it. Leave it alone and show some pride in building a
community, which unfortunately for some includes children and schools.

We moved to this area ,and so did many other family’s because
we were told there would be a K-9 school at that park. A K-9 school includes
middle school. Most of us don’t feel that we need to publicly announce that
we are for the school. We feel that the Catholic Board has done it’s job and
all the issues were handled correctly. It should be a done deal. The people
who support this school in this area would be considerably less than the very
vocal opposition, because of the large number of seniors and non Catholics
involved.

The facts are simple. The Catholic School Board obtained the
school site in late 1997from the Public School Board. The Catholic Board
gave the community every opportunity through public meetings and
advertising over the past 2 years, to voice their concems. Since only 13
people showed up at the last meeting, everything was finalized and set in
motion as soon as the funding was available. They were by no means trying to
sneak a school in! Now all of a sudden after 2 years of time and money being
spent on this project, some mis-informed or un-informed home owners that
bought or built houses around the school site are up in arms. It was up to the
home owners or developers to check with city hall to find out that a school
was definatly planned for that site.

I cannot understand why a developer would put a $2 million
project across from a school site and base his information about the school on
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July 5,2001
an informal call to an acquaintance on the public board. Mr. Nichols has said
he had repeated assurances that there would no school at all. Fact is the
Catholic Board now controlled this site and a trip to city hall by himself or
his developer would have confirmed that since the April BEFORE Mr.
Nichols bought his lot in October of 1998, there was to be a Catholic School
on that site.

Many of the seniors on Rowell Close are also very vocal and
signing this petition. At recent meeting at Holy Family School a former
Catholic Vice Principal spoke against the Catholic School Boards proposal.
Wouldn’t that be the same board that provides him with his pension cheque?

Another comment at that meeting was “We never heard about this until
2 weeks ago” My point exactly, if it wasn’t a concern when you recently
purchased your house then it shouldn’t be a concern now!

I’ve heard and read many times lately that this area cannot handle the
traffic for up to 650 students. In the first phase of the school there will only
be approximately 300 students. The fact is though that this particular site has
always been a designated school site for 650 students. Weather it was a
Public Elementary or a Catholic Middle School. A middle school will have
considerably less traffic.

It is my understanding that only a small section of the park
wasn’t zoned properly through a clerical error at city hall. If the Catholic
Board rearranged it’s school to fit on all sections of the park that are zoned
properly then what? Another petition? Please no!

I urge all people who have children going into this system to
phone city councilors and the Catholic School Board and show your support
for this school. Our schools are bursting and we need this one A.S.A.P.!

avice. 7Nevasr
1AKICE MERCER
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Iris Samuel

* 201 Reichley St
Red DeEr AB T4P 3T1
July 3, 2001

Red Deer City Council:

We live in Rosedale, adjacent to the proposed school site. We
made an informed decision to purchase a lot across from this site.
We have always known that the park would have a school.

We are familiar with the designation of school sites. I have
seen the “East Hill Area Structure Plan” many times. As it states it
is a “plan.” You can’t just pick up a school site and move it
someplace else.

Ted Olson purchased all the lots on Ritson Close. At the time
of purchase and at the present time, the park in question was to
have a school site. Mr. Olson’s call to the chairman of the Public
School Board, on behalf of Mr. Nichols, concerning the school site
would give Mr. Olson the answer “ No, we are not building a
school on the designated site.” A phone call to the Catholic School
Board would have given Mr. Olson the answer “ Yes, we are
building a school on the site.” When Mr. Nichols purchased his lot,
the Public Board had already turned the site over to the Catholic
School Board. The decision to build upscale housing was Mr.
Olson’s. If the neighborhood didn’t suit his plans, he should have
built elsewhere.

Mr. Olson has been building in Red Deer for many years. He
knows that he can get “up-to-date” information from many sources.
If a school was such a concern to his clients, he owed it to them to
cover his bases a little more thoroughly than making a phone call to
a friend. The “beef” from Ritson Cl. residents is with Mr. Olson
not the Catholic School Board.

Education was a big issue in the last Provincial election- a cry
for more funding and smaller classes. If you don’t build schools,
how are you going to have smaller classes?
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Rosedale now has a chance to have a school. The funding is
in place, the architectural plans are available. City council should
have no problem re-zoning the area in question. It was a city
clerical error. The correction for this should come from the city- no
question. How could City Council turn down what appears to be an
up-to-date, modern, nine million dollar school.

There is now a petition circulating with the goal of nixing the
school because it wasn’t zoned properly. You can put it under
whatever category suits you, but you really aren’t interested in
education when your priorities are to try and stop a school from
being built. How can some Rosedale residents work so hard to
squash a school in this area, or any area. The opposed citizens in
Rosedale got thirty canvassers in one night. I’m sure that the Heart
and Stroke Foundation would love to have that list of eager
canvassers.

For Rosedale residents busing their children out to other
school districts, I hope your children are treated with more respect
than the children about to enter the Rosedale system.

Strong opposition is coming from the adult community
located east of the school. Many names on the petition will be from
this area. I think 80% of the adult community would have
grandchildren. They must attend school in some district. Your
opposition to the school says “ I raised my children right”, but my
children didn’t raise the grandchildren right.

The wor.d vandalism is used frequently in opposition to the
school. Vandalism is not something that has sprung up in the last
ten years. In the 1970’s and ‘80’s we had a school set on fire three
times, we had large scale damage to another school during the
construction. It is not a new issue that only applies to the children
of today.

Traffic and location are concerns. The location is good for a
middle school. Elementary schools bring a lot of traffic. Middle
schools bring foot traffic along with six buses in the morning and
six buses at school closing. The buses could enter from highway 11
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and Ross street and proceed to Reichley street, do the bus loop at
the school and leave the same way. I think that this is a location
that disturbs very little of the community traffic-wise.

The Catholic School Board held a meeting at Holy Family
School to present Rosedale residents with information and a model
of the school. People didn’t listen and few viewed the model of the
proposed school. A table was set up at the school entrance with a
group of people asking you to sign a petition opposing the school.
This was BEFORE the presentation. How can you make an
educated decision if you sign the petition and then listen to the
presentation. It was pretty much a close minded session.

I believe the 3.46 acres to be re-zoned includes the dual
football-soccer field. In essence, for the sake of approximately 2
acres of grass, people are lining up to do away with the school. Red
Deer is a city with a lot of growth. We need every school that we
can get.

I hope that City Council will not let this petition influence
their decision when re-zoning the site.

To the opposed the “ Not in my backyard policy,” I have to
say that we would be proud to have our grandchildren in our
backyard any time. To those looking to hear from influential
people, I have spent many years getting my S.C.P.G. degree. That
stands for “ Senior Citizen, Proud Grandparent!”

Slncerely, ’WW/

Iris Samuel
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Comment Sheet

June 26, 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School

Mailing Address: 7/O K. MAA&ZL %—ao Postal Code _7 4/ 2P d

Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 - 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
to: vkozlowski@rderd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6th. This comment sheet is collected

for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.
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#siComment Sheet

June 26t 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School

~
Your Name: _Crnes? — [Siycan

Mailing Address: “o  ([Yowell Close Postal Code 7%p- 3 P«

Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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lease provide us with your written commen{s this evening or return to Red Deer

Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
to: vkozlowski@rdcrd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6th. This comment sheet is collected
for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.
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Kelly Kloss o
To: AlisonKia@aol.com
Subject: Rosedale

Hi,
I am forwarding your email to City Council for their consideration during the public hearing.

For your information, the site in question has been designated as a school site since 1985. Since
that time the City has undertook three revisions to the East Hill Area Structure Plan. In each of
these three revisions this site has remained dedicated for a future school. The East Hill Area
Structure Plan is a statutory plan and when it is revised it is advertised and open for public review
and input. In addition, the Neighborhood Area Structure Plans have consistently designated this
site as a school site since 1985. This issue would not be coming before Council if it were not for
a very minor clerical error made in the past. To my knowledge, the City has never told anyone
that this site would not have a school on it, in fact, as | mentioned above every city planning
document shows a future school. It appears as though some of the builders and real-estate firms
may mistakenly told people there would be no school.

Usually when a school is developed there is open area that is often used for such activities as
sports fields such as soccer. A good example of this is the Holy Family School.

I hope this assists you.

Kelly Brian Kloss

City Clerk, City of Red Deer
Phorie: (403) 342-8132 Fax (403) 346-6195
Email: kellyk@city.red-deer.ab.ca

From: AlisonKia@aol.com [SMTP:AlisonKia@aol.com]
Sent: mmmm,28,2001 8:57 PM

To: feedback @city.red-deer.ab.ca
Subject: Rosedale

As a resident of Rosedale, | do not want any rezoning to occur that would result in a school to be
built. Too many mistakes have been made and too few people have been kept informed. Build
new schools in new areas where people can choose to live beside them.

| would like to have a few questions answered.

1. How much did development of the Soccer Pitch on the South east corner of the park in
Rosedale cost and who paid for it?

2. Why would the city consider removing another soccer pitch in the cities east side. Collicut
Center has already replaced a couple of them. Soccer is the fastest growing sport among
children and we need the space for it.

Gordon D. MacLeod
Telephone 309 - 7345



77

Kelly Kloss
To: keithg @telusplanet.net
Subject:  Proposed Rosedale Area School

Dear Diane & Keith Blackburn,
| am forwarding your email to City Councit for their consideration during the public hearing.

For your information, the site in question has been designated as a school site since 1985. Since
that time the City has undertook three revisions to the East Hill Area Structure Plan. In each of
these three revisions this site has remained dedicated for a future school. The East Hill Area
Structure Plan is a statutory plan and when it is revised it is advertised and open for public review
and input. In addition, the Neighborhood Area Structure Plans have consistently designated this
site as a school site since 1985. This issue would not be coming before Council if it were not for
a very minor clerical error made in the past. To my knowledge, the City has never told anyone
that this site would not have a school on it, in fact, as | mentioned above every city planning
document shows a future school. It appears as though some of the builders and real-estate firms
may have mistakenly told people there would be no school.

Usually when a school is developed there is open area that is often used for such activities as
sports fields such as soccer. A good example of this is the Holy Family School that was built after
housing was already in place. Until a school is built, the land is developed so the neighborhood
can utilize the area.

I hope this assists you.

Kelly Brian Kloss

City Clerk, City of Red Deer
Phorie: (403) 342-8132 Fax (403) 346-6195
Email: kellyk@city.red-deer.ab.ca

From: Keith Blackburn

Sent: June 28, 2001 4:50 PM

To: feedback @city.red-deer.ab.ca
Subject:  Proposed Rosedale Area School

First | must congratulate former and current members of City Council for having the foresight to
develop the park system and green space that exists in the City of Red Deer. Well done from an
aesthetic and an environmental point of view.

It is unfortunate that this park space development does not seem to continue into the eastern
portion of the City, with the exception of the recreational park and soccer pitches that have been
thoughtfully constructed in the Rosedale area.

Now it seems it is the desire of City Council, et al, to do away with this limited park space in
favour of a middle school. What a shame when there are undeveloped acres in many other
locations that could more appropriately be used.

Some might argue that this specific playground/park area was designated as school reserve
many years ago and certainly prior to any residential development. This may be true, but the City
did not seem to recognize this by the mere fact that in the past few years substantial dollars have
been allowed to be expended to develop playground facilities and soccer pitches comparable to
any in Western Canada.

Residential development did, indeed, occur in this area and most of it according to a number of
verbal reports in the belief that the park and playground would remain and that no school would
be located on this land. Some have reported the “no school theory” to have been confirmed by



78

City officials. This being the case, why is a school being proposed? Why is the City and others
prepared to waste the tme, effort and more importantly, money, expended in the development of
the park?

Take it from this, | am most opposed to this sort of shameless waste and to the construction of a
school in any area that has been commonly accepted as playground/park for the last number of

years. Common use of an area and the opposition of a vast majority of the local residents to the
school construction should be the overriding consideration of Ctiy Council.

Keith G. Blackburn,
66 Rowell Close,
Red Deer, Alberta.
T4P 3P4.
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July 3,2001

Written by: Jeannette King
Title: Proposed Rosedale Middle School

To: Mayor — Gail Surkan,
Councillors: Jeffrey Dawson, Morris Flewwelling, Bev Hughes, Bill Hull, Dennis
Moftat, Larry Pimm, Jason Volk, Lorna Watkinson- Zimmer

I am writing to express my view on the proposed change in zoning, which would allow a
school to be built in our Rosedale Park. Under no circumstances should that zoning
change. Not for one moment do I believe that it was a “clerical error”. That so-called
clerical error, I feel is being used as an excuse to change the zoning of the park. How can
you make me believe any different . I spent 2 years looking for a home (with a view) in a
somewhat quiet area. I did my homework, being assured that it was park land in front of
me. We spent a substantial amount of money on our home, because of that information.
There was nothing else we feel we could have done to reassure ourselves. We believed
you, our elected officials.

Why, would you spend months developing that beautiful park and soccer field from a pile
of black dirt that sat for such a long time and then pull the rug out from under us. If that
zoning changes, the building would be directly in front of our home. This is our lives and
our community you are dealing with. I know one councillors’ family is very involved in
the Catholic School board, a councillor whom I promoted and voted for every year in the
past. I also believe that this person cannot be open-minded about this zoning. His mind is
already made up. I gather this from the responses he gave to other people against the
rezoning. I strongly believe that there could be a conflict of interest here.

Contrary to everyone’s belief we knew nothing about this proposed zoning change or the
building of a middle school until just recently. If we had known about this earlier as was
suggested by some we would have reacted instantly. As taxpayers, we should have been
informed in writing. It is your obligation to do so.

Myself and others will do all we can personally and legally to stop this rezoning.

Thank you for listening,

Jeannette King
#3, Ritson Close
Red Deer, AB
T4P 3S8

(403) 346-7462
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Kelly Kloss. -

From: Norbert Van Wyk

Sent: June,29,2001 11:20 AM
To: Kelly Kloss

Subject: FW: Jasons Comments Re: Rosedale

Norbert Van Wyk

City Manager

City of Red Deer

Ph: 342-8156 Fax: 342-8365
norbertv@city.red-deer.ab.ca

From: Jason Volk

Sent: June 28, 2001 2:43 PM

To: bevh@city.red-deer.ab.ca; qails @city.red-deer.ab.ca; norbertv@city.red-deer.ab.ca;
morrisf @city.red-deer.ab.ca; jeffreyd @ city.red-deer.ab.ca; dennism @city.red-
deer.ab.ca; larryp @city.red-deer.ab.ca; lornaw @city.red-deer.ab.ca

Subject: Jasons Comments Re: Rosedale

Dear Mr. Leedahl:

Thank you for your letter regarding the proposed school site in Rosedale. The site in question
has been designated as a school site since 1985. Since that time the City has undertook three
revisions to the East Hill Area Structure Plan. In each of these three revisions this site has
remained dedicated for a future school. The East Hill Area Structure Plan is a statutory plan and
when it is revised it is advertised and open for public review and input. In addition, the
Neighborhood Area Structure Plans have consistently designated this site as a school site since
1985. This issue would not be coming before Council if it were not for a very minor clerical error
made in the past. To my knowledge, the City has never told anyone that this site would not have
a school on it, in fact, as | mentioned above every city planning document shows a future school.
It appears as though some of the builders and real-estate firms may have told people there would
be no school, however, they clearly did not get this information from the City of Red Deer.

| appreciate all of your concerns, however, it appears as though a school will go on this site. Even
if Council did not change the zoning the school can still go on the site in a slightly different
location. |do not feel it would be appropriate for City Council to hold up the re-zoning because of
a clerical error. As you know Council will hold a public hearing on July 16, 2001 at 7:00pm on
the re-zoning issue. Please contact me should you have any further questions or concerns.

Yours truly,

Jason Volk, Councillor
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KellyKloss =

From: Char Rausch

Sent: July,03,2001 7:49 AM

To: 'Kelly Kloss'

Subject: FW: Proposed Rosedale Area School
Hi Kelly:

From: Keith Blackburn

Sent: June 28, 2001 4:50 PM

To: feedback @city.red-deer.ab.ca

Subject: Proposed Rosedale Area School

First | must congratulate former and current members of City Council for having the foresight to
develop the park system and green space that exists in the City of Red Deer. Well done from an
aesthetic and an environmental point of view.

It is unfortunate that this park space development does not seem to continue into the eastern
portion of the City, with the exception of the recreational park and soccer pitches that have been
thoughtfully constructed in the Rosedale area.

Now it seems it is the desire of City Council, et al, to do away with this limited park space in
favour of a middie school. What a shame when there are undeveloped acres in many other
locations that could more appropriately be used.

Some might argue that this specific playground/park area was designated as school reserve
many years ago and certainly prior to any residential development. This may be true, but the City
did not seem to recognize this by the mere fact that in the past few years substantial dollars have
been allowed to be expended to develop playground facilities and soccer pitches comparable to
any in Western Canada.

Residential development did, indeed, occur in this area and most of it according to a number of
verbal reports in the belief that the park and piayground would remain and that no school would
be located on this land. Some have reported the “no school theory” to have been confirmed by
City officials. This being the case, why is a school being proposed? Why is the City and others
prepared to waste the tme, effort and more importantly, money, expended in the development of
the park?

Take it from this, | am most opposed to this sort of shameless waste and to the construction of a
school in any area that has been commonly accepted as playground/park for the last number of
years. Common use of an area and the opposition of a vast majority of the local residents to the
school construction should be the overriding consideration of Ctiy Council.

Keith G. Blackburn,
66 Rowell Close,
Red Deer, Alberta.
T4P 3P4.
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Kelly Kloss

From: Char Rausch

Sent: July,03,2001 7:52 AM
To: 'Kelly Kloss'

Subject: FW: Proposed Middle School for Rosedale area

From: Keith Blackburn

Sent: June 28, 2001 4:55 PM

To: feedback @city.red-deer.ab.ca

Subject: Proposed Middle School for Rosedale area

I am 100% opposed to building any school in the Rosedale recreational area.

Why would any City Councilllor even consider approving a school in a senior's area—especially
when a park has already been developed on the site.

Absolutely Ridiculous.

Diane Blackburn,
66 Rowell Close,
Red Deer, Alberta.
T4P 3P4.
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Comment Sheet

June 26t 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle Schqol
./ )
Your Name: ’%’ZQ/LZ/F ) 9095 77 /\477/&//

/ ! _ /
Mailing Address: 2.0 /\F7&/S w7 Postal Code '

Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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Please’provide us with your written comments this g¥ening gr Teturn to Red Deer
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Streét, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
to: vkozlowski@rderd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6th. This comment sheet is collected
for use in the providing (ﬁput 1nto the design of Rosedale Mlddlem
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From: Helen Butler
Sent: June, 27,2001 3:50 PM
To: cityclerk @city.red-deer.ab.ca

Subject: Rezoning of Rosedale Park
Dear Sir;

| wish to register my opposition to the rezoning of the Rosedale park from P1 to P2 in order to
facilitate the building of a Catholic Middle School, which the Rosedale Community was not
informed of prior to June 8, 2001.

The reasons for my opposition are;

+ elimination of a large part of the already developed, oniy finished 1 2 years ago at a
considerable expense to taxpayer! We are using the park to it's maximum potential for the
first time this year. We do not want to share it with children who will be in Grades 6 - 9
because of the risk of harm to our small children in the area who are presently using this
park.

too large an enroliment for the location.

Traffic congestion, of 70 staff cars,buses, and parents transporting children.

potential destruction, and fire hazard to natural preserve east of the school.

a middle school was not originally zoned for this area.

clerical errors by the city which has created this problem, and misrepresentation of the area
to developers and home buyers. busing of children is proposed from 5 city districts north of
the river, plus rural children east of the city.

Yours truly,

Donald A.Butler
76 Rowell Close
Ph. 347-6928

Do You Yahoo!?
Get personalized email addresses from Yahoo! Mail
http:/personal.mail.yahoo.com/




85

Comment Sheet

June 26, 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School

Your Name: L I NDA \,/ = |ICH
Mailing Address: @Y= =3 Postal Code " Z o) P 3K3

Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
to: vkozlowski@rderd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6th. This comment sheet is collected
for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.
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Bruce & Diane Gulley
23 Ritson Close
Red Deer, AB T4P 3S8

July 3, 2001

City Council

The City of Red Deer
4914-48 Ave.

Red Deer, AB T4n 3T4

re: Rosedale Meadows Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/V-2001
Dear Mayor and City Councilors,

Thank you for the opportunity to have some input on this land use amendment. May we
say, from the onset, that we are totally opposed to any amendment to the present zoning
of P-1 Parks and Recreation. Our opposition to this amendment is not because we wish to
place a barrier on the expansion plans of either school board, or hinder the education of
the children of Red Deer. We have two children of our own and their education has
always been a top priority for us.

The basis of our opposition stems from information provided to us by City Hall. Prior to
the purchase of our residence in September of 1999, we visited City Hall specifically to
find out what development if any was proposed for this area. We were told by the
department of Land Development that this site was originally zoned for a Public
Elementary School but that it had been returned to the city. It was then reverted back to
park land and therefore was not slated for development. It was also the concensus of that
department that given the direction the city was growing at the time that if a school were
to be built it would be in Lancaster Park. Having been provided with this information we
proceeded with the purchase of what we felt would be an ideal location for our retirement
home. Although the house was one of the more expensive in Rosedale, we felt it a wise
investment. A secluded close location, bordered by a natural tree reserve on one side,
Rosedale park on the other and our closest neighbors a community of seniors. What could
be more perfect?

Our seemingly sound decision appeared to be reaffirmed the very next spring when the
city came out and began improving the grade level of the site, seeded the entire area,
provided some landscaping and installed soccer goals. The end result is a beautiful park
and recreation area.
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Now, not even one year later, we’re faced with a proposed two story, six hundred student
capacity, K-9 school for this site. If the city had known all along that a school would be
built on this location, perhaps they should have taken just a small portion of those
taxpayers dollars used in improving the site to erect and maintain a sign stating “FUTURE
SCHOOL SITE.” We assure you that had a sign been present indicating a prospective
school we would not have invested what we have, where we have. This a travesty. This
area would be over burdened with bus and car traffic. Our close location would provide a
perfect “turn-about” for cars and the natural tree reserve a magnet for teenagers seeking
privacy for whatever they care to do.

It is our opinion that the City of Red Deer has not-informed, ill-informed and

mis-informed the residents of Rosedale and it is for this reason that we oppose any
amendment to the current zoning.

Respegtfully, ,
4 J

Bruce & Diane Gulley
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{403) 343-0651r
Fax (403) 347-2989
% hewiens@telusplanet.net

June28,2001

Ms. Gail Surkan, Mayor,
City of Red Deer
Your Worship:
Re: Proposed middle school in Rosedale

To say that we are saddened and disappointed about the announcement that a middle school is to
be built in our beautiful park is an understatement. Putting a school in this area judapositioned to
the Hepworth park, with its majestic stand of one hundred old trees would be a real travesty. This
park was dedicated to the seniors of our city, and must not be destroyed.

It was this park and the ‘pile of dirt' which was destined to be a playground that made us choose
our lot and relocate from Anders. Atthe time we were assured bycity planning and our building
contractor that this area would remain a playground as the public school system did not need an
elementary school in this area. There was also a large sign which advised us that no school was
planned for this area. Also the area of the park zoned for the school was the west end of the
playground, which we are now told was a clerical emor. Can we expect any more surprise? Do we
as residents of Rosedale not need to be consulted or informed about these changes before it's a
done deal!

We were advised on June 27 that the majority of the students in the proposed school would be
bused in from other areas. If this is the case, why de we have to destroy this lovely park setting
when we are surrounded by undeveloped land to the east and to the north. There a school could be
planned with proper access and parking-neither of which apply to the Rosedale site.

We ask your consideration in this matter before this area is rezoned. You can build a new school
anywhere, BUT you cannot replace our only park and playground in Rosedale.

Thank you for listening.

JUN 25 R

A
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The Civy of FHod Deer|
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June 28, 2001

Gail Surkan

The City of Red Deer
P.O. Box 5008

Red Deer,AB.

T4N 3T4

Reg & Judy Bousquet
134 Robinson Cres.
Red Deer, AB.

T4P 3P1

To Whom It May Concern;

This letter is to advise City Council that as concerned taxpayers we oppose the building of a Middle School
in Rosedale Meadows for the following reasons:

*  Property values will decrease.
= Vandalism will increase.

= Our existing Park area, now used for the enjoyment of our children and grand children will be virtually
non existent. There will be an issue of safety sharing this area with small children and teenaged
children.

=  When we purchased our property in Rosedale Meadows we were assured that the Park area would
remain, no schools or commercial properties would be built in that area.

= There will be a build up of traffic in the area as there is no main thoroughfare to allow for increased
traffic flow.

»  The quiet, peaceful neighborhood we now enjoy will no longer exist as school activities and extra
curricular activities take place at the school.

We believe that there are other areas in the City of Red Deer that are more suitable for this type of
construction. We respectfully request that the proposal made by the Catholic School Division to build a
Middle School in Rosedale Meadows be denied.

Please remember that the City Council was elected to serve the people of the community, and being a
democratic society the majority rules. This is an election year and your response to the pleas of the citizens
of Rosedale Meadows will affect your re election .

/\zgﬁtfmﬁ

Yours truly,

Reg & Judy ; ousquet

L P Tlein o of Red Deer |

L UV o P ——
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July 3, 2001

Written by: Jeannette King
Title: Proposed Rosedale Middle School

To: Mayor — Gail Surkan,
Councillors: Jeffrey Dawson, Morris Flewwelling, Bev Hughes, Bill Hull, Dennis
Moffat, Larry Pimm, Jason Volk, Loma Watkinson- Zimmer

I am writing to express my view on the proposed change in zoning, which would allow a
school to be built in our Rosedale Park. Under no circumstances should that zoning
chapge. Not for one moment do I believe that it was a “clerical error”. That so-called
clerical error, I feel is being used as an excuse to change the zoning of the park. How can
you make me believe any different . I spent 2 years looking for a home (with a view) in a
somewhat quiet area. I did my homework, being assured that it was park land in front of
me. We spent a substantial amount of money on our home, because of that information.
There was nothing else we feel we could have done to reassure ourselves. We believed
vou, our elected officials.

Why, would you spend months developing that beautiful park and soccer field from a pile
of black dirt that sat for such a long time and then pull the rug out from under us. If that
zoning changes, the building would be directly in front of our home. This is our lives and
our community you are dealing with. I know one councillors’ family is very involved in
the Catholic School board, a councillor whom I promoted and voted for every year in the
past. I also believe that this person cannot be open-minded about this zoning. His mind is
already made up. I gather this from the responses he gave to other people against the
reZ(‘)ning. I strongly believe that there could be a conflict of interest here.

Contrary to everyone’s belief we knew nothing about this proposed zoning change or the
building of a middle school until just recently. If we had known about this earlier as was
suggested by some we would have reacted instantly. As taxpayers, we should have been
informed in writing. It is your obligation to do so.

Myself and others will do all we can personally and legally to stop this rezoning.

Thank you for listening,

Jeannette King
#3, Ritson Close
Red Deer, AB
T4P 3S8

(403) 346-7462
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Mayor Gail Surkan, June 28,2001
City of Red Deer,

Ms. Surkan,
1 am 100% opposed to building any school in the Rosedale recreational area.

Why would any City Councilllor even consider approving a school in a senior's
area -- especially when a park has already been developed on the site.

Absolutely Ridiculous.

AS e Rt

Diane Blackburn,
66 Rowell Close,
Red Deer, Alberta. .
T4P 3P4. T
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The Ciiy of Red Leer
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Mayor Gail Surkan, June 28, 2001
City of Red Deer.

Mayor Surkan,

First | must congratulate former and current members of City Council for having
the foresight to develop the park system and green space that exists in the City
of Red Deer. Well done from an aesthetic and an environmental point of view.

It is unfortunate that this park space development does not seem to continue into
the eastern portion of the City, with the exception of the recreational park and
soccer pitches that have been thoughtfully constructed in the Rosedale area.

Now it seems it is the desire of City Council, et al, to do away with this limited
park space in favour of a middle school. What a shame when there are
undeveloped acres in many other locations that could more appropriately be
used.

Some might argue that this specific playground/park area was designated as
school reserve many years ago and certainly prior to any residential
development. This may be true, but the City did not seem to recognize this by
the mere fact that in the past few years substantial dollars have been allowed to
be expended to develop playground facilities and soccer pitches comparable to
any in Western Canada.

Residential development did, indeed, occur in this area and most of it according
to a number of verbal reports in the belief that the park and playground would
remain and that no school would be located on this land. Some have reported
the "no school theory" to have been confirmed by City officials. This being the
case, why is a school being proposed? Why is the City and others prepared to
waste the time, effort and more importantly, money, expended in the
development of the park?

Take it from this, | am most opposed to this sort of shameless waste and to the
construction of a school in any area that has been commonly accepted as
playground/park for the last number of years. Common use of an area and the
opposition of a vast majority of the local residents to the school construction
should be the overriding consideration of Ctiy Council.

u/% s gzé%m—\ e

Keith G. Blackburn, ‘[\ | i\\g-: :1“ 6 '

66 Rowell Close, 133
Red Deer, Alberta. n o ann
T4P 3P4 JUN 2§ 2001

| The City of ¥ew Doy
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June 29, 2001

Murray McPherson
29 Reeves Crescent - Rosedale

H FR WoRSHP _;?jg gzezr, Alberta
GA L fV\A KAN

T I TR TR TR, o
Her Worship Mayor Gail Surkan ’J:ﬁ?\gunH N g:m
And the Honourable City Councilors u= T
The City of Red Deer TN, '
P.O. Box 5008 Ut T3zl
4914 -48 Avenue
Red Deer, Alberta The Ciiv of Rad Nep
TaN 314 he City of Red Doer

O

RE: PROPOSED MIDDLE SCHOOL IN THE ROSEDALE NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK

| wish to make know to Council, as a private citizen, my opposition to the construction of
a school in the Rosedale Park, particularly a middle school. | wish to take this
opportunity to set forth what | understand to be errors in the zoning planning process
which has led to this conflict with the Rosedale Community on the part of the City
planning process and City Council, together with the Catholic School Board.

At first, | will say that | am shocked at the rapidity with which the Catholic School Board
is proposing to charge ahead with construction of the school. If the time frame is
followed in accordance with what has already occurred, it will almost be an impossible
task for the people in Rosedale to have an effective say in whether this school is
constructed or, if constructed, what type of school should be there. Within virtually days
of the approval of funding for the construction of the school by the province, and
amendment was before Council for Reading #1 to change the zoning of part of the park
from P1 to PS. P1 | understand to be park designation and PS | understand to be
school designation. The eastern third or so of the park is presently zoned P1. The fact
that this zoning change was put before Council in first reading so quickly leads me to
conclude that there is an attempt to get the zoning change passed before any effective
say or input can be made by the people who live in Rosedale. Secondly, the second
reading is set for July 16, 2001. The timing of this zoning change is in the middle of the
summer when many people have other plans and are away. There have been
comments in the paper from City Officials that the zoning change is a mere technicality
and other comments that the Council has no choice but to approve the zoning change.
It would be my understanding that each Councilor who has a vote can vote yes or no to
the change. They can vote for whatever reasons they feel are appropriate and
legitimate in the overall circumstances of this development. Nobody is bound to vote for
this zoning change. It is almost as if the City spokesman and the Catholic School Board
present this as a done deal. The rapidity with which this change is taking place leads
me to conclude that neither the Catholic School Board nor City Council wants to hear
from the citizens who live in Rosedale.
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| was particularly surprised to read a letter under the signature of a City Hall official
which said in writing that the last date on which letters, or other material, would be
received for consideration on the second reading of this zoning amendment was July 3,
2001. That is the Tuesday immediately following the July long week. The meeting held
at the Holy Family School to discuss the proposed school was only the week before this
July 3 deadline. It was, in fact, Tuesday, June 26. Rosedale Community held a meeting
of people interested in opposing the school on Thursday, June 28. There was a letter
circulated by a City official saying the deadline for making any submissions, including a
petition, would be Tuesday, July 3, 2001. Frankly, | am appalled at this type of attempt
in what appears to be an effort to muzzle the citizens of Rosedale and prevent them
from having their democratic say. They have a right to make their views known. It is
offensive that they would be denied that right by reason of this deadline. | had not
intended to write a letter at all until | heard of the July 3 deadline. Many people will want
to make submission, who would apparently been denied the right to do so. This all has
been caused by the very short time frame in which this development is being pushed
onto Rosedale by the Board and by the City.

My impression of the people in Rosedale is that some people support it but that most
people do not. My impression of people who live immediately in the Rosedale
Neighbourhood Park is that they very much are strongly opposed to the creation of any
school in what has become their park.

I understand that the City feels the eastern third of the park that is Zoned P1 was zoned
such in error. It would like to address that error was put on official zoning maps of the
City and was passed under City bylaws or zoning laws officially. That error was not
corrected and it was never advertised to be an error. It may well not have been an error
at all. It may have been the intent to create a park specifically at that end of the
Neighbourhood Park to complement the wooded tree park and to protect the senior and
mature adult housing at the eastern end of that park from immediately school
development. Statements have been made that it was an error, apparently in the paper
from City officials, but it is not clear to me that it was an error.

Even it were an error, once it was made into an official zoned plan, and given official
status under the zoning laws, that error became fixed. People who looked at the zoning
map as a basis to rely on before they built their houses or developed their commercial
housing developments for sale to the public, would have looked at the map and
concluded that the City had passed that portion of the park as P1. They would have
been induced to believe by this official map showing the eastern third of the park to be
zoned P1 that there would be a park in that portion of the park and not a school, or any
other development. In other words, simply put, after that error was made, people relied
on it when they built their houses. Regardless at this point whether it was an error or
not, people have acted on it because it was the officially adopted zoning policy for that
portion of Rosedale. It seems to me irrelevant that it is an error when people were led to
believe by officially induced error that there would be a park in that portion of what is
now called the Rosedale Community Park (eastern third). The City ought to take
responsibility for this error and accept that once people have relied on it and have spent
hundreds and thousands of dollars to build their houses, the total of which would run in
the tens of millions of dollars probably in total construction value, that it should not be
changed now to allow a school. This is the case, in my view at least, even if the area
designated P1 was designated in error.
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If it was an error, the City could have taken steps to immediately change the error.
Those steps were not taken.

There are other points relating to the zoning of this park that to me, at least, from my
limited knowledge of the matter, display a history of errors in regard to the advertisement
to the public of the purpose for which this park would exist. Statements have been made
in the newspaper by City Officials that the other two portions of the park have been
always zoned PS (for public school). However, if that were the case, one would think
that the signs posted when Rosedale was developed would have shown that a public
school was planned for this area. From the knowledge of the people who have built and
live there from the beginning, when that park area was developed, the signs posted said
that there was “NO SCHOOL” planned for this sub-division. Either the signs were in
error when they said that; or the zoning of PS was in error in the first place because no
school was planned. Either way, there is a major error in the way that matter was
published to the public at the time houses were being constructed. | was not personally
living there at the time, but people in Rosedale (at least some of them) say that they
have clear memories that the signs posted around that park said that there was no
school planned for that area. If that is the case, and those people were led to build their
houses based on no school area, then it is a commitment that the City ought to follow
now. Either the sign was in error or the zoning of PS in the eastern two-thirds of the
park was in error. Either way, the error seemed to have started some time ago at the
time the area was first developed.

A second problem is that people who contacted the City were told thee was no school
planned. Even one of the builders in a professional construction company contacted the
City and was told specifically that no school was planned. When people are relying on
those verbal statements from knowledgeable City Officials, the City should hold to those
statements and keep its promises. Now a builder gets up and says | was told there was
no school there. He said he inquired into that from the City and specifically told that.
Other people in Rosedale have expressed that they too were told verbally by City
Officials that there would be no school built there. If that is the case, given the present
statements of the City Officials that it has always been planned for a school, then those
statements were an error. That error induced some people to build. Particularly elderly
people built there having checked into the fact of whether there would be a school or not,
and relying on the representations of City Officials that there would not be a school in
that park. Elderly people have been, apparently, been mislead to the detriment.

There is a history of errors in regard to the zoning and planning of this area. In saying
this, | am only expressing a personal view and nothing more. | realize that | am no privy
to technical history of the zoning laws and the history of the development of the planning
department of the City and everything that goes into that. | am only writing to you as a
resident of Rosedale and as a concerned citizen and in no other capacity.

However, to say now that the only error made was to zone the portion of the park P1 and
that a school was always planned for this sub-division is in total contradiction to the fact
signs were posted originally that said “NO SCHOOL PLANNED” and the fact that people
who inquired of the City were told there was no school planned.
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| would respectfully suggest to The Honourable Mayor and the Honourable City
Councilors that their responsibility in this matter goes to the fundamental question
whether, at this point, nearly 20 years after Rosedale was developed, an area which has
become accepted by the community as open green space with soccer fields, skating
rink, tennis court, trees, and has been accepted as a park in the heart of our community
should now essentially be gutted to allow a large regional school to take its place.
Surely the time to build a school was back when the area was built. If not, then it should
have been clearly posted, certainly during the time of construction of housing in the
adjacent area that a school was always planned for that sub-division. To build a school
now would be to rip the heart out of the Rosedale Community by destroying essentially
its one large open green space area. | understand through technical analysis that when
berms along Highway 11 are included and minor narrow walkways with cinder paths are
included, and other very small park areas are included, that statistically Rosedale
matches other communities in terms of “green space”. However, to compare a berm
along Highway 11 with sharp 30-degree angle leading up to a line of trees, down which
one can not even walk because there is no sidewalk, to an open park where there is
soccer fields is ludicrous. To compare walkways with cinder paths leading between
housing to an open park with a skating rink is ludicrous. There is only one large park in
Rosedale and that is got a sign on it that says “ROSEDALE NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK”.
No where, since | have lived in this community for ten years, has there been a sign
saying there is going to be a school eventually built on that park. People in this
community have come to accept that area as their park. It is the heart of Rosedale in
terms of children and the sense that there is some green space in our community.
There are other areas of Red Deer such as Deer Park and Morrisroe and perhaps other
areas that have more than one large open green space. Why does the School Board
have to choose the only open green space in Rosedale to put its school is beyond me.
Once that park is gone, Rosedale will be deprived in perpetuity of its one large park.
These decisions will affect the community for decades, in fact probably for the next
century. Before this type of decision is made, it is my respectful suggestion that City Hall
treat it very seriously and sit back and have a good look at what exactly is happening
here by the creation of a large middle school in that park.

What will happen is, is that Rosedale will essentially have the heart ripped out of its park
and the park that ‘s left will be just a little of lawn and trees and a skating rink
surrounding what is a very large regionally based school.

The very fact that the school is planned to absorb students from outside Red Deer
heightens the fact that it is a large school that is proposed. Apparently, children will be
bused from Innisfail and Blackfalds to go to this school. | would suggest that there are
other and better superior sites available which will not destroy the Rosedale
Neighbourhood Park. One site is to the north in what is above College Park or College
Heights Sub-Division. It is immediately north of the acreage development north of
Highway 11 and east of 30 Avenue, right where the curve is. Right now it is a huge
open field. | have seen the zoning map. Zoning approval is already given for the
construction of a school there. Why can't it be built there? It's less than a five minute
drive from the Rosedale Neighbourhood Park. From the point of view of convenience, it
seems to me, equally or more convenient to build it there than in the Rosedale
residential area. At lest then, people will know that if they are building there, there is a
school under construction.
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A second area it could be built is to the east of the developed area of Rosedale
Meadows as one approaches 20 Avenue. | have noticed that there is essentially a
walled city of some sort built called Davenport Place. | have noticed there is a strip mall
proposed across the street from that. To the immediate west of that area is a water
flood retention pond with a Danger Warning sign posted at eye-level in front of it
indicating how fast the water can rise and how dangerous that can be in order to warn
people. | see Scott's Gas Bar development there. | see many, many streets of housing.
I notice about those houses that they have generally very small back yards. The way
these new lots apparently are being developed leave very little green space in people’s
private back yards. That means that children have to go to a park in order to play soccer
or baseball or football, or even just to run around. Some of the lots that have been
approved once the houses are on them are hardly much bigger than is necessary to hold
a barbecue and a picnic table. Because of the minimum lot sizes, there is even a
greater need to have a large green space park in our Rosedale Community. | don't see
anywhere to the east of what is already been built on where the City Planners have
taken that need into consideration. | don’t see where you have planned a large park to
replace the one that you apparently plan to approve a school in. Once you destroy that
Rosedale Neighbourhood Park with a large Catholic Board middle school, you have
apparently envisaged no replacement for that park as development moves to the east. If
that is the case, and all that happens further to the east is more housing urban sub-
division sprawl, then you will have essentially created a large part of eastern Red Deer
with inadequate open park space.

A third area where the school could apparently be built is down in Lancaster Meadows.
There are already two large schools there together with the new Recreation Centre. ltis
certainly logical to build a new middle school in that area. Firstly, the area has not been
fully developed and there are already schools there. That site is already approved for a
middle school, and that site, to my understanding at least, would be available for the
Catholic middle schoo! proposed for Rosedale. Not only is that site approved, that site is
closer to the Delburne Highway and is serviced by a four lane major arterial road,
namely 30 Avenue to the north south and a four lane arterial road namely 32 Street to
the east west. It is a perfect area for major access routes to service. The park in the
middle of Rosedale is right in the center of a quiet residential area.

Therefore, | respectfully suggest that any of these three sites would be far superior for
the construction of a regionally based middle school than the Rosedale Neighbourhood
Park. All three sites are serviced by larger roads. The construction on all three sites has
not even begun in two and still under way in Lancaster Meadows. The roads necessary
to serve the large number of buses that would serve this large regional school could be
built to accommodate the transportation needs.

As it is, Rutherford Drive is a fairly busy and congested street. | hate to imagine what it
would be like when school buses are transporting 300 — 600 children to that school
every morning and taking them home every afternoon. If there are, say, 15 buses going
into that school and each bus makes the trip in and out in the morning, and a trip in and
out in the afternoon, the total number of bus passes per day down Rutherford and other
areas and the local streets, including Roland Street, would approximate 60 bus passes a
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day. Thatis in addition to the residential traffic that is already there. The suggestion
that the traffic impact would be minimal to my way of thinking is attempting to disguise
and hide a problem which is obvious on any common sense analysis of the
transportation needs of a school of that magnitude.

There is a history to a middle school attempting to be put into the Deer Park area along
Davison Drive. Tremendous community opposition rose to object to and oppose that
school. The City accommodated and respected the wishes of the residents of that
community and chose to not build the school there. This Rosedale issue is, to me,
exactly the same as the Deer Park issue. Signs were posted in Rosedale saying there is
no school and now it is proposed to build one. The community generally seems to be
opposed to the construction of this school as they were in Deer Park. The question that
rises is why was Deer Park given the respect due and the school stopped when in
Rosedale it seems that the community’s wishes are being ignored and the taxpayers are
not being respected. One is left with a soured impression that some taxpayers are more
important that others. The Rosedale residents, at least in so far as | can understand, are
generally opposed to this school just as much as people in Deer Park were. One has to
question whether Rosedale is being having a school thrust upon it which was essentially
stopped in Deer Park. The point is, that in Deer Park community opposition was
sufficient to change people’s minds and respect the park space and leave it alone. Why
isn’t that the same standard for Rosedale? The impression remains that Rosedale
residents and taxpayers are being treated on a different standard as was Deer Park.

| have addressed above the concerns of the history of what, at least my view, are
planning and zoning mistakes going back to the beginning of this park development in
Rosedale, the fact there are equally good or superior sites now available where this
middle school could be constructed, and the parallel between the Deer Park situation a
few years ago and our present situation in Rosedale.

There are two other points | wish to address.

The first point is that when politicians are elected over a long period of time, the
individuals who hold office change. There is a tendency in all politics for people to deal
with the immediate short-term problems facing them. | would ask the Honourable Mayor
and all the Honourable City Councilors and take a broad long-term perspective on this
school issue. | would ask the Learned Council to envisage the eastern portion of Red
Deer in the following way. The vision | would suggest is one which leaves the large
green space in Rosedale for the needs of the community and its children in perpetuity. It
is a beautiful park space. It is invigorating for everyone who lives around it. It is quiet for
the seniors who have committed their retirement funds to the very large senior and
mature housing development on the east end of the park. Those people particularly
believed there would be no school. To build a school there now, in a sense, is to betray
the trust of those people. It is not this immediate Council which perhaps is responsible
for all the confusion in the past about what was planned or not planned, or what sign
was posted and what it said, but overall are the Council which does have the power and
the authority to solve this problem in a way that works for the future of the eastern
portion of Red Deer. This park could be left alone. It will provide the needed
recreational space for the family type of community that it is and the children who use it.
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This City needs that type of space in eastern Red Deer. Red Deer has been famous in
Alberta for its beautiful park systems. [f the type of development that is occurring now in
eastern Red Deer continues, eastern Red Deer will be a different story altogether. It will
be a crammed suburban sprawl with inadequate open green space. Rosedale has
probably one the highest concentrations of young families with children than any part of
Red Deer. Rosedale has one of the more active community associations. It is one of
the only neighborhoods in Red Deer that still, for instance, staffs its skating shelter with
volunteers. That commitment by the community is very much based upon the existing
Rosedale Neighbourhood Park. The City has even put a sign in the park calling it that.
People are proud of that park. As the houses are built further to the east, that park will
remain for future use for all those persons. If a school is built there now, it will
permanently destroy that ambiance, reduce and restrict that green space, and will create
an area which is overwhelmingly dominated by a school. The park will become
secondary. The seniors will feel a loss of trust. The people who have invested, based
upon being advised there would be no school there, will be offended and angered. The
community will be deprived of its only large green area. And then the housing will
continue to spread eastward. That will go along with the walled development and the
strip mall. It will go along with minimal lot sizes. Probably the trees to the east along 20
Avenue will be bulldozed. What will be left?

This Council has the opportunity to re-visit this issue and to put the school in a better
location leaving the Rosedale Community Park as an integral open green space in
eastern Red Deer in perpetuity. Long term, once this immediate issue of this proposed
zoning amendment is defeated, if it is defeated, then the alternatives can be discussed
between the City and the Catholic School Board; an alternate site of which there are at
least three can be chosen for the development of that schoo! in the very near future.
The Catholic School Board will be little inconvenienced by whether it builds the school in
Lancaster, further east of Rosedale Meadows, or north in College Park. The community
of Rosedale will be forever damaged by its construction in the heart of our park. That is
irreversible. The propionate balance between the damage to the community and the
inconvenience to the School Board, to me at least, leads to the conclusion that the park
should be left as is and eventually be rezoned to be park and the school should be
constructed in one of the alternate sites. In other words, | would ask the Council to
employ the vision of green space in Red Deer that is at the heart of this community’s
fame across Alberta.

The second point which | would ask you to consider is the sense of respecting the
democratic wishes of the people who live in Rosedale. Their impression, | would say at
this time, is that their interests are being run roughshod over and are being brushed
aside based on technical zoning arguments and pre-stated positions declared by the
leaders of the community over which they have no say. Itis true that there is a zoning
designation of PS in part of the park that was passed in a more general east hill plan.
However, the City’s own procedure for mailing out these zoning changes or advertising
them specifically to the area affected around the Rosedale park was not followed
according to what one of the City’s spokesman said at the meeting held at Holy Family
School on Tuesday, June 26, 2001. It was admitted that the procedure was deficient in
that the local people affected by the change to school from K to 9 were not specifically
notified. That is another error in the way this matter has been handled. Surely the City
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has a responsibility to respect what the community wants. Surely these decisions don't
need to be made so quickly and the citizens left with a feeling that their concerns were
basically pushed aside, run roughshod over as the school is quickly constructed. One of
the symbolic things that has happened was that immediately after funding was
announced, even before the meeting on June 26, surveyors were already surveying the
site. When people point out that it is zoned P1, the declaration is made that, well then,
we'll build the school in the other end of the park. Essentially, if people in Rosedale
seriously don’t want this school, and there are other places to build this school, then why
is everybody pushing so hard against something that the people do not want?

Politicians are elected to respect the wishes of the people they serve. When there is a
history of what appears to be little glitches and mistakes along the way, it is my
respectful comment that the wishes of the residents of Rosedale should be listened to;
that they should be given sufficient time to make their submissions and to be heard with
out arbitrary deadlines such as July 3, that if the opposition to the school is real and wide
spread, that alternate sites should be considered even if they are inconvenient to the
Board or to the City. And most importantly, the families with children and the community
looking forward into the future should recognize the need to maintain and preserve what
has become accepted as a large park in the heart of Rosedale.

This park has been there for years. The area developed around it. The area is now
stabilized around the park. To go back now and say, well, it was zoned school 17 years
ago so now we're going to build it, just disregards the evolution and dynamic
development of this community. It may have been planned for a school then, but since
then it has certainly turned into a park. Even the City accepted that it was a park.
Statements were made that there would be no school built there.

l urge the City Councilors and the Honourable Mayor to reconsider this entire issue and
take the following steps:

1. To turn down the immediate zoning application for the portion of the Rosedale
Community Park that is presently zoned P1 for which there is amendment pending to
change it to PS zoning to allow school construction in the eastern part of the
Rosedale Neighbourhood Park;

2. To table this discussion to a later date in the fall in order to allow a committee of the
City to hear from the residents and to incorporate this issue into a longer range vision
of the development of eastern Rosedale and what follows east as the development
moves toward 20 Avenue and perhaps even beyond,

3. To address whether there is adequate large open park space in our area;

4. And to consider eventually re-zoning the portions of the Rosedale Neighbourhood
Park that are presently zoned for a PS (for school) to change them to a designation
of P1 (for park). ltis time to change the zoning to conform to what is there, namely a
beautiful park serving all of the community in eastern Rosedale and beyond in
perpetuity and to respect the vision of Red Deer as a City of parkland mixed in with
its development.
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I wish to emphasis at the end of this letter that all the comments | have made are made
with the greatest of respect to Her Worship the Mayor, to all the Honourable City
Councilors, to all the hard working and honest people in the planning and zoning
department s of the City, to the hard working and capable senior people in the Catholic
School Board. | recognize personally, that everybody is simply trying to do the best job
they can. | would say that my letter is intended as positive constructive suggestion and
as an expression of my personal view. My letter intends no criticism of anyone and |
only know that everyone here involved in this decision is motivated with good intentions.

Yours sincerely,

%% W\@/ O

Murray McPherson, a resident of Rosedale

ccC: Steven Bishop, President Rosedale Community Association
Superintendent of the Catholic School Board
George and Leona Teed
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From: AlisonKia@aol.com

Sent: June 28, 2001 8:38 PM

To: jeff@jeffreyd.com

Subject: Proposed change to zoning for Park in Rosedale

As a resident of Rosedale | am against rezoning of a portion of our park,
PERIOD.
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From: Jeff Leedahi

Sent: June 28, 2001 11:10 AM

To: gails@city.red-deer.ab.ca; jeffreyd@city.red-deer.ab.ca;
morrisf@city.red-deer.ab.ca; bevh@city.red-deer.ab.ca;
dennism@city.red-deer.ab.ca; jasonv@city.red-deer.ab.ca;
bhull@67liquor.ab.ca; Ipimm@telusplanet.net;
comforts@telusplanet.net

Subject: Proposed Rosedale Middle School

Dear Council Members:

| would like to express my disappointment with the proposed zoning change
which would ultimately allow for a middie school to be constructed in Rosedale.
My main reason for my disapproval is the large increase in traffic that would
occur. The Rosedale neighbourhood park is situated in the middle of the
community, therefore there is no access via a major route. Residential streets
that are already crowded due to older houses with no garages (mainly on the
west entrance) would be in effect clogged due to the increased busing and traffic
through accesses such as Roland Street. The end result is a major safety
concern for traffic and children. This school is planned as a regional school by
the Catholic board, which means that it will be housing children from the north
side and rural areas therefore increasing bus demands from what a “community”
school would require. With other areas that have not been yet developed
(College Park, Lancaster...) with access from major arterial roads | believe there
is a better location for this proposed structure.

| believe that most people would agree that children are of a different attitude
than 10 years ago. | know that all children/teens are not vandals nor should they
be tagged as vandals but children/teens appear to be more brazen now a days.
With Rosedale having one of the lowest crime rates in Red Deer, adult living
complexes directly to the east of the proposed site and a forested area across
the street from the site with additional adult housing directly behind creates a
major concern regarding vandalism and mischief.

Lack of conscientiousness towards the residents around the park and in the
immediate area is also very concerning. With the construction of the proposed
school, the values of the residences in the immediate area will drop significantly.
The homes in the immediate area are new, luxurious homes with current values
upwards of $300,000. Construction of such homes around the Rosedale
neighbourhood park were appealing due to the aesthetics the park provided and
that city planning stating that this area would never accomodate a school (ie.
the $275,000 duplex on the east side of the park owned by a 78 year old
gentleman). Although the school board has declared that the building plan would
be “ the very pleasing to the eye from Reichley Street” there has been no
mention of how eye pleasing it would be for the other 3 sides of the park.

There is additional issues that | am concerned about such as the removal of the
playground equipment, the part of the park that would be left for the residents is
the low side that houses the storm sewer (after large storms and spring meit our
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children would not have an adequate area to play in), and where are our children
supposed to play during luch hours when school is out? These concerns are
secondary to my major concerns but still require attention.

| am aware that schools need to be erected for both the Catholic and Public
systems but | believe that there are better locations. | hope my concerns will be
read, validated and addressed.

Sincerely,

Jeff D. Leedahl

343-2298

123 Robinson Cres.
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Sent:. June 27, 2001 4:17 PM
To: gails@city.red-deer.ab.ca
Subject: Rezoning of Rosedale Park

Dear Madam;

Our apology for addressing you as “Sir” in an earlier e-mail sent tonight.

We wish to register our opposition to the rezoning of the Rosedale park from P1

to P2 in order to facilitate the building of a Catholic Middle School, which the

Rosedale Community was not informed of prior to June 8, 2001.

The reasons for our opposition are;

-elimination of a large part of the already developed park, only finished 1 ¥z years
ago at a considerable expense to taxpayers! We are using the park to it's
maximum potential for the first time this year, and we are so thankful to finally
be finished with muddy streets from construction at the park and on Rowell.
We do not want to share it with children who will be in Grades 6 - 9 because
of the risk of harm to our small children in the area who are presently using
this park. It is our understanding from our attendance at the meeting on the
26" that the school will have full use of all the park facilities during school
hours. Where are the local pre-school area children supposed to play?

-too large an enrollment for the location.550 children, with 50% coming from the
local area and walking home at noon, and again after school are too many to
disperse into the area surrounding the park without some possible
encroachment on private property.

-Traffic congestion, of 70 staff cars,plus buses, and parents transporting children.

-potential destruction, and fire hazard to natural preserve east of the school; a
lovely area, dedicated by the Mayor just last year, and enjoyed by the seniors
who live on Rowell Close, and others.

-a middle school was not originally zoned for this area.

~clerical errors by the city which has created this problem, and misrepresentation
of the area to developers and home buyers.

-bussing of children is proposed from 5 city districts north of the river, plus rural
children east of the city.

Yours truly,
Donald A. and Helen Butler

76 Rowell Close
Ph. 347-6928

Do You Yahoo!?
Get personalized email addresses from Yahoo! Mail
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From:

Sent:  June 27,2001 3:51 PM
To: gails@city.red-deer.ab.ca

Subject: Rezoning of Rosedale Park

Dear Sir;

| wish to register my opposition to the rezoning of the Rosedale park from P1 to

P2 in order to facilitate the building of a Catholic Middle School, which the

Rosedale Community was not informed of prior to June 8, 2001.

The reasons for my opposition are;

-elimination of a large part of the already developed, only finished 1 V2 years ago
at a considerable expense to taxpayer! We are using the park to it's maximum
potential for the first time this year. We do not want to share it with children
who will be in Grades 6 - 9 because of the risk of harm to our small children in
the area who are presently using this park.

-too large an enroliment for the location.

-Traffic congestion, of 70 staff cars,buses, and parents transporting children.

-potential destruction, and fire hazard to natural preserve east of the school.

-a middle school was not originally zoned for this area.

-clerical errors by the city which has created this problem, and misrepresentation
of the area to developers and home buyers. busing of children is proposed
from 5 city districts north of the river, plus rural children east of the city.

Yours truly,
Donald A.Butler

76 Rowell Close
Ph. 347-6928

Do You Yahoo!?
Get personalized email addresses from Yahoo! Mail

http://personal.mail.yahoo.com/
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From: Cindy Risling

Sent:  July 06, 2001 11:29 AM

To: 'Morris Flewwelling'

Cc: 'Stephen Taylor, Trustee RDCRD'; 'Gordon Deck, Chairman RDCRD";
'‘Gordon Bontje, Trustee RDCRD'; 'Elaine Halter, Trustee RDCRD';
'‘Debby Whitecotton, Vice Chairman RDCRD'; 'Connie Lecerf, Trustee
RDCRD'; 'Bev Heisler, Trustee RDCRD'; 'Dick Dornstauder, Asst.
Superintendent-Finance'; 'Lorna Watkinson-Zimmer City'; 'Larry Pimm
City'; 'Gail Surkan City'; 'Dennis Moffat City'; 'Bill Hull City'; '‘Bev
Hughes City'; 'Jeffrey Dawson'; 'Jason Volk City'

Subject: RE: Rosedale school

Thank you again for getting back to us. As residents of Rosedale, this park
is our only park other than 3 small tots areas. We would really like to see
this green area reserved now and in the future. We respect and understand
.that when considering what to vote one of your concerns is to vote to clear
tup the error that was initially made in designating the site. We ask you to
; please reconsnder your vote to vote NO to re-zoning.

; We know that if you don't re-zone the site the school could be built _

; elsewhere on the park and if this happens it will move even closer to our ,
-home on the south west corner but please, please re- consnder and help us

s retain our green space Further please help us to take w’hatever steps are
tnecessary to re-zone the entire site to park so that we won't face a sumrlar ‘
battle in the, future ;. .

Our group was in touch with Mr. Dornstauder yesterday and the response of
"the school board really is more geared to "what color would you like your
school” rather than listening to our concerns. He has basically said he
will meet to talk to us about the size and shape of the school and nothing
else and that if we want to talk about anything else he will leave. If you

vote yes it seems that the school boards intends to proceed outright. What
are we to do’?

‘As I have said before it is not that we don't want a middle school, we want
‘no school at all because what we want is our park.

Please help us retain our beautiful space.

‘Brian and Cindy Risling
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Sent: Wednesday, July 04, 2001 3:12 PM
Subject: Rosedale school

Dear Council,
| am attaching a copy of the comments | sent to the Catholic School Board

response to their request for comments at the public meeting earlier this
month. In the comments | refer both to the school board and the city and

the interest of time | have decided to forward you the same comments.

In essence we want no school not just no middle school. The whole
scenario,
beginning almost 20 years ago, seems to suggest some dubious intentions of
~council. Atthe very least, you have made a series of oversights and
-snafus
- that have angered the Rosedale residents in a way that | have never seen
before.

We thank you for taking the time to read our comments and implore you to
re-zone the entire park in consideration so that no school will be built.

Cindy and Brian Risling
6 Ramsey Avenue
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| Gail Surkan

From: Quigg Family

Sent: June 21, 2001 10:16 PM

To: comforts @telusplanet.net; jasonv @city.red-deer.ab.ca;
jdawson @city.red-deer.ab.ca; Ipimm @telusplanet.net; gails @city.red-
deer.ab.ca; dennism@city.red-deer.ab.ca; bhull@67liquor.ab.ca;
bevh@city.red-deer.ab.ca; morrisf @city.red-deer.ab.ca;
gdeck@rdcrd.ab.ca; dwhitecotton@rdcrd.ab.ca; bheisler@rdcrd.ab.ca;
staylor@rdcrd.ab.ca; gbontje @rdcrd.ab.ca; ehalter@rdcrd.ab.ca;
clecerf@rdcrd.ab.ca; reddeer.north@assembly.ab.ca;
vdoerksen@assembly.ab.ca

Subject: Rosedale Community

el

ATT00002.htm

Hi,

| am writing in regards to the junior high school proposed for the Rosedale. |
have been a resident of Rosedale living across from this park since 1988. Prior
to purchasing this house, | went to the City of Red Deer to check on plans for this
area. The land east of the park was zoned “Urban”. Located close to the shelter
was a sign indicating that “no new schools were proposed for this area”. It was
on these grounds that | purchased my house to learn in the early 90’s the city
had decided to add a elementary school site on the park. When | served as
President of the community association, this site was held by the Red Deer
Public School Board as an elementary school site. This site was later turned
over to the city as the public school board did not require this site. Sometime
later the Red Deer Catholic School Board decided they would like to have the
site for a future elementary school. In 1997, unknown to residents, the City
zoned this land for a K to 9 junior high school.

It is very unfortunate that a resident cannot rely on elected officials to protect
residents from arbitrarily rezoning land in an established community. A
community where residents have made it their home. Both City Council and the
Catholic School Board Trustees have taken this park away from our children and
the community. Building a junior high school on a residential street adjacent to a
park used by many young children is poor planning and done with little
consideration for our community. Why would the government support building of
a second Catholic junior high school in walking distance. Have we not learned
over the past years that populations come and go. A few years down the road
we will have two empty junior high schools in the southeast.

Over the next couple of weeks as | circulate a petition, | will inform residents that
| will be changing my taxes to the public school board along with reminding
residents this is an election year. We need elected officials that will represent the
people they serve! If you are an elected official truly interested in representing
the people, you will be in attendance Tuesday evening, June 25™!



110

Michelle Quigg
50 Ramsey Avenue
346-0302
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City Web: www.city.red-deer.ab.ca

This e-mail is intended for the use of the addressee(s) only and

may contain privileged, confidential, or proprietary information

that is exempt from disclosure under law. If you have received

this message in error, please inform us promptly by reply e-mail,

then delete the e-mail and destroy any printed copy. Thank you.
----- Original Message -----

From: Heather & Jeff Strong
To: jeffreyd @city.red-deer.ab.ca
Sent: Thursday, June 14, 2001 5:42 PM

Dear Mr. Dawson,

My name is Jeff Strong and | am writing to you on behalf of myself and my wife
Heather to express our whole-hearted disapproval of the planned school for our
community.

We disapprove of this school being built for the following reasons:

1. The area proposed for this school was designated P1 and requires a
change to P2.

Please explain to us, why would City Council and the Red Deer Catholic School
Board consider doing this when other areas, College Park and Lancaster, both
have sites that would be appropriate for this application?

2. When my wife and | purchased our property we were aware that a
PUBLIC ELEMENTARY SCHOOL might be built on the proposed
location and we were quite content with that knowledge. Were we misled?
Did we purchase our property after being provided with FALSE
INFORMATION?

3. Rosedale is one of the largest communities in Red Deer yet, we have the
least amount of green space. Our park as it is now is fully utilized by the
large number of families that reside in our community. With the large
family base of our community we would think that City Council and the
Red Deer Catholic School Board could see that the park as it is, a place
for entertainment, exercise and recreation is not only a pleasant amenity
but a requirement.

4. With HOLY FAMILY SCHOOL already zoned and capable of
accommodating a middle school, in addition to appropriate sites being
available in College Park and Lancaster, why would City Council and the
Red Deer Catholic School Board wish to disrupt the young family oriented
community that has been established in Rosedale?
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5. At the present time, all MIDDLE SCHOOLS in Red Deer are situated on
MAJOR ARTERIAL ROADS. Why would City Council and the Red Deer
Catholic School Board make a decision that would increase traffic flow in
an area NOT ON A MAJOR ARTERIAL ROAD, and cause concern and
possible grief for parents in regards to the safety of their children? The
potential site in College Heights is undeveloped and roads could be
designed to accommodate traffic flow and community safety concerns
during the planning stages.

6. With any middle school there also arises the specter of VANDALISM! The
potential for lack of respect for nearby property owners and congestion
considerations are much greater with a MIDDLE SCHOOL than with an
ELEMENTARY SCHOOL. Also, with the area to the immediate east of the
site having been approved for SENIORS and MATURE ADULT housing |
am sure there will be many concerns arising from these individuals who |
am sure also considered that the possibility of living by an ELEMENTARY
SCHOOL would be OK, but they were also, | am sure, not in the least
aware of the possibility of a MIDDLE SCHOOL being built. Were they
misled? Were the builders misled? Were we all misled?

7. Has City Council and the Red Deer Catholic School Board considered the
nature of MIDDLE SCHOOL CHILDREN when they set their sites on
Rosedale for this proposed MIDDLE SCHOOL? Students of this age are
highly mobile and travel in groups. Consider the problems that could arise
from this when they start to travel to either or both of the convenience
stores that would be located easily within walking distance of this school
and the possible traffic, garbage and vandalism problem that could arise?
When they are off school property, who becomes responsible for their
actions? Are both City Council and the Red Deer Catholic School Board
prepared to PROVIDE ANY AND ALL RESTITUTION for any problems
arising from the actions of MIDDLE SCHOOL CHILDREN?

Finally, has City Council and the Red Deer Catholic School Board considered
consulting the families that will be affected by the building of this school on the
proposed site, the young families now residing in the Community of Rosedale?
The community that they take great pride in and which enjoys the reputation of
having the least problems arising? The COMMUNITY that is considered a highly
desirable place to live because of the way it is already developed?

We are looking forward to your responses to each of our concerns so that we can
share and discuss them with other members of our community. However, the
bottom line is, would you please consider building this MIDDLE SCHOOL in one
of the already available appropriate sites that you have established in College
Park and Lancaster or even at the already present HOLY FAMILY SCHOOL.

A Concerned Family,
Jeff and Heather Strong
(15 Roberts Crescent)
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Office of the City Clerk

June 25, 2001
Bylaw No. 3156/V-2001
(Map Attached)

«OwnerName»
«OwnerAdd1»
«OwnerAdd2»
«OwnerAdd3»
«OwnerAdd4»

Dear Sir/Madam:

Re: Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/V-2001
Lot 8 MR, Block 3, Plan 972 3952
NE 3 Sec. 14-38-27-4
Rosedale Meadows Subdivision
City of Red Deer

City Council is considering approval of rezoning of the above referenced property. As a property owner
adjacent to the land, you will have an opportunity to ask questions and/or provide your comments
regarding the rezoning of the land.

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/V-2001 provides for the rezoning of Lot 8 MR from P1 Parks and
Recreation District to PS Public School Service (Institutional or Government) District. This site has
been identified as a location for a future Catholic K-9 school. The proposed amendment complies with
the Rosedale Meadows Outline Plan and the East Hill Area Structure Plan. A copy of proposed Land
Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/V-2001 may be inspected by the public at the office of the City Clerk, 2n
Floor of City Hall between 8:00 a.m. and 4:30 p.m. Monday to Friday.

City Council will hold a Public Hearing, in the Council Chambers, 2 Floor of City Hall on Monday,
July 16, 2001, at 7:00 p.m., for the purpose of hearing any person claiming to be affected. Letters or
petitions may be submitted to the City Clerk at the Public Hearing, or to the Office of the City Clerk, City
Hali, prior to the Public Hearing. Persons wishing to have their letters or petitions included on the
Council agenda must submit them by 4:30 p.m. on Tuesday, July 3, 2001.

If you have any questions regarding the use of your letter or petition for this Land Use Bylaw
Amendment, please contact me at (403) 342-8132.

Yours truly,

Jeff Graves
Deputy City Clerk

JG/chk

v 4914 - 48th Avenue, Red Deer, AB Canada T4N 3T4
Tel: (403) 342-8132 Fax: (403) 346-6195 E-mail: cityclerk@city.red-deer.ab.ca Web: http://www.city.red-deer.ab.ca
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Council Decision — Monday June 18, 2001

DATE: June 19, 2001

TO: Frank Wong, Parkland Community Planning Services
FROM: City Clerk
RE: Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/V-2001

Lot 8 MR, Block 3, Plan 972 3952
NE Y4 Sec. 14-38-27-4

Rosedale Meadows Subdivision
City of Red Deer

Reference Report:
Parkland Community Planning Services dated June 6, 2001

Bylaw Readings:
The bylaw was given first reading. A copy is attached.

Report Back to Council:
Yes. A Public Hearing will be held Monday, July 16, 2001 at 7:00 p.m. in the Council Chambers
during Council’s regular meeting.

Comments/Further Action:

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/V-2001 deals with rezoning of Lot 8MR from P1 Parks and
Recreation District to PS Public School Service (Institutional or Government) District. This site
has been identified as a location for a future Catholic K-9 school. The proposed amendment
complies with the Rosedale Meadows Outline Plan and the East Hill Area Structure Plan.

This office will now proceed with the advertising for a Public Hearing. The City will be
responsible for the advertising costs in this instance.

Z

City Clerk

/chk
attchs.

c Director of Development Services
Inspections & Licensing Manager
Land and Economic Development Manager
C. Adams, Administrative Assistant
C. Kenzie, Administrative Assistant



BYLAW NO. 3156/V-2001

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

Deer.

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

1 The “Use District Map L9" contained in “Schedule B” of the Land Use Bylaw is
hereby amended in accordance with the Land Use District Map No. 16/2001

attached hereto and forming part of the bylaw.

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this  18th day of June
READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of
READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of

AND SIGNED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY CLERK this  day of

A.D. 2001.
A.D. 2001.
A.D. 2001.

A.D. 2001.

MAYOR CITY CLERK
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DATE: June 25, 2001

TO: Norma Lovell, Assessment

FROM: C.G. Adams,
City Clerk’s Office

RE: LUB Amendment@RBMmBRERoscdale Meadows Lot 8MR, Block 3, Plan 972-3952
LUB Amendment 3156/Y-2001 Kentwood Subdivision Part of SW 32-38-27-4
LUB Amendment 3156/Z-2001 6315 Horn Street

Please provide Christine Kenzie with the names and addresses of the subject property
owners and all contiguous/adjacent property owners as outlined on the attached map.

It would be helpful if the lists could be received at your earliest convenience in order to process
the letters within the required time period. | have attached the map that appeared on the
Council agenda for your reference.

Thanks Norma.

Ot Lt

C.G.Ad
City Cletks’ Office

Attach.
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Neighbourhood Park




To the Mayor and City Council by a concerned resident of Rosedale Meadows
Community.

Where will they get 450 elementary kids?

What kind of elementary school is planned?

Won't traffic problems for a school that size, still critically affect the neighbourhood?
If we give into the re-zoning being requested we will be giving up all of our green area
park. We will no longer have any say in that part of our community.

The Catholic School Board is still swinging a big club over our well fare by taking away
our park. They, nor planning commission, have any answers as to where we will regain
any green area except to go west or to use the Heritage site which we know and cannot be
used as a playground park. If we can stop the re-zoning we may have the time to deal
with the school board and even perhaps convince them to seek a better and larger site for
their school.

The Catholic School Board must plan to bus a lot of kids into the school because there is
nowhere near that many youngsters in Rosedale.

20 years ago, when this area was set aside for a possible site for a school,;most of these
problems did not arise, because there just weren’t that many students. Over the years
Council flip-flopped, there will be a school, there is no school planned, to Rosedale
neighbourhood park.;Which the sign says to this day, and then apparently gave it to the
Catholic School Board without any notification to the residend8 who had moved in and
built over the past 20 years and in the last 7 years;believing it to be a nice place because

of the park area. IN TRRTIC et AR

Looking at the park area as it is today we have tennis courts, trees, baseball diamond, a
club house, two winter skating rinks, a football field, plus a basketball court, soccer field
and playground equipment. This is a unique and valuable park serving a large areaklfda
less space then Deer Park has.

Since the Catholics don’t need a school for 5 years and since there are sites available and
ready before then, why the necessity to destroy a finished community?

Roger W. Nichols
#31 Rosedale Meadows
Phone 346-4096




COUNCIL MEETING OF JULY 16, 2001

CONFIDENTIAL ATTACHMENT

DOCUMENT STATUS: CONFIDENTIAL

REFERS TO: COPIES OF CORRESPONDENCE
RECEIVED BY THE RED DEER
CATHOLIC REGIONAL DIVISION
#39 RELATIVE TO ROSEDALE
SCHOOL SITE

Note: Many of the respondents reflected in the attached pages also signed
the petition provided in the open agenda.



TN FAVOUR OF SCHOOL

Printed by: Virginia Kozlowski

Wednesday, June 27, 2001 8:37:53 AM
Title: ROSEDALE MIDDLE SCHOOL

Page 1 of 1

Tuesday, June 26, 2001 11:45:17 PM
= Message

From: # darrellkroetsch@home.com

Subject:  |ROSEDALE MIDDLE SCHOOL |

To: § Virginia Kozlowski

WE ARE IN VERY STRONG FAVOR OF THIS SCHOOL. THIS IS
SOMETHING THAT IS

LONG OVERDUE. REGARDING THE PEOPLE THAT ARE OPPOSED TO
IT, THEY SHOULD

DO THEIR HOMEWORK BEFORE PURCHASING IN THE AREA. ALL THE
INFORMATION IS

EASILY ACCESSED



June 27, 2001.

Dear Mr. Dormnstauder;

Before providing specifics, I will stand forward to say that my family (and many others in the Rosedale) are in favor of a
school in our park site area (as to whether it should be a K-5, K-9, or 6-9 school remains open to debate). It is important to
note that the representation of the beliefs and interests were severely skewed at the June 26 meeting. Clearly, given that the
invitation was to discuss the proposed design of a school (and not its proposed “presence”), your meeting attracted mostly the
opposed. T suspect that if the meeting were to discuss the latter, you would have seen a significantly different (and perhaps
more balanced) representation of interests. Below are my comments and suggestions regarding what was expressed at the
June 26, 2001 community meeting at the Holy Family Elementary School.

The facts. ..

Before building and moving to the Rosedale area 1n 1996, my family lived in Eastview Estates. When we decided to
search for a new home to grow our young family, we investigated the planning of the Rosedale area (via the City
Engineering Dept.). We discovered that a portion of the park green area under question was slated as a proposed public
elementary school site. Although there were no guarantees that a school would be built in any given tine frame, it was
clear that a school was possible. While we do not know for how long but a sign to this effect was posted along the north
end of the park green area in 1996. At the time, given the young demographics of the Rosedale area (one need only to
drive around on a weekend afternoon to see the mass number of children in the area and/or count the number of
driveway basketball hoops), the geographic location of schools around Red Deer, and the future plans of not only the
Rosedale Meadow area but also the entire East side of Red Deer, my family chose to locate in Rosedale since the
probably of some form of school existing sometime in the future was high.

After moving to Rosedale, we have heard nothing formally about any school plans until recent. As the public school
system continued to close selected elementary schools, there was no indication whether or not the plan for a future
school for the Rosedale area would be abandoned (thereby turning the proposed site into park). When the school lands
were sold to the Catholic Regional Division, again there was no indication whether or not a school would be built. While
none of this was ever formally communicated to my family (by anyone, including the Rosedale Community Association)
we were able, just the same, able to learn all via local newspapers, City Council meetings, and general community
“gossip”. At no time were we ever mislead to believe that there would or would not be a school in the area.

Those who feel they were misled by the verbal statements of others can be sympathized with. However, the real truth is
in the planning documents and official meeting minutes of the City of Red Deer and the Parkland Planning Commission,
not what any builder, realtor, or any other unofficial body may say. Even if statements from reputable individuals are
provided, one must still consider that these are still opinions until validated by factual documentation. Clearly, there
must be a planning process for all that happens in our communities. In no way, shape, or form should there be a
diversion from this process without thorough debate and clear rationale. If opinion can alter the course of an established
and focused planning process, then all is nothing more than an academic exercise. Realtors and developers will often say
whatever is necessary to make a sale. At best, few engage in sufficient research to ensure that their statements are
accurate. If you were to query all of the builders who built Rosedale homes, I suspect that most were well aware that a
school could one day be proposed for the area. 1 suspect also that most realtors will reluctantly tell you the same.

Most of those adamantly opposed to the presence of a school are those who live along the perimeter of the park area.
What they are most concerned about is not the presence of a school but rather a physical obstruction to their accustomed
*“view” of their surroundings. Since many have enjoyed the absence of any major public structure for more than a
decade, they have quite simply forgotten that a school has always been a possibility for the area. As for the “view of the
mountains...”, as a home owner with an unobstructed view to the west, there is no such view!

While not directly related to the aforementioned points, this point is most certainly fact. Regardless of right or wrong,
correct process or flawed, what is abundantly clear is that communication regarding this proposal was terrible and less
than professional. Regardless of whether one is for or against, clear and frequent communication is a must. As an
engineer, I plan, implement, and execute nothing without exhaustive communication with all stakeholders. While 1 will
not place blame anywhere specific, each individual involved in the planning and proposal of this school (planners,
engineers, teachers, administrators, councilors, etc.) needs to take better responsibility. As mentioned in the opening, I
am in favor of a school but what kind of school will it be? First it was a public elementary. Then a Catholic K-5. Then
a Catholic K-9. Now a Catholic 6-9. Effective communication throughout all stages of the planning process would have
eliminated this question. Communicate often. Communicate well. Communicate openly.



The fiction. ..

Those who are worried that their property values will suffer may be justified if they live in the adult community area.
However, statistics show that the presence of a local school can increase property values, especially for families like
mine who are willing to pay a little extra for the comforts and benefits of a nearby school. Perhaps the lesson to be
learned here 1s to carefully plan the proximity of adult communities to proposed school sites.

Those who are worried about area vandalism and “immoral behaviors” are very misinformed. While vandalism is often
done well away from ones area of residence, if 50%+ of the students for your proposed school will be bused to/from
external communities, the majority of vandalism and the like will most probably be of local authorship: the children who
are present in the area. The presence or absence of a school is of little influence.

Those worried about traffic and parking don’t seem to be too worried about the amount that occurs each morning as
people heading to the chemical plants to the east take shortcuts through Rosedale to Highway 11. They also don’t seem
to be concerned about the number of people who park along the affect streets during soccer games and other large
gatherings in the park area. A school parking lot or an interior school road loop will significantly reduce the number of
visitors parking on the main street. As for traffic, middle schools have perhaps the least amount of traffic since many
students are mature enough to walk to school (if within reasonable distance) yet are not old enough to drive themselves.

While the comments and suggestions presented represent those of my family alone, I suspect that if you were to carefully
survey all of the Rosedale residents, that you will discover that many of my comments will be echoed. While an elementary
school is perhaps what should be built (given that the term “elementary” has always been the reference throughout the major
of the planning process), the greatest benefit to my children would be a middle school. Regardless of my opinion, please
consider the following requests:

1.

Stay with the planning process. Do not enable the opinion and threats of a few destroy the benefit for the majority. This
is a precedent you do not want to set. Most of us did our homework as we planned our lives for this community area. So
did you. Too bad for those who did not. The presence of a school will improve our community in terms of who it
serves, the facilities it offers, and our children’s futures. The quality and care of what we sow today will serve as
testament to what grows tomorrow.

Carefully and thoroughly survey everyone in the Rosedale area (in particular those to the east of Rutherford). This
means door-to-door, person-to-person. Ensure you get all the facts and opinions in such a way that they are statistically
factual and defensible. The Rosedale Community Association has recently been going door-to-door seeking petition
signatures. They did not come to anyone 1 am aware of in my area (Revie Close). I suspect they only considered the
park perimeter homes. We who were missed need to be heard.

Hold another open public forum and solicit the presence of supporters. If one considers the likely election of a very
popular political candidate, the fears of the candidate are that complacency will set in by those who would vote in favor
but fail not to vote since they assume that will be enough support of others to warrant their absence. This is perhaps the
impression of many who did not attend the June 26 meeting as it was a meeting whose invitation letter clearly implhied
that a school was a given. I almost did not attend. I'm glad I did.

Thank you for considering my input. Feel free to contact me further if you wish.

Craig West

23 Revie Close

342-4149

craig.west@rdc.ab.ca -



Comment Sheet

June 26%, 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School
Your Name: Tégwd L / AvIES

Mailing Address: PS5 Duneas) CrescenT  Postal Code T YA /u)3

Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
to: vkozlowski@rdcsd.ab.ca pPrior to 3:00 pm, July 6h. This comment sheet is collected
for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.
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Comment Sheet

June 26t 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School

Your Name: BaRearA NN A
Mailing Address: 25 REVIE CLOSE Postal Code T#t” 3NV -

Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer L‘Lé‘t‘{'d\
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail

to: vkozlowski@rderd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6th. This comment sheet is collected

for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.




Comment Sheet

June 26, 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School

Your Name: E & ~da Prow o
Mailing Address: bS5 Rutl z%ﬁg Creg D Postal Code [4£ 3 k2

Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
to: vkozlowski@rdcrd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6%. This comment sheet is collected
for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.
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Comment Sheet

June 26%, 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School

Your Name: Ga,g/é L /Q M\DC&/ TGY,C/k S&J
Mailing Address: 32 Kooreq Cked .  Postal Code 74/P2Z ¥

Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
——> to: vkozlowski@rdcrd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6. This comment sheet is collected
for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School. 7 <§\
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Comment Sheet (/ (ﬁxﬁf) ]
June 26, 2001 at Holy Family School | d b / i

Rosedale Middle School —™~—

Your Name: y; EV/A) . / v/ ES

Mailing Address: 25 Dunead CrescenT  Postal Code T Y€ Ju)3

Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
to: vkozlowski@rderd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6th. This comment sheet is collected
for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.
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Comment Sheet

June 26, 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School
Your Name: mi diGae Caclf'&.%

Mailing Address: 74 ~+eiahold Ave. Postal Code _ 748 JAX

Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
to: vkozlowski@rdcrd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 61, This comment sheet is collected
for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.



Comment Sheet

June 26%, 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School
Your Name: @,QP /</1A/ ) Dﬂ% ( Fafe ‘E‘ 7 ’74 k/ .

Mailing Address: & L/CHOR CRES R.D-  Postal Code 747 347

Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax tr E-mail
to: ykozlowski@rderd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6%. This comment sheet is collected
for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.




Comment Sheet

June 26", 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School

Your Name: H (,Lj/q </ JM/& i C/(e,/’) &
Mailing Address: 33 Lussel ( _ Cres Postal Code T 4+’ 352

Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 ~ 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
to: vkozlowski@rdcrd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6. This comment sheet is collected
for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.
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Comment Sheet

June 26, 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School

Your Naimne: [‘7!’)/11{ f E"{] £ //ﬂkfs
Mailing Address: /[ R0binson(res Postal Code /42 34/ 7

Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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Pleasé provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
to: ykozlowski@rderd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6th. This comment sheet is collected
for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.




Comment Sheet

June 26%, 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School

Your Name: TY\qr'\'JL’JU d Gmg Bmmmu no/

Mailing Address: 148 Reichley St Pﬁd’ Postal Code
Rg 1 28«61\1 ‘ H‘&

Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
to: vkozlowski@rderd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6th. This comment sheet is collected
for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.
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Comment Sheet

June 26t 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School
Your Name: @/LOV\ t 1 ?&SQY\ @,( {E’\{

Mailing Address: _J_S__&Lm_n__&ﬁs_cﬁﬂi_ Postal Code _:Dfﬁj_ﬁl c[

Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer casid a,‘?«
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail Wﬁ
to: vkozlowski@rdcrd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6th, This comment sheet is collected )
for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.
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Printed by: Virginia Kozlowski
Title: School

Thursday, July 05, 2001 8:25:38 AM
Page 1 of 1

~ Wednesday, July 04, 2001 5:32:05 PM

:;___-_, : Message
From: § Teresa A. Jaeger,Notre Dame
Subject: I School
To: l § Virginia Kozlowski
Hi Virginia

Just a note to say that we are in favor of the proposed middle school in Rosedale.

Teresa Jaeger
18 Robinson Cres.



Comment Sheet

June 26t 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School

Your Name: Shet\a, and, \A}\\& \,\)\LJ_M\S
Malhng Address: 4q ?CZ\/C S C«\’eg Postal Code TZ‘.—P 2 .Z_LP

Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer “‘?
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail ¢t/

to: vkozlowski@rdcrd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6. This comment sheet is collected W
for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.
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Comment Sheet

June 26t 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School

Your Name: (O d iz ©£ @ r ,,gC
Mailing Address: Hi - R (J:\a cds Cre Postal Code T4 23477,

Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
to: ykozlowski@rderd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6th. This comment sheet is collected
for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.
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Comment Sheet

June 26, 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School

Your Name: MW@M&@ .
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Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
to: vkozlowski@rdcrd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6th. This comment sheet is collected
for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.




July 3, 2001

Red Deer City Council:

We live in Rosedale, adjacent to the proposed school site. We
made an informed decision to purchase a lot across from this site.
We have always known that the park would have a school.

We are familiar with the designation of school sites. I have
seen the “East Hill Area Structure Plan” many times. As it states it
is a “plan.” You can’t just pick up a school site and move it
someplace else.

Ted Olson purchased all the lots on Ritson Close. At the time
of purchase and at the present time, the park in question was to
have a school site. Mr. Olson’s call to the chairman of the Public
School Board, on behalf of Mr. Nichols, concerning the school site
would give Mr. Olson the answer “ No, we are not building a
school on the designated site.” A phone call to the Catholic School
Board would have given Mr. Olson the answer “ Yes, we are
building a school on the site.” When Mr. Nichols purchased his lot,
the Public Board had already turned the site over to the Catholic
School Board. The decision to build upscale housing was Mr.
Olson’s. If the neighborhood didn’t suit his plans, he should have
built elsewhere.

Mr. Olson has been building in Red Deer for many years. He
knows that he can get “up-to-date” information from many sources.
If a school was such a concern to his clients, he owed it to them to
cover his bases a little more thoroughly than making a phone call to
a friend. The “beef” from Ritson Cl. residents is with Mr. Olson
not the Catholic School Board.

Education was a big issue in the last Provincial election- a cry
for more funding and smaller classes. If you don’t build schools,
how are you going to have smaller classes?



Rosedale now has a chance to have a school. The funding is
in place, the architectural plans are available. City council should
have no problem re-zoning the area in question. It was a city
clerical error. The correction for this should come from the city- no
question. How could City Council turn down what appears to be an
up-to-date, modern, nine million dollar school.

There is now a petition circulating with the goal of nixing the
school because it wasn’t zoned properly. You can put it under
whatever category suits you, but you really aren’t interested in
education when your priorities are to try and stop a school from
being built. How can some Rosedale residents work so hard to
squash a school in this area, or any area. The opposed citizens in
Rosedale got thirty canvassers in one night. I’m sure that the Heart
and Stroke Foundation would love to have that list of eager
canvassers.

For Rosedale residents busing their children out to other
school districts, I hope your children are treated with more respect
than the children about to enter the Rosedale system.

Strong opposition is coming from the adult community
located east of the school. Many names on the petition will be from
this area. I think 80% of the adult community would have
grandchildren. They must attend school in some district. Your
opposition to the school says “ I raised my children right”, but my
children didn’t raise the grandchildren right.

The world vandalism is used frequently in opposition to the
school. Vandalism is not something that has sprung up in the last
ten years. In the 1970’s and ‘80°s we had a school set on fire three
times, we had large scale damage to another school during the
construction. It is not a new issue that only applies to the children
of today.

Traffic and location are concerns. The location is good for a
middle school. Elementary schools bring a lot of traffic. Middle
schools bring foot traffic along with six buses in the morning and
six buses at school closing. The buses could enter from highway 11



and Ross street and proceed to Reichley street, do the bus loop at
the school and leave the same way. I think that this is a location
that disturbs very little of the community traffic-wise.

The Catholic School Board held a meeting at Holy Family
School to present Rosedale residents with information and a model
of the school. People didn’t listen and few viewed the model of the
proposed school. A table was set up at the school entrance with a
group of people asking you to sign a petition opposing the school.
This was BEFORE the presentation. How can you make an
educated decision if you sign the petition and then listen to the
presentation. It was pretty much a close minded session.

This petition covered many homes, obtained many signatures,
some people signed saying “It really doesn’t concern me but I’ll
sign it anyway”.

The negative releases to the press are a strike against the
Rosedale Community district. It will be known as the district that
vetoed a school ,at all costs. You have managed to split the
community, and Rosedale will never return to being the community
it once was.

To the opposed , the “not in my backyard policy” I have to
say that we would be proud to have our grandchildren in our
backyard any time! To those of you looking to hear from influential
people, I have spent many years getting my S.C.P.G. degree. That
stands for “ Senior Citizen, Proud Grandparent! Will I do?

]

Iris Samuel



Mr. Don Dolan
Superintendent

Red Deer Catholic Regional School Division
Red Deer, Ab

09 July 2001
Dear Don:
RE; PROPOSED ROSEDALE SCHOOL

Attached is a copy of our letter to Red Deer City Council regarding the proposed
Rosedale School project, which we are in support of.

Thanks to you and your team for your efforts in preparing information and
attempting to share this with the residents of Rosedale.

Good luck in your rezoning bid at City Council. Unfortunately, we will be unable

to attend as we will be away on holiday. We have delivered copies of the
attached letter to the Mayor’s office and City Council members.

Sincerely,

Lawrence and Barbara Nyman



City of Red Deer Council Members
City Hall,

4914 — 48 Avenue

Red Deer, Ab

T4N 3T4

Attn: Mayor Gail Surkan

08 July 2001

Dear Mayor Surkan:

RE: PROPOSED ROSEDALE SCHOOL

We would like to share our thoughts on the proposed Rosedale school. We support the
rezoning of the park area and the building of a school for any age.

We purchased our lot and had our house built in Rosedale in 1995. At that time, we were
well aware that a school was planned for our neighbourhood. When the option to build on
the school site changed hands from one school district to another, we were aware of that
also. Because the Rosedale extension was largely vacant when we moved in, we made it
our priority to stay informed of developments in our neighbourhood. Access to accurate,
up-to-date information was not difficult. We have found City of Red Deer staff
knowledgeable, considerate and willing to assist us. Over the years, we have inquired
about streetlights, area maps, speed limits, garbage pickup and the school site.

As new Rosedale residents, we have attended as many community association meetings
as we have been able. Of the meetings we have attended over the past 6 years,
attendance has been low, never exceeding 20 people. Greg Scott represented the City of
Red Deer at some of those meetings, dutifully posting future plans for Rosedale on the
walls and available to answer questions and address concerns. Very few residents took
advantage of these opportunities to educate themselves regarding plans for the
neighbourhood.

When the Catholic School Board received approval for this project, we were pleased. A
middle school in our neighbourhood presented many positives. We were excited at the
thought that the school may house courses, drop-in sports and meeting space. Our 3
children currently attend St. Patrick's Community School, and prior to our move to year-
round schooling when it became available 3 years ago, our children attended Holy Family
School for 6 years. We are very familiar with the procedures in the Catholic School District
and have been very pleased with our children’s experiences. If we should decide to return
our children to a traditional calendar school, 2 of them would be eligible to attend the
proposed Rosedale school. Our oldest just finished grade 9.

We have two concerns regarding the recent uprising of opposition to the school:

Our first concern centers on personal responsibility. As community members, we have
made it our priority to stay informed of developments in our community. Progress on the



school site has not been a surprise to us. We believe that some of our neighbours may
have received misleading information regarding the school site; however, we believe this
number is very small. Information gathering is not a passive process it is a process that
requires us to take some initiative in asking questions and seeking answers. We believe
many of the now dissatisfied Rosedale residents reneged on their personal responsibility
to access accurate information regarding development in this community. An investment
of $200,000+ should warrant much investigation on the part of the investor.

Our second concern is regarding the current behaviour and attitudes of some Rosedale
residents.

We are extremely disheartened at the concerns expressed regarding the negative impact
a school would have in our neighbourhood. Many residents have jumped on the
“Opposition Bandwagon”, even though they had prior knowledge of the school.

Concerns regarding traffic have been blown entirely out of proportion. We feel the city
planners and school board representatives have adequately addressed these concerns.
At the public meeting, unfortunately, it appears many people attended to speak and not to
listen. Homeowners who buy or build on through streets (or collector roads) must expect
that traffic will increase as the community grows. Homeowners with serious traffic
concerns buy or build in more secluded locations, and usually pay more for that choice.

Concerns regarding vandalism are equally overblown. We have had acts of vandalism in
the past and will continue to have in the future. We attended a Rosedale Community
Association meeting where there was an attempt to broaden the Neighbourhood Watch
program beyond the 3 blocks that were participating at the time. No one came forward to
coordinate the program.

Many residents claim they don’t want to lose any green space. We suspect that most
residents across the city would like more green spaces in their neighbourhood. We, too,
think that having a 13-acre front yard paid for by the City would be a wonderful asset;
however, the school site has always been in the Rosedale plan. The school year has 190
teaching days; this leaves 175 days per year that there will be no one attending the
school.

Should the proposed school in Rosedale not proceed because of the opposition, we
believe two important messages will be sent to the public:

Message #1:

Long-range city and school board planning is irrelevant. A powerful precedent will be
set by allowing residents who are having second thoughts about a school nearby dictate
the direction of the city as a whole. * No school in Rosedale” doesn’t equate to “no new
school”. Very few residents bought or built without knowledge of the proposed school. If
Rosedale residents can ban schools from their neighbourhood, other communities will
have the same opportunity. Where will we build our schools? Will our children be
bussed to schools sitting our in the middie of undeveloped land so not one will have to put
up with them? WIill the residents in Lancaster or College Heights be more tolerant of our



children than the people of Rosedale? We thought we lived in a family-friendly
community; however, it appears we're trading adult-living for middle school children.
There is no reason that seniors and youth cannot peacefully co-exist in Rosedale.

Message #2:

We expect our children to misbehave. This message has been repeated in many forms
over the past week. The alarmist mentality that has overtaken many Rosedale residents is
appalling. We have attended, assisted and chaperoned many school-related and extra-
curricular events with our children. The vast majority of young people we have come into
contact with are interesting, exciting, intelligent and respectful people. Similarly, so are
most of the adults we come into contact with. Concerns about groups of young people
hanging around, damaging property, smoking drugs and fighting are unfounded. Do these
activities occur among middle school students — yes. Often — no. Do these activities occur
among adults — yes. Often —no. What are we afraid of? That our young people will
behave exactly as we did when we were that age?! Responsible adults tolerated us, some
of them even nurtured and guided us through those years. \We were not forced into
isolation until we “grew up”.

We walk through our neighbourhood almost every night, sometimes as early as 9:00 p.m.,
sometimes as late as midnight. We've seen those middle school students; oh yes, they're
already in our neighbourhood. They’re shooting hoops, racing around remote-controlled
vehicles, biking, rollerblading and “hanging out” with their friends. They deliver our
newspaper and babysit for our neighbours. They ring our doorbell fundraising for their own
activities.

Transition can be a tough time - for young people and for young neighbourhoods. It can
also be a rewarding time. Some people feel threatened by change, others see
opportunity.

Please promote healthy communities. Approve and encourage schools where our youth
can intermingle with the residents, learn about respectful community living and even teach
us a few things in the process!

Sincerely,

Rassruna o= Bakaas Aepm

Lawrence and Barbara Nyman

Copies: City Council Members
Red Deer Catholic Regional School Division



July 5,2001
To whom it may concern ,

I am aresident of the Rosedale Community. Lmust say I’m very
-disappeinted and quite disgusted at what-the Rosedale- Community
Assoctation has done to our neighborhood. Different signs-have been posted
about the proposed-school on -all mail boxes and entranees for-the past couple
-of-weeks. “500 names- collected” , the latest one reads. Wow! What an
-accomplishment! All that-hard werk is paying off it-seems. -All that hard
work to-stop-aschool, stop education!

Your smear campaign-in-the neighborhood and-in the-press reflects a
‘bad image of the Rosedale. Community as a- whole. We are your friends and
neighbors, so-please don’t shove-that petition in-our faces anymore! How
‘many names.on that petition are actually Rosedale Association members? 1
failto see-why the petition is going 6-blocks-away from the school site.
Through all your bad press.and-advertising we are all aware of where to go if
we want to sign it. Leave it alone and show some pride in building.a
.community, which unfortunately for some mcludes children and schools.

We moved to this area ,and so.did many other family’s because
we were told there would be a K-9 school at that park. A K-9 school includes
middle school. Most of us don’t feel that we need to publicly announce that
we are for the school. We fe¢l that the Catholic Board “has done it’s job -and
all the issues were handled carrectly. Tt should be :a done deal. The people
who suppaort this school in this area would be considerably less than the very
vocal apposition, because of the large number of seniors and non Catholics
involved.

The facts are simple. The ‘Catholic School Board obtained the
school site in late 1997from the Public School Board. The Catholic Board
gave the community every opportunity through public meetings and
advertising over the past 2 years, to voice their concerns. Since only 13
people showed up at the last meeting, everything was finalized and set in
meotion as soon as the funding was available. They were by no means trying to
sneak a school in! Now all of a sudden after 2 years of time and money being
spent on this project, some mis-informed-or un-informed home  owners that
‘bought-or-built-houses around the school site-are-up in arms. It was up to-the
home.owners or developers to-check with city hall to find out that a school
was definatly planned for that site.

1 cannot understand why a developer would put a $2 million
project across from a school site and base his information about the school on



July 5,2001
an informal call to an acquaintance on the public board. Mr. Nichols has said
he had repeated assurances that there would no school at all. Fact is the
Catholic Board now controlled this site and a trip to city hall by himself or
his developer would have confirmed that since the April BEFORE Mr.
Nichols bought his lot in October of 1998, there was to be a Catholic School
on that site.

Many of the seniors on Rowell Close are also very vocal and
signing this petition. At recent meeting at Holy Family School a former
Catholic Vice Principal spoke against the Catholic School Boards proposal.
Wouldn’t that be the same board that provides him with his pension cheque?

Another comment at that meeting was “We never heard about this until
2 weeks ago” My point exactly, if it wasn’t a concern when you recently
purchased your house then it shouldn’t be a concern now!

I’ve heard and read many times lately that this area cannot handle the
traffic for up to 650 students. In the first phase of the school there will only
be approximately 300 students. The fact is though that this particular site has
always been a designated school site for 650 students. Weather it was a
Public Elementary or a Catholic Middle School. A middle school will have
considerably less traffic.

It is my understanding that only a small section of the park
wasn’t zoned properly through a clerical error at city hall. If the Catholic
Board rearranged it’s school to fit on all sections of the park that are zoned
properly then what? Another petition? Please no!

1 urge all people who have children going into this system to
phone city councilors and the Catholic School Board and show your support
for this school. Our schools are bursting and we need this one A.S.A.P.!

This is a copy of a letter I wrote to the editor. I also sent a copy
in to city council for their meeting on the 16th of July. The only issue missing
for the board 1s that I wish you could fit the school on the sites that don’t
need rezoning and then they would have no issues! Ha!

Also if the school does go in the plan with the bus loop is the plan that
both myself and my mother , Iris Samuel , liked the best. I will also forward
her letter to the editor and her letter that went to city council. Have a good
weekend and we will see you on the 16th!
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Comment Sheet
June 26™, 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School

Your Name: Kirby & Bonnie Lucas

Mailing Address: # 34 Rabbis Street Postal Code: T4P 3P1

Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:

We bought our property 7 years ago knowing full well that a school was going to be built on this
location. It was our understanding that it was to be an elementary school of approximately 300
students for the Public school board. In 1998 we were informed that the public school board did
not require the property and that the Catholic School board was going to build there instead. We
were not informed of the change to a middle school or the more than doubling of the student
population. We would not have built at this location if any indication that this type of School
would be built were given to us. The building of this school and the results of this meeting have
prompted the following comments,

Traffic

The Riechly/Roland combination is an extremely busy corridor with a certain percentage of
people circumventing the traffic light at 30™ Ave. and highway 11 through Rosedale Estates. In
the case of any home based business application or commercial development traffic is always
raised as one of the most prevalent concerns. These concerns almost always prompt a traffic
study. Has or would the Catholic school board consider a thorough traffic assessment with full
disclosure to the residents of Rosedale.

The board administrator had indicated that approximately 60% of the students would be bussed
to the new school. This would require approximately 6 buses. This is in addition to the 4 buses
that currently run through our neighborhood during the school year. While it is true that there
would be a loss of maybe 2 buses this still almost doubles the bus traffic through our
neighborhood.



Environment

As with any major development the school should be subjected to an environmental impact
assessment. I can find no where in the City of Red Deer that a school has been built this close to
a historical park or environmental reserve. Lindsay Thurber and Camille were built long before
the Kerrywood Nature area was designated as such. In fact as students both Lindsay Thurber
and Camille ran cross-country through the preserve. In the case of the historical park in the
Rosedale area, vandalism and potential destruction is a very real possibility with the increase
traffic the school is sure to bring. Pessimistically speaking I don’t think that your environmental
studies group will be able to restore the historical significance once the damage has been done.
Yes the children of our community use and abuse this area as well but they are not an extra
several hundred students bussed into our community with little or know attachment to it.

I have lived in close proximity to a school for several years prior to building in Rosedale. I have
found the litter and garbage to be a constant nuisance and saw little or no response from the
school to help clean up the neighboring streets and yards.

With our major employer changing to a more shift work (does not affect myself) the issue of
noise pollution must be considered. As [ will be across the park from the school the idea of
having to listen to recess bells, clanging flag poles and the din coming from a school yard full of
kids will most certainly affect my personal environment. The noise issue maybe lessened
somewhat with a middle school but it will most certainly bring its own type of noise.

School Design

I truly believe that the Catholic School board will do as it well pleases when it comes to the
design of the school, community be damned. I like the design where the busses are taken off the
street and drop off the students in the back of the school. Ibelieve that this will relieve some of
the pressure on Roland Street and is safer in general. I would like to see a buffer of large trees
separating the bus lane from the park as a repayment for taking more of our precious green
space.

In summary we are very angry that we were not kept informed of the changes in the school
designation. It is not so much that the school had been changed to a middle school as that all
appearances are that the community has been lied to. THAT WILL NEVER BE
ACCEPTED!! I found the arrogance of the board members to be very abrasive and not
conducive to good public relations. Their poor communication only encouraged the meeting to
become heated. I am placing this on a different form simply because of the last sentence on your
comment sheet. It states that the sheet is collected for use in providing input into the design of
the Rosedale Middle School. Is this more arrogance on the Catholic School Boards part. You
must remember that you have not even received proper zoning or final approval as yet.



I can be contacted at (403) 340-6800 anytime if further discussions are warranted.

My e-mail address kirby.lucas@vopakcanada.com
or kernell @telusplanet.net

Thank You

Kirby Lucas



Comment Sheet

June 26, 2001 at Holy Family School

R(@edale iddle School
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Your comments and suggestions regardl the Rosedale Middle School:
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Plse o provide us with your wriden comments this evening or return to Red Deer

Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
to: vkozlowski@rdcrd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6th. This comment sheet is collected
for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.
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Comment Sheet

June 26%, 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School
/Q

Your Name: j eae o A )

T 14

V
Mailing Address: %{D/ ){)ﬁ—w«w @0 PostalCode __

Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
to: vkozlowski@rdcrd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6th. This comment sheet is collected
for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.




Comment Sheet

June 26t 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School
Your Name: (L‘ {Lﬁ( \‘-Z&?/f/

Mailing Address: > | C Postal Code ’l/ft' P3PL

Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer T
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail

to: vkozlowski@rderd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6th. This comment sheet is collected
for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.
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Comment Sheet

June 26%, 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School

' ' . e o
Your Name: A*E@[féqzc S Hiz L2 >

Mailing Address: 73 Kelavp ST Postal Code _ XOL |7

Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
to: vkozlowski@rdcrd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6th. This comment sheet is collected
for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.




Comment Sheet

June 26t 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School

Your Name: MVGU" it Gl QJ{/ - _E ic{e/\
B - )
Mailing Address: ¢7 /g ol \{ Close, Postal Code _/ ¢ /E ;Z&

Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
to: vkozlowski@rdcrd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6th. This comment sheet is collected
for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.




Comment Sheet

June 26, 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School

Your Name: WMJU 0/
Mailing Address: 50 W d) Postal Code / Qlﬂ ! i C7

Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
to: vkozlowski@rdcrd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6t This comment sheet is collected
for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.




Comment Sheet

June 26t 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School

Your Name: _ Z/I‘de L‘{jltl [ ([Qnson
Mailing Address: 4 @ﬁ@d{ﬂf Crzs. K., Postal Code T#P k2

Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
to: vkozlowski@rdcrd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6th. This comment sheet is collected
for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.




Comment Sheet

June 26t 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School

Your Name: _ @enj‘&‘u t T/C“GLQ( (886/(
Mailing Address: QS ‘Q&lA/ A«»& Postal Code I&P%ﬁ ) -

Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer

Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
to: vkozlowski@rderd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6th. This comment sheet is collected
for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.
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Comment Sheet

June 26™" 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School
Vot Name: ~Saeben [ clAVISH
//? /?dbf"r;son Postal Code 74/ . 3//

Mailing Address:
Aed Doz, f% 7H#F 3P/
Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School
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Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer

Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
to: vkozlowski@rdcrd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6th. This comment sheet is collected

foi‘ use in the prox}iding input into the design of Rosedale Middle School




Comment Sheet

June 26t 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School

Your Name: __JIdAAL. é?@fﬂ €5
Mailing Address: 0 Raberts oot Postal COdeM___’ﬂ_’(f{ﬁ

Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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Please provide us with your written comments this evening or r turn to Red Deer
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail

to: vkozlowski@rdcrd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6th. This comment sheet is collected

for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School. );,:7
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Comment Sheet

June 26™ 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School

ﬁ
Your Name: L//ffﬂ ///LL/,amsW/

Mailing Address: % Aaads T7 Postal Code 747 37/

£

ro0l A -
Your comments and suggestions regarding thé 'Rosedale Middle School:
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Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
to: vkozlowski@rdcrd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6th. This comment sheet is collected
for use in the providing input into the design of&osedale Middle School.
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Comment Sheet

June 26, 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School

Your Name: :Dom v\ \CA‘UC Q\W\QS
Mailing Address: & E’J‘(\ﬂ C tS Postal Code

Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
to: vkozlowski@rdcrd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6th. This comment sheet is collected
for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.




Printed by: Virginia Kozlowski Wednesday, June 27, 2001 8:36:15 AM

Title

: Rosedale School Page 1 of 1

‘: Tuesday, June 26, 2001 10:42:08 PM
~ Message

From: § schillgd@home.com

Subject: [ Rosedale School

To:

| § Virginia Kozlowski

Attachments: body.htm 2K

Gordon Schiller
200 Reichley Street
T4P-3S8

I am against building a middle school in your proposed South East Corner of our park.
My Realtor had told me when | purchased my home in 1999 that a park or Catholic
Elementary School was zoned for the area. | was also told that the chances of a school
actually being built where slim due to funding at the time. Now | hear that it is planned for a
two story middle school. | am against you adding any school to an area without support
from the surrounding community. | did not hear any support tonight for a school. There is a
big difference in my mind the impact on a community between a middle and elementary
school. | would accept a small K-6 School as what we had originally been told with support
and input from our community.
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Comment Sheet

June 26, 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School

- Your Name: _é;(/d(///)'ﬁ s Shlf/ﬁér/ S nioht
/
‘Mailing Address: 37 finband ST Postal Code 724 TH'T

Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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Please prowde us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer.

Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
10: vkozlowski@rderd.ab.ca pnor to 3:00 pm, July 6th. This comment sheet is collected
for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.
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Comment Sheet

June 26™, 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School

Your Name: Allan & Marion Edwards

Mailing Address: 34 Rowell Close Postal Code T4P 3P4

Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:

When we purchased our lot on Rowell(Qlose, that backs onto the park, in March 1988 we

ourselves nor our Community Association were properly advised by any public body of the

change and approval to a middle school.

After having lived for 31 years across an alley from an elementary school we witnessed increased

vandalism during recess and noon hour breaks in more recent years. With the large number of

students attending the proposed middle school we are concerned with the likelihood of increased

vandalism to our park and personal property.

Thanks for the opportunity of expressing our concerns.

Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
to: vkozlowski@rdcrd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6th. This comment sheet is collected
for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.
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Comment Sheet JUN 29 7001 L\X
June 26t 2001 at Holy Family School

- g AT

Rosedale Middle School |

Your Name: N Lewe D AL e -

Mailing Address: \$ %\«) Y

Postal Code T4~ 3sY

Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail

to: vkozlowski@rderd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6th. This comment sheet is collected
for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.
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Comment Sheet

June 26t 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School

Your Name: %ﬁﬂ/ Xg (),Za/'
Mailing Address: _Z 35 W %Z—gz/ Postal Code "7Z/° 5/

Your comments and suggestlons regardlng the Rosedale Middle School:
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Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
to: vkozlowski@rdcrd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6t. This comment sheet is collected
for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.
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Comment Sheet

June 26%, 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School

Your Name:

Mailing Address: /0 _fApzis S7 Postal Code E&M

Before purchasing my home in July, 1999, my realter gave me an unscaled
drawing, produced and printed by Parkland Community Planning,
illustrating how the weed-covered parkland directly in front of the house
was to be developed. It showed that there would be a Class A Sportfield
within the parkland catchment area running parallel with Raabis Street, and
beyond in the south-east corner, there could be an elementary school not to
exceed 3 acres. I purchased my home accepting that there might be an
elementary school within the 13+ acres of the parkland.

In early June of this year my husband and 1 were informed by a member of
the Rosedale Community Association that the status of the school that is to
be built on the parkland has changed from elementary to junior high. We
were most annoyed that there had been no official notification of this change,
and no opportunity to voice our concerns. Why not? Later we asked at City
Hall for the updated plans for our parkland. We were shown a drawing
identical to the Parkland Community Planning drawing that my realter had
given to me three summers ago. City Hall had no other plan. Again, why
not?

We blame City Hall and Parkland Community Planning for much of the
ugly situation in which we, the residents of Rosedale, find ourselves.
However, the School Board lost good will when one of its own dictated to his
audience that there will be a school built in Rosedale.

We do not want a middle school (6-9) on the Rosedale park. We would not

object to an elementary school should it not exceed 3 acres, which was the
original proposal for the school area.
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Comment Sheet

June 26t 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School
Your Name: j7 7 / /é Jg//-"/q ,!/

Mailing Address: L7 &beoet) Lose Postal Code _7~ 4 /2 -F /'~

Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:

Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer
Catholic Regional Divisicn No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
to: vkozlowski@rdcrd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6th. This comment sheet is collected

for use in the providing 1nput into the de51gn of R edale Middle School
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Comment Sheet

June 26™, 2001 at Holy Family School
Rosfedal‘e Middle School

Your Name: Ler o b&m e
Miiling Address: 3 <X 'R°"° el Close - poctal code Bf_?_?ﬁ

Your comments and ‘suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:

The weelineg wLias \v»-CormdNn- P%d&‘*ﬂ

Heo ela-s Ti,\ o wmiddde scheo? ju ?wsam
U)Q_MM eon o L o adodx
Commumity i~ AR, W aXk—dod a

W\e.e)\vj a X e cemmwl—x.{ certve (1 AA1]
Awoe inlowed Kok dane ney be a b6
Scheesol M«Q&m{(b@ oro . | ks Oroe_

is zZowad Lo a Pod not a shoel .

No scbosfs wugro M Lo e
Subhdidision. Too Mawe, A loop are
\,\u.ma probe s P rrmagds A wn&&e- ofp Lo

=\ QQQQ:&\M%Q@OMMS lecae Lae v othey sile
L\M viddle scheel.

Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer

Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail

to: vkozlowski@rderd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6th, This comment sheet is collected
for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.
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FROM : ACCURATE BUSINESS SYSTEMS LTD PHONE NO. : 1 483 341 5215 Jun. 28 2001 ©8:46AM P1

June 26%, 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School

Your Name: {@\5& KO%S |
Mailing Address: Yl RORINSOND CRES postal code THP RN

e ——

Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:

CC,LhL)\ » )
Please provide us with your writtezmments this evening or return to Red Deer

Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 ~ 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
to: vkozlowski@rdcrd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6. This comment sheet is collected
for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.
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COMMENT SHEET

Audrey Mulvooney S.F.O.

2 Rowell Close, Red Deer  T4P3P4

In 1994 Patrick and myself bought our home in this
adudt community living close so-we could look
forward to- our retivement in the future. We also- were
one of the many new home buyery assured that theve
“couldd” be an elementary school buidt adjacent to-owr
lot, but not very likely. We decided thisy wouwld be fine
with ug; so-we paid our money and had owr home
buidt for our futuwre. Ay othery inthis area we sbent
ouwr savings to-buy our dream home. We asked many
people what sige of school wouwld there be buwilt (if ever
materialiges) and was told not move than 300 grade
K tor 6 studenty, one story and we will have access to-
the facilities. It was o good deal. I prefer that park
stay as it is with all the soccer flelds, playground
equipment, skating facilities and a place for all
residenty to- use;, but if a school needs to-be built I do
not want a grade 6to9 . No matter what people say,
we all were young once ourselves and most of uy had a
Uittle bit of “hell” inv usy and went against the rules. No-
one can tell me that the studenty will NOT use owr very
fragile Senior Citigen treed park for their goingsov. I
love all children but I comnot see all the older
studenty respecting owr park..

I way looking forwawrd to-help out inthe school, if one
iy to- be buidt, but only with the K to-5 dasses. AW my
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children have been schooled in the separate school
systemv and I now have my grandchildren going to-the
different Catholic schools. I will continue to-leave my
tares to-the sepavate school, but if & 6-9 is budt with 2 -
story structure to- block my view of our beautiful
landscapes; I will withdraw.

My last comment isy this, I amv now ovw my oww because
my husband died thisx year and all I have left to- me is
my home and the value of these aduwlt complexes will
go-DOWN because who- is going to-buy my home acrossy
the street fromv a middle school. PLEASE I beg of yowto-
reconsider this for all of us in this area

I pray that the Holy Spirit will guide the school board

concerned.

Peace & Joy of St. Franciy of Assisi

Audrey Mulrooney SFO

TOTAL P.@2



Printed by: Virginia Kozlowski Friday, June 29, 2001 11:55:37 AM

Title

: Rosedale Catholic Middle School Page 1 of 2

Wednesday, June 27, 2001 8:59:15 PM
=’

Message
From: ¢ d.fern@home.com
Subject:  |Rosedale Catholic Middle School j
To: g Virginia Kozlowski

June 27, 2001

| attended the Rosedale Community meeting at Holy Family School June 26,
2001.

Please accept the following as comments regarding the proposal of a
middie school being built in Rosedale.

When we built our home in 1986 in Rosedale, we did so under the basis of
a public elementary school being built in the area. We, at the time did

not have children, but thought it would be great to have an elementary
school in our neighborhood so that our future children could attend. A

few years later, a sign was erected on the park site indicating no

school was designated for this area. We have lived under the assumption
for many years that there would be no school built in this area. We were
completely unaware that the site had been changed from being an
elementary school site to a middle school site.

We are completely opposed to a middle school being built in this area.
We would have not chosen to build our home in Rosedale if this had been
indicated at that time. | feel that the change from a elementary school

to a middle school was not well advertised and that people in the
Rosedale community should have been made aware of this proposal of
change.

At the meeting June 26, 2001 many people present were also unaware that
changes had occurred to allow a middle school to be built in the
Rosedale park.

| would request that the Catholic School board and City Council rethink
building a middle school in Rosedale. A school should be built into a
community right from the onset and not placed within an existing mature
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community. Changing the rules after the game has been played is

completely unfair and do it in such a way that the players were unaware
of the changed rules is cheating.

It was indicated at the meeting that changing the site from an

elementary site to a middle school site had occurred through a correct
process. If it was so correct than why are the members of the Rosedale
community so surprised that the planning has gotten as far as it has
without their knowing of it. The first | heard of this was when it was
announced that the Catholic School board had received funding to build a
new middle school and the proposed site was Rosedale (spring 2001).

| went to the meeting to address the issue of a middle school being
built in the area and to vote down this proposal. Not to vote on which
architectural school plan | liked best.

I would propose that the middle school be built in an area that is not
yet developed and that people purchasing lots do so with the knowledge
of a middle school being built within that community.

I'm opposed to the building of a middle school in Rosedale and opposed
to a school that would hold a capacity of 650 students.

I would be in favor of an elementary school with up to 300 students as
the land was originally designated for.

Denise Fern
30 Roche St.
Red Deer, AB
T4P 3K8
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Thursday, June 28, 2001 11:40:54 AM
= Message

From: ¢ jleedahi@telusplanet.net

Su

To:

bject: rRosedale Middle School

§ Virginia Kozlowski 1

1 would like to express my disappointment regarding the proposed middle school
in the Rosedale area.

The major reason is primarily due to the traffic increase that will occur. All

other middle schools in Red Deer are situated on major arteries that can accomodate
the traffic flows. However, because there is no major arteries the traffic will

greatly increase on the residential streets. Alot of the residences on the west

side of the park have no garages which in turn means they park on the street.

With this school being proposed as a regional school that in turn means more

traffic than a community school due to increased busing required. Therefore

with increased traffic on already crowded streets makes for a major safety concern.

Although kids will be kids, everyone agrees that children are not of the same
attitude as children 10 years ago. | know not all children/teens are vandals
but they are certainly more "brazen". So for a school that is proposed in a
community with a very low crime rate and with adult living to the east of the
school it is a major concern.

My last concern is the lack of conscientiousness towards the residents directly
around the park and in the immediate area. Most residents built where they did
due to the large green space and aesthetics the park provided. With the city
always mandating it would always be a park and never would a school reside there
it seemed like an excellent location for construction. However, with the construction
of a school, all the homes will signicantly drop in value(Most of which are

$200,000 - $280,000). Although the school board says it will pleasing to the

eye from the front there is no mention of the eye sore it would create from

the back.

With other areas available in Red Deer that have better locations(undeveloped
residential areas, better traffic routes...)}| hope that are concerns are read
and validated.

Sincerely,

Jeff Leedahl
343-2298
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June 26, 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School

Your Name: __ \a»vj‘ @‘;}\\‘\
Mailing Address: L\ R ouers %—L- Postal Code — T € DV

Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:

AP Y. &O\')Q-wf 4o ¥\a Rocedode YA d\e Selon) Sor Ma Lol oot N

\B._i\ﬂl. %t\)tc_‘ AN
{_\""’“’\,\W\(\ 5:.2&,_\-;,al T.\lr T ¥ T S e U N S T . W e ?\m&al&

% 'C}\‘\\\cé N ‘\:Q‘LQ‘N’ \N_K &% (P Ay e ‘Q*D'( Aov-e. ,3% &I! \S #MS ]

Qs b sae QmT'AJ ok s N Doro shanndor Nee Qo oz Q-a,._.,\_v‘\;lj wos vk

(‘0\1 Q~ 2N g‘-a—%r‘o?oyé W\\A&\q,- 5Mt@;& adlo A \3@:’6“‘ Y ) X,v&duk

m—-i \a.z&.-«a_ RN D s Q&b or (45 4—4\)\ i ‘ : ‘ﬁa%‘uioli’_ )
‘9‘3 T e, o PO G N o P s _rgined ardo Qoo Crasy, "\L\ow‘L"""f Ry Cov #gD
'S\-& . Moo AQ&:&_v' LAY Nez m vta S .&k\ P Y IJ no } fise o~ (5 Lore

Dha f\)‘tc% }.4’ M \QC«}"IG‘L— Broamase .,&-\‘L.q ool -d .ﬁ'(#.% arJ4— o ..)\C,()&-\ hee o ka” \“'30

‘TL(R'\ﬁr)\Q.v-Q ¢ onvd A bar alibble 2% bir N T oAk (‘yemu..mnu;s e \Lw-j:', .

O = new alrasd Mok soe 3d M cfildie o e o5 d e o Lomol mmuﬁakhf w~ o
Dawsd s "\o G e—o¥e. LT P = Yo Lord - ¢ Doy neteo— & "—5'6*‘*—""1 “ws ek

Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer

Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail

1o: vkozlowski@rdord.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6%. This comment sheet is collected

for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle Schoo).
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Comment Sheet

June 26, 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School

~
Your Name: SirnesZ Seysan

Mailing Address: vo [Cowell  Llose Postal Code 722. 3 P«

Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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lease provide us with your written commen(s this evening or return to Red Deer
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
to: vkozlowski@rdcrd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6th. This comment sheet is collected

for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.
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Comment Sheet

June 26", 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School

Your Name: Z}/(M) jg/ww
Mailing Address: 7/4) /? awaé// @&L@U Postal Code 7 4/ 2P o

Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail

to: vkozlowski@rdcrd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6th. This comment sheet is collected
for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.
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Comment Sheet

June 26, 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School

Your Name: 273 2z 9‘ éﬁue NE S (25 o

Mailing Address: oS Postal Code 7 9/ Z4£ 3

Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:

We oppose the construction of a Middle School in the Rosedale Community Park. We
have raised our children to be Honest, Fair and respect the property of others. ] feel the
Catholic School Board is not practicing what they teach. The Seniors and Retired people
affected by this proposal where told by the City that there would be no school built on
that site. I have raised 4 boys and [ know what teenagers do. Schools these days have no
control, what students do off of school property. As for your comments of Property
values going up as stated in the Red Deer Advocate, I disagree, I bave talked with high
profile Realtors and they tell me the opposite. I have lived in communities large and
small in the three western provinces and never has there been a school built in a sub
division that is 15 to 20 years old. Schools should be built in new sub divisions, where
people have a choice to build around them or not.

It is my understanding that this school was proposed to be built in Deer Park and was
tumed down by the residence of that sub division. My question then so why Rosedale?

I am a Separate School Tax supporter and if this school is built, I am one that will be
changing my tax support and I am sure, I won’t be the only one.

Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
to: vkozlowski@rdcrd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6. This comment sheet is collected
for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.
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Comment Sheet

June 26t 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School

Your Name: /7?3/1?@ 5}7’.&2 7o, w/
Mailing Address: .2%- é el g g Postal Code 7372 .35 3

Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
to: vkozlowskx@rdcrd ab ca pI‘lOI‘ tO 3 00 pm July 6“‘ i
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Comment Sheet

June 26%, 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School

Your Name: C'o( ’ een Grcs hc:\nn..

Mailing Address: L Roweil Clase Postal Code M"F

Your comments and suggéstions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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Please provide us with your written comnments this evening or return to Red Deer
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
to: vkozlowski@rdcrd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6%, This commment sheet is collected
for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.
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Comment Sheet

June 26™, 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School

| N
Your Name: ﬁ’] ok 1S f,’: EWWEL LING
Mailing Address: Ylze-3s ST Postal Code _7" ¢/ VO 5

Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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Please provide/us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer

Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail

to: vkozlowski@rderd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6th. This comment sheet is collected

for use in the providing input into thsiage: of Rosedale Middle School j
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Printed by: Virginia Kozlowski Thursday, July 05, 2001 11:49:18 AM
Title: Rosedale Middle School Page 1 of 1

Thursday, July 05, 2001 9:22:29 AM

Message

From: g dakkjohn@home.com

Subject: |Rosedale Middle School |

To: § Virginia Kozlowski

Attachments: body.htm 2K

In 1985 this area was zoned to be a elementary school, so we bought our lot and built.
Sixteen years later this area is to have a middle school built. | feel that this school is
inappropriate for this area. My reasoning being many. The main one being that this will
not enhance the community of Rosedale at all as more than 60% or as high as 80% of the
students will not be from this area. If you were to build an elementary school as was
originally planned more children from the area would attend or move to this area for the
school.

If a school must be built, as was said at the meeting, please make it an elementary school.
As this will make it a school for the community.

Thank you

Karen Johnston

13 Rutledge Cresc
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Comment Sheet

June 26%, 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School

- o ‘,j;: ) = P
Mailing Address: 7~ f) ol e d =T Postal Code <~ 7=~ =7 7

Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
to: vkozlowski@rdcrd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6th. This comment sheet is collected
for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.
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Comment Sheet

June 26%, 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School
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Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer

Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
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Comment Sheet

June 26t 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School
Your Name: _ - tf/h Vu/, L«’Jﬁ)}%? n
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Your comments :;Z’d suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
to: vkozlowski@rdcrd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6th. This comment sheet is collected
for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.




Comment Sheet

June 26%, 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School

Your Name: Da\@ \J_As\’fyﬁﬂ
Mailing Address: ‘& Rocke SY Postal Code T4 P 3|}

Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
to: vkozlowski@rdcrd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6. This comment sheet is collected
for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.




Comment Sheet

June 26, 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School

. <~ )
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Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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Please provide us with your written comments this evenmg or return to Red Deer
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
to: vkozlowski@rderd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6th. This comment sheet is collected
for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.
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Comment Sheet

June 26", 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School
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Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
to: vkozlowski@rdcrd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6th. This comment sheet is collected
for use in the providing input into the design of Roseda]e Middle School.
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Comment Sheet

June 26%, 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School
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Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
to: vkozlowski@rderd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6th. This comment sheet is collected
for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.




Comment Sheet

June 26t 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School
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Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
to: vkozlowski@rderd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6th. This comment sheet is collected
for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.
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June 26™, 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School
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Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
to: vkozlowski@rderd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6th. This comment sheet is collected
for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Micl@lgs\c}gol.




Comment Sheet

June 26, 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School
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Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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Please provide us with your written comments this e/emng or return to Reg Deer
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
to: vkozlowski@rdcrd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6th. This comment sheet is collected

for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.




Comment Sheet

June 26", 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School
Your Name: Om 46, D Prs\) K %CA/\
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Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer

Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail C/Z,(ZUQ:;
to: vkozlowski@rderd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6th. This comment sheet is collected !
for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.
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Comment Sheet

June 26t 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School
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Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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Comment Sheet

June 26t 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School

Your Name: @ 5// MA //)Zﬂc//.fcfd
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Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School.
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Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
to: vkozlowski@rderd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6th. This comment sheet is collected
for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.
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Comment Sheet

June 26, 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School
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Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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P{Zﬁe provide u with your wrltten comments this evening or return to Red Deer
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail

to: vkozlowski@rderd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6th. This comment sheet is collected
for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.




Printed by: Virginia Kozlowski Wednesday, June 27, 2001 8:38:35 AM

Title:

Comments from June26th, 2001 meeting regarding the Rosedale Middle School Page 1 of 2

=5 Tuesday, June 26, 2001 10:47:11 PM
~ Message

From: § h.j.strong@home.com

Su

bject: |Comments from June26th, 2001 meeting regarding the Rosedale Middle School]

To: § Virginia Kozlowski
. jeffreyd@city.red-deer.ab.ca
Attachments: body.htm 4K

Jeff and Heather Strong
15 Roberts Crescent, Red Deer AB
TAP 3K7

re: Rosedale Middle School

We are writing to express our desire that NO SCHOOL BE BUILT ON THE ROSEDALE
SITE.We feel that placing a school in an already developed area is not very public minded
and that it would be a far better decision to put it in an area where people can decide for
themselves to build or buy around the school rather than forcing the school on an already
developed neighborhood. A School surrounded by people who want it will have far more
support than a school that is forced upon people.

When we first moved into the area we were aware that a Public Elementary School might
be built on this site. At this time, there was no development east of the present park. We
were OK with this because we felt that perhaps our son might be attending this school
when it was built.

At a later date, the sign that had been previously posted announcing the site for a Public
Elementary School was removed and it was suggested that no school would be built on the
site at all.

After seeing the amount the park is used by all the people of all ages in the community
and by the recreation department of the city, we felt just having the park would be
excellent. Obviously, so did the people building the larger homes around the park and the
people moving into the adult housing.

We are aware of the need for schools and we support the building of schools Public or
Separate. However, we also believe that the building of a school needs to planned and
take into consideration the residents that will live in the same area.

It appears, from the accounts we heard at the meeting, that little to no consideration was
given to the residents of Rosedale regarding the preliminary planning stages of this school
and we do not feel it will ever get the community support a school needs to be a viable part
of a community. By allowing the park to remain as it is you would be allowing the residents
to retain what they feel is an integral part of their community while at the same time
providing a safe plage for children and recreational groups of all kinds.



Printed by: Virginia Kozlowski Wednesday, June 27, 2001 8:38:35 AM
Title: Comments from June26th, 2001 meeting regarding the Rosedale Middle School Page 2 of 2

Please, consider not building a school in this location.

Respectfully,
Jeff and Heather Strong.
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Comment Sheet

June 26%, 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School

Your Name: 6@5&" By /2%
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Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 ~ 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
to: vkozlowski@rdcrd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6th, This comment sheet is collected
for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.
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Comment Sheet

June 261, 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School

Your Name: CD KLES D 4 HIPPELT
Mailing Address: A\ FoLAN N STRGET Postal CodeTHP_3KG

Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:

I do not want a school in the Rosedale Park.

We built our home in Rosedale on Roland Street by the park in 1986 because there was
not a school designated for the area. If we would have known back then that there was
going to be a school on the site, we would not have built our home there.

Our street, Roland Street is a very busy street and cannot accommodate any further traffic.

Schools should be built in areas similar to the Lancaster Site, where 1f persons wanting to
live and build homes near schools can do so. It should not be forced onto an existing
community..

The procedures should be revised for building schools. When a subdivision is being set
up, persons should be made aware of the possibility of schools in the area, and that should
not be changed.

This is very unfair to the citizens of the community of Rosedale. What we must remember
is that this country is a democracy and this school should not be forced onto a community
just because a school board/city councillors/city developers want it to happen.

Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
to: vkozlowski@rderd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6%. This comment sheet is collected
for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.
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Printed by: Virginia Kozlowski Wednesday, June 27, 2001 1:23:21 PM

Title:

Proposed Rosedale School Page 1 of 1

_ Wednesday, June 27, 2001 1:14:05 PM
= =

Message

From: g ddkay2@home.com

Subject: [Proposed Rosedale School |

To:

§ Virginia Kozlowski

1.1 think the whole Rosedale school has been handled very badly by the
city.People have a right to be very upset.

2. If a school must be built in Rosedale then it should only be an
elementary school.

| attended the meeting and would like my Opinion noted.

Dennis Kay
66Ramsey Ave
T4P3K3
ddkay2@home.com
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Comment Sheet

June 26, 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School
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Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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Please provide us with your written cornments this evening or return to Red Deer
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail

to: vkozlowski@rderd.sb.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6%. This comment sheet is collected
for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.
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“June 26, 2001 at Holy Family School
Rosedale Middle School
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Your comments and snggestion‘s rega rdmg the Rosedale Middle School
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Please proidé fk“; i your ‘ ot ents mwenlngorrem#oRﬁDeer ’ 7

Catholic Regional Division No. 39 2 5210 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
to: vkozlowski@rderd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6. This comment sheet is collected

for use in the provnding input into the design of Roseda]e Ml%e Sch% ; M
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Comment Sheet
June 26, 2001 at Holy Family School
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Your comments and :ngdesﬁm regdvding the Rﬂsedale Middle School:

, PhuemwideusudthywrwnmnmmenntbmwemngormmtonedDeer
C-thohckepomlm\nsionﬂo 39 at §210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
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for use in the provxdmg input into theddss;n of Rosedale Middle School.



‘Comment Sheet

June 26t 2001 at Holy‘Family School
Rosedale Middle School

Your Name: 7/ j(ﬂ /_77- —

Mailing Address: 7/

Postal Code_Z42 775

Your comments and suggestions regatdmg the Rosédale Middle School:
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Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red &gr : ~ :
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail

to: vkozlowski@rdcrd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6'. This comment sheet is collected

for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.




Comment Sheet

June 26, 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle Schodl

YourNarfie: Q2. / \ ‘ _
Mailing Address: 53 éZg 2l & ZZSE , Postal Code _ =%/~ =

Your éomments and sugg‘estioh‘s’ regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
to: vkozlowski@rdcrd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6th. This comment sheet is collected
for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.



N Aor + Aelicwe %M%ﬁ/yww
FHhow witd be bob of Gaitorys | orgpes 2o
iheZtee f adas inCrilinal o nof - adz

@____M ‘%/rwé 2 a/ruo'a;v /éa«véax 7W |




Comment Sheet
June 26, 2001 at Holy Family School
Rosedale Middle School
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Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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”ﬁlease provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer
‘ Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail

to: vkozlowski@rdcrd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6th. This comment sheet is collected
for use in the providing input into the deslgn of Rosedale Mldd]e School. M o{
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Comment Sheet

June 26, 2001 at Holy Family School
Rosedale Middle School

Your Name: e

Mailing Address: 5\" /

-Postal Code 7H 3 é) %

Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:

Please provide us with your written " mments this evening or return to Red Deer
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
to: vkozlowski@rdcrd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6tb. This comment sheet is collected
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Please provide us with your wmtten oomments this evening or return to Red Deer
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
Vkozlowski@rde:

10: derd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6th. This comment sheet is collected

for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School, .
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Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
to: vkozlowski@rderd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6t. This comment sheet is collected
for use in the providing input into the deslgn of Rosedale Middle School. "y
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Rosedale Middle School

Your Name: /‘L-?//éﬂ éaw{'/ . .
Mailing Address: 76 Ajowe /4 C/asr-e. Postal Code -7 g;/é' 3£ ¥

vl o e

Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer
“Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 3476410 or E-mail

to: vkozlowski@rderd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6th. This comment sheet is collected

for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.
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Comment Sheet

June 26%, 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School
YourName: ____|ED OLsg_A) | _
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Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 52::9 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E~-mail
to: vkozlpwski@ndcrd.ab.ca Prior to 3:00 pm, July 6. This comment sheet is collected
for use in the proViding input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.
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Comment Sheet
~June 26%, 2001 at Holy Family School
Rosedale Middle School

YourName: _Donng  AVEY <+ Bog Davey
Mailing Address: %LE_Q_]MLL C L+ - Postal Code T 4 g _3;9(/

Yonr comments and sugestxons regardmg the Rosedale Middle School
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Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer
Cathohc Regmnal Division No. 39 at 5210 - 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail

Jows d.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6'%. This comment sheet is collected
for use in the pro\ndmg input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.




Comment Sheet

June 26, 2001 at Holy Family School
Rosedale Middle School

Your Name: %m A weeprs
.Mailing Address: ﬁﬁ FNose . - {!cggg Ecd llgetPostal Code 74P 3K3

Your comments and suggestlons regardlng the Rosedale Middle School:

Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
to: vkozlowski .ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6'b. This comment sheet is collected
for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.
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347 6429

re. PROPOSED ROSEDALE MIDDLE SCHOOL

from: BRUCE & DIANE GULLEY.
23 RITSON CLOSE TA4P 3S8

- FROM THE START, LET US SAY THAT WE ARE TOTALLY OPPOSED TO THE
CONSTRUCTKHQOF!QH(ﬂCHOOLC»”ﬂﬂSROSBDALESﬂﬂiPKITTHATVWE
ARE PERSONALLY OPPOSED TO THE BUILDING OF SCHOOLS FOR
CHILDREN, OR FEEL THAT THEY SH BE ALIENATED AND SENT TO
SOWﬂ?DARKIXHﬂﬂHRCﬂ“ﬂHE(ETY'BUTIWM!THEITﬁl&“NRﬂ3REASONS‘

WE PURCHASED OUR HOME IN SEPTEMBER OF 1999 BUT PRIOR "ro THE
PURCHASE WENT TO CITY HALL TO SPECIFICALLY ASK WHAT WAS THE
PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT FOR THE AREA IN QUESTION. WE WERE TOLD
BY THE DEPARTMENT OF LAND DEVELOPMENT THAT THE SITE WAS
ORIGINALLY ZONED AS A PUBLIC ELEMENTARY SCHOOL SITE BUT THAT
IT HAD BEEN RETURNED TO THE CITY AND WAS REVERTED BACK TO
PARKLAND AND THEREFORE WAS NOT SLATED FOR DEVELOPMENT.
FURTHERMORE, GIVEN THE DIRECTION THE CITY WAS GROWING THE
MOST LOGICAL SITE FOR A SCHOOL WOULD BE LANCASTER PARK. WITH
THIS INFORMATION PROVIDED BY THE CITY WE PROCEEDED WITH THE
PURCHASE OF OUR HOME. WE FELT OUR DECISION HAD BEEN
REAFFIRMED WHEN THE VERY NEXT YEAR, THE CITY PROCEEDED TO
IMPROVE THE GRADE AND LEVEL OF THE SITE, SEEDED THE ENTIRE AREA,
AND INSTALLED SPORTS GOAL POSTS. NOW HERE WE ARE NOT EVEN ONE
YEAR LATER WITH A PROPOSAL FOR A TWO STORY, 600+ STUDENT,
MIDDLE SCHOOL AT THE LOCATION THE CITY JUST SPENT TAXPAYERS
DOLLARS IMPROVING. PERHAPS THE CITY SHOULD HAVE TAKEN JUST A
SMALL PORTION OF THOSE DOLLARS TO ERECT AND MAINTAIN A SIGN
INDICATING IT AS A SCHOOL SITE INSTEAD OF BLATANTLY MISLEADING
THE RESIDENTS OF ROSEDALE. 1 CAN ASSURE YOU THAT HAD WE BEEN
GIVEN TRUTHFUL AND FACTUAL INFORMATION AS TO THE PROPOSED
DEVELOPMENT OF THIS AREA, WE CERTAINLY WOULD NOT HAVE
INVESTED THE AMOUNT WE HAVE IN THE LOCATION WERE AT.

WITH RESPECT TO THE VIEW BY MR DORNSTAUDER THAT TRAFFIC NOR
VANDALISM SHOULD BE A C , WE HAVE TWO CHILDREN WHOM
HAVE BEEN CHAUFFEURED TO AND FROM ELEMENTARY, MIDDLE AND
HIGH SCHOOL FOR THE PAST THIRTEEN YEARS, WE KNOW FULL WELL THE
TRAFFIC THAT IS GENERATED BEFORE AND AFTER SCHOOL. WE HAVE
ALSO WITNESSED THE BEHAVIOR OF CHILDREN WHEN THEY FEEL THEY
ARE OUT OF VIEW OF PARENTS AND-SCHOOL. THE PROXIMITY OF THIS
PROPOSED SCHOOL SITE WITH THE NATURAL TREE RESERVE WOULD BE A
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PLAZA DENTURE CLINIC 403 347 6429

DISASTER WAITING TO HAPPEN. GIVEN THE AGE GROUP, AND NUMBERS

- 'YOU PROPOSE ON SCHOOLING AT THIS SITE, A FAINT GLIMMER OF THE
POSSIBILITIES 1S WHAT HAS TAKEN PLACE JUST THE PAST WEEK AT
HUNTING HILLS HIGH SCHOOL. THIS RESERVE WOULD MOST CERTAINLY

BECOME A DUMPING GROUND FOR AND A SECLUDED HAVEN FOR
YOUNG TEENAGERS TO PURSUE WHATEVER ACTIVITIES THEY MAY WISH.

IT'S FINE FOR MR. DORNSTAUDER TO SAY THAT THERE IS DIRECT

SUPERVISION OF STUDENTS DURING LUNCHTIMB, BUT IT IS CERTAINLY

NAEVE TO THINK IT WILL BE THERE BEFORE OR AFTER SCHOOL.

-2
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Comment Sheet

June 26%, 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School
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Your Name:

Your comments and suggestions reghrdmg the Rosedale Middle School:
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Please prowde us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer

: Cathohc Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
o: vkoglowski@rderdab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6', This comment sheet is collected

for use in the providing input into tbe deehgn of Rosedale Middle School,




Comment Sheet

June 26, 2001 at Holy Family School

Rosedale Middle School

Your Name: __ &gsdu:,?‘ ‘ Lj ot £ FS

Mai]ingAddress:?f'“?' ase ' Ned De
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Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
to: vkozlowski@rdcrd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6. This comment sheet is collected
for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School.




Printed by: Virginia Kozlowski Friday, June 29, 2001 11:49:25 AM
Title: Rosedale Middie School Comment Sheet Page 1 of 2
Thursday, June 28, 2001 11:53:13 AM
Message
From: § GPolonich@dthr.ab.ca ,
Subject:  {Rosedale Middle School Comment Sheet |
To: § Virginia Kozlowski
Attachments: B body.htm a | 3K

The Rosedale area was started 16 years ago, at that time an elementary

school was slated for that area, then later.on an Official City of Red-Deer

sign was actually posted stating "No school is slated for this area”. Over

the 16 years residents have come and gone in the belief that there would

absolutely be no school there, especially when the sign was posted. If the

school had been built a couple of years (NOT 16 years) after Rosedale was
established, then the current residents who have recently purchased their

homes would possibly not be so upset because THEY WOULD HAVE KNOWN THEY
WERE

BUYING CLOSE TO A SCHOOL.

It seems frusirating not to have these quesitions answered:

Would it not be less traumatic to established communities if schools were
built in newer areas and the houses built around them? Was this not done
around the Hunting Hills and Notre Dame schools? Were not the two high
schools already being built before some the houses were even started in that
area?

Comments:

The public knew they were buying lots and building houses close to two high
schools because the schools went up first and many houses have followed.
People who would like to live close to a school could have the option of
buying their lot and building their house next to a school if they so
please.

- Some of these thoughts you may not égreé with, but for the Rosedale

Community and for your future sites throughout Red Deer | hope you will
think about some of the i issues.

Everyone supports schooling and. educabon for their children but no one who
is being honest with themselves wants 550 children in their back yard or

their front yard in the middle of a RESIDENTIAL AREA. It should be on a main
thoroughfare not off a couple of wider sidestreets.




Printed by: Virginia Kozlowski Friday, June 29, 2001 11:49:25 AM
Title: Rosedale Middle School Comment Sheet : Page 2 of 2

If a school must be built in the Rosedale area then we would support an
elementary school but we absolutely DO NOT SUPPORT a school for grades 6-9.

Dale and Gail Polonich
98 Rutledge Crescent T4P 3K2
403)347-1693
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June 26%, 2001 at Holy Family School
Rosedale Middle School
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Your comments and suggestions regarding the Rosedale Middle School:
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Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
to: vkozlowski@rderd ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6%. This comment sheet is collected
for use in the providing mput into the design of Rosedale Middle School.




Comment Sheet

~ June 26%, 2001 at Holy Family School
Rosedale Middle School

Your Name: ﬂLEX ¥ /SOLDE 2v8e f

Mailing Address: 25 BOSE CREsc, Postal Code 77/°- 3 A 3~
BEDP DEER .77
Your comments and suggestions rega ding the Rosedale Mlddle School

. We realize that the Rosedale site was con51dered as a p0531b1e
it

possibly was a feasible site. It is now a beautiful park area

Secondly, we never‘werefln ormrd that students would be
transported from all over the city, and. that this would be a
Middle School.
How can our authorities even consider putting such a school
—“rthemdst—of—aTestdenttat—areawitch—witi—create—trarfic
problems galore. You will be transporting students from various
; ; ‘ I .t £ 1 £ 10 3 -

300 to 400 students will also be transported from Rosedale to

Sther schgg;§ and rec§e3t13321 centres, — ,
Our park is situated in the middle of a well populated

residentual area, our streets have not been de51gned for this
Iyvpe oF traffic. ”

We might as well say that we would lose out park area as the

~students—wou1ﬂ—use—the~enttre—area—at*nuon—&*recess~—Where*does

that leave the park. for the engoyment of local pre-school

—— —_—— _W_—-—_._’;.__- a s =

Vandallsm would rise, including thefts, garbage lltterlng along

with noise and pollution ‘ , N

We resent the high handed attitude of the School Board and

The City Council in trying to ram this development through.

Please provide us with your written comments this evening or return to Red Deer
Catholic Regional Division No. 39 at 5210 — 61 Street, fax to: 347-6410 or E-mail
to: vkozlowski@rderd.ab.ca prior to 3:00 pm, July 6%. This comment sheet is collected
for use in the providing input into the design of Rosedale Middle School. _
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To Catholic Regional Division No. 39 FA.XI 347-6410
From: Cindy and Brian Risling

6 Ramsey Avenue
Red Deer, AB T4P 3K6

Comments re Rosedale Middle School

‘We have lived at the above address since 1986. We chose to purchase our lot and build
our home knowing therc would be a park and a “potential™ school across the street (K —
6). Shortly afterward there were signs erected all around to tell us there would be NO
SCHOOL. As time passed and our kids went to school we came to know what living
beside a school would mcan in terms of traffic, noisc and loss of park space — we were
relieved to know there would be no school. We took the signs.at their word. It frankly
never occurred to us that the signs had been erected to prevent the city from getting too
much pressure from area residents to-butld a'school (as Mr: Méyette said). This
admission nnphes a deliberate attempt to mislead and is abominable. From our
perspective, our issuc on this is with the city and not with the school board. We stand on
our assertion that there should be NO SCHOOL not just no middle school. We werc
duped, as werc other residents (some even more than us).

Our issue with the Catholic School Board is that the residents were never approached
directly about your intent to build any school. As you said at the meeting you did noting
wrong and didn’t try to slide anything past anyone. Fine, we will take you at your word
on this. It is, however, mind boggling that would continue to stand on this knowing
how much opposition you have. \

Specifically, we were let down by your approach to the meeting. You and the city would
have faired better with some display of contrition, an apology and a commitment to slow
the process down to give cveryonc a chance to state their case, do some rescarch (i.c.
what really will happen to property values, a of homcowner who presently reside
within a 2 block radius of schools to show the;: feelings about living near the school
including information on the family income, socio-economic status, ages of children,
value of home, etc) My point is not even that a survey like this should be conducted but

_ rather that you should or could have done any number of things like this to prepare for
the mecting. The fact that you didn’t was insulting and people became very rude (I
was not one of them). The end result of the meeting would have not been much different
because people don’t want a school but you would have ‘come off” a lot better than you
did and people would have been calmer.

Our feeling on whal you should have done aside, we still want NO SCHOOL. Itis
inappropriate to put a school on a collector road. You should know this. Even if the city
has said they are now putting schools on collet:tors, you should use your considerable ‘
power and resources to Jobby against this i.c. request the city produoe studies from other
muaicipalities showing data on collectors vs. anenals
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It is shortsighted and ludicrous to suggest that wc can increase the population on the area
by 500 - 600 people 5 days per Week with no delcterious affects. This area IS NOT the:
place for your school. Follow the exam#le of Hunting Hills and Notre Dame - that is,
build the school then build the subdivision. This, and only this, option will afford
everyone he opportunity to make fully informed decisions that benefit all.

2 4

TOTAL P.B2



June 15, 2001 Submitted To City Council

Her Worship Gail Surkan sy 7o
City of Red Deer Date: { / KJ Z \

Dear Ms. Surkan:

Re: Proposed Catholic Middle School Site in Rosedale Meadows

I wish to make known my support for the proposed school in Rosedale Meadows.

My husband and I purchased our lot in Rosedale in 1998, knowing that this site was
being considered for a new school. We were hoping that this site would be chosen for the
location of a new Catholic school, and are very pleased that funding has been granted.

Opposition for this site on the basis of not knowing about a school designation is
unwarranted as the subdivision plan indicated a possible school site and signage was also
erected. To my knowledge, there was no indication of the type of school that was to be
built. Who could know this information 3 years ago?

Opposition for this school on the basis that senior’s and mature housing is adjacent to the
site 1s similarly bogus. Since when are seniors supposed to be kept separate from
children? Is there some sort of apartheid operating in the City of Red Deer based on age?
Deer Park has senior’s duplexes built right next to Holy Family School, after the school
was operating, despite the desire of many residents, myself included, to keep the area in
question zoned for single family housing. Senior’s fear of vandalism from students in the
school bespeaks a prejudice against young people that is both unfair and unfortunate. A
better solution would be to get seniors into our schools with their wealth of experience

and patience to help young students. Perhaps all parties would get to understand and
respect cach other.

The amount of park in our subdivision is presently less than the amount of park in Deer
Park or Lancaster, according to a Rosedale Community Association newsletter. A school
would take up further park space, a valid concemn to many residents. I believe that since
there is yet undeveloped property in this subdivision, further parks could be developed to
address this concern adequately.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

' s —P—;,Q nrafv}&“ﬁa

Smc’erely, ) ) ,Jpﬁ;\ ° ?wt i E{F 2 :‘i} ‘g‘% “
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July 7, 2001

Mayor and City Council
Office of the City Clerk
P.O. Box 5008

Red Deer, Alberta

T4N 3T4

Dear Mayor Surkan and City Council Members:

Re: Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/V-2001 - Rosedale Meadows Public Service District
Land Use Amendment

On behalf of the 700 plus Rosedale electors who hereby petition City Council to refuse to grant
approval to the zoning change for the eastern portion of the Rosedale Neighbourhood Park from
P1 to PS, | request that our attached petition be placed on the agenda for the Public Hearing
Monday, July 16th, 2001, of the Council Meeting.

Our immediate concern is to block the construction of the Catholic Middle School 6-9 proposed
for the Rosedale Neighbourhood Park by the Red Deer Catholic Regional Division No. 39. Our
long term goal is the preservation of the entire Rosedale Neighbourhood Park for the present and
future recreation needs of all Rosedale residents.

Our reasons for petitioning City Council to refuse to approve the zoning change for the eastern
portion of the park include the following:

1. Residents of Rosedale were not properly notified of a change from elementary school site
to a K-9 school site.

2. A sign was not erected indicating the Rosedale Neighbourhood Park consisted of a K-9
School site by the Red Deer Catholic Regional Division No. 39 as set out in the City
Guidelines.

3. Other more suitable sites for a K-9 Catholic school exist in Red Deer with better access

to arterial roads for the busing of rural students and students from Kentwood,
Normandeau, Pines, Glendale, and Fairview. The proposed Rosedale Middle School will
be placed only 2.8 km away from the only other Catholic middle school serving Red Deer.

4, Concerns that a school housing approximately 600 students would cause an increase in
traffic on already heavily used collector roads to beyond what is recommended for these
roads.

5. The Rosedale Neighbourhood Park is now complete with sports fields and recreation

facilities that are now heavily utilized by children of the community of Rosedale as well as
other communities. With the increase in high density homes in Phase lll, there will be a
greater demand on the use of these recreational facilities. Rosedale presently has 10%
greenspace of which only one park exists with sports fields. This 10% greenspace
includes the berms to the north, south and west of Rosedale.

6. Concern for the adjacent natural habitat park and a large adult community where most
residents are retired seniors.

Page 1



July 7, 2001
Re: Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/V-2001
Rosedale Meadows Public Service District Land Use Amendment

As spokesperson for the Rosedale petitioners, | request that time be made available for myself to
elaborate on our concerns at the July 16, 2001, Council Meeting.

We appreciate Council's concern for our situation, and we wish to give special thanks to those
members of Council who attended the June 26th meeting at Holy Family School.

Respectfully submitted,

Michelle Quigg

50 Ramsey Avenue
Red Deer, Alberta
T4P 3C7

(403) 346-0302

quigg @telusplanet.net

Attach: Petition



Submitted To City Council

THE CITY OF RED DEER

Q & A BACKGROUNDER
July 11, 2001

Rosedale School Site Background Material

1. Why is The City of Red Deer providing this Q & A Backgrounder?
There has been a lot of attention and information surrounding the Rosedale
school site. The City has put together this Q & A Backgrounder to provide
clarification to this issue.

2. Is The City required to designate land for school sites?
Yes, under the Municipalities Act cities must plan for schools. The City of Red
Deer also has a signed agreement with the school boards requiring The City to
provide school sites. Based on the standards of the Community Services Master
Plan school sites are designed into the area park plan that is prepared by the
Recreation, Parks and Culture Department in collaboration with both Red Deer
school boards.

Once The City has designated school locations, it is up to the school board to
decide what type of school to build based on community needs and grade
allocation. Because of their size requirements, high schools are specifically
designated in the Area Structure Plan.

3. Why is Council being asked to rezone land that was originally designated for
a school?
Potential school and park sites are usually zoned Public Service (PS). Most of the
13.32 acre Rosedale site has been zoned PS. Unfortunately, the east 3.46 acres
was inadvertently left as Park (P1) zoning in 1998. Council is being asked to zone
the east 3.46 acres from P1 to PS. This rezoning will allow the site to serve its
intended use as identified in the East Hill Major Area Structure Plan.

4. Can the Catholic School Board still build a school on the site without
Council rezoning the land?
Yes. The majority of the site, approximately 10 acres, is zoned Public Service (PS)
which means that a school can be built there.

In order to build a school, the site would have to be reconfigured or the size of the
school’s second story would have to be increased.

The ball field, multi-use play surface, lights and shelter may have to be
reconfigured or relocated on the site, resulting in additional costs and potential
concerns from adjacent neighbours.

P.O. Box 5008, Red Deer, AB T4N 374
Web Site: www.city.red-deer.ab.ca



THE CITY OF RED DEER

Q & A BACKGROUNDER

5. If a school is built, will Rosedale have the same amount of park space that

other neighbourhoods have?

In a standard neighbourhood, 10% of the total site area is designated for a school
and parks, Rosedale has 10.64% park dedication. Schools are usually located
within these park areas in conjunction with playgrounds, parks and recreational
facilities. Based on the guidelines of the Community Services Master Plan most
neighbourhoods have a 12.5 acre central park that includes one “A” size soccer
field, one “B” size ball diamond, playgrounds, multi-use play surface, open green
space and a location for a community shelter. Rosedale Estates and Rosedale
Meadows has an approved central school and park site plan with these amenities
as well as an additional substandard soccer field that was put in on a temporary
basis. The central school and park site is 13.32 acres. The remainder of the
municipal reserve park space is re-distributed throughout the neighbourhood.

. What is the impact of locating the school in the extreme south east corner of
the Rosedale site?

There is no impact on the playground, community shelter, sliding hill, skating
area and permanent ball/soccer fields. However, the temporary soccer field would
be eliminated.

. Why did The City develop a soccer field if a school was intended for the site?
Often a neighbourhood has a school site identified long before it has the
population to warrant a school. It is The City’s practice to make the best use of
the available land in the short term through the provision of interim community
facilities. For example, the area where the Collicutt Centre is located held
temporary soccer fields at one time. In a similar fashion, a temporary soccer field
was constructed on the future school site in Rosedale. This field was constructed
to: eliminate weeds until the school was built; ensure the school and park site was
attractive (no weeds, mud, etc.); and provide a temporary soccer field for two to
three years because of the loss of two soccer fields while the Collicutt Centre was
being built.

. When was a school site first identified for the Rosedale area?

The central park site in Rosedale has been designated as a school site since 1979.
The site was first identified for a K-9 school in the 1979 East Hill Concept Plan.
The 1985 and 1989 East Hill Concept Plans and the 1993 East Hill Area Structure
Plan all show a public elementary school. The change from a public school to a
Catholic school was made through the 1998 East Hill Major Area Structure Plan
which shows a Catholic K-9 school. This change was publicized in the East Hill
Area Structure Plan and at a public meeting and public hearing where the whole

P.O. Box 5008, Red Deer, AB T4N 3T4
Web Site: www.city.red-deer.ab.ca
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THE CITY OF RED DEER

Q & A BACKGROUNDER

plan was considered. A Catholic K-9 school is also identified for the site in the
2001 Major East Hill Area Structure Plan and the 2000 Rosedale Outline Plan,
both of which went through the public meeting process. At no time was this site
undesignated as a school site.

. How did The City communicate that there would be a school on this site?

Before being adopted, major city plans go through public input processes.

The East Hill Area Structure Plan, including any changes, was advertised and
available for public viewing. Public meetings and a public hearing were also held.

The City also provided the Rosedale Community Association with copies of the
plan. There is correspondence on file between the Recreation, Parks and Culture
Department and the Community Association that speaks to the designation of the
site as a Catholic K-9 school.

The Neighbourhood Plan and the East Hill Area Structure Plan are also available
through the city, the real estate board or the home builders association.

What is the policy with respect to the signing of the site?

The Planning and Subdivision Guidelines say that school jurisdictions will sign
the site as part of the implementation of the Neighbourhood Area Structure
Plan. Prior to 1998, the site was signed with the following wording: “This site is
available for a future Public School. No building is planned at this time. For
further information telephone 342-3700”. In 1998 the site changed from a
public elementary to a Catholic K-9 school. The Catholic School Board
acknowledges that they should have signed the site as a future K-9 Catholic
school.

When will Council make its decision?

There will be a public hearing at City Council’s June 16 meeting at 7:00 p.m..
After the public hearing, Council will consider the issue and make its decision
related to rezoning.

What is the decision that Council be considering?

Council will consider the rezoning of the east 3.42 acres of the site from Park
(P1) to Public Service (PS). The decision as to grade configuration and when or
if a school is built will be made by the Catholic School Board.

P.O. Box 5008, Red Deer, AB T4N 3T4
Web Site: www.city.red-deer.ab.ca



Council Decision — Monday July 16, 2001

DATE: July 17, 2001
TO: Parkland Community Planning Services F ?& E
FROM: City Clerk |
RE: Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/V-2001
ggﬁggfle Meadows Subdivision / City of Red Deer / Future Catholic K-9

Reference Report:
City Clerk, dated June 18, 2001 and Parkland Community Planning Services dated June 6,
2001

Bylaw Readings:
Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/V-2001 was given second and third readings. A copy of the
Bylaw is attached.

Report Back to Council:  No
Comments/Further Action:

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/V-2001 deals with rezoning of Lot 8 MR from P1 Parks and
Recreation District to PS Public School Service (Institutional or Government) District. This site
has been identified as a location for a future Catholic school. The proposed amendment
complies with the Rosedale Meadow Outline Plan and the East Hill Area Structure Plan.

This office will update the consolidated version of the Land Use Bylaw and distribute the
amendmenis-in due course.

Kelly Kloss

City Clerk

/chk
atichs.

c Director of Development Services
Inspections & Licensing Manager
Land and Economic Development Manager
City Assessor
D. Kutinksy, Graphics Designer
C. Kenzie, Administrative Assistant



BYLAW NO. 3156/V-2001

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

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

1 The “Use District Map L9” contained in “Schedule B” of the Land Use Bylaw is
hereby amended in accordance with the Land Use District Map No. 16/2001
attached hereto and forming part of the bylaw.

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this  18th day of June A.D. 2001.
READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 16th day of July A.D. 2001.
READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this  16th  day of July A.D. 2001.

AND SIGNED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY CLERK this 16 day of July  A.D. 2001.




The City of Red Deer

PROPOSED LLAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT
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FILE

Office of the City Clerk
July 17, 2001
Box 5008 Mr. Gordon E. Deck, Chairman
Red Deer, Alberta Red Deer Catholic Regional Division #39
T4N 3T4 Montfort Centre

5210 — 61 Street
Red Deer, AB T4N 6N8

Dear Mr. Deck:
Re: Rosedale School Site / Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/V-2001

At the City of Red Deer's Council Meeting held July 16, 2001, Council considered your
correspondence dated July 10, 2001. Following discussion the resolution as set out
hereunder was introduced and passed.

“Resolved that Council of the City of Red Deer, having considered the
correspondence from the Red Deer Regional Catholic Division #39 dated July
10, 2001 and a report from the Parkland Community Planning Services dated
July 10, 2001, re: Rosedale School Site hereby agrees, subject to passage of
Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/V-2001, as follows:

1. That Administration prepare a Land Use Bylaw Amendment to
redesignate the Lancaster Green school site from A1 (Future
Urban Development) to PS (Public Service) to allow for
development of a school on that site. Administration is also
directed to immediately obtain sufficient reserve land to
accommodate the school.

2. That underground servicing for part of Phase 3 commence to
ensure that water servicing is available for the start of construction
in the Spring of 2002.

3. That the Red Deer Regional Catholic Division #39 be requested to
immediately erect a sign on the Rosedale site to indicate the site
is an elementary school site and on the Lancaster Green site to
indicate that it is a middle school site.

S
S
N
S
kS
B
S
S

4, That Administration initiate discussions with the County in regards
to annexation requirements in general and the section of land
north of 55 Street and east of 30 Avenue, College Park, in
particular.”

.12

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




Red Deer Catholic Regional Division #39
July 17, 2001
Page 2

The City will be following up with the above Clauses 1, 2 and 4. With respect to Clause 3, |
ask that you proceed to sign the Rosedale and Lancaster sites at your earliest convenience.

Also at this meeting, a Public Hearing was then held with respect to Land Use Bylaw
Amendment 3156/V-2001. Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/V-2001 deals with the rezoning
of Lot 8 MR from P1 Parks and Recreation District to PS Public School Service (Institutional or
Government) District. This site has been identified as a location for a future Catholic school.
Following the Public Hearing the Bylaw was given second and third readings, a copy of which
is attached.

Thank you for your support in coming to a solution satisfactory to the Regional Division and to
the residents of the Rosedale subdivision.

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

Sincerel

“KellyKios
City Cler

KK/chk

/attach.

c Director of Community Services
Director of Development Services
Engineering Services Manager
Land & Economic Services Manager
Parkland Community Planning Services



BYLAW NO. 3156/V-2001

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

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

1 The “Use District Map L9” contained in “Schedule B” of the Land Use Bylaw is
hereby amended in accordance with the Land Use District Map No. 16/2001
attached hereto and forming part of the bylaw.

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this  18th day of June A.D. 2001.
READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 16th day of July A.D. 2001.
READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this  16th  day of July A.D. 2001.

AND SIGNED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY CLERK this 16 day of July  A.D. 2001.

MA%O;




The City of Red Deer

PROPOSED LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT
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1
item No. 2 13

DATE: June 19, 2001

TO: City Council

FROM: City Clerk

RE: Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/Y-2001

Part of the SW 4 32-38-27-4
Kentwood Subdivision
The City Of Red Deer

History
At the Monday, June 18, 2001 meeting of Council, Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/Y-2001
was given first reading.

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156Y/2001 provides for the redesignation of 1.62 ha (4.0 ac)
from A1 Future Urban Development to PS Public Service (Institutional or Governmental) District
to accommodate a church or place of worship as a discretionary use. The proposed Land Use
Bylaw amendment complies with the Kentwood West Neighbourhood Area Structure Plan.

Public Consultation Process

A Public Hearing has been advertised for the above noted bylaw to be held on Monday, July 16,
2001 at 7:00 p.m. in the Council Chambers, during Council’s regular meeting. The owners of
the properties and those bordering the site have been notified by letter of the Public Hearing.

Recommendations
That following the Public Hearing, Council may proceed with 2" and 3" readings of the bylaw.

757

K loss
City Clerk

/chk
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DATE: June 11, 2001

TO: Kelly Kloss, City Clerk

FROM: Howard Thompson, Land & Economic Development Manager

RE: PRESIDENT OF THE LETHBRIDGE STAKE, CHURCH OF JESUS

CHRIST OF LATTER-DAY SAINTS
OFFER TO PURCHASE 1.62HA. (4.0 AC) - PART OF SW 32-38-27-W4
KENTWOOD WEST

Background:

This past spring the City advertised a call for proposals for several development sites
identified in the Kentwood West Neighborhood Area Structure Plan, including a church
site at the corner of 77" Street and Kendrew Drive. Land and Economic Development
received an offer from the President of the Lethbridge Stake, Church of Jesus Christ of
Latter-Day Saints to purchase this 1.62 Ha. (4.0 Ac.) * parcel of land. The Church’s
intent is to initiate construction of a 24,460t square foot meeting house, as shown on the

attached plans, as soon as they receive internal budget approval, and servicing is
available.

The offer is for the advertised purchase price of $760,000.00, or the equivalent of
$190,000.00 per acre, as determined by an independent appraisal based on the market
value of the underlying multifamily use for the land. The conditions in the offer
include the approval of the Church’s Appropriation Committee and rezoning of the site
within the next 45 days. Upon receiving these approvals, the offer to purchase form
becomes a binding land sale agreement, which has been reviewed by the City Solicitor
and is acceptable, with a few minor amendments, to the Land and Economic
Development Department. The closing date for payment in full will be on or before
September 15, 2001.

The City’s Capital Budget identifies servicing this site in 2002, however, the Church has
indicated they would like to proceed building either late this fall or early in the spring
2002. As tenders have now been received for the servicing work in the next phase of
residential development in Kentwood West, we now know that there are sufficient
funds remaining in this years Capital Budget to accommodate the servicing of the
church site and road access to a gravel stage. Also, the tender allows for this work to be
done as an add-on to the current contract. The completion of Kendrew Drive from
Kirkland Drive to 77" Street will remain in the 2002 Capital Budget.

/2
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Kelly Kloss
Page 2

City Council’s approval is required for the sale and to rezone the site from Al — Future
Urban Development District to P2 — Public Service (Institutional or Governmental)
District, in which a church is a discretionary use under the category of special
residential. Parkland Community Planning Service has submitted a memo to City
Council to initiate first reading to rezone this site.

Recommendation:

1. City Council approve the sale of 1.62 Ha. (4.0 Ac.) * in the SW 32-38-27-W4 to the
President of the Lethbridge Stake, Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints for
the purchase price of $760,000.00.

2. City Council proceeds with first reading to approve the rezoning of 1.62 Ha. (4.0

Ac.) = in the SW 32-38-27-W4 to PS - Public Service (Institutional or
Governmental) District.

AW g

Howard Thompson, Ec.D.
Land & Economic Development Manager

c. Bryon Jeffers, Director of Development Services

Attach.
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PARKLAND
COMMUN lTY Suite 404, 4808 Ross Street

PI.ANN lNG Red Deer, Alberta T4N 1X5

Phone: (403) 343-3394

SERVICES FAX: (403) 346-1570

e-mail: pcps@pcps.ab.ca

Date: June 11, 2001

To: Kelly Kloss, City Clerk

From: Frank Wong, Planning Assistant

Re: Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/Y-2001

Part of the SW V4 32-38-27-4
Kentwood Subdivision
The City of Red Deer

The City of Red Deer is in the process of finalizing a land sale of a 1.62 ha (4.0 ac) site
to a local church group. The site is being redesignated from A1 Future Urban
Development to PS Public Service (Institutional or Governmental) District to
accommodate a church or place of worship as a discretionary use.

The proposed Land Use Bylaw amendment complies with the Kentwood West
Neighbourhood Area Structure Plan.

Staff Recommendation

Planning staff recommend that City Council proceed with first reading of Land Use
Bylaw Amendment 3156/Y-2001.

Sincerely,

Z.—-ém/n?,
Frank Wong,
Planning Assistant

Attachment
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The City of Red Deer

PROPOSED LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT
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Kentwood West Neighbourhood Area Structure Plan \
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KENTWOOD Public Service District
Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/Y-2001

DESCRIPTION: Rezoning from P1 to PS - church site

FIRST READING:

FIRST PUBLICATION:

SECOND PUBLICATION:

PUBLI HEARING & SECOND READING:

THIRD READING:

LETTERS REQUIRED TO PROPERTY OWNERS:

June 18, 2001
June 29, 2001
July 6, 2001

July 16, 2001

YES@~ NOO

DEPOSIT? YESQ$_____NOQ~ BY: 7y

ACTUAL COST OF ADVERTISING:

1§ 300."% &% 3p0.’ 7 TOTAL: $ boo. 2+
MAP PREPARATION: $ —
TOTAL COST: s oot
LESS DEPOSIT RECEIVED: $

AMOUNT OWING/ (REFUND): $

INVOICE NO.: N Z/*

(Account No. 59.5901)




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

June 25, 2001
Bylaw No. 3156/Y-2001
(Map Attached)

«OwnerName»
«OwnerAdd1»
«OwnerAdd2»
«OwnerAdd3»
«OwnerAdd4»

Dear Sir/Madam:

Re: Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/Y-2001
Part of SW 32-38-27-W4
Kentwood West
President of the Lethbridge Stake, Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints

City Council is considering approval and finalizing the saie of 1.62 ha (4.0 ac) to a local church group.
As a property owner adjacent to the land, you will have an opportunity to ask questions and/or provide
your comments regarding the rezoning of the land.

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/Y-2001 provides for the redesignation of 1.62 ha (4.0 ac) of land
from A1 Future Urban Development to PS Public Service (Institutional or Governmental) District to
accommodate a church or place of worship as a discretionary use. The proposed Land Use Bylaw
Amendment complies with the Kentwood West Neighbourhood Area Structure Plan. A copy of
proposed Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/Y-2001 may be inspected by the public at the office of the
City Clerk, 2" Floor of City Hall between 8:00 a.m. and 4:30 p.m. Monday to Friday.

City Council will hold & Public Hearing, in the Council Chambers, 2™ Floor of City Hall on Monday,
July 16, 2001, at 7:00 p.m., for the purpose of hearing any person claiming to be affected. Letters or
petitions may be submitted to the City Clerk at the Public Hearing, or to the Office of the City Clerk, City
Hall, prior to the Public Hearing. Persons wishing to have their letters or petitions included on the
Council agenda must submit them by 4:30 p.m. on Tuesday, July 3, 2001.

If you have any questions regarding the use of your letter or petition for this Land Use Bylaw
Amendment, please contact me at (4(3) 342-8132.

Yours truly,

Jeff Graves
Deputy City Clerk

JG/chk

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



The City of Red Deer

PROPOSED LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT
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Council Decision — Monday June 18, 2001

DATE: June 19, 2001
TO: Howard Thompson, Land & Economic Development Manager
Frank Wong, Parkland Community Planning Services
FROM: City Clerk
RE: President of the Lethbridge Stake, Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints
Offer to Purchase 1.62 HA. (4.0 AC) — Part of SW 32-38-27-W4
Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/Y-2001 — Kentwood Subdivision
City of Red Deer
Reference Report:

Land & Economic Development Manager dated June 11, 2001 and Parkland Community Planning Services dated
June 11, 2001

Bylaw Readings:
The bylaw was given first reading. A copy is attached.

Resolutions:

“Resolved that Councit of the City of Red Deer, having considered the report
from the Land & Economic Development Manager dated June 11, 2001, re:
President of the Lethbridge Stake, Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints,
Offer to Purchase 1.62ha (4.0 ac) — Part of SW 32-38-27-W4, Kentwood West,
hereby approves the sale of 1.62 ha (4.0 ac) + in the SW 32-38-27-W4 to the
President of the Lethbridge Stake, Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints
for the purchase price of $760,000.00 subject to the passage of Land Use Bylaw
3156/Y-2001."

Report Back to Council:
Yes. A Public Hearing will be held Monday, July 16, 2001 at 7:00 p.m. in the Council Chambers during Council’s
regular meeting.

Comments/Further Action:

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/Y-2001 deals with redesignating 1.62 ha (4.0 ac) from At Future Urban
Development to PS Public Services (Institutional or Governmental) District to accommodate a church or place of
worship as a discretionary use.

This office will now proceed with the advertising for a Public Hearing. The City will be responsible for the advertising
costs in this instance.

Kelly Kloss
City Clerk

/chk
attchs.

C

Director of Development Services
Inspections & Licensing Manager

Land and Economic Development Manager
C. Adams, Administrative Assistant

C. Kenzie, Administrative Assistant




BYLAW NO. 3156/Y-2001

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

Deer.

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

1 The “Use District Map E14” contained in “Schedule B” of the Land Use Bylaw is
hereby amended in accordance with the Land Use District Map No. 19/2001

attached hereto and forming part of the bylaw.

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this  18th  day of
READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of
READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of

AND SIGNED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY CLERK this  day of

June

A.D. 2001.

A.D. 2001.

A.D. 2001.

A.D. 2001.

MAYOR CITY CLERK



The City of Red Deer

PROPOSED LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT
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Red Deer, Alberta
T4N 3T4
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Office of the City Clerk

June 19, 2001

Mr. Lynn Bailey

President of the Lethbridge Stake

Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints
12" Floor East

50 East North Temple Street

Sait Lake City, Utah  84150-6320

Dear Mr. Bailey:

Re: Offer to Purchase 1.62 HA (4.0 AC) — Part of SW 32-38-27-W4
Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/Y-2001 — Kentwood Subdivision

At the City of Red Deer’s Council mesting held Monday, June 18, 2001, the following resolution was
passed:

“Resolved that Council of the City of Red Deer, having considered the report from the
Land & Economic Development Manager dated June 11, 2001, re: President of the
Lethbridge Stake, Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints, Offer to Purchase
1.62ha (4.0 ac) — Part of SW 32-38-27-W4, Kentwood West, hereby approves the sale
of 1.62 ha (4.0 ac) + in the SW 32-38-27-W4 to the President of the Lethbridge Stake,
Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints for the purchase price of $760,000.00,
subject to the passage of Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/Y-2001.”

First reading was given to Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/Y-2001. A copy of the bylaw is
attached for your information.

The Bylaw Amendment deals with redesignating 1.62 ha (4.0 ac) from A1 Future Urban
Development to PS Public Service (Institutional or Governmental) District to accommodate a
church or place of worship as a discretionary use.

This office will now proceed with the advertising for a Public Hearing to be held on Monday, July
16, 2001 at 7:00 p.m., in the Council Chambers of City Hall during Council’s regular meeting.
The City will be responsible for the advertising costs in this instance.

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

Sincerely, —

Kelly Kioss

City Clerk

/attach.

o Land and Economic Development Manager
C. Adams, Administrative Assistant

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



DATE: June 25, 2001

TO: Norma Lovell, Assessment
FROM: C.G. Adams,
City Clerk’s Office

RE: LUB Amendment 3156/V-2001 Rosedale Meadows Lot 8MR, Block 3, Plan 972-3952

LUB Amendment«iii @ Kentwood Subdivision Part of SW 32-38-27-4
LUB Amendment 3156/Z-2001 6315 Horn Street

Please provide Christine Kenzie with the names and addresses of the subject property
owners and all contiguous/adjacent property owners as outlined on the attached map.

It would be helpful if the lists could be received at your earliest convenience in order to process
the letters within the required time period. | have attached the map that appeared on the
Council agenda for your reference.

Thanks Norma.

C.G. Adains
City Clerks’ Office

Attach.



The City of Red Deer

PROPOSED LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT

st

KRAUSECR
3
) bi
NORTH ‘-%
A1 5 \ \ Ri
pr
g
@)
a %1
o —
@)
&
A &L
1 X
R
.00
Rt
RRIIELS
9.9, 0.0
7
77 ST
-7 | Ps
. Change from:
AFFECTED DISTRICTS: AltoPS BXXXXI

A1 - Future Development
PS - Public Service ( Institutional or
Governmental)

MAP No. 19/2001

BYLAW No. 3156/ - 2001




Red Deer, Alberta
T4N 3T4
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Office of the City Clerk L‘E

July 17, 2001

Mr. Lynn Bailey

President of the Lethbridge Stake

Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints
12" Floor East

50 East North Temple Street

Salt Lake City, Utah  84150-6320

Dear Mr. Bailey:

Re: Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/Y-2001
Part of SW 32-38-27-W4
Kentwood West Subdivision

At the City of Red Deer’s Council Meeting held July 16, 2001, a Public Hearing was held with
respect to Land Use Bylaw 3156/Y-2001. Following the Public Hearing, Land Use Bylaw
Amendment 3156/Y-2001 was given second and third readings, a copy of which is attached.

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/Y-2001 provides for the redesignation of 1.62 ha (4.0 ac)
from A1 Future Urban Development to PS Public Service (Institutional or Governmental)
District to accommodate a church or place of worship as a discretionary use. The Land Use
Bylaw Amendment complies with the Kentwood West Neighbourhood Area Structure Plan.

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

Sincerel

'Kelly Closs

City Clerk

/chk
attach.

c Parkland Community Planning Services
Land & Economic Development Manager

N

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



BYLAW NO. 3156/Y-2001

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

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

1 The “Use District Map E14” contained in “Schedule B” of the Land Use Bylaw is
hereby amended in accordance with the Land Use District Map No. 19/2001
attached hereto and forming part of the bylaw.

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this  18th dayof June  A.D.2001.
READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 16th dayof July A.D. 2001.
READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 16th  dayof July A.D. 2001.

AND SIGNED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY CLERK this 16 day of July A.D. 2001.

WML&LAV CiTy C}?RK%




The City of Red Deer
PROPOSED LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT
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Council Decision — Monday July 16, 2001

DATE: July 17, 2001

TO: Parkland Community Planning Services
Land & Economic Development Manager

FROM: City Clerk

RE: Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/Y-2001
Kentwood Subdivision / Lethbridge Stake, Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-
Day Saints

Reference Report:
City Clerk dated June 19, 2001, the Land & Economic Development Manager dated June 22,
2001 and Parkland Community Planning Services dated June 11, 2001

Bylaw Readings:
Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/Y-2001 was given second and third reading. A copy is
attached.

Report Back to Council:  No
Comments/Further Action:

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/Y-2001 provides for the redesignation of 1.62 ha (4.0 ac)
from A1 Future Urban Development to PS Public Service (Institutional or Governmental) District
to accommodate a church or place of worship as a discretionary use. The Land Use Bylaw
Amendment complies with the Kentwood West Neighbourhood Area Structure Plan.

This office will update the consolidated version of the Land Use Bylaw and distribute the
amendments in due course.

K 0ss
City Clerk

/ehk

attchs.

c Director of Development Services
Inspections & Licensing Manager
Land & Economic Development Manager
D. Kutinksy, Graphics Designer
C. Adams, Administrative Assistant
C. Kenzie, Administrative Assistant



BYLAW NO. 3156/Y-2001

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

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

1 The “Use District Map E14” contained in “Schedule B” of the Land Use Bylaw is
hereby amended in accordance with the Land Use District Map No. 19/2001
attached hereto and forming part of the bylaw.

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this  18th  dayof June  A.D.2001.
READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 16th dayof July  A.D.2001.
READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 16th  dayof July A.D. 2001.

AND SIGNED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY CLERK this 16 day of July A.D. 2001.

Mﬂg;

s 2
CITY C}ERP(/
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{tem No. 3

DATE: June 19, 2001

TO: City Council

FROM: City Clerk

RE: Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/2-2001
Approval for Use for Elk’s Lodge #85 — 6315 Horn Street (Unit 1)
Royal Lepage Red Deer Real Estate Ltd.

History

At the Monday, June 18, 2001 meeting of Council, Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/Z-2001
was given first reading.

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 31562/2001 provides for Institutional Service Facility as a
Discretionary Use in the DC (13) Direct Control District and will allow the Elks Lodge #85 to
locate at 6315 Horn Street (Lot 30, Block 14, Plan 4332 TR)

Public Consultation Process

A Public Hearing has been advertised for the above noted bylaw to be held on Monday, July 16,
2001 at 7:00 p.m. in the Council Chambers, during Council’s regular meeting. The owners of
the properties and those bordering the site have been notified by letter of the Public Hearing.

Recommendations
That following the Public Hearing, Council may proceed with 2" and 3" readings of the bylaw.
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T Red Deer Real Estate Ltd.

3622 - 50 A

ROYAL LEPAGE Red Deer, Albmf%’fﬁ 3Y6
I [T Tel.: (403) 340-1986
Fax: (403) 347-1696

CO M M E RCI AL www.royallepage.ca

ltem No. 2

The City Of Red Deer, June 11, 2001
Box 5008,

Red Deer, Alberta

T4N 3T4

Attention: The Mavor & Members of City Council

Re: Approval Of Use
6315 Horn Street, (Unit 1, Condominium Plan 002-1220

We wish to advise that the Benevolent and Protective Order of Elks Lodge #85 has purchased a
portion of the building at the subject address. The unit contains approximately 4,032 square feet of
the total complex which encompasses 36,071 square feet in all.

The Municipal Planning Commission considered our request at their June 11, 2001 meeting. The
residents of the general area were notified of the proposed use by The Planning Commission. No
objections were received by the time the MPC met.

We have a letter of support for the use from the Liberty Christian Assembly.

The Red Deer Elks is a community service organization of long standing in Red Deer, and is
registered under the Alberta Securities Act. The membership meets twice a month and an
associated organization, the Order of the Royal Purple meets once a month. The Elks would apply
for a Class ‘C’ Liquor Permit. A ‘catered- to’ kitchen will be established to enable food to be
served to the membership, for invited guests, and also for groups renting the Hall for other
celebrations. No formal, commercial cooking facilities will exist on the premises.

The Home and Leisure Centre is currently home to the Liberty Christian Assembly, Moon Walker
Fun Centre, Lazer Tag, Back Street Bar, and a Flea Market. The EIKk’s usage of the property
should not conflict with any of the existing tenants, and won’t introduce any people to
neighborhood that shouldn’t be there.

I trust you will find this to your satisfaction and that you will give the approvals necessary for us to
ete the sal June 20, 2001.

Sincerely, fo /
oyal LePage Commefcial ~—

(o] éﬂ///

per: Wayne Parider



HIGHLAND GREEN Direct Control 13
Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/Z-2001

DESCRIPTION: Direct Control 13 — Institutional Service Facility (Elk’s Club)

FIRST READING: June 18, 2001
FIRST PUBLICATION: June 29, 2001
SECOND PUBLICATION: July 6, 2001
PUBLI HEARING & SECOND READING: July 16, 2001
THIRD READING:

LETTERS REQUIRED TO PROPERTY OWNERS: YESQ NOQ

DEPOSIT? YES @&$ NO O BY:  £lks Chus
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Office of the City Clerk

June 19, 2001

Box 5008
Red Deer, Alberta
T4N 3T4 Mr. W. Pander
' Royal Lepage Red Deer Real Estate Lid.
3622 — 50 Avenue
Red Deer, AB T4N 3Y6

Dear Mr. Pander:

Re: Approval of Use
6315 Horn Street, (Unit 1, Condominium Plan 002-1220)
Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/Z-2001

At the City of Red Deer’s Council meeting held Monday, June 18, 2001, first reading was given
to Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/Z-2001. A copy of the bylaw is attached for your
information. :

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 31562/2001 provides for Institutional Service Facility as a
Discretionary Use in the DC (13) Direct Control District and will allow the Elks Lodge #85 to
locate at 6315 Horn Street (Lot 30, Block 14, Plan 4332 TR).

This office will now proceed with the advertising for a Public Hearing to be held on Monday,
July 16, 2001 at 7:00 p.m., in the Council Chambers of City Hall during Council’s regular
meeting.

In accordance with the Land Use Bylaw, you are required to deposit with the City Clerk, prior
to public advertising, an amount equal to the estimated cost of advertising, which in this
instance is $400. We require this deposit by no later than 10:00 a.m. Wednesday June 27,
2001, in order to proceed with the advertising. Once the actual cost of advertising is known,
you will either be invoiced for or refunded the difference.

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

Kelly Kloss

City Clerk
/Attach.

c City Planner
C. Adams, Administrative Assistant
C. Kenzie, Administrative Assistant

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

June 25, 2001
Bylaw No. 3156/2-2001

GEORGE COULLING GRADING LTD
6315 HORN STREET
RED DEER, AB T4N 6H5

Box 5008
Red Deer, Alberta
T4N 3T4

Dear Sir/Madam:

Re: Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/Z-2001
6315 Horn Street — (Unit 1 Condominium Plan 002-1220)
Approval of Use
Elks Lodge #85

City Council is considering approval of a discretionary use for the above referenced property. As a
property owner adjacent to the land, you will have an opportunity to ask questions and/or provide your
commenits regarding the rezoning of the land.

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/Z-2001 provides for Institutional Facility to be included as a
Discretionary Use in a DC (13) Direct Control District to allow the Elks Club to locate at 6315 Horn
Street. A copy of proposed Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/Z-2001 may be inspected by the public
at the office of the City Clerk, 2™ Floor of City Hall between 8:00 a.m. and 4:30 p.m. Monday to Friday.

City Council will hold a Public Hearing, in the Council Chambers, 2™ Floor of City Hall on Monday,
July 16, 2001, at 7:00 p.m., for the purpose of hearing any person claiming to be affected. Letters or
petitions may be submitted to the City Clerk at the Public Hearing, or to the Office of the City Clerk, City
Hall, prior to the Public Hearing. Persons wishing to have their letters or petitions included on the
Council agenda must submit them by 4:30 p.m. on Tuesday, July 3, 2001.

If you have any questions regarding the use of your letter or petition for this Land Use Bylaw
Amendment, please contact me at (403) 342-8132.

Yours truly,

PP

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




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

June 25, 2001
Bylaw No. 3156/Z-2001

«OwnerName»
«OwnerAdd1»
«OwnerAdd2»
«OwnerAdd3»
«OwnerAdd4»

Dear Sir/Madam:

Re: Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/Z-2001
6315 Horn Street — (Unit 1 Condominium Plan 002-1220)
Approval of Use
Elks Lodge #85

City Council is considering approval of a discretionary use for the above referenced property. As a
property owner adjacent to the land, you will have an opportunity to ask questions and/or provide your
comments regarding the rezoning of the land.

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/Z-2001 provides for Institutional Facility to be included as a
Discretionary Use in a DC (13) Direct Control District to aillow the Elks Club to locate at 6315 Horn
Street. A copy of proposed Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/Z-2001 may be inspected by the public
at the oftice of the City Clerk, 2™ Floor of City Hall between 8:00 a.m. and 4:30 p.m. Monday to Friday.

City Council will hold a Public Hearing, in the Council Chambers, 2" Floor of City Hall on Monday,
July 16, 2001, at 7:00 p.m., for the purpose of hearing any person claiming to be affected. Letters or
petitions may be submitted to the City Clerk at the Public Hearing, or to the Office of the City Clerk, City
Hall, prior to the Public Hearing. Persons wishing to have their letters or petitions included on the
Council agenda must submit them by 4:30 p.m. on Tuesday, July 3, 2001.

If you have any questions regarding the use of your letter or petition for this Land Use Bylaw
Amendment, please contact me at (403) 342-8132.

Yours truly,
%

-

Jeff Graves
Deputy City Clerk

JG/chk

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



Council Decision — Monday June 18, 2001

DATE: June 19, 2001

TO: Ryan Strader, Inspections & Licensing Manager

FROM: City Clerk

RE: 6315 Horn Street — (Unit 1, Condominium Plan 002-1220)
Approval of Use

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/Z-2001

Reference Report:
Inspections & Licensing Manager dated June 13, 2001

Bylaw Readings:
Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/Z-2001 was given first reading. A copy is attached.

Report Back to Council:
Yes. A Public Hearing will be held Monday, July 16, 2001 at 7:00 p.m. in the Council Chambers
during Council’s regular meeting.

Comments/Further Action:

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/Z-2001 provides for Institutional Service Facility to be
included as a Discretionary Use in DC (13) Direct Control District. This will allow the Elks Club
to locate at 6315 Horn Street (Lot 30, Block 4, Plan 4332 TR).

This office will now proceed with the advertising for a Public Hearing. Royal Lepage Red Deer
Real Estate Ltd. will be responsible for the advertising costs in this instance. | have attached a
copy of the letter forwarded to Royal Lepage Red Deer Real Estate in this regard.

/=

Kelly Kloss
City Clerk -

/chk
attchs.

c Director of Development Services
Land & Economic Development Manager
C. Adams, Administrative Assistant
C. Kenzie, Administrative Assistant




BYLAW NO. 3156/ Z-2001

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

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

1 The DC(13) Direct Control District - Section 138.8 is hereby amended by adding the
following use:

“(4) Discretionary Uses
(c) Institutional Service Facility”

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

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 18th day of  June A.D. 2001.

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this  day of A.D. 2001.
READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.D. 2001.
AND SIGNED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY CLERK this day of A.D. 2001.

MAYOR CITY CLERK



DATE: June 25, 2001
TO: Norma Lovell, Assessment

FROM: C.G. Adams,
City Clerk’s Office

RE: LUB Amendment 3156/V-2001 Rosedale Meadows Lot 8MR, Block 3, Plan 972-3952
LUB Amendment 3156/Y-2001 Kentwood Subdivision Part of SW 32-38-27-4
LUB Amendment $#86/22001 6315 Horn Street

Please provide Christine Kenzie with the names and addresses of the subject property
owners and all contiguous/adjacent property owners as outlined on the attached map.

It would be helpful if the lists could be received at your earliest convenience in order to process
the letters within the required time period. | have attached the map that appeared on the
Council agenda for your reference.

Thanks Norma.

CityICIe s’ Office

Attach.
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Council Decision — Monday July 16, 2001 o

DATE: July 17, 2001

TO: Parkland Community Planning Services
FROM: City Clerk

RE: Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/Z-2001

Royal Lepage Red Deer Real Estate Ltd. / Approval for Use for Elks Lodge
#85 / 6315 Horn Street (Unit 1)

Reference Report:
City Clerk dated June 19, 2001

Bylaw Readings:
Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/Z-2001 was given second and third reading. A copy is
attached.

Report Back to Council:  No
Comments/Further Action:

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/Z-2001 provides for Institutional Service Facility as a
Discretionary Use in the DC (13) Direct Contro! District and it is planned that an Elks Lodge be
located at 6315 Horn Street (Lot 30, Block 14, Plan 4332 TR).

This office will update the consolidated version of the Land Use Bylaw and distribute the
amendments in due course.

Kelly Klos
City Clerk

/chk

attchs.

c Director of Development Services
Inspections & Licensing Manager
Land & Economic Development Manager
D. Kutinsky, Graphics Designer
C. Adams, Administrative Assistant
C. Kenzie, Administrative Assistant



BYLAW NO. 3156/ Z-2001

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

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

1 The DC(13) Direct Control District - Section 138.8 is hereby amended by adding the
following use:

“(4) Discretionary Uses
(c)  Institutional Service Facility”

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

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 18th day of  June A.D. 2001.
READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 16ttlay of  July A.D. 2001.
READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 16th day of = July A.D. 2001.
AND SIGNED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY CLERK this 16thday of July A.D. 2001.

— kMt ' §

MAYOR CITY CLE



Red Deer, Alberta
T4N 3T4
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Office of the City Clerk ‘ , LE

July 16, 2001

Mr. W. Pander

Royal Lepage Red Deer Real Estate Ltd.
3622 — 50 Avenue

Red Deer, AB T4N 3Y6

Dear Mr. Pander:

Re: Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/Z-2001
Approval of Use for Elk’s Lodge #85 — 6315 Horn Street (Unit 1)
Royal Lepage Red Deer Real Estate Lid.

At the City of Red Deer’s Council Meeting held July 16, 2001, a Public Hearing was held with
respect to Land Use Bylaw 3156/Z-2001. Following the Public Hearing, Land Use Bylaw
Amendment 3156/Z-2001 was given second and third readings, a copy of which is attached.

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/Z-2001 provides for Institutional Service Facility as a
Discretionary Use in the DC (13) Direct Control District. It would now be appropriate to apply
to the Municipal Planning Commission to allow the Elks Lodge #85 to locate at 6315 Horn
Street (Lot 30, Block 14, Plan 4332 TR).

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

Sincerely

‘V Kelly Klos:

City Clerk

/chk
attach.

c F. Wong, Parkland Community Planning Services
Inspections & Licensing Manager

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



BYLAW NO. 3156/ Z-2001

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

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

1 The DC(13) Direct Control District - Section 138.8 is hereby amended by adding the
following use:

“(4) Discretionary Uses
(c) Institutional Service Facility”

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

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 18th day of  June A.D. 2001.
READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 16tday of  July A.D. 2001.
READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 16th day of = July A.D. 2001.
AND SIGNED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY CLERK this 16thday of July A.D. 2001.

- ' .

MAYOR CITY CLE
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Reports L AN D
) COMMU}N ITY Suite 404, 4808 Ross Street
PLANNING Red Deer, Alberta T4N 1X5

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

e-mail: pcps@pceps.ab.ca

Date: July 3, 2001

To: Kelly Kloss, City Clerk

From: Frank Wong, Planning Assistant

Re: Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/DD-2001

Part of Lot R-1, Block 2, Plan 762 0159 and
Part of Lot 1, Block 1, Plan 992 3990

E V2 Sec. 30-38-27-4

Golden West Industrial Area

363592 Alberta Ltd./The City of Red Deer

Al-Terra Engineering Ltd. on behalf of 363592 Alberta Ltd., is requesting a land exchange of
0.316 ha of Lot 1, Block 1, Plan 992 3990 (adjacent to Taylor Drive) with 0.316 ha of an
existing municipal reserve lot (north of the Golden West Industrial Area). The existing portion
of municipal reserve lot will be rezoned from P1 to |11 Industrial (Business Service) District and
consolidated with adjacent industrial lands. The portion of Lot 1 forming part of the land
exchange is already zoned P1 Parks and Recreation except for a 3.0 m strip which will be
rezoned from |1 to P1.

During the preparation of the Johnstone Park Neighbourhood Area Structure Plan, the
southernmost 25 acres was designed as an extension to the Golden West Industrial Area.
Following discussion as to the future of the portion of the existing Lot R-1, it was agreed by the
Recreation, Parks, and Cultural Department that the 0.32ha of park separating the existing
industrial land in Golden West Area and the proposed industrial land should be relocated or
exchanged.

A report from the Recreation, Parks, and Culture Department appears elsewhere in the
agenda supporting the disposal of the portion of municipal reserve lot. The proposed Land
Use Bylaw amendment complies with the Johnstone Park Neighbourhood Area Structure Plan.

Staff Recommendation

Planning staff recommend that City Council proceed with first reading of Land Use Bylaw
Amendment 3156/DD-2001.

Sincerely,

2,\——%.k‘/
Frank Wong,
Planning Assistant

Attachment
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The City of Red Deer

PROPOSED LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT
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RPC -9.441

DATE: July 10, 2001

TO: City Clerk

FROM: Greg Scott, Community Development & Planning Coordinator
RE: Municipal Reserve Land Swap

Part of Lot R-1, Block 2, Plan 7620159 and
Part of Lot 1, Block 1, Plan 992 3990
Golden West Industrial Area

The Recreation, Park & Culture Department, through the development and approval of the
Johnstone Park Neighbourhood Area Structure Plan, supports the proposed land exchange. An
existing portion of municipal reserve will be rezoned from P1 to I1 Industrial District (Business
Service), and consolidated with adjacent industrial lands. An additional 3 meter strip will be
added to Lot 1, and rezoned from I1 to P1 (Parks and Recreation).

The exchange will provide for the establishment of green open space adjacent to Taylor Drive
that will form an integral part of the overall Johnstone Park trail pathway system.

)

e
Greg Scott

L

;jb
C Colleen Jensen, Community Services Director

Don Batchelor, Recreation, Parks & Culture Manager
Frank Wong, Parkland Community Planning Services
Brad Currie, Al Terra Engineering
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Comments:

I concur with the recommendation of the Parkland Community Planning Services and the
Recreation, Parks & Culture Department.

“C. Jensen”
Acting City Manager



Council Decision — Monday July 16, 2001

DATE: July 17, 2001

TO: Parkland Community Planning Services Fg é_ E
FROM: City Clerk

RE: Disposal of Municipal Reserve

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/DD-2001
Land Exchange / Golden West Industrial Area / 363592 Alberta Ltd.

Reference Report:
Parkland Community Planning Services dated July 3, 2001 and Recreation, Parks & Culture
Department dated July 10, 2001

Resolution:

“Resolved that Council of the City of Red Deer, having considered the report
from the Parkland Community Planning Services dated July 3, 2001, re:
Disposal of Municipal Reserve and Rezoning of a Part of Lot R-1, Block 2,
Plan 762 0159 and Part of Lot 1, Block 1, Plan 992 3990, hereby agrees that
the following resolution be considered at the Council meeting of Monday,
August 13, 2001 and to allow for the advertising of a Public Hearing to be
held on Monday, August 13, 2001:

“Resolved that Council of the City of Red Deer, having
considered the report from the Parkland Community Planning
Services dated July 3, 2001, re: Disposal of Municipal Reserve
and Rezoning of a Part of Lot R-1, Block 2, Plan 762 0159 and
Part of Lot 1, Block 1, Plan 992 3990, hereby agreed to the
disposal of municipal reserve lands described as:

“All that portion of Part of Lot R-1, Block 2, Plan
762 0159 lying within subdivision plan ,
and containing 0.316 hectares more or less.”

Bylaw Readings:

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/DD-2001 was given first reading. A copy of the bylaw is
attached.

Report Back to Council: Yes

Comments/Further Action:

The Disposal of Municipal Reserve will facilitate a land exchange. The existing portion of
municipal reserve lot will be rezoned from P1 to 11 Industrial (Business Service) District and
consolidated with adjacent industrial lands. The portion of Lot 1 forming part of the land
exchange is already zoned P1 Parks and Recreation except for a 3.0 m strip which will be
rezoned from |1 to P1.

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/DD-2001 will facilitate a‘land exchange. The existing portion
of municipal reserve lot will be rezoned from P1 to 11 Industrial (Business Service) District.

.12




Parkland Community Planning Services
July 17, 2001
Page 2

The proposed Disposal of Municipal Reserve and Land Use Bylaw Amendment comply with the
Johnstone Park Neighbourhood Area Structure Plan.

This office will now advertise for a Public Hearing to be held Monday, August 13, 2001 at 7:00
p.m. in the Council Chambers, during Council’s regular meeting. Al-Terra Engineering will be
responsible for the advertising costs. A copy of the correspondence forwarded to them in this
regard is attached for your information.

77

Kelly Kig
City Clerk

/chk

/attach.

c Director of Community Services
Director of Development Services
Recreation, Parks & Culture Manager
Inspections & Licensing Manager
C. Adams, Administrative Assistant
C. Kenzie, Administrative Assistant



BYLAW NO. 3156/DD-2001

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

Deer.

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

1 The “Use District Map D13” contained in “Schedule B” of the Land Use Bylaw is
hereby amended in accordance with the Land Use District Map No. 23/2001

attached hereto and forming part of the bylaw.

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this  16th day of
READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of
READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of

AND SIGNED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY CLERK this  day of

July

A.D. 2001.
A.D. 2001.
A.D. 2001.

A.D. 2001.

MAYOR CITY CLERK



1. 1- Industrial (Business Service)

The City of Red Deer

PROPOSED LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT
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, Office of the City Clerk
-~ R 3 & ‘;i
S
July 17, 2001
Box 5008 Fax: 340-3038
Red Deer, Alberta
T4N 3T4 Al-Terra Engineering

202, 4708 Gaetz Avenue
Red Deer, AB T4N 4A1

Dear Sir:

Re: Disposal of Municipal Reserve
Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/DD-2001
Land Exchange / Golden West Industrial Area / 363592 Alberta Ltd.

At the City of Red Deer’s Council meeting held Monday, July 16, 2001, first reading was given
to Disposal of Municipal Reserve and Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/DD-2001 and the
following resolution was passed:

“Resolved that Council of the City of Red Deer, having considered
the report from the Parkland Community Planning Services
dated July 3, 2001, re: Disposal of Municipal Reserve and
Rezoning of a Part of Lot R-1, Block 2, Plan 762 0159 and Part
of Lot 1, Block 1, Plan 992 3990, hereby agrees that the
following resolution be considered at the Council meeting of
Monday, August 13, 2001 and to allow for the advertising of a
Public Hearing to be held on Monday, August 13, 2001:

“Resolved that Council of the City of Red Deer, having
considered the report from the Parkland Community
Planning Services dated July 3, 2001, re: Disposal of
Municipal Reserve and Rezoning of a Part of Lot R-1,
Block 2, Plan 762 0159 and Part of Lot 1, Block 1, Plan
992 3990, hereby agreed to the disposal of municipal
reserve lands described as:

S
S
-
&
kS
5
S
S

“All that portion of Part of Lot R-1, Block 2,
Plan 762 0159 lying within subdivision plan

, and containing 0.316 hectares
more or less.”

The Disposal of Municipal Reserve will facilitate a land exchange. The existing portion of
municipal reserve lot will be rezoned from P1 Parks and Recreation to 11 Industrial (Business
Service) District and consolidated with adjacent industrial lands. The portion of Lot 1 forming
part of the land exchange is already zoned P1 Parks and Recreation except for a 3.0 m strip
which will be rezoned from 11 to P1.

.2l

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




Al-Terra Engineering
Page 2
July 17, 2001

This office will now proceed with advertising for Public Hearings to be held on Monday, August
13, 2001 at 7:00 p.m., during Councils regular meeting, in the Council Chambers.

You are required to deposit with the City Clerk, prior to public advertising, an amount equal to
the estimated cost of advertising, which in this instance is $400. We require this deposit by no
later than 10:00 a.m., Wednesday, July 25, 2001, in order to proceed with the advertising.
Once the actual cost of advertising is known, you will either be invoiced for or refunded the
difference.

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

Sincerely

‘Kelly Kioss
City Clerk

/chk
attach.

c Director of Community Services
Director of Development Services
Recreation, Parks & Culture Manager
Inspections & Licensing Manager
Parkland Community Planning Services
C. Adams, Administrative Assistant



BYLAW NO. 3156/DD-2001

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

Deer.

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

1 The “Use District Map D13” contained in “Schedule B” of the Land Use Bylaw is
hereby amended in accordance with the Land Use District Map No. 23/2001

attached hereto and forming part of the bylaw.

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this  16th day of
READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of
READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of

AND SIGNED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY CLERK this  day of

July

A.D. 2001.

A.D. 2001.

A.D. 2001.

A.D. 2001.

MAYOR CITY CLERK



The City of Red Deer

PROPOSED LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT

1) A e \
P1

r7

\

o J/

\

TAYLOR DRIVE

i1 J P1
WL ) g

P1

Change from: i1

P1tol1 Y.L/ /

11to P1 IR f 65 AV
AFFECTED DISTRICTS:

P1 - Parks and Recreation
_ 11 - Industrial (Business Service)

MAP No. 23 /2001
BYLAW No. 3156 /DD - 2001




128

ltem No. 2
620-060
Date: July 11, 2001
To: City Clerk
From: Engineering Services Manager
Re: Traffic Signal Installation

During the January 2001 Major Capital Budget discussions, Engineering Services put
forward for Council’s consideration, one new set of traffic signals in 2001 at the
intersection of Hermary Street and 59" Avenue. The need to signalize this intersection
was discussed with Council relative to other intersections with growing traffic demands
such as 32 Street and Allan Street or 43" Street and 52 Avenue. We indicated that there
likely are inconsistencies in the data as funds have not been available for a number of
years to support an annual City wide traffic count program. It was agreed that prior to
proceeding with new traffic signal work, a detailed review of existing data including
some spot traffic counts and the updating of a prioritized list of potential signal
locations would be undertaken and reported to Council. We have now completed this
task and would like to submit this report and attached table of information for
Council’s consideration.

Relative traffic signal priority need is based on a procedure defined in the Manual on
Uniform Traffic Control Devices of Canada. This procedure investigates the net
improvements in safety, convenience, and movement of pedestrians and vehicles based
on accident history, traffic volumes, pedestrian volumes, the proximity of adjacent
traffic signals, and the restriction for potential signal synchronization. This procedure
recommends signal installation when the total point rating for the intersection
nears 100.

None of the intersections in the table are close to meeting the national standard of 100
points but the listing is a good indicator of the relative need of signalization between
intersections. Motorists in smaller Cities usually have higher mobility expectations and
lower tolerances than motorists in larger Cities. Therefore we would expect that smaller
Cities are installing traffic signals (assuming they use this method), when the point
rating is lower than the national standard. In our opinion the total points assigned to an
intersection is not as important as properly determining the relative intersection needs
throughout the City.
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City Clerk
July 11, 2001
Page 2

As we are anticipating installing the top three signals in the table as part of the
Taylor Drive and 77 Street improvements in 2002 & 2003, we would suggest that there
is no need to consider a new traffic signal installation anywhere in The City this year.
The capital funds for the one signal budgeted for in 2001 will be carried forward for
next year’s program. Council could review this matter again during the 2002 budget
consideration.

Council specifically inquired about the priority of the Allen Street/32 Street and the
43 Street/52 Avenue intersections. The Allen Street intersection ranked 10" on the
warrant priority list. It is among a group of lower-delay but harder-to-cross
intersections. We surveyed the 43 Street / 52 Avenue intersection this spring. It is
ranked 5" on the warrant priority list. Although relatively easy to cross, this intersection
has the 2" highest number of accidents among the 24 intersections shown in the table.

Signal rating points generally increase as The City grows and develops. Unless there is
a substantial land use change and corresponding traffic pattern change, a significant
point increase in one year would be unlikely. We therefore believe that the signal
priority list should be updated every two years. In the budget years that the signal
warrants are to be updated, the additional cost to undertake new traffic and pedestrian
counts will be included as an “additional budget request item”. This course of action
will provide a systematic updating of the priority list.

This report is respectfully submitted for the information of Council. Should further
work be required, the direction of Council is requested.

Ken G. Haslop
Engineering Services Manager

KGH/CYL/nrc
Attach.



Full Signal Priority List & Probable Budget Year

Intersection Type of Signal | Total Priority Points| Probable Budget Year
1177 St & Taylor Dr Full 42 2003
2]Edgar Industrial Dr & Taylor Dr Full 36 2003
3]77 St & Kennedy Dr Full 35 2004
4]Ross St & 37 Ave (convert ped. Sign. Full 32 2004
5]43 St & 52 Ave Full 30 2004
6]67 St & Nagel Ave Full 26 2005
7]Lees (Avery) St & 30 Ave Full 25 2005
8]19 St & 40 Ave Full 18 2006
9|Hermary (63) St & 59 Ave Full 16 2006
10§32 St & Allan St (Metcalf) Ave Full 16 2006
11159 St & 54 Ave Full 13 Future
1232 St & 55 Ave Full 13 Dependent on College
13]32 St & Lockwood (Douglas) Ave Full 10 Future
14JRoss St & Rutherford Dr Full 8 Future
15|Ellenwood Dr & 30 Av Full -2 Future
16]22 St & Taylor Dr Full -7 Future
17143 St south & 48 Ave (Spruce Dr) Full -8 Future
18155 St & Kerry Wood Dr Full -13 Future
19157 St & Kerry Wood Dr Full -18 Future
20]77 St & Kentwood Dr Full -19 Future
21180 St & 50 Ave Full -36 Future
22]Leisure Centre & 30 Ave Full Not Rated Traffic Study 2005
23|32 St & 57 Ave Full Not Rated Dependent on College
24132 St & 60 Ave Full Not Rated Dependent on College

Signal Warrant Summary 2000 022101A.xIs

Page 1

0¢l
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Comments:

This report is being brought forward in response to queries being raised by Council previously. It
is provided as information to clarify for Council how plans and time lines are set to address

traffic signal installation.

“C. Jensen”
Acting City Manager



Council Decision — Monday July 16, 2001

DATE: July 17, 2001

TO: Engineering Services Manager F I L. E
FROM: City Clerk

RE: Traffic Signal Installation

Reference Report:

Engineering Services Manager dated July 11, 2001

Report Back to Council: No

Comments/Further Action:

Council received the report as information. Thank you for providing this update to the January
2001 Major Capital Budget discussions.

Kelly’Kloss
City Clerk

/chk

Cc

Director of Development Services
Director of Corporate Services
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Correspondence “
w/\ ] Montfort Centre ||
- 5210 - 61 Street §
Red Deer, Alberta T4N 6N8

Telephone (403) 343-1055
Facsimile (403) 347-6410

July 10, 2001

Mayor Gail Surkan
The City of Red Deer
Box 5008

Red Deer, Alberta
T4N 3T4

Your Worship:

RE: Rosedale School Site

As a result of the June 26 Information Meeting held at Holy Family School, the Board of
Trustees of the Red Deer Catholic Regional Division No. 39 met on Friday, July 6 to
review Catholic school site designations in the East Hill Area Structure Plan and the
Rosedale site, in particular.

At the meeting, Mr. Dick Dornstauder, Assistant Superintendent - Finance, reviewed the
results of a meeting held earlier in the week, with representatives from Parkland
Community Planning, the City of Red Deer Community Services Department, and Red
Deer Public School District. At this meeting, Mr. Dornstauder was informed that the
residential growth projections outlined in the City of Red Deer Growth Study may not be
accurate as they relate to the land in the College Park area. He was informed that
development of the section of land immediately north of 55 Street and east of 30 Avenue
could begin within the next five years. This land is not included as residential
development in the Growth Study’s 90,000 population projection for the City. Should the
development of this area proceed within the next five years, ahead of some of the land
located north of the Delburne Road, we would be able to consider an elementary school
site in proximity to 30 Avenue and 55 Street.

We also are very aware of the opposition to our proposed middle school in Rosedale,
and realize that we should have signed the site in 1998 as a future K-8 Catholic school
site. We apologize for this error and will ensure that all other sites are signed in the near
future. It is not our policy to hold a public meeting every time we decide to develop a
previously designated school site. The type of school and order of use of sites in a
previously approved area structure plan is the mandate of the elected trustees of the
school division.
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With this new information, our Board passed the following resolution at a special meeting
held July 6, 2001:

“ Resolution No. 01/07/06-01, moved by Gordon Deck,

That the Board considers an elementary school for the Rosedale site and proceeds with
the development of a middle school in Lancaster Green subdivision immediately, should
the City of Red Deer agree to the annexation of the section of land at the corner located
north of 55 Street and east of 30 Avenue, as soon as possible, in order to support the
residential development of this land in the next five years.

CARRIED.”

We feel that this proposal would ensure that all parties were listened to and respected,
and would allow us to proceed with the immediate development of a middle school in
Lancaster Green. An elementary school would then be built on the Rosedale site
sometime within the next five years.

We would also like you and the rest of Council to know how shocked and appalled we
are with the comments and reaction received about a middle school in Rosedale. The
community has given a strong message about their unwillingness to welcome today’s
youth — tomorrow’s future — into their neighbourhood. This truly is a sad day for the
education community in Red Deer.

Included with this letter is a copy of all comments that our office has received on the
Rosedale middle school. We would appreciate discussion of our request at the July 16
City Council meeting, and look forward to your reply.

You%/

rdon E. Deck
Chalrman
Red Deer Catholic
Regional Division No. 39

GED/la
Encls.

cc: Mr. N. Van Wyk, City Manager
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Date:  July 10, 2001
To: City Clerk

From: Paul Meyette
City Planning Manager

Re: Rosedale School Site

Letter from the Red Deer Catholic Regional Division #39, Dated July 10,
2001

Background Information

The Red Deer Catholic School Division #39 has two designated school sites east of 30™
Avenue. They have identified the need for two schools in the next five years — a middle
school and an elementary school. They are now proposing to locate the middle school
in Lancaster Green and an elementary school in Rosedale. The middle school site is
needed immediately while the elementary school site would be needed sometime within
five years.

This memorandum will respond to the assumptions and conditions attached to locating

these schools in Rosedale and Lancaster Green and recommend a course of action to
Council.

Sequence of Growth

The School is predicating their decision to locate the proposed elementary school in
Rosedale upon City Growth in the the section of land north of 55" Street and east of
30" Avenue . As Council is aware, this is an area of identified growth for the City. The
Growth Study indicates that this is one of two new areas that should be considered for
development to accommodate city growth. The Intermunicipal Development Plan
allows for the City to have up to 30 years of land within City boundaries for growth
needs and we are currently below the 30 year level. Any specifics of annexation need
to be discussed with the County of Red Deer pursuant to the Intermunicipal
Development Plan and administration is prepared to initiate this process.

Development of a Middle School in Lancaster Green

There is partial servicing available at the school site in Lancaster Green at this time.
Storm and; sanitary are available but water is not scheduled to be at the site until
August 2002. An all weather access point is available at the north east corner of the site
at the intersection of Lindsay Avenue and Lancaster Drive. Lindsay Avenue along the
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east boundary of the site would not be available until fall of 2002. It is possible to
advance the water service for this site to perhaps November 2001 but it would involve
advancing the underground servicing of the phase 3 on the south side of Lancaster
Drive just east of this site.

The school site itself has not been dedicated as Municipal Reserve by the developer.
The developer has however indicated that they would be prepared to immediately begin
the process of dedicating the Municipal Reserve required for the school site.

Recommended Course of Action
Based upon the foregoing, it is recommended that:

e City Council direct Administration to prepare a rezoning bylaw to redesignate the
Lancaster Green school site from A1 (Future Urban Development) to PS (Public
Service) to allow for development of a school on that site. Administration is also
directed to immediately obtain sufficient reserve land to accommodate the school.

e City Council authorize underground servicing for part of Phase 3 to ensure that
water servicing is available for the start of construction in the Spring of 2002.
Council should be aware that some changes in the capital budget may be required
to ensure that the site is available for the Catholic School Board construction
timetable.

¢ City Council request the Catholic School Board to immediately erect a sign on the
Rosedale site to indicate the site is an elementary school site.and on the Lancaster
Green site to indicate that is a middle school site.

e City Council direct administration to initiate discussions with the County in regards to
annexation requirements in general and the section of land north of 55" Street and
east of 30" Avenue College Park in particular.

e

aul Meyatte; ACP, MCIP

cc Colleen Jensen
Ken Haslop
Howard Thompson
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Comments:

| concur with the recommendation of the Parkland Community Planning Services. It should be
noted that the moving forward of the site servicing of this portion of Phase 3 of Lancaster Green
in 2001 is not an addition to the overall Capital Budget, but is a rescheduling of the work already
planned for 2002.

“C. Jensen”
Acting City Manager



Council Decision — Monday July 16, 2001 - h

DATE: July 17, 2001

TO: Parkland Community Planning Services

FROM: City Clerk

RE: Rosedale School Site
Letter from the Red Deer Catholic Regional Division #39, Dated July 10,
2001

Reference Report:

Parkland Community Planning Services, dated July 10, 2001
Resolution:

“Resolved that Council of the City of Red Deer, having considered the correspondence
from the Red Deer Regional Catholic Division #39 dated July 10, 2001 and a report from
the Parkland Community Planning Services dated July 10, 2001, re: Rosedale School
Site hereby agrees, subject to passage of Land Use Bylaw Amendment 3156/V-2001, as
follows:

1. That Administration prepare a Land Use Bylaw Amendment to
redesignate the Lancaster Green school site from A1 (Future Urban
Development) to PS (Public Service) to aliow for development of a
school on that site. Administration is also directed to immediately obtain
sufficient reserve land to accommodate the school.

2. That underground servicing for part of Phase 3 commence to ensure that
water servicing is available for the start of construction in the Spring of
2002.

3. That the Red Deer Regional Catholic Division #39 be requested to

immediately erect a sign on the Rosedale site to indicate the site is an
elementary school site and on the Lancaster Green site to indicate that it
is a middle school site.

4. That Administration initiate discussions with the County in regards to

annexation requirements in general and the section of land north of 55
Street and east of 30 Avenue, College Park, in particular.”

Report Back to Council:  Yes

Commentis/Further Action:

4 Kelly Kloss

City Clerk
/chk
c Director of Community Services

Director of Development Services
Engineering Services Manager
Land & Economic Development Manager
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ltem No. 1
Bylaws

BYLAW NO. 3156/V-2001

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

Deer.

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

1 The “Use District Map L9” contained in “Schedule B” of the Land Use Bylaw is
hereby amended in accordance with the Land Use District Map No. 16/2001

attached hereto and forming part of the bylaw.

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this  18th day of June
READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of
READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of

AND SIGNED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY CLERK this  day of

A.D. 2001.

A.D. 2001.

A.D. 2001.

A.D. 2001.

MAYOR CITY CLERK
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The City of Red Deer

PROPOSED LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT
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ltem No. 2

BYLAW NO. 3156/Y-2001

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

Deer. '

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

1 The “Use District Map E14” contained in “Schedule B” of the Land Use Bylaw is
hereby amended in accordance with the Land Use District Map No. 19/2001

attached hereto and forming part of the bylaw.

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this  18th  day of
READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of
READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of

AND SIGNED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY CLERK this  day of

June

A.D. 2001.
A.D. 2001.
A.D. 2001.

A.D. 2001.

MAYOR CITY CLERK
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The City of Red Deer

PROPOSED LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT
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ltem No. 3

BYLAW NO. 3156/ Z-2001

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

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

1 The DC(13) Direct Control District - Section 138.8 is hereby amended by adding the
following use:

“(4) Discretionary Uses
(c) Institutional Service Facility”

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

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 18th day of  June A.D. 2001.

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this  day of A.D. 2001.
READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.D. 2001.
AND SIGNED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY CLERK this day of A.D. 2001.

MAYOR CITY CLERK
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item No. 4

BYLAW NO. 3156/DD-2001

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

Deer.

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

1 The “Use District Map D13” contained in “Schedule B” of the Land Use Bylaw is
hereby amended in accordance with the Land Use District Map No. 23/2001

attached hereto and forming part of the bylaw.

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of
READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of
READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of

AND SIGNED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY CLERK this  day of

A.D. 2001.

A.D. 2001.

A.D. 2001.

A.D. 2001.

MAYOR CITY CLERK
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The City of Red Deer

PROPOSED LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT
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DATE: June 27, 2001

Submitted To City Councii
. - -~ r
TO: City Council Members Date: )& /y /S 200/
FROM: EL&P Manager
RE: Year 2000 Electricity Price and Hedging Impacts

The intent of this report is to provide information to City Council regarding the
impact on the Electric Utility of the high electricity prices during the year 2000
and the affects of the price hedging program which was managed by the Electric
Utility during that same year. The results of price impacts and the hedging
programs of all Alberta electric utilities for the year 2000 are now public
information and a direct comparison with them can be made. The financial
impacts of the high electricity prices during the year 2000 are currently the
subject of an Alberta Energy and Utilities Board (AEUB) proceeding in which the
City of Red Deer Electric Utility is an Applicant. This is the Electric Utility’s first
Application before the AEUB.

A utility’s rates are prospective in nature and are set to recover the forecast
expenses of that utility during a set period such as a year. During the year 2000
every utility in Alberta experienced that the actual cost to purchase electricity was
much higher than the cost which was forecast and on which their rates and,
hence, their revenues were based. This difference between the forecast and
actual cost created a huge revenue deficit for all Alberta electric utilities.

There is always a risk that such differences will occur. There are risk
management tools available, such as price hedging, which can be implemented
to offset a potential negative impact. As was conveyed to Council within the
Electric Utility’s current Business Plan, the Electric Utility engaged in hedging
activity which had a very positive affect on reducing the revenue deficit. The Red
Deer Electric Utility year end position is summarized as follows:

Deficit due to high price during 2000 $12,518,300
Offset from generators from 2000 operations ($ 757,300)
Net benefit from hedging program in 2000 ($ 7.276,700)
Net deficit $ 4,484,300

Perhaps the most meaningful way of indicating the benefit of the hedging
program is to express it as being the equivalent of an avoided 19% rate increase.

A summary position (as filed with AEUB) of the Alberta utilities is as follows:

Hedging Hedging Benefit
Net Deficit $ Benefit $ Per KWh
Atco Disco 98,500,000 0 0
Utilicorp Disco 366,300,000 0 0
Epcor Disco 59,100,000 600,000 0.01 cents/KWh
Enmax Disco 153,200,000 31,900,000 0.42 cents/KWh
Lethbridge Disco 3,700,000 1,300,000 0.21 cents/KWh

Red Deer Disco 4,500,000 7,277,000 1.32 cents/ KWh
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During the year 2000 all of the above utilities, except Red Deer, increased their
electric utility rates. Provincial regulation in the latter part of 2000 required those
who had implemented such increases to remove them. The AEUB was
instructed to review all aspects of the deficits resulting from the high electricity
prices and to issue a decision on the amount of each utility’s deficit and the year
2001 financing costs of that deficit. Any recovery of the deficit and its financing
cost can only commence in 2002. Any revenues collected during the period that
rate increases had been implemented had the effect of reducing the net deficit
position of those utilities.

In the current AEUB proceeding regarding the year 2000 price impacts, the Red
Deer position of having no rate increases in 2000 and having the most
successful hedging program is drawing considerable attention from both the
AEUB and the Intervenors.

This report is submitted for Council’s information only; no Council action is
requested.

Al Roth, P.Eng.
EL&P Manager



