
DATE: March 26, 1996 

TO: All Departments 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: PLEASE POST FOR THE INFORMATION OF ALL EMPLOYEES 

SUMMARY OF l)EC/SIONS 

*******'~** 

FOR THE REGULAR MEETING OF RED DEER CITY COUNCIL 

HELD IN THE COUNCIL CHAMBERS, CITY HALL 

MONDAY, MARCH 25, 1996 

COMMENCING AT 4:30 P.M. 

********** 
(1) Confirmation of the Minutes of the Regular Meeting of March 11, 1 ~~96 

DECISION - CONFIRMED AS TRANSCRIBED 
PAGE# 

(2) UNFINISHED BUSINESS 

1. City Clerk - Re: Expanded Sidewalk Snow Removal in thE~ 
Downtown Area I Traffic Bylaw Amendment 2800/ A-96 .. 1 

DECISION - RECEIVED REPORT AS INFORMATION. SEE: 
BYLAW SECTION FOR BYLAW READINGS 

2. City Clerk - Re: Use of Mill Rate Stabilization Reserve Funds 
and 1996 Mill Rate for Property TaxE~s .. 5 

DECISION - AGREED TO USE $868,548 FROM AMFC AND 
$364,829 FROM THE MILL RATE STABILIZATION RESERVE: 
TO FORGIVE THE LOAN TO THE RED DEER PUBLIC 
LIBRARY AND FURTHER AGRE:ED TO AN ADDITIONAL 
VEAR (1999) OF A 0% INCREASE IN MUNICIPAL 
PROPERTY TAXES AND BUSINESS TAXES 



Summary of Decisions 
March 26, 1996 
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(3) PUBLIC HEARINGS 

(4) REPORTS 

·1 . Director of Development Services and Public Works Manager ·· 
Re: Garbage Collection and Recycling Tendering Process .. 10 

DECISION - AGREED TO CONDITIONS TO BE INCLUDED 
IN THE GARBAGE COLLECT'ION AND RECYCLINGi 
TENDERING PROCESS 

2. Director of Corporate Services - Re: Appointment of the City's 
Representative to the Alberta Municipal Financing Corporation's 
Annual Meeting on Friday April 19, 1996 .. 30 

DECISION - AGREED TO APPO,NT ALAN WILCOCK TO 
REPRESENT AND VOTE THE SHARES OF THE CITY OF 
RED DEER AT THE ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING OF THE: 
ALBERTA MUNICIPAL FINANCING CORPORATION 

3. City Clerk and Recreation, Parks and Culture Manager - Re: 
Cemetery Operations: Burial Lim~rs and Cemetery Bylaw 
Amendment No. 3126/A-96 .. 32 

DECISION THE REPORT WAS RECEIVED AS 
INFORMATION. SEE BYLAW SECTION FOR BYLAV\f 
READINGS 

4. Engineering Department ManagE~r and Inspections and 
Licensing Manager - Re: Updated Use of Streets Bylaw No. 
3161/96 .. 36 

DECISION - REPORT RECEIVED AS INFORMATION. SEE 
BYLAW SECTION FOR BYLAW READINGS 
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5. City Clerk - Re: Cancellation of Monday, June 3, 1996 Councill 
Meeting .. 38 

DECISION - AGREED TO CANC:EL THE JUNE 3, 19961 
COUNCIL MEETING 

(5) CORRESPONDENCE 

1. Marilyn Wattenbarger - Re: Request for Amendment to Land 
Use Bylaw 2672/80 I Parking of Recreational Vehicles .. 39 

DECISION - AGREED NOT TO CHANGE REGULATIONS 
FOR PARKING OF RECREATIONAL VEHICLES AND THAl" 
PUBLIC INPUT BE CONSIDERED IN THE FALL OF 1996 TO 
DETERMINE THE LEVEL OF COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR 
THE CURRENT REGULATIONS 

2. Catherine Hodgson, Ken Evanecz and Ken Maximchuk - Re: 
Request for Lot Price Reductions - City Developed Residential 
Lots .. 47 

DECISION - DENIED REQUEST FOR A REFUND ANC> 
FURTHER AGREED TO CHANGE "fHE EFFECTIVE DATE Of: 
PRICE REDUCTION IN CITY LOT PRICES TO BE: 
EFFECTIVE JANUARY 1, 1996 

3. Natalie Hanratty/Brookfield LePage - Re: Checkmate Court -
Rezoning Request I 4902-37 Stree!t (Condominium Plan 902-
164 7), Lot 2, Block 5, Plan 792-218H .. 51 

DECISION - DENIED REQUEST FOR REZONING 

4. Leo and Lillian Matthiessen - Re: Purchase of Mcintosh tea 
House/Bed and Breakfast I 4631 Ross Street, Red Deer, 
Alberta I Gift Shop in Association with Bed and Breakfast 
Operation I Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/D-96 .. 55 
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DECISION RECEIVED CORRESPONDENCE AS 
INFORMATION. SEE BYLAW SECTION FOR BYLAW' 
READINGS 

(6) PETITIONS AND DELEGATIONS 

(7) NOTICES OF MOTION 

1. Councillor Dawson 
Remuneration 

Notice of Motion: Councillors' 

DECISION - AGREED TO REFER THIS MATTER TO THE: 
PERSONNEL COMMITTEE FOR THEIR CONSIDERATION 

(8) WRITTEN INQUIRIES 

(9) BYLAWS 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

2672/0-96 - Land Use Bylaw Amendment I Rezonin~1 
Request I Commercial Operation in Association with Beel 
and Breakfast Operation - 1st Reading 

DECISION - BYLAW GIVEN 1st READING 

2800/A-96 - The Traffic Bylaw I Snow Removal in c·1 and C~~ 
I Addition of Schedule "E" I 1st Ri:tading 

DECISION- BYLAW GIVEN 1s1 READING 

3126/A-96 - Cemetery Bylaw Amendment I Burial Liners I a 
Readings 

DECISION - BYLAW GIVEN 3 READINGS 

3161 /96 - Use of Streets Bylaw I Repeal of Use of Streets 
Bylaw 2939/87 I - 3 Readings 

.. 65 

.. 66 
.. 55 

.. 67 
.. 1 

.. 69 

.. 32 

.. 74 
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DECISION - BYLAW GIVEN 3 READINGS 

.. 36 



AGENDA 

*********** 

FOR THE REGULAR MEETING OF RED DEER CITY COUNCIL 

TO BE HELD IN THE COUNCIL. CHAMBERS, CITY HALL 

MONDAY, MARCH 25, 1996 

COMMENCING AT 4:30 P.M. 

********** 

(1) Confirmation of the Minutes of the Regular Meeting of March 11, 1 B96 

(2) UNFINISHED BUSINESS 

1. City Clerk - Re: Expanded Sidewalk Snow Removal in thE~ 

PAGE# 

Downtown Area I Traffic Bylaw Amendment 2800/A-96 .. 1 

2. City Clerk - Re: Use of Mill Rate Stabilization Reserve Funds 
and 1996 Mill Rate for Property TaxHs .. 5 

(3) PUBLIC HEARINGS 

(4) REPORTS 

1. Director of Development Services and Public Works Manager -
Re: Garbage Collection and Recycling Tendering Process .. 1 O 

2. Director of Corporate Services - RE~: Appointment of the City's 
Representative to the Alberta Municipal Financing Corporation's 
Annual Meeting on Friday April 19, 1996 .. 30 

3. City Clerk and Recreation, Parks and Culture Manager - Rei: 
Cemetery Operations: Burial Liners and Cemetery Bylaw 
Amendment No. 3126/ A-96 .. 32 



4. Engineering Department Manage~r and Inspections ancl 
Licensing Manager - Re: Updated Use of Streets Bylaw No. 
3161/96 .. 36 

5. City Clerk - Re: Cancellation of Monday, June 3, 1996 Council 
Meeting .. 38 

(5) CORRESPONDENCE 

1. Marilyn Wattenbarger - Re: Request for Amendment to Land 
Use Bylaw 2672/80 I Parking of Recreational Vehicles .. 39 

2. Catherine Hodgson, Ken Evanecz and Ken Maximchuk - Re: 
Request for Lot Price Reductions - City Developed Residential 
Lots .. 47 

3. Natalie Hanratty/Brookfield LePage - Re: Checkmate Court -
Rezoning Request I 4902-37 Street (Condominium Plan 902-
1647), Lot 2, Block 5, Plan 792-218H .. 51 

4. Leo and Lillian Matthiessen - Re: Purchase of Mcintosh tea 
House/Bed and Breakfast I 4631 Ross Street, Red Deer, 
Alberta I Gift Shop in Association with Bed and Breakfast 
Operation I Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/D-96 .. 55 

(6) PETITIONS AND DELEGATIONS 

(7) NOTICES OF MOTION 

1. Councillor Dawson 
Remuneration 

(8) WRITTEN INQUIRIES 

(9) BYLAWS 

Notice of Motion: Councillors' 

1. 2672/D-96 - Land Use Bylaw Amendment I Rezoning Request I 
Commercial Operation in Association with Bed and Breakfast 
Operation - 1 "1 Reading 

.. 65 

.. 66 
.. 55 



2. 2800/A-96 - The Traffic Bylaw I Snow Removal in C1 and C2 / 
Addition of Schedule "E" I 1st Reading .. 67 

.. 1 

3. 3126/A-96 - Cemetery Bylaw Amendment I Burial Liners I 3: 
Readings .. 69 

.. 32 

4. 3161/96 - Use of Streets Bylaw I Repeal of Use of Streets 
Bylaw 2939/87 I - 3 Readings .. 74 

.. 36 

Committee of the Whole: 

1) Administrative Matter 



lTEJf NO. 1 UNFINI.SHED BUS.INESS 
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DATE: March 18, 1996 

TO: City Council 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: EXPANDED SIDEWALK SNOW REMOVAL IN THE DOWNTOWN AREA 

At the Council Meeting of February 12, 1996, the following resolution was passed 
relative to snow removal in the Downtown area.: 

''RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer hereby directs 
the Administration to prepare the appropriate bylaw amendment to 
provide for the inclusion of the R3 Zone in the Downtown area 
under the Sidewalk Snow Removal Policy, and as presented to 
Council February 12, 1996." 

Attached hereto is the report from the Engine1~ring Department Manager regarding the 
above direction. 

~~ ~SS// 
City Clerk/ 

KK/clr 
attchs. 
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DATE:: March 18, 1996 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: Engineering Department Managm 

RE: EXPANDED SIDEWALK SNOW REMOVAL IN THE DOWNTOWN AREA 

City Council, at the February 12, 1996 meeting, directed the Administration to prepare 
an amendment to the Traffic By-law to provide for the inclusion of the H3 zone in the 
Downtown area relative to mandatory public :sidewalk snow clearing. Accordingly, we 
have prepared the attached plan. 

As the exact boundaries City Council had in mind are unknown, we are submitting this 
information for Council to review at the Marchi 25, 1996 meeting. If there are changes 
to be made, we can amend the plan and resubmit to the April 9, 1996 meieting. 

This is submitted for the information of Council 

~) 
Ken.~- Ha~p, P. Eng. 
Engineering Department Manager 

KGH/emg 
Att. 

c.c. Director of Development Services 
c.c. Inspections and Licensing Manager 
c.c. RCMP Inspector 
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MANDA TORY (R3) SIDEW.ALK SNOW REMOVAL 
IN DOWNTOWN AREA 

Schedule E 
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COMMENTS: 

We recommend that Council give first readin~1 to the attached bylaw with the map as 
presented. Following which, we recommend notifying the affected property owners for 
their input prior to second and third readings. Should Council wish to modify the map, 
this can easily be accommodated prior to second and third readings. 

"G.D. SURKAN" 
Mayor 

"H.M.C. DAY" 
City Manager 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

March 27, 1996 

Council and Committee Secretary, 
Sandra Ladwig 

City Clerk 

RE: TRAFFIC BYLAW AMENDMENT 2800/A-96, SNOW REMOVAL 

At the Council Meeting of March 25, 1996, Council gave first reading to Traffic Bylaw 
Amendment 2800/A-96, a copy of which is attached hereto. 

Council's intent is to hold a Public Hearing for this Bylaw, prior to second and third 
readings being given. Said Public Hearing is to take place Monday, May 6, 1996, at 
7:00 p.m., or as soon thereafter as Council ma.y determine. 

I ask that you: 

1 . obtain the addresses of all the property owmHs from the 
Assessment and Tax Department for those R3 lands as shown on 
Schedule "E" of the Bylaw, 

2. correspond with each of the property owners and advise the!m: 

a) that this issue aros1~ from concerns of residents in the 
Downtown, 

b) that they would be required to remove the snow from the 
sidewalk in accordance with the Traffic Bylaw. Please! quote 
the section in the Bylaw that they would have to adheire to 
and advise them of the period of time in which they would 
have to do so. 

3. advise them of the date of the Public Hearing, 

4. include any other information you feel is pertinent. 

Please provide me with a copy of the letter onc:e you have completed same. 

~---«;q 
City Clerk / 

I 

KK/clr 



DATE: March 27, 1996 

TO: Engineering Department Manager 

FROM:. City Clerk 

RE: EXPANDED SIDEWALK SNOW REMOVAL IN THE DOWNTOWN AREA 

At the Council Meeting of March 25, 1996, consideration was given to your report dated 
March 18, 1996, concerning the above. At the above noted meeting, Council gave first 
reading to Bylaw No. 2800/A-96, which provides for the inclusion of the F~3 zone in the 
downtown area, as outlined in the attached schedule, in the Mandatory Sidewalk Snow 
Clearing Regulation. 

Council directed that prior to consideration of second and third readings of this Bylaw, 
property owners affected be notified. This offic:e will now proceed with notification for a 
Public Hearing to be held on Monday, May 6, 1996 at 7:00 p.m., or as soon th43reafter 
as Council may determine. 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory. 

~~ 
/ 

KK/clr 

cc: Public Works Manager 
Inspections and Licensing Manager 
lnsp. S. Sutton 
Council and Committee Secretary, S. Ladwig 



3 
MANDA TORY (R3) SIDEW J~LK SNOW REM.OVAL. 

IN DOWNTOWN AREA 

Schedule E 
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ITEM NO. 2 

DATE: March 12, 1996 

TO: City Council 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: USE OF MILL RATE STABILIZATION RESERVE FUNDS AND 
1996 MILL RATE FOR PROPERTY TAXES 

At the Council Meeting of March 11, 1996, consideration was given to the above topic 
and at which meeting the following resolution was introduced: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, havin~J 
considered report from the Director of Corporate Services dated 
March 1, 1996, re: Use of Mill Rate Stabilization Reserve Funds, 
hereby agrees as follows: 

1. To use the $868,548 from AMFC and $364,829 from the 
Mill Rate Stabilization Reserve to forgive the loan to the 
Red Deer Public Library and pass on the $190,51 O 
annual savings to the residential and non-residential 
property owners; 

2. To use $800,000 per year from the Mill Rate Stabilization 
Reserve for 1996 to 1999 inclusive and $300,000 in 2000 
to reduce property taxes to residential and non­
residential properties for 199€> onwards; 

3. To commit to an additional yHar (1999) of a 0% increas13 
in municipal property and business taxes, 

and as presented to Council March 11, 1996." 

Prior to voting on the above resolution, however, Council agreed to table this matter to 
the March 25, 1996 Council Meeting. 

The relev~o.t reports are again submitted to Council for consideration . 

. / ,,,...~~ 

~~ KellyKI~/ 
City Cler.I< 

KK/clr 
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DATE: March 18, 1996 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: Director of Corporate Services 

RE: 1996 PROPERTY TAX RATE DIRECTION 

At the March 11, 1996 meeting, Council was requested to provide direction for setting 
the 1996 Property Tax Rate. 

There were two reports on the March 11 , 1996 agenda: 

1. Recommendation to use $4.7 million of Mill Rate Stabilization Funds to 
reduce the single family residemtial property tax rate (multiple family 
properties were excluded) and commit to a 0% tax increase for 19B9 

2. Recommendation to more equalize the impact of the 1 B96 Provincial 
education tax rate change between single family and non-residential 
properties. 

Council in considering (1) above had a resolution proposed by some councillors to pass 
the savings on to all property owners as follows: 

"RESOLVED that Council of Th13 City of Red Deer, havini~ 
considered report from the Dire!ctor of Corporate Services 
dated March 1, 1996 re: Use of Mill Rate Stabilization 
Reserve Funds, hereby agree as follows: 

1. To use the $868,548 from AMFC and $364,829 from thie 
Mill Rate Stabilization Reserve to forgive the loan to th1e 
Red Deer Public Library and pass on the $190,510 
annual savings to the residential and non-residential 
property owners; 

2. To use $800,000 per year from the Mill Rate Stabilization 
Reserve for 1996 to 1999 inclusive and $300,000 in 2000 
to reduce property taxes to residential and non­
residential properties for 19913 onwards; 

3. To commit to an additional y1ear (1999) of a 0%, increase 
in municipal property and business taxes, 

and as presented to Council March 11, 1996." 

.... 2 
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p.2 

The resolution was tabled to the March 25, 1996 Council meeting. 

There are a number of possible scenarios Council could consider, including: 

Option 1 

Option 2 

Option 3 

Option 4 

Option 5 

Option 6 

Do nothing. The existing guid1:1line is a 0% change in the municipal 
portion of the property tax rate. No funds would be used from 1the Mill 
Rate Stabilization Reserve. 

Use $4.7 million to subsidize single family residential prope~rties only (as 
recommended) 

Use of $4. 7 million to reduce the municipal mill rate for all taxpayHrs (see 
resolution above) 

This is Option 2 plus the recommendation of the second re!port to adjust 
the total tax bill for non-residential taxpayers to a 0% incnease and use 
additional revenues to reduce the! single family municipal tax rate 

This is a new option to equalize the percentage! chang~e in the total 
property tax bill for all taxpayers 

Similar to Option 5 but equalize the total dollar change for thH same 
assessment values for all properties. 

The impact of the various options on the Municipal portion of the property tax bills is as 
follows: 

Option 1 - Option 2- Option 3- Option 4 - Option 5 - Option 6 -
Do nothing $4.7 Million to $4.7 Million to Option 2 + Equalize Equalize the 

Single Family All Taxpayers 0% for Total Total Tax Bill Total $Change 
Non- % Change for Same 
Residential Assessment 
Tax Bill Valu13s 

IMPACT ON THE MUNICIPAL PORTION ONLY 
Single Family 0% -9.9% -4.9% -10.7% -6.6%L6.9% 
Multi-Family 0% 0% -4.9% 0% -6.6% -6.9% 
Non-Residential 0% 0% -4.9% 0% -2.0°/o -1.5°/o 

IMPACT ON THE TOTAL TAX BILL 
Single Family 1.4% -2.9% ··1% -3.7% -1.8%L1.9% 
Multi-Family 1.4% 1.4% ··1% "1.4% -1.8°/o -1.9°/o 
Non-Residential -1.2% -1.2% ··3% 0% -1.8% -1.5% 

Option 4 is recommended to counter the shi1~ in property tax load since 199~~ to the 
residential property owners. 

.. .. 3 
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p.3 

The following chart shows that although the total property taxes levied has increased by 
2.1 % from 1992 to 1995, the residential share has increased by 4. 7% and the non­
residential has gone down by 1.8%. To retain the same share of taxe~s as in 1992 
would require a reduction of $645,000 in n~sidential property taxes and a similar 
increase in non-residential property taxes. 

BREAKDOWN OF PROPERTY TAXES 
CHANGE. 

1995 1992 1992 TO 1995 
Amount % of Total Amount % of Total Amount % 

Residential $26,801 ,000 62.3% $25,610,000 60.8% $ 1,191,000 4.7% 
Non-
Residential 16,219,000 37.7% 16,518,000 39.2% (299,000) -1.8% 

Totals $43,020,000 100.0% $42, 128,000 100.0% $ 892,000 :2.1% 

Most other municipalities have countered the shift of property taxes by increasing the 
split mill rate. It should be noted the non-residEmtial and multiple family property owners 
are able to deduct property tax as an expense against their income taxes. 

Recommendation 

That Council direct the administration to prepare a mill rate bylaw in accordance with 
the recommendations in the reports from the City administration. 

A. Wilcock, 8. Comm., C.A. 
Director of Corporate Services 

a\m\clk 95 property tax rate direction man'B 96 
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COMMENTS: 

As outlined in the attached report from the Director of Corporate Services, this matter 
was tabled to the March 25, 1996 meeting. In his report, the Director of Corporate 
Services has outlined two new options that Council may wish to consider.. However, as 
stated in the original reports, and confirmed in the attached, over the last few years 
non-residential properties have received significant benefits in the tax load vis-a-vis 
residential properties, as well as the benefits of reduced utility rates, offsiite levies, etc. 
We therefore still recommend that Council approve Option 4 which goes some way to 
equalizing the benefits for all the tax payers. 

This would still leave Red Deer with the lowest split mill rate of all th1e major cities 
except for that of Medicine Hat, Alberta. 

"H.M.C. DAY" 
City Manager 

Option 4 is the preferred option if Council wishes to focus on the goal of making Red 
Deer "competitive" in both residential and non-residential taxation l1evels. Should 
Council feel strongly that some benefit should flow to non-residential property owners I 
recommend Option 2, which adjusts municipal taxation using municipal revenues, but 
leaves the impact of the Provincial education levy untouched. I believe this will be an 
option all property owners can understand, reg1ardless of their preferred position. 

"G.D. SURKAN" 
Mayor 



COUNCIL MEETING OF MARCH 25, 1996 



DATE: March 1, 1996 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: Director of Corporate Services 

RE: USE OF MILL RATE STABILIZATION RESERVE FUNDS 

On February 23, 1996 the City received confirmation from the Alber1a Municipal 
Financing Corporation the City would be receiving $868,548 as its share of the 
distribution of $75 million of AMFC surplus. These funds had not been expected 
and would normally be considered surplus funds and placed in the Mill Rate 
Stabilization Reserve. 

On another note it appears the 1995 tax supported operations will result in a 
surplus of approximately $2.9 million. By Council policy approved during the 
1996/97 budget discussions, the funds would be put into thie Mill Rate 
Stabilization Reserve. 

Council approved a policy regarding the Mill Rate Stabilization Reserve that it be 
capped at $10 million. The two amounts identified bring the reserve up to $9.3 
million. It is anticipated when the 1996 year is completed the City may exceed 
the $10 million cap. 

Because of the size of the surpluses identified, it would seem reasonable the 
surplus distributed by AMFC and possibly some of the 1995 operating surplus be 
used to provide a direct benefit to the taxpayer. There are a numbe!r of possible 
methods to accomplish this, including: 

• use of the funds to prepay some long term debt 

• a one-time property tax rebate of $868,548 to residential property 
owners. This is equal to about 4% of the total property tax bill 
(about $60 to the average homeowner) 

• considering the earlier scheduling of a capital project 

.... 2 
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• using the funds to maintain municipal property and business tax 
rates at a 0% increase for a longer period than 1998 

• use of $1,233,377 to cancel the loan payable by the Red Deer 
Public Library to the City for the addition to the library. 

Prepay Long Term Debt 

Of the City's long term debentures, 99% are with the Alberta Municipal Financing 
Corporation (AMFC) for fixed terms at SE!t interest rates. The other 1 % are held 
by the Government of Canada. Of thie AMFC debt, 80% has the interest 
subsidized by Alberta Municipal Affairs at amounts ranging from 5c:yo to 20% of 
the annual interest paid on the debentures. 

If the City was to prepay any AMFC dHbt, there would be a penalty charged 
equivalent to the difference between tl1e interest rate paid and the current 
interest rates for the outstanding term. 

If an AMFC debt was prepaid which the Province was subsidizing, the City would 
lose the subsidy and it would not reduce the penalty payable for repayment. 

As an example of the penalties payable for prepayment, debentuna #292· is as 
follows: 

• Principal outstanding 
• Interest rate 
• Current interest rate 
• Penalty payable = 

$1,630,955 
10.25% 
E>.5% (approximately) 
~~6% of the interest payable for the 
1ror the balance of the term 
(3.75% I 10.25%) 

• The estimated penalty is $200,000 for early payment. 

Debenture #292 is not subsidized by the Province. If it had been subsidiZE!d, the 
City would not be compensated for the lost subsidy due to prepaymemt. 

The City can invest the funds and get a better return than using them to prepay 
debt. 

.... 3 
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It is not recommended surplus funds be used to prepay debt if the interest 
penalty outlined must be paid. Council could, however, take advantage of future 
debt payment reductions. 

Take Advantage of Future Debt Payment Reductions 

By the year 2001 tax supported debt payments are projected to reduce by 
$800,000 per year. Council could take advantage of this reduction now by: 

• using $800,000 annually from the Mill Rate Stabilization Reserve for 
1996 to 1999 inclusive and $300,000 in 2000 to reduce municipal 
taxation ($3.5 million total over 1996 - 2000 inclusive) 

• passing the savings on to the residential taxpayers with properties 
under fourplex in size. 

The projected impact on the total residential property tax bill is a 3. "?% reduction 
or $56 on an average residential property of $100,000 paying $1,!508 property 
taxes per year. 

Maintaining Municipal Property and 
Business Tax Rate Increases at 0% 

The feasibility of a 0% increase in municipal property and business taxes for a 
minimum of six years (1996 to 2001) has been considered. 

The problem with making a long term commitment is that it becomes very difficult 
to factor in all possible contingencies. For example, if inflation and/or salary 
increases begin to escalate significantly, then by the year 2002 there could be a 
significant accumulated revenue shortfall that could require a large tax incrnase. 

Because of the many unknowns facing the City over the next five y1ears, it is not 
recommended a commitment to a 0% increase for more than four years (1996-
1999) be considered. 

. ... 4 
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Cancel the Loan Payable by the 
Red Deer Public Library to the City 

The Red Deer Public Library borrowed $1.25 million from the City for the 
downtown library expansion. At December 31, 1995 there was $1,233,377 
(including accrued interest) owing. This represents nine remaining annual 
payments of $190,510. 

If the City used the funds from AMFC and some funds in the Mill Rate 
Stabilization Reserve to cancel the $1,233,377 loan, it would result iin an annual 
saving of $190,510 for the Library. Council could then reduce the Library 
requisition and property tax mill rate by $190,510. 

If the $190,510 saving is passed on to residential property taxpayers under 
fourplex in size, the reduction would be equal to a .9% reduction in the total 
property tax bill for these residential properties. For an average prope-rty of 
$100,000 assessment, it would be equal to an annual saving of about $1 ~I on a 
property tax bill of $1,508. 

Split Property Tax Rate Mill Rate 

A split mill rate can be defined as where one class of property (i.e. commercial 
and industrial) is charged a higher property tax rate than another class of 
property (i.e. residential). 

In 1995 The City of Red Deer charged thie following property tax mill rates: 

Provincial Education 

Municipal Purposes 

Other Purposes: 
Parkland Community Planning Services 
Red Deer Public Library 
Piper Creek Foundation 
David Thompson Health Region No. 6 

Total Mill Rate 

Fles!derlia! 
Mrn Flate 
7.416 

6.996 

.086 

.458 

.111 

.008 
15.075 

Comm<:trcia! & 
k:dustrial Mm 

R;Hf:\ Differnnce 
10.879 47% 

8.574 23% 

.086 

.458 

.111 

.008 
20.116 33% 

.... 5 
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Each mill levied on $1,000 of property assessment yields one dollar of property 
tax, so a residential property assessed at $100,000 paid $1,508 of property tax. 

The Province determines the split mill rat~3 for education purposes and it is 4 7%. 
The City determines the split mill rate for Municipal purposes and it is only 23% 
higher for Commercial and Industrial properties than the residential rate. 

The City has had a higher mill rate for municipal purposes on commercial and 
industrial properties for a number of years. Most cities in Alberta do charge a 
higher municipal mill rate on commercial and industrial properties than residential 
properties. Some cities also differentiate within these classes. For example, 
most of the larger cities in Alberta charge a higher levy for multi family residential 
property (fourplex and greater) than they do on other residential property. Red 
Deer does not make such a distinction. The following graph shows how Red 
Deer's split mill rate for single family, multi-family and non-residential properties 
compares in proportion with split mill rates for other cities in Alberta. Thie mill 
rate amounts should not be compamd because of the use of different 
assessment bases by each city. 

[ 1995 TOTAL MILL RATES 

0 10 

Mill rate 

20 
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30 

MEDICINE HAT •••••••••••••••••• 9 

I liil Single f arrily 
;zm mmtm 
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When reviewing the appropriateness of allocating taxes to various classifications 
of property, an important consideration is how Red Deer compares with other 
municipalities. Some people would say we shouldn't worry about what other 
cities are doing but only about what is right for Red Deer. While this is partially 
correct, we can't ignore the fact the medlia do comparisons and thj3 public can 
often be left with the wrong impression as a result. For example, a re!gular tool of 
the media is to compare property tax burden by looking at the residential tax levy 
for various places. 

The Red Deer Advocate had an article with the headline "Red Deer's property 
tax second highest". What the article really described, however, was a 
difference in residential taxes and did not look at commercial and industrial rates 
or the total property tax levy. The total property tax levy is actually le,ss in 
proportion to the other large Alberta cities except for Medicine Hat. 

The residential tax rate in Red Deer does not compare favourably with most 
other centres because Red Deer has less of a split mill rate than other cities as 
disclosed by the last graph. The table below compares Red Deer's split mill rate 
for single family and non-residential propHrties with the other large Alberta cities. 
At the end of the chart for comparison is the split required by thie Provincial 
government in the Provincial education mill rate. As you can see it is 
substantially greater at 4 7% than the Municipal split of 23%. 

City 
Red Deer 
Leth bridge 
Medicine Hat 
Calgary 
Edmonton 
Average (Red Deer excluded) 

Red Deer 

RESIDENTIAL FL!\TE 
Municipal Portion Only Total Mill Rate! 

23% ~~3% 
93% 
122% 
252% 
107% 
143% 

Provincial Education Only 
47% 

65% 
75% 
127% 
79% 
87% 

.... 7 
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The following graph shows how the Red Deer commercial/industrial 1total tax bills 
compare with other cities. 

Average 
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If Red Deer's total split mill rate was to be the same as the ave!rage (87%); 
Residential taxes would be 13% less and Commercial/Industrial taxes would be 
22% greater. This would make Red De~3r's residential taxes the lowest eixcept 
for Medicine Hat. Such a large increase for Commercial/Industrial taxes would, 
however, be a matter of great concern for those taxpayers. The 
recommendations at the end of this re~port would increase the split on the 
municipal mill rate to 40%. This would still be the lowest of the major Alberta 
cities by a substantial margin. 

One of the reasons Red Deer's split mill rate is not as great as other cities is 
the failure to make enough adjustment for shifts in assessment. Ove1r the years 
the assessment values for residential properties have increased at a greater rate 
than for commercial/industrial properties. This is expected to continue in future 
years. If each group is to pay the same! amount of taxes after a reassessment 
as before, the split mill rate must be incrnased. In 1994 Council decided not to 
compensate fully for an assessment shift after the 1993 reassessme!nt by 
increasing the split mill rate. This meant residential taxpayers in total paid more 
property tax after the 1993 reassessme!nt and the non-residential sector paid 
less in total by approximately $533,000. 

. ... 8 
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Recommendations 

That City Council agree to: 

• use the $868,548 from AMFC and $364,829 from th,e Mill Rate 
Stabilization Reserve to forgive the loan to the Red Deer Public 
Library and pass on the $190,510 annual savings to the~ residBntial 
property owners under fourplox in size. 

• use $800,000 per year from the Mill Rate Stabilization Reserve for 
1996 to 1999 inclusive and $300,000 in 2000 to reduce property 
taxes to residential properties under fourplex in siz1e for 1996 
onwards. 

• to commit to an additional year (1999) of a 0% increase iin municipal 
property and business taxes. 

The impact of the recommendations for 1996 would be an approximate reduction 
of 9.9% in the municipal portion of the mill rate for residential propE~rties under 
fourplex in size. In terms of an average residential property of $100,000 
assessment and a tax bill of $1,508 it would result in a 4.6% reduction in the total 
tax bill or $69. 

A. Wilcock, B. Comm., C.A. 
Director of Corporate Services 

AW/jt 

a\m\use of ml/I rate stabilization funds feb28 96 



DATE: March 4, 1996 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: Director of Corporate Services 

RE: 1996 MILL RATE FOR PROPERTY TAXES 

The Provincial Government has provided their 1996 requisition for education 
taxes and 1t reflects a 2.3% increase over the 1995 requisition. 

To dete·mine the impact on the 1996 property tax bills of the 2.3% increase is 
difficult because the 1996 assessment figures have not been finalized. It 
appears however, from very preliminary 1996 assessment figures the impact on 
the Provincial education portion of the 1996 property tax bills may be: 

Residential 
Non-Residential 

Increase 
(Decrease) 

3.5% 
(1.2%) 

The reason Provincial education taxes for residential properties are rising is that 
assessr--,ents for residential properties are increasing at a faster rate than non­
residential properties. This is discussed in another report on the agenda 
regarding split mill rates. 

The following graphs show how significant the Provincial education taxes were 
as a par· of the total 1995 tax bills. 

Provincial 
Education 

49% 

1995 RESIDENTIAL TAX BILL 

Other 
3% 

Municipal 
48% 
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Provincial 
Education 

54% 

1995 NON-RESIDENTIAL TAX BILL 

Other 
2% 

Municipal 
44% 

The total property taxes levied by The City of Red Deer are actually less in 
proportion to the other large cities in Alberta except for Medicine Hat. The 
residential tax portion does not compare as favourably, however, because Red 
Deer has a much lower split mill rate than the other large cities. Council may 
want to give consideration to shifting more of the property tax burden to non­
resident1al properties. 

LEVY ON BUSINESSES IN RED DEER 

There are two main sources of revenue Red Deer collects from businesses in 
Red De,.,r 

• property taxes, and 
• business taxes. 

The amount Red Deer collects from businesses in Red Deer through these 
revenues is the lowest of the other large Alberta cities except for Medicine Hat. 
Medicine Hat is able to subsidize its rates because it operates a natural gas 
utility ard generates its own power. 

The following graph compares the mill rates that would be required to recover 
these same amounts of property and business taxes based on the equalized 
assessment for each city. It will be noted that Red Deer collects significantly less 
property and business tax from non-residential properties than Lethbridge (12% 
less), Calgary (50% less), and Edmonton (32% less). 
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COMPARISON OF PROPERTY AND BUSINESS TAX RATES 

BASED ON EQUALIZED NON-RESIDENTIAL ASSESSMENT 
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The favourable tax position for businesses in Red Deer compared with the other 
cities except Medicine Hat is the result of: 

• the lower split mill rate in Red Deer , and 
• a lower rate of business tax levy. 

The following chart shows how Red Deer's business tax rate is significantly less 
compared with the other cities except for Medicine Hat. Medicine Hat does not 
levy business taxes. 

1995 BUSINESS TAX RATES 
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Businesses in recent years have been thei major beneficiary of revenue changes: 

• as a result of the 1993 reassessment, non-nesidential properties 
annually pay $533,000 less in property taxes as a group. In 199~~ non­
residential properties were 33.H% of the total as$essments. Th11s has 
declined to 31.2% in 1995 

• the elimination of downtown electrical grid conne~ction charges to 
businesses in 1994 reduced th1a power utility's revenue by an average 
of $142,000 per year 

• the November, 1996 power rate reduction was equal to an annual 
revenue reduction of $1.95 million. Businesses received 94% or $1.84 
million of this reduction. The average rate reduction for businesses 
was 7.6% 

• The offsite levies on downtown redevelopments were recently 
cancelled saving developers $~'.5,000 per year 

_D~e_sc_r~ip_t_io_n~~~~--~~-~~~~--~~~·Year 

• 1993 property reassessment resulted in overall 1993 
tax reduction 

• Elimination of downtown electrical gricl charges 1994 

• Reduced power rates 1995 

• Elimination of the offsite levy on downtown 1996 
property redevelopment 

Total Annual Benefits Receiveid 

Annual 
Reduction 

$ .53~~ million 

.14~~ million 

1 .840 million 

.02t> million 

$ 2.540 million 
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In addition to recent reductions businesses for many y~~ars have been the 
recipients of favourable proper1y and business tax rates: 

• if Red Deer's split mill rate was the same as the ~lVE!rage for the other 
four large Alberta cities (87%), then businesses would pay $3.5 million 
more property taxes and residential taxpayers $3J5 million less. This is 
equal to 9% of the total property tax levy 

• Red Deer's business tax rate is significantly lesf> than the rates for 
Lethbridge, Calgary and Edmonton. If it wa$ E!Ven as high as 
Lethbridge's rate, there would be an additional $'·1.5 million collected 
each year. 

PROPOSED 1996 SPLIT MILL RATE 

As a result of the reduced Provincial Education propenty tax rate on non­
residential properties and reductions in other requisitions, the total 1 '996 property 
tax bill for non-residential properties woulcj reduce by about ·1 .2% 

It is recommended Council consider using a Municipal Mill Rate for non­
residential properties such that the total tax bill for these pr¢>perties would be the 
same as in 1995. The Municipal Mill Rate on residential properties below 
fourplex in size would then be reduc13d to partially offset the increase in 
Provincial education taxes for residential properties. 

If Council agreed to the recommendation, the projected total 1996 proper1y tax 
bill increases or decreases would be: 

Residential Single Family 
Residential Multi-Family 
Non-Residential 

lncre~:isei 

( Decreas..e.). 

(3.7%) 
1.4% 
0 cyo 

The increase for residential multi-family would be the result of the increased levy 
by the Provincial Government for education purposes. The municipal levy would 
remain the same as in 1995. 

The residential property tax bill change includes the chan~~e recommended for 
residential municipal taxes in the other report on the agenda. 

The rates for Separate School supporters could be slightly less than for Public 
School supporters. 
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The reduction for single family properties of 3. 7% or $56 for the average 
residential property is not as much as it should be becauf;e of the average $25 
increase for Provincia~ education taxes. If the Provincial Eaducation levy had not 
increased, single family residential propHrties would have recBived a reduction of 
$69 or 4.6%. 

It should be recognized that the figures in this report are still preliminary at this 
time. The purpose of this report is to get direction from Council in order to 
prepare the 1996 Mill Rate Bylaw for Council's consideration. 

The recommendation would increase thei split mill rate to about 40°1<>. This is still 
significantly less than the othier large Alberta cities and the split that exists on the 
Provincial Education levy of 47%. 

Recommendations 

• The Municipal Mill Rate for non-residential properties be adjusted to 
result in the same total ta)( bill for non-resid~mtial properties as in 
1995 

• The additional rievenues geinerated by the fir$:t riecommendation be 
used to reduce the Municipal Mill Rate for residential properties 
under fourplex in size. 

/;;_, \ 1) ;) l.i { . .-' _,t: l~ 

A. Wilcock, B. Comm., C.A. 
Director of Corporate Services 

c. City Assessor 

a1m\clk 96 mill rate tor prop taxes mar4 96 



s b u mitted To City C .. 

March 23, 1996 

Gail Surkan 
Mayor 

. .ounc1; 

Date:~{' 

City of Red Deer 

Your Worship: ' 
Re: City Manager's Rec:onunendat.ion to Reduce Homeowner's Taxes 

Re~ Deer has the second highest percentage of single parents of any 
city ;in Canada. Generally, if that parent is a mother, this 
indicates lower income and often subsistence. Community Social 
Support agency volunteers and staff are burning ~ut we are told. 
Ralph Klein has already emsured that the poorest people in· the 
province will suffer the brunt of the pain. Are these people the 
homeowners in Red Deer? 

.· 
But.then why pass up an opportunity to exacerbate Ralph's advantage 
and Red Deer's income disparity. Raise taxes for lower income 
renters by imposing a 1. 4~i; tax increase fC>r owners of apartments 
and four-plexes. If on the -0ther hand, you happen to own an urban 
castle with say a $3,500.00 tax bill, the City will reduce your 
taxes by a $130.00. 

I would rather see poor children -·- who have no e~hoice about their 
circumstances -- receive a few extira dollars for food, rather than 
a family rent increase: thE~Y need a break more than homeowners need 
the cash. I would rather see the money go to publ·ic transit for 
the 16% of Red Deer adults who do not own cars ot· to the bus barn 
-- if transit feels th~t is what it needs. Pay for the bus barn iri 
cash, interest free, rather than with debenture$ in future years. 
Or give the $1, 000, 000. 00 to the Red Deer Community Foundation 
where the interest could be used in perpetuity, designated for 
those agencies working tirelessly to assist the disenfranchised, 
the working poor,. and those struggling to · overcome grim 
circumstances: the Women' i:s Shelter, Women's Outf'.each, Handicapped 
Housing, and countless .other ciommunity groups. Pay off the 
remaining debt on that most democratic of institutions, the I,ibrary 

saving the taxpayer future intE!rest payments. 

It seems to me there are! higher priorities than a tax cut for 
homeowners in this increasingly mean-spirited Alberta where not 
:~~ryone::as th? "adv.-anta9e" of insider trading t'ips. 

I (.rl. "~¥ . I 

Rod Trentham 
43 Dobler Avenue 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4R 1X6 
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DATE: March 27, 1996 

TO: Director of Corporate Services 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: USE OF MILL RATE STABILIZATION RESERVE FUNDS AND 
1996 MILL RATE FOR PROPERTY TAXES 

At the Council Meeting of March 25, 1996, consideration was given to the above topic 
and at which meeting the following resolution was passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having 
considered report from the Director o'f Corporate Servi¢.es dated 
March 1, 1996, re: Use of Mill Rate Stabilization Reserve IFunds, 
hereby agrees as follows: 

1. To use the $868,!548 from AMFC and $364,82$ from the 
Mill Rate Stabilization Reserve to forgive the l¢1an to the 
Red Deer Public Library and pass on the $1 '90,51 O 
annual savings to the residential and non-~esidential 

property owners; 

2. To commit to an additional y1ear (1999) of a 0°/e, increase 
in municipal propE~rty and business taxes, 

and as presented to Council March 11, 1996." 

As you are aware, although the issues were discussed, no furtt1er direction was given 
regarding use of funds from the Mill Rate Stabilization Reserve. z #this satisfactory. 

Ke~/ 
City Clerk / 

/ 

KK/clr 



May 8, 1996 

Her Worship Mayor Surkan 
City Hall 
P. 0. Box 5008 
Red Deer, AB T 4N 3T 4 

Dear Mayor Surkan: 

The Red Deer Library Board is V4~ry grateful to you and City Council for paying off the 
library's $1.25 million debt. 

Since our expansion, the library is 1enjoying unprecedented circulation and we're meeting 
the challenge of increasingly sophisticated customer demands with our new access to the 
Internet and Freenet. 

Our customer feedback on the expansion has been excellent, and WE~ thank the City for its 
generous investment in the community on our behalf. 

Sincerely, 

/ 7/~}J 
(tt't~ tk / 

-~--... · 
Al Chan 
Chairman 
Red Deer Library Board 



_ITEM NO. 1 

DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

10 

REPOR~"S 

March 19, 1996 

City Clerk 

Director of Development Services 
Public Works Manager 

PATH: gord\memos\grbg-rptcc 
MASTERFILE: 3000.015 

GARBAGE COLLECTION AND RECYCLING TENDERING PROCESS 

1.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The City of Red Deer has contracts with Laidlaw Waste Systems Ltd. for garbage collection 
and recycling which expire December 31, 1996. In order to simpli~f the tendering process, 
we are requesting direction from City Council on a number of issues which have been 
raised by citizens and businesses. 

In preparation for this tender, City staff have m1et with four major waste hauling companies 
to obtain information on the options available and estimates on cost sav1ings. City staff 
have also conducted a consultation process to obtain input from thE:! public and commercial 
businesses. 

We have been very pleased with the input we have received, and would like to thank the 
citizens who participated. We recedved 848 questionnaires from the public and 1171 from 
businesses. 

In general, we feel that there is substantial interest from the priv:ate sector in this tender 
and we will receive very competitiv1e bids. We also feel that the public is generally happy 
with the service currently provided :and are already, in most cases, actively trying to reduce 
their waste generation. 

The Public Works Department respectfully recommends to Council: 

i) That the Utility Bylaw be mvised effective January 1, 1997, such that all single 
family dwellings will receive a basic garbage collection service of E• bags/cans per 
week. Residents will be re~quired to purchase stickers from the City for bags in 
excess of 5 bags/cans per week. The cost of the stickers will be based on a fee 
charged by the contractor and administrative costs. It is anticipated that the cost 
of the stickers will be in the order of $1.00 to $1.50 per sticke~r. 

ii) That winter biweekly reside~ntial garbai~e collection not be~ temdered as an option 
due to limited support (only ~54% of respondents to the que$tionnaire were in favour) 
and relatively small savings ($.50 to $~~-00 per household per year). 
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iii) That residential garbage collection bas1:id on a schedule which rotates af1er each 
statutory holiday not be considered fu11her due to limited! support (only 53% in 
favour) and relatively small savings ($.7'5 to $1.00 per household per year); and 

That residential garbage collection be te~ndered based on tl1e existing sch1edule of 
garbage collection on all Statutory Holidays except Christmas Day and New Year's 
Day .. 

iv) That the Utility Bylaw be revised effectivH January 1, 1997, such that all multi-family 
dwellings are required to have a minimum garbage colllection service and 
associated fee; and 

That the minimum service be either weekly hand pick i.,1p or weekly container 
collection. 

v) That all multi-family dwellings be required to use the services of the City's 
successful bidder on the residential waste collec1ion contract. 

vi) That bi-weekly collection of recyclables (80% in favour) using1 a blue box program 
be tendered as an option, along with weekly collection, and a decision be made 
upon analysis of the tenders. 

vii) That drop-off depots for recyclables (only 18% in favour) not be considered further 
at this time. 

viii) That a yard waste drop-off depot and composting operation (81 % in favour) be 
included in the tender. 

ix) That a city-wide and an optional (subscription) yard waste collection and 
composting program be included in the tender and a decision on these services be 
made upon analysis of the tenders. 

x) That the City continue to tender the exclusive right to comm1:ircial garbage collection 
using hand pick-up and front-end lift containers. Roll-off bins and compactors be 
excluded from the contract. The haulin9 of construction and demolition waste and 
recyclable materials from commercial establishments be excluded from the contract. 

That waste materials which are not accepted at the City oI Red Deer's landfill site 
be excluded from the contract. 

xi) That the tender be set up such that contractors may bid on one or both of the 
following components: 



March 19, 1996 
City Clerk 
Page 3 of 13 

12 

1. Garbage Collection - includes giarbage collection lfrom single family and 
multifamily dwellings and commercial businesses, as well as yard waste 
collection and composting options. 

2. Residential Recycling - includes collection, processing, and sale of 
recyclable materials from single 1'amily and multifamily dwellings. 

xii) That the successful bidder for either the Residential Hecycling or Garbage 
Collection components of the~ tender is not eligible to operatE~ the City of Red Deer's 
landfill site. 

2.0 INTRODUCTION 

The following report provides backg1round information and a summary of the options under 
consideration for the tendering of the City's garbage collection and recycling contracts. 
The City of Red Deer is a leader in responsiblei waste management and considers public 
consultation an important component in the deicision making process. 

In 1992, The City of Red Deer prepared a Solid Waste Master Plan. The plan r1eviewed 
various waste management options and recommended that the City reduce the quantity 
of waste requiring disposal by 20 percent. Th 1e City has implemente!d the majority of the 
recommendations in the plan including residential recycling, development of a d1'y waste 
disposal site, setting up an office paper drop-off depot and salvaging of waste materials 
at the landfill site. In 1995, we surpassed our goal and reduced the quantity of waste by 
22 percent. In 1997 we will be updating the Solid Waste Master Plan, at which time we will 
address whether The City of Red Deer will adopt the federal andl provincial goal of 50% 
waste reduction by the year 2000. 

The public consultation process for tender review has involved two1 questionnaires, one for 
businesses and one for residents, as well as a public open hom;e lheld at the library on 
February 27, 1996. Based on input from the open house, the residential questionnaire was 
modified slightly and was placed in the Red Deier Advocate on Sunday March 3, 1996. A 
summary of the results from the questionnaires is provided in Attactiments #1 and #2. It 
should be noted that, while the que!stionnaires provide a good indication of public opinion, 
they are not statistically valid. We have been v1ery pleased with th~i input we have received 
and would like to thank the citizens who participated. We received 848 questionnaires 
from the public and 171 from businesses. 

3.0 RESIDENTIAL GARBAGE COLLECT1ION 

Over the years, individuals and environmental organizations have made several 
suggestions with respect to implementing a "pay by volume" garbage collection system. 
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Other suggestions include reduced collection "frequency and elimination of collection on 
statutory holidays. Based on discussions with waste haulers and the input received by the 
public, we have made several recommendations as outlined below. 

3.1 Weekly Bag/Can Limit 

Upon review of the options for "pay by volume" collection it was found that limiting 
the number of bags or cans for collection each week, with an additional charge for 
any bags or cans over the limit, is the simplest and least costly option. 

Subscription-based systems (e.g. program in Seattle, Wa$hington) are th 1e fairest 
to low volume generators, but they are expensive to administer and generally 
require an automated garba~~e collection system. These types of systems tend to 
be in areas with very high tipping fees. In this report we will only be considering a 
bag/can limit option. 

One of the advantages of a. bag limit option is that we can draw on the practical 
experience of a number of municipalities in Alberta (e.g. Airdrie, Sylvan Lake, 
Wetaskiwin and Ponoka) that already have this type of prog1ram in place. The intent 
of the program is to encourage residemts to reduce their waste stream and to 
compost yard waste. Citize!nS who generate in excess of th13 limit would have to 
purchase stickers (at a cost of $1.00 to $1.50/sticker) that 1they would place on 
excess bags. Based on experience in other municipalities, a limit of 3 bags/cans 
per week still provides a reasonable level of service and has not resulted in 
excessive illegal dumping or other problems. 

The cost saving for this option would not be as significant in Red Deer as it might 
be in some other municipalities because! 14 percent of the residential waste stream 
in Red Deer is already bein9 diverted through the Blue Bo>: Program. As well, the 
landfill disposal fee in Red Deer is relatively low. The reduced landfill costs should 
result in saving of approximately $3 per household per year or 25¢ per month for 
those that do not generate nnore than the limit, assuming a 15 percent reduction in 
residential waste collection. 

Based on the public input received, there appears to be differing opinions on a bag 
limit. At the open house we requested public reaction tc1 a 3 bag limit, which is 
working well in other municipalities. It was felt that th~3re! would not be wide 
acceptance of a two bag limit, which received consideralole opposition when 
proposed in 1992 during pulalic consultation on the Master Plan. Due to comments 
made at the open house, WE3 revised thE3 question to allow t.he public to tell us what 
they felt was a reasonable limit, before placing the questionnaire in the newspaper 
to obtain a wider opinion. 
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Based on the questionnaires received, approximately 68 percemt are in favour of a 
weekly limit of thr~e bags/cans or less. Some of the concerns raised by the 32 
percent which would like to see a higher limit, or unlimited colllection, are outlined 
in Table 1. 

As noted in the table, many valid coneierns were raised through the public input 
process. Several people made the comment that they w¢re very l1appy with the 
current service and didn't want to see any change. It should also be noted that 
several people indicated they favoured a 2 to 3 bag limit c~nly if there was a yard 
waste depot. · 

In the past, we have tried to work co-opeiratively with the public and businesses on 
waste management issues. Over 80 percent of household€; participate in the Blue 
Box Program and many Reel Deer citize1ns backyard compost and actively reduce 
their waste stream. Given the concerns raised, particularl~r regarding yard waste, 
and the significant diversion already being achieved by Red Deer citiz,ens, we 
recommend a co-operative approach with a reasonable weekly limit, with t~ie intent 
that we may reduce the limi1t at some point in the future. 

We, therefore, recommend that the garbage collection tender document be based 
on a basic service level of 5 bags/cans per week and tr1at the Utility Bylaw be 
revised such that the basic service would be in effect January 1, 1997. ThH cost of 
stickers for bags of garbag1e in excess of the basic service will be based on the 
contractor's fee and administrative costs. It is anticipated that the cost of a sticker 
will be in the order of $1.00 to $1.50 per sticker. The tende~r should also include a 
cost saving if the weekly limit were reduced during the term of the contract. 

In conjunction with the above, the City should encourage ~~reater waste n3duction 
and recycling on a voluntary basis. 

3.2 Winter Bi-weekly Collection 

The City of Edmonton and the City of Wetaskiwin have ~arbage collectE3d every 
other week in the winter. The Edmonton public generall~r accepted the reduced 
frequency of collection, although the City did receive complaints after Christmas as 
many residences did not receive pick-up for 17 to 19 days following Christmas Day 
because of a floating schedule following the Christmas a11d Boxing Day holidays. 

Based on discussions with waste haulers, the savings for bii-weekly collection in the 
winter are in the order of $0.50 to $3.00 per household pE!r year, or 5¢ to 25¢ per 
household per month. Haulers indicated that the savings are not all that significant 
because it only applies to the collection component of theiir fo~e (not the cost of 



TABLE 1 

PUBLIC INPUT REGARDING 
LIMITING THE WEEKLY NUMBER OF BAGS/CANS FOR RESIDENTIAL GARBAGE COLLECTION 

I Public Input Response · 1 

I -

I 

will result in illegal dumping 

will result in illegal use of commercial dumpsters 

difficult to meet limit during holidays (company visiting, etc.) 

unfair to large families 

enforcement will cost more than potential monetary savings 

unfair to citizens who stay well under the limit for most of the -
year, but occasionally go over (e.g. due to yard waste) 

substantial concern on how citizens will deal with yard waste 

some concern from people that don't drive on how will they -
dispose of yard waste 

some citizens have lots with laige city boulevard areas that -
include some trees; unfairly limiting yard waste 

other peopie wiii piace bags of garbage behind theii house; they -
will have to pay for garbage they didn't generate 

other municipalities have found minimal increase in illegal 
dumping 

not a significant problem in other municipalities; some have 
recommended that businesses use bins with locking lids 

agree, although it does encourage greater recycling 

argument goes against "user pay" philosophy 

we have tried to be conservative in estimating savings 
it is true that monetary savings are relatively low 
decision should not be made on a monetary basis alone 

..... 
I.Ji 

agree; unfortunately a "true" volume based program would be 
very costly to administer relative to our disposal costs 

agree; we must have reasonable alternatives in place for yard 1· 

waste 

an optional pay for service yard waste coiiection wouid address I 
this I 
agree 

nn+ ..., .-.innifirv'.>nt nrnhlarn in nthor rn11nirin::iliti1:><::. ht 1t Wnl ilrl h::!VP. 
11vL a ~1~11111vu11L t-''v1tJ1v1•• ••• -"··-· ,,,_, .. _,,....._ .... , __ , -- .. ··--·- ··-- _ 

to be addressed 
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disposal) .. As well, collection costs are only marginally red1i-1ced (10 to 20 percent) 
because haulers still have to carry overhead costs to handlei weekly collection and 
increased volumes in the summer months. 

It should be noted that this system would be somewhat of an inconvenience to 
households with front street collection as they would have to store garbage for two 
weeks, possibly in a garage. Also, if households miss tille scheduled ~1arbage 
collection, they would have to keep their garbage for fouir weeks until the next 
pick-up day. 

Based on the questionnaires, it appears there is divided public opinions with only 
54% in favour. Given the relatively low savings and the divided public opinion, it is 
recommended that bi-weekly winter collection not be tendeired. 

3.3 Rotating Schedule 

Several municipalities have1 a rotating garbage collection schedule whereby a 
resident's day for garbage collection changes after each statutory holiday. All 
household are provided with a calendar showing their garbagei collection schedule 
for the year. 

Based on approximately 10 statutory holidays per year, a ~mving of approximately 
3 percent per year on the collection costs (i.e. does not include disposal) can be 
expected. This works out to approximately $0.75 to $1.00 per household per year, 
(or 6c to 12¢ per household per month) after taking into account the additional 
advertising and administration. 

Public input was divided on 1this option (53% in favour). SEweral opponents of this 
option felt that the cost savings are minimal compared to title inconvenience. Due 
to the minimal savings and mixed public opinion, we recommend that a rotating 
schedule not be implemented and that garbage collection bei tendered as it currently 
is with collection on all statutory holidays, except Christmas Day and New Years 
Day. 

4.0 Garbage Collection from Multi-family Dwellings 

At the present time, multi-family garbage collection is considered "commercial" collection 
under the Utility Bylaw and collection contract. As commercial accounts, the· options 
currently available to apartment owners and managers are outlined below. 

i) Garbage Container - A large metal garbage container is provide·d by the 
contractor. Garbage is collected on a regular basis, g1:merally weekly. The 
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building owner or manager is billed by the City for the service. The cost of 
weekly collection of the smallest container (3 cubic yards) is $76.60 per 
month. The minimum level of service available is weekly collection. 

ii) Hand Pick-Up/Owner Billed - Tenants put out their giarbage in cans or bags 
for weekly collection and the owner is billed by the Ci.ty the equivalent of 
$6.37 per month for each unit. 

iii) Hand Pick-Up /Tenant Billed - Tenants put out their garbage in cans or 
bags for weekly collHction and the tenant is billed by the City $€i.37 per 
month. 

iv) Disposal by Owner - Building owners can disposB of the garbage using 
their own vehicle and employees. 

The current system for garbage collection from multi-family rental buildings has msulted 
in problems, particularly from fourplE~xes. In the· case of hand pick~up the set-out area and 
lane can become a mess, resulting in complaints from neighbours. In some! cases, 
fourplex tenants which are not paying for any garbage collection service have used a 
garbage container at a neighbourin!~ apartment. Some fourplex owneffs indicate that they 
are sharing a bin, but this can not be tracked through the utility billin~~ system and results 
in problems when property owners change. 

In order to allow better control and response to complaints it is recommended that the 
Utility Bylaw be changed effective January 1, 1'997, such that all multi-family dwellings are 
required to have a minimum garba~1e collection service. This servlice will be either weekly 
hand pick-up based on the number of units within a complex or weE!kly container collection. 
All multi-family housing complexes should be considered a component of the City's 
residential contract and will be serviced by the! City's contractor. 

5.0 Residential Recycling 

5.1 Bi-weekly Collection 

Over the last four years, several Red DHer citizens have indicated that the'y do not 
fill up their blue box during a week and they would like to see blue box collection 
changed to every other week. It is not known what impact bi-weekly collection will 
have on participation and how much material will be collected. The cost savings for 
bi-weekly blue box collection year round are expected to b~i in the order of $6.00 to 
$10.00 per household per year (or 50¢ to 85¢ per household per month) when 
compared to weekly collection. 
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Based on the public support for this option (approximately 80 percent in favour) it 
is recommended that weekly and bi-weekly collection of rec~'clables be tendered as 
options and a decision be made based on actual costs. 

5.2 Drop-off Depots 

Drop-off depots have been used successfully in many other municipalities in 
Alberta. It is difficult to compare the costs of other programs and estimate what to 
expect in Red Deer. Red Deer is a relatively large centre! but is not closH to end 
markets. The quantity of material collected through a depot system would likely be 
lower than the existing system, but this is difficult to quantil1'y. 

Due to the lack of public support for this option (only 18 percent in favour) it is 
recommended that recyclin9 drop-off dHpots not be considere~d further. 

6.0 Yard Waste 

6.1 Drop-off Depot 

The City of Red Deer piloted a yard waste drop-off program in 1993, which was very 
well received by the public. Laidlaw Waste Services Ltd. provided a depot in 1995 
which was also well used. 

Based on the public support for this option (approximately 81 percent in favour) it 
is recommended that a yard waste drop-off depot and composting operation be 
included in the tender. 

6.2 Optional Household Collection 

Some citizens have expressed concern that they can not deliver yard waste to a 
depot location. As an alternative, it is recommended that the City tender a city-wide 
household yard waste collection and an optional (subscription) yard waste 
collection. Once the cost for this is determined, a decision on the program desired 
(if any) can be made. 

7.0 COMMERCIAL GARBAGE: COLLECTION 

The City of Red Deer contracts out the exclusive right for commercial garbage collection. 
Under the City's Utility Bylaw commercial businesses can only hin~ the firm with the City's 
garbage collection contract, currently Laidlaw Waste Systems Ltd. Businesses do have 
the option of hauling their garbage to the landfill using their own vehicles and employees, 
but may not contract this work to another company. 
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The exclusive contract was adoptE!d in the past in order to reduce the cost of ~1arbage 
collection by providing the successful contractor with a greater economy of scale. It also 
provided businesses with garbage! collection rates which were determined through a 
competitive tendering process. This was important in the past when there was little 
competition in the Red Deer area. This system also allowed the Ciity to have control over 
the waste management system and ensure that there was no ille~Jal dumping and that a 
high level of service is provided. 

Commercial businesses can determine their own waste collection ne·eds in terms of type 
of container and collection frequency. The Utility Bylaw contains a schedule of rates for 
the services including hand pick-up and front-end lift containers. There is no rate structure 
for roll-off bins (i.e. large 20, 30 and 40 cubic yard containers typically used on construction 
sites) or compactors (i.e. compacting units useid in grocery stores). 

It should be noted that we have had a few private waste hauling companies approach the 
City requesting permission to collect from private businesses. UndEH the existing bylaw 
and garbage collection contract, WB have denied these requests. 

In late January 1996, the Public Works Depa11ment sent out a questionnaire to all City 
businesses with the utility bills. A copy of the questionnaire and the results of the survey 
are shown in Attachment 2.. Based on the survey results, appro1xirnately 53 percent of 
respondents would like to see the City continu1e to tender cbmmercial garbage collection 
and were generally very happy with the service currently being pro·vicled. Twelve percent 
were undecided and approximately 34 percent would like to make their own arran~~ements 
for garbage collection in a competitive marketplace. 

If the City decides to discontinue administering commercial garbage collection it will result 
in a loss of revenue to the City equivalent to a franchise fee of app~oximately $150 000 and 
administrative costs in the order of $190 000. Administrative costs include funding to the 
Utility Department, Public Works administrative costs and a paymE~nt of approximately 
$42 000 for contractual services by the Towne Centre Associartion for downtown litter 
collection. 

Commercial garbage collection costs are typically 20 to 30 percent lower in other Alberta 
municipalities. However, it is difficult to make direct comparisons because tile rates 
include waste disposal costs which vary throughout the province. If we discontinue 
tendering commercial garbage collection, consumers should theo~etic:ally only expect a 10 
percent cost reduction equivalent to the franchise fee. We woulld i3xpect that initially a 
scramble for business would provide additional cost savings which would stabilize over 
time. Based on the discussions with waste haulers, we expect considerable competition 
on this contract. 
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Given the level of support for the current system, we recommend tttat the City continue to 
tender the exclusive right to comme1-cial garbage collection using ~1and pick-up and front­
end lift containers. In order to provide more flexibility for larger waste generators, it is 
recommended that roll-off bins and compactors be specifically exclludHd from the contract. 
It is also recommended that hauling1 of construction and demolition waste and recyclable 
materials from commercial establishments be excluded from the contract. Waste materials 
which are not accepted at The City of Red DE!er's landfill site should also be excluded. 
This will allow open competition for the larger and one time generart:ors. At the same time, 
the smaller customers will be serviced under the City contract. 

8.0 CONCLUSION 

In summary, The City of Red DeE~r currently has a high level of service for ~1arbage 
collection and recycling. With the expiry of thie contracts at the Emd of 1996 there is an 
opportunity to make some changes, if desired, to reduce waste ancl possibly to reduce the 
level of service slightly to save costs. 

A summary of the recommendations made within this report are Ciutlined below. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

The Public Works Department respectfully recommends to Council : 

i) That the Utility Bylaw be re~vised effective January 1, 1997, such that all single 
family dwellings will receive a basic garbage collection service of 5 bags/cans per 
week. Residents will be required to purchase stickers from the City for bags in 
excess of 5 bags/cans per week. The cost of the sticker$ will be based on a fee 
charged by the contractor and administrative costs. It is amticipated that the cost 
of the stickers will be in the order of $1.00 to $1.50 per sticker. 

ii) That winter biweekly residential garba~1e collection not be tendered as an option 
due to limited support. (only 5;4% of respondents to the questionnaire were in favour) 
and relatively small savings ($.50 to $3.00 per household per year). 

iii) That residential garbage collection based on a schedule which rotates after each 
statutory holiday not be considered further due to limited support (only 53% in 
favour) and relatively small savings ($.75 to $1.00 per how1sehold per year). 

That residential garbage collection be tiendered based on the existing schedule of 
garbage collection on all Statutory Holidays except Christmas Day and New Year's 
Day. 
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iv) That the Utility Bylaw be revised effectivE~ January 1, 1997, Buch that all multi-family 
dwellings are required to have a minimum garbage collection service and 
associated fee; and 

That the minimum service be either weekly hand pick up or weekly container 
collection. 

v) That all multi-family dwellings be required to use the services of the City's 
successful bidder on the residential waste collection contract. 

vi) That bi-weekly collection of recyclables (80% in favour) usin9 a blue box program 
be tendered as an option, along with weekly collection, and a decision be made 
upon analysis of the tenders. 

vii) That drop-off depots for recyclables (only 18% in favour) nc1t be considered further 
at this time. 

viii) That a yard waste drop-off depot and composting operation (81 % in favour) be 
included in the tender. 

ix) That a city-wide and an optional (subscription) yard waste collection and 
composting program be included in the tender and a decision on these services be 
made upon analysis of the tenders. 

x) That the City continue to tender the exclusive right to commercial garbage collection 
using hand pick-up and front-end lift containers. Roll-off t1ins and compactors be 
excluded from the contract. The haulin~1 of construction arlld clemolition waste and 
recyclable materials from commercial establishments be ext:lucled from the contract; 
and 

That waste materials which are not accepted at the City o~' Ried Deer's landfill site 
be excluded from the contract. 

xi) That the tender be set up such that contractors may bidl on one or both of the 
following components: 

1. Garbage Collection - includes !~arbage collection from single family and 
multifamily dwellings and commercial businesses, as well as yard waste 
collection and composting options. 

2. Residential Recycling - includes collection, proce!ssing, and sale of 
recyclable materials from single family and multifarnily dwellings. 
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ATTACHMENT #1 

SUMMARY OF HESULTS 
RESIDENTIAL GARB,~GE COLLECTION AND REOYC:LING 

PUBLIC CONSULTATION PROCESS 

Introduction 

The following provides a summary of the results from a public consultation process on 
residential garbage collection and rncycling. 

An open house was held at the Red Deer Library on Tuesda~r February 27, 1996. 
Approximately 80 people were in attEmdance. A questionnaire wa$• available at the open 
house and was mailed out upon request. 

The issue which received the mos1t attention at the open house was the possibility of 
imposing a limit of 3 bags or cans that can be set out for collection each week. Based on 
the input received at the open house, we modified the ques~ion so that it did not 
predetermine the limit and asked the public to tell us what they felt would be a reasonable 
limit. 

In the original questionnaire at the open house we also had a qu1estion which asked 
whether they would be in favour of "requiring all multi-family housing1 units, fourplex and 
smaller, to have hand pick-up or tote1r cart collection" . This questiori1 was generally not well 
understood and caused a great deal of confusion. The answers received were not all that 
meaningful and many people did not answer thei question at all. It was decided to remove 
this question from the questionnaire~. 

At the open house several people mentioned that they felt we should be trying to obtain 
a wider scope of opinion. As a result of this suggestion, on Sunday March 3, 1996 the 
revised questionnaire was placed in the Red Deer Advocate. A surinmary of the responses 
through the open house and newspaper advertisement are outlined below. 

Open House and Mail In 
Newspaper Questionnaire 
Total Number of Questionnaires 

Number of 
Questionnaires Received 

134 
714 
848 
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SUMMARY OF RESULTS 

RESIDENTIAL GARBAGE COLLECTION AND RECYCLING QUESTIONNAIRE 

A. HOUSING TYPE 

What type of residence do you live in? 
House 751 Apartm13nt J.£ Other (townhousEe!/duplex, etc.) 85 

B. NUMBER OF PEOPLE /HOUSEHOLD 

How many people are in your household? 

Number of People ili per Household 1 4 5 6 

Number of Responses 98 379 118 159 55 f~5 

Percentage 12% 45% 14% 19% 7% 3% 
-

From survey: average number of peoplH/household = 2.74 
From 1995 census: average number of peoplH/household = 2.56 

C. WEEKLY CAN/BAG LIMIT 

i) Question as it appeared in the open house questionnaire: 

Are you in favour of a limit on residential garbage collection of 3 bags or cans per week? 
Possible savings: $3 per household per year 

In Favour of 3 Bag 1 ~ 4 5 
limit? Yes No I es 

~Total I 
~ 

Number of Responses 54 8 9 1 60 

Percentage 41% 6% 7% 1% 45% 8=3 
This indicated that the people that msponded to the open house questionnaire were almost 
evenly split on the suggestion of a 3 bag limit. 

1 
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ii) Question as it appeared in the newspaper questionnaire: 

What do you feel would be an appropriate limit 011 the number of ba~]S or cans that can be 
set out for garbage collection each week? · 

I Preferred I I le 
[ill .. ·.··· . 

No ·. ' 
0(11.tted 1 2 3 5 .. 

.. 
~esponse Total Limit 

.. 

Number of 15 187 290 85 28 81 28 714 
Responses 

Percentage 2% 27% 42% 12% 4% 12% -

Upon expanding the questionnaire to a wider audience through the newspaper 
advertisement, approximately 71 percent of respondents were in favour of a limit of 3 bags 
or less. 

Upon combining the results of the open house and new~:paiper questionnaire, 
approximately 68% are in favour of a limit of three bags or less as outlined below. 

Combined Results (Open house and newspapm questionnaires) 

.. 
Preferred No 

' . . ~:··; / 

Response Limit 1 2 .. 3 .. 4 . 5 ' u 1.lmtted .. Total 
',' ' 

J) 

Approximated 
Number of 15 187 352. 85 :28 151 30 848 
Responses 

-
Percentage • 2% 23% 43°/i~ 10% ~3% I 18% -

I I 

D. WINTER 81-WEEKL V COLLECTION 

Are you in favour of garbage collection every other week in the winter? Possible savings: 
$0.50 to $3.00 per household per year. 

. . 
In Favour of Bi-weekly 1 '2 3 4 + 5 No Total 
Winter Collection? Yes ::. No Response ... 
Number of Responses 415 42 38 18 330 5 848 

Percentage 49% 5% 501c> 2% 39% -

2 



26 

The above results indicate that respondents are almost evenly ~>plit on the issue of bi­
weekly collection in the winter with slightly more in favour. Many that were not in favour 
felt that the savings did not justify the inconvenience. 

E. ROTATING SCHEDULE 

Are you in favour of no garbage c:ollection on statutory t1olidays? Instead, after each 
statutory holiday your garbage collection day would change. Possible savings: $0.75 to 
$1.00 per household per year. 

In Favour of 1 2 :-1 4 5 No Total 
Rotating Schedule? Yes No Response 

Number of 412 33 30 16 340 17 848 
Responses 

Percentage 49% 4% 417'0 2% 41% -

The results indicate that the respondents were evenly split on tf1is issue. Once again, 
respondents that were not in favour generally i'elt that the cost sa1i1ings were insignificant 
relative to the inconvenience. 

F. Bl-WEEKLY COLLECTION - RESIDENTIAL RECYCLIN(-i 

Are you in favour of reducing blue box collection frequency to once every other week? 
Possible savings: $6.00 to $10.00 per household per year. 

In Favour of Bi-Weekly 1 2 3 4 5 No Total 
Blue Box Collection? Yes No Response 

Number of Responses 631 33 28 9 128 19 848 

Percentage 76% 4% :3% 1% 15%1 ·-

The above results show clear support for reducing the frequency of blue box collection to 
every other week. It should be noted that many of the people that were not in favour 
indicated that they fill their blue box on a weekly basis. 

3 
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G. RECYCLING DROP-OFF DEPOT 

Are you in favour of eliminating the Blue Box Pro~1ram and replacing iit with a drop-off depot 
program? 

' 

2 l 3> 
In Favour of 
Recycling Drop-Off 1 . :4. 5 No Total 
Depot? Yes 

''· '", ': ,, 

No Response . . .. .. 

Number of 140 8 34 29 622 
I 

15 

~ Responses 

Percentage 17% 1% 4% 3% 75% -

The above results indicate that the rE~spondents wished to maintain tht~ Blue Box Program 
and did not want to change to a depot system. 

H. YARD WASTE 

Are you in favour of the City providing a drop-off depot for yard wastE~? 

. 

In Favour of ' 

Yard Waste 1 2 3 I 4 5 ' No Total 
Drop-Off Depot? Yes I No Response 

'i. 

Number of Response 651 16 37 4 121 

~ Percentage 79% 2% 4% 0% 15% 

The above results indicate that the n9spondents wish the City to provide a yard waste drop­
off location. 

NOTE: All percentages have been rounded to the nearest whole number. 

4 
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A"IT ACHMENT #2 

SUMMARY OF RESULTS 
COMMERCIAL GARBAGE COLLECTl()N SERVICE QUESTIONNAIRE 

In order to obtain input from commercial businesses on tendering o1' commercial garbage 
collection, a questionnaire was insert1ed in utility bills and mailed to commercial businesses 
in late January, 1996. A total of 171 questionnaires were returned. A summary of the 
results are outlined below. 

"Do you agree with the City tenderin!~ commercial garbage collection and contracting out 
an exclusive right to one contractor 1for collection of commercial garbage?" 

I I [ 21 3 

-
1 4 5 Total 

Strongly 
,. s rongly 

Agree· · .. D .sagree 

Number of 64 28 21 15 43 1~ Responses 

Percentage 37% 161% 12°/i~ 9% 25% 

The survey results show that approximately 58 percent of respondents would liki~ to see 
the City continue to tender commercial garbage' collection. Appro)rifnately 12 percent did 
not have a strong opinion one way or the other, and 34 percent felt that they would like to 
be able to make their own arrangements for garbage collection Jn a competitive market 
place. 

Several of the people that want the City to continue to tender commercial garbage 
collection indicated they were very ,happy with the current service. Others felt thi~y could 
be sure garbage was really going to the landfill and that some bu$~im~sses may not retain 
an adequate level of service if they hire their own contractor. 

Businesses that want the City to discontinue tendering commercial garbage collection cited 
a variety of reasons including philosophical opposition to anythinf7 which might inhibit 
competitive market forces. Others indicated dissatisfaction with the current system, which 
doesn't provide maximum flexibility for low volume generators. UndHr the current system 
bins must be picked up a minimum of once pe'r week. 

Some businesses felt that the current system can be a deterrent to cardboard n~cycling. 
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COMMENTS: 

We compliment the Public Works Manager, Director of Develloprnent Services and 
Public Works Engineer, Mary Stewart, for a comprehensive and well researchecl report 
on tendering for garbage collection and recycling. In keeping wlith our Strategic Plan, 
we have undergone a very significant public input process in pneparing this report for 
Council. As pointed out, although thle results are not statistically valid, they do provide a 
very useful indicator to assist Council in making a decision. We concur with the 
recommendations contained within the report and recommEmcl Council approve 
proceeding to tender. Following this process, Council will then HavE~ the opportunity to 
evaluate the various options on the basis of known costs ~ather than estimates. 
Although not mentioned in the report, it is our intention to tender for a five year contract, 
as in the past. 

"G.D. SURKAN" 
Mayor 

"H.M.C. DAY" 
City Manager 



i>ATE: March 26, 1996 

TO: Public Works Mana~1er 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: GARBAGE COLLECTION RECYCLING AND TENbERING PROCESS 

At the Council Meeting of March 25, 1996, consideration was giv~n to your report dated 
March 17, 1996, concerning the above topic. At this meeting, the following resolutions 
were passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Dee~,, having 
considered report from the Director of Development Service~s and 
the Public Works Manager dated March 19, 1996, re: Garbage 
Collection and Recycling Tendering Process, hereby agrees as 
follows: 

1. That winter bi1weekly residential garbage eolllection 
not be tendered as an option. 

2. That residential garbagi3 collection based on a 
schedule which rotates after each statutory holiday 
not be considered; and 

That residential garbage c:ollection be tendened based 
on the existin~1 schedule of garbage collection on all 
Statutory Holidays except Christmas Day and New 
Year's Day. 

3. That the Utility Bylaw be revised effective January 1 , 
1997, such that all multi-family dwellings ar~ required 
to have a minimum garbage collection service and 
associated fee; and 

That the minimum service~ be either weekly hand pick 
up or weekly container colllection. 

4. That all multi-family dwellings be required te> use the 
services of the City's successful bidder on the 
residential waste collection contract:. 

... I 2 
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5. That bi-weekly collection of recyclables usirllg a blue 
box program be tendered as an option, allong with 
weekly collection, and a decision be made upon 
analysis of the tenders. 

6. That drop-oft' depots for recyclables not be 
considered further at this time. 

7. That a yard waste drop··off depot and composting 
operation be included in the tender. 

8. That the tendeir be set up such that contra¢tors may 
bid on one or both of the following componertits: 

a) Garbag1e Collection includes garbage 
collection from single family and rrllultifamily 
dwelling1s and commercial businesse$, as well 
as yard waste collection and cdmposting 
options. 

b) Residential Recycling - includes ¢oll1ection, 
processing, and sale of recyclable materials 
from single family a.nd multifamily dwellings. 

9. That the succiessful biddE~r for either the Rlesidential 
Recycling or Garbage Collection componemts of the 
tender is not eligible to operate the City of RE~d Deer's 
landfill site, 

and as presented to Council March 25, 1996." 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having 
considered report from the Director of Development Services and 
the Public Works Manager dated March 19, 1996, re: Garbage 
Collection and Recycling Tendering Process, hereby agree~s that 
the tender include the folllowing options relative, to lirtiiting the 
number of bags/cans per we~ek for all single family dwellings: 

... I 3 



Public Works Manager 
March 26, 1996 
Page 3 

1. no limit, 

2. a 3 bag/can per week limit, or 

3. a 5 bag/can per week limit. 

Further, with respect to items 2 and 3 above, residents would be 
required to purchase stickers from The1 City for bags in Eixcess of 
the limits. The cost of thei stickers would be based c>n a fee 
charged by the contractor and administration costs, 

and as presented to Council March 25, 1996." 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, l1aving 
considered report from the Director of Development Service~s and 
the Public Works Manager dated March 19, 1996, re: Garbage 
Collection and Recycling Te1ndering Process, hereby agrees that a 
city wide and an optional (subscription) yard waste collection and 
composting program be included in th1~ tender and a decision on 
these services be made upon analysis of the tenders,, a.nd as 
presented to Council March 25, 1996." 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having 
considered report from the Director of Development Servicos and 
the Public Works Manager dated March 19, 1996, re: Garbage 
Collection and Recycling Tendering Process, hereby agree~s that 
the City continue to tendiar the exclusive right to cellmrnercial 
garbage collection using hand pick-up and front-end lift cc>ntainers. 
Roll-off bins and compactors be excluded from the contract. The 
hauling of construction and demolition waste and recyclable 
materials from commercial establishments be excluded from the 
contract. 

... I 4 
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That waste materials which are not aGcepted at the Ci~r of Red 
Deer's landfill site be exclud~3d from the contract. 

Council further agrees to tender as an option, the <*.bility for 
commercial outlets to set thE~ir own regularity (variable/on demand) 
of pick·-up, and as presented! to Council March 25, 1996." 

trust you will now proceed with the tende1ring process and that a report will be 
presented to Council for consideration of the tE!nders submitted. 

KK/clr 

cc: Director of Development Services 
Director of Corporate Services 
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DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 
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March 14, 1996 

City Clerk 

Director of Corp•:>rate Services 

APPOINTMENT OF THE CITY'S REPRESENTATIVE 
TO THE ALBERT.~ MUNICIPAL FINANCING QORPORATION 
ANNUAL MEETINIG ON FRIC>AY, APRIL 19, 1996 

In previous years City Council has designa-ted the Director of Corporate Services 
as the City's representative to the above noted meeting. If Council agrees to 
continue to do so, the following resolution is required: 

"That Alan Wilcock, or designee, be appointed to 
represent and vote the shares of The City o~' Fted 
Deer at the Annual General Meeting of the Albe1rta 
Municipal Financing Corporation to be held on April 
19, 1996 in Edmonton." 

A. Wilcock, B. Comm., C.A. 
Director of Corporate Services 

a\m\clk aw as city's rep amfc mar14 96 
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COMMENTS: 

We concur with the recommendation of the Diriector of Corporate Services. 

"G.D. SURKAf\J" 
Mayor 

"H.M.C. DAY" 
City Manager 



DATE: March 27, 1996 

TO: Director of Corporate Services 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: APPOINTMENT OF C:ITY REPRESENTATIVE TO !THE ALBERTA 
MUNICIPAL FINANCING CORPORATION'S ANN0AL GENERAL. 
MEETING 

At the Council Meeting of March 25i, 1996, consideration was giv~n to your report dated 
March 14, 1996 concerning the above. At this meeting the fdllowing resolution was 
passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, app<l>ints Alan 
Wilcock, or designate, to represent and vote the shares of The City 
of Red Deer at the Annual General Meeting of the Alberta 
Municipal Financing Corporation, to bei held on April 19, 1 H96, in 
Edmonton, Alberta, and as presented tc1 Council March 29, 1 !396." 

The de~on of Council in this instance is submitted for your information. 

~ r 4~,,#~7' 
5(:i;;ti:s~ 
City Clerk 

KK/clr 
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1.TEM NO. 3 

DATE: 

TO: 

FROM 

RE: 

March 15, 1996 

CITY COUNCIL 

KELLY KLOSS, City Clerk 
DON BATCHELOR, Recreation, Parks & Culture Mru:1ager 

CEMETERY OPERATIONS: 
- BURIAL LINERS 
- CEMETERY BYLAW AMENDMENTS 

RPC - 5.905 

In 1995, the City Clerk's and Recreation, Parks & Culture Departm~nts, in consultation with 
local funeral homes and monument companies, undertook a review of cemetery services in 
relation to funeral services. This review was intended to clearly separate cemetery services 
best provided to the public by the City, and services best provided by funeral homes relative to 
funerals. The City provides cemetery services illlcluding the sale of liners, perpetual care, a 
cemetery lot, grave opening/closing/burial service and the placement of foundations and 
monuments. The fees for these services are outlined in the Cemetery· Bylaw. Funeral homes 
provide services related to the preparation of de:ceased for burial ot· cremation and making 
suitable bereavement, social, religious, spiritual, financial and insu:rtanc:e arrangements with 
the affected family. Fees associated with thE~se funeral service$ can vary significantly 
depending on the funeral home and the type of funeral services chosen. 

A contentious issue has been the sale of concrete burial liners. In t];ie past, both The City of 
Red Deer and funeral homes have sold liners to the public. The lin¢rs are mandatory for all 
regular burials. Caskets are encased in this concrete liner box which eliminates soil settlement, 
preserves the casket and provides economies in cemetery operations. 

On February 13, 1995, City Council passed a resolution relating to c:hanges in the Cemetery 
Bylaw that included: 

1. All liner, vault, monument and foundation installations w<iulcl be the responsibility 
of the City. 

2. All "pre-need" sales of burial liners would be the responsibility of the City. 
3. All "at need" sales ofburiall liners would be the responsibility of funeral homes. 

The sale of cemetery concrete liners a.t the time of need was left with1the: funeral homes, along 
with the sale of vaults. This compromise was reached in order to continue to allow The City 
and funeral homes the ability to sell liners (as they have in the past), but also to clearly define 
and separate when The City and funeral homes can sell liners. 

A cemetery liner is a concrete box acquired by the City from a pre-ca$t concrete distributor for 
approximately $210. These liners are transported, stored, handled, :installed and sold by the 
City to the public for $410 (proposed 1996). The: difference in the ~cquisition and the public 
sale price is a benefit to the operation and maintEmance of the cemet¢ry which reduces the tax 
support required to provide cemetery services to residents. J.,uneral home~s can sell liners to the 
public for different prices. The City is aware that some liners have be~n sold (including: the City 
installation fee) to the public for in excess of $500. Liners can be oitdered and transported to 
the City cemeteries by making a simple phone call. Funeral homes c$n order and sell liners to 
the public without ever seeing or touching the liner because it is part. of the burial or cemetery 
service carried out by the City Cemetery staff. 
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Although the changes regarding liners implemented in 199fi worked in the direction of better 
defining City cemetery services from those services provided by funeral homes, we are receiving 
an increasing number of complaints and concerns from the public. The public complaints are 
focused on cost. In 1995, the City sold liners only when purchasers buy a cemetery plot in 
advance of need or burial. The cost was $450. The funeral homes ptim:arily sell liners when 
they are immediately required (time of need or burial) and are chargiQ'g a fee in excess of $500. 
Public complaints have been focused on the fact that different prices for the same product are 
being charged between The City and funeral homes. Although the su11>pliers of these liners are 
different, the basic construction and purpose is identical. The Cit~' of Red Deer has been 
lobbied by a number of individuals who have taken the City to task for having this discrepancy 
between liner prices charged by the C:ity and that charged by funeral homes and would like the 
issue resolved.. The individuals are claiming that they were charge~. in excess of $500 for a 
concrete liner, purchased from a funeral home, that they would have preferred to have 
purchased from the City at a much lower cost, but could not. 

In the interest of customer service, fairness, low-cost cemetery/fuI11eral services and public 
satisfaction, the City Clerk's Office and the Recreation, Parks & Culture Department 
considered a number of alternatives. To resolve this dilemma and the inconsistent pricing 
offered to the public for cemetery liners, the following amendments to the Cemetery Bylaw and 
operations are proposed: 

• All cemetery concrete liners would be sold by The City of Red Deer. These liners would 
be sold at a new reduced price of $410 (proposed 1996) as outlined in Schedule D of the 
Proposed Cemetery Bylaw. (19195 liner price= $450) 

• Extensive promotion of City cemetery serv[ces and prices (incl~ding liners) would be 
displayed at the City Clerk's Office, at the cemeteries, in brochttres and in the 
Community Services Activity Guide. 

The intent of the attached amendments to the Cemetery Bylaw is to provide consistent 
customer service with no variable pricing for the same service or product. At the same time, a 
greater public awareness and understanding of economic options for cemetery and funeral 
services will be achieved. 

The above proposal has been discussed with representatives of the tw<t> funeral homes located in 
Red Deer. They have agreed to the changes outlined above. 

RECOMMENDATION 

1. That City Council approve and give three readings to Cemetery Bylaw Amendment 
3126/A-96 which stipulates that concrete liners shall be sold only by The City of Red 
Deer and that funeral homes continue with the sale of vaults. 

DON BATCHELOR 
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City Council 
Page3 
March 15, 199() 

DB/ad 

Atts. 

c. H.M.C. Day, City Manager 
Cheryl Adams, Council/Committee Secretary 
Lowell R. Hodgson, Director of Community Services 
Rolf Westera, Cemetery Foreman 
Ron Kraft, Parks Construction/Maintenance Superintendent 
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COMMENTS: 

We concur with the recommendations of the Administration and a.re pleased to see that 
this issue has been resolved with the funeral homes, which should result in far fewer 
complaints from the public. 

"G.D. SURKAN" 
Mayor 

"H.M.C. DA.Y" 
City Manager 



DATE: March 27, 1996 

TO: Recreation, Parks and Culture Manager 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: CEMETERY OPERATIONS 
CEMETERY BYLAW AMENDMENT 3126/A-96 

At the Council Meeting of March 2S, 1996, consideration was giv~n to your report dated 
March 15, 1996 concerning the al)ove. At thiis meeting three reaclings were 9iven to 
Cemetery Bylaw Amendment 3126/A-96. 

I will be corresponding with the various funeral homes and monument companies to 
apprise them of these changes. 

Please find attached hereto, your new Consolidated Copy of C1emetery Bylaw No. 
3126/95. 

/~ 
(:i;(K1~s~

1 

City Clerk 

KK/clr 
attchs. 

cc: Director of Community Services (Bylaw Attached) 
Cheryl Adams (Bylaw Attached) 



THE CITY OF RED DEER 
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEERI, ALBERTA 1r4N 3T4 

City Clerk's Department 
(403) 342-8132 FAX (403) 346-6195 

March 27, 1996 

«Name» 

Dear Sir/Madam: 

RE: AMENDMENTS TO THE CITY OF RED DEER 
CEMETERY BYLAW NO. 3126195 

FILE No. 

FAX: (403) 346-6195 

At the City of Red Deer's Council Meeting held March 25, 1996, Bylaw 3126/A-·96 was 
given three readings, a copy of which is attached hereto. 

Bylaw 3126/A-96 amends Cemetery Bylaw No. 3126/95 with respect to lirn:Hs and 
placement of foundations. Changes have been made to sections 21 (3), 34 and 35, and 
to Appendix ''D", in particular. 

Also, please find attached hereto a consolidated copy of CemetlE:Hy Bylaw No. :3126/95 
which incorporates the changes. Please discard any previou$ copies of Bylaw No. 
3126/95 that you have and replace with the attached. 

If you have any questions or require additional information, pleasi:? do not hesitate to 
contact the undersigned. 

Sincerely, 

Kelly Kloss 
City Clerk 

KK/clr 
attchs. 

cc: Recreation, Parks and Culture Manager 
Cheryl Adams, Cemetery 
Rolf Westera, Cemetery Fo1reman 



D15TR1BUT10N Ll5T FOR NO. 3126/95 
CEMETERY BYLAW AND BYLAW 
AMENDMENT 3126/A-96 .l996 MARCll 28/cl r 

Name 
Bowker's Funeral Homes Ltd. 
Box 4007 
Ponoka, ~-B T 4J 1 RS 
Eventide Funeral Chapels Ltd. 
4820 - 45 Street 
Red Deer, AB T4N 1K5 
Metcalf Funeral Chapel Ltd. 
4200 - 49 Avenue 
lnnisfail. AB TOM 1 AO 
Red Deer Funeral Home Ltd. 
6150 - 67 Street 
Bed Dee_rL AB T4P 3M1 
Sylvan Lake Funeral Home 
Box 400 
Sylvan La~ AB TOM 1 ZO 
Wilson's Funeral Chapel 
P.O. Box 339 
Lacombe,_AB TOC 1SO 
Rocky Funeral Home 
4804 - 48 Street 
Rocky Mt~ House, AB TOM 1 TO 
The Memorial Society of Red D1eer & District 
Box 817 

_Red Defil~B T 4N 5H2 _____ _ 
Everest 
R. R. 1 , Box 1021 B 
§y!van L<!ke, AB TOM 1 ZO 
Red Deer Granite & Bronze 
4820 - 45 Street 
.Red Dee(,_.AB T4N 1K5 __ . ___ _ 
Red Deer Monumental Ltd. 
4802 - 51 Avenue 
Red Dee~, AB T4N 4H3 
Remco Memorials Ltd. 
5017 - 45 Street 
Red Deer, AB T 4N 1 KS 
CentrafMonument --
4916 - 48 Avenue 
_lnnisfailAB T4G 1 N7 
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J.TEH NO. 4 

DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

March 4, 1996 

City Clerk 

Engineering Department ManagHr 
Inspections & Licensing Manager 

RE: UPDATED USE OF STREETS BY-LAW 

As a result of the new Municipal Government Act, the Engineering and Inspections 
Departments have be working with the City Solicitor to upgrade and clarify the current 
By-law so that it complies with the new Act. 

Accordingly, we are attaching a revised By-law. There ane no new regulations 
contained in the By-law. The major point of clarification is that the Engineering 
Department will be responsible for permits re!lative to the~ use of public streets, walks, 
lanes, and utility lots, and the Inspections & Licensing Department will be responsible 
for hoarding permits which are related to the protection <::if public from on-site 
construction activities. 

Permit Fees, as established in Schedule A, are unchanged from 19i95; as our costs are 
being recovered within the current rates. 

RECOMMENDATION 

We would respectfully recommend that Council approve that revised By-law at the next 
meeting. , 

r~~~/ 
'-=l~-'cp 

Ken G. Hasl6p, P. Eng. 
Engineering Department Manager 

KGH/emg 
Att. 
c.c. City Solicitor 
c.c. Director of Development Services 

~v~ 4-t~~=~ 
Ryan trader .... _--__J 

Inspections and Ucemsing Manager 
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COMMENTS: 

We recommend that Council give three readin~1s to the proposed /bylaw. 

"G.D. SURKAN" 
Mayor 

"H.M.C. DAY" 
City Manager 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

March 27, 1996 

Engineering Department Manager 
Inspections and Lic1msing Manager 

City Clerk 

USE OF STREETS BYLAW NO. 3161 /96 

At the Council Meeting of March 25, 1996, consideration was given to your report dated 
March 4, 1996 concerning the above topic and at which meetir11g the updated Use of 
Streets Bylaw No. 3161/96 was passed. A consolidated copy of the noted bylaw is 
attached hereto. 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory. 

~~ 
City Cl 

KK/ Ir 

cc: Director of Development Services 
City Solicitor 



ITEM NO. 5 
38 

DATE: March 19, 1996 

TO: City Council 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: CANCELLATION OF MONDAY, JUNE 3, 1996 COUNCIL MEETING 

The Federation of Canadian Municipalities Annual Convention is beiing held in Calgary 
from May 31 to June 3, 1996. 

As the majority of Council members are planning to attend this convention, a quorum 
would not be available for the Monclay, June 3, 1996, Council Meeting. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

That the June 3, 1996 Council Meeting be cancelled. 

/~/,4' 
~~{ 

KK/fm 

COMMENTS: 

we concur with the recommendaUon of the City Clerk. 

"G.D .. SURK.J~N" 
Mayor 

"H.M.C. DAY" 
City Manageir 



FIL.E No. 

THE CITY OF REC> DEER 
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA 1'4N 3T4 F.~X: (403) 346-6195 

City Clerk's Department 
(403) 342-8132 FAX (403) 346-6195 

March 27, 1 996 

fffxJ!) -fl? 
~l fff-JL-1*-fJ m )-;{);/-I MEDIA IN RED DEER, ALBERTA 

Dear Sir/Madam: f 6. u'3 -~ '7 ·t/2. 

RE: CANCELLATION OF MONl)A Y, JUNE 3, 1996 COUNClb MEETING 

At the City of Red Deer's Council Meeting helcl March 25, 1996, the following resolution 
was passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, lnaving 
considered report from the City Clerk dated March 19, ·1996, re: 
Cancellation of Monday, June 3, 1996 Council Meeting, hereby 
agrees that the Monday, June 3, 1996 Council Meeting be 
cancelled, and as presented to Council March 25, 1996." 

I trust you will now be updating your records accordingly. 

Sincerely, . 
~/· /7 

//~~~:7 ~ ;Ti 
' Kelly Kloss/ 

City Clerk/ 

KK/clr 
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THE c::1-rv •OF AECJI DEEA 
---------

T4N3"T4 - - -----rtAX:-;t..,_ ....,..•1•a 
C'i.'°)11 Ch..--.-k ... [->6pa.nme.nl 
<4C>:.-i') 34.:l.-Kl32 F.-...X (403) 346 619!'1i 

March 27. 1 90Fio 

MEDIA IN RED DEER, ALBEA-1 A 

Dear Slr/tv'la.dam: 

_.n ...... e--.: _ _..c. ..... :A,.N._...C=ELLA TIOIV OF MON£JA Y, JUNe ~ 'flilliHS COUNCIL,, Nlfili!!ETl-G 

A-c; the City of 'Red ~er·s Council l'vlleellng held March 2!;>, 1 996. the following rel'3olution 
was pa~sed: 

"AESOLVcD t:hat Council of The C:lty of Reef Deeir. having 
considered report from the City Clerk dated Marc:h 19, ·1 9!~6. re: 
Cancellation of Monday • .JLine 3, 1 99tB CnuncU IVteeting, hereby 
agrees that the Monday, June 3, ·1 eae Co1.1ncll Mcietl ng be 
cancelled. and as presented to Council March 25, 1996.-

I trust you will now be updating your records a.::~cordingly 

Sincerely, __ -- ~------ ,...<'-·-

~~~----· ~e11yfu~/ 
Clt:y Clerk/ 

KK/clr 
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l"IL• Nv, 

THE C:ITV tOF FIECI> DEER 
p_ o_ Box .. .....,. R~D Door:.A .. AL.,E:RYA ..... N 3T4 

C:hy Cl...-k. '• DO"J"•..-t.ncn.t. 
(-403; 342-&132 F.'-"" (4«..""r~\) "-1-46-619~ 

March 27. 1 996 

MEDIA IN RED DE:::.ER, ALBERTA 

Dear Sir/Madam: 

At the City of IAe<.J Deer·s Councll Meeting held March 2fi, 1 996, llhe following reH•ulutiun 
was pa~$eu; 

~RE:::SOLVED that Council of The City ot Hedi Dee11 .. having 
considnrod report from the City Clerk dated March 19, ;19S:~6. re: 
Cancellation of Monday, June 3, 19913 Council l\.4euting. hereby 
agrees that the Monday. June 3, i1 996 Coun•oll Meletlng be 
cancelled. and as presented to Council ·Maren 2b, 1996 ... 

I trunt you vvill now be updating your records .ac;cordingly·. 

SI ncerely. __ 

~~~ 
"" Kelly klo:ss/ 

City ClerK/ 

KK/clr 
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THE CITV (:>F FIED DEER 

City Cl..._, . .._'"" Deparc.menL 
(403) 342 .. 8132 PAX (403) :J..4t5-lf•l9.1' 

March 27. 1 996 

Mt:DIA IN RED DEER, ALBcATA 

Dear Si r/Mactam: 

RE: CANCELL.A T10N OF 11140/VD'!f' Y, JUN#iii ;:::J, -Wl/iltiNl!f C:::C>LJNC::IL 1!!!!,;;.;:E=-T..._'1,..,---G....., ______ _ 

At the City of Red Deer's Council M·eeting held March 25', 11996, the 1rollowing reu;;;olutlon 
waa passed:. 

~RESC>LVEC"'.> that Council or The Ci1ty of A1~c1 Daer t11avlng 
considered report from the •City Clerk dn.tnd March 19. 10916. re· 
Cancellation of Monday. ,June 3. 199U Council Meeting,, _hereby 
agrees that the Monday, .June 3, 1 996 Counc'il Mef,,t1ng be 
cancelled, and as presented to Council IVlarc'h 25, 1•B96.-

1 trust you vvill now be updating you1r records ac:cordlngly. 

Si nee rely. _ -------- ~--

~~>~ 
K;1;y~~/ 
City Clark7 

KK/olr 
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Tl-IE C:: ITV t:::>F AECI• DEER 
P. C>. llOX 5008. RED DEER. ALllEFITA 

Ci'LY Clerk.• a C>vpw ,,,nc-nt 
(403) ~·.1:113,. FAX (403) 3'"'6-6195 

Maroh 27. 1 996 

MEDIA IN RED DEER. ALBERTA 

Dear Sir/Madam' 

CANCELLA 770N_QF llAONCJl.A Y, JUNE .3, _,996 C'OUNCIL IWE,.....,E-.·.-T..-'1.-N ..... G.._ _____ _ 

At th•~ City of l°"ed Deer's Council Meeting held March .25, 1 996. the following resolution 
wa."5 pae&ed: 

"'RESOLVED t:hat Council of The C.ity of Rec Deer. t1aving 
considered report frnm the C::ity Clerk dated March 1 9. '11 9!E~6. re: 
Cancellation of Monday. JL1ne 3. 199~:> Council "iloetlng, hereby 
agrees that the Monday, .June 3, ·1 ses C::ounc::il Meeting be 
cancelled, and a.a presented to Council March 25, 1996.-

1 trust you will now be updating your records eu::::cordingl)l'­

Sinoerely, _ 

~~~ 
Kelly Klos~ 
Clt:y CIE>rk 

KK/clr 
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THE CITY' 4:>F AECI• DEER 
P- C>. BOX tlOflA. RaD Dl!IER, ALlll!!.RTA 

Chy Cl..-k ·,. l~pa.runent 
(403) ~-8132 FAX (40-J) 3--6195 

March 27. 1 996 

MEDIA IN AE::l.:I DEER. ALBERTA 

Dear Sir/Madan>: 

RE: CANCELLATION OF 1140ND•A Y, JUNE 3, 'ISll!NS COUNCIL __ lll~':_E~'Tl-"IN_G _______ _ 

At: the City of n ... d Deer's Councll Meeting held March 2S, ·1 996, the following re~;olution 
vvas pa.5sed. 

""RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer<, tiavlng 
considered report from the City Clerk dated Ma.rch 19, 1 9!!il6. re: 
Ca.ncella.tlon of Monday • .June 3. 199•:1 Councll Meeting. hereby 
agree& that tt1u Monday, .June 3, ,, 996 Councc:il Meleting be 
cancelled, and as presented to Counc..:11 IMaroh 25 .. 1 996." 

I trust you will now be updating your records acx:ordlngly_ 

SI nee rely, __ 

~4AP-
... Kelly~/ 

City Clerk/ 

KK/clr 
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Mau-:h 27, 1 996 

MEDIA IN RE'D DEER, ALBEA.TA 

Dear Sir/Madam: 

At the City of Red Deer's Council "'~eating held March 25, 1996. the following resolutlon 
was passed: 

''RESOLVE.D that Council of The City of Ae(:l Deer·. having 
considered report frorn the City Clerk dated March 1 9, .19106. re: 
Cancellation nf Monday • .June 3, 1996 Council Meeting, hereby 
agr·ee5. that the Monday, June 3, 1 99113 Councll ME)oeti ng be 
cancelled, and aa presented! to Council March 25·, 11996." 

I trust you will now bn updating your records accordingly. 

Sincerely,_. 

__ £;~P-
.r Kai ly kloa'/ 

City Clerk. 

K.K/clr 
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OITV C>F IREIC> 

CJ.wy Clerk .. • I>cpart.n'lcnl. 
C.a3) :~42-8132 FAX (403) "°46-619" 

March 27. 1 906 

MEDIA IN RED DEER. ALBERTA 

Dear Su/Madam: 

~11-• ..... 

CANCl:LLA 770N OF NIONL'11A Y, JUNE 3" "1896 COUNCii.¢ M,EETING 

At the City of Red Deer·,.. Council IVleetlng heldl March ~5. 1 996, the followin9 ..-e,s.olution 
wa.& passed: 

-AE=SOL VED t-hnt Council of The City ot Reel De~ur. having 
considered report from the City Clerk dated March 19. ·1 eos. re. 
Cancellation of Monday •• June 3, 199•6 Cour1cil Meetlnm. hereby 
agrees that the Monday. June 3, ·1 see Councll Meleting be 
cancelled. and as presented to Council March 26. 1996.-

I tru&t yolJ will novv be updating your records a1o:cordin9ly. 

SI nee rely •. -

~~~ 
. Kel~fu~~ 

City Clerk· 

KK/clr 
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MEDIA IN FlED DEER, ALBEH"l A 

Dear Sir/Ma.dam: 
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At the Cltcy of Red Deer's Council IVleeting held! March 25, 1 996, the following resolution 
was passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The C:lty at Heel Deer, having 
considered report from the City Clerk dated Marc:h 19. ·1 9!~6. re: 
Cancellation of Monday. June 3. 199<6 Council Meetinc:bi, tiereby 
agrees tha.tc the Monday. june 3, ·1 see councll MJeting be 
cancelled. and as presented to Council March 25, 1996. •• 

1 trust you will r1ovv be updating your records a•:x:ordingly. 

KKlclr 
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DATE: 

TO: 

March 27, 1996 

Mayor and City Manager's Office 
City Councillors 
Directors 
Department Heads 
Parkland Community Planning Services 
City Solicitor 
City Hall Receptionist 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: CANCELLATION OF~ MONDAY, JUNE 3, 1996 COUHCIL MEETING 

At the Council Meeting of March 25, 1996, 1the followin!~ resolution was passed with 
respect to the above: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having 
considered report from the City Clerk dated March 19, 1996, re: 
Cancellation of Monday, June 3, 19916 Council Meetin~, hereby 
agrees that the Monday, June 3, 1996 Council Meeting be 
cancened, and as presented to Council March 2Ei, ·1996." 

Please update your calendars in accordance with the above. 

4~ 

~~ 
City Clerk/ 

KK/clr 
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MEMORANDUM 

Date: 14 March 1996 

To: Kelly Kloss, 
City Clerk 

From: Paul Meyette, 
Principal Planner 

Re: MARILYN WATTENBARGER I REQUEST FOR AMENDMENT 
RE PARKING OF RECREATION VEHICLES 

Suite 500, 4808 Ross Street 
Red Deer, .Alberta T4N 1X5 

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

Marilyn Wattenbarger is requesting that the Land Use Bylaw be amended to prevent the parking of 
recreation vehicles in the front yard during the summ1~r months. 

Background Information 

As Marilyn Wattenbarger states in her letter, City Council amended the Land Use Bylaw in July, 
1995 to allow the parking of recreation vehicles in the front yard. This re;::oning took place after 
Alderman Lawrence presented the following notice of motion: 

"WHEREAS the Land Use Bylaw defines the term Trailer' as: any vehicle or 
conveyance equipped or designed to be equipped with wheels, whether self­
propelled or not, and any building having no foundation otl1er than jacks or skids, 
which is used or intended for use as a dwelling or sleepin~i place for one or more 
persons; 

AND WHEREAS the Land Use Bylaw provides that such a Trailer is not to be parked 
in a front yard of a site in a residential area; 

AND WHEREAS this provision causes hardship for residents in findin1g a location to 
park their trailer. 

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that Council of The City of Redl Deer hereby 
agrees that the Land Use Bylaw be amended to allow for the parkin~1 of a 'Trailer' in 
the driveway of a site in a residential area during the time period of May 15 to 
September 15 in any given year." 
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Comments 

Planning staff do not support the parking of recreation vehicles in the front yard continuously 
between May and September of each year. Planning staff feel that the parkiqg of recreation vehicles 
detracts from the aesthetics of the street and affects the use and e!njoyment of the adjacent front 
yard. Notwithstanding our views, there appears to be strong opinion both for and against this issue 
in the community. 

Council has several options available to them. 

Option #1 To leave the Bylaw as is to allow for a full summer of front y<:1rd recreational vehicle 
parking. During or after this period, Council could seek public input to determine the 
level of community support for front yard parking of recreational vehicles. 

Option #2 To look at a compromise such as requiring that a recreation~! vehicle could not be 
parked in the front yard for a continuous pe!riod exceeding two w~eks between May and 
September of any year. Council may wish to have some! public ij1put before proceeding 
with this or any other compromise to determine whether it adequately addresses 
community concerns. 

Option #3 To amend the Land Use Bylaw to eliminate any provision folr front yard parking of 
recreation vehicles. This would reverse the 1995 decision; somle public consultation is 
desirable before taking this action. Proponents of the 1995 Bylaw would likely petition 
Council to have the Bylaw reinstated. 

RECOMMENDATION 

Planning staff recommend that Council explore Option #2. 

P. Meyette 

cc: Director of Development Services 
Inspections and Licensing Manager 
RC.M.P. Inspector 

PM:mak 



Date: 

To: 

From: 

March 18, 1996 

KELLY KLOSS 
City Clerk 

RYAN STRADER 
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Inspections and Lic•:tnsing Manager 

RE: MARYLYN WATTENBARGER- RECREATIONAL VEHCILES 

In response to your memo regarding the above referenced, we have the following 
comments for Council's consideratiion. 

In 1995, Council amended the Land Use Bylaw, to allow recreational vehicles to park 
on residentia'I sites for 48 hours, from May 01 to September 30. If they wish to remain 
beyond that time, then approval from the Development Officer must be granted. The 
situation described by Ms. Wattenbarger would appear to be contrary to the 
amendment, if the vehicle stay exceeded the 48 hour maximum, as our records indicate 
that we have not granted approval for traileirs to be used fo~ living and/or sleeping 
accommodation. In the case of vehicles park13d on the street, if the1 Bylaw Enforcement 
Officers were contacted, I am certain they would be able to take ttie necessary action, 
to ensure vehicles were parked on the stre13t in conformance, with the Traffic Bylaw 
(maximum 72 hours). If the trailer is being stored on the site, then the Land Use Bylaw 
as amended would permit that use. 

Recommendation: That Ms. Vl/attenbarge!r's concerns be forv11arded to the Bylaw 
Officers for enforcement regardin1g on street parking. The on~sitE~ storage of the unit 
would appear to conform to The Bylaw. 

,...--I ,;i ' 
. f / / 

// J' I 
/~/J ,, f, ~- -#-- ·----·---

. ; ~~: .... .cL .. ,---·-------~----....___, 
/ v .,./ t ... t_ - -- . -------··~---. ___ _.:.. 

R.STRADER 
Inspections and Licensing Department 

RS:yd 
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TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 
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12MAR96 

City Clerk 

lnsp. G.G.S. SUTfON - OIC RC:MP 

Marilyn WA TIENIBARGER • Request For Amendment 
Parking of Recreation Vehicle's 

Your correspondence requesting input as a result of Ms. WATIENBARGER's letter refers. 

From a Policing perspective, we have not encountered any problems thus far With the Bylaw as it is written. 
Nevertheless, from a personal perspective, there is some merit to Ms. WATIENaAHGER's concerns. There 
is much emphasis in this community to maintain the integ1rity of neighbourhood$ with viewing areas of parks, 
1rees and playgrounds. I do not think any re~sident would want to lose, that through the abuse of a reasonable 
Bylaw. 

This is an interesting dilemma, as I rather doubt whatever decision is made, it will bE~ the wrong one for some 
residents. 

·--;::;'=!'"-'~~' s:..:·:::::-:==::::::::-

( N) lnsp. 
Officer In Charge 
Red Deer City Detachment 
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Bylaw No. 2672/80 

(ii) unenclosed steps, including a landing, not more than 0.6 metres above grade, 
which projects not more than 0.9 metres into the min1imum side yard; except, 
(2672/E-91) 

(iii) no steps, landings, or balccmies may project into a 3.0 metre side yard required 
in a laneless, subdivision, unless provisions are ma<!ie for a garage or carport, or 
vehicular access to the rem of the property. (2672/E-~11) 

(2) On sites in commercial districts where there is a minimum rear yard or setback requirement.a 
canopy if: 

(a) the canopy is at least 3.6 m above the surface of the yard, and 

( b) no supports or posts are constructed under the portion of the ccinopy projecting over the 
minimum rear yard; 

(3) On a site in any district, an e!xterior fire escape not more than 1.2 meteirs wide, provided that in 
commercial districts there slhall be at least 3.6 m clearance from 'the surface of the rear yard. 
(:2672/C-82) 

4.9 OBJECTS PROHIBITED OR RESTl~ICTED IN YARD 

4.9.1 (a) Except as hereinafter provided, no motor vehicle other than $ passenger automobile shall 
be parked on a site in any residentiail district for longier than is necessary to load or unload 
the same. 

(lb) One commercial vehicle of tare weight not exceeding 2,040 kg may be parked on a site 
in any residential district. 

4.9.2 No person shall allow: 

(a) 

(b) 

a commercial motor vehicle or trailer to remain or be park¢d in a front yard of a site in a 
residential district, except trailers parked on a ronstructedi parking pad in the front yard 
shall be exempted from this requlation between the first day of May and the thirtieth day 
of September. (2672/R-95) 

a motor vehicle used for stock car races, a motor vehicle which has all or part of its 
superstructure removed or a motor vehicle which is in a dilelpidated or unsightly condition 
to remain or be park:ed in any yard of a site in a residential dist1rict 

4.9.3 Not more than one trailer shall be parked on any site other than a licensed trailer court or a trailer sales site. 

4.9.4 (a) Except as provided in subclause (b) and (c) hereof, a trailer parked on a site in any district 
shall not be used for living or sleeping accommodation urllless it is parked in a licensed 
trailer court. 

{b) A trailer parked on a site in a residential district: may b~ us13d for living and sleeping 
accommodation by a bona fide tourist for a period not exceeding 48 hours between the 
first day of May and the thirtieth dc:ry of September. 

(c) A trailer parked on a site in a residential district may b~ ust3d for living and sleeping 
accommodation by a bona fide tourist for a period in exces$ of 48 hours between the first 
day of May and the thirtieth day of September, providing: 
(i) the owner of the land obtains approval from the O>eve!lopment Officer; 
(ii) the tourist does not pay rent for the use of the sit~ or facilities; 
(iii) the period shall in no circumstances exceed thirty days without prior approval of 

the Municipal Planning Commission. 

29 
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COMMENTS: 

We acknowledge that this issue has no simple solution and that the public has varying 
divergent views. As a result, we recommend that Council give the existing guidelines 
one full summer of operation to ensure the public has an understanding of its 
implications. Following that, we recommend that Council accept ttlle recommendation of 
Parkland Community Planning Services and ask for publ1ic input on a series of optional 
ways of approaching the issue. 

"G.D. SUR~~N" 
Mayor 

"H.M.C. DAY" 
City Manager 



DATE: MARCH 7, 19913 

TO: DIRECTOR OF COMMUNllTY SERVICES 

DIRECTOR OF CORPORATE SERVICES 

x DIRECTOR OF DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 

CITY ASSESSOR 

E.L. & P. MANAGER 

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT MANAGER 

FIRE CHIEF (EMERGENCY SERVICES) 

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY SERVICES MANAGER 

x INSPECTIONS AND LICENSING MANAGER 

LAND AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGER 

PERSONNEL MANAGER 

PUBLIC WOR~CS MANAGER 

x R.C.M.P. INSPECTOR 

RECREATION, PARKS & CULTURE MANAGEH 

SOCIAL PLANNING MANAGER 

TRANSIT MANAGER 

TREASURY SERVICES MANAGER 

x PRINCIPAL PLANNER IV cl..:i 
CITY SOLICITOR 

O)" C,'f U 
sue PIN 

!!11.,. f:o 
l£D A'.11A 

lo r; t/oN 
"'Ou 

IVc;l 

FROM: CITY CLERK 

RE: Marilyn WattEmbarger/RHquest for Amendment re parking of 

recreational VE!hicles. 

Please submit comments on the attached to this office! by Marc:h 18, 1996 for the 

Council Agenda of March 25, 1996'. 

"Kelly Kloss" 
City Clerk 

f :\data\cou ncil\meeting\for ms\com. tern 



THE CITY OF RED DEER 
P. 0. BOX5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 

City Clerk· s Department 
(403) 342-8132 FAX (403) 346-6195 

March 7, 1996 

Marilyn Wattenbarger 
25 Reeves Crescent 
Red Deer, AB T4P 2Z4 

Dear Ms. Wattenbarger: 

-----
Flt;.E 

I acknowledge receipt of your lettetr dated March 1, 1996 Re: Request for Amendment 
re Parking of Recreational Vehicles. 

This item will be discussed and p1::>ssibly a dE~cision made at the Meeting of Red Deer 
City Council on March 25, 1996. 

Your request has been circulated to City administration for comments. Should you wish 
to receive a copy of the administrative comments prior to the Counc:il meeting, they may 
be picked up at our office on the second floor of City Hall on Friday, March 22, 1996. 

In the event you wish to be present at the Council meeting, would y1ou please telephone 
our office on March 22"d and we will advise you of the approximate time that Council 
will be discussing this item. Council meetings begin at 4:30 p.rn., and adjourn for the 
supper hour at 6:00 p.m., reconvening at 7:00 p.m. When arrivin~1 at City Hall, please 
enter City Hall on the park side entrance, and proceed to the second floor Council 
Chambers. 

If you have any questions in the meantime, plE~ase do not hesitate to contact the writer. 

Yours sincerely, 

r 
K LL~~S 
City cyirk --

I 

KK/fm 



THE CITY OF REC> DEER 
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA 1"4N 3T4 

City Clerk's Depar1ment 
(403) 342-8132 FAX (403) 346-6195 

March 27, 19H6 

Ms. Marilyn Wattenbarger 
25 Reeves Crescent 
Red Deer, Alt>erta 
T4P 2Z4 

Dear Ms. Wattenbarger: 

FIL.E No. 

FAX: 1{403) 346-6195 

At the City of Red Deer's Council Meeting held March 25, 1996, consideration was 
given to your letter dated March 1, 1996 conce!rning the parking <t>f riecreational vehicles 
in residential areas. At this meetin9 the following resolution was passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of R.ed Deer, having 
considered correspondenc13 from Marilyn Wattenbarg1er dated 
March 1, 1996, re: Parking of Recreational Vehicles In Front of 
Residential Homes, hereby agrees as follows: 

1. That the regulations for the parking of recreational vehicles in 
front yards, continuously between May and September of each 
year, remain as is, to allow for a full summer of front yard 
recreational vehicle parking; 

2. That consideration be given in the fall of 1996, lo seeking public 
input to determine~ the level of community support for front yard 
parking of recreational vehiclies, 

and as presented to Council March 25, 1996." 

Please accept our thanks for expn3ssing your concerns to Council. In the Fall of 1996, 
the Inspections and Licensing Department will initiate a. process in which the citizens of 
Red Deer can provide their views concerning the regulations for the parking of 
recreational vehicles in residential areas. 

. . ./2 



Ms. Marilyn Wattenbarger 
March 27, 1996 
Page 2 

If you have any questions or require additional information, please~ do not hesitate to 
contact the undersigned. 

;?;/7 
Kelly Kl~/ 
City Clerk 

KK/clr 

cc: Director of Development Services 
Inspections and Licensing Manager 
lnsp. S. Sutton 
Principal Planner 



DATE: March 27, 1996 

TO: Inspections and LicEmsing Man1ager 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: PARKING OF RECRl:ATIONAL VEHICLES IN RE$1DENTIAL AREAS 

At the City of Red Deer's Council Meeting held March 25, 19196, consideration was 
given to the above and at which me~eting the following re·solution was passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Reel Deer, lnaving 
considered correspondenci3 from Marilyn Watt1:rnbarg~r dated 
March 1, 1996, re: Parkin~1 of Recreational Vehicles In Front of 
Residential Homes, hereby agrees as follows: 

1. That the regulations for the parking of recreational vehicles in 
front yards, continuously between May and September of each 
year, remain as is, to allow for a full summer of front yard 
recreational vehicle parking; 

2. That consideration be given in the fall of 1996, to seeking pubHc 
input to determirn~ the level of community support for front yard 
parking of recreational vehicles, 

and as presented to Council March 25, 1996." 

It was indicated at the Council Me!eting that the Inspections and Ucensing Department 
shall spearhead, in the fall of 199E>, the seeking of public input to determine thH level of 
community support for front yard parking of re,creational vehicle$. 

I look forward to a further report b13ing presented to Council in due course. 

~~ it@ 
KK/clr 

cc: Director of Development S13rvices 



lTEM NO. 2 

Mr. Kelly Kloss, City Clerk 
City of Red Deer 
P.O. Box 5008 
Red Deer, AB 

Dear Mr. Kloss 

47 

Re: Lot Purchase Lots 18&19 
Block 8, Plan 952-N/E 
Lancaster Meadows 

Ma~ch 7,1996 

I am a senior citizen who, together with my daughter and her husband, have 
taken out an option to purchase a duplex lot in Lancaster Meadows so that we might 
be closer • To date both of us have been unsuccessful in selliI!Jg our existing 
homes in order to start construction of the new duplex .. Througln loans we have 
managed to make the 1st and 2nd installments required under th¢ option with the 3rd 
installment due sometime in June. We have followed with :Lntere$t the City's direction 
in regards to lot pricing and are dismayed to find the City will not make the price 
reductions retroactive to all the lots developed in Lancaster Meadows. 

As you know, the title to this lot is still with the City and since City lots 
went down in price, I certainly feel the lot I have an option on should be priced 
according to the new rules as it remains "unsold" until I have completed or fulfilled 
all the obligations of that option, including paying for it in full. If it had not 
been for the fact only certain lots would fit our family situation, I would have 
waited until our existing homes had sold before buying a City lot and building. 
Regardless of my own personal situation, I respectfully request: that the City 
give consideration to extending the reduced pricing formula to, those "parially sold" 
or "conditionally sold" purchasers who have ye:t to tak12 title to these lots. 

Your early attention to this matter would be apprec.iated. 

Sincerely, 

lb ~~'.-;~ ~~:~~~!A:J2 0<~L1a~ 
Catherine Hodgson " 

59 Baird Stree~t 
Red Deer, AB T4R 1K5 
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March 4, 1996 

City Clerk's Office 
City Hall 
Red Deer, AB 

To Whom It May Concern: 

Re: Lot P[ices 

48 

I would like to bring forward our concern we have about the reduction of the lot pric,es 
not being retroactive. As we are in the process of buying a lot in L~ncaster Meadows we 
feel that we should get the reduction in our lot as we have not paid for our lot in full. 

Precedence was set when Oriole Park receive a refund on their lots in the past year or 
two. We can understand that if our lot was paid in full, house built, th:at we would not 
receive this refund but since the lot is still in your name we :feel we should receive this 
reduction. 

We would greatly appreciate your consideration of this letter. 

Yours truly, 

Ken and Kathy Evanecz 

II J7 IV1a~f ;,, ( /o.J~ 

/.e/ ~'.~r1 At. 
/'(/(__ I ~y 

AV11) 1 i:: , ........ , 
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Ken and Canneu Mlutlnl<::huk 
47~Cles, 

lled Deer, Albma 
t4'.((ZI,5 

March 20, J 996 

Mayor Gall Surkan 
and All Council Memben 
City of'lled Deu 

T-104 P. 01 

4BA 

1t has oorne to our attention that council has as1eed to reduce the lot prices in LatlOUter 
MeadQws. Ju a resident in tan cuter for tilt JlUI threti month$ we atll requesting 
QO\lncil to review tht matter o:f crediting ourselves the lot d.iscowrts you ue Clff'ering to 
new purchaser. of In.ts in L8ttc:uter Meilckiws a1bdivision. 

We~ the resales value of oi:u- hom111s will be affected by the ~1c.l:ion to other 1.ota. 
Will council pleue deal 'With rny/our ecmcems. Please reply with my req1,14st u S<1011 u 
posmole 
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DATE: March 19, 1996 

TO: Kelly Kloss, City Clerk 

FROM: Alan Scott, Land and Economic De!velopment Manager 

RE: LOT PRICE REDUCTllONS • CITY DEVELOPED RESIDENTIAL LOTS 

Ms. Catherine Hodgson and Ken and Kathy Evanecz are requestin~J a reduction in the 
price paid for a lot in Lancaster Meaclows. 

Catherine Hodgson signed the agn:~ement to purchase a lot in Lancaster Meadows on 
June 6, 1995.. She exercised th1a option, eintering into a purchase agreement on 
October 13, 1995, and her second payment was made on February 13, 1996. 

Ken and Kathy Evanecz signed an agreement to purchase in Lancaster Meadows on 
October 2, 1995. They exercised thia option anci made th1air first payment on November 2, 
1995, and the second payment was made on March 4, 1996. 

Both of these parties have agreed to purchase lots from the City of Red Deer based on the 
prices that existed at the time the agreement was signed. 

On February 26, 1996, Council passed a resolution whi1ch reduced the price of all City 
developed lots, unsold, and in inventory, by an amount equivalent to the reduction in the 
off-site levies. It was specifically stated in the reiport to Council and th1a resolution that was 
passed, that the reduction would mn be retroactive, ancj would apply only to those lots 
which remairn~d unsold and were in our inventory. 

RECOMMENDATION 

We recommend that no change be made to the February ~~6 resolution and that the request 
for a reduction in price by Katherine Hodgson and Ken and Kathy Evanecz be declined. 

AVS/mm 
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COMMENTS: 

We concur with the recommendation of the Land and Economic Development 
Manager. It should be noted that Council also applies the condition of "no retroactivity" 
in situations which benefit the landl purchaser. For example, if lot prices are increased 
as they have been several times in recent years, those with an Agre~ement to Purchase 
who have not yet completed payment are not asked to pay the higher price. The same 
principle is being applied in the current situation to provide a con$ist1ent policy. 

"G. D. SUFIKAN" 
Mayor 

"H.M.C. DAY" 
City Mana~1er 



DATE: March 27, 1996 

TO: Land and Economic Development Manager 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: REQUEST FOR LOT PRICE REDUCTIONS -
CITY DEVELOPED FIESIDENT!Jl\L LOTS 

At the Council Meeting of March :;:~s. 1996, the following resolutions were passed with 
regard to the above: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having 
considered correspondencE~ from Catherine Hodgson, Ken and 
Kathy Evanecz, Ken Maximehuk, and Flobert ancl Shirley Gre~er, re: 
Request for Refund of Portion of Lancaster Meadows Lot Price, 
hereby agrees that said requests be denied, and as pre1sented to 
Council March 25, 1996." 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer hereby agrees 
that the price of City lots onered for sale as of January 1 , 1 B96, or 
later, tlave a price reduction equivalent to the savings reali:zed by 
the 1996 Offsite Levy reduction." 

T~~ submitted for your information. 

~ss/ 
City Clerly' 

KK/clr 



F~OBERT AND SHIRLEY GREER 
75 LAWRENCE CRESCENT DEER, ALBERTA 
T4R 2P3 

MARCH 20, ·t 996 

MAYOR GAIL SURKAN 
AND ALL COUNCIL MEMBERS 
CITY OF RED DEER 

IT HAS COME TO OUR ATTENTION THAT COUNCIL HAS AGREED TO 
REDUCE THE LOT PRICES IN LANCASTER MEADOWS. AS A F1ESIDENT IN 
LANCASTER FOR THE PAST FOUR MONTHS WE ARE F1EQUgSTING COUNCIL TO 
REVIEW THE MATTER OF CREDITING OURSELVES THE LOT DISCOUNTS YOU 
ARE OFFERING TO NEW PURCHASERS OF LOTS IN LANCASTER MEADOWS 
SUBDIVISION 

WE FEEL THE RESALE VALUE OF OUR HOMES WILL BE AFFECTED BY THE 
REDUCTION TO OTHER LOTS. WILL COUNCIL PLEASE DEAL WITH MY/OUF~ 
CONCERNS PLEASE REPLY WITH MY REOUEST AS SOON AS POSSIBLE. 

THANK YOU 

ROBERT AND SHIRLEY GREER 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

x 
x 

MARCH 13, 1 Si96 

DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVICES 

DIRECTOR OF CORPORATE SERVICES 

DIRECTOR OF DEVELOPMENT SEFtVICES 

CITY ASSESSOR 

E.L. & P. MANAGER 

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT MANAGER 

FIRE CHIEF (EMERGENCY SERVICES) 

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY SERVICES MANAGER 

INSPECTIONS AND LICENSING MANAGER 

X LAND AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGER 

PERSONNEL MANAGER 

PUBLIC WORKS MANAGER 

R.C.M.P. INSPECTOR 

RECREATION, PARKS & CULTURE IMANAGEIR 

SOCIAL PLANNING MANAGER 1'vo.,..s-4c1r . Sus up1 
TRANSIT MANAGER 411-,...,..l'vt:ol? 

~D /' '11,q /' 
TREASURY SERVICES MANAGEFt 0 c lotv 

Ot.;IV 
PRINCIPAL PLANNER C11. 

CITY SOLICITOR 

CITY CLERK 

Catherine Hod!~son - Lot Purchase ·· Lancaster Meadows 

Please submit comments on the attached to this office by March 18, 1996 for the 

Council Agenda of March 25, 1996. 

"Kelly Kloss" 
City Clerk 

f :\data \oou n ci l\meeti ng\forms\com. tern 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

x 
x 

MARCH 18, 1996 

DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVICES 

DIRECTOR OF CORPORATE SERVICES 

DIRECTOR OF DEVELOPMENT SEFtVICES 

CITY ASSESSOR 

E.L. & P. MANAGER 

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT MANAGER 

FIRE CHIEF (EMERGENCY SERVICES) 

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY SERVICES MANAGER 

INSPECTIONS AND LICENSING MANAGER. 

X LAND AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MAN.AGER 

PERSONNEL MANAGER 

PUBLIC WOR~<S MANAGER 

R.C.M.P. INSPECTOR 

RECREATION, PARKS & CULTURE MANAGEI~ 

SOCIAL PLANNING MAN.AGER 

TRANSIT MAt\IAGER 

TREASURY SERVICES MANAGEFt 

PRINCIPAL PLANNER 

CITY SOLICITOR 

CITY CLERK 

Ken & Kathy Evanecz - Lot Purchase - Lanca.ste!r Meadows 

This is an addition to the correspondence previously forwarded re: Catherine Hodgson. 

"Kelly Kloss" 
City Clerk 

f:\data\oounieil\meeting\forms\com.tem 



FllLE No. 

THE CITY OF REI) DEER Fl.f_E 
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEEH, ALBERTA 'f4N 3T4 ___ F_AX_:_ (-40-3)-34-6-·61-95 

City Clerk"s Department 
(403) 342-8132 FAX (40.3) 346-6195 

March 18, 1996 

Ken & Kathy Evanecz 
118 Martin Close 
Red Deer, AB T 4R 1 R8 

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Evanecz: 

I acknowledge receipt of your letteir dated March 4, 1996 re: Reduction of Lot Prices -
Lancaster Meadows. 

This item will be discussed and possibly a de!cision mad•3 at the Meeting of Red Deer 
City Council on March 25, 1996. 

Your request has been circulated t•:> City administration fm comn1lents. Should you wish 
to receive a copy of the administrative comments prior to the Co11Jncil meeting, they may 
be picked up at our office on the s13cond floor of City Hall on Friday., March 22, ·1996. 

In the event you wish to be present at the Council meetin~~. would you please telephone 
our office on March 22nd and we will advise you of the approximate 1time that Council will 
be discussing this item. Council meetings begin at 4:30 p.n1l., and adjourn for the 
supper hour at 6:00 p.m., reconvening at 7:00 p.m. Whe1n arrivin~1 at City Hall, please 
enter City Hall on the park side entrance, and proceed to the second floor Council 
Chambers. 

If you have any questions in the meantime, ph3ase do not hesitate to contact the writer. 

Yours sincerely, 

KK/fm 



City Clerk's Department (403) 342-8132 

March 13, 1996 

Catherine Hodgson 
59 Baird Street 
Red Deer, AB T4R 1 KS 

Dear Mrs. Hodgson: 

Fll:.E 
FAX: (403) 346·6195 

I acknowledge receipt of your letter dated March 7, 1996 re: Lot Purchase in Lancastor 
Meadows - Lot Price Reductions. 

This item will be discussed and possibly a decision madE~ at the Meeting of Red Deer 
City Council on March 25, 1996. 

Your request has been circulated to City administration ·for comments. Should you wish 
to receive a copy of the administrative comments prior to the Cot.1ncil meeting, they may 
be picked up at our office on the second floor of City Hall on Friday, March 22, 1996. 

In the event you wish to be present at the Council meeting, woul¢i you please telephone 
our office on March 22nd and we willl advise you of the approximate time that Council will 
be discussing this item. Council meetings begin at 4:~30 p.m .. , and adjourn for the 
supper hour at 6:00 p.m., reconvening at 7:00 p.m. When arriving at City Hall, please 
enter City Hall on the park side E~ntrance, and proceed to the s13cond floor Council 
Chambers. 

If you have any questions in the me!antime, ple,ase do not hesitate tc1 contact the writer. 

Yours sine rely, 

KK/fm 



THE CITY OF REID DEER 
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEEl:t, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 

City Clerk's Department 
(403) 342-8132 FAX (403) 346-6195 

March 27, 1 9'96 

Ken and Carmen Maximchuk 
4 7 Lawrence Crescent 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4R 2L5 

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Maximchuk: 

FILE No. 

FAX:: (403) 346·6195 

At the City of Red Deer's Council Meeting lleld March 25, 1996, consideration was 
given to your correspondence requesting a rnfund for a portion of the purchase price 
for a lot in Lancaster Meadows. At this meetin!J the following resolution was passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having 
considered correspondencE~ from Catherine Hodgson, Ken and 
Kathy Evanecz, Ken Maximchuk, and Robert ancl Shirley Gre~er, re: 
Request for Refund of Portion of Lancaster Meadows Lot Price, 
hereby agrees that said requests be dlenied, and as preisented to 
Council March 25, 1996." 

In addition to the above resolution, the following resoluUon was also passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer heretl>y agrees 
that the price of City lots offered for sale as of January 1, 1 H96, or 
later, have a price reduction equivalent to the savings reali:rnd by 
the 1996 Offsite Levy reduction." 

If you have any questions with re~1ard to this matter, pllease do not hesitate to contact 
the undersigned. 

t~~ 
¥Kelly Kloss 

City Clerk 

cc: Director of Development Services 
Director of Corporate Services 
Land and Economic Development Manager 



THE CITY OF REID DEER: 
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEEIR, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 

City Clerk's Department 
(403) 342-8132 FAX (403) 346-6195 

March 27, 1996 

Ms. CatherinH Hodgson 
59 Baird Street 
Red Deer, AB 
T4R 1 KS 

Dear Ms. Hodgson: 

FILE No. 

FAX: (403) 346·6195 

At the City of Red Deer's Counc1il Meeting held March 25, 1@96, consideration was 
given to your correspondence requesting a refund for a portion of the purchase price 
for a lot in Lancaster Meadows. At this meeting the follow1,ng resolution was passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having 
considered correspondenc13 from Catherine Hodgson, Kem and 
Kathy Evanecz, Ken Maximchuk, and Hobert and Shirley Gmer, re: 
Request for Refund of Portion of Lancaster Meadows Lot Price, 
hereby agrees that said requests be clenied, and as presented to 
Council March 25, 1996." 

In addition to the above resolution, the following resolution was also passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer hereby agrees 
that the price of City lots of1'ered for sale as of January 1, 1 !396, or 
later, have a price reduction equivalent to the savings realized by 
the 1996 Offsite Levy reduction." 

If you have any questions with re~~ard to this matter, please do not hesitate to contact 
the undersigned. 

s~4 
~~~-/ 
City Clerk/ 

cc: Director of Development Services 
Director of Corporate Services 
Land and Economic Development Manager 



THE CITY OF REID DEER: 
----

P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEEIA, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 FAX: (403) 346·6195 

City Clerk"s Department 
(403) 342-8132 FAX (403) 346-6195 

March 27, 1 996 

Ken and Kathy Evanecz 
118 Martin Close 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4R 1R8 

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Evanecz: 

FILE No. 

At the City of Red Deer's Counciil Meeting l1eld March 25, 1 $96, consideration was 
given to your correspondence requesting a riefund for a portion of the purchase price 
for a lot in Lancaster Meadows. At this meetin!g the following resolution was passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having 
considered correspondence:! from Catherine Hodgson, Kem and 
Kathy Evanecz, Ken Maximc:huk, and Flobert and Shirley Gmer, re: 
Request for Refund of Portion of Lancaster Meadows Lot Price, 
hereby agrees that said requests be denied, and as presented to 
Council March 25, 1996." 

In addition to the above resolution, the following resolution was also passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer hereby agrees 
that the price of City lots offered for sale as of January 1, 1 !396, or 
later, have a price reduction equivalent to the savings realized by 
the 1996 Offsite Levy reduction." 

If you have any questions with re~1ard to this matter, please do not hesitate to contact 
the undersigned. 

~~ K~S/ 
City Clerk/ 

cc: Director of Development Services 
Director of Corporate Services 
Land and Economic Development Manager 



THE CITY OF REI:> DEE.A 
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEEB, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 

City Clerk"s Department 
(403) 342-8132 FAX (403) 346-6195 

March 27, 1996 

Ron and Shir~ey Greer 
75 Lawrence Crescent 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4R 2P3 

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Greer: 

FllLE No. 

----
'FAX: (403) 346·6195 

At the City of Red Deer's Council Meeting held March 25, 1996, considerati1on was 
given to your correspondence requesting a n~fund for a portion of the purchase price 
for a lot in Lancaster Meadows. At this meetin!~ the following res<Dlution was passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having 
considered correspondence~ from Catherine Hodgson, Ke·n and 
Kathy Evanecz, Ken Maximchuk, and R:obert and Shirley Gre~er, re: 
Request for Refund of Portion of Lancaster Meadows Lot Price, 
hereby agrees that said requests be denied, and as prssented to 
Council March 25, 1996." 

In addition to the above resolution, the following resolution was also passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer herelby agrees 
that the price of City lots offered for salle as of January 1, 1 ~~96, or 
later, have a price reduction equivalent to the savings reali:zed by 
the 1996 Offsite Levy reduction." 

If you have any questions with reg1ard to this matter, please do not hesitate to contact 
the undersigned. 

s~~ 
~~7 

City Clerk / 

cc: Director of Development Se1vices 
Director of Corporate Services 
Land and Economic Development Manager 



THE CITY OF RED DEER 
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEEFI, ALBERTA 1r4N 3T4 

City Clerk's Department 
(403) 342-8132 FAX (403) 346-6195 

March 27, 19B6 

Keith and Norma Edell 
28 Lawrence Crescent 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4R 2P2 

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Edell: 

FILE No. 

FAX: (403) 346·6195 

At the City of Red Deer's Council Meeting held March 25, 1996,, consideration was 
given to your correspondence requesting a refund for a portion of the purchase price of 
your lot in Lancaster Meadows. At this meetin~1 the following resolution was passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer hereby agrees 
that thH price of City lots offiered for sale as of January 1, Hl96, or 
later, have a price reduction equivalent to the savings realized by 
the 19B6 Offsite Levy reduction." 

If you have any questions as to whether or not you qualify for a refund, pleasei do not 
hesitate to contact the Land and Economic Development Manage~r. Alan Scott (342-
8106), for clarification. 

Sincerely,>J ~ 

~# 4e11/:ia;/ 
City Cli 

KK/clr' 

cc: Director of Corporate Services 
Director of Development Services 
Land and Economic Development Manager 



THE CITY OF REI) DEER 
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEEB, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 

City Clerk's Deparlment 
(403) 342-8132 FAX (403) 346-6195 

March 27, 1 996 

Terry and Darlene Greter 
5 Edgington Avenue 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4R 2L 1 

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Greter: 

FILE No. 

---
FAX: (403) 346·6195 

At the City of Red Deer's Council Meeting held March 25, 1996, consideration was 
given to your correspondence requesting a refund for a portion of the purchase price of 
your lot in Lancaster Meadows. At lthis meetin~J the following resolut1ion was passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer heretl>y agrees 
that the price of City lots off,ered for sale as of January 1 j 1 H96, or 
later, hiave a price reduction equivalent to the savings reali;~ed by 
the 1996 Offsite Levy reduction." 

If you have any questions as to whether or not you quali1fy for a refund, pleasei do not 
hesitate to contact the Land and Economic Development Manage~r. Alan Scott (342-
8106), for clarification. 

~#~ 
Kelly ff 
City c~~s 
KK/clr 

cc: Director of Corporate Services 
Director of Development Services 
Land and Economic Development Manager 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

x 
x 

MARCH 18, 1996 

DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVICES 

DIRECTOR OF CORPORATE SERVICES 

DIRECTOR OF DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 

CITY ASSESSOR 

E.L. & P. MANAGER 

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT MANAGER 

FIRE CHIEF (EMERGENCY SERVICES) 

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY SERVICES MANAGER 

INSPECTIONS AND LICENSING MANAGE~ 

X LAND AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGER 

PERSONNEL MANAGER 

PUBLIC WOR~CS MANAGER 

R.C.M.P. INSPECTOR 

RECREATION, PARKS & CULTURE MANAGER 

SOCIAL PLANNING MANAGER 

TRANSIT MANAGER 

TREASURY SERVICES MANAGER 

PRINCIPAL PLANNER 

CITY SOLICITOR 

CITY CLERK 

Ken & Kathy Evanecz - Lot Purchase - LancastE~r Meadows 

This is an addition to the correspondence previously forwarded re: Catherine Hodgson. 

"Kelly Kloss" 
City Clerk 

f:\data\council\meeting\forms\com.tem 



FILE No. 

-~"' THE CITY OF RED DEER 
~ P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEEH, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 ---+-F-AX-·.:-(40_3_)-346-·-61-95 

~,. E riJ ••. 

City Clerk's Department 
(403) 342-8132 FAX (40.3) 346-6195 

March 18, 1996 

Ken & Kathy Evanecz 
118 Martin Close 
Red Deer, AB T4R 1 RB 

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Evanecz: 

I acknowledge receipt of your letter dated March 4, 199€1 re: Reduction of Lot Prices -
Lancaster Meadows. 

This item will be discussed and possibly a de1cision made at the Meeting of Red Deer 
City Council on March 25, 1996. 

Your request has been circulated t<> City administration for comments. Should you wish 
to receive a copy of the administrative comments prior to the Council meeting, they may 
be picked up at our office on the se~cond floor of City Hall on Friday, March 22, 1996. 

In the event you wish to be present at the Council meeting, woulld you please telephone 
our office on March 22nd and we will advise you of the approximate time that Council will 
be discussing this item. Council meetings begin at 4:30 p.rm., and adjourn for the 
supper hour at 6:00 p.m.; reconvening at 7:00 p.m. When arrivin~J at City Hall, please 
enter City Hall on the park side ~=mtrance, and proceed to the second floor Council 
Chambers. 

If you have any questions in the mE~antime, plE~ase do not hesitate to contact the writer. 

Yours sincerely, 

KK/fm 



Fll:E 
THE CITY OF RED DEER 

P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER:, ALBERTA ·r4N 3T4 , ___ F_AX_:_ (-40-3)-348-·61-95 

City Clerk's Dcpanmcnt (403) 342-8132 

March 13, 1996 

Catherine Hodgson 
59 Baird Street 
Red Deer, AB T4R 1 KS 

Dear Mrs. Hodgson: 

I acknowledge receipt of your letter dated March 7, 1996 re: Lot Purchase in Lancaster 
Meadows - Lot Price Reductions. 

This item will be discussed and po,ssibly a decision madH at the Meeting of Red Deer 
City Council on March 25, 1996. 

Your request has been circulated to City administration for comments. Should you wish 
to receive a copy of the administrative comments prior to the Council meeting, they may 
be picked up at our office on the second floor c1f City Hau on Frida.y, March 22, 1996. 

In the event you wish to be present at the Council meeting, would you please telephone 
our office on March 22"d and we willl advise you of the approximate tiime that Council will 
be discussing this item. Council meetings begin at 4:~m p.mi., and adjourn for the 
supper hour at 6:00 p.m.; reconvening at 7:00 p.m. When arrMng at City Hall, please 
enter City Hall on the park side eintrance, and proceed to tha second floor Council 
Chambers. 

If you have any questions in the meantime, please do not hesitate to contact the writer. 

KK/fm 



•. 

THE CITY OF RE[) DEER 
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA 1r4N 3T4 

City Clerk's Department 
(403) 342-8132 FAX (403) 346-6195 

March 27, 1 996 

Ken and Carmen Maximchuk 
47 Lawrence Crescent 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4R 2L5 

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Maximchuk: 

FILE No. 

, ___ , 
FAX: (403) 346·6195 

At the City of Red Deer's Council Meeting held March 25, 1996, consideration was 
given to your correspondence requesting a reifund for a portion of the purchase price 
for a lot in Lancaster Meadows. At this meetin~1 the following resolution was passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer,, having 
considered correspondence from Catl1erine Hodgson, Ken and 
Kathy Evanecz, Ken Maximchuk, and Robert and Shirley <9reer, re: 
Request for Refund of Portion of Lancaster Meadows Lot Price, 
hereby agrees that said requests be d1enied, and as presented to 
Council March 25, 1996." 

In addition to the above resolution, the following resolution was allso passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer hereby agrees 
that the price of City lots offe~red for sale as of January 1, 19196, or 
later, have a price reduction equivalent to the savings reali2:ed by 
the 1996 Offsite Levy reduction." 

If you have any questions with regard to this matter, please do not hesitate to contact 
the undersigm~d. 

Si~~rely, l'-t :\~~ 
~Kelly Kloss 

City Clerk 

cc: Director of Development Services 
Director of Corporate Service~s 
Land and Economic Development Manager 



•. 

THE CITY OF REID DEER: 
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEEH, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 

City Clerk's Department 
(403) 342-8132 FAX (403) 346-6195 

March 27, 1 996 

Ms. Catherine Hodgson 
59 Baird Street 
Red Deer, AB 
T4R 1 K5 

Dear Ms. Hodgson: 

-------
FAX: (403) 346·6195 

f'ILE No. 

At the City o·f Red Deer's Council Meeting l1eld March 25, 1 $96, consideration was 
given to your correspondence requesting a riefund for a portiol'!l of' the purchase price 
for a lot in Lancaster Meadows. At this meetin1g the following resolution was passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having 
considered correspondence~ from Catherine Hodgson, Kem and 
Kathy Evanecz, Ken Maximchuk, and Flobert and Shirley Gn3er, re: 
Request for Refund of Portion of Lancaster Meadows Lot Price, 
hereby agrees that said requests be denied, and as presented to 
Council March 25, 1996." 

In addition to the above resolution, the following resolution was also passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer hereby agrees 
that the price of City lots offered for sale as of January 1 ,, 1 H96, or 
later, have a price reduction equivalent to the savings realized by 
the 1996 Offsite Levy reduction." 

If you have any questions with re~1ard to this matter, please do not hesitate to contact 
the undersigned. 

s~~ 
~ 

City Clerk/ 

cc: Director of Development Services 
Director of Corporate Services 
Land and Economic Development Manager 



THE CITY OF RED DEER 
P.O. BOX5008, RED DEER:, ALBERTA 1r4N 3T4 ---FA_X_:_(_40-3)-34-6--61-95 

City Clerk's Department 
(403) 342-8132 FAX (403) 346-6195 

March 27, 1 996 

Ken and Kathy Evanecz 
118 Martin Close 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4R 1R8 

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Evanecz: 

FllLE No. 

At the City of Red Deer's Council Meeting held March 25, 1996,, consideration was 
given to your correspondence requesting a retfund for a portion of the purchase price 
for a lot in Lancaster Meadows. At this meetin~J the following resolution was passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having 
considered correspondence· from Catherine Hodgson, Ken and 
Kathy Evanecz, Ken Maximchuk, and Robert and Shirley Gre~er, re: 
Request for Refund of Portion of Lancaster Meadows lot Price, 
hereby agrees that said requests be d1enied, and as presented to 
Council March 25, 1996." 

In addition to the above resolution, the following resolution was also passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer hereby agrees 
that the1 price of City lots offE:red for sale as of January 11 1 H96, or 
later, have a price reduction equivalent to the savings realized by 
the 1996 Offsite Levy reductiion." 

If you have any questions with regard to this matter, please do not hesitate to contact 
the undersigned. 

~~ Kas/ 
City Cleris/ 

cc: Director of Development Services 
Director of Corporate ServicE:s 
Land and Economic Development Manager 



THE CITY OF RE[) DEER 
---r------

P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA 1r4N 3T4 FAX:: (403) 346·6195 

City Clerk"s Department 
(403) 342-8132 FAX (403) 346-6195 

March 27, 1996 

Ron and Shirley Greer 
75 Lawrence Crescent 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4R 2P3 

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Greer: 

FllLE No. 

At the City of Red Deer's Council Meeting held March 25, 1996,, consideration was 
given to your correspondence requesting a refund for a portion of the purchase price 
for a lot in Lancaster Meadows. At this meetin£1 the following resolution was passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Reel Deer, having 
considered correspondence from Catherine Hodgson, Ken and 
Kathy Evanecz, Ken Maximchuk, and Hobert and Shirley Gre~er, re: 
Request for Refund of Portion of Lancaster Meadows Lot Price, 
hereby agrees that said requests be d13nied, and as presented to 
Council March 25, 1996." 

In addition to the above resolution, the following resolutiori was also passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer hereby agrees 
that the price of City lots offored for sale as of January 1, 1 H96, or 
later, have a price reduction equivalent to the sav1ings realized by 
the 1996 Offsite Levy reduction." 

If you have any questions with regard to this matter, please do not hesitate to contact 
the undersigned. 

' 

c;1/c1ert; 
; 

cc: Director of Development Services 
Director of Corporate ServicE~s 
Land and Economic Development Manager 



THE CITY iQF REC» DEER 
--------

P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER,, ALBERTA f,4N 3T4 FAX: (403) 346·6195 

City Clerk"s Department 
(403) 342-8132 FAX (403) 346-6195 

March 27, 1 996 

Keith and Norma Edell 
28 Lawrence Crescent 
Red Deer, Albmta 
T4R 2P2 

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Edell: 

Fll.E No. 

At the City of Red Deer's Council Meeting h1eld March :25, 1996, consideration was 
given to your correspondence reqw~sting a refund for a portion 01f the purchase price of 
your lot in Lancaster Meadows. At this meeting the following resolution was passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer hereby agrees 
that the price of City lots offe~red for salE~ as of January 1 , 19196, or 
later, have a price reduction equivalent to the savings re1ali2~ed by 
the 1996 Offsite Levy reduction." 

If you have any questions as to whether or not you qualify for a refund, please do not 
hesitate to contact the Land and Economic Development Mana.ge!r, Alan Scott (342-
8106), for clarification. 

Sincerelyx y; 

~# 411/K10; 
City Cler. 

KK/clr 

cc: Director of Corporate ServicE~s 
Director of Development Services 
Land and Economic Development Manager 



•. 

THE CITY OF REC> DEER 
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 

City Clerk's Department 
(403) 342-8132 FAX t403) 346-6195 

March 27, 1 996 

Terry and Darlene Greter 
5 Edgington Avenue 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4R 2L1 

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Greter: 

FllLE No. 

---· 
FAX: (403) 346·6195 

At the City of Red Deer's Council Meeting held March 25, 1996,, consideration was 
given to your correspondence reqw3sting a refund for a portion of the purchase price of 
your lot in Lancaster Meadows. At this meeting the following resolutiion was passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City c1f Red Deer herel)y agrees 
that the price of City lots offered for sal1a as of January 1 , 1 H96, or 
later, have a price reduction equivalent to the savi1ngs realized by 
the 1996 Offsite Levy reduction." · 

If you have any questions as to whether or ncit you qualify for a re!fund, please do not 
hesitate to contact the Land and Economic Development ManagE~r. Alan Scott (342-
8106), for clarification. 

;:liJ Kelly¥{ 
City C\::5 

KK/clr 

cc: Director of Corporate Servic13s 
Director of Development Services 
Land and Economic Development Manager 



lTEM NO. 3 

February 28, 1996 

Red Deer City Council 
Box 5008 
Red Dee1r, Alberta 
T4N 3T4 

Attention: Mayor 

Dear Sir: 

Re: Checkmate Hill 

51 

BROOKFIELD LEPAGE -Committed to Outsttmding Service 

Proposed Exception to Zoning 

We havE~ recently been appointed as Receiver and Manager of Checkmat1:i Hill located at 4902-37 
street in Red Deer, currently zoned as R3 and which does not allow any commercial tenancies. 

We wish to advise there is currently a commercial tenant occupying approximately 300 square feet 
with desires to expand to approximately six hundred square feet and we therefore re!quest an 
exception to the zoning of this property as we wish to accommodate this current tenant and their 
request1:id expansion. 

Yours truly, 

BROOKFIELD LePAGE 
MANAGEMENT WESTERN LTD. 

Natalie Hanratty, RPA A.C.C.I. 
Genera'I Manager, Edmonton 

cc: Blair Sinclair 

,., 

BROOKFIE:LD LEPAGE MANAGEMENT WESTERN lrD. 

[,·· 

1'~11R r.:"")" V1111 •• ,J ;~::;;J 

200. 10no 103RD STREET, EDMONTON, ALBERTA TSJ 3N9 TELEPHONE: (403) 429-0999 FAX: (403) 426-2032 



Date: 

To: 

From: 

March 13, 1996 

KELLY KLOSS 
City Clerk 

RYAN STRADER 

52 

Inspections and LiC4:!nsing Manager 

RE: CHECKMATE COUR:T- REZONING REQUEST 
4902 - 37 STREET (CONDOMINIUM PLAN 902-1647') 
LOT 2, BLOCK 5, PL.AN 792-2189 

In response to your memo regarding the above reforenced, we have the following 
comments for Council's consideratiion. 

The applicant is requesting approval for a commercial use from their site which is 
presently zoned R3 (high density n3sidential). When revieiwing the application, we were 
informed the use is a "medical re~1istry," whicl1 provides individU1al home care. The site 
is used for record keeping, personnel records etc., which would place this as an office 
rather than a commercial use. 

The definition of what type of use is being requested is important to our 
recommendation. A commercial use depending on spE~cifics ma.y be appropriate to 
serve the needs of a large apartment complex. As well, this site is adjacent to the C4 
district which is a commercial district. 

Offices however, are a use restricted generally to the C1 district VVe have no records 
of this applicant applying for approval from thei apartment site. 

Recommendation: That the application be denied ancl the existing use be !~iven 30 
days to rel cate. 

R. STRADEF~ 
Inspections and Licensing Department 

RS:yd 



PARKLAND 
COMMUNITif 
PLANNING 
SERVICES 
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MEMORANDUM 

Date: 14 March 1996 

To: Kelly Kloss, 
City Clerk 

From: Paul Meyette, 
Principal Planner 

Re: BROOKFIELD LEPAGE-CHECKMATE HILL-REZONING REQUEST 

Suite 500, 4'808 Ross Street 
Red Deer, Alberta T4N 1X5 

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

The owners of Checkmate Hill are reque!sting Council to approve an amendment to the Land Use 
Bylaw to allow a commercial tenant in the centre. 

As Council is aware, the site is currently zoned R3 which does not allow any commercial tenancies. 
The nearest commercial site is a C4 shopping centre located southwest of the site. 

The proposed commercial tenant is a Medical Registrv Office to provide home care for individuals. 
This use appears to be an office use under the definitions contained in the Land Use Bylaw. Policy 
22 in the Downtown Concept Plan adopted by City Council states that the City should 

"mainta1in the downtown as the professional and public sector office centre of Red 
Deer through the control of office development and the provision of an environment 
conducive to an efficient business office community". 

This policy is reflected in the Land Use Bylaw which restricts the location of offioes to certain districts 
within the City 

RECOMMENDATION 

In view of the Downtown Concept Plan policy, and in view of existing zoning restrictions, Planning 
staff do not support the request to rezone the Checkmate Hill site to allow an office use. 

cc: Director of Development Services 
Manager, E. L. & P. Department 
Fire Chief (Emergency Services) 
Inspections and Licensing Manager 

PM:mak 
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COMMENTS: 

We concur with the recommendations. We recommend that Council not approve this 
application and that the current tenant be given a reasonable time to relocate, such 
time being at the discretion of the Development Officer. 

It should be noted that this use would not be a permitted use ewen in the nearby 
commercial z:one. Similar requests for office space have been rejected in these 
commercial zones. 

"G.D. SURKAN" 
Mayor 

"H.M.C. DAY" 
City Mana~;ier 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

x 

/ 
t/ x 

MARCH 6, 1996 

DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVICES 

DIRECTOR OF CORPORATE SERVICES 

DIRECTOR OF DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 

CITY ASSESSOR 

E.L. & P. MANAGER 

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT MANAGER 

FIRE CHIEF (EMERGENCY SERVICES) 

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY SERVICES MANAGER 

V X INSPECTIONS AND LICENSING MANAGER 

LAND AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGER 

PERSONNEL MANAGER 

PUBLIC WORKS MANAGER 

R.C.M.P. INSPECTOR 

RECREATION, PARKS & CULTURE MANACSEH 

SOCIAL PLANNING MANAGER 

TRANSIT MANAGER 

TREASURY SERVICES MANAGER 

X PRINCIPAL PLANNER 

CITY SOLICITOR 

CITY CLERK 

Brookfield LePage - Checkmate Hilll - rezoning request. 

Please submit comments on the attached to this office by March 18, 1996 for the 

Council Agenda of March 25, 1996. 

"Kelly Kloss" 
City Clerk 

f :\data\counci l\meeti ng\forms\com. tern 



THE CITY OF RE:D DEER 
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 

City Clerk0 s Department 
(403) 342-8132 FAX (403) 346-6195 

March 6, 1996 

Brookfield LePage Management V\festern Ltd. 
200, 10130 - 103rd Street 
Edmonton, AB TSJ 3N9 

Attention: Natalie Hanratty, General Manager 

Dear Ms. Hanratty: 

---

I acknowledge receipt of your letter dated February 281, 1996 Rie: Checkmate Hill -
Proposed Exception to Zoning. 

This item wrn be discussed and pc)ssibly a dE~cision made at the Meeting of Red Deer 
City Council on March 25, 1996. 

Your request has been circulated to City administration for comments. Should you wish 
to receive a copy of the administrative comments prior to the Council meeting, they may 
be picked up at our office on the siecond floor of City Hall on Friday·, March 22, 1996. 

In the event you wish to be present at the Council meeting, would you please telephone 
our office on March 22"d and we will advise ~fOU of the approxilmate time that Council 
will be discussing this item. Council meetings begin at 4:30 p.m., and adjourn for the 
supper hour at 6:00 p.m., reconvening at 7:00 p.m. When arriving1 at City Hall, please 
enter City Hall on the park side entrance, and proceed to the siecond floor Council 
Chambers. 

If you have any questions in the m1eantime, plE~ase do not hesitate to contact the writer. 

Yours sincerely, 

4/Z ~7/7 
,' ,. 

KELLY KLOSS 
City Clerk 

KK/fm 



THE CITY OF REID DEER 
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEEi~, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 

City Clerk"s Department 
(403) 342-8132 FAX (403) 346-6195 

March 27, 1 996 

Brookfield LePage 
Management Western Ltd. 
200, 10130-103 Street 
Edmonton, AB 
T5J 3N9 

Att: Natalie Hanratty, General Manager 

Dear Ms. Hanratty: 

---
FAX:: (403) 346·6195 

RE: CHECKMATE HILL, PROPOSED EXCEPTION ro ZONING 

FILE No. 

At the City of Red Deer's Council Meeting held March 25, 1 $96, consideration was 
given to the above topic and at which meeting the following resolution was passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having 
considered correspondence from Brookfielcj LePa~e dated 
February 28, 1996, re: Clneckmate Hill, Request for Rezoning, 
hereby agrees that said request be denied; 

Council further agrees that the current commercial tenant located 
in Checkmate Hill, contrary to the Land Use Bylaw, be ~1iven a 
reasonable time to relocate, such time to be left to the di$cmtion of 
the Development Officer, 

and as presented to Council March 25, 1996." 

I trust that you will be advising thE~ commercial tenant presently in Checkmate Hill that 
he will be required to relocate. Tile normal time allowecl for such relocation would be 
45 days from the date of this letter. 

. .. I 2 



Brookf;eld LePage 
March 27, 1996 
Page 2 

If you have any questions with respect to this time line or if you require clarification, 
please contact the Inspections and Licensing Manager, Ryan Strad13r, at 342-8195. 

s~~ 
~ 

City Clerk/ 

KK/clr 

cc: Director of Development Se1rvices 
Inspections and Licensing Manager 
Principal Planner 



April 4, 1996 

Medical Re · try 
#111, 49

1
02 37 Street 

Red Deer Alberta 
T4N 6M~ 

Atten/.on: Linda 
/ 

Deir Madam 

BROOKFIELD LEPAGE 

Committed to Outstanding Servia 

RE: REQUEST TO EXPAND LEASED PREMISES 
CHECKMATE HILL 

Further to your request to expand leased premises at Checkmate Hill we rewet to advise the City of 
Red Deer has denied this request and further state that the Medical Registry must vacate Checkmate 
Hill within a reasonable time. 

Regretfully we therefore ask that you accept this letter as termination of your tenancy by May 31, 
1996. 

Please do not hesitate to call if you have any quiO!stions. 

Yours truly, 

BROOKFIELD LePAGE MANAGEMENT 
WESTERN LTD. 

l 
V~ l~ Natalie Hanratty, RPA, A.C.C.I. 

General Manager 

NH/ch 

cc: Blair Sinclair 
Doug Shell 

\../--Kelly Kloss 

1-1 "A I 
if',Yfi?-... fr rfJ(). .fr-

BROOKFIELD LEPAGE MANAGEMENT INESfER~I l TD. 

200, 101 JO 103RD STREET, EDMONTON, llLBERTA TSJ 3N9 TELEPHONE: (403) 1129-0999 FAX: (403) 426-2032 



1- TElf NO. .t:! 

Leo & Lillian Matthiessen 
c/o Mcintosh Tea House 
4631 Ross Street 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 1X1 

March 11, 1996 

Kelly Kloss, City Clerk 
City of Red Deer 
P.O. Box 5008 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 3T4 

Dear Mr. Kloss: 

55 

Re: Purchase of Mcintosh Tea House/Bed 8, Breakfast 
4631 Ross Street. Red Deer, Alberta T4N 1X1 

We, Leo and Lillian Matthiessen of Dawson Cneek, are proposing to purchase the 
above noted property. 

It is our intention that the Mcintosh Tea House/Bed & Breakfast remain as it has 
operated in the past with the exception of including, with your approval, a small gift 
shop being of ancillary use. 

If you have any questions or conce!rns regarding our intentions for the purchase and 
operation of the above, please do not hesitate to contact us at 604-7'82-5258 or Howard 
& May Kathol at 346-1622. 

Please find enclosed letters of reference. 

Thank you for your consideration in this matter. 

'-&~ ~ /L_ ... --·-·· -~ 
Leo & Lillian Matthiessen 

THI! CITY OF RED DEER 
CLERK'S DEPARTMfNT /ph 

Encl. l;~~~s~~- ~ 
2ATE .. ;j 64;J//TI 
B'~-·"11 ...... ~ 
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l TR - KI : I .AM 

February 27, 1996 

To whom it may concein; 

It is with pleasure t:hat I write this let·::er on 1:ie::-i.alf of ti:.lian 
M.atthLessen, 

I have known Lillian for thre.e year:> and in t:hat: time', ! have bean most 
impressed with her kindness and generoE•ity. She has a wonderful a.rtLstic 
-:al.ent, whether it is in sketching/pa.in ting or in interior decoratin~;. I 
consider '.\er work ethic and or~anizat:ional skills to be well above average and 
I have no doubt. that. Li.llian •.r·::>uld oe successful in any endeavor she chose. 

In my own experience as a commer:::ial lend.er :Ln a finain.c:ii!!.l institution, I 
am. accusti)med co assessing people's busi.nes.s propo~•als, a:i.d deciding whether 
they are '•mrt.hy of support. I feel Lillian woulc: be a. ve·-:y successful .Bed & 
Breakfast operator as she possesses the drive a.nd business acumen necessary 
for this type of bU5iness as well as being a talented <trtist and npe.ople 
-person•. 

If you h.a.ve any quest:L 0:n1s, pleas.~ feel free to CQntact me at Res; 
(403)-8SS-22BB, or at work: {403)-385-3751. 

Valerie Mattln 
P.O. Box 643 
Killam., Alberta. 
TOB 2LO 
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FEB - ~ 8' 96 (WED I 16: ~ ~ A TB - Kl LLAM ) no3 

I am w~iting this not:e co recommend Leo and Lillian Ma.tthiessen, 

I have known them over a period of years a.nd in several different 
capacities. While I wa.s Mayor of HeislE~r for a period of four years, Leo 
se:::ved as Deput:y Mayor. He sho'Wed qualities and ,:;.bili tits ·Meded for that 
posid .. on. He provsd to be a competent manager. Du:cing, our term there was a. 
major st::r1eet improvement project. Lc>O aerve1i a.s th•~ chief village 
representat:i ve and performed very competently so tha.t the project was 
complet:ed ::11..lccessfully and. within budget. 

A.s ci..tizens, Leo and Lillian were also very cammunii:y minded. Their 
property showed great care and effort: and was one of c:he 1;;how places of the 
Village. 

1 wcrked with Lillian in :he Heisler Cultural Society, I was President 
and sh.e '.ol'a1; the Treasurer. She 111a.s totally compe te!nt. in th~Lt capacity and. was 
s. great:. roct:ivator and organtze: in thac vc1lunteer c1rg;ar.izat:i.on. 

I wo1:.ld recommend both Lea and Lillian a.s c;apable and highly motivated 
indivi.dual!;. 

I ·.wtl::C mention a bit about myself which I ho1ie 'lll'ill ~;ive some credence 
to my -::lpi•1ion. ln addition t:o serving four years a.s Mayo:r c1f Heisler, I am 
presently in my second te!11l as Presiden'.: a:: the Bac·::le River !oi.trist 
Associatio~~ and I am a.lsc Chai=man of the Heart:la.nd Tourist Destine•t:ion 
Region. : am also President •md Cha.ii~m~m of the Board of ~he Ea.st Parkland 
Communi cy :;'utures and Business Development: Corporat:i.on. 

-----

Your:_t:::-uly .... ___ _ 
___________ .. -- --~-

_,.- -------~ / ~~------

~f!! __ ·~·. 
--Rorr ..:w B~-1-i. 
Heisler, Alberta 
Phone: (403)-889-3902 
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MRR 01 ' 96 r::a:j: 0'3 FR COTTON I NC P.02/02 

COTTON lNCOR?ORATED 

March l, 1996 

To whom it may concern: 

I have stayed in and evalmtted Bed & Breakfast place~s in British 
Colmnbia and Eastern Canada .. as well as the Un.ited States, and h.ave 
had !rf'f evaluations included. in "America's Wonderful I.ittle Hotels 
and Inns" "1'b.ich is publishe~d in GreE~nwich 1 Ccmnectic1.it. 

I have kn"wn Lillian Mattb.iessen fc:ir over 30 years, and with my 
:rnowledqe of Lillian and wh;a.t it tak~~s to op.erate a s1.1.ccessf~l B&B, 
I am confident that she will do a r;rreat job. She is a meticuJ.ous 
housekeepei.r and an excellerrt. cook, amd b.as E:!Xperience in providing 
»in home" hospitality and h.as a prov~~n background in e;111all business 
management. 

Her interest in antique:s and art, and excellent taste in 
decorating, will enable her to provide a truly unique ::iome 
atlnospher·~ for guests. B.er work experience <:'s an 1l.U)erta Treasury 
Branch ag1:mt and as a book.keeper for Petro-ca~i.ada iri.dicates she has 
the necessary business and financia.1 skills. 

Lillian has :made my husban1::i and me :fee.l welcome at h~~ former hollle 
in Heisler for periods <:1f three to fou1~ days.. She has also 
provided a tthome away from ho-me" for an exchange student from 
Germany and for a young 1ele1t1.entary school te.ac.i+er in her first 
teaching position. ?r ior to moving to Alberta wi tih r.Ler husband and 
family, she was associated. with her father in the operation of his 
lodge in the Northwest Territories. 

If you have any further qu1~stions please feeI free tc:> contact ]ne at 
212-586-:.070 (work) or 20:3-838-8522 (home). 

sincerely, 
. I,~- o - .,. 

f"""ol.., ... Q •• • ~ 
. ..,__ -, 
Marilyn Parke:r 

•WOR.LD HEAUQU.">RTFRS• 
1370 AVENUE Of THE Alvl.ERlCAS NEW YORK. NcW YORK 10019-464 J H:LEPHONf (212) 536-1 OiO FAX (212) 265-538& 

FV\1,>ICI !•LOS ,\N( ,;u:s. D"-ll"-\•ATLANiA•RA.<.rl. •OSAIV .. SlN(".),f'~)j(t<Mf XICO CITY 

.. 1. r-.1...:. ,.:f"'\ .. 11;... ... ..,.'1' .. 

*)j( TOTAL PAGE. 02 ** 
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TO \V}-11,),\1 lT -'\LA.Y CONCER..1\i': 

Qu1b~t"s .J'nn C,ruJmore 
P.O. Box 2868 
Canmore: .'\B. 
TOL OMO 

?ebruaty 2~~, 1996 

fo1s letter is in support of Lilli;in Matthiessen ;~.s .J\~rner and operator of 
the .'viadnt0sh House Bed and 3reakfast and Tea Rocm ~n Red D1;1;::r, Alberta. I 
have k.1co\1:n Lillian for thirr;: years and can attest to her capabillties as a.n 
entrepr~:nc::in. Her artistic r1.1.ir and creativity plus her excellent pE:rsonal and 
public :::-~:ations skills ,,,,~oLild bt! invaluable in this endeavor. 

~illian has held many volunteer posj.tions and ::ontribut¢d much to the 
-:ommunity of Heisler where she and her husband Leo have made their home 
tor many years. She designed 3.nd created the logo fo1~ the toW1t 1:;if Heisler i:n 
additior:. tc many other compa:rly representations. She! has r.he talent -i.nd drive 
to succeed at whatever it is she chooses to C~l."> and I kno\v this L·.,u~)iness operation 
will be :iil the more successful v\llth her involvement : . .n it. 

Yours trulv. 

Roseanne T.:trnowski 
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HOST FA.MILY CERTIFICATE 

ASSE llNTERNATIONAL 
STUDENT EXCHANGE PROGRAMS 

presents to 

this certificate of 

DISTINGUl~SHED ACHIEVEMENT 
IN INTERNATl()NAL UNDERSTANDING 
for contributing to world peace and understanding, by the 
acceptance of an ASSE International Exchange Student 
in your home and family. 

"So act as to tn:iat humanity, whethet in thine own person or 
in that of any other in every case as an end withal, never as 
a means only." 

Immanuel Kant 

Date ~ IY 
1 

(.~.,""""~(,,_ __ _ 

Arna Representative ---b~~ J ~lJoiaz/ 

E~-
INTERNATIONAL STUDENT EXCHANGE Pl~OGRAMS 

8/91 



To: 

From: 

Date: 

Subject: 

Kelly Kloss 
City Clerk 

Wendy Martindale 
Manager 

Memorandum 

Red Deer Visitor and Convention Bureau 

March 22, 1996 

Mcintosh House 

The availability of bed and breakfast accommodation in the downtown area has been an important 
addition to Red Deer's tourism product. Without this, we would be reforring those specifically 
seeking bed and breakfast accommodation to operators in nearby communities. 

We support the recommendation of planning staff that Council amend the current land use exception 
for Mcintosh House to allow operation of a gift shop in association with the bed and breakfast 
operation. 



PARKLAND 
COMMUNITY 
PLANNING 
SERVICES 
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Suite 500, 4808 Ross Street 
Red Deer, Alberta T4N 1X5 

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

'----------------·--------------~--------------------·---------

MEMORANDUM 

Date: 14 March 1996 

To: Kelly Kloss, City Clerk 

From: Paul Meyette, Principal Planner 

Re: LEO & LILLIAN METTHIESSEl'J - MclNTOSH TEA HOUSE 

Leo and Lillian Metthiessen are proposing to purchase the Mcintosh Tea House/Bed and 
Breakfast. They wish to add a small gift shop to the business. The 1~ifl. shop would be open to the 
public; it would be less than 200 square feet in size. 

Background 

As Council may be aware, the Mcintosh Tea House/Bed and Breakfast 1is located in an H1A 
District which does not permit the bed and breakfast use. In 1991 .. Council created an exception 
to the Land Use Bylaw to allow the tea house/bed and breakfast operation. The tea house was 
closed approximately one year ago; the bed and bmakfast operation is ongoing. The existing 
exception in the Land Use Bylaw does not allow for a1 gift shop which is open to the public. 

Comments 

The Mcintosh House is a municipally designated historic resource which is featured on the 
Parkvale Historical Walking Tour. Planning staff were strongly supportive of the tea house/bed and 
breakfast operation in order to ensure tlhat this historic structure was renovate~d and opened for 
public access. The new proposal to operate the bed and breakfast, and gift shop operations would 
continue to ensure public access to this valuable historic resource. Planning staff have had 
preliminary discussions with the President of the Parkvale Community Association. The 
Association will meet to discuss the matter before the March 25th Council meeting. 

RECOMMENDATION 

Planning staff recommend that Councill give first reading to a Land Use Bylaw amendment to 
change the wording of the current land use exception to allow a gift shop of up to 19 square metres 
(204 sq. ft.) in association with the bed and breakfast operation. 

cc: Director of Development Services 
Inspections and Licensing Manager 
Towne Cemtre Association 
Mel Bullock, President, Parkvale Community Association 
Wendy Martindale, Tourism and Convention Board 

PM:mak 



Date: 

To: 

From: 

March 13, 1996 

KELLY KLOSS 
City Clerk 

RYAN STRADER 
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Inspections and Licensing Manager 

RE: MCINTOSH TEA HOUSE 
4631 ROSS STREE'T 
LOT 38 TO 40, BLOCK A, PLAr~ KS 

In response to your memo regarding the above refernnced, we have the following 
comments foir Council's consideration. 

The above site is presently zoned R1A, in which commercial uses are not permitted or 
discretionary. In 1991, Council approved an exception to the RtA use table, to permit a 
bed and breakfast to operate on this site. The applicant is requesting another 
exception, to permit sale of gifts. Their leUer also indicated that approximately 200 
square feet of space would be useid, and that it would be open to the public Monday to 
Saturday. 

A bed and breakfast operation is a use that can fit into a residential neighbourhood with 
minimal impact on traffic or noise, and a 200 square feet (;Jift shop is unlikely to attract a 
great number of people to cause a dramatic increase. 

However, if the use is successful, then the applicant is likely to want to increase the 
area. At some point, the commercial usei of the site wou!ld impact on adjacent 
properties. 

Recommendation: If Council wishes to approve this use, then it should be made 
abundantly cilear that the size of the commercial sales is limited to 2~00 square feet. 

~ fl 
111: it~_, .... ~··--VJ--. 

/ ,./ ·~· --··---~·.,.·~--' . 

Inspections and Licensing Department 

RS:yd 
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COMMENTS:: 

We concur with the recommendations of the Administration. 

"G.D. SURKAIN" 
Mayor 

"H.M.C. DAY" 
City Manager 



Ken Arnold Mar 20, 1996 
Secretary Treasurer 
Parkvale Community Association 
4201-46 Ave. 
Red Deer, AB 
T4N 3M7 

~ t'Nl~ ~J2l ~~} 
~~w~: 

Paul Meyette 
Principal Planner 
Parkland Community Planning Services 

Dear Mr. Meyette 

In a meeting today of the executive of the Parkvale 
Community Association, we agreed that we had no objections 
for the Metthiessen's proposal to include a ~nall gift shop 
in the Mcintosh Tea House. 

We appreciate the consideration that is given to our 
Association on these matters and the opportunity for us to 
give input into decisions that affect the land use bylaw 
governing development in Parkvale. 

In giving our approval, we would like to also go on record 
that this approval is given with the following reservations: 
1. We are, as always, concerned that any relaxation and 
exceptions allowed may be perceived as opening the door to 
full scale commercial operations within the Parkvale 
boundaries. Naturally, we would hope that this approval not 
be interpreted in this way. 
2. That the size of the sales area (204 sq. ft.) be the 
limit of that which is covered in the application. 
3. Should the property come on the market in the future, 
that the property's use should revert to a single family 
dwelling or the uses a9reed to thus far. 

Our main concern is to maintain the character of Parkvale in 
general and the Mcintosh house, in particular. We see no 
conflict between these ideals and the request by the 
Metthiessens presently before council. 

Thank you. 

Sincerely, 

Ken w. Arnold 



To the Maver and City Councillors: 

5 E•jgington Avenue 
Rec1 Deer, Alta. 
T4R 2L l 
March 2~t 1996 

We are in the process of havin~~ a house! built in Lancaster 
Meadows. Our house is beiing built t)y a devE3lopeir - Fanta Homes. 
Our lot was purchased on our behalf, by thE3 ·developer, sometime 
in mid-January, 1996. The r1ole for our house was <tlu~~ on February 
5, 1996. At the February 25 .. 1996 City Council me~ting, it was 
decided to reduce the off-site levies on any lots sold ·from that date 
forward. It was also decided that off-site levy costs would be 
reduced for lots purchasecl by deve}lopers 1'rom January 1st, 1996. 
We have t>een told that we do not qualify fo1r the ¢>ff-site reduction 
on our lot price and we feel that this is unfai:r. Since our lot was 
purchased by a developer in mid-Jcinuary, we fee!I that this lot 
should be included in the rE~troactiv~3 to January l $t cJeveloper lots 
which werE3 given an off-sitE~ reduction. The develQprnent of our 
house was not actually be~Jun until February, ther~fore we feel that 
we qualify to receive a reduction of the off-site levies in our lot 
price. 

We thank you for your attention and cooper¢1tion, and we 
look forward to hearing frorn you re~iarding tr1is mattEH in the near 
future. 

Sincerely, 

~Jl.AJ'1 J;;.~ 

Submitted To City Council 

Date: fflfrd__zy/ t 
t) c\.J,~;i_., h'-~ 
TeHry and Darlene Greter 



~ ~~o( ~;:?.N· uro_Zi ~~~Lr< ,[L;"k~~, 1 ,,.,7' ~'?at C!e7~v;ri. c.f c.-<..d.-<-/*-~~ A,e_<. .. ,.-;t~ ~,-f; 
I 

VU/ .,c'A!Z<:.~/JJ ~Q/.:J~ oLta/' ~di , 

1.iba<:J.e /t.en rfa ~/~1 -ufUu--o/ a-47 ,.,, 

---

t.~~~· 
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DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

x 

MARCH 12, 19196 

DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVICES 

DIRECTOR OF CORPORATE SERVICES 

DIRECTOR OF DEVELOPMENT SER:VICES 

CITY ASSESSOR 

E.L. & P. MANAGER 

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT MANAGER 

FIRE CHIEF (EMERGENCY SERVICES) 

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY SERVICES MANAGER 

X INSPECTIONS AND LICENSING MANAGER 

x 

LAND AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGER 

PERSONNEL MANAGER 

PUBLIC WORl<S MANAGER 

R.C.M.P. INSPECTOR 

RECREATION, PARKS & CULTURE MANASEH 

SOCIAL PLANNING MAN.AGER 

TRANSIT MANAGER 

TREASURY SERVICES MANAGER 

PRINCIPAL PLANNER 

CITY SOLICITOR 

CITY CLERK 

Leo & Lillian IVletthiessen - Mcintosh Tea HdusE~ 

Please submit comments on the attached to this office, by March 18, 1996 for the 

Council Agenda of March 25, 1996. 

"Kelly Kloss" 
City Clerk 

f :\dataJ\counci l\meeti ng\forms\com. tern 



THE CITY OF RED DEER 
P. 0. BOX5008, RED DEEl=t, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 

City Clerk's Department (403) 342-8132 

March 12, 1996 

Leo & Lillian Matthiessen 
c/o Mcintosh Tea House 
4631 Ross Street 
Red Deer, AB T4N 1X1 

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Matthiessen: 

---· 
FAX: (403) 346·6195 

I acknowledge receipt of your lettE3r dated March 11, 1996 re: Purchase of Mcintosh 
Tea House/Bed & Breakfast. 

This item will be discussed and possibly a de1cision made at the Meeting of Red Deer 
City Council on March 25, 1996. 

Your request has been circulated to City administration for comn11ents. Should you wish 
to receive a copy of the administra1tive comments prior to the Col!Jncil meeting, they may 
be picked up at our office on the s13cond floor of City Hall on Friday, March 22, 1996. 

In the event you wish to be presen1t at the Council meeting, woul(j you please telephone 
our office on March 22nd and we will advise you of the approxilmate time that Council 
will be discussing this item. Council meetings begin at 4:30 p.tn., and adjourn for the 
supper hour at 6:00 p.m., reconvening at 7:00 p.m. When arri'.{ing1 at City Hall, please 
enter City Hall on the park side 1entrance, and proceed to th$ s1econd floor Council 
Chambers. 

If you have any questions in the m13antime, plE3ase do not hesita1e to contact the writer. 

Yours sincerely, 

KK/fm 



TO: 

PARKLAND 
COMMUNITif 
PLANNING 
SERVICES 

l\!IEMORANDUM 

Citv Council 

FROM: Paul Meyette, Principal Planner 

RE: Mcintosh Tea House 

Suite 500, 4808 Ross Street 
Red Deer, JlJberta T4N 1X5 

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

DATE: March 20, 1995 

Bylaw 2672/D-96 proposes to amend exception #15 in the land use bylaw to allow a small gift shop 
comprising 19 square metres in the Mcintosh residence at 4631 Ross Street. The by law is worded to 
allow the store only in association with the bed and breakfast operation. 

(- "·· 
- .... . "-, 
---~---- ~: .. > I ~~~~' ·-

\ ...• "' . --... _ '· 

Paul Meyette. ACP. MCIP·---~ '.J 

PRINCIPAL PLANNER, CITY SECTION 

PM/pm 



THE CITY OF RED DEER 
~~'""""'Fl""""~ P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEEH, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 

City Clerk's Department 
(403) 342-8132 FAX (403) 346-6195 

March 27, 1 996 

Leo and Lillian Matthiessen 
c/o Mcintosh Tea House 
4631 Ross Street 
Red Deer, AB 
T4N 1X1 

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Matthiessen: 

FILE No. 

---+ 

RE: LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT 2672/D-96, Mc/NTOSH TEA HOUSE -
BED AND BREAKFAST 

At the City of Red Deer's Council Meeting held March 25, 1996., consideratiion was 
given to your letter dated March 11, 1996 concerning the abo\tle. At this meeting first 
reading was given to Land Use Bylaw Amemdment :2672/D-96, a copy of which is 
attached hereto. 

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 267~~D-96 allows for the expansicpn of uses on Lots 38-
40, Block A. Plan KS (4631 Ross Street), to include a. gift shop not exceeding 19 
square metres in size. The curremt use allows for the operation of a Tea House, 
Lodging and Boarding House on that site. 

This office will now proceed with the advertising for a Public H$aring of this Bylaw, to 
be held on Monday, April 22, 199€>, commencing at 7:00 p.m. or as soon thereafter as 
Council may determine. In accordance with the Land Use Bylaw, applicants are 
required to pay for the cost of advHrtising for Public Hearings. The cost in this instance 
is $500. This deposit must be submitted to this office by Tuesdaiy, April 2, 199Ei so that 
we can proceed with the advertising. 

. .. I 2 



Leo and Lillian Matthiessen 
March 27, 1996 
Page2 

If you have any questions or require additional information, pleasH do not hesitate to 
contact the undersigned. 

s~;? 
q,~ 

City Clerk 

KK/clr 
attchs. 

cc: Director of Development Services 
Inspections and Licensing Manager 
City Assessor 
Principal Planner 
Council and Committee Secretary, S. Ladwig 

Mr. J. Ferguson, General Manager 
Towne Centre Association 

Mr. Mel Bullock, President 
Parkvale Community Associiation 

Red Deer Visitor and Convemtion Bureau 
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ITEM NO. l' NOT1CE5 OF MO'l'lON 

DATE: March 13, 1996 

TO: City Council 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: COUNCILLOR DAWSON - NOTllCE OF MOTION: 
COUNCILLORS' REMUNERATION 

At the Council Meeting of March 11, 1996, the following Notice of Motion was submitted 
by Councillor Dawson: 

"WHEREAS it has been decided to review the income of our 
Mayor's position just prior to eve1y election; 

THEREFORE BE IT F~ESOLVED that the Council Of the City 
of Red Deer shall also review the remuneration llev1els for 
City Councillors just prior to each election and ~allow the 
same guidelines as for the Mayor's remuneration." 

This is submitted for Council's consideration. 

4~ ~Ty)<(6s~ ,/ 
City Cle;!Y/ 

KK/clr 
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Bylaw No. 2672/D-96 
EIYLAW 267'2/D-96 

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

Deer. 

NOW THEREFORE THE MUNICIPAL COUf\ICIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER, IN 

THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, DULY ASSEMBLED, ENACTS AS FOLLOWS: 

That Bylaw 2672/80 be ame!nded by de!leting section 4.13 .. 1 (15) and substituting 
in its place the following: 

"4.13.1 (15) On those sites, or portions th13reof, hereinafter listed, 'Tea 

House, Lodging and Boarding House, and gift store in 

association with a bed ancl breakfast operation' is a 

permitted use; the gift store shall not exceed 19 square 

metres: 

(a) Lots 38-40, Block A, Plan KS." 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.D. 1996. 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this cjay of A.D. 1996. 

READ A TH IHD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.D. 1996. 

AND SIGNED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY CLERK this day of A.D. 1996. 

MAYOR CITYOLEIRK 



67 

Bylaw No. 2800/A-96 
8,VLAW 2800/ A-96 

Being a Bylaw to amend Bylaw No. 2800/82, the Traffic Bylaw of The~ City of Red Deer. 

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

1 That Bylaw 2800/82 be amended by adding Schedule "E" attached hereto. 

2 That Bylaw 2800/82 be amended by deleting section 96, subsection (1) and 

substituting in its place the following: 

"(1) All persons owning or occupyin~~ premises in the following areas of the 

City shall remove andl clear away all snow, ice, dirt and other obstructions 

from the sidewalk situated on land adjoining the p~operty within 48 hours 

of the time that such snow, ice, dirt or other obstruction was deposited 

thereon: 

(a) Commercial c·1 or C2 under the City Land Use Bylaw. 

(b) Residential (Multiple Family) R3 under the City Land 
Use Bylaw as indicated on Schedule "E" attachHd 
hereto." 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this cjay of 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of 

AND SIGNED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY CLERK this day of 

--_____,.. 

MAYOR CITY CLERK 

A.D. 1996. 

A.D. 1996. 

A.D. 1996. 

A.O. 1996. 
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MANDATORY (R3) SIDEWALK SNOW Fi~EMOVAL 
IN DOWNTOV\IN AREA 

ROSS S REET 

- ·,/l 111111111111111 •111111111111 c~ ~==1- -]JD •111111 llTI 
~ LJ §§ §illIUlllllllll _o__J l___ _ •1111111111111 

Schedule E 



BYLAW NO. 3:126/ A-96 

Being a Bylaw to amend Bylaw No. 3126/95, the Cemetery B~law of the City of Red 
Deer, to make provision for the sal1a of concrete liners and other matters; 

NOW THEREFORE, THE MUNICIPAL COUNCIL OF THE c1rv OF RED DEER, IN 
THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, DULY ASSEMBLED, ENACTS AS FOLLOWS: 

Bylaw No. 31 :26/95 is hereby amended as follows: 

1 

2 

3 

By deleting section 21 (3) and sul:>stituting in its pla¢e the following: 

"21 (3) Where a liner is required in conm~ction with a burial, it shall be 
obtained from the City at the cost sat out in Schedule 'D'. 
Where a vault is permitted and desired, it may be obtained 
through a funeral home or other commer1cia1I supplier of vaults." 

By deleting sections 34 and 35 and substituting in their place the 
following: 

"34 The placement of all foundations for upright or flat monuments 
and foundations containing flat monum~nts shall be completed 
by the City in accordance with the specifications in this Bylaw 
and, upon payment of the fe·e as outlined in Schedule 'D' 
attached. 

35 Flat monuments shall be placed within foundati1ons by 
monument companies or the City of Red Deer in accordance 
with the specifications outlined in Schedule 'C'. All flat 
monuments, compl~3te with founct:tations and upright 
monuments, shall be delivered to the respective cemetery a 
minimum of five (5) work days prior to the specified installation 
date indicated on the monument permit.i• 

By deleting Schedule "D" and substituting in its place the new Schedule 
"D" attached. 



Bylaw No. 3126/A-96 

4 In all other respects, Bylaw No. 3126/95 is hereby' ratified and confirmed. 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 25 day of Ila rch A.O. 1996. 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 25 day of March A.O. 1996. 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 25 day of Ila rch A.O. 1996. 

AND SIGNED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY CL.ERK this :?5 day of March A.O. 1996. 

~ ~y 



Bylaw No. 3126/ A-96 

SCHEDULE "D" 

Page 1 of 3 

PERP. 
PLOT SIZE RESIDENT CAFR_E NON-RESIDENT 

Single lot for 4' x 12' or $455 $305 $600 
persons 6 years 4' x 10' or 
of age or over 4' x 9' 

Military 
(Field of Honour) 4' x 12' or $250 $305 $250 

4' x 10' or 
4' x9' 

Double lot for 8' x 12' or $910 $610 $1,200 
persons 6 years 8' x 10' or 
of age or over 8' x9' 

Youth lot for 4' x6' $225 $1$0 $300 
persons 1-5 
years of age 

Infant lot for 3' x 5' $170 $1~5 $210 
persons under the 
age of 1 year 

Lot for Columbarium Marker 3' x 2' $170 $1i5 $260 

Lot for 2' x2' $165 $100 $260 
cremated remains 

Columbarium/Niche $565 $280 $735 

Purchase & installation 
of concrete liners $410 $410 

Installation of liners $155 $155 

Installation of vaults $230 $230 



SCHEDULE "D" 

BURIALS 

For the burial of the body of a deceased person 
6 years or over. 

For the burial of the body of a deceased person 
between the ages of 1 year and 5 years. 

For the burial of the body of a deceased person 
under the age of 1 year. 

For the extra depth (8') to permit double burial 
of bodies of persons of any age (extra charge) 

For the burial of cremated remains of any body. 

Additional charges in respect of any burials carried 
out on a Saturday, Sunday or a holiday. 

Surcharge - for all burials not using concri:!te 
liners or vaults (settlement repair). 

Installation fee·· wood liners (exceptions only) 

Opening and closing of columbarium niche (per request) 

DISINTERMENTS 

For the disinterment of the body of a deceased person 
6 years of age or over. 

For the disinterment of the body of a deceased person 
5 years of age or under. 

For the disinterment of the cremated remc1ins of 
any body 

Re-interments shall be at burial rates. 

MISCELLANEOUS 

Sale/transfer of deed back to the City 
(Administration Fee) 

Bylaw No. 3126/A-96 
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$200 

$100 

$125 

$160 

$285 

$250 

$150 

$65 

$350 

$175 

10% 



SCHEDULE "D" 

MONUMENTS 

Application Fee for the removal/replacement of monuments 

Placement of (flat) monuments contained 
in a concrete foundation, or constructed with 
frosted granite (application fee included): 

Flower vase installation in a monument foundation 

Foundation Size (length) 

O" -47" 
47" - 95" 

Supply and placement of concrete foundations required 
for upright or flat monuments (application fee included): 

Foundation Size (length} 

O" - 36" 
37" - 47" 
48" -60" 
60" - 95" 

Bylaw No. 3126/ A-96 
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$20 

$20 

$65 
$80 

$100 
$110 
$150 
$200 



74 

BYLAW NO. 3161 /96 

Being a Bylaw of the City of Red Deer to provide for the regulatlion and safe operation 

of pedestrian and vehicular traffic and the incidental use of strteets, sidewalks, lanes 

and alleys, 11ncluding (in connection with) construction and de~molition sites and 

otherwise; 

WHEREAS subsections 7 (a) and (b) of the Municipal Gov¢rnment Act authorize 

Council to regulate any matter or thing in order to protect 1,ife or property; 

AND WHEREAS section 25 of the said Act authorizes Council to provide for the 

temporary closure of a street or lane; 

NOW THEREFORE, THE MUNICIPAL COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER, IN 

THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, DULY ASSEMBLED, ENACTS AS FOLLOWS: 

1 This Bylaw may be cited as the "Use of StreHts Byla.w". 

DEFINITIONS 

2 In this Bylaw, the following words shall have the following meanings: 

(a) "Director" means the Director of Development Services or any 

person authorized by the Director to act on his behalf; 

(b) "Hoarding" means a protective fence erectedj around a building site 

which is desi~Jned to contain construction activities and limit the 

escape of construction debris from the site; 
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(c) "Hooding" in connection with parking meters' me~ans the covering of 

a parking meter with a sack designating the metered space as a 

"no parking" area to reserve that area for the exclusive use of the 

permit holder; 

(d) "Site" means a site where a project involving construction, 

excavation, demolition, repair, or renovation is being conducted. 

HOARDING PERMITS 

3 

4 

( 1 ) No person shall construct, renovate, repair or demiolish any building over 

any City lands without being the l1older of a valid H~arding Permit. 

(2) No person shall fail to comply with the requirememts set forth in a 

Hoarding Permit. 

Application for a Hoarding Permit may be made to the Inspections and 

Licensing Department of the City. 

USE OF STREETS (OTHER THAN FOR CONSTRUCTION OR !DEMOLITION) 

5 

6 

No person shall use! any equipment or conduct any work over a City 

street, sidewalk, lanei or alley without being1 the holdiar of a valid Use of 

Streets Permit. 

Application for a Use of Streets Permit in respect of th,e use of street, lane 

or sidewalk other than for construction ancl demdlition may be made to 

the Engineering Department of the City. 
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CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES ON CITY LANDS 

Bylaw No. 3161/96 

7 No person shall: 

(a) place, pile, or store any material or equipment on; or 

(b) load or unload materials or equipment on or from any vehicles on; 

or 

(c) place any obstruction on; or 

(d) carry on any construction activities which encroach upon or 

interfere with the public use of, 

any City lands without obtaining a Permit from the l:lireictor. 

ISSUANCE OF PERMITS 

8 Upon receipt of an application and payment of the fee and any other 

amount provided in Schedule "A", the Director may issue permits to allow: 

(a) the temporary use of a portion of a City street, sidewalk, lane, or 

other City lands; 

(b) the erection of temporary hoarding adjacent to or upon City lands; 

(c) the temporary hooding of City parking meters for a period of time 

not in excess of the estimated duration of th!e planned construction 

or other work. 
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All permits issued under this Bylaw shall be subject to: 

(a) the regulations contained in Schedule "B"; 

(b) such conditions, regulations, and pirovisiolhs which the Director 

deems necessary or advisable 

(i) to ensure that members of the public have maximum 

continuE~d use of City lands; 

(ii) to indemnify and save harmless the City in respect of any 

injuries to or death of any person or damage to any City 

lands and the property of others the!reon, including all 

claims, demands, actions for or jt:Jdgements and costs 

arising therefrom; 

(iii) to ensure that the plans and meth¢>ds of construction or 

demolition and all activities on the site make adequate 

provision for the safety of thE~ public, Including safe passage 

past the site; 

(c) the Applicant providing evidence of comprelilensive general liability 

insurance, bonding, or such other form of suitable guarantee which 

the Director considers necessary or advisable. 
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REVOCATION OF PERMITS 

10 (1) Any permit under this Bylaw may be revoked by the Director or a Safety 

Codes Officer where the holder of such permit: 

(a) has breached or failed to comply with the terms, conditions, or 

requirements contained in the permit, or this Byllaw; 

(b) fails to pay to the City any costs payable under this Bylaw; 

(2) A permit shall expire at the end of any time period specified in the permit. 

REMOVAL OF OBSTRUCTIONS FROM CITY LANDS 

11 No person shall: 

(a) place or causE~ to be placed, any hoarding~ dirt, gravel, concrete, 

building materiials, or any other obstruction, materials or equipment 

on City lands without a permit; or 

(b) leave any hoarding, or such obstruction, materials or equipment 

upon City lands after the Hxpiry of a permit; or 

(c) fail to removE~ such hoarding or such obstruction, materials or 

equipment from City lands within the time fi:xecl and contained in a 

notice in writing delivered to such person. 
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The Director or a P13ace Officer, Bylaw Enforcement Officer or Safety 

Codes Officer may issue a notice requirin~1 any ~erson to remove any 

hoarding, dirt, gravel, concrete, buildiin~J materials, or any other 

obstruction, materials or equipment from City lanccis and may specify in 

such notice a time, not exceedin~~ 24 hours, 1ror such mmoval. 

(2) Where any person fails to remove any obstruction, materials or 

equipment in accordance with such notice, the Director may remove or 

authorize and cause the removal of the obstruction, materials or 

equipment and perform all necessary repairs to City lands. 

(3) All costs so incurred IJy the City shall be payable ta th1e City, on demand, 

by the person to whom the noticE~ was given. 

BREACH 

13 Any person who contravenes any provision of this Bylaw is guilty of an 

offence and liable to a specified penalty in the sum of $110.00. 

OFFENCE TICKET 

14 

15 

Where a Peace Officer, Bylaw Officer or Safety Codes Officer has 

reasonable grounds to believE? that a person has contravened any 

provision of this Bylaw, he may serve upon such person an offence ticket 

allowing the payment of the speicified penalty to the City, which shall be 

accepted by the City in lieu of prosecution for the offence. 

Should any portion of this Bylaw be found by any court to be void or 

unenforceable, then it is the intention of Council that the remainder of this 

Bylaw shall remain in full force and effect, notwithstanding such ru~ing. 
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16 Use of Streets Bylaw No. 2939/8'7 is repealed. 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this clay of 1996. 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this clay of 1996. 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this clay of 1996. 

AND SIGNED BY THE MAYOR ANID CITY CLERK this day of 1996. 

MAYOR CITY CLERK 
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Bylaw No. 3161/96 

SCHEDULIE "A" 

Hoarding and Use of Streets Permit Fee: 

(a) Placement of building matierials, tools, machinery, or construction 
device on or over City lands - per day or part thereof $50.00; 

(b) Placement of building matierials, tools, machinery, construction 
device on or over City lands for an E!xtended period of time: 

(i) use of more than one-half of a street or lane shall be a fee of 

$15.00 per lineal metre or part thereof per month or part 

thereof; 

(ii) use of one-half of IE!SS of a stre,et or lalne shall be a fee of 

$7.50 pE3r lineal metre or part: thereof per month or part 

thereof; 

(iii) use of a sidewalk shall be a fee of $3.50 per lineal metre or 

part thereof per month or part thereof. 

Parking Stall Fee: 

(a) $16.60 service charge plus $3.50 per hooded meter per day, 

(b) $10.00 per parking stall pE3r day of operation in an unmetered 

parking area. 
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REGULATIONS 

Bylaw No. 3161/96 
Page 1of4 

Provision shall be made at all times for the safe paSsa~Je past the project 

site of both pedestrian and vehicular traffic to the satisfaction of the Safety 

Codes Officer. 

(2) Where a sidewalk exists adjacent to the project, it shalli be kept clear of 

obstruction at all times. 

(3) Where the construction operations necessitate the obstruction of the 

sidewalk, a temporary sidewalk shall be provided where necessary and it 

shall be kept clear of obstruction at all times. 

(4) Operations such as the hoisting of major components onto a tall building 

or other overhead activities that constitute a hazard to pedestrians below 

from which the public cannot be protected by barricadE~s. covered ways or 

similar means shall not be carried out until the street or other public way is 

temporarily closed for such purpose. 

(5) Excavations in streets or public property shall be a(jjequately barricaded 

and warning signs or lights shall be installed on each section of such 

barricades. 

(6) All sidewalks, streets, or other public property that have been damaged 

shall be restored to a safe condition and all obstructions pertaining to the 

project shall be removed when tile need for such opstruction is ended. 
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REGULATIONS 

Bylaw No. 3161/96 
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(7) Warning lights shall bie placed and shall be in operation during the hours 

of darkness at all obstructions or excavations on streets or other public 

ways. 

(8) Before excavation be~~ins, all existing gas, eliectrical, water steam and 

other utility services shall be shut: off, cappecl and labellled so as to permit 

easy identification outside the limits of the excavation. 

(9) The utility company whose service connections will 'be affected shall be 

notified in advance of any action and, if it is necessary to maintain any 

such service, it shall t>e relocated as necessary and protected from 

damage in such a way as to afford safety to the public. 

(10) Existing gas, electrical, water, stE~am and other utili~y s1ervices may be left 

within the area of the excavation provided that: 

(a) before work be1gins, the se~rvice company involved must provide its 

approval as to the propos~:id method of operation; 

(b) their location is determined before excavatioh commences; 

(c) a suitable method of excavation is adopted Which will ensure that 

they are not damaged; and 

( d) suitable temporary supports are provided. 

(11) Excavations shall be kept reasonably clear of water so as not to endanger 
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REGULATIONS 

Bylaw No. 3161/96 
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the safety of the public or to create conditions hazardous to health. 

(12) If the stability of adjoining structuires, walls, or servi¢es may be 

endangered by the work of excavating, adequate underpinning, shoring, 

and bracing shall be provided to prevent damage to, or movement of, any 

part of the adjoining property, or 1the creation of a hazard to the public. 

TRAFFIC ACCOMMODATION 

2 ( 1) Where a hazard to vehicular traffic or a highway (as de!fined) is created by 

work on a construction site, one or more of the following methods shall be 

provided to accommodate vehicular traffic through or across the hazard: 

(a) one or more competent and trained Flag Pe~sons; 

(b) proper and adE~quate advance warnin1g and work site signing; 

(c) effective lane control devices; 

(d) work site barriers; 

(e) flashing lights, clearly visible during the hours of darkness. 

(2) Flag Person - a person designatied as a Fla~1 Person shall be properly 

trained and instructed in his or h1er responsibilities. He! or she shall be 

provided with, but not limited to, the followin~~ equipme1nt: 



(a) traffic vest; 

{b) hard hat; 
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(c) stop/slow paddle and for hours of darkness, a florescent wand 

flashlight. 

(3) Red Flag - use of a re-d flag as a device to direct trarnc should only be 

considered in an emergency situation. Its use shall be to alert and stop 

traffic only. 



COUNCIL MEl:TING OF MARCH 25, 1996 

:;::::::: 
:·:·:-.·:-:-:-:·.·:::·:·:-:-:·:·:·:·:·:·:·: 



COUNCIL MEETINGi GUESTS - SPECIAL REQUEST 

MARCH 25, 19B6 @ 5:00 PM 

Red Deer 23rd Deer Park Scout Troupe 

Leader Rick Swainson/ Terry Kci>cher 

This troupe has asked that they take about 5 to 1 O 
minutes of Council's tirne when you break for supper.. 
They wish to ask the Mayor and Councillors the following 
questions: 

1. Role of the Mayor 
2. Role of the Counciillors 
3. How the City benefits by having a Council 

We will attempt to schE~dule ite~ms before supper so as to 
allow time to break earlier for supper to accommodate the 
above request. 

Thanks 

Kelly Kloss 
City Clerk 



DATE: March 20, 1996 

TO: City Council 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: COUNCIL MEETING SUPPER LOCATION 
MARCH 25, 1996 - S"RO'S 

For as long as can be remembered, Council has generally gone to the Club Cafe for 
supper during Council meetings. It is my understanding that th~e rationale for this 
included, but was not necessarily limited to the following:: 

1. Within walking distance; 

2. Private room; 

3. Ability to be in and out within one hour; 

4. Flexibility in placing orders (e.g. can mix and match menu items); 

5. Food has been good. 

On a number of occasions in the past, Council has discussed the issue of looking at 
alternate supper locations, however, no chang1e resulted. 

At a recent Council meeting it was agreed to change restaurants for supper every 41
h 

meeting. The March 25, 1996 moeting represents the first alternate supper location. 
Council will again be at the Club Cafe for the Council MeE~tings <Pf April 9, April 22, and 
May 6, and at a different restaurant for the May 21, 1996 meeting. 

Any suggestions for alternate restaurants in th,e Downtown Area would be appreciated. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

Council and Administration are reminded to proceed to Saro's for supper. 

/~· --~~ 
7 /~/ 
It' KELL KLO$ 

City Clerk / , 

KK/fm 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

March 27, 1996 

Mayor 
Councillors 

City Clerk 

RE: COUNCIL MEETING SUPPER LOCATIONS 

At the Council Meeting of March 2:5, 1996, Council Members generally agreed that the 
supper location for Council Meetings should l:Je on a rotating basis between the Club 
Cafe, Shauney's and Sara's. 

Based on the~ above, the six upcoming Council Meetings and thei1r applicable supper 
locations are as follows: 

Tuesday,April9, 1996 
Monday, April 22, 19H6 
Monday, May 6, 199Ei 
Tuesday, May 21, 1996 
Monday, June 17, 1996 
Tuesday, July 2, 19913 

This is submitted for your information. 

~1-,r 
City Clerk 

KK/clr 

cc: City Manager 
Directors 
Assistant City Clerk 

Club Cafe 
Shauney's 
Sara's 
Club Cafe 
Shauney's 
Sara's 


