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For the reguiar meeting of RED DEER CITY COUNCIL, to

 be held in the Council Chambers, City Hatl, MONDAY

JUNE 22nd, 1981, commencing at 4:30 p.m.

Confirmation of the May 25th & June 1st, 1981 Council
minutes
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Bylaws 2672/M-81, 2672/N-81, 2672/0-81 and 2713/81.

A public hearing will be held on proposed disposal
of public reserve {portion of Lot R-1, Plan 6298 N.Y.) p. 30
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Senior Planmer - RE: Parcel R-4, Plan 5828 M.C.

26) :
S.E. Corner of Oriole Park .. 69
27) City Engineer - RE: Water Conservation .. 72
28) City Engineer - RE: Tenders for Piper Creek Bridge
Replacement - .. 73
29) General Manager of Operations, Red Deer Transit -
RE: School Charters .. 76
30) Fire Chief - RE: Ambulance Tenders ' .. 85
31) .City Engineer -~ RE: Removal of PCB's from Water
Treatment Plant & Sewage Treatment Plant .. 87
‘32) City Engineer - RE: 65 Avenue Gravel Road Construction .
' from 67 Street to 64 Avenue .. 88
33) City Engineer - RE: . Proposed Development Agreement
‘ Glendale - Cairns Homes Ltd. .. 90
City Engineer - RE: 1981 Debenture Bylaw 2722/81
Roads - General Benefit ‘ .. 92
>35) - City Clerk - RE: Local Improvemént Bylaws .. 93
36) Recreation Board - RE: Recreation Master Plan .. 94
WRITTEN INQUIRIES
;CORRESPQNQENCE
1) Genter Development Ltd. - RE: Block 8, Plan XLII .. 97
2) N.S. Trouth - RE: N.W. Corner of S.E. 1/4 15/38/27/Mh ... 111
3) ~ Bearden Engineering Consultants Ltd. - RE: Lot 6, 7, 8,
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) Minister of Hospitals & Medical Care - RE: Local
Requisitioning for Hospital Operating Costs .. 124
- 5) Chairman, Red Deer Regional Planning Commission
- RE: Building Program ' _ .. 126
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7) Pander Realty Ltd. - RE: Request for Rezéning, Lots
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PETITIONS & DELEGATIONS

RE: Remainder of U-1 Lot, Plan 1479 TR,

1) Mrs. E. King -
© _adjacent to Lot 106, Block 16, Plan 4848 T.R. .. 153
.2) Glen Davies - RE: Erectidn of permanent 'No Parking"
signs in the following location: 'The North Side of
60th Street from the west intersection of Shth avenue,
thence west to the east intersection of 60th Avenue oo 174
3) Petitioners - RE: Barrier Across Grant Street .. 183
L) Darrell R. Moore - RE: Petition - Mr. Pithers against
Proposed Lane Construction .. 198
NOTICES OF MOTION
1) Alderman Oldring -~ RE: Paramedic Service .. 204
BYLAWS
1) Bylaw 2662/A-81 - first reading (Servicing of Westerner Site) .. 49
2) 2672/M-81 - second reading (Rezoning of Existing Exhibition
Grounds) p. 30
3) 2672/N-81 - second reading {Rezoning of Lot 1, Plan 24 H.W.
' Corner of 59 Avenue & 67 Street) p. 30
L) 2672/0-81 ~ second reading (Rezoning of Lot 6, Plan 1573 H.W.
‘ Future Urban Development Dist.) p. 30
5) 2672/P-81 - first reading (Sam's Auto Body)
6) 2705/C-81 - three readings {Uniform Rate Bylaw) p. 12
7) 2713/81 - second reading (Area Development Plan Exhibition
A Grounds) p. 30
8) 2721/81 -~ first reading (Proposed Closure of Botterill Close) p.20
9) 2722/81 -

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
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first reading (Debenture - Construction of Roads) p. 92

Nominations for Citizens~-at-large - re: Day Care Management Board
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RED DEE R F! EGIONAL PLA NNIN G COMMIS SI10 N

4920-59 STREET P.0.BOX 5002 HEDDEER, ALBERTA, CANADA. T4N 5Y5
masctohi ‘ TELEPHONE:  (403) 343-3304
Robert R. Cundy M.C.LP.
: : Your.File No.

“NO. 1

Our File No.

June 15, 1981

" Mr. R. Stollings,
. City Clerk,
City of Red Deer,
P.O. Box 5008,
Red Deer, Alberta.

Dear Sir,

Re: Lot A, Plan 4411

Further to Council'’s resolution of May 25, 1981, the attached

By-law No. 2672/P-81 has been prepared‘fdr Council's consideration.

Yours. truly,

ok it

Monte R. Christensen,
Associate Planner
City Planning Section

Enc.
MRC/hp

' MEMBERS OF COMMISSION
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no.

FROM: E. L. & P. Supt.

MEMO ' , | g

TO:  City Clerk (For Council Agenda)

DATE: 1981 05 15

Re: Pedestrian Crosswalk Signal at
55 Street and 48 Avenue

Pursuant to the resolution passed by City Council on May 11, 1981, the
following report is submitted for Councils consideration and decision.

The Fngineering and E. L. & P. Depariments have quickly reviewed the
alternatives available in the coordination of a pedestrian activated signal
at 48 Avenue with the traffic flows on 55 Street and in particular with the
traffic flow through the 49 Avenue and 55 Street intersection.

It should be noted that the installation of these pedestrian crosswalk
lights will in all cases, except Alternative E outlined below, cause a dis-
ruption in orderly traffic flow. The various alternatives suggested provide
decreasing disruptions to traffic flow with respective higher costs.

REOOMMENDATION

It is recommended that Alternmative D as outlined below be implemented.
The estimated cost is $26,300 with a projected completion date of November
30, 1981, This particular scheme incorprorates all of the features of the
less costly alternmatives as well as providing the ablllty to make the
timing changes which will undoubtedly be required in order to accommodate
future changing traffic speeds, volumes and patterns. If Altermative E
were to be implemented in the future, it could tie in with the recommendation

with no further costs associated with the 48 Avenue signals.

The comments of the Engineering Department are attached to this report
and provide further comments on the disruptions to traffic flow which can
be expected. - _

Alternative A

Install a regular type of pedestrian activated crosswalk signal which
operates independently. This scheme produces a maximum degree of disruption
to proper traffic flow. :

Cost $ 14,300
Completion Date Nov. 30, 1981

Alternative B

Install the pe‘desti'ian signal as in Alternative A with the addition

of a tie into the controller at 49 Avenue and 55 Street to provide for

the same timing of the walk signals at both 49 Avenue and 48 Avenue.

This reduces the disruption in traffic flow somewhat over Alternative A



but has o flexibility in allowing for time offsets between the two
intersections which are required for proper coordination.

Cost $ 15,600 . :
Completion Date . Nov. 30, 1981 |

 ALTERNATIVE C

: Same as Alternative B with the introduction of one fixed time delay -

between the 49 Avenue and 48 Avenue walk signals which would be applied
to each of the five levels that the 49 Avenue controller could be
operating on.

This provides some flexibility additional to Alternative B for one
level only but could cause increased disruption for the other four levels.
Further study is required to determine feasibility of this scheme but as
cost increase is very minimal over Alternative B, it ocould be added any

Cost "~ $ 16,300
Completion Date Nov. 30, 1981

ALTERNATIVE D

- Install a regular.pedestrian activated crosswalk signal as in Altermative
A less the normally supplied controller, and with the addition of a more
elaborate type of controller plus a coordinator and tie this into the
controller at 49 Avenue and 55 Street.

.while this scheme will still provide some traffic disruption to 55
Strect traffic, it has considerable flexibility for time offsets relative
to 49 Avenue. It will not coordinate with traffic signals east of 49 Avemue.

Cost. - $ 26,300
Completion Date Nov. 30, 1981

ALTERNATIVE E

Install the same equipment as in Altermative D but add a master
controller on 55 Street and tie it into the 49 Avenue master control system.
This would provide 55 Street with the same type of control system as is
presently being installed on 49 Avenue.

- This scheme is the only one which could provide complete coordination,
however, the cost is high and 55 Street traffic may not be at a level high
enough to warrant this type of system at this time.

Cost : $ 90,000
Completion Date June 30, 1982

. |
| : o A. Foth, - "




Tile: 060-021A.

—

June lo, 1981

TO: ‘ City Clerk
FROM: City Engineer
RE: _____ Pedestrian Activated Signal - 55 Street and 48 Avenue

‘ Further to the meeting between your Electrical Foreman, yourself, myself
and our Traffic Engineer for minimizing the impact of the above pedestrian
activated light on downtown traffic, we would advise as follows.

1. The proposed pedestrian activated light at the intersection of 55
Street and 48 Avenue can be easily "sequenced" to start at any pre=-
set time after adjacent signals go into the green phase.

2. At all practical preset times that can be specified, moste east/
west bound vehicles would have to make an extra stop at the 48 Avenue
= 55 Street intersection. This is due to a combination of factors
including design speed, traffic pattern and signal spacing. Equip~
ment capability is not the constraint.

3. Since the traffic pattern cannot be easily changed and the signal
spacing cannot be changed, the operational speed would therefore
have to be lowered and the number of stops would have to increase.

4. The effect of the above was outlines in our May 5, 1981 report to
Council: '

"The installation of a signal at 55 Street - 48 Avenue intersection
would reduce the signal design speed for east/west bound traffic
to approximately half of existing design speed. Furthermore, the
- synchronization if designed to favor west bound traffic would sub-
stantially increase the chance of the 55 Street - 49 Avenue inter-
section and 55 Street ~ Gaetz (50) Avenue intersection being blocked
by east bound traffic not able to clear the 55 Street and 48 Avenue
intersection. Synchronization if designed to favor east bound
traffic would reduce signficantly the number of west bound vehicles
that can clear the intersection of 55 Street and 49 Avenue."

To minimize the impact of the above signal installation to downtown
traffic, maximum flexibility should be retained to allow different offset

‘..2



relationships to be specified for different traffic patterns between the 5.
intersections of 55 Street - 49 Avenue and 55 Street - 48 Avenue.

This flexibility does not quarantee that a specified offset timing is
available s¢ that east bound traffic on 55 Street will not be blocking the
49 Avenue - 55 Street intersection at certain times of the day. In addition,
insufficient west bound traffic may be delivered to the 49 Avenue - 55 Street
intersection due to being held back by the pedestrian activated signal result-
ing in a reduction of capacity of the 49 Avenue - 55 Street intersection.

This flexibility, however, would allow us to implement the best timing
possible under the prevailing traffic pattern and the priority establlshed
by the City in future years.

Only the equipment as noted in Alternative "D" and "E" (as outlined in
your memo) will provide the flexibility to minimize the impact of the above
pedestrian signal installation on the 49 Avenue =~ 55 Street intersection.

If Alterhative "E" equipment is installed, there is one offset timing
available that will not signficantly add delay to east/west bound traffic
for the present P. M. peak hour traffic pattern.

However, when traffic volumes and patterns change in the coming years,
we do not know if such coincidence will still be available for future timings.
The operational improvement of the 55 Street - 49 Avenue intersection would
be very marginal for the installation of the Alternative "E" equipment in
comparison with the Alternative "D" equipment.

In consideration of costs, flexibility and implementation time, we
suggest that the Alternative "D" equipment would be the most reasonable op-
tion to be installed at present.

CYL/emg
cc - E, L. & P,

‘Commissionens’ commentA

14 Council wish to proceed with this installation, we would recommend
alternate "D", as outlined in the above nreponts at an estimated cost 05
approximately $26,300.00.

1t should be noted that Council could receive a requesl in the
Auiuﬂe ﬁoa the nemOUaz 04. any Lights that may be Anaiatted

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

City Commissionen




May 27, 1981.

TO: = Council

_FROM:  City Clerk

RE: Day Care Centre Seven Year Plan'

The following report appeared upon the May 25, 1981, Counc11 Agenda at which time
the follow1ng resolution was 1ntroduced :

"Moved by Alderman Webb, seconded by Alderman Pimm

RESOLVED that Council of the City of Red Deer having considered

report from the P.S.S. Director re Day Care Centre Seven Year Plan,
hereby agree with the course of action outlined in the aforementioned-
report presented to Council May 25, 1981, with additional funds being -
provided in the 1982 Seven Year Plan." i

" Prior to voting on the above motion, Council agreed that same be tabled until"
June 22 to enable the P.S.S. Board to bring back some other alternatives for
Council consideration. - The P.S.S. Board have been unable to meet since the
May :25th meeting and, accordlngly, the Comm1351oners recommend thlS be

set over to July Gth. '

R. Stollings
City Clerk -

RS/ds
Encl.



NO. 4
18 June 1981
:  counctt
FROM: . CITY CLERK

"RE: TRANSIT STUDY

The following nesofution was introduced at the meeting of
Council June 1st, and was tabled until the meeting to enable Associatod -
Engineening Services Lid. Lo provide a furnthen breakdown of the additional
" costs Lnvolved. - , B : - E

- "RESOLVED That Councif of The City of Red Deer having
consddened - cornespondence dated May 15th, 1981 from
- Associated Engineering Services Ltd. re: City of Red Deen
. Thansit Stdy Cost Projection Details, hereby approve a
- fiet inciease Lnthe Study of $25,000.00 from an orniginal
tanget fiaure of -$77,000.00, said increase fo be charged

. as an over-expenditure o the Transit Rudget, as #recommended

" to Council May 25th, 1981 by the City Commissionens."

" -The information nequested appeans hereagter.

"R. STOLLINGS®
City Clexk -2




S : Th:rty-F:ve Years Of Engineering Exceﬂence
ASSOCIATED ENGINEERING SERVICES LT

-June 16, 1981
File: EP97

City of Red Deer

City Hall
Red Deer, Alberta
T4N 3T4 -
Attention: Mr. H. M. C. Day,
City Commissioner
Dear Sir:
Cost Breakdown of Profe551ona1 Serv1ces for the

Re:
' ‘Red Deer Trarsit Study 1981

204 SKINNER CENTRE, 4711-51 AVENUE, RED DEER ALBERTA T4N ‘6H8,

TEL (403)343 8343

As per your request, please find a detailed breakdown (including

cost projections for those items not yet completed) of those
areas of the study that were outside the original Terms of

Reference. -

These areas are as defined in our letter dated .

May 19, 1981 to the City of Red Deer. Should any further

information on costs be required I would be pleased to have
you view our detailed computerlzed labour and. dlsbursement -

reports.

a) Interim Report

Includes éll work speéifically détailed‘fqr'this report:;
analysis; preparation of pie charts for colour xerox and
overhead slides; and 14 bound copies as submitted.

"ENGINEERS
- G. Evans 45 hours
V. Ghai 21 hours
21 hours

University -

...l2

 RED DEER EDMONTON

CALGARY VICTORIA

JUN 16 1981
THE CITY OF

REGINA



9.
ASSOCIATED ENGINEERING SERVICES LTD
‘ . 1
June 16, 1981
Mr. H. M. C. Day
..;2__
TECHNICIANS
XK. Wilson "~ 10 hours
P. Pettypiece 15 hours
DRAFTING 7
P. Pettypiece 40 hours
TOTAL COST - $7,670.00 .
 DISBURSEMENTS
Rileys 837.61
Printshop ‘ 205.11
Xerox. 186.00
Misc. _ ‘ " 84.00
Messenger Service o 717,95
TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS | '$1,330.67
TOTAL EXTRA COST OF INTERIM REPORT = $9,000.00
b}. Budget Meeting
- As per Council's request, preparation of cost.materiél : :
- for, and attendance- at budget meetings on both March 23 ... .
and 24, -1981. i o
" "ENGINEERING ' .
:G. Evans . -18.5 hours . - [ U w'.;_
University "4 "hours” IR Lo s
' "TOTAL COST . sis00.00

(SN

s




- ASSOCIATED ENGINEERING SERVICES L_TDi

June 16, 1981

Mr. H. M. C. Day

-3=

¢} Alberta Tran5portati0n'0~5 yr. and 5-10 yr. Plan
This item is not yet completed, hence estimated cost
projections only are presented. : '
ENGINEERING 40 hours
UNIVERSITY 10 hours
TECHNICIAN 20 hours
DRAFTING .~ 30 hours
TOTAL COST o  $5,000.00
d) Synopsis Report
As per Transit Review Committee's request, and including
only the extra time required for report preparation,
review and presentation at Council meeting, -
ENGINEERING
G. Evans 20 hours
DRAFTING
P, Pettypiebe : 7 hours
' TOTAL COST - . $1,500.00
e) Community Input
As per the request of the Transit Review Committee and the
City Administration, supply 5 engineers for the Tuesday,
26 May public hearing and 2 engineers for the Wednesday,
27 May hearing. In addition prepare and organize displays,
move furniture. Analyze input from community hearings and
N report back to Council and the Administration on the results._
cesd

10.



11.
| ASSOCIATED ENGINEERING SER"VICES m

June 16, 1981

Mr. H. M, C. Day

-4

ENGINEERTING

G. Evans 29 hours

V. Ghai 22 hours

University 21 hours

DRAFTING

P. Pettypiece - 22 hours - ‘
TOTAL COST » .$5,700.00

Trusting that this information fulfills your request.

Yours very truly,

G. A. Evans, P. Eng.
Manager, Red Deer Office

cc. Mr. R. McGhee, Mayor .

’ Mr. D. Proudler, City Transit Superintendent
Mr. D. W. Ferrier, Vice-President Alberta Reglcn, A E.S.L. Edmonton
Mr, E. Luchka, Senior PrOJect,Controller, A.E.S.L. Edmonton, :

. GAE/1m

Conmuzswnw eam'nen,t&

The. above wéommon A% Aubmd}ted as nequuted by Councd
Theban,stcupated additional costs to comple;te the Thansit S.tudy ane eAumated
- to be $22,700.00,

"R.J. McGHEE"
Magon '

"M.C. DAY" ~
City Compissioner




REPORTS .
12-

NO. 1
' June 1, 1981
TO: City Clerk
FROM: City Engineer
RE: " New Local Improvement for the Uniform Unit Rate Bylaw

Storm Sewer

Please add a new Local Improvement rate. for storm sewer to the ex1st1ng
Uniform Unlt Rate Bylaw.

TYPE OF ' PERIOD OF ANNUAL RATE FOR TOTAL COST PER

'IMPROVEMENT - 'ASSESSED'YEARS - . ASSESSABLE METRE '~ - ASSESSABLE METRE
Storm sewer 20 ~ 20.08 . © 135.00
,/7
o -” "’/

,,;"’g%'gz’.f Jefféf’s, P Eng.

o y Eijpe f

wes S




TND. 2
June 11, 1981

TO: City Clerk
FROM: . P.5.S. Director

RE: A.U.M.A. Resolution on After-School Care

Attached is a resolution which was prepared at the request of.
Alderman Webb and Alderman Oldring for the A.U.M.,A. Conference in
response to Council's discussion on after-school care programs at
its May 25 meeting. Alderman Oldring is presenting this resolution
on behaif of the City of Red Deer to the Resolutions Committee
subject to City Council approval. Therefore, this resclution is being
submitted for Council's consideration. |f approved, it will stand as
.a City of Red Deer submission. |f revised or refused by Council, it
will be withdrawn by Alderman Cldring.

; - R. Assingef
RA/mp - o o P.5.S. Director
Enc. h ‘

13.



“Please Quote Our File No.eooooo oo

'THE CITY OF RED DEER
| | . ‘ 14.

RED DEER, ALBERTA
T4AN 3T4

RESOLUTION TO A.U.M.A.

WHEREAS municipa[i+ies administered day care subsidies to families
- of pre-school and school-age children before August |, 1980; and

WHEREAS the Province of Alberta assumed full responsibility for the
Day Care Subsidy Program effective August |, 1980; and

WHEREAS the Province of Alberta through the Ministry of Social Services
and Community Health indicated its desire for municipalities to
resume responsibility for child care programs for school-age
children effective April I, 198!; and

WHEREAS municipaiifies will require additiona! human and financial
resources to properly develop after school care services;

WHEREAS: the cost of additional after school programs wi!l need 1o be
financed under the Family and Community Support Services
Program; and

WHEREAS utilizing funds under the Family and Community Support Services
Program for a rapidly expanding service such as after school care
will restrict the expansion and developmen+ of ofher V|+al famlly
and community support services;

THEREFORE, be it reskoed:

That the Province of Alberta make extra funding available for
after school care services, in addition to that provided under
the Family ‘and Community Support Services Program, to allow
~municipalities to develop and expand this service without
jeopardy to other family and community support services.



15.

June 12th, 1981

TO: CITY CLERKS

FROM: DEVELOPMENT OFFICER/
BUTLDING INSPECTOR

RE: THE NATIONAL SUPPLY COMPANY LTD.
N.W. 1/4 SECTION 31, TWP 33, RG 27

Could vour Department place the following item before Council
for their consideration.

The above firm is in the process of building a manufacturing
plant on the mentioned site. Included in the landscaping adjacent
to Highway No. #2, is several berms and a pond, which serves a
practical purpose (water storage for firefighting) and is decorative.
Through the Land Sales Agreement the City has permitted these land-
scaping features to be located on City land is designated as Municipal
Reserve (not registered).

The Planning Act sections 107 to 115 regulate what Municipal
Reserve can be used for and under normal circumstances anything
that acts as a barrier to public access is not permitted. However,
Section 114 states exception to these regulations under certain
conditions (Quote = Section 114).

114 Notwithstanding sections 107 to 113- a council or a
council and a school authority, as the case may be,
may authorize:

(a) the construction, installation and maintenance or any of
‘them of a public roadway or public ut111ty, on, in, over
or under reserve land, or :

(b) the maintenance and protection of reserve land

if the interests of public will not be adversely affected.

. Council may wish to grant permission for this fence (see attahced
diagram) as the open pond may present a hazard to the City.

R. Strader
Development Officer/
Building Inspector

RS/1g
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RED DEER REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION

4920-59 STREET : P.0.BOX 5002 o . REDDEER, ALBERTA, CANADA. T4N 5YS§
DIRECTOR: ) - : TELEPHONE: - (403) 343:3384
Robert R. Cundy M.C.LP. . o
Your File No.
June 15, 1981. | o Our Flle No.

. Mr. R. Strader,
Development Officer, City Hall,
City of Red Deer,
P.0. Box 5008,
Red Deer, Alberta.

Dear Sir,

Use of Public Reserve

Under Section 107 of the Planning Act, Public Réserve can be used
for the following uses:

(a) a public park, or

(b) a public recreation area, or

{c) school purposes, or

{(d) to separate areas of land that are used for different purposes.

The Public Reserve may also be used for the following uses provided the City
Council or School muthority authorizes the same:

' (a) the construction, installation and maintenance or any of them
of a public roadway or publlc utility, on, Ln, over or under
resexve . 1and, or

~(b) the mainfenance and protection of reserve land,
if the interests of the public will not be adversely affected.

. Fencing for the purpose of maintenance and protection may be authorized
. by the City Council only if the interest of the public would not adversely be
affected. The interest of the public is interpreted as hav1ng public access to
the reserve at all times.

o . : ) Yours truly,

S 0,

. ) : D. Rouhi, MCIP
DR/hp : - : Senior Planner
- ’ - MEMBERS OF COMMISSION City Planning Section

i TOWN OF LACOMBE—TOWN OF CLDS—TOWN OF PENHOLD—TOWN OF ROCKY MOUNTAN HOUSE—TOWN OF STETTLER--TOWN OF SUNDRE—TOWN OF SYLVAN LAKE
. : VILLAGE OF ALIX~— VILLAGE OF BENTLEY — VILLAGE OF BIG VALLEY — VILLAGE OF BOWDEN — VILLAGE OF CAROLINE — VILLAGE OF CREMONA — VILLAGE OF DELBURNE
S VILLAGE OF DONALDA — VILLAGE OF ELNORA — VILLAGE OF GADSBY — VILLAGE OF MIRROR — SUMMER VILLAGE OF QUKL LAKE — SUMMER VILLAGE OF HALF MOON BAY
i : CIRRICR M1 ARE NF RONHON SANNS .. SUMMER VILLAGE OF WHITE SANDS ~ COUNTY OF LACOMBE No. 14 — COUNTY OF MOUNTAIN VIEW No. 17
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June 15, 1981

TO:  BUILDING INSPECTIONS
- FROM: DIRECTOR OF ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

RE: APPLICATION FOR FENCING PUBLIC RESERVE
BY NATIONAL SUPPLY COMPANY

The National Supply Company Limited presented plans at the time their appli-
cation to purchase land was approved, which included extensive landscaping
not only of their front yard, but a continuation of this landscaping into

the public reserve. It was agreed that provided National Supply was prepared
to install and maintain the landscaping, including a very small pond effect,
the City would approve the plans. : .
In order to retain the attractiveness of the landscaping, it would be preferable
if the entire front yard and public reserve could be fenced on the perimeter.
The alternative would be to extend a fence across the western boundary of the
National Supply property, which would result in fencing material being located
midway in the landscaped area, and bisecting the pond. National Supply has
. indicated that they are prepared to provide gates on the north and south boun-
daries of the public reserve, which would give the necessary access to this

darea.

I feel that the landscaped area would be much more attractive if the fence were
located on the perimeter of the public reserve, rather than on the west boundary
of the National Supply property, and would therefore recommend that Council ap-

prove the National Supply proposal.

At or
Economic Development

AVS/gr



LONSULTING ENGINEERS.
AND PLANNERS

Reid, Crowther & Partners Limited

Room 133, 4919 - 59th $treet, Riverside PIaz-a. Red Deer, Alberta, Canada TAN 6C9 Telephone 343-2346

PLEASE REFER TO FILE No.

21172-4(c)  May 22, 1981

City of Red Deer

4914 - 48th Avenue

Red Deer, Alberta

Attention: Mr. R. Strader, Development Officer

Dear Sir:

Re: The Natiomnal Supply Company'Ltd.
Red Deer Manufacturing Plant

Please find enclosed two copies of our Drawing No. 21172-R.D.8, showing
the proposed Chain Link Security Fence for the above project. This is
for your review and approval as per the telephone conversation of May
21, 1981 between yourself and our Norman Arnold.

Please note that the proposed fence encloses the 30.0 metre buffer
strip adjacent to Highway No. 2 and that the two temporary fences will
be on City-owned property until they can be removed when the Clty cuts
down the slope north of the above site.

If you have any questlons, please do not hesitate to call.

Yours truly,

Darre J. Danyluk, P. Eng.

NJA:13p
Encls.

ec: Mr. D. Phillips
) Mr. J. Roy '
- Mr. G. Pyle.
Mr. B. Spier
. Mr. K. Haslop

_VANCOUVER - CALGARY . EDMONTON . REGINA ? WINNIPEG . TOROGNTO ¢ OTTAWA
LETHBRIDGE . YELLOWHKNIFE . RED DEER  * SASKATO-OI;l' . BRRANDON




1981 06 12

TO: Development Officer

FROM: City Assessor

' RE: National Supply

Further to our discussion, may I confirm that it is
my opinion that the public reserve lands are designed for the
use of the public through ‘recreation, parks or schools.

, I have previously stated that I have no objection
~upon approval.of individual applications for property owners
to enter. into a maintenance and construction agreement,
providing the public has access to the lands.

It is also my opinion that if National Supply was to

. fence the proposed public reserve area to the west of their
lands that it would be defeating the purpose of public reserves.

If our concerns are mainly the dangers involved by

National Supply creating open ponds, then I believe the liable
regponsibilities, if any, should be theirs. ' '

Ol —
pD.”J. Wilson, A.M.A.A.
cc’ A. Scott |

Commissionens' comments

S With negand s to the comments of the Economic Development Directon
- and the Pzannenba we would recommend approval of the 4ence in the public
reserve area subfect to the conditions outlined. '

"R.J. McGHEE"
Mayon

"M.C. DAY"
City Commissionen

19.
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NO. 4 | ' ' - 1981 06 15

TO: City Clerk

FROM: City Assessor

' RE: Closure of Botterill Close
(See attached map)

To proceed. w1th the registration of a subd1v1510n
plan for the addition of part of Botterill Close to Lot 52
and Lot 51U, we respectfully ask Counc1l's approval of the
road closure bylaw. v

A Council resolution of August 4, 1979, approved the
sale of the additional lands to be added to Lot 52, Block 5,
Plan 772 0301. :

The reason this request for road closure has been
held in abeyance is that we were waltlng confirmation from
the owners of Lot 52 that they were in a position to sign the
subdivision plan. Due to mortgage legalities they were not
able to conflrm the signing request until recently.

.We have currently received their conflrmatlon that
they are now able to sign the subdivision plan.

@l

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

WFL/bt :

CanmuMwne/zA ' comments

Recommend Coanc&ﬁ g&ue fnst neadan 1o atxached Bylaw No. 2721/581.

"R.7. MeGHEE"
Mayon

"™.C. DAY"
City Commissionen
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File: 640-017 ‘

. 22.
NO. 5
June 9, 1981
TO: A City Clerk
'FROM: = City Engineer
: Tenders for 54 Avehue Construction

43 Street to 32 Street

Public tenders were called for the construction of the above noted por-
ject with advertising placed in Edmonton, Calgary and Red Deer newspapers:
for a three (3) week tender period. The work involves the extension of the
54 Avenue truck route as a paved roadway from the 43 Street 1ntersect10n to
32 Street, and 1ncludes'major 1ntersect10n work on 32 Street

Attached for the review of Councll is the report recelved from Entek
Englneerlng Ltd. which outlines the bids received.

: Based on the comments of the consultant, we would recommend the award
- of the tender to the low bidder Border Paving Ltd., in the amount of $675,
955,50 which is well within the budget approved in the 1981 Seven (7) Year
Capital Expenditures Plan. The tender is valid until July 27, 1981 and
includes a completion date of October 31, 1981. //?f :

KGH/emg

-vAattach

‘Commissionesis' comments

Concur with the necommendations of the City Engineen.

"R.J. McGHEE"
Mayon

MM.C. DAY™
- City Commissionen



ENTEK ENGINEERING I.|MITED

CONSULTING ENGINEERS AND SURVEYORS

625 - 14th Street N.W., Calgary, Alberta T2N 2A1 . Telephone (403) 283-6641
#201 - 4706 - 48th Avenue, Red Deer, Alberta T4N 6J4 . Telephone (403) 343-7377

73,

N

1205 L 'pé‘o « June 1, 1981

CITY OF RED DEER = ¢ /A
CITY HALL , % Qe >
4914-48th Avenue DY
Red Deer, Alberta T W g B

TAN 3T4 . S

ATTENTION: Mr. Ken Haslop, P. Eng., A.C.E. - Roads

RE: 54th Avenue Extension, 32nd Street to 43rd Street.
Dear Ken: | '

We are recommending that the Border Paving Limited of Red Deer
Tender for the above noted be accepted and that they be awarded the
Contract for constructlon.

Five tenders were received and are listed beTow for your infor-
mation:

BIDDER : ' : TENDER AMOUNT

Border Paving Limited, Red Deer $675,955.50
South Rock Ltd., Medicine Hat $741,479.92
Medican Construction Ltd., Medicine Hat $776,257.15
Coho Paving Ltd., Pincher Creek $854,526.51
Robertson Construction l.td., Edmonton '$1,007,337.37

All five ténders were complete with Bid Bonds and Consent of
Surety forms as required and were in order except that Medican

Construction Ltd., made an error in one extension and the change

is reflected in the above list of Tenders.

As you are aware, we estimated this project to have a tender
amount of $964,957.00, correspondence dated May 12, 1981, but the
Border Paving Ltd., bid is 30% below that figure. This difference
is a result of a very competitive market and the fact that the cost

‘estimate was calculated from Ross Street Improvements 1980 prices

and the 54th Avenue Extension project was bid more on the basis of
highway type earthwork rather than municipal type earthwork. The
earthwork bidding accounts for more than half of the difference

/
~




1204 - -2 - | June 1, 1981

" between the cost estimate and the recommended Border Paving Limited
tender. '

I trust that you will find this recommendation satisfactory and
if you have any questions, please feel free to call.

Yours truly,

Clfhdese— .

Colin Anderson, P. Eng.,
Project Engineer

CA/blm

- Commissionens' comments

Concur with the hecommendations of the City Engineex.

"R.J. McGHEE"
Mayonr

"M.C. DAY"
CLty Commissionen

24.
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N0, 6
June 9, 1981 -
TO: City Clerk
FROM: City Engineer
H Tenders for 60 Avenue/32 Street Reconstruction

West and South of West Park Subdivision

R Al o S 0 ot T S B S S S M o S S L e g P e S PO (e e e S N D B A D i o e e ey Bt B P N B (D D s B e e -

Advertisements were placed in the Edmonton, Calgary and Red Deer news-
papers calling for public tenders for the reconstruction of 60 Avenue from
43 Street to Wishart Street and the reconstruction of 32 Street from 60
Avenue to 57 Avenue, to a paved, rural cross-section.

Two (2) bids were received as follows:

1. Border Paving Ltd. $273,350.05
2. Coho Paving Ltd. $311,040.60

The pretender estimate was initially submitted by the consultant at
$391,000 but reduced to $345,558 when the final design was completed. 'The
tender closing date was May 29, 1981 with tenders being valid for thirty-five

- (35) "days. The completion date is August 31, 1981.

The consultant GCG Engineering Partnership, has reviewed the tender
‘documents and confirmed that the low bid is in order. As the tender falls
within the budget provided in the 1981 Seven (7) Year Plan, we would, there-
fore, recommend award of the tender to the low bidder Border Paving Ltd. in
the amount of $273,350.05. .

A
S e

P. Eng.

KGH/emg

Commissionens' comments

Concur with the necommendations of the City Engineex.

"R.J. McGHEE"
Mayon

"M.C. DAV" |
City Commiasionen
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26.
File 050-014C
NO. 7

June 8, 1981

TO: CITY CLERK
FROM: CONSTRUCTION COORDINATOR

RE: WEST YARD GAS PUMPS AND KIOSK TENDER

Tenders were called for the above mentioned project involving
Kiosk building and pad to accommodate weigh scale and fuel pump readouts
complete with all electrical and mechanical controls and the installation of
underground fuel storage tanks and fuel pumps. 'The actual scale ($50,552)
and storage tanks ($17,610) were purchased in 1980 but due to lack of funds
the project could not be completed.

On May 22, 1981 three tenders were opened in the office of the
City Clerk and the prices are as follows:

Hunterwood Developments. 562,590
Griffin Construction 68,464
Hornstrom Brothers 75,698

$48,000 was placed in the 1981 budget based on the similar item
connected with the 1979 construction of the Stores and Purchasing Building
that was deleted. : After preparation of plans and specifications, the
Consultant Engineer, Reid Crowther and Partuers estimated $59,000 for this
project.

In the tender a separate price for underground storage tank
installation was requested and Hunterwood Developments would give a credit
of $15,800 for this work making their contract price 546,790 within our
budget of $48,000,

The Engineering departmentracommend that the storage tank
installation work could be done by City forrces at a cost of not more than
$10,000 and this amount be charged to the Long Range Equipment Plan as it
is directly related to this account and there have been savings on this

years purchases. )%éﬁ?sz /égz;ézjfﬂ/h/

P. E. Grainger
Construction Coordinator

PEG/jm
cc: A. Wilcock
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- Commissionens’ comments

We concur with the necommendations o4 the Construction Co-ondinator

- that the estimated additional cost of $§,790.00 be charged to the Long

Range Equipment Plan and the fenden fon the nemainder be awarded to Hunterwood
Development in the amount of $46,790.00.

"R.J. McGHEE"
Mayon

"M.C. DAY"
City Commissionen
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T NO. 8
16 June 1981

T0: ALL MEMBERS OF COUNCTL
FROM: CITY CLERK
RE: A.UM.A. CONVENTTON

We have now recelved registration konms foxn the A.UM.A. Convention
this Fall and in onden fo assure appropriate accommodation, the reservations
should be made now. Last yearn we delayed our registrnation and as a nesult
could only obfain accommodation in hotels removed from the site of the
Convention.

The Convention will be helfd in fthe Calgarny Convention Centne
September 29th & 301h and October 18% & 2nd, 1981.

Would all membens of Councif planning on attending this Convention,
please Let me know of your infentions and T will make appropriate neservations.

R. STOLLINGS,
City Clenk

Commissionens’ comments

We suggest Council indorm the City Clerk of théin intentions no
Later than Juby 6th, 1981.

"R. J. McGHEE"
Mayon

"M.C. DAY"
City Commissionen



NO. 9
June 15th, 1981

TO: CITY CLERK

. FROM: DEVELOPMENT OFFICER/
BUILDING INSPECTOR

We would like to have the following brought before City
Council for their consideration.
#2 Moseley Close — Owner is Joan Curan of the same address.
" The property is in a very umnsightly condition because of weeds
and the lawn not being mowed. We recommend Council declare the
property as unsightly as defined in the Nuisance Bylaw #2060,
authorized by Section 157 of the Municipal Government Act, giving
the owner 14 days to do the required work. Should the owner
fail to remedy the condition, City forces will be authorized to
do same. Any costs imcurred be charged against the property as
 taxes due and owing. As several complaints have been received
regarding the property, numerous calls were made to the real
estate company listiung the property, a letter sent to Mrs. J.
Curan, a number of telephone calls to a Mr., C. Curan in Veteran
requesting that the property be cleaned up. Several inspections
have been made by the Parks Department & Building Inspections
since May 20, 1981.

NB< Strader
Development Officer/
Building Inspector

RS/1g

" Cormissionens' comments

Conowr with the necommendations 04 the Development 0fficer.

"R.J. McGHEE"
Mayon

mi.Cc. DAY" .
City Commissionen



June 16, 1981

NO. 10
30.
TO: COUNCIL
FROM: CITY CLERK
Re: Public Hearings
Public hearings have been advertised in respect of the following
Bylaws, described as noted hereunder:
(i) Bylaw 2672/M-81 - rezoning of the existing Exhibition Grounds from
PS = Public Service (Institutional or Govermmental) District to
A2 = Environmental Preservation District; Pl = Parks & Recreation
District, R3 -~ D - Z16 - V10 and R3 - V18 = Residential (Multiple
Family) District
This Bylaw also amends Sections 7.3 and 7.4 of the Land Use Bylaw
with regard to permitted heights of buildings.
(2) Bylaw 2672/N-81 - rezoning of Lot 1, Plan 24 H.W. (N.E. Corner of 59
Avenue & 67 Street) from R1A = Residential (Low Density) District to
P1 = Parks & Recreation District.
(3) Bylaw 2672/0-81 - rezoning of Lot 6, Plan 1573 H.W from Al = Future
Urban Development District to R2 = Residential (General) District and
Pl = Parks and Recreation District. ’ ' -
(4) Bylaw 2713/81 — which provides for the adoption of an Area Redevelopment

Plan for the Exhibition Grounds bounded on the North by 44 Street; on
the West by 48 Avenue; and on the South and East by Waskasco Creek.

The Redevelopment Plan is intended to describe land uses and the sequence
of Development once the existing Exhibition facility has been reolcated.

(5) Pfoposed disposal of Public Reserve - all‘that portion of Lot R1,
Plan 6298 N.Y. containing 0.420 hectares (1.04 acres) more or less
(Janko application). : .

A further letter expressing interest in this property has been
received from Jubilee Beverages and same is enclosed herewith. '

As of this date, no objections have been received concerning Bylaws
numbered 1 to 4 dinclusive.

o ‘ ""R. STOLLINGS"
{ce City Clerk



- o N Phone 347-4406 .

PRSICON | Gl Busags Ll "

) AUTHORIZED BOTTLERS OF
PEPSI-COLA — CANADA DRY PRODUG -—_ SEVEN-UP — DR: PEPPER
110

2830 GAEI’Z AVENUE
P.O. Box 190

RED DEER, Alberta

June 11, 1981

Mr. R. Stollings
City Clerk
City of Red Deer

REGARDING THE PROPQSED SALE OF PROPERTY BEHIND LOTS ‘537& 24

Dear Mr. Stollings:

If the city is willing to sell the above pronerty, I would like
to purchase the land to straighten out our north boundary.

Should we be allowed to purchase the property to sguare off our
lot, Jubilee Beverages would be able to turn its trucks at the.
rear of the lot and as a result have room for staff parking
behind our plant. This property addition would, in effect,
eliminate staff parking on the street. '

Enclosed is a map showing the nrovposed change.

If you have any questions,please feel free to contact me.

- Yours Truly

b

Pat Hanson
President

Encl
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June 15, 1981

The Mayor and Council : _
City of Red Deer 53.
4914 48th Avenue

Red Deer, Alberta

Re: Bylaw No. 2672/0-81 rezoning Lot 6, Plan 1573 H.W. Clearview -Hofer land

We have received correspordence dated June 5, 1981 fram Mr. R. Parker,
Assistant City Engineer of Sewer & Water Department stating that
$44,208.43 must be paid on our 1.55 acres prior to Council proceeding
with the third reading of the rezoning bylaw.

‘We think this jprépayment request is highly unusual, unfair and a severe
hardship to us a’s‘ the property owners.

At present we do not require the offsite services for which we are being
asked to pay $44,208.43. This large cash payment must be made before
rezoning can be completed. We don't think this is realistic.

The impact of this demand is to unnecessarily delay final rezoning and
cur ability to complete a sale of the land to multifamily develcpers.

In all probability, a multifamily developer will have to enter into a
development agreement with the City of Red Deer with regard to provision

of public reserve strips alorng the north and east boundaries of the property
as requested by the Red Deer Regional Planning Commission in the May 15
letter to the City Clerk (Council notes pages 128 and 129).

We would suggest that when this agreement is 51gned or the Bulldlng Permit
issued that offsite charges should be levied.

our discussion with small to medium sized develcpment campanies irdicates
. that lewy of offsite charges prior to rezoning will place extreme hardship
also on their ability to develop lands —~ to the pomt that only large
developers would be able to compete..

It would seem to us that Cairns Hcmes, the rec1pient of most of the offsite
charges, would be pleased to receive a refund of roney expended by them—
upon issuance of a Ruilding Permlt after the rezonlng. '

This is especially relevant as we woiald never have to pay Cairns Homes or
the City of Red Deer anythlg for offsite services if we chose to res:.de onh
~ the property imdefinately without rezoning it.

The sooner rezoning takes places and the develcper moves on the land to take
it to a higher and better use, the faster everyone would receive offsite »
levies and charges to assist Cairns Homes with boundary and area contributions.

Therefore, we are requesting that Council proceed immediately with 2nd and
3rd reading of the zoning bylaw with the understanding that the $44,208.43
be paid on issuance of a Building Permit to a future develcoper.

Thank you. v ‘
Catherine Hofer

Fward W. Hofer ,




Please Quote Qur File No045'003 ..... .

THE CITY OF RED DEER 34.

-Dtfice of
CITY ENGINEER

RED DEER, ALBERTA
T4N 3T4

June 5, 1981

Edward Hofer
General belivery
RED DEER, ALBERTA

Dear Sir:

REz;_égg}icatigg_for'Rezoning Lot 6, Plan 1573 H. W.

Please be advised that prior to proceeding with third reading of the
rezoning, it will be necessary to prepay the following amounts:

1. Boundary & Area Contribution Charges ' $ 32,349.38
(endeavour to assist to Cairns Homes Ltd.)

.2. Offsite Levies

~ Major thoroughfare 1.55 x $3,380 (area - 1l.55ac) $§ 5,239.00
- Water 1,55 x $971 $ 1,505.05
- Sanitary 1.55 x $850 $ 1,317.50
- Storm 1.55 x $2,450 $ 3,797.50

TOTAL . , $ 44,208.43

These figures do not include service connections or E. L. & P. charges
and are only valid for 198l1. :

Yours truly,

Ron K. Parker, P. Eng.
Assistant 'City Engineer
- ‘ * Sewer & Water

RKP/emg

cc - City Clerk

cc ~ City Assessor
ce - E, L, & P,

cc - R. D. R. P. C.
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RED DEER REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION

4920-59 STREET . ’ " - P.O.BOX5002 ) ° REDDEER, ALBERTA, CANADA T4N §VY5

Aobert A. Cundy M.C.LP.

TELEPHONE:  (403) 343-3394

Your Fﬁe No.

May 15, 1981.. : : - - B ‘ : Our File No.

Mr. R. Stollings,
City Clerk, o
City of Red Deer,
P.0O.  Box 5008,

Red Deer, Alberta.
TAN 3T4

Dear Sir,

Re: Lot 6, Plan 1573 H.W.
Clearview Meadows

The request to redesignate the above mentioned site to R.2 is in
accordance with the general planning for the area. The parcel is presently '
bounded on the south and west by an R.2 district, hence the proposed rede51gn-
ation is a logical extension.

In the remainder of the Clearview subdivision a public reserve strip
has been provided between the residential parcels and the major arterials such
as 55 Street and 30 Avenue. The purpose of these strips is not only to provide .
a buffer but to prevent and control access to these parcels from the arterial
roadways. Similar Teserve strips should be provided from Lot 6.

The appllcant should be aware that approval of the redeSLgnatlon ‘does
. not constitute approval of the site plan or the proposed uses. In an R.2 district
apartments are a discretionary use, therefore they are subject to the approval of
the Municipal Planning Commission and the right of appeal by ad;o;nlng property
owners and/or interested persons. : .

There are some concerns regarding the layout, however, these can be
addressed when the detalls of the site plan are con51dered by the Mun1c1pal
Planning Commission.

It is recommended thaﬁ the request for redesignation be granted provided
steps are taken to ensure the provision of a public reserve strip along the north
and east boundaries in a manner similar to the rest of the subdivision. :

Cont'd ....../2.

MEMBERS OF COMMISSION

) GTYCF@IER—TM OF BLACKFALDS—TOWN OF WW—WGW—WGMW-WGW—MGM—YMGWM
TOWN OF LACOMBE—TOWN OF OLDS—TOWN CF PENHOLD--TOWN OF AOCKY MOUNTAN HOUSE—TOWN OF STETTLER—-TOWN OF SUNCRE—TOWN OF SYLVAN LAKE
VILLAGE OF AUX — VILLAGE OF BENTLEY — VILLAGE OF BKG VALLEY - VILLAGE OF BOWDEN — VILLAGE OF CAROLINE — VH.LAGECFCREMONA-—VH.&AGEW DELBURNE

. VILLAGE OF DONALDA — VILLAGE OF ELNORA — VILLAGE OF GADSBY — VILLAGE OF MIRROR — SUMMER VILLAGE OF GULL LAKE — SUMMER VILLAGE OF HALF MOON BAY
SUMMER' VILLAGE  OF ROCHON SANDS — SUMMER VILLAGE OF WHITE SANDS — COUNTY oF LACOMBE No. 14 - COUNTY OF MOUNTAIN VIEW No. 1?7
COUNTY OF PAINTEARTH No. 18 —  COUNTY OF; RED DEER No. 23 — COUNTY OF STETTLER Mo. 8 — IMPROVEMENT OISTRICT No 10



_ 36.
City Clerk,
City of Red Deer.
‘May 15, 1981.
Page 2,

, An amendlng by-law has been prepared for COURCll'S cons;deratlon
should they decide to proceed with the request.

Yours szncerely,

//%m,

Monte R. Christensen,
Associate Planner :
City Planning Section

MRC/hp

Commissioners' comments

, We concur with the recommendations of the Planning Commission .
in respect of the proposed rezoning to R2. .

"R.J. McGHEE':

Mayor
 "M.C. DAY"

City Commissioner

Cqmmia&ianeka’ comments

- m4th neApeat fo the heanLna on the proposed disposal of public neserve
{Lot R1, PPan 6295 N.Y.) we suggest the hearing be hetd and closed, and-prion

to ﬁLnaﬂ diposition of any 04 the property, a meeting be held with all

parnties present Lo neboﬂve final boundaries and a recommendation be bkouqhi

back to CouncLﬂ

~ Furnthen cammenxz nespecting RyPaw 2672/0-81 wene neceived too Late 2o
 obtain comments from Departments and, accondingly, we recommend Council only
" considen second neading at this meeting and defern any further action untif
additional LnﬁonmatLon can be brouaht fomwand.

"R.J. McGHEE" Mayon
"M.C. DAY" City Commissioner
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June 15,,1981 :

NO. 11

TO: MAYOR & MEMBERS OF COUNCIL

FROM: DIRECTOR OF ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

_RE: ~ MOTHER'S RESTAURANTS

We have now received revised site plans for the amticipated development of
the remainder of the Mother's Restaurant site. Two alternatives are pre-

.~ sented for Council's consideration:

1) Alternative "A" provides for two buildings. One would house “Colour
- Your World" and would consist of approximately 3500 square feet. The’
second building would total 5730 square feet, and would .include a v
proposed"Mac's Milk", plus two rental units. In addition, an addition
would be constructed to the existing Mother's Restaurant. The total
development would consist of 18,880 square feet.

2) Alternative "B" contemplates one building of 7,400 square feet, of
which a portion is designated as being a proposed '"Mac's Milk", and
- the remainder would be rental units. A gas bar is also proposed in v
this plan, together with the addition to the existing Mother's Restau-

rant. ' Total development would be 17,100 square feet, exclusive of
the gas bar.

The original,proposal~from Mother's Restaurants, called for a total develop- |

ament of some 19,000 square feet. If we were to consider the gas bar being

the equivalent of approximately 1500 to 2000 square feet of development,

‘either one of these developments would be of approximately the same size as
. the original proposal.

I would'therefore recommend that Council approve this latest propoeal from -
Mother's Restaurants. By approving both Alternative "A" and "B", it would
give Mother's some latitude in their negotiations with prospective tenants.

Respectfully submitted,

-Economic Development

AVS/gr



June 9, 1981 | "YIA AIR PUROLATOR"

Mr. Alan V. Scott, Director
Economic Development

.The City of Red Deer

P.0O. Box 5008

4914 -~ 48 Avenue

RED DEER, Alberta

. T4N 3T4

Dear Mr. Scott:

Re: Land Sales Agreement - City of :
Red Deer and Mother's Realty Corporation

Thank you for'your letter of May 26th, 1981.

Would you kindly call me and confirm the time for payment
of the $9,000. I would interpret your letter as in-
dicating that the payment should be made within two weeks
of September lst, 1981, or no later than August 15th, 1981.

I am enclosing two alternative site plans for approval by
Red Deer City Council at their meeting of June 22nd. As
you will note, one proposal provides for a Mac's Milk ’
with a gas bar; the second proposal provides for a Mac's
Milk and a Colour Your World without a gas bar. ' I under-
stand that the City of Red Deer would not object to the
"Mac's Milk being located as shown, without a gas bar.

Guy Kellett of Mother's Restaurants Incorporated, our
Development Co-Ordinator, will be attending the meeting

of June 22nd to answer any questions and discuss the matter
with Council. '

If you have any questions or comments, would you kindly
let me know.

Yours very truly,

38,

MOTHER'S REALTY coRPokATION JUN 1{_) ‘!,931,

MiChaelMW | - ) .--°"“."“-----Q.p~

Executlve Vice Pre51dent

5360 South Service Rd., Burlmgton Ontario, L7L 5 L1 (416) 632-7470

MJM:bc
encls.
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Commissionens' comments

It would appear that alternative "A" as neferrned Lo An the Ecbnom&c
Development Dinector's nepont, will not meet the nequ¢nemeniz 05 the Land Use
ByLaw as no gas bar is anzuded ‘

: We would, theneﬁone, necommend Counc&ﬂ approve aZtennatLue "B"
as outlined.

"R.J. McGHEE"
Mayor

"M.C. DAY"
City Commissionen
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NO. 12
June 16, 1981
TO:  City Clerk
FROM: City Engineer
RE: J1_Street Underground Utility Extensions

- Tenders for the first phase of the North West Sector utility servicing
were opened in Council chambers on Tuesday, June 16, 198l. Specifically, the
first phase will extend the trunk services from 53 Avenue (behind International
Harvestor) to Kennedy Drive along 77 Street. The project basically comprises
approximately 720 m of 1800 mm (72") storm sewer and 525 mm (21") sanitary
.sewer in a common trench. - In addition, stripping and excavation of 77 Street
and scome storm drainage for the roadway is included. '

' The consultants, Reid, Crowther & Partners Ltd., have prepared a tender
summary which is attached hereto. Funding for the first phase of this project
will be charged to the subdivision accounts. Council's permission to award
this project to the low tenderer - Flint Engineering in the gmount of $1,063,
228,33 is respectfully requested. '

RKP/emg ,
cc - City Treasurer
attach
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CONSULTING ENGINEERS

AND PLANNERS
Reid, Crowther & Partners Limited
Room 133. 1.3919~_‘59th Street, Riverside Plaza.f\;‘ed Deer, Alberta, Canada T4N 6C9 Teiephone 343-2346
PLEASE REFER TO FILE No. 5686-4(a) N Ju_'ne 17’ 1981

City of Red Deer
4914 - 48th Avenue
Red Deer,. Alberta

Attention: B.C. Jeffers, P. Eng.
Dear Sir:

Re: 77 Street Extengion - Underground Utilities

In response to a tender advertisement for the above project, seventeen (17)

_sets of documents were issued from our firm's office in Red Deer. A list of
contractors to whom documents were issued is attached. )
Sealed tenders were received up to 2:00 p.m., local time, at the office of
the City Clerk and were publicly opened thereafter. Tenders were received
from eight contractors and are listed below in order of lowest to highest
bidder:

Flint Engineering & Construction Ltd. . $1,063,228,.33*

Northside Construction Ltd. 1,177,197.00

‘Whissel Enterprises Ltd. '1,184,342.19
Patrick Pipeline ILtd. 1,249,635.00
Batra Construction Ltd. 1,270,004.00

. ‘Acri Construction Ltd. 1,284,810.00

Wimpey Western Limited . 1,387,633.14

John deVries Construction ILtd. ' 1,400,745.00
* corrected for arithmetic errors
Our estimate for this project was $1,240,000.00.

All tenders acknowledged receipt of Addendum N¥o. 1 and submltted the
requested Bondlng and Consent of Surety.

aed e 2
VANCOUVER . CALGARY ",EDMONTON . REGvINA 2 WINNIPEG "TOHONTO . CTTAWA

LETHBRIDGE M YELLOWKNIFE . RED DEER . SASKATOCON . BRANDON

41.



420
Mr, B.C. Jeffers, P. Eng.

June 17, 1981
- Page Two

The arithmetic of the three low tenders was checked and errors were found in
the tender submitted by Flint Engineering & Construction Ltd. These occur
in Ttems 3.3, 4.5, 5.1; 5.7, and 5.12 of the Schedule of Quantities. The
net result of the corrections is a reduction of their tender price to

© $1,063,228.33 from $1,068,847.98. A copy of their tender is attached.

The other two low bidders had no errors in their tenders.

Flint Engineering & Construction Ltd. is a local contractor and has
completed numerous projects in the Red Deer area. They have the equipment
and manpower to complete the works and we can see. no reason not to award the
contract to that firm at the corrected tender price.
We await your instructions in this regard.
Yours truly,
) AN Ay S 1
. (EibkkL&NS;;Dan* kT;
Darrel J. Danylulj, P. Eng.

DJID:1jp
Encls.

Commissionens' comments

Concur with the necommendations of the City Engineern.

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

City Commissionek

Reid, Crowther & Partners Limited



Tile: 640-029
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NO. 13
June 1, 1981

TO: City Clerk
 FROM: City Engineer.

RE: Paving of 77 Street
47 Avenue Close to 40 Avenue

The Engineering Department has completed the design of a paved 8.5 m
two (2) lane undivided driving surface with open ditch drainage and estimated
the cost of construction to . be $330,000.00. This portion of 77 Street exists
as an oiled surface which due to the heavy vehicles requires continual main-
tenance to repair potholes and surface ravelling (washboard). The design was
initiated by this department due to verbal inquiries received from the busi-
nesses in the area and due to the annual maintenance problem.

The construction proposed is for two (2) lanes only as the City and
Alberta Transportation have not confirmed this section of 77 Street as a
major arterial and therefore, is not on the approved cost shareable network.
The classification of 77 Street will probably not be confirmed until the loca-
. tion of the fifth river bridge crossing is known.

Construction of this road is chargeable to the Riverside Heavy Industrial
Subdivision as it serves as a local access road. The expenditure will be re~
covered partially through the previous sale of existing parcels and through
the future sale of undeveloped lands.

‘Council's approval

Therefore, based on the above, we respectfully reque
3o

of the required expenditure to complete the work this s,

s

er

KGH/emg
Commdssionens' comments

Although this item was ndot anﬁuded in the Seven Year Ptan we. nacommand
Council authonize pnoceedan as outﬂ&ned with the costs fo be changed as

_ Lnchated ‘
"R.J. MGHEE"

Mayonr

UMLC. DAY
City Commissionen



File: R-16207 44.
NO. 14 ' -
— May 28th, 1981 |
MEMORANDUM

" T0:  Mayor and Council

FROM: Recreation Board

RE:  International Folk Festival Request for Permission to Utilize
-Cashiers and Ticket Takers at July 1st Event

The fo]]bwing letter was received by Recreation Superintendent, Don Moore
and directed to the Recreation Board for their consideration. '

It was the opinion of the Board that the City policy in this regard
shou]d be upheld, but since there are extenuating circumstances resu1t1ng from
the fact that it is a holiday, and the costs will be somewhat greater, the
Board have agreed to forward the Folk Festival letter to Council with our comments,
because the Folk Festival Society have indicated that they wish to exercise their
right to bring this matter to City Council's attention. '

Respectfully,
*/) A L)

‘BiT1 Clark, Chairman
Recreation Board

DM:pw

Attachment
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NATIONAL FOLK FESTI

P.O. BOX224 - oo .

RED DEER, ALBERTA

45

Y

May 20, 1981

Mr. Don Moore
Recreation Director
City of Red Deer

45th Street & 47a Avenue
Red Deer, Alberta

Dear Sir:

RE: Folk Festival 1981

With reference to the above and to my telephone conversation
with you on May 20th, 1981, regarding the requiremsni of the City
of Red Deser for the staffing of ticket booths at the Festival, T
must convey the Society's concern at the cost which would be in-
volved in supplying a minimum of two (2) persons for a total
period of 17 hours over the two-day period for a total cost
(bearing in mind this is a public holiday and most likely double
time will be applicable) of approximately $300.00.

Operating on a restricted budget and knowing that the Society
can operate this function with volunteer labour at no cost would
amount to a substantial saving to the Society.

Under the circumstances, therefore, we would request that,
in this particular situation, this matter be brought before Council,
with a request that, in this Instance, the requirement for City
staffing be waived.

Thank you for your assistance in this matter.

Yours truly,

" Dave Plumtree, Chairman
Folk Festival 1981

DP:thb
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46.
“'NO. 15
June 17, 198l
: - City Clerk
~ FROM: City Engineer
RE: 55 Street Construction

Déerggge Access Road to Cardinal Avengg

Further to discussions held with the City Treasurer, it was indicated
that the above noted portion of 55 Street should be comstructed and charged
to the Clearview Subdivision. There is a definite need for the connection
to the Deerhome facilities from the subdivision and the developer has prepaid
to the City fifty percent (50%) of the estimated costs of construction. The

remaining fifty percent (50%)} of the costs would be financed by the subdivi-
" sion until such time as the land north of 55 Street is developed.

We could undertake construction by City forces within the near future to
a paved collector road standard complete with curb/gutter and storm drainage.

'Accordingly,.the Engineering Department respectfully requests permission
to proceed with construction and charge the expenditure (estimated at $171,000)
to the Clearview Subdivision. '

RGH/emg ‘
cc = City Treasurer
cc - S. & W. Engineer

‘Commissionens’ comments

Concur with the recommendations o4 the City Enaineer.
"R.J. McGHEE" Mayor

"M.C. DAY" City Commissioner
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'NO. 16
16 June 1981
T0: MAYOR & MEMBERS OF COUNCTL
FROM: DIRECTOR OF ECONOMIC DEVELOPHMENT

SUBJECT: HIGH VOLTAGE (LTD.)

At the Mau 25th meeting 05 Red Deer City Council, the ﬁoﬂﬂowan
nesolution was approved:

"RESOLVED that COLLVLQLJ?, 04 The City of Red Deer, having
considened cornrespondence dafed May 15th, 1981 from fligh
Vottage (Ltd.), and a repont from the DLKQCIOK o4 Economic
Development dated May 20th, 1981, negarding the proposed
development of a 0.80 acre pahceﬂ 04 Land in the Nonthland
Industrial Pank, hereby agree that the application as
presented to Ccunciﬂ May 25th, 1981, be not approved as
rnecommended by the City Commissionens.”

Subsequent to the passage o4 the above neaoﬁuzxon, Council agheed
that the Economic Development Department shoufd meet with the principals of
High Voltage (Ltd.) to detemmine if if was possible fo develop an alternative
plan which would neéufi in mone extensive site coverage.

The principals of High Voltage (Ltd.) have presented new plans, which
include the addition of fwo Aervice bays af the nean of the building. The overnall
deveﬂopment now consists ok 3,617 asquare feet, an increase of 60% from the
previous proposal. By mcf_ud/mq, a site covernage, the gasoline pumps and /Le,&ated
development, the gross site covenage is 12.36%. 'In spite of the substantial
 inereases in developed area fnom the previous proposal, the intended development
SELL nequines a substantial relaxation approval. VYou will recall from the previous
meeting of Council, that the average site coverage in the highway frontage portion
04 Nonthland Tndustrial Pank, is 27.34%, with the Langest nelaxation previously
granted by Councif at 15.5%. :

The propenty 48 extremely narnrow in relation to its depth, which creates
some. development prnobfems. In addition, you will appreciate that automob&ﬁe
dealenships require a great deal of outside storage. Most QXthan deazenAthA
within the City beem to sufher from a Lack of parking areas. ‘

The applicant indicates that this Kateéi pnoposaﬂ i the maximum he 45
prepared to develfop at this fime. Anything Larger would put an undue stnain
on his financial capabifities. Certainly in the future, depending upon business,
the intention is forn an expansion to the rear, which would include an auwto body
nepain shop. 1 feel that the applicant has worhed verny hand fo expand the
development as much as he can, in onden to nequine the Least possible refaxation.
The business 4is very new, and Like most new businesses, not capable o4 making Large
capital Lnvestments. The applicant WLEK provide a senvice to citizens of Red Deex,
which 45 presently Lacking.
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16 June 1981,

' JSUBJECT::'HIGH'VOLTAGE'(LTD.) | - {2)

Tn wiew of the difficulty of deueﬂop&nq this site, and the effornt

made by the applicant fo expand the proposed development to the best of his
ability, T would necommend that Council approve the nequested site coverage

- nelaxation and the sale 04 this 0.80 parcel of Land to High Voltage (Ltd.).

Respectfully submitted,

kzzzézﬂﬁf?fb QLneéioa 04

Economic Development

" Conmissionesns’ comments

We concur uuih the necommendations of the Economic Development
Dinecktor.

"R.J. McGHEE"
Mayonr

"M.c. DAV" v
€City Commissionesr
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N9. 17 1981 05 29
TO: City Clerk
FROM: City Treasurer

RE:  Bylaw No. 2662/A-81 - Additional Borrowings For
Servicing The Westerner Site

As a result of Council's decision to authorize an expenditure of
$4,812,740 to service the Westerner Site the original debenture bylaw should
be increased.

As you are aware the servicing cost of the Westerner Site is to be
paid from the net proceeds of sale of the commercial strip on the new site
and the old site downtown. Until these proceeds are received it will be nec-—
essary to provide interim financing. By approving the additional borrowings
interim financing can be obtained at 117.  The debentures issued will be re-

paid from the sale proceeds.

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

AW/cp.
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NO. 18

50.
1981 06 17

City Council

FROM: City Assessor

RE:; Problem Lots - Morrisroe Subdivision

We respectfully submit this report with reference to

. the April 13, 1981, resolution of City Council which amended
the residential land sale policies for the Morrisroe Subdivision.

as

1.

was

The approved amendments to the land sale policies were
follows:

That a letter be sent to all lot owners in the subdivision
outlining the potential problems that could be encountered.
This letter will state the owner may within a 60 day period
from this Council meeting, return his/her lot to the City
at no penalty and receive a full refund (plus 12% interest
per annum from the date of the agreement).

Future lot sales in the area to be done on a $100.00 refund-
able deposit system to allow 30 days for the potential
purchaser to investigate lot conditions.

The Committee has determined that the sanitary sewer lines
on Morris Avenue may be lowered by a new sanitary sewer
line which will be laid in the front of the lots to
accommodate these lot owners at no cost to the owner.

That the Committee give to the Administration the authority
to investigate requests and any such requests be brought
back to the Committee for consideration and decision.

That all lot owners in Morrisroe Extension be allowed to
take fill from the City stockpile at no charge for use
within the subdivision. Transportation to be arranged
and provided by owner.

That the Committee be impowered to offer a preferred choice
on a lot in the Rosedale Subdivision at the existing land
sale prices to individuals under extreme situations.

. With reference to the above the following actions
taken.

On April 23, 1981, double registered letters were

forwarded to all those purchasers of lots that had not started
construction, advising them of the amendments.
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1981 06 17
Page 2

Of the letters forwarded, 22 purchasers took the
opportunity to return their lots under the amended policies
(5 contractors and 16 homeowners).

Of the 22 applications, 9 requested the right to a
lot in the Rosedale Subdivision, with only 2 of those requests
considered to have extreme situations.

The number of lots returned represents 4% of the
total number of residential lots put on sale in the entire
Morrisroe Subdivision (single family and semi-detached).

At the present time the inventory of lots for sale

in the Morrisroe Subdivision is 13 single family dwellings
and 4 semi-detached, all in the homeowner category.

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

WFL/bt

Commissionens' comments

The above is submitted fon the infomwmation of Council.

"R.J. McGHEE"
Mayon

"M.C. DAY"
City Commissionen
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NO. 19

© 18 June 19581

TO: R. STOLLINGS, CITY CLERK
FROM:  P. WILLTAMS, PARKS

SUBJECT: WEED INSPECTOR APPOINTMFNT

Would you please appoint Cynthia Bowen,City Weed Inbpectoh,ﬁon 1981 season
up Lo and including August 28, 1987.

Thank you.

"PA, WILLTAMS"
Parks

" Conmissionens’ comments

Recommend Council appoint Cynthia Bowen as neque&ted A'Cduncétl
nesolution L4 hequined in this regard.

"R.J. McGHEE" Mayor

"M.C. DAY" City Commissionen
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1981 06 16

TO: City Council

FROM: City Assessor

RE: Jerram Property & City of Red Deer
Delburne Road Widening
Pt, SE% 4-38-27-4

Due to the proposed widening of the Delburne Highway
to allow for a proper access to the new Westerner Exposition
Site, .the City Engineering Department requested that 0.10 acres
of Mr. Jerram's land be purchased. The area required has been
shaded in red on the attached map.

We have negotiated with Mr. Jerram and he is in agree-
ment to sell the lands required, subject to the following
conditions.

1. Purchase of the lands by the City subject to the City of
Red Deer and County of Red Deer approval.

2. The total price to be paid by the City is $4,000.00, to
be paid in trust to the City Solicitor on the signing of
.an agreement and released upon completion of the work and
registration of the legal survey plan. This $4,000.00 is
for the land and the inconvenience of City forces having
to enter Mr. Jerram's land with construction equipment to
" gain access to the 0.10 acres.

3. Mr. Jerram has agreed to allow the construction equipment
to utilize the main access to his property for access to
the construction area. Access to be restored to its
previous condition, if damaged.

4, Mr, Jerram's front lawn is not to be damaged in any way.

5. All legal survey fees and registration fees are to be
bourne by the City of Red Deer. The purchase of the land.
is to be charged to 6-6606-0101-640 {(land acquisition =~
Delburne Road).

We respectfully ask City Council's approval of this

purchase.

. Wilsén, A.M.A.A.

WFL/bt
att'd.
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R qoagu\maag ' comments
Concurn with the comments of the Assesson.

"R.J. McGHEE"
Mayon _

"M.C. DAY" A
City Commissionen



NOL | | .
~June 1llth, 1981 R

TO: MAYOR
CITY COUNCIL

FROM: R. STRADER
- DEVELOPMENT OFFICER

RE: AGRO POWER INTERNATIONAL
7730 - 50 AVENUE '

The Building Inspection Department would like to bring to Councils
attention the following situation.

The above site does not conform to approved plans in that the land-
scaping, access points, site treatment and storage is not completed. To
acquaint Council with the history of the site, Municipal Planning Commission
approved the plans for the project on January 31, 1978. These plans indicated:

+ Paved parking areas in front and to the south of the building
The rest of the site to be gravelled

+ New machinery storage in the front and sideyard

. Used units stored along thé west property line only

. Landscaped areas from west side of property.

U1 Lo N

At present the site has:

1. ¥No paving
2. Only part of the site is gravelled .
3. & 4. : Storage of machinery is not done per plans. Quite often.
' machinery is stored on City property. New and used machines
are intermingled '
5. A strip of grass along Gaetz Avenue is the 0n1y landscaping
done. No shrubs or trees have been planted
6, Access is from various locaticns, approved and otherwise.

Our Department first contacted the property owner on December 15, 1978,
requesting he get on with the work. Since then we have had several meetings
and numerous . correspondence with Mr. Loiselle concerning these items. The
result of this has been the grassed area in front of the building.

. Since the initial contact, 9 letters on the same topic have been sent
to Mr. Loiselle. I have met Mr. Loiselle on the site several times in 1980
and had numerous telephone conversations with him. During each of these
meetings; one with Mr. Loiselle and myself; one with Mr. Loiselle, Mike Day,
Mr, Lebedoff (Engineering Department), and myself; discussion centered on
the work required and when it would be completed. Todate all that has been
accomplished is a strip of grass along the Gaetz Avenue property line.
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» As well, during the summer of 1980, it was noted that in addition to
‘the access from 77 Street, which was not appreved, Mr. Loiselle had

constructed an access to his site from Gaetz Avenue. This access was

completely illegal, constructed accross City property onto a limited

- access throughfare. Our efforts to have this access removed with Mr..

Loiselles co-operation, were unsuccessful and as a result City crews
acting on the City Comm1351oners direction removed it.

, Under authority of Section 80 (1) and (2) of the Planning Act, the 01ty :
may authorize : completion of the work and charge same to the taxes of the
property in question. Notification of our intent to do the work. has been
given to Mr. Loisell and it is our intention to have the work started
June 29, 1981. The matter has been brought before Council because of the
magnitude of the job. Our estimates are that the pav1ng will cost $75, 000
and the landscaplng $20,000..

Our Department has in the past, taken similar action to have landscaping
-and/or paving completed as per the approved plans when deveopers failed to
live up their commitments. These were the minority, as most property
. owmers completedthelrprOJects without any problems. -

. R. Strader
Development Officer/
Buildiang Inspector

RS/1g

Comwuonm corrmembs

The above £is submitted 1{0& the mﬂanmmon 04 Counc,di

"R.J. McGHEE"
Mayor

"M.C. DAY"
City Commissionen



vile: 060-019

" NO, 22
June 10, 1981
TO: City Clerk
FROM: City Engineer
: ‘Downtown Beautification - Planter Boxes

Attached hereto is a letter from the Parks Superintendent. I believe
that Mr. McMurdo's comments are self explanatory and I would concur with
his comments. -

T would reiterate that the Engineering Department (Parks Department)
is very much interested in beautifying the downtown area. It would appear, .
howevgr, that planter boxes are not the method.

Mr. McMurdo is of the opinion that the planting of mature trees below
the sidewalk would be the most effective method. It is also probably the
most expensive method..

I would respectfully request Council's endorsement of Mr, McMurdo's re-
commendations as indicated on Page 3 of his report. Should it be the wish
of Council, Mr. McMurdo could prepare a further report for Council's informa-
tion on method's of downtown beautification. It would not be possible to
plant trees along all blocks because of physical constraint, eg. sidewalk
width, underground utilities, etc. This report could be prepared this fall/
‘winter for the 1982 budget. ' :

PE -~

'fégi 'B. C. Jeffersf P. Eng.

City Enginee

- BCJ/enyg
cc - Parks Supt,
attach

58,
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May 28, 1981

T0: City Engineer

FROM: Parks Superintendent
RE: Downtown Beautification - Planter Boxes

On May 29, 1980, Mr. Peter Hansum, acting as Chairman of the Down~
town Redevelopment Committee, wrote a letter to City Council asking for
endorsement and financial support for a scheme to place wooden planter
boxes on the sidewalks of downtown Red Deer.

The Parks Division was asked to comment on the plan and although we
essentially are supportive of downtown beautification, we expressed some
concerns at that time, (My letter to you - May 30, 1980). . In brief, our
concerns wexe as follows:

1. Small abowve gréund planters do not allow plants adequate root
space to grow vigorously, thus they suffer a high incidence of
winter kill.

2. Plants in small planters are necessarily small, thus ea511y
Vandallzed. :

3. The wooden finished planters will be an extremely high main-
tenance problem. :

At that time you had a spec1al concexrn regardlng loss of sidewalk .
space to planters.

At the regular meeting of Council of June 23, 1980, a resolution was
passed to the effect that Council would provide a maximum of $6,750.00 from
the 1981 Parks budget which would pay for 50% of the first 45 planter boxes,
and that the Parks Division would undertake total maintenance. It was fur-
ther agreed that the group would work with the Parks Superintendent in set—
ting the program up. Subsequently, it was agreed that the 45 planters be

&

a2 1

Q.




placed by the gronip on -a trial basis. We accepted (approved) them on
Oct. 6, 1980. ‘

- We have given the planters good maintenance and care. There have
been problems. Within the first month last fall, eight plants were des-
troyed by vandals. At that time the soil froze and they could no longer
be pulled up. Throughout the winter we replaced some 30 of the wooden
slats which had been hit and broken by cars coming over the curbs. ©On

May 11, 1981, Mr. W111:|.ams did a careful inspection with the follaw:mg
results: :

6 - Containers had damage to the wooden slats

3 - Schubert Choke Cherries were vandalized during the winter
and we cut them back to firm wood, they are showing growth
but now have a very poor form

1l - Malus -~ same as above

The following plants show no sign of growth and will need replacement.

20 -~ Mugo Pine

«~ Russian Olive

~ Potentilla

=~ Cranherxy

Hansa Rose

Spirea

Nest Spruce

Golden Pfitzer Juniper

113
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This level of damage and winter kill is significant and bears out
our earlier concerns. Having open-mindedly appraised  this project and
giving consideration to all the factors, my recommendation at this time
is as follows:

1. We continue to maintain the existing 45 boxes and associated
. plant material as well as possible, but when a given box is at
the po:.nt where repa:.r is no longer reasonably poss:l.ble, it be
taken out of service and not replaced.

2. No- further such boxes _be constructed or placed.

3. If the Downtown Redevelopment Committee {(or any other group)

' wishes to pursue the project further, thought should be given
to placing more mature trees below the sidewalk level, such as
trees placed two years ago around the Prov1nc1a1 Bu:.ld:l.ng.
These have been very successful.

We do remain interested in downtown beautification, but I wish to
reiterate that any such efforts should be first class. No other city,
to my knowledge, uses any above ground planters except very large con—
crete ones in mall areas, the trend being to mature trees planted below

grade.

---3
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This is submitted for information and the attention of the Cormis- B I 61.
sioner and Council. . : o

_ /3.a. MoMurdo
i . : Parks Superintendent

LAM/mp ‘
ccy  Mr, P, Hansm

_ Corrmu,aéwne)w r conwnent&

This /Le,pom‘ was pILepafLed after a review at the compte&on oﬂ a
- triak pe}u.od The Parks Supt. has summanized oun earlier concerns and we
- eonecur with’ h,us obbe/wa,twn/.: outlined above.

As- the pﬂantm uu,tcated by the downtown bus.iness comum,ty, haue
not pfwued as successqul as had been hoped, we would necommend that the Parks
Supt. prepare a more defaifed repont on the planting o4 mature frees outlining
the Locatign, “timing and the costs involved, including the extent 04 participation
by fthe downtown buALnQ/bé commum,ty

"R.J. McGHEE"
- Mayon

"M.C. DAY"
City Commissionen

;
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o File: R-16210
NO. 23
May 28th, 1981

MEMORANDUM
T0: - Mayor and Council
FROM: Recreation Board

' At the May 27th Meeting of the Recreation Board, a resolution requesting
that City Council be requested to authorize a'complimentary season swim pass for
Board Members and their family in recognition of their service was passed.

Board Members realize that there are many people serving the City in
various ways, but it was felt that this would be some compensation for the many
hours that Board Members are required to spend away from their families dealing
,w1th Recreation Board business.

Respectfully,
LR 1

:BILL CLARK, Chairman
Recreation Board

DM:pw

Comm&b&&onané comments .

When Council adue&t&éeé fon citizen pathchatLan on various
Boands' and Commissions, if 48 a nequest for citizens-at-farge who. wish to voluntfeer
thein Lime fon COmmunLty Senvice.

‘ Councils, over the yearns, haue dabated the queétxon oﬂ remuneration
gorn such volunteens, but have concluded that remunerations begins fo erode the
concepd of Commun&ty Senvide. We sincernely believe that those pernsons who offen

thein services are doing 50 out 0f a sense of dedication and nesponsibility to

“the Community with no thought ofremuneration in mind. To approve Lhis particular
application would be to que a privilege to one Board, companed to othens who
are equaﬁly dedicated.

'  In the past, Board and Commitlee membens have been given recognition
by the Civic Recoan&t&on Cammattee and we cannot recommend a changeuLn prnactice.

"R.J. McGHEE" Mayonr
"M.C. DAY" Cify Commissionen




No.24 1981 06 18

TO: City Council

FROM: City Assessor

‘RE: Urban Parks Project

: In a project of this size and manner, it would be
prudent, prior to the total planning concept to have the lands
which may or may not be 1nvolved appralsed

The papers, as released -by Mr. Peter Trynchy, Minister
of Recreation and Parks, indicates that appraisal fees are a
legitimate charge agalnst the pro;ect, whereas subdivision

- fees are not.

In order to assist the planners and ourselves,

~ permission. is requested to engage the services of a qualified
i]'appralser to. submlt the current market value of the prepertles.

'As this is a major: pro:ect, and in my opinion may

' be to large for any one firm in Red Deer, because of time

- constraints, I would recommend that the firm of W. J. Haldane

. as necnmmended‘by the Abéeééon.

'~CmmmA54onems'cwmmenta

. Appraisals Ltd. be engaged and that they have the right to
i,subcontract any - expertlse -that they may require.

Respectfully Subm;tted,.

Sl B

Recommend Counc&t appnove pnoceedang wuth appmaLAaZA

-"R.J;'MCGHEE"'.
Maywt '

"M.C. DAY” )
Cuq;COMMA&umen
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NO. 25 - » 1981 06 03
‘TO: City Council
FROM: City Assessor

RE: Lot 46, Block 7, Plan 752-0506

Further to the following resolutlon of City Counc11
whlch was approved at the March 16, 1981, meeting, we submit
the attached offer from Alberta Housing Corporation to purchase
the above described property. This offer to purchase agree-
ment is a similar format as to previous agreements submitted
by the Alberta Housing COrporatlon.

"RESOLVED that Council of the City of Red Deer
having considered report dated March 9, 1981,
from the City Assessor re: Senior Citizens
Housing, Lot 46, Block 7, Plan 752-0506 Pines
Subdivision, hereby agree that the site be
removed from the open market for a period of

6 morniths to allow Alberta Housing Corporation
sufficient time to make a submission to the
City for the land purchase and development.

Council further agree that the sale price for
the aforementioned site be held at $102,224.00
for the proposed term and as recommended to
Council March 16, 1981 by the Clty Assessor
and City Comm1551oners.;

We respectfully advise Council that the offerito
purchase does not make reference to the many conditions that
pertain to the land sale policy such as the following.

1. Terms of Payment ~ 1/3 on signing agreement
1/3 within 4 months of 51gn1ng agreement
1/3 within 8 months of 51gn1ng agreement
2. Commencement of construction, completlon of constructlon.

3. Land to paid for in full prior to issuance of a bulldlng
permit. -

4. Dupllcate certificate of title released only when land
paid for in full and for:

64.



1981 06 03
Page 2

i) - Reglstratlon of a mortgage for the constructlon of

, the development, or

ii) The development is completed to the satlsfactlon of
- the C1ty. :

5, Site plans, landscaplng, parklng, exterior appearance,

: fencing, density, etc., to be- approved ‘by the Municipal
Planning Commission prior to the issuance of a bulldlng '
permit.

6.  If additional power service is required for the develop-
' ment, that the additional charge to be the respon51b111ty
of the purchaser.

We‘therefore recommend that if the offer to purchase
-agreement is accepted as submitted, that a relaxation to the
standard policy. be approved by City Council.

Respectfully Submitted,

'D. M. Wilson' A.M-A.A.

WFL/bt

_cc F. Martens - A.H.C.

D. Hutton - A.H.C.
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- HOUSING CORPORATION L © 9440 - 49 Street
: T IR . Edmonton, Alberta

T68 2M9
403/432-0273

May 11, 1981 Telex 037-3628

Mr. D. J. WVilson, A.M.A.A.
City Assessor
The City of Red Deer
Red Deer, Alberta
- T4N 3T4 '

Déa.r Sir:

Re: Lot 4€, Block 7, Plan 752-0006 - Red Deer '
A.H.C. File:' 1663—2755—-2154 {(Pines Site Self—Contained)

4 Further to your letter of March 17, 1981, I now enclose our
‘Interim Agreement for purchase and sale, prepared in quadnlpllcate
- for- consideration by City Council.

‘I trust the tems and conditions are acceptable to Council, and upon
your return of three executed copies, our recommendation w111 go forward
to Alberta Housmg Corporation Executlve

In the rnatter -of the future fire—hall site referred to in your letter,
" please be advised that we are not requesting the City to hold this site
for us at this time. The location is seen to be rather remote from
senior citizens" amenities, and since Alberta Housing Corporation community
housing projects are nomally scattered duplex units rather than town-
housing projects, there is no immediate need of that site for us.

Your early consideration of and return of the Interim Agreomenis is
appreciated. Please contact me if there dre any further questions.

Yours truly,

F. Martens 1 S !
Appraiser-Negotiator - :

. Rifsb
. Enclosure

cc: - 'D. Hutton
Project Manager




. -ID‘I:46 Block 7, Plan752-05(£ .

i N SR — e L. .. ke enias
" BLRTA HOUSING CDRPDMTIO" S

. .hcreln referred to as "the Corpotaliun")

‘ghho - 4Oth Street

Edmonton, Alberta .

. 168 2M9 -

,;'t"ﬂt!d in the City of Ra:l m Pines Subdivision . , and km

)

T3

h)

5w

6)

m

The. Vendor represents and uurants to the Purchaser that::- ) Ll
{8} he.ts not now (nor will be 60 days after possession datc) s nca-nsldcnt ol‘ taluu f:

SEN'!'LEHEN :
1)

. fixtures attached thereto hereby offers to sell the same to the l:orporatim at and

.Thls offer Is open fcr acceptance untll a revocat!on In writing, slgnad by oe (us).

" the Duplicate Certificate of Title, where applicable, and receipt showing -

.. encumbrances, except asododioadadx Easement Mo. 752 052651 -

. The purchase price, after all adjustments, shall be pald to me {us) upon thc
- Issuance at the Land Titles Office, of a Certificate of Title to the above-
.. described property In favour of the Alberta Housing Corporation, free and clear
= of all encumbrances, ex:ept as lndncated and vacant ‘possession hawng been

. glhven. . . .

N" Time shall be of ths &ssence hereof. .

;- Upon acceptancs, this Agreement shal) enure to the beuaﬂt of and be blndlng
:. upon the successors and assigns of the Corporation and the he:rs. executors. .
_,admlnlstrators. successors and assigns of the ouner(s). . ;

- DATED AT

L (b) he is not the agent or trustee for anyone with an interest in this propetty uho l

-"'“"‘"'P‘”V o8 Patterson Crmnt : : o T

The underslgned belng the owner of the abcwe-descrlbed property, togetlm' with al}

for the sum of § 102,224.00 .
All usual adjustments Including taxes, utilities, rents and il_uqrest shall be made

as at the 1st - day of . July - . . AD. 1981 .
Until the Transfer of Title is reglstered the property shall remam at wy rlsk.
Vacant possession shall be gliven on the lst day of July o ADL 19 8;

This 0ffer is subject to the following special conditions and no other:

is dellvered to you. -

This Offer may be accepted in the follomng manner, that Is to say, by foruardlng
to me {us) by registered post a copy of this 0ffer duly executed by the Alberu .
Housting Corporation, or its duly authorized representatlve. S

Upon acceptance, ! (we) shall forthwith deliver to the President of the Alberu _
Housing Corporation; a Registerable Transfer under the Land Titles Act, along with

property taxes pald up-to-date, and such other documentation as may be necessary -
to convey the above-described property to.the Corporation free and :lear of all h

, Alberta, this  dayof S A 19
ke -nmcmornmm SRS

WITNESS
A OWNER OR OWNERS B
Accnuucs_ | 7 .
‘__.Thls Offer hereln is accepted thls .o day of - , D, 19 e

ALBERTA HDUSING CORPORATION

i

Chairman

President ) g
- AbvEwoUR _ IR PITRE

- within the meaning of the Income Tax Act of Canada, and -

{or will be 60 days after posscsslion date) a non-resident of :anadt uith!n t.he

llelnlng of ‘the fncome Tax Act of Canada.
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Conmissionens’ conments

Recommend Cowicil agnee #o waive the noamal Land policies -
in nespect of the sale of ‘Lot 46, Block 7, Plan 752-0506 on the trusi
condition the property 4is n.atwmed to the City at the sale price, if same
£ not developed fon senion eitizens housing within 2 yearns oA mrusﬂ(m o
the Province. _ .

"R.J. McGHEE"
Mayor

.IIM.C.‘ DAV" .
City Commissionen
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NO. 26 ~

| ,RED DEER REGIONAL PLANNlNG COMMISSle
: 4920-50STREET N | . P.0.BOX 5002 _ ‘ RED DEER, ALBERTA, CANADA. T4 sYs
*‘ DIRECTOR: S o | ' . TELEPHONE: (403) 343-3394
Rabert R. Cundy M.C.LP. - :
YwFIaNn
Our Flle No.

June 10, 1981

- Mr. R. Stollings,
City Clerk
- City of Red Deer
- Box 5008
" Red Deer, Alta.

Dear Sir:

Re: Parcel R-4, Plan 5828 M.C,
S.E. Corner of Oriole Park

Following the City Council resolution, dated May 25, 1981,
I am enclosing herewith a plan 1ndlcat1ng the location of Streets
planned to be closed, as well as locatlon of Puhllc Reserves
subject to disposition:

~ closing of the Street under Section 175 and the sale
“under Section 177 of the Municipal Government Act.

~ disposition of Public Reserve under Section 111 of the
Planning Act.

- Yours truly,

© A

ATTACHMENT D. Rouhi, MCIP
_ 3 ; SENIOR PLANNER
DR/cc CITY SECTION

c.C. - City Engineer

- (ity Assessor

MEMBERS OF GOMMISSION

CITY OF HED DEER—TOWN OF BLACKFALDS—TOWN OF CARSTAIRS — TOWN OF GASTOR—TOWN OF CORONATION-—TOWN OF DIDGELIRY —TOWN OF ECKVILLE—TOWN OF INNISFAL
TOWN OF LACOMBE—TOWN OF OLDG—TOWN OF PENHOLD—TOWN OF ROCKY MOUNTAN HOUSE—TOWN OF STETILER—TOWN OF SUNDRE—TOWN OF SYLVAN LAKE
VILLAGE OF ALIX ~ VILLAGE OF HENTLEY — VILLAGE OF 81G VALLEY — VILLAGE OF BOWDEN — VILLAGE OF CAROUINE — VILLAGE OF CREMONA — VILLAGE OF DELBLNE
VILLAGE OF DONALDA — VILLAGE OF ELNORA - VILLAGE OF GADSBY — VILLAGE OF MIRROR — SUMMER VILLAGE OF GULL LAKE — SUMMER VILLAGE OF HALF MOON BAY
SUMMER  VILAGE OF ROCHON SANDS — SUMMER VILLAGE OF WHITE SANDS — COUNTY OF LACOMBE No. 14 — COUNTY OF MOUNTAN VIEW No. 17
COUNTY- OF PAINTEARTH No. 18 — COUNTY OF RED DEER No. 23 — COUNTY OF STETTLER No. & — IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT No. 10




2 - 7.

Road
Cancellation

Disposition of Public Reserve o
Prepared by: Red Deer Regional Plaonning Commission
Scale 1: 5000
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...................

It is =§.§u§m 1o have a nesolution uﬁ&.& by na::@&
- §o§§=m disposal of the public reserve in quesiion. A Bylaw to formally
- colose a portion of 64 >cm::m i8 also agsnama S

"R.J. McGHEE"
Mayon

"M,C. DAY"
City Commissioner

AV Ry TRT X TR T




“ile: 050-006
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NO. 27

June 16, 1981
TO: . City Clerk
FROM: . City Engineer

RE: Water Conservation

Kindly advise Council that CKRD Television will be broadcasting two (2)
thirty (30) second commercials daily covering tips on water conservation,
running from June 16, 1981 through to August 31, 198l. The commercials in-
corporaté our water conserving friend "Dr. Waterdrop". The cost to the City
of Red Deer is approximately ten percent (10%) of commercial air time and
CKRD should, therefore, be recognized by Council for their public service
contribution.

RﬁP/emg

Commuone)us comrnem o

) . We would Like to publicl Ihank C.K.R.D. fon ;th,w
d&bpﬂay o4 communitly service. g / d

"R.J. McFHEE”
Mayor

"M.C. DAY"
City Commissionen



;ftance of the lowest bid meeting specifications which in-

“le: 640-015D

‘NO. 28
June 16, 1981
TOz City Clerk -
FROM: City Engineer
RE: Tenders for Piper Creek Bridge Replacement

" Public ' tenders were called for the replacement of the existing 27' x
24' single span bridge built in 1954, with two (2) multiplate culvert struc-
tures. The culvert option was estimated to be approximately $100,000.00 less
expensive than a new bridge. Included with the tender is -the reconstruction
of 43 Street between 49 Avenue and 48 Avenue to include concrete curb and
gutter and a slightly wider driving surface. The design also includes a

. 2.5 m wide pedestrian walkway on the south side of the replacement structure.

Attached for the information of Council is a copy of the comments re-
ceived from the project consultant Reid, Crowther & Partners Ltd.; Three (3)
items to note in their letter are:

1. the existing bridge is structurally insecure and must either be
replaced or closed ’

2. 'the low bid was sxgnlflcantly hlgher than the pretender estlmate
~ of $289,000. 00 :

3. there is not a 1ess.expensive'alternative available other than
" premanently closing the roadway

With regatd to the signficant increase in tender price, this project is

_ budgetted 'in the 1981 Seven (7) Year Plan under the general benefit section.
‘One bylaw was applled for covering pro;ects #2 to 8 inclusive in this section.
7 " Due to the actual tender price coming in significantly lower than estimated
"\ on projects #2, 6 and 7, we will have Suff1Clent funds avallable w1th1n the
‘ ~by1aw to complete this pronect. : :

Therefore, based on the above 1nformatlon, we would rego
| ) fig instance is Cana
Engineering Ltd. in the amount of $378,411.00. ' -

4

KGH/emg

attach

mmend the. accep- .
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CCISULTING ENGINEERS

~ AND PLANNERS )
» » » a - v ?4. »
Reid, Crowther & Partners Limited
Room 133, 4§1§ - 58th. Street, Riverside Plaza, Red Deer, Alberta, Canada T4N 6C9 Telephone 343-2346
. PLUEASE REFER TO FILE WNo. 5684—-4(3) | J]me 15' 1981
City of Red Deer . -
4914 ~ 48th Avenue
Rgd Deer, Alberta
Attention: Mr. K. Haslop, P. Eng.
Dear Sir:
Rg: Tenders for. Piper Creek Bridge Réglacement
In xeSpohsé to the Invitation to Tender advertised on May 19 and May 22,
‘tender documents were issued from our firm's office in Red Deer.
~ Twenty-three firms requested documents and a list of these is attached
- hereto. '
_ SBealed tenders were received up to 2:00 p.m. local time at the office of the
City Clerk and were publicly opened thereafter. Tenders were received from
five contractors and are listed below in order of low tender to high
‘ tender: ) .
1. Cana Engineering Ltd. $378,411.00
2+, Northside Construction Ltd. 386,831.00
3; Bexrtschi Construction Ltd. 409,345.00
4. Necula Construction Ltd. 411,797.76
S. PCL Engineering itd. : 467,276.00
All tenderers suppli-ed the required Bid Bonds in the amount of 10% of the
tender price and all tenderers supplied the required Consent of Surety. For
the Consent of Surety supplied by Northside Construction ILtd., Bertschi
Construction Itd., Necula Construction ILtd. and PCL Engineering, the bonds
mast be called for within thirty (30) days after signing the written '
contract.
[ A N N N J 2
-
VANCOU\;ER - CALGARY A EbMONTdN, . REGINA . WINNIPEG - TORONTO . OTTAWA_

LETHBRIDGE hd YELLOWKNIFE . RED DEER . SASKATOON . BRANDON



Mr. K. Haslop, Pe. Eng‘. : ' V - - 75 ’
June 15, 1981 ; , ’
Page Two

Arithmetic of all tenders was checked and was found to be in order with the
exception of the tender of Bertschi Construction Ltd. The lump sum price
for Item 1.4.5 'Galvanized Metal Sidewalk Railing’ was omitted. This item
would increase their total tender price. Bertschi Construction Ltd. as well
did not acknowledge receipt of either Addendum 1 or 2. >

The low tenderer, Cana Engineering ILtd., is a large firm well qualified in
the construction industry and is fully capable of undertaking this project.
They are experienced in Red Deer and successfully completed work on the Ross
Street Bridge replacement last year. Their hid of $378,411.00 is
significantly higher than our estimate and upon review, almost all units in
the low bid were found to be bigher than estimated.

We believe that the structure must be replaced or the roadway closed to
traffic and that an acceptable {less expensive} alternative to the proposed
bridge is not available. We therefore recommend that the project be awarded
to Cana Engineering Ltd. ’

'Should you have any guestions in this regard, please do not hesitate to
call. :

YOurs_truly,

N

Darrel J. yvluk, P. Eng.

DJID:1ip
Encls.

cc: Mr. R. Stollings, City Clerk’
Mr. M, Strong, RCPL

Commissionens' comments

We concurn with the neaommendat&oné 04 the City. Enq&nae&
and necommend Council awarnd contract as cutlined.

"R.J. McGHEE"
Mayon

"M.C. DAY"
City Commissionen

Reid, Crowther & Partners Limited



June 26, 1981.

TO: Transit Supt.

FROM: City Clerk

RE: School Charters

At the meeting of Council June 22, 1981, consideration was given to reports
from Mr. M.C. Nadeau, General Manager, Operations, Red Deer Transit, and the
City Treasurer respecting school charters with the result a resolution was
passed by Council as follows:

"RESOLVED that Council of the City of Red Deer having
considered the reports re: school charters hereby agree

that for a one year period, 14 charters as outlined in the
report be retained by the City and that school boards be
permitted to add private charter service as required. These
arrangements to be reviewed after omne year.

Further resolved that City Administration meet with the
Public School Boards as soon as possible to identify which
charters are to be retained, as well as their cost to the
schools, and to establish the need for private charters in
the north Red Deer area."

Our office will arrange to forward a copy of this particular resolution to both
school boards. I assume the Transit Dept. will arrange to conduct the meetings
with the School Boards as referred to in the last paragraph of the above
resolution.

R. Stollings
City Clerk

RS /ds

c.c. City Treasurer
City Commissioner



Please Quote Our File No....____._____

THE CITY OF RED DEER

N0 29
~ TBANSIT DEPARTMENT RED DEER lALBERTA'
T4N 3T4
June 17th, 1981
T0: M. M.C. Day,
City Commissionen,
City Hatk.

"~ FROM: Mn., M.C. Nadeau,
- General Managenr of Operations,
Red Deer Thamsit. ,

SUBJECT: School Charters

Should the proposed nouting structure recommended by Associated
Engineering be accepted by City Council, the gollowing Appendix negarding
4héoo£ charters should be adopfed at the openational Level Lo ensure an
economical revenue fLevel and fabour fonce.

' APPENDIX "A" - MORNING PEAK

Fouwr {4) Scheduled peak houn buses/combined charten fourn (4)
Two {2) Non Schedufed peak hout buses/combined charntfer one (1)

- AFTERNOON PEAK

Four (4) Schedufed peak hour buses/combined fourn (4)
Two {2) Non Scheduled peak houn buses/combined one (7)

SCHEDULED FEAK HOUR
: The edight (8) chartens for both monning and affernoon can

efgectively be combined with the peak hour buses. 1t costs fwo point five
(2.5} hours Labour to supply one (1) hourn of peak senvice. Revenue from
the Achool chantens wowld be Lost if not combined. Therefore the cost of
Labour nemains the same with on without school chartens.

NON SCHEDULED - PEAK

These buses are used on a rnegulan basis to control overloading
problems in both Onioke Pank and Andens - Sunnybrook at the present time.
The same problem will exist with the new routing sysiem. Therefonre we can

SR 17 L
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assume one (1) school charter in the morning and one (1) Ain the agternoon
can effectively be combined with a non scheduled overload. The buses are
neither a fifteen (15) minute on thinty [30) minute bus.

’ - The nemaining two (2] non scheduled buses, one morning and one
aftennoon are basically §loatens and are used for mone than one route at
a time and cannot be used for school chartens, forn example - overloads Lo
Composite High School efe. '

The PubfLic School Board operates four (4) noon hour buses in
addition to the ten (10] charters nequired by Transit. These have been
Antnoduced into the. empl’,oyee sign-up 04 hours in onden to create a run.

A nun constitutes the total hours 0§ wonk available to an Operator on a

daily basis. This also enablfes Management to maximize the Zfotal howns

~ wonked compared to total houns paid. Should these chartens noi be

dnconponated into the sdgn-up, apprioximately thirty (30] hours.of chantern

 nevenue would be neduced and Labour costs would remain the same du.e to

Zhe Apafr.e,boand guarantee of sixty (60) hours bi-weekly. :

- 1t would also appear that shoutd all chantens be. wathdman

_ tabour problems would exist because of the basic. gua)umtee, whx.ch wouzd

- make it d,céﬁwubt Zo maintain employee Levels for total operation.

. In conclusion, fowrteen (14) chanters would be nequired on the

- new propoded senvice (§ive (5] ‘monning, four (4] noon and. give (5} a&tmaonl
 4in onden to maximize the Transit Level of operation and Aevenues, and at

© the same Lime minimize tota,e deficits. o




June 5, 1981

E?TO CITY CLERK

FROM' CITY TREASURER

RE: TRANSIT ROUTE CHANGES

Introduction

This report was prepéred to provide financial information
related to the transit route changes proposed by the consultants.

Transit Budget

The transit route changes proposed by the consultants require
a driver schedule similar to the one already in existence. As the 1981
“budget was based on continuing the existing schedule for the balance of
the year,; no materlal change is expected in the present budgeted
expenditures. : : :

There is a concern that the level of revenues budgeted may
‘be overoptimistic. It is projected they could be $35,000 less than
budgeted. . '

' The present budgeted transit deficit for 1981 is $576,000.
It is projected that if the proposed system had been in operation for
‘all of 1981 that the deficit would have been $92,000 less. These
projections assume, of course, that present levels of revenue continue
and that the City continues operating the existing school charters.
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- School Charters

Consideration has been given to deleting all school charters
from the Red Deer Transit System. If all school charters were deleted
. then the hours worked by four full time drivers would be reduced from

.36 hours weekly to 28 hours weekly. This would mean they would
transfer to the spare board and have to be guaranteed payment for
30 hours per week.

If the four drivers were transferred to the spare board
then some drivers presently on the spare board would be dropped.
There would not be sufficient hours to leave them on the spare board
" because they are presently doing some school charters to make up the
" guaranteed 30 hours per week.

Two Appendlces have been prepared to show the impact on the
Transit System ‘deficit if school charters were dropped.

Appendlx 'A' assumes only direct costs need to be considered.
These would be the only costs in the short run (next few years). 1In
the long run (over five years) indirect costs should be considered.
Appendix 'B*' has been prepared to show how the deficit would be
affected in the long run. -

From the attached Appendices it appears that for the next
: few years the annual operating deficit would be increased by $87,000 .
if school charters were excluded. After a few years the impact on

the deficit would be reduced because of possible fixed cost reductions .

" to $46,000.
In preparing Appendlces 'A' and 'B' a number of assumptions

were made such as the charter rate being $35.00 per hour.  If any of
the assumptions prove incorrect the figures could be changed.

Occasiondl Charters

The City presently charters its buses occa51onally as
available to local groups, organizations or schools for travel inside
Red Deer or to points outside Red Deer. It is understood when re-
covering for these charters that rates are to reflect cost plus a
25% profit factor. This profit factor is presumably to ensure the
~ City charter rates are competitive with private bus line rates. Thus
property taxes would not be used to provide a subsidy for the rates.
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" Rates charged by privateAbus lines are:

4, 47 pass

- 80.

. Carrier Live Miles Dead Miles Waiting Time Daily Max.
Greyhound v ‘ S '_ v
1% 39 pass w/bathroom $1.50/mile $1.30/mile $26.15/hr $430
24 47 pass»w/bathroom ' 1.75/mile 1.40/mile 28.50/hr 475
~ Prairie , ' o
1. 54 pass school bus S .BS/milejor $34/hr 5.50/hr -
2. 66 pass school bus .90/mile or $36/hr . 5.50/hr —_
3% 72 pass school bus » .95/mile or $38/hr 5.50/hr -_—
w/bathroom 1.40/mile or $60/hr - 6.50/rh $340

The cost per hour for operation of a regular Transit City
bus including all costs has been calculated as:

Cost per ' Includingv
» ' Hour - 25% Profit
In-Town $28.30 $35.00
Out—of—Town ' 32.50 41.00 or $1. 05/m1.

Based on the above the proposed occasional charter rates

In Town (Minimum $35.00 Charge)
Travelling. $35.00 per hour
Waltlng ' $12.00 per hour

:Out of Town (Mlnlmum $35.00 charge)
Travelling $ 1.05 per mile
’ Walting $12.00 per hour

Charter rates for ‘reqular school charters would be negoc1ated
and would not have to 1nclude a profit factor. .

.. Summary

: 1.  The 1981 bﬁdgeted,operating deficit for the transit system

is $576,000. The proposed route changes are not expected to change
this for 1981. 1In fact, the actual deficit may be $35,000 higher due
to revenues not reaching expectations. It is expected if the proposed
route system had been in operation for all 1981 the budgeted deficit
would have been $92,000 less.

2. It is recommended the City continue operating school charters
where it is to the benefit of the Transit system. That is when:
.a) The drivers are being pald anyway due to guaranteed
hours, or
b)f It allows the Transit system to increase the weekly -
hours for a driver to a reasonable level to retain
. staff.




§1.

3. The charter rates for occasional charters should be as
recommended in the report. Regular school charter rates would be
subject to negociation: and would not necessarily include a profit

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

AW/jm

cc: City Commissioner
Transit Operations Manager



RED DEER TRANSIT SYSTEM
EFFECT ON ANNUAL OPERATING DEFICIT
IF SCHOOL CHARTERS ARE NOT INCLUDED

{DIRECT COSTS ONLY)

REDUCED REVENUE FROM CHARTERS

1. 21 hours per day x $35 per hour x 18 days
per month x 10 months : ’

2. 2 hours per day x $17.50 per hour x 18 days
per month x 10 months

Total Revenue Reduction

EXPENDITURE DECREASE

Labour - 10 hours x 18 days per month x 10 months
x $11.20

Bus Operation - 15 mph x $.55/mile x 21 hrs/day
X 18 days/month x 10 menths

Total Expenditure Decrease

INCREASE IN OPERATING DEFICIT

Appendix "A"

$132,300

6,300
138,600

20,160

31,190
51,350

87,250
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'Appendix "B
. RED DEER TRANSIT SYSTEM
"EFFECT ON ANNUAL OPERATING DEFICIT
IF SCHOOL CHARTERS NOT INCLUDED
(All Costs Allocated) . -
REDUCED REVENUE FROM CHARTERS - © $138,600

EXPENDITURE DECREASE '
' Labour o 20,160
" Bus Operatlon '
~ 15 mph x $.84 x 21 hrs/day ‘ o o
x 18 days/mo. x 10 months o 47,630

Depreclatlon
$64,000 x .17 x 21 hrs/day x 18 days/ :
1 660 hr. : mo. x 10 months - 24,770 ‘
Total Expenditure Decrease ', - 92,560
INCREASE IN OPERATING DEFICIT 46,040

: Comwswnejz 5 cormnew

At the negular meet&nq of CouncL£ of May Ilth 1931 Caunciﬂ paased.
the 5 ououu.ng resofution: ‘ ’

. PRESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Dee}n hawmg condidered
 report dwte.d May 7th, 1981 fnom the Transit Review Committee,
heneby agree to allow the School Boands the night %o charten
buses from prnivate finms with the proviso that the City have the
. opportuiity fo negotiate centain chartens with School Boands
- and as necommended #o Council May 11, 1981." - -

o Dwung the public meef,qus with both School Boa/nd)s to outline the
ppraaed nevised thansit system necommended by the Consultants, the question oﬂ :
this nesolution was raised. 1t was clean that not all membens o4 Council.
. .and the administration had the same intenpretation o4 Council's intent. The
attached nepofits have been prepared fon Council's considenation so that this
 nesolution may be reconsidered and Council's intent mone clearnly specified.
- : As can be seen from the attached neponts, should the Schoof Boands contract
' © with the puua:(:e secton for all thein chartens, thene would be an additional
- deficit in the transit operations o4 some $88,000. per annum. - This deﬂLw
wau,(’,d 06 cowwe, have to be 6unded ﬂnom aenefm,e taxa:bwn. :

o Should the City fLe,tcun the Iu.tht fo. plww.de ﬂuA minimum numbe}r. of
e Cha}bteflé such deficit would, of counse, not be incurred.  To the best of .
UL ou mﬂolzma,twn, whene the private secton is unable to combine any 04 theéz E
7 charters with a County Charten, their nates for providing chartern senvice to Iha o
R So_haoa afce. Auwﬁafl, ta Cay fmi‘ea. It 45, zhueﬁone, my iw.comendwf;wn t.hat e

e .I.:‘f.....-.-'—u» . ."'
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. Council approve the City maintaining the night %o provide these basic chantens
%o avoid the taxpayer having to fund an additional $88,000. deficit.

".C. - DAY
City Commissionen
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June 4, 1981

N0 30
T0: CITY CLERK

FROM: FIRE CHIEF -
_AMBULANCE TENDERS

. At the open1ng of tenders for the new ambulance on

| May 29 1981, three b1ds were received.

HOWARD DISTRIBUTORS - CAMBRIDGE, ONTARIO $49,160.00
AMBUCRAFT -~ INNISFAIL, ALBERTA 50,108.37
CRESTLINE ~ SASKATOON, SASK. 51,573.53

The Tow bidder, Howard Distributors deviated from our
specifications considerably, particularly in the areas of cabinets and cupboard
requirements, therefore, it is recommended that the second Tow tender from
Ambucraft for $50,108.37 be accepted.

‘ The . tender prices received were approximately $10,000.00
higher than what we had budgeted for. The reason for the extra cost is that our
original estimates were based on a basic life support (BLS) ambulance. With
Council considering Paramedic service in the future, we changed our specifications
to an Advanced Life Support (ALS) vehicle. We would then not have to convert the

- ambulance to ALS requ1rements in the future.

1 respectfu]Ty request Council approval for an over

‘expenditure of $10 108.37 for this ambulance.

L /)m%?‘_ ;

R. Oscroft, Fire Chief

RO/cb 7
Commissionens comments

(e concur with the necommendations of the Fire Chief and recommend
Council approve ondering the ambulance from the second Low differ, Ambucrafi.
Council should be aware that this ambulance is of the modular form of
construction such that the body can be reused with a new chassis when such wears
out. The normal Life expectancy of owr conventional ambulances is about 3 - 4
uears, while the Life expectancy of the modular body of the proposed ambdbance
A8 ebtxmated at about 10 yeans. 1t is forn this neason that we are recommending
that pKOULA&On be made {04 the anﬂuALon of advanced Z&ﬁe Suppont systems




if nequired in the future.

"R.J. McGHEE".
Mayonr

"M.C. DAY”
City Commissionen

§6.
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" NO. 31
June 16, 1981
TO: ‘ _City Clerk
vFROM: ' City Engineer
RE: Removal of PCB's from Water Treatment Plant and Sewage Treatment
‘ Plant .

cOunc11 .at thelr regular meet;ng of July 21, 1980 passed the follow1ng
resolutlon. : .

. "RESOLVED that Counc11 of the City of Red Deer hereby agree that the = -
existing 480 V Transformer at the Water Treatment Plant be disposed
of and hereby authorize installation of a new 1000 KVA - 480 V Trans-
former -and a new 480 V breaker at an sstimated cost of $39,000.00,
said cost being charged to the Water Utility Budget and as recommended

to Counc11 July - 21 1980 by the E. L. & P. Supt. and C;ty Camm1ssxoners.',:

= -~ At the time of budget . preparatlon and approval, funds were not allocated
: to the utlllty.. We would respectfully request Council's approval to.expend

* the funds necessary to have the PCB material removed from the Cj y to a dll-‘
y posal Slte. The total estlmated cost is $39,000.00. . :

‘ . .BCJ/emg - v
Coméwne/w ' comment&

g At the ame 04 bw:lget mepwmuan, due to an: oue/w,glvt the costs
.04 izemoumg this equipment previously approved by Council, wene omitted {rom

- the budget. - We, therefore, recommend Council approve the. ‘attached upendxﬂma
- to be cha}Lged qagainst the waten utility surplus. 1t is anticipated ﬂra.t thu
eqwcpment wwe be. fr.emoued ﬁfwm the Cu:y bg about the mdd.ee 05 Jwty

. J. McGhee“ Mayon. )
"M C DAV" CLty Camm&éé&bnek




"le: 010-028
640-034

88.

NO. 32
June 16, 1981
TO: City Clerk
© FROM: City Engineer

H 65 Avenue Gravel Road Construction from 67 Street to 64 Avenue
' 1981 Iocal Improvement Programs

At ‘the time of the Seven (7) Year Plan preparation, 65 Avenue was con-
sidered for improvement to a paved standard due to requests recelved from
businessess in the area. :

As we were under the impression that storm sewer construction could not
be debentured individually and as a storm sewer is required to drain the
road once the curb and gutter is installed, we prepared the advertising:
schedules to stage the construction as follows.

Stage I  Gfavel road construction in 1981

Stage II Concrete curb and gutter followed by pavement in
1982

Subsequently, we have been informed that storm sewer installation can

- be considered as a local improvement., Therefore, in order to reduce the
cost to the benefitting land owner we would recommend that this project (as
presently advertised) be dropped from this years program and re-advertised
immediately for the storm sewer installation which includes gravel road res-
toration. This will enable the Engineering Department to install the sewer
lipe late this yvear to takeadvantage £ the settlements that will occur in
the next spring thaw. ‘

It would be our further recommendation that Stage II of the project be
advertised as part of our 1982 Local Improvement Program.. In this manner,
paving can be accomplished at the least cost to the land gw

Vv

. KGH/emg o
cc - City Assessor



Cormissioncns"

‘conments

Coneur ::\Q_Hrm necomendations of the City Engineexr.

© . ™.J. McGHEE" S
Mayon : .

: o _ : . "M.C. DAY" . : ) .
: . - . City Commissioner . : ‘




~ile: 100-020
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‘NO. 33
June 15, 1981
TO: City Clerk
FROM: City Engineer
RE: Proposed Development Agreement

Glendale - Cairns Homes Ltd.
Iots 8, 10, 11, 12, Block 12, Plan 792~2367

Cairns Homes Ltd. has recently purchased four (4) multi-family lots
and has received approval to re-subdivide same to accommodate four (4) apart-

ment sites and nineteen (19) four-plex lots. In conjunction with the subdiv-

ision a development agreement is necessary to provide for the extension and
‘maintenance of local improvements. This subdivision is somewhat unique in

that most of the prepayments have been made as a result of the orlglnal sub—
division development agreement with Wimpey Western Ltd..

Councll's perm1551on for the admlnlstratlon to execute a standard resi-
dential agreement incorporating the following items and all standard clauses
is respectfully requested.

1. 4.1.4 Administration Charge $ 3,880.00
2. 4.1.6 City ConnectionsCharges ' $50,000.00
3. 4.1.7 City nghtlng & Power Charge ‘ $33,139.78

Prepayment Required - Total - - $87,019.78

4. 6.2.7 Maintenance period for all utilities for this agreementrwill :
be two (2) years. - ‘ o

S;X'Special Conditions - The City will perform. the connections as out-
lined in Article 4.1.6 on the basis of actual cost plus ten percent :
(10%) for admlnlstratlon plus ten percent (10%) for malntenance.'

6. Due to the poor ground conditions, a 50115 report which the developer
must adhere to is to be prepared and submitted to the Development
Officer.

7. Requirements as set in Clause 2.9.5 will be required prior tovagrEe-‘

ment execution complete w1th bonding, easement agreement, zoning .
plan, etc..

vea2
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8. The developer will be responsible for the construction of all onsite
) municipal improvements to the appropriate City standard as determ:.ned
oo by the City Engineer.

Y,

- RKP/emg

‘ COM5£dnw ' conments

Recommend Councif approve execution of a deueﬁo;omen,t aqlneement
" as outlined by the City Engineer.

. "R.J. McGHEE"
Matior

"M.C. DAY"
City Commissionen



P<le: 640-032.

May 27, 1981
TO: = City Clerk
FROM: ‘City Engineer
RE: 1981 Debenture Bylaw

- Roads - General Benefit

Please add the following project to the borrowing bylaw for first reading
at the next Council meeting. This project was inadvertantly listed under the-
Local Improvement Program, rather than the General Benefit Section.

PROJECT

———— )

ON FROM o

56 Avenue. ’ o Kerry Wood Drive South 100 metres

This project is a paved road (residential) with curb on the west side,'i
' and monolithic sidewalk on the east side.

~ cosTS

' .INITIAL COST _ TENDER - ENGINEERING IaND  MISC. = TOTAL
" ESTIMATE © ESTIMATE - FEES UTIILITY  CITY PROJECT
L : o cos™ FORCES ESTIMATE
~ $48,300.00 " N/A (City - dincluded =~ ——— included  $48,300.00

forces)

bvﬂThis estimate does not include street lighting which will come under a
. separate Bylaw thhe prepared by E. L. & P. Department.

oo = City Treasurer
CC"' Eo Il.‘ & P. mpt.
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0. 35 B o S
18 June 1981
T0: CITY COUNCTL

FROM: ~ CITY CLERK |

RE: LOCAL TMPROVEMENT BVLA(HS

: ‘we are preparing for Council considenation 7 Local Amprovement
bylawb and due fo time comstraints, same wu;e probably not be available
un/tot Monday June 22nd, 1981. _

. We would appneuate these Byﬂam necedving finst )Leadang, |
after which they must be processed through the Local utho»u,au Boa/r.d
: beﬁona any furnthen ae,twn can be ftaken. _

"R, STOLLINGS”
City CLenk



94,
_ _ File: R-16216.
- NO. 36 -

: — June 2nd, 1981

~ MEMORANDUM | |
T0: Mayor and Council.
_ FROM: Recreation Board
RE: - Recreation Master Plan

Following extensive meetings; the Recreation Board is pleased to present .
- for Council consideration the Recreation Master Plan as prepared by the Consulting Fimm
of Butler Krebes .Ltd. ‘ . , ._ '
' ~ The p]ap has been reviewed in detail by the Task Force, which:was stfuck by -
City Council, and has been dea}t‘with extensively by.the-Reoreation Board at a recent
-series of meetings.. The Board has approved the plan, and would recommend itefor o
consideration and approval of City Council, but there are a number of minor revisions
or points of emphasis which the Board wish to present for Council opnsideration.
They are as follows: ' .
RECOMMENDATION 4-19 =~ SR
The Recreation Board felt that it was not possible to append social community
hall structures to present.school facilities. Further study is needed.
RECOMMENDATION 4-50 _ . SR
' The Recreation Board was advised that there was no practical way to retain the
CPR Station in its present location due to the planned Tink with Ross Street and Taylor
Br1dge, and therefore this recommendat1on should be not approved
RECOMMENDATION 4-59, 4-60, 4-61
The Recreation Board be11eves that these recommendat1on were the respons1b111ty
of private enterprise and shou1d not be City functions. '
* RECOMMENDATION 4-67 , -
f The Recreat1on Board fe]t that snowmob111ng should not be perm1tted on the
~ urban fringe. This recommendat1on should not be approved.
RECOMMENDATION 4-77 , . .
The Recreation Board recommended that the proposal to operate ne1ghborhood
1earn to swim programs in pr1vate pools’ was impractical and should not be adopted
. A few additions were made to the recommendation.
RECOMMENDATION 4-1 -
' Manyv1ew and South Schools should be added to the s1tes needed to be upgraded

2
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File: R-16216 -2 - ~ June 2nd, 1981

- RECOMMENDATION 9-1

The Board emphasized that it was important to adopt the Master PIan as a
working document rather than approved in principle. '
FIGURE 5 - FACILITY GUIDELINES

The Task Force and Board Members feel that the standards’ for ba]] diamonds
required further study and recommended that the guidelines only be approved in

'pr1nc1p1e at this time, and a detail report be prepared by the staff.

RECOMMENDATION 4-18 .
The Board felt that additional 1and requirements. recommended for district

| s1tes be brought to the attention of City Council.

The Board recommended, on the advice of the ity Treasurer, that one m11

be used as a planning guide for capital expenditures, but not as a fixed figure.

" RECOMMENDATION 9-2

The Board recommended that review of the Master Plan occur every third year
which would indicate whether or not a major review was necessary and if found to be
so, that a decision as to whether or not outside consu]tants were reqU1red would be
made at that time. _

A number of recommendat1on were denoted as requiring further study prior to
adoptxon as follows:

RECOMMENDATION 4-36

_ RECOMMENDATION 4-70

'RECOMMENDAT ION 6-6

RECOMMENDATION 8-3

.RECOMMENDATION 9-2. : .

A final dec1s1on on the C1ty involvement w1th the Fine Arts Centre cannot
be made until more 1nfonnat1on is prov1ded at wh1ch time further study will be necessary.

Attached is a rev1sed table describing proposed capital projects to be
f1nanced by debenture borrowing and major cultural recreation grants.

The Recreation Board feel that :a special meet1ng with City Council to d1scuss
the plan_1n detail will be necessary, and we would ask that Counc11.rev1ew the plan as
presented with-the proposed changes for a two week period, following which,'a joint
meeting Of‘therRecreation'Board and City Council be convened at the convenience of
City Council to answer any questions Council Members may have prior to approval.

BILL CLARK, Chairman
Recreation Board
DM:pw '
Enclosure
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TABLE A~ CAPITAL FusSECTS TO _KE FINANCED BY DYRINTURT EOMROWINS RND £ATOR CULTURAL PECI’QEA‘I-'IG?!!-T- GIUIN'I"

: R v g6,
v 19314 K CAPITAL BUOGET TROJECTIONS ($000) €1)
- . . FUOHDING- ESIVMATED COST 1931 1932 19a3 1964 1985 | 1986 1987 ’
PROJECT : SOURCE . ’
PROJECTED POFULATION - o , 43.23#_45.11#-47,214 49,344 51,555 53,874 56,299 .
.- CITY LEVEL EACILITIES ; . . o . , . :
1. Pawa Centre - ) bebenture R ) ) 554 -3400
.. 2« Fecrestion Centre - Renovations Debenture - 200 20q 30| -
: - = Admin.addivion . 100 N . M 224
© .7 3 museum Addition 150 +50 218
. . -1 75098 )
4. Fine Areg Centre . : Debenture 1,500 A5
. ' veR 3 el
. 750 ) Lo
5 Klncx - Purchasc . Debenture 150 v ‘qu /30 .
. - Renovaticm : ) - 1 2 . ' S ]
6. Athletic Parks II Debenture T 300 R 47
. % Centrzl Shop and Yard . Debenture 280 ' Soﬂ
8. Indoor Running Track ’ -} Pebenture 150 ’ . } 1 To24
: R ‘ - R b, 297 } 3550 |3 65 :
9,°Coliseom .« . | pebenture 8,060 v : Msst‘l_j,as ;,ns‘ 803
Co : specs Grant : } A5 Lasi oy ey '
- 1324 )1, nf 1725 | el
" %0, College Sportsfield Pebenturs »s . SO q¢'
{City Share) : : . ) '
,
. 0!<rr!c“ LEVEL E'ACIL!"‘IES N
¥, Eesthiil District Upgradlng Debenture - 216 A4 17
» . MCR 1 2 LM a9
'42. South HIll District Upgrading | Deberture - 'TC T . "y
’ . . - ) HCR" N 17 : 119
13, Kin City Upgrading _ Debenture . 250 e 332
. : . \‘ . i .‘-7 .. ; -
v 1" . , , v 4 ' -52;52
14. Worthwest or Suutheast Sector Dehenture 3,000 o Mﬁ 147 ‘ Ly
_District Centre o Gav't. Grny 3,000 : : : 1,454 1463 ,4611
- ; . : - " . : 2LL€
TOTALS R A : 19,019 - 958 1094 1649 4,63 6,703 6,729 3,50
LEss HCR OR OTHER crarTs . : . : zui 432 2,150 :.'23'1- 3,23% 1,484
_ WET T0 BE DESENTURED . - : S - 59 ,qu 1,957 2,482 3,509 3,489 2,040 )
TOTAL DEBENTURE PORFOWING AND caprrat] . - . , , . : , _J
FRCM CURRINT INCOME LIMIT FOR ALL : : 3,144 3,629 4,037 4,445 4,87c] -5,307 5,858
CITY PROVECTS ‘ .
't &n all 6f 10\ annual infiation has been Included.
» - .:":‘
. o

. ~101
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ﬁ"“ﬂF MAY- 23981 -THAT THIS aRES W&E TO

CCITY COUNCIL
 THE CITY OF RED DEEW

- _ IT HaS COWME 10O aTTVENTI
v HIGHLAND GREEN -ADJGCENT 7O 27
S LOCATION IS TO BE CONSIDERED FilR

L MULTIFAMILY, FREVIDUSLY IT WAS INDICATEID

OF A4 12 SUITE APARTHMENT BY THE Mund

;o -HMANY LDOCAL RESTHENTS STGHED LETTE
- TO THAT CONSTRUCTION &FFLICATION. T

THE REZONING OF  THAT PROPERTY. &

TRIECTIONG

ALSD AFPLY TD
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Municipal Planning commission
C/0 Building Inspections
The City of Red Deer

‘R.Strader's letter of May 1,198l stated that a 12 sulte apartment
~is to.-be considered for construction at 27 Howlett Avenue,Block 8,
‘Plan XLII. We the undersigned, City of Red Deer taxpayers, wish to
object to this construction application for the following reasons.

1. Increased traffic and increased accident risk to small children.
2. Increased noise levels. :
. 3. Decreased property value and increased d1ff1cu1ty of resale
. 4. Decreased asthetic appeal of area.
5. Increased on street parking causing congestlon and inconvience. :
6. It is our understanding that the area in question was zoned for single
family and we were not informed of any multl-famlly dwellings proposed.

100.

__ NAME (s) ADDRESS SIGNATURE(S) ,
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‘517Hu;icipal Planning;cbmmission"
~ .7¢/0.Building Inspections -
'i[The Clty of Red Deer - _71

R.Strader s letter ‘of May 1 1981 stated that a 12 suite apartment

--ﬁfafis ‘to be considered for construction at 27 Howlett Avenue,Block 8, L
- Plan XLII, We the undersigned, City of Red Deer taxpayers,,wish to "~ - -
‘;ﬁob]ect to this construction appllcatlon for the following reasons.t,;tf .

.

-Increased trafflc and 1ncreased accident risk to small children.,l?ft'”

Increased noise levels. :

Decreased property value and increased d1ff1culty of resale.f

Decreased asthetic appeal of area. - :

Increased on street parking causing congestlon and inconvience. RS
It is our. understandlng that the area 'in question was zoned for 51ng1e*f“"

o :.."  family and we were not 1nformed of any mnltl-famlly dwellings Proposed?ﬁQJTJ'
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- Municipal Planning commission
-, C/0 Building Inspections
. The City of Red Deer

102.

, 'R.Strader's letter of May 1,1981 stated that a 12 suite apartment
" is to be considered for construction at 27 Howlett Avenue,Block 8,

_ Plan XLII.

We the undersigned, City of Red Deer taxpayers,,wish to

_deect to this constructlon appllcatlon for. the follow1ng reasons..'

»

1. Increased traffic and increased accident risk to small chlldren.

2. Increased noise levels.

. Decreased property value and 1ncreased dlfflculty of resalen

3

4. Decreased asthetic appeal of area. 7
5. Increased on street parking causing congestlon.and inconvience.
6

.‘It is our understanding that the area in question was zoned for single
gs proposed.’

family and we were not informed of any multi-~family dwellj

' NAME(S) ADDRESS
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ﬁ;Municipal Plannlng comm1331on
- ¢/0.Building Inspections
" The City of Red Deer

'R.Strader's letter of May l,i981 stated'that-a'lz suite aﬁértment

_Akis-to be considered for construction at 27 Howlett: Avenue,Block 8,
“Plan XLII. We the undersigned, City of Red Deer taxpayers,,wish to.
obJect to th1s constructlon application. for the f0110w1ng reasons. R

l'I

2.
3.

A

"5.

Increased traffic and increased accident rlsk to’ small childrenu/
Increased noise levels.

Decreased property value and increased d1ff1culty of resale. '

Decreased asthetic appeal of area. »
Increased on street. parking causing congestion and 1nconvience.

It is our understanding that the area in question was zomed for single
family and we were not informed of any multl—famlly dwellings proposed. . .

B NAME(S) . ADDRESS SIGNATURE(S)
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June 11, 1981

TO: CITY CLERK

FROM: BUILDING INSPECTOR/
DEVELOPMENT OFFICER

RE: GENTER DEVELOPMENTS

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

Our files on this property indicates that the Regional
Planning Commission has prepared a development plan for the
site. In this plan the" proposed development would be two
four plex units based on the overall density assigned to
the Highland Green Subd1v151on

We recommend that,the Regional Planning Commissions
proposal be used in place of the proposed development.

\J@

R. Strader
Development Officer/
Building Inspector

RS/1g
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June 15, 1981

TO: - Ccity Clerk

FROM: City Engineer
: Genter Developments Ltd.

Request for Rezoning to R-2
Block 8, Plan XLll

We would suggest that the application for rezoning is premature as
there is a requirement for a plan of subdivision prior to any developwment,
to permit the continunation of Halman Crescent to Howlett Avenue. : '

KGH/emg

cc ~ RDRPC

cc - Development Officer
cc = City Assessor
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RED DEER REGIONAL PLANNING COMM!SSION

4920-59 STREET T ) P.0.BOX 5002 RED DEER, ALBERTA, CANADA. T4K 5Y5
DIRECTOR: o . ) TELEPHONE: (403) 343.3394
Robert R. Cundy M.C.IP. ' '

Your File No.

Our File No.

“June 15, 1981

Mr. R. Stollings,
City Clerk,

City Hall,

Red Deer, Alberta.

Dear Sir,

Re: GENTER DEVELOPMENTS LTD.

The lot in question is located on Howlett Avenue in Highland Green. It
has 165 feet of frontage and a depth of 100 feet with a total area of ’
16,500 sq. ft.

The‘applicant is requesting rezoning of the site to R2 or general residential
zoning to permit the construction of a 12 unit apartment building.

The site is part of nghland Green Extension and is presently used for
single family homes.

In this general area, there are a number of acreages which have been .
assembled by Cairns Homes and only three parcels remain, this parcel, the
_parcel of similar size to the south and a large parcel to the east owned by the
Cunnlngham estate.

The overall plan of the area (see the attached plan). indicates the
‘extension of Halman Crescent south which would pass between the two properties
facing onto Howlett Avenue. The extension of this road would reduce the front- -
age by half the width of the road or 25 feet. On the other hand, the extension
of the north south lane would add up a strip (the land owned by Mr. Cunnlngham)
of 10 feet to the back fo these two lots. -

The overall plan shows the use of this site for three single family lots
after subdivision. Similar density is planned for the identical site to the

- /2

MEMBERS OF COMMISSION

mvosreonsm—moswm—mwmm—mﬂwcm—mmmm—m@m—mwm—mwmu
TOWN OF LACOMBE—TOWN OF OLDS—TOWN OF PENHOLD—TOWN OF ROCKY MOUNTAN HOUSE—TOWN OF STETTLER—TOWN OF SUNDRE--TOWN OF SYLVAN LAKE
WMEOFALIX—VILLAGEOFBENTLE‘(—VIUAGEOFBIGVALLEV—WLLAGEOFBOWDEN—V!LLAGEOFGAHOIJNE—VILLAGEOFCHEI‘ONA—;VILLAGEOFDELBUHNE
VILLAGE OF DONALDA — VILLAGE OF ELNORA — VILLAGE OF GADS8Y — VILL AGE OF MIRROR — SUMMER VILLAGE OF GULL LAKE — SUMMER VILLAGE OF HALF MOON BAY.
SUMMER VILLAGE OF ROCHON SANDS — SUMMER VILLAGE OF WHITE SANDS — COUNTY OF LACOMBE No. 14 — COUNTY OF MOUNTAIN VIEW No. 17
COUNTY OF PAINTEARTH No. 18 ~—  COUNTY OF RED DEER No. 23 ~ COUNTY OF STETTLER Nn. 6 — IMPROVFMFNT NISTRICT Na  tn
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south. Even if we allow double the allocated density, it would give
the applicant one eight unit apartment or two fourplex sites rather than 12
units requested by the appllcant.

We would recommend the request for rezoning be denied and the applicant be
asked to follow the procedure outlined below:

1. the applicant to make application for subdivision based on the
attached plan with the dedication of about 25 feet street right-
of-way south of propety. :

2. the applicant to negotiate with Cunningham estate for the
purchase of a strip of land behind the lot. :

3. the applicant to prepay—-off site, on site utility charges as
may be applicable.

4. when the subdivision is complete, we are prepared‘to recommend
rezoning for two fourplexes or possibly a 12 unit apartment as
proposed by the applicant.

. Yours truly,

®&'@Jf\.

D. Rouhi, MCIP-
Senior Planner
City Planning Section:

c.c. City Engineer
City Assessor _
City Development Dfficer
Enc.

DR/hm

107,
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Proposed Municipal Reserve

By’ Regional Planning Commission
Jeale: 1:/000  Aug. 28,1979
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" Conmissionesis’ comments

This {8 an extremely difficult area to develop because if has been
assembled fnom a number o4 small holdings. An ovenall plan has been prepared
fon the area, which indicates this parnticulan site 45 to be utilized = for single
family use. Accondingly, we cannot suppornt the request fo rezone Lo muliiple
family zoning, but nathen we necommend the applicant foflow the general
procedure outlined by the Plannerns, but fon single family development only,

. 1t should be noted that the previous Council endonsed multiple
gamily development on a pontion of the Cunningham property to the south.

"R.J. McGHEE"
Mayon

"M.C. DAY"
City Commissioneh



N. S. TROUTH, P.ENG. : 111.
722 - 11th Ave. S.W.
CALGARY, ALBERTA

KO 2
- T2R OE4

June 8, 1981
DELIVERED

City of Red Deer
4914 - 48th Avenue
Red Deer, Alberta
TAN 374

Attention: City Clerk
Dear Sirs:

On behalf of the owners of Teasdale Holdings Ltd., I
hereby apply for re-zoning of property in the northwest
corner of SE% 15-38-27 W4 as shown on the attached
tentative Legal Subdivision Plan; the/most easterly
pPoj tlon to C.2, and the balance of the propeﬁzikto R. ;

Z.Q‘ /5~ A
Yours tpnl
N. S. Trouth
NST/dh
Attach.

/L‘.Zéqﬁ?;cﬁ
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T0: R. Stoftings,
City Clerk DATE: 1981 06 15
FROM:  Karf Waht
E. L. §P.

- The E. L. & P. department have no obfections fo the above mentioned
development. 1t is nequested though that a 3 metern easement be taken east
of the west property Line of Lot 2, from the nonth Lot Line southito the

Lot Line faceing onto ELLIs Crescent. The power alignment will be in the
middle of the easement with A.G.T. and Cable West welcome fo share the

E. L. & P. trench. 1t is requested that a ? meter seperation be maintained
between E. L. & P. and other utility senvices. (gas, watfer, sewen).

The devefoper should contact E. L. § P. at his earliest convienence
1o determine his electrical service requirement and contriibution cosi,

14 funthen information is nequired please feel free to call Kark

Waht at 342-4018,

Kart Waht,
Electrical Technologist

KW/ 5id
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June 11th, 1981

TO: CITY CLERKS

FROM: DEVELOPMENT OFFICER/
BUILDING INSPECTOR

RE: N.S. TROUT

-In response to your memo on the above, we would
bring to Councils attention that the Regional Planning
Commission planned for a C3 site in this district.

Under €2 zoning, Regional Shopping Centres are permitted.
It would seem more appropriate to have neighbourhood
shopping centres (C3) in the subdivision.

We trust this is of information to you.
’ij/

“R. Strader
Development Officer/
Building Inspector

RS/1g
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June 15, 1981

Lot 1, Block 15 to R3, Plan 2954 A, I.
Iot 2, Block 15 to C2, Plan 2954 A, I.

Engineering Department has the following comments relative to the

For the benefit of the developer, we would point out that the
adjacent roadway on the east side (Erickson Drive) will be construc-
ted with a concrete center median which will restrict access to Lot
2 to a right turn in and out only. The roadways to the south (Ellis
Crescent and Elder Avenue) have been designated as major residential
streets with an eighteen (18) metre right of way and a twelve (12)
metre carriageway to correspond with the increased adjacent density.
No direct access will be permitted across the reserve lot 3 MR to

We would suggest that rezoning is premature at this time until the
next phase of the guarter section is registered. The legal road
access 1is not part of the tentative legal for these two (2) lots.

We are not able to comment further on any traffic problems that
may be asscociated with the C2 zoning until such time as a specific

We recommend that. the City not approve of a development agreement
for these two (2) parcels but rather insist on a development agree-
ment for the next reasonably sized stage of the gbmplete subdivision.
The Engineering Department is not in a position E%hzxtend services
to the parcels. /‘

TO: City Clerk
FROM: City Engineer
RE: Request for Rezoning
- Eastview Estates
The
rezoning application.
1.
Ross Street.
2.
3.
proposal is presented.
4.
KGH/emg
cec - R.D.R.P.C.

c¢ - Development Officer

cc - City Assessor
cc ~ E. L. & P. Supt.



RED DEER REGIONAL PLANNING COMMlSSlON

49293-59 STREET P.0.BOX 5002 REDDEER.ALBEHTA.GANADA1unsvs
DIRECTOR: S : TELEPHONE:  (403) 343-3394
Robert R. Cundy M.C.LP. ' ' ‘ C
: Your File No.
Our File No. -

June 16, 1981

Mr. R. Stollings,
"City Clerk

City of Red Deer,
Box 5008 ’

Red Deer, Alberta.

Dear Sir:

Re: N.S. Trouth

The applicant requests rezoning of about 5 acres of land for
a shopping centre {(C2), and the remaining area to the west to be
rezoned to R3 - Multiple family housing.

The site is located south of Ross Street and 1s part of the
. Eastv:l.ew Exten51on Plan.

Background
The East Hill concept p}.an approved by Clty Council did not

indicate any shopping centre in this quarter section. However, a
small local shopping centre can be permitted in new residential
subdivisions to cater to local needs. When the Clearview Subdi-

. vision was approved, a small local shopping area was permitted to
develop there. However, the purchaser of the site did not develop
it for shopping and regested rezoning to Multiple-family use.
When the Municipal Planning Commission considered the subdivision
application, they passed the following resolution.

" the size of the proposed shopping centre to be
reduced to about half an acre or 0.20 hectares.
The extra land to be added to the multiple family
site to the west."

- The applicant appealed the subdivision decision, but later
withdrew the appeal.

Present Reqguest
Rased on the approved plan by the M.P.C., half an acre would
be set aside for shopping, and the remaining 8.5 will be designated
for multiple family use. The applicant proposes to create 5 acres
of shopping and four acres of multiple family housing.

pPg. 2
MEMBERS OF COMMISSION

CITY OF RED DEER—TOWN OF BLACKFALDS—TOWN OF GARSTARS— TOWN OF CASTOR—TOWN OF CORONATON—TOWN OF DIDSBURY —TOWN OF ECKVILLE—TOWN OF INNISFAL
TOWN OF LACOMBE—TOWN OF OLDS—TOWN OF PENHOLD—TOWN OF ROCKY MOUNTAN HOUSE—TOWN OF STETTLER—TOWN OF SUNDRE—TOWN OF SYLVAN LAKE
"VILLAGE OF ALIX — VILLAGE OF BENTLEY — VILLAGE OF BIG VALLEY — VILLAGE OF BOWDEN — VILLAGE OF CAROUINE — VILLAGE OF GREMONA — VILLAGE OF DELBURNE
VILLAGE OF DONALDA — VILLAGE OF ELNORA — VILLAGE OF GADSBY — VILLAGE OF MIRROR — SUMMER VILLAGE OF GUIL LAKE — SUMMER VILLAGE OF HALF MOON BAY
SUMMER VILLAGE OF ROCHON SANDS — SUMMER VILLAGE OF WHITE SANDS — COUNTY OF LACOMBE No. 14 — COUNTY OF MOUNTAIN VIEW No. 17
COUNTY OF PAINTEARTH No. 18 — COUNTY OF RED DEER No. 23 — COUNTY OF STETTLER No. 6 — IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT No. 10
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pg. 2

There is no doubt that a local shopping facilities is needed
in this area, but the question is the size and the area it is
expected to serve.

The local convenience shopping is expected to serve about
two or three quarter sections of residential population.  It's
size should be similar to the Sunnybrook Centre (0.39 Ac) or the
Red Rooster (0.37 Ac). The proposed five acres of shopping far
exceeds the designated site. It is twice the size of Highland Green
and Eastview Shopping Centres, and about 75% more than the Pines, or,
3.5 times the West Park Shopping Centres (see attached).

. In the East Hill overall plan, a large shopplng centre site
(10 to 15 Acres) is being set aside for a medium size shopping centre.
Its location is planned to be at the North-east corner of 32nd Street
and 30th Avenue.

The City Council is aware that Red.Deer Co-Op has already expressed
interest in locating a second store in that area. This shopping centre
is expected to provide day to day shopping for the East Hill area of
the City.

As it was mentioned, local convenience shopping {about 1/2 acre)
would be permitted throughout the East Hill area. If permission 15'
~granted to enlarge these by ten times, then the City's planned
shopping centre would not be of v1ab1e proportion.

We strongly recommend'that City Council uphold the decision of
M,P.C. by limiting the shopping facility size to half an acre, and
the remaining 8.5 acres be left for multiple family housing.

Whatever decision is made by City Council, the actual rezoning
of the site depends on the signing of the development agreement and
prepayment of applicable charges. Density allocation for multiple
family housing is based on the overall density and will be calculated

accordingly at the time of rezoning.
Yours truly, D ! 2 :;
DR/cc D. Rouhi, MCIP .

{attachment) , . SENIOR PLANNER

. . ' CITY SECTION

copy to: City Engineer :
city Assessor

Development Officer




1.
2.
3.

4.

5.
6.
7.
8.
9.

10.
11.
12.
13.
14.
15.

l6.
17.

CITY OF RED DEER
SHOPPING CENTRES

C3 - Commercial (local convenience) District

55th Street & 45 Avenue
Mountview

Red Rooster

Fairview

Sunnybrook

Lucky Dbollar

Michener Hill (Ross St.)
Mustang Acres

7-11 60th Street & 54 Avenue

C2 - Commercial (Regional and Neighbourhood District)

West Park

Eastview (not including 7-11 Store)
Highland Green

Village Mall

Bower Place

parkland Mall

C4 - Commercial (Major Arterial) District

Pines

Bower Plaza

Site Area (Acres)

0.17
0.25
0.37
0.38
0.39
0.41
0.50

0.5k

0.91

1.35
2.26
2.35

10.50
34.48
39.27

2.85
3.51

17,



Ross - Street

118.

Multiple  Fomily
40 acs.

Commercial
5.0 acs.

Ellenwood Or.

2

Applicant’s Proposal

Ross - Street

J\

Molliple Fomily 85 acs.

()

.5 oc.

Com,

Lllenwood Dr.

[

MP.C. Approved Plan

By: Reg/ona/ Planning Commission

Scole :

1:2500

Ja/ze /6/ 8/
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.,na=5:uoab=mau oossn3ﬁa

The acm@p&h nosomtﬁ plan previously pﬁt&ecmm by Council fon the
East HiLL contemplates a neighborhood shopping centre somewhat southeast of
this subdivision to senvice the area, when the east hilf is mone substantially
developed. The plan contained provision to allow a convenience store on a
7 %0 3 quantern section basis. As none was devefoped in the CLearview Subdivision,
© it would not seem unreasonable to allow a small convenience stone in this quarten

as émoossmsnmg by the vhnssmk.

We, therefore, concur with H:m amnossmsanaxcsu o4 the administration
- and kmnossmsm Council not approve C.2 zoning for a 5 acre site, but nather
- C.3 zonting for a site of approximately 1/2 acre, with the balance of the site
fo be R.3 zoning to penmit multiple family development conforming aa Zthe
density ém@:aamsmsau proposed for Lhis ared.

:mhu. McGHEE"
Mayoxr ,

"M.C. DAV"
- City Commissionen




NO. 3

‘Bearden Englneering Consultants Lt

June 10, 1981

Mr. Bob Stofling, City Clerk

| City of Red Deer

Red Deer, Alta.

RE: Proposed 4 plex
5629 56 Si.
Red Deen, Alta.
 Lot: 6,7,8, Bek: 1, Plan: 3331 AJ

Dear Mu. Bob Stofling:

On behatf of Deerton Devebopment Ltd. of Red Deer, we would
Like to request a zoning change on the above mentioned site fon
a proposed 4 plex. The present zoning is R-1A {Residential Low
density district). The proposed 4 plex will require a change of
site zoning to R-2 nesidential genenal distrnict. AlLso, enclosed
we 4 sets o4 the proposed drawings for ihe commitfe fo review.

Should you have any questions with negard to the above, please
do not hesitate to contact the undersigned at youn convenience.

Yours tuly,
- J‘ J“U—.
Steve Chow, P. Eng.

ca: Deenton Dev. Lid.

SC/ne

STRUCTURAL ANALYSIS, DESIGN & INSPECTION
Phone: (403) 343— 6858

‘120,

Riverside Office Plaza, 4919 —59 St.  Red Deer, Alberta T4N 6C9

d.
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" Jume'1s, 1081

TO: CITY CLERKS

FROM: DEVELOPMENT OFFLCER/
BUILDING INSPECTOR

RE: BEARDON ENGINEERING

) ”In reply to your memo on the above, we have the follow1ng
comments for your comsideratioa.

The site in question is designated as R1A in which duplexes
are listed as discretionary use. They are the only form of
multiple family dwellings mentioned in this use table. Multiple
family dwellings have not been permitted in this district since
1979 when Council restricted this type of development after
receiving petitions from persons in the area,

This position wés re-affirmed in August, 1980, when the
present City Land Use Bylaw received third readings after various
public hearings.

In our opinion, unless there is considerable public support
for a change in zoning to allow multiple family,dwellings, the
zoning should not change. - { !

'R Strader
Development Officer/
" Building Inspector

RS/1g
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RED DEER REGIONAL PLANNIN (5 COMMISSION

4920-59 STREET p.O. aox 5002 RED DEER, ALBERTA, CANADA. T4N §¥5
DIRECTOR: . ’ TELEPHONE: (403) 343-3394
Robert R. Cundy M.C.1L.P.
’ Your File No.
June 15, 1981. , Our File No.

Mr. R. Stollings,
City Clerk,

City of Red Deer,
P.0. Box 5008,

Red Deer, Alberta.

Dear Sir,

Re: Lots 6, 7 and 8, Block 1, Plan
3331 A.J. : 5629 - 56 Street,
Proposed 4 plex

: Bearden Enginéering Consultants Ltd., on behalf of Deerton Develop-
ment Ltd., has requested that the above property be redesignated from R1A to R2
in order to allow the construction of a fourplex. ,

In December, 1978 Council considered a report entitled Density :
A Study of Redevelopment in. Older Residential Neighbourhoods and resolved that
the Fairview area redevelopment would be limited to single family or semi-
detached dwellings. Subsequently, in January 1979 after considerable citizen
representation at-a public hearing an amending by-law restricting redevelopment
to single family and semi-detached dwellings was approved by Council. The new
Lahd Use By-law 2672/80 designated the Fairview area RI1A in accordance with this-

philosophy.

Redesxgnatlon of the subject property would be contradlctory to the.
adopted policy regardlng redevelopment,

It is recommended the policy of restricting redevelopment to single
family or semi~detached dwellings be maintained and that the request be denied.

Yours truly,

AT

Monte R. Christensen,
Associate Planner
City Planning Section

MRC/hp

MEMBERS OF COMMISSION

'mmmm—mwwm—mwmm—morm—wwmm—mwmwmww—mwmu
mwumucouae—mc;uns—mmmm—mmm«mmmm—mwsrsmm—mwam—mwmvmm
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SUMMER VILLAGE OF ROCHON SANDS — SUMMER VILLAGE OF WHITE SANDS — COUNTY OF LACOMBE No. 14 — COUNTY OF MOUNTAIN VIEW No. 17
COUNTY OF PAINTEARTH No. 18 — OOUNTYOFH_EDDEERNOZS—COUNTYOFSTETTLERNOG—IMPROVEMENTWNO10




123.

" Commissioneis’ comments

. We concur with the necommendations of the Planners and Development |
oiﬁog and recommend this application be denied.

"R.J. McGHEE"
Mayon

"M.C. DAY"
City Commissioner
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N0 4
HOSPITALS AND MEDICAL CARE | | a03/427-3685

_ 420 Legislative Building
Office of . ‘ Edmonton, Alberta Canada
" the Minister ' T5K 286

May 21, 1981

Mr. R. Stollings

City Clerk : b’y . “2;_,
The City of Red Deer % SN ) -
Red Deer, Alberta 3 D0 d}é@
T4N 3Th A’ <)
Dear Mr. Stollings: : ‘%9“

r Mr. gs: - Y
Thank you for providing me with a copy of your letter of May TV

1981 to the Alberta Urban Municipalities Association, advising me.
of your Council's resolution regarding the possibility of hospitals
once again being given the authority to requisition local property
taxpayers for hospital operating costs. '

As | am sure you know, until 1972, hospitals had the authority

to requisition operating funds from local property taxpayers.

The Premier, the Minister of Municipal Affairs, and 1 have all
mentioned the possibility of returning some local requisitioning
authority to hospitals in order to give them some discretionary
income and ability to respond to local demands which might exceed -
the standard programs funded by the Province.

At the present time, local hospital boards are not really directly
accountable for the funds finally expended by their facilities.

If they exceed budget guidelines established by the Province and

run a deficit, the Province has no option but to eventually pick

up the deficit. There simply are no other sources of funds available
to the Boards.

At the present time a decision has not been made to reinstitute
local requisitioning for hospital operating costs, and ! was,
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- 2 -

therefore, interested tc read your Council's comments on the
proposal. ’

Thank you for taking the time to write.

Yours very truly,

Weforeest—

" RUSSELL
ster of Hospitals
Medical Care ‘

Mi
an

Commissionens' comments

The above 44 submitied fon Council's information.

"R.J. MeGHEE"
Mayon

"M.C. DAY"
City Commissionen
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RED DEER REGIONAL PLANNING COMM!SSION

4920-59 STREET - P.O.BOX 5002 REDDEER, ALBERTA, CANADA. T4N 5Y5

_ DIRECTOR: ‘NO. 5 ‘ ' TELEPHONE:  (403)  343-339s
Robert R. Cundy M.C.LP. ’

May 19, 1981.

-To: City and County Commissioners,
Town Managers and Secretary- ‘ 2 ]98’
Treasurers of Municipalities ' THE Ciry
located within the area of the v C’F
Red Deer Reqgional Planning Commission .

Dear Sir or Madam:

At a recent meeting of the Commission held to discuss our building
program for office space for the Commission, it was reported from correspondence -
that the Minister of Municipal Affairs is prepared to ask Cabinet to approve a

- loan gurarantee for our mortgage with an insurance company provided that any
‘additional costs of owning our facilities over leasing facilities be borne by
‘all of our member municipalities. The Alberta Planning Fund is not to con-—

- tribute to Regional Planning Commissions' building programs except for the
amount needed to lease comparable space as recognized by the Alberta Plannlng
Board.

The difference in cost in our case will be a total of $141,000 for a three
year period only, oxr $47,000 per year after which it will cost less to own fac—
ilities than to lease facilities.

The Commission has on a number of occasions discussed our building progranm,
as progress reports to the Commission have been made, and at our most recent
meeting, the Commission still favoured the advancing of our building program on
the site secured by the Commission from the City of Red Deer.

While the Commission anticipate . the interest income earned by the Com-
mission will cover the yearly cost of $§47,000 needed each year for a three year
period from our member municipalities, there is always the possibility that
interest income will not be available or adequate, and the expense of $47,000
would then become the responsibility of each municipality based upon each mun-—

- icipality's share of the 1981 total equalized assessment located within the
Commission area.

The attached table indicates the possible charges for the municipalities
shown, based on the formula mentioned above, that may be levied by the Commission
per year for a three year period should interest income of the Comsslon not be
available.

MEMBERS OF COMMISSION "’/2‘

CINTY OF RED DEER—TOWN OF BLAGKFALDS— TOWN OF CARSTAIRS -~ TOWN OF CASTOR—TOWN OF CORONATION—TOWN OF DIDSBURY ~—TOWN OF ECKVLLE—~TOWN OF INNISFARL
TOWN OF LACOMBE—TOWN OF OLDS—TOWN OF PENHCLD—TOWN OF ROCKY MOUNTAN HOUSE—TOWN OF STETTLER—TOWN OF SURDRE-~TOWN OF SYLVAN LAKE
VILLAGE OF ALIX — VILLAGE OF BENTLEY - VILLAGE OF BIG VALLEY — VILLAGE OF BOWDEN — VILLAGE OF CAROLINE — VILLAGE OF CREMONA — VILLAGE OF DELBURNE

" VILLAGE OF DONALDA — VILLAGE OF ELNORA — VILLAGE OF GADSBY — VILLAGE OF MIRROR ~- SUMMER VILLAGE OF GULL LAKE — SUMMER VILLAGE OF HALF MOGR BAY

. SUMMER VILLAGE OF ROCHON SANDS -~ SUMMER VILLAGE OF WHITE SANDS — COUNTY OF LAGOMSE No. t4 — COUNTY OF WIOUNTAIN VIEW No. 17
. COUNTY OF PAINTEAATH No. 18 — COUNTY OF HED DEER No. 23 -- COUNTY OF STETTLER No. 8 — IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT Ko, 10
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In order that the Commission may proceed with the next step in our
building program, I would appreciate your presenting this matter to Council,
along with our request that Council officially pass a resolution agreeing to
the above levy for a three vear period commencing in 1982 on the understanding
that such charges or a portion thereof are only to be collected if Commission

interest income does not cover the amounts needed for building debt service
charges.

Besides the financing advantages from ownership, our proposed
facilities will provide adequate floor space and off-street parking to meet
Current and long range needs of the Commission.

Council's early consideration of this request would be appreciated.

Yours truly,

CEC ‘/zufiu_] Lt
M.H. Cartwright,
Chairman

MHC/t
. Encl.



Possible charges to Member Municipalities
to cover the extra initial charges for the
Commission to construct office facilities and
off-street parking to accommodate its needs

City of Red Deer

County of Stettler

‘County of Lacombe

County of Mountain View
County of Paintearth
County of Red Deer
Improvement District No. 10

Town of Blackfalds
Town of Carstairs
Town of Castor
Town of Coronation
Town of bidsbhury
Town of Eckville
Town of Innisfail
Town of Lacombe
Town of 0Olds

Town of Penhold
Town of Rocky Mountain House
Town of Stettler
Town of Sundre

Town of Sylvan Lake

Village of alix
~'Village of Bentley
Village of Big Valley
Village of Botha
Village of Bowden
Village of Careoline
Village of Cliive
Village of Cremona
Village of Delburne
Village of Donalda
Village of Elnora
Village of Gadsby
Village of Halkirk
Village of Mirror

Summer Village of Birchcliff
Summer Village of Gull Lake
Summer Village of Half Moon Bay
Summer Village of Norglenwold
Summer Village of Rochon Sands
Summer Village of White Sands

TOTAL

Amount Needed
$47,000

12,082

2,149
4,885
4,418
2,570
4,473
5,368

225
316
197
209
649
145
1,498
1,379
1,396
233
963
1,228
340
2989

124
156
39
24
208
80
55
58
81
29
38
7
16
87

74
61
27
62
27
25

$47,000

128.



MUNICIPALITY

CITIES
RED DEER

TOWNS

BLACKFALDS
CARSTAIRS
CASTOR

" CORONATION
DIDSBURY
ECKVILLE
INNISFAIL
LACOMBE
OLDS
PENHOLD
ROCKY MOUNTAIN
STETTLER
SUNDRE
SYLVAN LAKE

VILLAGES

ALIX

BENTLEY

. BIG VALLEY
BIRCHCLIFF S.V.
BOTHA

BOWDEN
CARQOLINE

© CLIVE

CREMONA

ALBERTA EQUALIZED ASSESSMENTS AND POPULATION

1980 EQUALIZED
ASSESSMENT
(3}

195,153,210

195,153,210

3,940,000
4,705,220
3,484,610
4,077,820
11,102,410
2,438,880
22,527,570
21,572,890
23,102,060
3,117,130
14,264,490
19,570,200
4,578,700
16,517,040

154,999,020

2,187,230
2,526,070
562,250
1,074,220
438,450
3,225,710
1,527,080
966,710
1,067,670

1980
POPULATION

41,371

41,371

1,325
1,474
1,207
1,421
2,866

828
4,831
5,218
4,488
1,242
4,467
5,035
1,604
3,650

39,656

874
828
344

41
160
963
402
338
334

1981 EQUALIZED
ASSESSMENT
(8)

259,338,380

259,338,380

4,837,030
6,783,740
4,226,780
4,485,010
13,921,130
3,108,540
32,156,670
29,539,300
29,969,570
4,999,510
20,677,420
26,354,570
7,284,860
21,239,690

209,643,820

2,652,670
3,372,830

842,500
1,587,390

521,860
4,488,510
1,715,560
1,180,950
1,448,980

1981
POPULATION

..-./2

‘651
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ALBERTA EQUALIZED ASSESSMENTS AND POPULATION (cont'd)

MUNICIPALITY

VILLAGES {cont'd)

DELBURNE

DONALDA

ELNORA

GADSEY

GULL LAKE S.V.
HALF MOON BAY S.V.
HALKIRK

MIRROR
NORGLENWOLD S.V.
ROCHON SANDS S.V.
WHITE SANDS S.V.

COUNTIES
STETTLER NO. 6
 LACOMBE NO. 14
MCUNTAIN VIEW NO, 17

PAINTEARTH NO. 1B
RED DEER NO. 23

IMPROVEMENT DISTRICTS

NG. 10

TOTAL

* 1980 figure, 1981 figure

1980 EQUALIZED -
ASSESSMENT
($)

1,438,300
617,570
603,960
109,770

1,094,830
474,040
286,320

1,337,120
904,170
406,270
315,320

21,163,560

30,142,880
50,854,700
60,383,990
31,686,780
61,462,110

234,530,460

66,097,960
66,097,960
671,944,210

not available.

1980
POPULATION

555
278
241
48
92
40
152
479
94
44

6,312

4,924
8,399
8,695
2,603
13,575

38,196

8,548
8,548

134,083



1981 EQUALIZED
ASSESSMENT
(3)

1,735,640
617,570%
810,830
148,430
1,302,700
578,150
351,310
1,883,300
1,323,940
564,090
528,530

27,655,740

46,126,610
104,853,870
94,838,190
55,171,840
96,007,430

396,997,940

115,236,390
115,236,390

1,008,872,270

1981
POPULATION

“0gl



131.

May 26, 1981

%;ZES;:; TO: CITY CLERK
A
FROM: CITY TREASURER

RE: REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION

Ag you are aware the Regional Planning Commission is currently
planning the construction of a building to be owned by the Commission to
house its offices. The Commission presently leases its office space.

The Planning Commission is proposing to use a long term loan
to pay for the construction cost. The Province, however, is only
agreeable to paying that portion of the loan repayment that is equal
to what the lewase payment would have been. Any excess loan repayments
would be shared among the participating municipalities based on equal-
ized assessment.

The Commission is anticipating that interest earnings on its
surplus funds could be used to pay the excess loan payments. 1In the
event they are not sufficient, however, the Commission is asking each
participating municipality to pass a resolution agreeing to pay its
share of excess levy for a three year period. It is anticipated that
after three years lease payments would be higher because the debt
repayment would not change.

The approximate amount the City could be liable to pay is

$12,082 per year for three years. This would be provided in the operating
budget commencing in 1982.

Reguired Action

If Council is agreeable to the Commission proposal a resolution
would be required as follows:
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"RESOLVED that Council of the City of Red Deer agree to
provide to the Red Deer Regional Planning Commission

for three years, commencing in 1982, the City of Red Deer
share of $47,000 each year based on the equalized assessment
of municipalities participating in the Red Deer Regional
Planning Commissicn if interest revenue of the Commission
is not sufficient to pay the $47,000.

It is recommended the Commission be requested to try and
recover any payments required from the municipalities from the
Province when the debt repayments become less than what the lease

(%

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

AW/ jm

‘Commissionens' comments

We nrecommend Council approve the above and funds for same be
provided in the 1982, 1983 and 1984 budgets, if requined.

"R.J. McGHEE"
Mayon

"M.C. DAY"
City Commissionen
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" NO. 6

The Mayor and City Council

c/o Mr, R, Stollings, City Clerk
The City of Red Deer

Box 5008

Red Deer, Alberta

Re: Public Notice to Construct a 1.5 Metre
Sidewalk 55 Street from Waskasoo Bridge
to L5 Avenue (North Side) as per your
Schedule F

Honourable Members:

I am one of the four taxpayers involved and I strenously
object to paying for this improvement a second time .. and
now at the rate of $8.53 per front metre per year for twenty
years. Long before the twenty years are up it will need
improvement again. This is no fault of the taxpayers. One
only needs to examinre the condition of the cement walks
within the confines of the four taxpayers' properties to
realize proper cement work, put to the proper use, lasts for
forty years or more.

Two very important factors have destroyed this sidewalk
in question, both city traffic related:

1. Constant use of meltine material on city street
during winter for the traffic lights at 55 Street and
L5 Avenue.

2. OCity bus stop to the west of the 45 Avenue intersection
that constantly splashes salt and melting material onto
the sidewalk from the pavement.

Now why not, at this time, give seriocus consideration to
putting a Tarmac finish on top of the present sidewalk of like
material to the pavement that seems to withstand the salt? The
four residences in question have no access to their frontage _.
because of city traffic they must come and go via their back
alley _.. and hence do not use the sidewalk anyway.

Yours truly,

g é’lia-;/:ﬁ z CM‘“

(Mrs.) Gladys V. McKee
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TO: City Clerk

FROM: City Assessor

RE: Proposed Sidewalk
55 Street From
Waskasoo Bridge to 45 Avenue
North Side

With reference to the letter submitted by Mrs.
Gladys V. McKee, may we advise that we have no previous
record in the tax rolls respecting the existing sidewalk.

The notice to construct a new sidewalk has been done
in accordance with the Municipal Taxation Act. Section 145
(1), 2 and 9, allows for the construction and/or reconstruction
of sidewalks as a local improvement.

Section 153 (1) of the Municipal Taxation Act
stipulates that Council, on their own initiative, may cause
a notice of intention to undertake a local improvement subject
to certain regulations. Unless a majority of property owners
-owning at least one-half of the value of the lands abutting
the improvement, appeal against the local improvement within
two weeks after the last date of publication, the local improve-
ment may be undertaken and charged against the properties.

2/

D. J. Wilson, A.M.A.A.
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May 19, 1981

TO: City Clerk
FROM: City Engineer
H Proposed Replacement of a 1.5 m Sidewalk on the North Side of

55 Street from Waskasoo Bridge to 45 Avenue

The replacement of the above noted section of sidewalk was initiated by
the Engineering Department due to verbal inquiries received from the public
and due to the extremely poor condition of the walking surface. The walk,
according to our record plans, is twenty-three {(23) years old and is beyond
repair that would normally be charged to the current years operating budget.
A two (2) inch asphalt overlay is not recommended by the Engineering Depart-
ment due to the costs (approximately $22.50 per front metre) and due to the
differences in elevation that would result when matching property owners’
sidewalks, driveways, etc.. In addition, once concrete begins to deteriorate
the chloride ion concentration is probably high enough to continue deterior-
ation particularly where reinforcing is present, even after an overlay is _
placed. A good example is the deteriorating deck on the Gaetz Avenue Bridge.

When complete replacement is necessary, particularly to reduce the poten-
tial for liability claims due to personal injury, it is current policy to
charge the replacement costs against the abutting and benefitting land owners.

The advertized rate of $8.53 per front metre is the current rate approved
by Council in the 1981 Unit Rate Bylaw and is the rate reguired to recover
the expenditures associated with this type of construction. The assessment
period of twenty (20} vears was choosen as gquality concrete is expected to
vield adequate service for at least that time period. The land owner has
the opportunity to either vay for the local improvement as a yearly assess-—
ment on his property taxes or to prepay the reguired amount. On an average
16 m (50 foot) wide lot the cost would be as follows:

a) Yearly Assessment

$5.69/m2/assess mx 1.5m (wide) x 16 m (frontage) = $136.48 annually

$5.69 x 1.5 x 16 x 20 = $2,729.60 at the
end of 20 years

aes2

135.
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b) Prepayment: -
$37.70/m2/assess m X 1.5 m x 16 = $904.80

With regard to usage, the on street parking is currently restricted in
front of the residence in question, therefore, as indicated by Mrs. McKee,
visitors by car would likely use the rear lane. Pedestrian visitors such
as mailmen, meter readers, milkmen, paper boys, etc. @¢ould still probably
use the front walkway.

] A photograph and a photocopy of our record plan is enclosed herewith
for the information of Council. Our recommendation for sidewalk replacement

remains.

KGH/emg
cc - City Assessor
attach

136.
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o ,ncssguga. 5" donmments

In nesponse Lo our advertisement fon neconstruction o4 Q_\E

section of sidewalk on 55 Street only one propenty ownen has objfected.
We, therefore, necommend proceeding with the Local Amprovement as a:\ﬂmﬁsma

g the City mxmﬁ:mg

"R.J. McGHEE"
Mayon

"M.C. DAY"
City Commissdionen



CITY OF RED DEER JUNE 3,1981
4914 - 48 AVENUE

RED DEER, ALBERTA

ATTENTION: MAYOR McGHEE and MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL

RE: LOTS 1 & 2, BLOCK C PLAN 782-1023
on 50 AVENUE, NORTH OF RED DEER HONDA

Baystéone Developments Ltd., the owner of the subject property, is proceeding
with plans to construct a 38,400 square foot commercial condominium building.
The firm is anxious to commence construction at an early stage to meet the
demands .from Red Deer and other Alberta businesses which require 'exposure to

50 Avenue in an attractive building, featuring ample paved parking, and desighed
to accommodate commercial as well as distribution type interests’.

THE SITE: 3.12 acres which will feature site improvements of paved parking for
186 vehicles and 17,945 square feet (13%) landscaped area, current
zoning is§ C-4 (Highway Commercial).

THE LOCATION: On the West side of the 50 Avenue Service Road North of Red Deer
Honda (at 76 Street) and South of a vacant lot adjacent to 77 Street
‘(zoned C=4 Major Arterial Commercial District). The property to the
West of the subject site is zoned R-U4 and accommodates a large, partially
filled mobile development. The developments on the East side of
50 Avenue are zoned C-4 and accommodate a wide variety of quasi-
commercial/industrial firms including industrial supply houses;
construction and sub-trade contracting businesses; automotive sales
and service companies; household supply, carpet and furniture ware-
houses; distribution outlets; home recreational products; etc. Businesses
on the West side of 50 Avenue cater to the farming, tourist, and
automotive minded consumer.

The location and the shape of the site is such that it invites more
than a Highway Commercial designation and yet is also attractive to
many firms that are more commonly thought of as Highway Industrial.
The out of town traveller visiting Red Deer via old Highway 11, the
proposed new David Thompson route, and Highway 2A North would find

it a convenient place to pick up a wide variety of supplies ranging
from medical-drugstore, convenience groceries and fast foods, camping
and sporting goods, and laundry faCllltleS, ete.




,appreclated
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The development should also accommodate the 12 - 16 requests we've
already received to house industrial supply firms (electrical,
fastener, plumbing, ete.), large and small furniture, home entertainment,
and home construction materlals (including hardware, floor and wall
ooverlng, windows and doors, draperies, ete.).

THE PROJECT: The $2.0 Million development is a unique' L-shape design with an
attractive elevation that encompasses 38,400 square feet, with glass
frontage, concrete block construetion, and pre-baked enamel roof
exterior. Typical larger firms could occupy the focal ends and centre
point of approximately 6,400 square feet each, whereas small firms
would find the remaining shop areas of 15' - 20' x 60' (900 - 1200
square feet) very conveniently sized and easily affordable.

The development will be accessible to firms wishing to own (via
condominium plan) as well as to those desiring rental accommodation.
As such, it will be the ideal answer to established businesses ready
to own their own premises that will be more economical than if they
were to build for themselves; as well as to newer, smaller firms .
which for other reasons may wish to lease their business accommodation
initially possibly purchasing at a later date.

WE ‘THEREFORE REQUEST that City Council rezone this site to C-2 (Regional and
Neighbourhood Shopping District) which will satisfy the requirements of all the
uses mentioned above. We recognize that there is an ample supply of commercial
project alternatives to this development but none of those also fulfil the
essential design criteria required to accommodate the quasi-commercial/industrial
uses {(overhead loading doors, greater ceiling height) and also satisfy the

local demand for owner occupation of premises located on a major internal
roadway. This rezoning would also clarify. the developers position in talking

to clients and will result in a faster possession date for the businesses
scheduled to take occupancy.

Baystone Developments is an Edmonton based company which has alsoc been active

in Red Deer for the past three years. The principals of Baystone have considerable
experience in residentidl and land develgopment, the hotel industry, industrial
service businesses and commercial recreational development.

Your early consideration and positive response to this request will be most

, Per AYNE PANDER
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RED DEER REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION

4920-59 STREET P.0.BOX 5002 RED DEER, ALBERTA, CANADA. T4N 5Y5
DIRECTOR: =~ . : , TELEPHONE:  {403) 343-3394
Robkert R. Cundy M.C.ILP. :
Your File No.
June 15, 1981. ‘ Our Fite No. : ,

Mr. R. Stollings,

‘City Clerxk, ‘
City of Red Deer, -
P.0. Box 5008,

Red Deer, Alberta.

-Dear Sir,

Re: ILots 1 & 2, Block C, Plan
782 2

The reguest to redssignate the above menticned pro party from C.4
z ial) to C.2 Commercial (Rsgional and Neichbovrhood Shopoing)

Cormmercial (Major Zrter
ralses several ccncerns.

The primary purpose of the C.2 district

"is to provide land in which the full range of uses and services normally
found in the ¢itv center may locate in order to serve planned neighbour-
hoods or toc function on a regional basis. These areas will consist of a
‘group of commercial establishments conceived, designed, doveloped, or
manaqed as a unit with adjacent cn-site parxz g facilities.

Throughout the City thexe are two regional shorping centers,
Parkland Mall and the Bower Place Mall, anéd several neicghbourhood centers are.
found in Eastview, Westpark and Highland Green. ' In Glendale land rhas been
-designated for a2 nazighbourhcod shopping center. 7This nisrarchy of shopping ©
facilities is desicned t© provide an extension of the downtown services into other
areas remotely located £rom the downtown. Controlling cozrerc1al uses in this
manner provides clusters of planned groups of uses at planned loca*lons and helps
prevent extensive and ad hoc strip commercial development.

The proPosal is neither neighbourhood nor regionallv oriented and
dev;ates from the phllosophy of planned shopping areas. Allowing the redesignation
as requested will adversely affect the viability .of the planned shopping facilities
for the residential areas west of this proposal.

’ : ‘ S Cont’'d ...../2.
MEMBERS OF COMMISSION

awwnmn&n—mwnaamm—mmmmmmwm—mwmmm—m@@am—mam—mwm&
TOWN OF LACOMBE—TOWN OF OLDS—TOWN OF PENHOLD—TOWN OF ROCKY MOUNTAN HOUSE—TOWN OF STETTLER—TOWN OF SUNDRE—TOWN OF SYLVAN LAKE
VILLAGE OF ALIX — VILLAGE OF BENTLEY — VILLAGE OF BIG VALLEY — VILLAGE OF BOWDEN — VILLAGE OF CAROLINE — VILLAGE OF CREMONA — VIiLLAGE OF DELBURNE
VILLAGE OF DONALDA — VILLAGE OF ELNORA — VILLAGE OF GADSBY — VILLAGE OF MIRROR — SUMMER VILLAGE OF GULL LAKE — SUMMER VILLAGE OF HALF MOON BAY
SUMMER VILLAGE OF ROCHON SANDS — SUMMER VILLAGE OF WHITE SANDS — COUNTY OF LACOMBE No. 14 — COUNTY OF MOUNTAIN VIEW No. 17
COUNTY OF PAINTEARTH No. 18 — COUNTY OF RED DEER No. 23 — COUNTY OF STETTLER No. 8 —~ IMPROVEMENT DISTAKCT No. 10
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£+ R. Stollings, . C

+City of Red Deer. _
June 15, 1981. . o : : R
Page 2. : , 144,

It is recommended that the request for redesignation be denied.
| ' Monte R. Christensen, - -

Associate Planner
-City Planning Section

MRC/hp
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June 16, 1981

TO: . City Clerk

FROM: . City Engineer
RE: Pander Reélty Ltd.

Request for Rezoning to C-2
Lots 1 & 2, Block C, Plan 782-1023

The Engineering Department has no comments regardlng the request for
rezoning.

The site can bevreadily serviced and the normal prepayments have been
previously made at time of subdivision.

The developer would be responsible for all additional cost relative to
E. L. & P. services, sanitary, water, storm connectlons, hydrants and curb
crossings for any development.

For the developers information, the service road termination at 77
Street is being designed and constructed this year as a right turn in and
-out only access to 77 Street. This design is necessary to avoid the poten-
tial through movement across 77 Street on. 52 Avenue and to avoid the place-
ment of traffic signals every one hundred and sixty (160) metres along 77
Street (example at the intersections of Gaetz Avenue, 52 Ave
Avenue) .

KGH/emg

.¢¢ - City Assessar

cc - Economic Development Officer
cc - Building Inspector

cc - RDRPC

145,
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June 15, 1981 '

TO:  CITY CLERK, BOB STOLLINGS
FROM: DIRECTOR OF ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

RE: - CORBESPONDENCE FROM PANDER REALTY LTD.

The Economic Development Department would oppose the application for a
re-zoning of this site to C-2. The site in question is adjacent to North-
land Industrial Park, and the land surrounding the site is zoned C-4. In
order for the zoning on this site to be consistent with the surrounding
areas, I would recommend that the zoning remain as C-4. Many of the uses
which Mr. Pander refers to in his correspondence to Council, could be suit-
ably accommodated under the existing C-4 =zoning.

Respectfully submitted,

ALAN %COTE, Director

Economic Development

AVS/gx




... Please Quote Qur File No.__.____

" THE CITY OF RED DEER

RED DEER, ALBERTA
T4N 3T4

June 9, 1981
TO:  CITY CLERKS

FROM: DEVELOPMENT OFFICER/
BUILDING INSPECTOR

RE: ° PANDER REALTY LTD.

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

The above site is presently designated C4, in which the attached uses
are listed as permitted or discretionary. C2 zoning would permit the uses
mentioned in the second attachment. : )

At present these are the following sites designated C2:

PARKLAND MALL SHOPPING MALL
BOWER PLACE : ‘ SHOPPING MALL
HIGHLAND GREEN SHOPPING CENTRE
SITE IN GLENDALE SUBDIVISION UNDEVELOPED
WEST PARK SHOPPING CENTRE
EASTVIEW SHOPPING CENTRE -

VILLAGE GREEN SHOPPING MALL (dlrectly across
: from Parkland Mall)

Several of these sites have vacant space and the Village Green site
is still not fully developed. It is our opinion that adequate C2 space is
available at this time and that further expansion of the designation would
have negative results on the existing sites. For these reasons, we recommend
that the site not be rezoned.

. Strader
Development Officer/
Building Inspector

RS/1s
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6.2.2.2

6.2.2.3

6.2.2.4

1)
(2)

(3)

(4} .

(5)

(6)

(7

-55=

C2 COMMERCIAL {(REGIONAL & NEIGHBOURHOOD SHOPPING) DISTRICT 148.

General Purpose of District

The purpose of this district is to provide land in which the full
range of uses and services normally found in the city center may
locate in order to serve planned neighbourhoods or to function on
a regional basis. These areas will consist of a group of
commercial establishments conceived, designed, developed, or
managed as a unit with adjacent on-site parking facilities.

Permitted Uses
{1) Shopping center including any or all of the uses listed as

permitted in the Cl Commercial {(City Center) district,
Section 6.2.1.2, except signs and except offices.

Discretionary Uses

{1) Shopping center including or intending to include uses listed
as discretionary in the Cl Commercial (City Center) district,
Section 6.2.1.3.

(2) Signs ~ Identification - Class C (see Section 4.12)
- Local Advertising - Class C

- General Advertising.

(3) Office within a shopping center subject to Section
6.2.2.6(1).

{4) All permitted and discretionary uses in the C1 District,
subject to the provisions of Section 6.2.2 and 4.13.1.
(2672/Af80)

Regulations -

Floor Area: Minimum - Dwelling Units 55 m2
Maximum - One third of the site area

Building Height: Minimum - N/A
Maximum - Three storeys unless otherwise
approved by the M.P.C.

Front Yard: Minimum 9 m, subject to Section 6.2.2.5

Side Yard: Minimum 9 m.

Rear Yard: Minimum 9 m.

Landscape Area: Minimum 15%.

Parking Spaces Required: 5.5 spaces for every 93 m2 of uross

leasable floor area.
{Subject to Section 4.10}.



(8)

(9
(10)
6.2.2.5

(1}

(2)

6.2.2.6

(1)

-56—~
. : . . . . 149.

Loading Spaces Required: One opposite each loading door with

a minimum of one, subject to Section

4.11.

Site Area: Minimum 0.4 ha unless otherwise approved by the M.P.C.
Frontage: N/A
Site Development

The site plan, the relationship between buildings, structures
and open spaces; the architectural treatment of buildings; the
provision and architecture of landscaped open space; and the
parking layout shall be subject to approval by the Development
Officer or Municipal Planning Commission. :

If strict adherence to Section 6.2.2.4 prohibits an effective
relationship between buildings, structures and open spaces on
the site and adjoining property the Municipal Planning Com-
mission may relax the reguirements of Section 6.2.2.4.

_ Special Provisions

Notwithstanding any provision of this Bylaw, office uses shall
not be allowed above a second storey of any structure within
the C.2 district, nor shall the area designated for office use
in any such structure exceed five per cent (5%) of the gross
leasable floor area of the ground level storey.
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6.2.4 C-4 COMMERCIAL (MAJOR ARTERIAL} DISTRICT

6.2.4.5 Géneral Purpose of District 150.

To provide sufficient land for commercial, industrial, and other
services for the people using major arterial transportation
routes; and to provide sites for those services that require
locations on major routes, i.e. that require a high degree of
visibility and accessibility. ‘

€.2.4.2 Permitted Uses

{1) Hotels and motels.
(2) Eating and beverage establishments subject
to Section 6.2.4.5.
{3) Service stations subject to Section 6.2.4.5.
{4) Signs - Identification - Class C - see Section 4.12.
- Local advertising — Class C - see Section 4.12.

6.2.4.3 Discretionafy Uses
(1) Banks.
(2) Commercial Recreational Establishmepts

{3) Convenience Grocery not exceeding 235 m2 of gross floor
area in conjunction with a gasoline sales outlet.

{(4) Sale of:

{a) automobiles, motorcycles, recreation vehicles,
industrial and agricultural machinery,
(b) +tools, machinery, ecuipment and other products used in
- the building and construction industry including but not
. limited to the following trades: carpentry and cabinet
making, plumbing, heating, insulating, roofing,
flooring, drywalling, electrical installation,
tinsmithing, painting, wallpapering, landscaping,
‘bricklaying and masonry provided that each use, and in
particular the storage of materials is contained solely
within the buildings,
(c) tools, machinery, eguipment, and other products used in
the agriculture industry except bulk livestock food and
bulk chemicals and fertilizers.

(5) sales and administrative uses ancillary to a permitted or
discretionary use.

{6) Repair, rental or servicing of any article, wvehicle, or
‘ commodity of which the sale, warehousing, fabrication or
processing is permitted in the C4 zone.

(7)Y Warehousing and storage of any artlcle or commodlty subject
to Section 5.2.2.

(8) Fabrication, processing, material testing and manufacturing
establishments which meet industrial standard I, Section




6.2.4.4

(1)
(2)

(3)
(4)
(5)
{6)

(N
(8)
(9)
{10)

6.2.4.5

(1)

(2)

~5g_

(9) Distribution of:
(a) automotive tools, parts and accessories, 151
(b) industrial tools, parts and accessories. .

(10) Furniture and white goods store and showroom, the ground
floor area_of which, including storage, to be not less
than 930 m? unless otherwise approved by the M.P.C. No
outside storage or display is permitted.

(11) signs - General Advertising - see Section 4.12
- Directional - see Section 4.12.

{12) Any development legally existing or legally approved
prior to the passing of this Land Use Bylaw is deemed to
be a discretlionary use duly approved by the Municipal
Planning Commission.

Regulations

Floor Area: Minimum - N/A
Maximum - 33% of site area

Building Height: Minimum - N/A
Maximum - Three storeys unless otherwise
approved by the M.P.C.
Front Yard: Minimum 18 m.

Side Yard: Minimum 3.8 m.
Rear Yard: Minimum 3 m.
Landscape Area: Minimum 40% of the minimum front yard.

Parking Space: Subject to Section 4.10 or 4 spaces for 93 m2
of gross floor area, whichever is greater.

Loading Space: One space opposite each loading door with a
» minimum of one per building, subject to
Section 4.11.

Site Area: Minimum 1,393 m2.

Frontage: Minimum 30 m.
Site Development

The site plan; the relationship between buildings,. structures
and open space; the architectural treatment of buildings;. the
provision and architecture of landscaped open space; and the
parking layout shall be subject to approval by the Development
Officer or Municipal Planning Commission.

If strict adherence to Section 6.2.4.4 prohibits an effective
relationship between buildings, structures and open space on
the site and adjoining property the Municipal Planning Com-
mission may relax the requirements of Section 6.2.4.4.
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6.2.4.6 Special Provisions

“{1) Notwithstanding Section 6.2.4.2 and Section 6.2.4.3 a
drugstore shall be a permittd use in the parcel of land
described as Lot 21-A, Block 2, Plan 792 0235. (2588/5-80)

Commissionens' comments

: The attached request 4on rezoning would effectively allow unlimited
commerneial uses, including office space. As outlined by the Planner, this is
not consistant with good planning and would nesult in yet a furthen dispersion
o4 netail and commerciak facilities from those areas desiqnated by Council.

e, therefone, concuwr with the necommendations of the administration
and recommend Counc&ﬁ deny this application.

"R.J. MeGHEE"
Mayonr

"M.C. DAY"
City Commissionen



PETITIONS & DELEGATIONS

153,
NO. 1

- 3475373
11 Humber Close
Red DJeer, Alberta, T4N 5N1
June 1, 1981

Mr. Be. Stollings
City Clerk

City of Red Deer
Red Deer, Alberta

Re: Remesinder of U-l Lot, Plan 1479TR, Adjacent to Lot 106,
- Block 16, Plan L8L8TR.

Dear Sir:

Enclosed please find two petitions from citizens of the Highland
Green area near the above mentioned utility lot. These pecople
are supporting the installation of a public walkway in order to
increase the pedestrian accessibility to the G. H, Dawe Community
Center for people in the Hazlett, Humber, Hepworth Closes, Horn
Street, Horn Crescent, and other areas in the Highland Green West
subdivision and to decrease the incidence of trespassing along
Hamilton Drive and 61st Avenue, There is no direct access to

- G. He Dawe other than to use the main streets of Alst Avenue and

- Hewson Avenue.

Problems have arisen since the access was closed off by-a fence
erected by the residents of Lot 106 who were leasing this utility
lot last spring.  Since that time residents of the south side of
Hamilton Drive as well as residents along the west side of 6lst
Avenue have been bombarded by people trespassing through their
private property in order to reach G. H. Dawe. Children on their
way to school have especially been the cause of this problem but
adults too have been known to jump fences and open gates in order
to get across these properties. It is also a concern that kinder-
garten and younger primary children have an unnecessary increased
walking distance to school during the cold winter months., When
parents drive their children to school at this time the extra traffic
at Dawe does not add to the safety of hundreds of children,

At the present time a sidewalk and fence are being erected at the
alley side of the properties of the two Caddy residences of lLots
B and Lot 16 and a chain link fence is being erected along the
south side of the G. H. Dawe parking area. This sidewalk and

A i .
N ‘ e & o 2



Mr. B. Stollings | | 154.
June 1, 1981
Page 2

fencing will be funnelling people from the G. He. Dawe Center to
Hamilton Drive and at the moment people have no place to go and
are thus tempted to further trespass. The opening of the proposed
walkway would alleviate the problem as it is almost directly
across the street from the new sidewalk., It does not make sense
to spend this amount of money on a sidewalk and fencing when it
doesn't direct the people to any accessible outlet, It should
also be noted that there is no sidewalk on either the east or
south sides of the Caddy residences of lots B and 16, Also

the opening of St. Patrick Separate School and the arena will
increase the traffice in this area and trespassing is bound to
increase,

I have been in contact with Irs. Gail Olsen, the new owner of

Lot 106, who is currently leasing this utility lot and though

she has mixed feelings about the walkway is not totally against

it because she is aware of the problems of trespassing and has

had people jump their five foot fence. IMrs. Olsen, I believe,
would support this walkway if a mutual agreement could be worked
out and if she doesn't have to give up the entire area. I am
proposing thé approximately ten to twelve feet be fenced off and
opened as an informal, undeveloped walkway that is gravelled., I
do not think it is necessary for a sidewalk snowplow to have access
to this area as children's feet will keep the snow well packed
down as they did when they used this area prior to the fence going
upe Mrs, Olsen would 2lso like to have a fence installed to match
her existing fence and that any damege to her lawn be repaired.
Both ends of the walkway should be protected from motor vehicles
and crosswalk signs should be put up.

Mrs Ian Duncan, the new owner to the east of the utility lot

would prefer to have the area remain as it is but is aware of the
problems, He feels that if a walkway is put in it should be

done attractively so as not to devaluate his property, so perhaps

a grassed sidewalk area would be better. However a decision as

to how the area is developed if the walkway is approved should

be worked out with these two neighbors to complement both properties.

It would be appreciated if this walkway could be taken into consid-
eration so that goodwill among neighbors can be restored in this
area and better pedestrian access to G. H. Dawe be ensured. I
would be grateful if this proposal could be placed on the City
Council adgenda for June 22nd during the evening, so that we, as
petitioners may attend and that the problems be rectified prior

to the September opening of the school term.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
=

A
. ey
(Mrs. ) E. Xing
/ek Encls.,
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Ere Re stolllnuo,01tj Clerk

City Hall,49123-481h 4svenue

Red Deer, Alberta.

T4 3T4 . June 3-1381

Dear Sir:
Re:Remainder of Utility Lot U-l,Blcecx 15,P1land84S8 TR,Lot 106.

Being previous owners of saidl property efore and after ecity
annexation,we would like to comment on two petitions bzing
put to Council,regarding a walk-way throush the above U-lot.
(1) When developing Lot 103 in 12735,we were informed of the
option to lease the utility lan w,advising us 1f leased,that
we could not close it in,zs accesz nust be left for people
and cihildren from the south area to a prososed school,which
now is G.H. Daweand St. Patrick's,

(2) Due to the closing of this lane,by a fence, in June 1930
we have had childrern trespassing taroush our property and
climbing over the bacxk fence,necessitatlug repairs to the
said fence.

We would appreciate your considerstion of this problen.
Thanking You, we ara,Yours truly

\\\\\ Sl

6l29=-Hamnilton Drive
Rel Deer, ilberta.
T4AN SIS 2\
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May, 1981 *

PETITION FOR PUBL.. WALKWAY ON (-1 LOT, PLAM 1479TR, ADJacENT
TO LOT 106, BLOCK 16, PLAN 4848 TR, CITY OF RED DEER.

158.

Wl the undersigned de support the installation of z publiec pedestrian walkway at the above location,
< -.'We have been continually subjected to children and adults trespassing across our private pro erty
v AN order to yeach tha O, H. Dawe Community Centor arsa, We have sufferad ingonvenience an

ggmggg t6 oUr property frem this treapassing and feel this public walkway ; alleviat.e this problem.

o Printed Name Signature Address Phone Witness
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May, 1981

-t T PETITION FOR PUBLIC WALXWAY ON U=l LOT, PLAN 1479 TR, ADJACENT
. TO LOT 106, BLOCK 16, PLAN ;4848 TR, CITY OF RED DEER.

159.

We ﬁhl undersigned do euppors thae installation of a public pedestrian walkway at the above location,
- it 18 our desire te promote goodwill among neighbors and reduce the incidence of treapassing ’

through private property alenz llamiiton Drive and 61§!; Avenue of children and adults desiring te
reach the G, H. Dawe Community Center area,

" Printed Name Signature Address Phone Witness "
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Ay, Lysl

PETITION FOR PUBL._ WALKWAY ON U~ LOT, PLAN 1479 TR, ADJnCENT
0 LoT 106, BLOCK 16, PLAN 4818 Tk, CITY OF RED DEER, PAGE 3

We the undersigned do support the installation of a public fledestrian walkway at the above location,
It is our desire to promote goodwill among neighbors and reduce the incidence of trespassing

= through private property alenpg lamilton Urive and Slst Avenus of children aund adults dasiring to

- reach the Gy Hy Dawe Cormunity Center area,

Priated Name Signature Address : Phone ~ ‘Witness
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PETITION FOR PUL_ _J WALKWAY ON U-1 LOT, PLAN 1479 TR, ADUACENT ' _.
TO LOT 106, BLOCK 16, PLAN 4848 TR, CITY OF RED DEER, PAGE 2 161..

Ha ‘Whe undersignea do aup ort the installabtion of a public pedeatrian walkway at the above looation,

Tt 18 our dasire tq EFSMB 8 posdwil) amone ngighhors gnq rgduce the ingidence of trespassing

v'through private propefty along Hami%ton brive and B1 Avenue of ehildren and adults desiring to
reach the (., H. Daws Community Center area,

- Printed Name Sipgnat Address Phone Witness
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Caddy

(403) 346-7304 RED DEER, ALBERTA
'CANADA  T4N SE7

June 11 1981

Mayor R J lNcGhee
City Council
Red Deer.
Dear Sir's;
This letter is in regards to Utility Lot Plan #

1479TR. on the scuth side of Hamilton Drive,

I submit, that it would make good sense, at this
time, to allow citizens %o exit the G H Dawe centre, that wish to
%%1k southward, on the new sidewalk, ( presently under construction)
to cross Hamilton Drive and go through our Utility Lot, on a simple
7 footpath, to reach the area South of Hamilton Drive.

| | This Utility Lot.is almost directly across the
road, from the lane and soon to be sidewalk, which is also almost
directly south of the main entrnce to the G H Dawe centre, and by
the volume of pedestrian trafic that pass my property, seven days
per week, I am sure that this "SHORT CUT" would benifit suficient
numbers of citizens south of Hamilton to warrant a foot-path, through

the utility lot.

considered, )
I remain , yours fai%htuly,

~ »{ //’
—( (T
Jim Caddy (7
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RED DEER REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION

4920-59 STREET P.O.BOX 5002 HEDDEER,ALBEH*A.CANADA. T4N 5Y5

DIREGTOR: TELEPHONE:  {403) 343-3394
Robert R. Cundy M.C.IP.
' ‘ Your File No.
June 4, 1981
"Our File No.

Mr. R. Stollings

City Clerk

City of Red Deer

P.0. Box 5008

RED DEER, Alberta

Dear Mr. Stollings:

Re: Correspondence from Russell & Sophie Caton

In the above mentioned correspondence, the Highland Green Community
Association is requesting that a walkway be extended through utility
lot U-1, Plan 792-1369. The attached subdivision plan shows the
precise location of the parcel in question.

A walkway constructed within this utility lot would improve the
pedestrian accessibility to the G. H. Dawe Community Centre. Residents
living on Horn Street, Hazlett Close, Humber Close and Hepworth Close
would have a direct route to the Centre.

A simllar request was considered by Council on May 26, 1980, however,
the following resolution was defeated.

"RESOLVED that Council of the City of Red Deer having
considered correspondence from Mrs. E. King dated

May 2nd, 1980 regarding a proposed public walkway on
the utility lot U-~1, Plan 792-1365, hereby approve
- cancellation of the existing lease of said walkway

and the opening of such area as an informal undeveloped
walkway."

We strongly support the concept of a walkway at this location and
recommend that the existing lease be canceled and a concrete walkway
constructed.

Yours truly,

/ 3 / C
f\/((ﬁwéi Cjé«owa»q¢~,

MONTE CHRISTENSEN
Associate Planner
City Planning Section

MC/mp

ATTACHMENT
MEMBERS OF COMMISSION

CITY OF RED DEER—TOWN OF BLACKFALDS — TOWN CF CARSTAIRS-—TUWN OF CASTOR—TOWN OF CORONATION—TOWN OF DIDSBURY —TOWN OF ECKVILLE—TOWN OF INNISFAN
TOWN OF LACOMBE--TOWN OF OLDS—-TOWN OF PENHAD—TOWN OF ROCKY MCUNTAIN HOUSE-TOWN OF STETTLER—TOWN OF SUNDRE—TOWN OF SYLVAN LAKE
" VILLAGE OF ALIX — VILLAGE OF BENTLEY — VILLAGE OF BIG VALLEY — VILLAGE CF BOWDEN — VILLAGE OF CAROLINE — VILLAGE OF CREMONA — VILLAGE OF DELBURNE
VILLAGE OF DONALDA — VILLAGE OF ELNORA — VILLAGE OF GADSBY — VILLAGE OF MIRROR — SUMMER VILLAGE OF GULL LAXE — SUMMER VILLAGE OF HALF MOON BAY
SUMMER VILLAGE OF ROCHON SANDS — SUMMEA VILLAGE GF WHITE SANDS — COUNTY OF LACOMBE No. 14 — COUNTY OF MOUNTAIN VIEW No. 17
COUNTY OF PAINTEARTH No. 18 — COUNTY OF RED DEER No 23 — COUNTY OF STETTLER Ne. 6 — IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT No. 10
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File No. R-16309 - 168,

June 3rd, 1981

T0: CITY CLERK
FROM: ASSISTANT RECREATION SUPERINTENDENT
RE: CORRESPONDENCE FROM RUSSELL AND SOPHIE CATON

A walkway is presently being constructed behind the Caddy property
which will provide access to the G.H. Dawe Centre from Hamilton Drive.

Access to the Centre is more difficult south of Hamilton Drive.
The construction of a walkway through the utility lot from Hamilton Drive
south to the alley would certainly improve the access for residents in the
three closes adjacent to the alley and for those residents south of Horn
Street. The utility lot walkway would provide a natural link with the
walkway behind the Caddy property.

We would therefore recommend approval of Mr. Caton's request and
further recommend that suitable landscaping be incorporated in the design
of the walkway to enhance and protect adjacent properties from litter and

property damage.
%* (- -"ﬁ’fq’—/
7

JOHN C. SIMPSON,
Assistant Recreation Superintendent

JCS/hg

c.c. Don Moore
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RED DEER REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION

4920-59 STREET P.O. BOX 5002 RED DEER, ALBERTA, CANADA. T4N 5Y5
DIRECTOR: ' TELEPHONE: {403) 343-3394
Roberi R. Cundy M.C.1.P. o
Your Fite No.
Qur File No.

June 9, 1981

R. Stollings,
City Clerk

City of Red Deer
Box 5008

Red Deer, Alta.

Dear Sir:

Further to the correspondence and petition regarding
the development of a walkway within the above utility parcel
_please refer to our letter dated June 4, 1981.

} Accessibility to the G.H. Dawe Community Centre for this
portion of neighbourhood will improve significantly with the
construction of a walkway.

We recommend that the walkway be constructed.

Yours truly,

S A 4 oA C;{"‘{-l— Lyt
Monte Christensen,

o ASSOCIATE PLANNER
MC/cc CITY SECTION

MEMBERS OF COMMISSION

GITY OF RED DEER—TOWN OF BLACKFALDS— TOWNM OF CARSTARS—TOWN OF CASTOR— TOWN OF CORONATION—TOWN OF DIDSBURY —TOWN OF ECKVILLE—TOWN OF INNISFAL
TOWN OF LACOMBE~TOWN OF OLDS—TOWN OF PENHOLD—TOWN OF ROCKY MOUNTAIN HOUSE—TOWN OF STETTLER—-TOWN OF SUNDRE—TOWN OF SYLVAN LAKE
VILLAGE OF ALIX — VILLAGE OF BENTLEY — VILLAGE OF BIG VALLEY — VILLAGE OF BOWDEN — VILLAGE OF CAROLINE — VILLAGE OF CREMONA — VILLAGE OF DELBURNE
VILLAGE OF DONALDA ~- VILLAGE OF ELNORA — VILLAGE OF GADSBY — VILLAGE OF MIRROR — SUMMER VILLAGE OF GULL LAKE — SUMMER VILLAGE OF HALF MOON BAY
SUMMER VILLAGE OF ROCHON SANDS — SUMMER VILLAGE OF WHITE SANDS — COUNTY OF LACOMBE No. 14 — COUNTY OF MOUNTNN VIEW No. 17
COUNTY OF PAINTEARTH No. 18 — COUNTY OF RED DEER No. 23 = COUNTY OF STETTLER No. 6 — IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT No. 10
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TO: City Clerk

FROM: C(City Assesor

RE: 1. Correspondence from Russell & Sophia Caton
2. Remainder of Lot Ul, Plan 1479 TR
Adjacent to Lot 106, Block 16, Plan 4848 TR

Further to the correspondence received from your
Department and pertaining to the above inquiries, we wish
to advise that the utility lot registered as Remainder of
Lot Ul, Block 16, Plan 1479 TR and which abutts Lot 106,
Block 16, Plan 4848 TR is presently leased (90 termination
clause) to Mr. & Mrs. E. Olson who reside on Lot 106.

The land under lease is 28' in width and contains

a water main, sanitary sewer main and a power line within its
boundaries.

e , 4

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

WFL/bt

170.
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June 12, 1981

City Clerk
City Engineer

Request for Pedestrian Walkway
Lot U-1, Plan 1479 T.R.

e e e e e . et e S S e S o A s St VO P Bt U U . . . A

This request was received and considered by Council May 26, 1980 at
which time the resolution calling for the cancellation of the existing lease
and development of a pedestrian walkway was defeated.

Apparently, the ownership of the adjacent lots 106 aﬁd 12 has changed
and due to a continuing desire by the area residents for a walkway, the
petition has been resubmitted.

The comments of the Engineering Department are basically the same as
previous indicated. Our comments are as follows.

1.

The walkway could be constructed by fall of this year but will
involve lease cancellation, existing fence relocation, removal of
an existing parking area, and relandscaping. -

The City currently has an eight (8) inch water line and a twelve
(12) inch sanitary line within the twenty-seven (27) foot wide U-
lot.

In order to properly maintain the walkway, eg. snow ploughing, mow-
ing, etc., in order to place the sidewalk clear of the underground
utilities, and in order to allow reasonable access to the underground
utilities for maintenance purposes, the complete twenty-seven (27}
feet wide should be retained as public walkway.

A fence would have to be constructed along the west property line

of the U-lot in addition to removing the fence accross the U-lot at
the lane side. Fence construction could be done by City forces. '
Wooden guard rail posts would be installed at the lane end of the

lot to prohibit use by motor vehicles.

ceel



172.
6. A crosswalk could be painted mid-block complete with signs if neces- :
sary.

7. Apparently the adjacent land owners are not against the walkway but
we suggest they be formally contacted by the City Clerk prior to
proceeding.

8. We would suggest all costs relative to the walkway construction be
charged to the subdivision. Costs could be in the qrder of $4,000.00.

o
,4/
,ﬁ, /‘

y
KGH/emg

cc - City Treasurer
cc - Parks Supt.

Commisstonens' comments

When This matten came bedone Councif in 1980, the Commissionens
rnecommended that Council proceed as owtlined by the Enq&nee& and again
we support such action at this time.

"R.J. McGHEE"
Mayon

THM.C. DAY
City Commissionen
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NO. 2

May 15th, 1981

The Mayor & City Council
City Hall
RED DEER, Alberta

Your Wbrship‘and Members of Council:

Re: Erection of permanent "No Parking" signs in the following

- location: "The north side of 60th Street from the west inter-
section of 54th Avemue, thence west to the east intersection of
60th Avenue."

I represent the City of Red Deer residents affected by the erec~-
tion of the "No Parking" signs on or about November 25th, 1981, in the
above described location. We hereby protest this action on the grounds
that:

1. It causes significant inconvenience, in that residents must
find permanent alternate parking facilities;

2. Visitors and guests with temporary park*ng requlrements will
be inconvenienced;

3. Many of the res1dents do not have parking fac1lities in the
rear lane, and there are insufficient parking spaces on the south side of
60th Street to accommodate the needs of both sides of the street; notwith-
standing the fact that some residents will be able to find space on the
south side of 60th Street, we feel that this represents an unnecessary in-
convenience; . _
‘ 4. It causes inconvenience to residents of neighboring streets,
who will be forced to sacrifice a portion of their parking space in order
to accommodate the displaced residents of 60th Street;

5., Although we do not have statistical data to support our claim,
we who use the street on a regular basis do not feel that traffic is heavy
enough at any time of day to necessitate an extra lane;

It is our understanding that a number of the complaints centered
around the fact that a large asphalt truck was regularly parked in the street
in the 5900 block. The owner of the truck indicates that he would be happy
to find alternate parking facilities for his truck, and will not use the
street even if the signs are removed.

..-/2
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We enclose a petition signed by those residents most seriously
affected by this action, which are those in the 5800 and 5900 blocks on
the north side of 60th Avenue. These two blocks contain the highest
concentration of dwellings facing 60th Street, and thus have the heaviest
street parking requirements. The residents of 60th Street between 54th and
58th Avenues are not seriously affected by the action, as they have ample
parking facilities available to them.

In light of the above, we ask that Your Worship and Members of
Council reconsider their decision in this regard and have the signs re-
moved from the 5800 and 5900 blocks on the north side of 60th Street.

We thank you for your consideration in this regard and loock
forward to your decision and comments. :

Yourg/thﬂy,

Concerned Taxpayer
and Citizens
Representative

Please direct correspondence to:

Mr. Glen J. Davies .
c/o Federal Business Development BRank
Riverside Office Plaza
Suite 100, 4919 - 59th Street
Red Deer, Alberta
T4N 6C9 v
Telephone: 343-3232 (0ffice)
. 342-1894 (Home)

Note: We advise that the long delay in,buf taking this action is due te a
series of misunderstandings &s to who would initiate the protest.
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By: The residents of the north side of 60th Street netween 58th and 60t
Avenues in the City of Red Deer .

o3 Tha City of Red Dwer

Re: The erection of permanent "No Parking® signs.in the foliowing focation:

"The north gide of 60th Street from the west intersection of 54th Avenue,

thence west to the east intersection of 6€0th Avenuve.

We, the undersigned, hereby make protest to the City of Red Deer for the above

describad action, for reasons and grounds as described in our letter of

May 15th, 1981 to the Mayor and City Counc

i1l1. we acknowledge having

read the letter, and agree with its contents, and have chosen Glen J, Davies,

of 5912 - 60th Street, to be our representative.

vame:  Grey T Davyes
Address: 39/1 -£o {s-&T
Lea DEsR pesm
TY9a 2 Pl a2l
Signature: — A
Telephone: Home 3424 {7+ Business _1¥3--71232

Name: L Aulan DAV:E£S
RAGTEBS: SO 2 - (VA ¢ T
LEN el
T 4nt 28
Signature: ot SRt
Talephone: Home Y2 LPPY Business =«

names T hereve 4. Braed
Address: 4 % WMl Lo o¢
TaR e

Signaturs:  ohnsabid
Telephone: Home 347 (/14§ Business.__———

Wame: __GOAMT A, Bayexr
Address: 43 SJuf  LosT
Ty 2P0

L
Signature: ) -V«
Telephone: Home 34..2¢7s Business Py7. QY7

Name: J/CULQA. B QiabeCr g0
rédressl =y =grv. theo i)
: _Q »,—_l hr ¢

Signature: (,_PSG.U_A_{_LQ P

Telephone: 4!ome3 zﬁc §1ness B qqrs
Name: d\.l / /)

Adress:
< Y30~ éi? SE
signature [}J A0 A~
‘Telephone: <Yz, zfﬂr{ Business 07 .5 zpy
Name: - 53
" Address: Vespinif Loy St
Red _chxen
01y,
Signature: :&nmn;&m
Telephone: Hote Ry 4Ty Business [y . 5317
Namer & ‘

Address:

Bignature:r > 7 . ln
Telephone: HRome () /f/ 5gﬁu£nesu
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Name: &m_ﬁdﬁ{g =

Address: {g/o.g 5. i .
LED Lt  F«TA 177.
ol n . :
Signature: L 2 "
Telephones HOme Busaness 54 -3 .

t“-! '5-‘."{ ’\
YUN — (0D Sffeef . . 7
Zodd \aid ' o .

)
Sigpature: %:ﬁlﬂ { ﬂi é! 12 dd .
Telephone: ome 7/ 5 ¢ business
Name: QEQQ J !Ej:h’ h pLn hch L a ’ :
Address: Ky Y- (o 00 S f

Rad jQqon '
—) ) i

Signatur
Telepho Hom Business i
Name: (2 N Vrnoee
hddress: _<S€74) - £ CApeen(

e Heer

A 2
Signature: i s
! Telephone: HO Business 24385280

Name: [J 4 p"ﬁ Asrel v AL
Address: U X 9o £ o4

4
signature: O . (> M Armp g~
Telephong: FHome Business

i _12 FEy, ¥ hd
signatures _ oo (oo ol o £ o 4

Telephone: Hobe /" Basiness
- Names 7/_,'_ /QL.A-L}

Mdresst g gG0c. O ST

WX TR o

Signature: T
; Telephone: Home K] Business
1 ] 9 - - 1
J .. Namas 74&\:!91—-\. .
; " Address: <~ (> et =2&f
N, - le =
fi Signature:

© . Telephone: Home : - 7k Pusiness T/ ~3227 . . ‘
. _ » ~ - ) -
Tt Names SU.\;\\ b M Ddiweoi 7 I

Address: LEOf - oSt .

e

-~ o

l_ Signature:
Talephones

VIEATAN
B )
o Names
. Adress: oxnce - 7 N

[
A LA\ o
siness

> Signature:
". Telephone:

Eare
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T

» Signature: -
- Telephone: Home Business

_Mdreln

')! "*! _ré—
Name: E RN
Address: J¥.q ¢ 42 S

AEd NErp e Y
et 7 i
Signature: /';-—/ e =
Telaphone: Ix-._ﬂ}n- 4477-xrqyy Business
Kame: wn.
Address: )0 AL

Cd Lo
Vi

Signature: » . ;
Telephone: Home o Business

names * (3, B/'I"T'li/c/l’
Address:
L9 . 48 Al

A) 1’ /v 141
signaturer ZF TBITTik “

Talephonet: Home Qﬁj aﬂt (Bus:.ness

Name:
Address:

Signature:
Telephone: Home Business

- ——

Address:

Signature;
Telephone: kome Business

Name:
Address:

Signature:
Telephone: Home Business

Name:
Address:

Signature:
Telephone: Home Business

Nama:
Address:

Namet
Address:

Signature: .
Telephone: Home Business

——

Signature:
Telephone: Home Business

Name:
Address:

Signature:
Telephone: Home Business

- —

C e
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June 15, 1981

: City Clerk

FROM: City Engineex
RE: -Petition - North Side of 60 Street Between 58 Avenue and 60 Avenue

R Tt S o g D e ot P A S e et e R e et D L S e e . e T et Yl B e S e S B 3 T B W R ot Ve T Ty S D e e S R S . e

In October 1980 the Traffic Advisory Committee gave consideration to
requests received to have parking restricted because of the narrow travelling
lanes caused by parked vehicles on both sides of 60 Street between 54 Avenue
and 60 Avenue. The Committee recommended the removal of varking from the
north side of 60 Street in this area.

60 Street is a residential collector roadway with a carriageway of
10.97 metres. (36'). If 2.44 metres (8' minimum) is allowed for warkihg on
both sides of 60 Street, the travel lane width is reduced to 6.10 metres (20
maximim) for two {(2) lanes of travel in opposite directions. The resulting
3.05 metres (10' maximum) travel lane is less than our recommended standard
of 3.75 metres (12') per lane and is extremely narrow for travel in opposite
directions on a relatively busy collector street.

We have been informed by the Transit Department that City buses are
currently not using this section of roadway.

The problem area is not the c¢omplete -section between 54 Avenue and 60
Avenue but rather the westerly two (2) blocks between 58 Avenue and 60 Avenue
where residential lots front onto 60 Street. We can understand the problems
of inconvenience, alternate parking on adjacent streets or avenues, etc. but
we also must indicate to Council that the present traffic volumes (based on
the 1980 traffic count equal 5,770 vehicles total in both directions over a
twenty-four (24) hour period) warrant a higher standard of travel lane than
would exist if parking remained on both sides.

~ We are not aware of any accident problems when the parking existed on
both sides possibly due to the fact that the peak hour volume.. occurs prior
to the evening on street parking.

Due to the traffic volumes and the rather narrow road width for two (2)

travel lanes and on street parking both sides, we would recommend that the
parking restrictions remain as is. If, however, Council feels that this

vaa2
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represents an unreasonable hardship to the petitioners, Council may wish to -
consider a partial parking restriction on the north side of 60 Street from

58 Avenue to 60 Avenue that will cover the daytime peak hour traffic volumes, -
The current restriction could be modified to read "No Parking 8 A. M. to 6

P. M. Monday to Friday Inclusive." ’ '

e E
~, . 7

B. ,C,"Jeffe;};:{,»,?. Eng.
: S City Engineer
v . - o _/_.-“' ’ :f--l
KGH/BW/enmg -
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Commissionens’ comments

We would recommend the existing "No Parking" nestrictions be
modified fo "No Parking - & A.M. - 6 P.M., Monday to Friday inclusive”.

"R.J. McGHEE"
Maton

"M.C. DAY"
City Commissionen
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100,

June 16, 1981

The City of Red Deer

City Hall

48th Avenue & 50th Street
Red Deer, Alberta

Attention: Mr. R. Stollings:
Re: City Council Resolution to

Barricade Grant Street and 59th
Avenue, Red Deer, Alberta

I understand that the Red Deer City Council recently
passed a resolution to place a barricade at the intersection of Grant
Street and 59th Avenue. This resolution was apparently passed to
restrict the volume of traffiec utilizing the most easterly portion of
Nolan Street which is not designed for large volume vehicular traffic.

I have been carrying on a dreenhousing business at
7510 Sylvan Lake Trail (or 59th Avenue) in the City of Red Deer for the
past 27 years. During this time I have established a well known business
that caters not only to wholesale greenhousing sales but also to retail
sales to the residents of Red Deer and the Parkland area. The most
direct route to my place of business is west on 67th Street and then
North on 59th Avenue. I am particularly opposed to City Councils®
recent resolution to block off Grant Street and 59th Avenue because it
would have the effect of isolating my place of business and thereby
cause inconvenience to my seasonal retail clientele which I anticipate
would in turn result in a serious loss of business.

Although the damage to my greenhousing business is
‘my most serious concern to the proposed blockage at Nolan Street and
59th Avenue other objections to the rerocuting of traffic include the
following:

1. 59th Avenue has always acted as a major through-fare to the
residential and business community in North-West Red Deer and
the proposed blockage would seriously threaten direct access
to the area for all essential services. '

2. The blockage at 59th Avenue and Nolan Street is an attempt
to curtail traffic at 58th Avenue and Nolan Street. This is
the spot not properly designed for heavy volume traffic and
it seems that the proposed cure by Council would not bhe
treating the ailment.

3. I believe there should be a concern by Council to restrict
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and police the large vehicle or truck traffic on 59th Avenue
but not to the detriment of small vehicle traffic in the area.

I was obliged to sell a portion of my land to Wimpey to fascili-

tate vehicle traffic on 59th Avenue to the Glendale Park Estates

subdivision. It now becomes ironic that the land I reluctantly
sold to accomodate a rerouting of 59th Avenue around the develop-
ment will not be put to the original use intended by the City
Engineering and Planning Departments.

It seems reasonable to anticipate that some of the heavy traffic
on Nolan Street will find alternate routes through the residen-
tial areas which would undoubtedly exemplify the traffic problem
to more residents in the residential subdivision.

In conclusion I would.urge City Council to reconsider

its resolution to barricade 59th Avenue af) Nolan Street.

Xours truly,

AliD ;\{ﬁ*o@M

v
7
e



DATE: June 12, 1981 192.

To: City Clerk
FROM: Fire Chief
RE: PETITION - Barrier; Grant Street and 59th Avenue

I am not in favor of any barriers on City streets
which restrict access or stop the flow of traffic,
and have indicated this in the past.

In this instance, and after consultation with _
Mr. Jeffers, I agreed that locating the barrier at
this Tocation would be the best solution from a

response time point of view for fire apparatus or

ambulance.

R. Oscroft,
F1re’0h1ef

X e
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June 15, 1981

TO: City Clerk
FROM: City Engineer
RE: Barriers Across Grant Street at 59 Avenue

Petition received from Glendale Area

. . e e e S . S T e o e S, B T T S o S T T S o St W 7 A L S A U S . e

In accordance with the resoclution of Council dated May 11, 1981, the
Engineering Department placed the precast concrete barriers at the above
noted location at 9:00 A. M. on Friday, June 5, 1981 and upon instructions
from the Mayor removed the same at 12:00 noon. Public reaction to the bar-
riers was significant. The barriers were also determined to interfere with
detours that must be set up to accormodate the utility extensions in the
64 Avenue reconstruction project.

In review of all the previous correspondence and meetings held on the
matter of short cutting traffic on the Grant/Nolan comnection, it would ap-
pear that all reascnable efforts have been tried for the time being to
improve the situation. It is clear that barriers, cul-de-sacs, bus traps,
etc. are not the answer to this type of problem.

"The City has taken the following action:

1. installed truck prohibition signs at both ends of Grant and Nolan
Streets '
2. installed a plavground area on HNolan Street
3. 1installed a four (4) way stop at the intersection of Nolan Street and
Northey Avenue
4., 1installed pedestrian activated sidgnals at Noble Avenue
In view of the above, it is our opinion that the Grant/Nolan roadways be
left as is at least until the 64 Avenue construction is completed which should
be near the first part of August. Once 64 Avenue is re-opened to traffic,
the barrier could again be instailed if deemed necessary. Considering the
subject petition however, we would recommend tc Council that. the solution to
the problem is in the future construction of 64 Avenue to 73 Street and not
in placing obstacles on a main collector roadway. g

x//j// ol
/C/ Jeffers, P. Eng.
clty Englneer
’
Y -
KGH/emg n//
cc - R.C.M.P., RDRPC, Building Inspvection



194 .
RED DEER REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION

4920-59 STREET " P.O.BOX 5002 RED DEER, ALBERTA CANADA. T4N 5Y5
DIRECTOR: ’ TELEPHONE:  (403)  343-3394
Robert R. Cundy M.C.LP. ]
' June 17th, 1981 Your Flle No.
Our File No.

Mr. R. Stollings

City Hall

City of Red Deer

P.0O. Box 5008

RED DEER, Alberta

Dear Sir:

RE: TRAFFIC PROBLEMS:
NOLAN STREET AND GRANT STREET
Your letter of 10th June 1981 and my letters dated 27th January 1981 and
6th April 1981 refer.

1. The question of high traffic volumes in Nolan and Grant Streets was
considered by Council at its meeting on 2nd February 1981. after
congidering reports from the City Engineer's Department, the RCMP and
the Red Deer Regional Planning Commission, Council adopted the following
resolution:

"RESOLVED that Council of the City of Red Deer having considered
correspondence dated January 21st, 1981 from Irene Mosher ard
Marlene Lang re: Problems pertaining to traffic on Nolan Street
and Grant Street and having considered reports from the
adminigtration concerning said matter hereby agree that stop signs
be erected at the intersection of Northey Avenus and Nolan Street
as quickly as possible.”

At this time the City Planning Secticn commented that Nolan and Grant
Streets at present act as the only east-west collector in the area. It
was emphasized that through traffic would be reduced in the future once
the 64th Avenue and 77th Street arterials have been constructed as
proposed in the North-West Sector Area Structure Plan. It was therefore
recommended that the construction of these arterials be given priority
and the streets be restrictly policed to prevent their utilization as an
illegal truck route.

2. After Council's resolution, further discussions were held with residents
in Nolan Street and a petition was addressed to the City requesting
further action. The petition requested that Nolan Street be converted
into a c¢ul de sac or that a traffic diverter be constructed at the
intersection between Northey Avenue and Grant and Nolan Streets.

..../2

MEMBERS OF COMMISSION

CTY OF RED DEER—TOWN OF BLAGKFALDS-—TOWN OF CARSTAIRS— TOWN OF CASTOR—TOWN OF CORONATION—~TOWN OF DIDSBURY —TOWN OF ECKVILLE—TOWN OF INNISFAIL
TOWN OF LACOMBE—TOWN OF OLDS—TOWN OF PENHOLD—TOWN OF ROCKY MOUNTAIN HOUSE—TOWN OF STETTLER—TOWN OF SUNDRE—TOWN OF SYLVAN LAKE
VILLAGE OF ALIX — VILLAGE OF BENTLEY — VILLAGE OF BIG VALLEY — VILLAGE OF BOWDEN — ViLLAGE OF CARQLINE — VILLAGE OF CREMONA — VILLAGE OF DELBURNE
VILLAGE OF DONALDA — VILLAGE OF ELNORA — VILLAGE OF GADSBY — VILAGE OF MIRROR — SUMMER VILLAGE OF GULL LAKE — SUMMER VILLAGE OF HALF MOON BAY
SUMMER VILLAGE OF ROGHON SANDS — SUMMER VILLAGE .OF WHITE SANDS — COUNTY OF LACOMBE No. 14 — COUNTY OF MOUNTAIN VIEW No. 17
COUNTY OF PAINTEARTH No. 18 —  COUNTY OF RED DEER No 23 — COUNTY OF STETTLER No. 8 — IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT No. 10
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Mr. R. Stollings
June 17th, 1981
Page two

The petitition was considered by Council at its meeting on 13th April
1981, together with reports from the City Engineer's Department, the
Fire Department, the Transit Superintendent, the RCMP and the Red Deer
Regional Planning Commission. '

At this time the City Planning Section commented that there was no
objection from a planning point of view to the construction of a traffic
diverter in the location shown. 1In view of the Fire Chief's comments
however, it was recommended that further traffic counts be undertaken
before a final decision was made.

After considering these comments, Council finally adopted the following

resolution: '
"RESOLVED that Council of the City of Red Deer having considered
correspondence from residents adjacent to Nolan Street and
accompanying petition regarding excessive volume of traffic using
Nolan Street as an East/West thoroughfare, hereby agree in
principle to installation of a barrier at the intersection of Nolan
Street and Northey Avenue as per the diagram submitted to Council
April 13, 1981 by the City Engineer.

Council further agree that the proposal for a barrier be advertised
and that Council withold final decision until such time as this
information is available and as recommended to Council April 13, by
Mayor McGhee.”

The proposed traffic diverter was advertised and numerous petitions and
objections were received.
The matter was again considered by Council at its meeting on 11th May

- 1981. After considerable debate, Council finally adopted the following

resolution, which approved a compromise proposal including the

installation of a traffic diverter on Grant Street at 5%th Avenue.
"RESOLVED that Council direct that the following action be taken to
resolve the problem in this area.

a) that a pedestrian controlled traffic light be installed as
soon as possible in the vicinity of Nelan and Noble
Avenue.

b) that the East end of Nolan be posted to clearly indicate
that heavy truck traffic and parking is not permitted

¢) that a diverter be installed on Grant at 59 Avenue to
minimize through traffic from industrial areas

d) that an amount of $5,000 be provided in the budget to
provide a chain link fence along the south boundary of the
school site with a 50 ft. wrap around at the east amd west
end

e) that the R.C.M.P. be directed to undertake an extensive
campaign that will result in adherence to the speed limit
that is mandatory in a playground/school =zone

on-oo/3



Mr. R. Stollings

June 17th, 1981
Page three

196.

f) all costs in connection with the chain link fencing be
charged to the Normandeau prepaid subdivision ,

g) all costs for installation of traffic lights be charged to-
the operating accounts as an over-expenditure."

4, The traffic diverter was temporarily installed on 5th June and removed
the same day, following considerable objection from the public. It was
also ascertained that the barrier interfered with the construction of
the 64th Avenue arterial.

A petition has now been received from 126 residents in Glendale
objecting to the erection of a traffic diverter in this location.

5. The City Planning Section has again reviewed this matter and has the
following comments:

(a) Nolan and Grant Streets are used as a short cut between 64th Avenue
and Gaetz Avenue and recent traffic counts indicated a considerable
increase in traffic volumes.

It should again be emphasized that through traffic in this area
will be considerably reduced in the future, once the 64th Avenue
and 77th Street arterials have been constructed, as proposed in the
North-West Sector Area Structure Plan.

(b} Following Council's instruction a number of actions have been taken
in an attempt to improve the situation in these streets and
discourage through traffic. These include the installation of
truck prohibition signs, the installation of a playground zone on
Nolan Street, the installation of a four way stop at Northey Avenue
and the installation of pedestrian activated signals at Noble
Avenue. It appears however that a traffic diverter at 59th Avenue
is not acceptable to residents in the surrounding area amd would
create problems for the construction of 64th Avenue.

In view of the above it is recommended that no further action be taken at
this stage. It is congidered, however, that a traffic diverter at 59th
Avenue would eliminate the majority of through traffic in this area amd it
is therefore proposed that a temporary diverter be erected in this location
once the construction of the southern section of 64th Avenue has been
completed. Public reaction to this diverter could then be reassessed and it
could ultimately be removed once the 64th Avenue and 77th Street arterials
have been completed.

Yours truly,

CRAIG CYRTYS™
ASSOCIATE PLANNER
CITY PLANNING SECTION

CC/1t



Commissionens' comments

The attached petition is in reaction fo the previous decdsion
04 Counedl to erect barwriens at Gnant Street and 59th Avenue. AlLthough

we do not favourn the insdtallation of a barrnien at this Location, we
recommend no action be faken on the Counctl xesofution unftil such time

as thavel on 64 Avenue {8 assured.

"R.J. McGHEE"
Mayor

"H.C. DAY”
City Commissionen

197.



JOHNSTON, MING, SCAMMELL, MANNING, LAMB & LEE

NO. 4 BARRISTERS, SOLICITORS, NOTARIES » 198.
. .
J. MACDONALD JOHNSTON, Q.C. - . AREA CODE 403
JAMES T. MAH MING, BA_, LLB. . TELEPHONE 345-5591
ROBERT H. SCAMMELL, Q.C. . TWX 610-841-5120
DAVID M. MANNING, B.A., LL.B. )
KEITH R. LAMB, B.A., LL.B, - 4TH FLOCRA
JOHN E. LEE, LLB. *  ROYAL BANK BUILDING
JAMES B. MITCHELL, B.A,, LLB. 4943 - 50TH STREET
DARRELL R, MOORE, LL.B. RED DEER, ALBERTA
- T4N 1Y1

IN REPLY REFER TO:

b. BR. MOORE

May 20, 1981

Mr. Robert Stollings
City Clerk

City Hall

4914 - 48 Avenue

RED DEER, Alberta
T4N 3T4

Dear Sir:

Please be advised the writer acts on behalf of Henry A. Pithers
who has asked me to forward to the City the enclosed Petition
signed by Mr. Pithers and various other adjoining property owners.

This Petition relates to a Notice filed in the Red Deer Advocate on
Wednesday, May 6, 1981, which proposeés that the Council of the

City of Red Deer undertake the construction of gravel lanes.

In particular, the land owners object to Schedule B insofar as

it relates to the construction of a gravel lane behind their
properties.

Therefore, please flnd enclosed a Petition signed by the majority
of land owners who object to the construction of a lane behind
their properties.

Yours very trulj,

JOHNSTON, MING & COMPANY

5 Ik 'j’ ’)»‘\A’L(\

DARRELIV R. MOORE *

DRM/ew
encl.

Hand Delivered
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3 .  Petition from residentas. _
- This petition is from the nesidents and propery ownens affecied
om the proposed levy pen lieter for gravelling Aune, adjoining
thein propenty,
1, That they the propenty owners idi did feel that Zhe &n<mMMhma
ed,

of the lots, should have included the gravelling in his esiim
and that the city of Red Deen, should have made’ sure that this was

done,

2o \ﬁh&}mkﬁohn.&bnﬁ the lane land was acquined at no cost E&h&wom<mh=
from a propenity ownen adjoing same, and also this was done back in

&mn MM&&% seventies, before any building was allowed on the West side
of 59Ave. ‘ o

w.ﬂbhbhhoﬁeam&&ﬂamhumoham&om&ﬁ&ﬁ%&&h:nkmaunuh&o\wmém
quich convienence route %o a multi~dwelling S}hnm is being enected
ﬂhhmn&hm South of the above mentioned propentys,

4. Faidune by the (ity to provide proper playground facilities -
coudd be overcome by at least making it a dead-end, and confereing
E&&}&}ma&%oham&amkmthkmaﬁmo &hﬁm <hm€a&oﬁn»hamnwhnmx§mn._

‘i Ffiar 657 e \& O\A&.ﬁ.
Loz, F 1. slectc 4+ 7247 ettt
Lo4, %Mo AL o Mw. 0., @ 9d %L.w..?ml.. .&Nn\ﬁ .\mﬁ\rﬁ«mﬁw@ |
NUQ;Nc %.Wo DnU\u .-wm\rva\ \A H e o ,
\10.&.. mwc \wh\ﬁﬁ\—\ﬁ . . g
ho.&e mNo N_H.ﬂsura.\ﬁ\w\l\l hﬁ\.ﬁx N\.N = \\\ . \N\J \f.f

Lot. B87.
Lot B3, - -
4 " i ( L3 e .
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TO: City Clerk

FROM: City Assessor

RE: Petition Against Construction of Gravel Lane
West of 59 Avenue from Lane North of 63
Street to South Property Line of Al & A6,
Block 4, Plan 792-2401

With reference to the above petition against the
proposed gravel lane, may we advise that a majority of the
registered owners of land abutting the lane have signed the
petition which represents a sufficiently signed petition in
accordance with Section 153 (3) of the Municipal Taxation Act.

Section 153 (4) of the Municipal Taxation Act states:
"If any sufficiently signed petition against the
proposed local improvement is presented to the
Council, no second notice for the same local im-

provement may be given by the Council within the
then current calendar year."

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

NF/bt
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June 15, 1981

TO: City Clerk
"FROM: City Engineexr
RE: Petition Against Gravel Lane Construction

West of 59 Avenue and South of 64 Street
Mr. Pithers

Enclosed is a plan indicating the extent and the location of the proposed
lane construction. The cost to construct the seventy-five (75) metre section
of lane is $6,900.00.

The petition against construction is submitted as the adjacent property
owners feel. the cost of lane construction has been paid by the developer to
the City and that the purchase price of the land included the cost of lane
construction. No one to our knowledge is protesting the lane construction
due to insufficient need. In fact, one lot owner has already started on a
rear garage which will definately require the lane construction. The lane
will also complete the link between a newly constructed portion to the north
(which was prepaid by the developer) and the existing east/west lane to the
south. The lane could alsco be used bv garbage collection vehicles and utility
service vehicles as well as the abuttiing land owners. '

In reviewing our files and in discussions with the City Assessor, we
can find no record on file that would indicate that the developer - Kinch
Investments, Box 417, Svlvan Lake, has made a prepayment to the City for
lane construction. v

It has been the opinion of the Engineering Department that due to the
number of different land owners in the area, and due to the greatly varying
development schedules, that this lane be constructed as a local improvement
when adequate vight of way provided. This in fact is varified in the attach-

ed photocopies of correspondence previously sent out to the developer and
other land owners in the area. In addition, in our comments to the Red Deer
Regional Planning Commission dated May 18, 1978 we stated that "the lane wil®
not be constructed until the entire right of way is obtained and the construc-
tion petitioned for.”

Therefore, based on the above, when preparing our 1981 Local Improvement

ane2 K




~

Program, we included this portion of the lane as the required right of way 209.
is now available and the residents were concerned that the lane way was not’
properly constructed to provide vehicles access to the rear of the effected
properties, )

This portion of lane exists as a low area between two (2) existing grav-
el lanes, wvhich traps water and is very likely impassable at certain times of
the year. The lane was cut down to subgrade level to accommodate the instal-
lation of E. L. & P. facilities and left until the local improvement program
was approved. '

Based on the above, it is our recommendation that this project remain
on the 1981 Local Improvement Program. '

v/

KGH/emg

attach

c¢c - City Assessor

Commissionens' comments

‘ The proposed wornk was advertised as a Local improvement at ZLhe
initiation of the City. As -a nesult of such advertising, the above petition
was received.

1t is not clear from the petition whethen the prime concern o0f
the petitionens £s the comstruction of the Lane, or having Lo pay costs of
same. As indicated in the Engineens repont, no funds on contributions from the
propenty ownens have been recedived fon the construction of this Lane. 11
i3 also clean that the completion of construction L5 necessarny and should
be undertaken.

Forn Council's infonmation, Sec. 155 of The Municipal Taxation
Act provides that, if in the opinion of 2/3 o4 atl the members o4 Council
the work 18 necessary on requined, that Council may,with Local Authonitées
Board approval, direct that such work be underntaken.

We, therefore, recommend Council approve proceeding with this
profect as a Local improvement.

"R.J. MeGHEE"
Mayon

"M.C. DAY”
City Commisdionen
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NO. T

§ June 1981

TO:

FROM:

NOTICES OF MOTION

COUNCIL

CITY CLERK

RE: NOTICE OF MOTION

The following notice o4 motion was submitfed by >mnma§§=

J. Ohdrning at meeting of Council June 1s%, 198&1.

"WHEREAS a number of Afbenta Municipalities have now

- dntroduced paramedic senrvice within thein Mundicipalities,

and

UHEREAS such senvice would be benejicial Lo the citizens
04 Red Deern and could well save many Lives Lf same were
in horce in The City o4 Red Deen, and

WHEREAS the Province have for some time been amcbmaasa
ambulance services on a Provincdal basis, and

MHEREAS there {4 no indication of any immediate action

- beina taken as a result 04 said review;

NOW, THEREFORE, RE IT RESOLVED that The City o4 Red Deexn
establish an ad-hoe committee to neview and make necom-
mendations to Council on the implementation and cost of

a tﬁapsaaan program hon The CLty o4 Red Deen, such committee
to comprise 2 membens o4 Council, a amﬁkmumsapaﬁcm o4 the
Firne Deparntment, the Red Deen Regional Hospital Boarnd and

2 citizens-at-Larae, ard the Ciftu Commissionens.”

R. STOLLIMNGS,
City Clenk

204.



BYLAW NO. 2662/A-81
OF THE

CITY OF RED DEER

A Bylaw to authorize the Municipal Council of the City of
Red Deer to incur an additional indebtedness on behalf of
the said City by the issuance of debentures for the pur- '
pose of extending existing utility services and roads
within the boundaries of the City of Red Deer.

WHEREAS by Bylaw No. 2662/80, hereinafter called the "Said Bylaw".
Council of the City of Red Deer, pursuant to section 338 of the Municipal
Government Act, authorized the borrowing of monies by issue and sale of
debentures, in the sum of Two Million, Nine Hundred and Twenty Three Thouw
sand FlVE Hundred Dollars ($2,923,500.00). :

AND WHEREAS revised estimates by the City Engineer of costs of the
.work proposed under the "Said Bylaw', based on tenders received and estimates
of work required are One Million, Eight Hundred and Eighty-Nine Thousand Two
Hundred and Forty Dollars ($1,889,240.00) greater than originally estimated.

AND WHEREAS it is deemed expedient and proper pursuant to the pro-
visions Section 338 of the Municipal Government Act that the Council shall
issue a bylaw to authorize additional funds for extending existing utility
services and roads,

AND WHERFAS in order to construct and complete the said project, it
will be necessary to borrow the additional sum of One Million, Eight Hundred
and Eighty-Nine Thousand Two Hundred and Forty Dollars ($1,889,240.00) on the
credit of the City of Red Deer by issuing debenture of the City of Red Deer as
herein- provided.

AND WHEREAS the said indebtedness is to be repaid over a period of
Twenty years in annual instalments, with interest not exceeding Twenty per
centum per annum,. payable annually.

AND WHEREAS the amount of the equalized assessment in the municipal-
ity as last determined and fixed by the Assessment Equalization Board is
$195,152,210.00.

AND WHEREAS the amount of the existing debenture debt of the City of
Red Deer is $31,669,205.95, no part of which is in arrears.

AND WHEREAS the estimated life of the project.is Twenty years.

NOW THEREFORE, THE MUNICIPAL COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER in the
Province of Alberta is hereby empowered and authorized to enter into contracts
for the purpose of extending existing utility services and roads.

2, That for the purpose aforesaid, the sum of One Million, Eight Hundred
and Eighty-Nine Thousand Two Hundred and Forty Dollars ($1,889,240.00) be bor-
rowed on the credit and security of the City of Red Deer at large.

3. The debentures to be issued under this By-law shall not exceed the .
sum of One Million, Eight Hundred and Eighty-Nine Thousand, Two Hundred and
Forty Dollars and may be in any denomination not exceeding the amount author-
ized by this By-law and shall be dated having regard to the date of the bor-
rowing. .



4. The debentures shall bear interest during the currency of the deben-
tures, at a rate not exceeding Twenty per centum (20%) per annum, payable an-
nually,

5. The debentures shall be issued in such manner that the principal and
interest will be combined and made payable in, as nearly as possible, equal an-
naal instalments over a period of Twenty (20) years, in accordance with the
schedule attached and forming a part of each debenture.

6. . The debentures shall be payable in lawful money of Canada at the
Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce in the City of Red Deer or at such other
bank or financial institution as' the Council may authorize as its banking
agent during the currency of the debentures. ’

7. The Mayor and Treasurer of the City of Red Deer shall authorize
such bank or financial institution to make payments to the holder of the
debentures, on such dates and in such amounts as specified in the repay-
ment schedule forming part of each debenture.

8. , The said debentures shall be signed by the Mayor and the Trea-
surer of the City of Red Deer, and the Municipal Secretary shall affix
thereto the corporate seal .of the said City.

9. There shall be levied and raised in each year of the currency
of the debentures hereby authorized, by a rate or rates sufficient there-
fore, on the assessed value of all lands and improvements shown on the
assessment roll, an annual tax sufficient to pay the principal and in-
terest falling due in such year on such debentures. The said rates and
taxes are collectible at the same time and in the same manner as other
rates and taxes.

10. The said indebtedness is contracted on the credit and security
of the City of Red Deer at large.

11, The net amount realized by the issue and sale of debentures issued
under this By-law shall be applied only for the purposes for which the in-
debtedness was created unless otherwise authorized by an Order of the Local
Authorities Board.

12. This By-law shall take effect on the daté of the final passiug
thereof. : v

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.D., 1981
READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.D., 1981

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL AND FINALLY PASSED this day of
B A.D., 1981

MAYOR . ' CITY CLERK



BYLAW NO. 2672/P-81

Being a Bylaw fo amend Byfaw No. 2672/80 ﬁg&ng the
Land Use Byfaw of The City of Red Deen Bk
COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, ENACTS AS FOLLOWS:
(1) The "Use Distrnict Map" as neferred to in Section 1. 4 45 heneby

amended in accondance with the Use Distrnict Maps Numben 10/81,
attached hereto and forming part of this Bylaw.

(2) This Bylaw shakl come into force upon the final. passing hereof.

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCTL this day of A.D., 1981.
READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCTL this day of ' A.D., 1981.
Efgo A]THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL AND FINALLY PASSED th&é day 0

., 1987, .

MAYOR - CITY CLERK .
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BYLAW NO. 2705/C-81

Being a Bylaw to amend Bylaw No. 2705/81, the Unifoam Rafe
Bylaw o4 The City of Red Deex.

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

(1} Bylaw 2705/81, as amended £8 funthen amended by addan the
pollowing immediately aften clause 19: ,

TYPE OF PERTOD OF ANNUAL RATE FOR TOTAL COST PER
TMPROVEMENT ASSESSED VEARS  ASSESSABLE METRE ASSESSABLE METRE
20.  Stomm sewen - 20 20.08 135.00

(2) This Bylaw shall come into fonce upon the final passing thereof.

READ A FIRST TIME TN OPEN COUNCTL this day o4 A.D., 1981,
READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.D., 1961.
READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL AND FINALLV PASSED #his day of

A.D., 1981. |

VAVOR ' T : T CITY CLERK


file:///on.ee

BYLAW NO. 2721/§1

Being a Bylaw: to close a portion of Strneet in The
City of Red Deen as descrnibed heredin.

COUNCTL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA,
ENACTS AS FOLLOWS:

(1) The ﬁoﬁzowing pantion 04 stneets in The City of Red Deer
45 heneby closed:

"ARR that pontion o4 Rottenill CLose shown cn Plan 772-0301 more
particularly described as 4ollows: Lying to the east 04 a Line
drawn parallel to and distant 20.117 metrnes east o4 the west

Limit of the said BottenLZK Close; Luying to the south of the

nonth boundary of the S.t). % Section 4/38/27/4; Ruying fo the ;
west of the west boundary 04 Lots 51-U and 52; Block 5, Plan 772-
03017.

Containing 0.338 hectares (0,84 acres) more on Less.
Resenving thereout and therednem all mines and minerals."

{2} This Bylaw shall come into 4orce upon the ﬁ&nat pabé&nq

thereod.
READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCTL £his day o4 A.D., 1981.
READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of - A.D., 19871,
READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL AND FTMALLY PASSED this day of

A.D., 1981.

TAVOR ' CTTV CLERK



- BYLAW NO. 2722/81

OF THE

cIry OF RED DEER

A Bylaw to authonize the Municipal Council of The nh#@ 04 Red Deen
to incun an indebtedness on behalf of the said City by the {issuance
of debentures for the purpose of construction of roads. ‘

WHEREAS it i4 deemed expedient and proper pursuant to the provisions of Section
338 04 The Municipal Govesnment Act that the Council shall issue a Byfaw fo authornize
the undertaking and completing the construction of roads as detailed on Schedule "A"
attached.

AND (WHEREAS 3ha:u‘.asmnhmhopm&a:u and estimates for such work have been made
by the City Engineen whereby the total cost of the said construction is estimated
Zo be Forty Eight Thousand, Three Hundred Doflans ($48,300.00).

- AND WHEREAS .in onden to comstruct and complete the said profect, Lt will be
necessary to bonrwow the sum of. Forty Eight Thousand, Three Hundred Dollans {$48,300.00)
on the credit of The City 04 Red Deen by issuing debentunres of The City of Red Deer as
herein provided. : - :

AND WHEREAS the said indebtedness is to be nepaid over a period of Twenty (20)
‘yeans in annual Lfnstakments, with internest noi exceeding fwenty (20'%) per annum, payable
annually. S . _

AND WHEREAS the amount of the qualized assessment in the municipality as Last
determined and fixed by the Assessment Equalization Board is $259,338,380.00.

AND WHEREAS the amount of the existing debenture debt of The City of Red Deex
i3 %wu~mmm.mmmpww. . . ,

AND E:mwmhm the estimated ﬁhxm 0f the profect is Twenty yearns.

1) NOW THEREFORE, THE MUNICIPAL COUNCTL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER is hereby empowered
and authorized to entern into contracts fon the purpose of construction of roads as may
be neessanry.

2) That fon the purpose aforesaid, the sum o4 Fornty Eight ﬂ:opunsa, Three Hundred
DolRars ($48,300.00) be borwed by way of debenture on the credit and secwrity of The
City o4 Red Deen at Large, of which amount the sum of $48,300.00 is to be paid by the City.

3) The debentunes to be .issued unden this Byfaw shall not exceed the sum of
Fonty Eight Thousand, Three Hundred ($48,300.00) and may be in any denomination nof
exceeding the amount authornized by this Byfaw and shall be dated having regand fo the
date of the bornrowing. ‘ .

%, ﬁ:mmm@msagp@u u:phwcmamhsﬁmamuﬁ a;ahxamrmnnkamsomqmasmaawmsﬁckmu»aﬁn
nate not exceeding Fwenty pencentum (79%) pen annum, payable annually. .

5) The debentures shafl be issued in such mannern that the prnineipal and interest .
Wil be combined and be made payable in, as nearly as possible, equal annual instalments
overn a period of Twenty (20} years, in accorndance with the schedule attached and forming
a part of each debenture. ,



Bylaw 2722/81 (2)

(6) - The debentures shatl be payable .in Lawful money of Canada at the Canadian
Imperial Bank of Commence in The City of Red Deen on at such othen bank orn f4inavicial
institution as the Councif may authornize as ifs banking agent duning the currency of
the debentures.

7} The Mayorn and Treasuren o4 The City 04 Red Deen shall authornize such bank on
financial inslitution to make payments to the holden of the debentures, on such dates
and in such amounts as specified Ln the repayment schedulfe foxming pant of each
debenture.

£) The said debentunes shall be signed by the Mayon and the Treasunen of The City
04 Red Deer, and the Municipal Secretfany shall affix theneto the conporate seal
04 the said City. : _

9} There shall be Levied and raised in each year of the cwurency of the debentures
heneby authornized, by a nate on nates sufbicient thenefone, on the assesed value of all
Lands and improvements shown on the assessment noll, an annual fax sufficient to pay
the principal and internest falling due in such year on such debentures. The said rates
and taxes are collectible at the same time and in the same manner as other rates and '
taxes. '

10) The said indebfedness is contracted on the credit and securnity of The City of
Red Deer at Large.

11) The net amount realized by the issue and sale of debentunes {ssued under this
Bylaw shall be applied only fon the purposes 4on which the indebtedness was created
unless othemise authorized by an onden of the Local Authorities Boanrd.

12) This Bylaw shakl Zake effect on the date of the final passing thereod.

READ A'FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day o4 | A.D., 1981,
READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this - day of A.D., 1981.
READ A THIRD TIME AND FINALLY PASSED this day of A.D., 1981.

VAYOR CITY CLERK



BYLAW 2722781 SCHEDULE "A"

BORROWING FOR CONSTRUCTION OF ROADS

PROJECT
ON FROM 70 ESTIMATED COST
$48,300,00

South 100 metres

56 Avenue Kerrywood Drive



