
DATE: May 9,1995 FILE 
TO: All Departments 

FHOM: City Clerk 

RE: PLEASE POST FOR THE INFORMATION OF EMPLOYEES 

SUMMARY OF DECISIONS 

************** 
FOR THE REGULAR MEETING OF RED DEER CITY COUNCIL 

HELD IN THE COUNCIL CHAMBERS, CITY HALL 

MONDAY, MAY 8, 1995 

COMMENCING AT 4:30 P.f\it 

**************************** 
A//d 2( 

(1) Confirmation of the Minutes of the Regular Meetin1:J oJ..Ma11f." 1995 

DECISION - CONFIRMED AS TRANSCRIBED 

(~~) UNFINISHED BUSINESS 

1) City Clerk - Re: Bylaw 3115/94 - Agreement/Northwestern 
Utilities Limited/Natural Gas Franchise 

DECISION - AUTHORIZED MAYOR AND CITY CLERK TO SIGN 
AGREEMENT AND GAVE THE BYLAW 2ND & 3RD READINGS 

2) City Clerk - Re: Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/N-95/R. 
Gustum/Triplex/Basement Suites 

DECISION - BYLAW GIVEN 1 ST READING 
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(3) PUBLIC HEARINGS 

1) 

2) 

City Clerk- Re: Road Closure Bylaw 3131/9fi/Sale of Land to 
Seibel Construction/Adjacent to Lot 1A, Plan 802-2781 

City Clerk - Re: Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/K-
95/Setbacks on Downtown Streets/Road Right-of-Way 
Widening Report 

(4) REPORTS 

1) Parkland Community Planning Services - Re: Land Use Bylaw 
Amendment 2672/0-95/Part of the S.E. 1/410-38-27-·4/Anders 
East - Phases 3B and 5/ Anders East Developments Ltd. 

DECISION· BYLAW GIVEN 1ST READING 

2) Director of Corporate Services - Re: Revised 1995/96 Budget 
Resolution 

DECISION • APPROVED REVISIONS TO THE 1995 OPERATING AND 
MAJOR CAPITAL BUDGETS 

3) Director of Corporate Services - Re: 1995 Mill Rate Bylaw 
3135/95 

DECISION- BYLAW GIVEN 1ST & 2ND READINGS. THIS WILL RESULT 
IN A 4.8% DECREASE IN PROPERTY TAXES FOR BOTH RESIDENTIAL 
AND NON-RESIDENTIAL PROPERTIES 

(S) CORRESPONDENCE 

1) Towne Centre Association - Re: The GHOSTS Program 

DECISION - DIRECTED THE ADMINISTRATION TO DEVELOP A POLICY 
AND APPROVAL PROCEDURE FOR COUNCIL'S CONSIDERATION FOR 
PUBLIC ART PROJECTS WITHIN DOWNTOWN 
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2) David Thompson Health Region - Re: Central Alberta Council 
on Aging/Long Term Care Patients in Red Deer 

DECISION - REPORT RECEIVED AS INFORMATION 

3) Federation of Canadian Municipalities - Re: Municipal Electric 
Commission/Federal Sales Tax Refund Claim 

DECISION - AGREED TO COURSE OF ACTION RECOMMENDED BY THE 
FEDERATION OF CANADIAN MUNICIPALITIES AND INSTRUCT THE 
ADMINISTRATION TO PREPARE A LETTER TO BE SENT TO THE 
FEDERAL GOVERNMENT 

4) Ralph Salomons Realty Inc. - Re: Rezoning Request/Former 
Vehicle Licensing Centre, 5220 - 77 Street/New Life 
Fellowship Christian Reformed Church 

DECISION - AGREED TO ZONING OF THE SOUTHERLY 4.5 ACRES 
FROM C4 TO PUBLIC SERVICE (PS) AND AGREED TO SPOT ZONING 
OF THE NORTHERLY 3.08 ACRES FOR A MOTION PICTURE THEATRE 

5) Westfair Foods Ltd./Westfair Properties Ltcll. - Re: Old CPR 
Train Station/Discharge of Caveat 

DECISION-AGREED TO REMOVAL OF CAVEAT REQUIRING PHASE II 
DEVELOPMENT 

6) C.E. Forgues - Re: 2nd Floor, 6017 - 54 Avenue/Occupancy 
Permit 

DECISION - ITEM WITHDRAWN 

.. 34 

38 

45 

60 

.. 66 



7) Ellen J. Geddes/Highland Green Estates Residents·· Re: Land 
Use Concerns and Rezoning Request 

DECISION - AGREED TO THE PREPARATION OF AN OUTLINE PLAN 
FOR HIGHLAND GREEN 

(6) PETITIONS AND DELEGATIONS 

(7) NOTICES OF MOTION 

(8) WRITTEN ENQUIRIES 

(9) BYLAWS 

1) 2672/K-95 - Land Use Bylaw Amendment provides for 
amendments to the Land Use Bylaw with respect to setbacks 
on some of the streets in the downtown area, as outlined in the 
Road Right-of-Way Widening Report dated September 20, 
1994 - 2nd & 3rd readings 

DECISION - BYLAW GIVEN 2ND & 3RD READINGS 

2) 2672/N-95- Land Use Bylaw Amendment/5311 - 44 Avenue/A. 
Gustum/Triplex/Basement Suites - 1st reading 

DECISION- BYLAW GIVEN 1ST READING 

3) 2672/0-95 - Land Use Bylaw Amendment/Part of the S.E. 1/4 
10-38-27-4/ Anders East - Phases 3B and 5/ Anders East 
Developments Ltd. - 1st reading 

DECISION- BYLAW GIVEN 1ST READING 
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4) 3115/95 - Agreement/Northwestern Utilities Limited/Natural 
Gas Franchise - 2nd & 3rd readings 

DECISION - BYLAW GIVEN 2ND & 3RD READINGS 

5) 3131 /95 - Road Closure Bylaw/provides for lane and street 
closures, due to the sale of land adjacent to Lot 1 A, Plan 802-
2781 to Seibel Construction Ltd. - 2nd & 3rd readings 

DECISION- BYLAW GIVEN 2ND & 3RD READINGS 

6) 3135/95 - Mill Rate Bylaw - 3 readings 

DECISION- BYLAW GIVEN 1ST & 2ND READINGS 
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24 
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AGENDA 

FOR THE REGULAR MEETING OF RED DEER CITY COUNCIL 

TO BE HELD IN THE COUNCIL CHAMBERS, CITY HALL, 

MONDAY, MAY 8, 1995, 

COMMENCING AT 4:30 P.M. 

************************** 

(1) Confirmation of the Minutes of the Regular Meetin~;J of April 24, 1995 

(2) UNFINISHED BUSINESS 

1) 

2) 

City Clerk - Re: Bylaw 3115/94 - Agreement/Northwestern 
Utilities Limited/Natural Gas Franchise 

City Clerk - Re: Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/N-95/R. 
Gustum/Triplex/Basement Suites 

(3:) PUBLIC HEARINGS 

1) 

2) 

City Clerk- Re: Road Closure Bylaw 3131/95/Sale of Land to 
Seibel Construction/Adjacent to Lot 1A, Plan 802-2781 

City Clerk - Re: Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/K-
95/Setbacks on Downtown Streets/Road Right-of-Way 
Widening Report 
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(4) REPORTS 

1) 

2) 

3) 

Parkland Community Planning Services - Re: Land Use Bylaw 
Amendment 2672/0-95/Part of the S.E. 1/4 10-38-27··4/Anders 
East - Phases 3B and 5/Anders East Developments Ltd. 

Director of Corporate Services - Re: Revised! 1995/96 Budget 
Resolution 

Director of Corporate Services - Re: 199S Mill Rate Bylaw 
3135/95 

(5) CORRESPONDENCE 

1) 

2) 

3) 

4) 

5) 

6) 

7) 

Towne Centre Association - Re: The GHOSTS Program 

David Thompson Health Region - Re: Central Alberta Council 
on Aging/Long Term Care Patients in Red Deer 

Federation of Canadian Municipalities - Re: Municipal Electric 
Commission/Federal Sales Tax Refund Claim 

Ralph Salomons Realty Inc. - Re: Rezoning Request/Former 
Vehicle Licensing Centre, 5220 - 77 Street/New Life 
Fellowship Christian Reformed Church 

Westfair Foods Ltd./Westfair Properties Ltd. - Re: Old CPR 
Train Station/Discharge of Caveat 

C.E. Forgues - Re: 2nd Floor, 6017 - 54 Avenue/Occupancy 
Permit 

Ellen J. Geddes/Highland Green Estates Residents - Re: Land 
Use Concerns and Rezoning Request 

(6) PETITIONS AND DELEGATIONS 

(7) NOTICES OF MOTION 
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.. 34 

.. 38 

.. 45 

.. 60 

.. 66 

.. 70 



(B) WRITTEN ENQUIRIES 

(!9) BYLAWS 

1) 2672/K-95 - Land Use Bylaw AmendmErnt provides for 
amendments to the Land Use Bylaw with respect to setbacks 
on some of the streets in the downtown area, as outlined in the 
Road Right-of-Way Widening Report dated September 20, 
1994 - 2nd & 3rd readings .. 6 

2) 2672/N-95 - Land Use Bylaw Amendment/5311 - 44 Avenue/A. 
Gustum/Triplex/Basement Suites - 1st reading .. 3 

. . 83 
3) 2672/0-95 - Land Use Bylaw Amendment/Part of the S.E. 1/4 

1 0-38-27-4/ Anders East - Phases 3B and 5/ Anders East 
Developments Ltd. - 1st reading 21 

84 
4) 3115/95 - Agreement/Northwestern Utilities Limited/Natural 

Gas Franchise - 2nd & 3rd readings .. 1 

5) 3131/95 - Road Closure Bylaw/provides for lane and street 
closures, due to the sale of land adjacent to Lot 1 A, Plan 802-
2781 to Seibel Construction Ltd. - 2nd & 3rd readings .. 5 

6) 3135/95 - Mill Rate Bylaw - 3 readings 24 
86 

Committee of the Whole: 

1} Administrative Matter 
2) Legal Opinion 
3) Administrative Matter 
4) Personal Matter 
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U N F I N I S H E D B U S I N E S S 
NO. 1 ·-----

DATE: 

TO: 

FHOM: 

RE: 

April 28, 1995 

City Council 

City Clerk 

CITY OF RED DEER BYLAW 3115/94/PROPOSED AMENDMENT -
NATURAL GAS FRANCHISE 

At the Council Meeting of August 29, 1994, first reading was given to Bylaw 3115/94, which 
proposes to amend the Natural Gas Franchise. 

In amending the Natural Gas Franchise, it is required that an application be made to the 
Public Utilities Board for approval. This application was made and a hearing was held 
following which the Public Utilities Board approved our application. It would now be 
appropriate for Council to give second and third readings to the Bylaw, as well as authorize 
thie Mayor and City Clerk to execute the relevant amending agreement. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

1. That second and third readings be given to Bylaw :3115/94. 

2. That a resolution be passed authorizing the Mayor and City Clerk to sign the 
amending agreement between The City of Red Deer and Northwestern Utilities 
which amends paragraph 16 of Franchise Agreement dated September 6, 1989 and 
amended by agreement dated September 1, 1992 .. 

KIK/ds 

COMMENTS: 

We concur with the recormnendation of the City C'.lerk a.nd reconmend Council proceed 
with second and third readings of the Bylaw and authorize the execution of the 
agreement. 

"G. SURKAN" 
Mayor 

"M .. C. DAY" 
City :Manager 



Effective May 8. 1995, the rate of 
Munic!pal Franchise Fee paid to the 
City of Red Deer wi 11 be changed at the 
request of the city. With the change, 
the Franchise Fee will be applied only 
to the "non-gas" portion of customers' 
bills. Because the amended fee will 
apply to a smaller portion of each. 
customer's bill, the fee wiil increase to 
17 per cent from 8. 4 per cent. The 
effect on customers' bills will vary 
depending on each customer's gas 
consumption. This change will 
increase the 1995 gas bill of an 
average Red Deer residential customer 
using 150 g1gaJoules of natural gas 
annually by about $13.00 compared to 
1994. 

The net effect of all rate changes 
in 1995 is expected to result in a Red 
Deer customer using 150 GJ of natural 
gas annually paying about $606 for 
natural gas service this year, an $87 
saving compared to the $693 they 
paid in 1994. 

(011er) 

The City of Red Deer levies ttle 
Franchise Fee on Northwestem 
Utilities for the cost to ttle city of 
providing rights of way for 
Northwestern's distribution system, 
the exclusive rights granted to 
Northwestern to provide natural gas 
service to the city under the franchise 
agreement, and in lieu of property 
taxes. The city charges the fee as a 
percentage of Northwestem's 
revenues. 

The change is not designed to 
increase city revenues. It wi II provide 
the city with a more stable and 
predictable source of revenue, 
permitting more efficient city budgeting 
and minimizing the need for future 
property tax increases. 

m -· NORTHWESTERN 
UTILITIES LIMITED 

An ArCO Company 
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llJIL Public Utilities Board 
UD 11th Floor, 10055 - 106 Street, Edmonton, Alberta, T5J 2Y2 Telephone: (403) 427-4901, Fax: (403) 427-6970 

File Nos.: 6675-R3 I 6675-R3-l 

April 24, 1995 
BACK UP INFORMATION 

NOT,SUBMITTED TO COUNCIL 

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

CITY OF RED DEER AND NORTHWESTERN UTILITIES LIMI'I'ED -
FRANCHISE AMENDMENT 
NORTHWESTERN UTILITIES LIMI'l'ED - CHANGE TO RIDER "A" 

Dear Mr. Kloss: 

Enclosed for your information are three copies each of Decisions 
E95048 and E95049 dated April 24, 1995 relating to the above 
mentioned matters. 

Yours truly, 

6~t}C5_,Q~~l_ 
J. Didier 
Application Officer 

Enclosures 

cc m Oat 
,A-. Kot( 
A. w,/<ock 

/s/oY/21 
£~ 



CITY OF RED DEER / NORTHWESTERN UTILITIES LIMITED 
FRANCHISE AMENDMENT I CHANGE TO RIDER "A" 
April 24, 1995 

KE~lly Kloss 
City Clerk 
City of Red Deer 
P.O. Box 5008 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T•~N 3T4 

Mr. Ralph Salisny 
Manager 
Marketing & Sales 
Northwestern Utilities Limited 
10035 - 105 Street 
Edmonton, Alberta 
T5J 2V6 

Red Deer Regional Hospital 
c/o Donald J. Manning 
Crowe Duhamel Manning 
2:nd Floor, 5233 - 49 Avenue 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 6G5 

Consumers' Coalition of Alberta 
c/o James A. Wachowich 
Wachowich & Co. 
555, 10310 Jasper Avenue 
Edmonton, Alberta 
T5J 2W4 

Jeffery A. Jodoin 
Professional Regulatory Services Inc. 
Suite 2602, 8210 - 111 Street 
Edmonton, Alberta 
T6G 2C7 

Andrea Maynard 
Red Deer Advocate 
P.O. Box 5200 
2950 Bremner Avenue 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 5G3 

Sent to List Individually Addressed 



ALBERTA ENERGY AND UTILITIES BOARD 

BEFORE: 

DECISION E95048 

re: 

THE CITY OF RED DEER 

and 

NORTHWESTERN UTILITIES LIMITED 

In the matter of an Application dated August 29, 1994 for 
approval to amend the special franchise contract between 
the City of Red Deer and Northwestern Utilities Limited. 

B. T. McManus, Q.C. Presiding l\i'lember 

J. R. Dunstan Member 

Gordon J. Miller Member 

FILE 6675-R3 April 24, 1995 



ALBERTA ENERGY AND UTILITIES BOARD DECISION E95048 
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ALBERTA ENERGY AND UTILITIES BOARD DECISION E95048 

APPEARANCES 

For Northwestern Utilities Limited 

For the City of Red Deer 

For the Consumers' Coalition 
of Alberta 

For the Red Deer Regional 
Hospital 

WITNESSES 

For Northwestern Utilities Limited 

For the City of Red Deer 

- 3 -

Mr. C.K. Sheard 
Vice President and 
General Counsel 

Mr. J.A. Bryan, Q.C. 
Bryan ~:i Company 

Mr. J. A. Wachowich 
WachoWJi.ch & Company 

Mr. D. ~:r. Manning 

Mr. J. Engler 
Vice Pr·esident, Economics and 
Regulatory Matters 

Mr. R. Salisny 
Manager, Marketing and Sales 

Mr. A. Wilcock 
Director, Financial Services 

April 24, 1995 



ALBERTA ENERGY AND UTILITIES BOARD DECISION E95048 

1. INTRODUCTION 

The subject application was filed with the Public Utilities Board (the PUB) 

August 29, 1994. The Lieutenant Governor in Couneil ordered that the 

Alberta Energy and Utilities Board Act c. A-19.5, S.A. 1994 (AEUB Act) be 

proclaimed in force on February 15, 1995. The AEUB Act brings together the 

Eniergy Resources Conservation Board (the ERCB) and the PUB. Section 8 of 

thei AEUB Act States: 

"8(1) All matters that may be dealt with by the ERCB or the PUB 
under any enactment or as otherwise provided by law shall be dealt 
with by the Board and are! within the exclusive jurisdiction of the 
Board. 

(2) If on the coming into force of this Act any matter is before the 
ERCB or the PUB, 

(a) the matter shall be continued before or by the Board, and 

(b) the members of the ERCB and the PUB dealing with the 
matter shall continue to deal with it in their capacity as 
members of the Board." 

In the above quote and in all references hereinafti1er found "Board" means the 

Allberta Energy and Utilities Board (AEUB) . 

Pursuant to the above: 

(a) this matter has been continued before the division of the PUB 

previously assigned to deal with it; and 

(b) this Decision is issued as a Decision of the Board. 

- 4 -
April 24, 1995 



AL:BERTA ENERGY AND UTILITIES BOARD DECISION E95048 

1. INTRODUCTION 

By letter dated August 29, 1994, the City of Red Deer· (the City) filed an 

application (the Application) with the PUB, for approval to amend its special 

franchise agreement (the Special Franchise Agr~:!ement) with Northwestern 

Uti.lities Limited (NUL or the Company), in accordance with the terms of a 

proposed Amending Agreement (the Amending Agreement), attached as 

Schedule "A" to this Decision, which would change the methodology used in 

calculating the franchise fee payable by NUL to the City. 

By correspondence of September 16, 1994 (Exhibit 3) NUL indicated that it 

supported the Application and advised that it would under separate cover be 

requesting an amendment to NUL's Rate Rider "A" to provide for collection of 

th1:! franchise fee from its Red Deer customers. NUL subsequently filed the 

related application on February 16, 1995 (Exhibit '7) . Decision E95049, dated 

April 24, 1995 issued concurrently with this DBcision, will deal with the 

related application to amend Rider "A". 

The Application was lodged pursuant to section 281 of the Municipal 

Government Act, c. M-26, RSA 1980, as amended. This section provided in 

part as follows: 

"281(1) An application for approval by the Public Utilities Board of 
any contract, together with any special franchise con.f erred in respect 
thereto, entered into pursuant to section 27!:!(1) or• section 280, or 
pursuant to a municipal charter, or any rern~wal of such a contract 
or special franchise, shall be made to the Board prior to or forthwith 
after the first reading of the by-law. 

(2) Any such contract entered into pursuant to section 279(1) or 
section 280, whether or not it contains an express provision to that 
effect, is subject to the following conditions: 

- 5 -
April 24, 1995 



ALJBERTA ENERGY AND UTILITIES BOARD DECISION E95048 

1. INTRODUCTION 

(a) that the contract or special franchise conferred in respect 
thereto may not be altered or renewed without the approval of 
the Public Utilities Board; 11 

Effective January 1, 1995 the Municipal Government .Act, c. M-26, RSA 1980 was 

repealed and replaced with the Municipal Government Act, c. M-26 .1, RSA 1994 

(the MG Act). The Board's jurisdiction to hear the Application was then 

covered by transitional provisions and Section 45 of the MG Act. This section 

provides as follows: 

45(1) A council may, by agreement, grant a right, exclusive or 
otherwise, to a person to provide a utility service in all or part of 
the municipality, for not more than 20 years. 

(2) The agreement may grant a right, exclusive or otherwise, to 
use the municipality's property, including property under the 
direction, control and management of the municipality, for the 
construction, operation and extension of a public: utility in the 
municipality for not more than 20 years. 

(3) Before the agreement is made, amended o:r• renewed, the 
agreement, amendment or renewal must 

(a) be advertised, and 

(b) be approved by the Public Utilities Board. 11 

At the date of the Application the City's prerogative to charge NUL a 

franchise fee was provided for by Section 14(7) of the Municipal Taxation Act, 

R.S.A. 1980, c. M-31, which stated: 

11 (7) A municipality may with the approval of the Public Utilities 
Board enter into an agreement with the holdeJ!~ of a special franchise 
whereby the municipality accepts payment of an amount equal to a 
fixed percentage of the gross revenue of the special franchise from 
the holder in lieu of taxing the special franchise, lands, 
improvements, pipelines, works and transmission lines, machinery, 
equipment and apparatus belonging to and used by the special 
franchise holder in the exercise of the franchise. 11 

- 6 -
April 24, 1995 



ALJBERTA ENERGY AND UTILITIES BOARD DECISION E95048 

1. INTRODUCTION 

Effective January 1, 1995 the Municipal Taxation Act was also repealed and the 

City's prerogative to charge NUL a franchise fee was then provided for by 

Section 360 of the MG Act which states in part: 

11 360(1) A council may make a tax agreement with an 
public utility or of linear property who occupies the 
property, including property under the direction, 
management of the municipality. 

operator of a 
municipality's 
control and 

(2) Instead of paying the tax imposed under this Division and any 
other fees and charges payable to the municipality, the tax 
agreement may provide for an annual payment to the municipality by 
the operator calculated as provided in the agret:~ment. 

(3) A tax agreement must provide that the municipality accepts 
payment of the amount calculated under the agreement in place of 
the tax and other fees or charges specified in the agreement. 

(5) An agreement under this section with an operator who is 
subject to regulation by the Public Utilities Board is of no effect 
unless it is approved by the Public Utilities Board. 11 

The Special Franchise Agreement has been amendi:~d from time to time, most 

recently by an amending agreement dated September 1, Hl92. This amendment 

changed the method of calculating the franchise fee pursuant to Clause 16 to 

allow for the application of the franchise tax to transportation customers in 

addition to sales customers. The fee was to be applicable not only to NUL's 

transportation revenues but also to the deemed cost of the transported natural 

gas. 

Pursuant to the proposed Amending Agreement, Clause 16 of the Special 

Franchise Agreement would be changed again in terms of how the franchise fee 

is cal cu lated , from: 

11 8. 4% of the annual gross revenues of the Company derived from the 
supply of gas to customers served under Rates 1 !• 2 and 12 and 

- 7 -
April 24, 1995 



ALBERTA ENERGY AND UTILITIES BOARD DECISION E95048 

1. INTRODUCTION 

to: 

3. 09% of the annual gross revenues of the Company derived from the 
supply of gas to customers served under Rates 3, 4, 13, 14 and 
Rate 20 Series within the corporate boundarie:s of the Municipality, 
pursuant to Section 14(7) and 14(8) of the l.Vlunicipal Taxation Act 
being Chapter M-31 of the Revised Statutes of Alberta, 1980, as 
amended" 

"17. 00% of the annual gross revenues of the Company during the 
particular calendar year derived from the supply of gas to customers 
within the corporate boundaries of the Municipality, pursuant to 
Section 14(7) and Section 14(8) Municipal Taxation Act, being Chapter 
M-31 of the Revised Statues of Alberta, 1980, as amended, exclusive 
of revenue derived from 

i) the cost of gas as defined in the Company's Rate Schedules as 
Riders "E" and "F" as they exist from time1 to time 

ii) the supply of separately metered natural gas used to fuel 
transportation vehicles 

iii) the aforementioned payment of the Municipality" 

A public hearing regarding the Application and the related application of NUL 

to amend Rate Rider "A" was held in the Provincial Building in Red Deer on 

February 24, 1995. In accordance with the Boardl's directions, Notice of the 

Hearing was published in the Red Deer Advocate on February 6, 1995, and the 

Notice of Hearing was served on all interested parties from NUL's 1993/1994 

general rate application. The Board considers that notice' of the hearing was 

adequate. 

Both NUL and the City were represented at the hearing. The Consumers' 

Coalition of Alberta (the CCA) and the Red Deer Regional Hospital (RDRH) 

also appeared at the hearing to make submissions opposing the Application. 

No other interested parties made any submissions. 

- 8 -



ALBERTA ENERGY AND UTILITIES BOARD DECISION E95048 

2. BACKGROUND 

Thei City first granted a franchise to the Company by means of the Special 

Franchise Agreement dated September 24, 1945. The Special Franchise 

Agreement has been renewed and amended a number of times, most recently by 

an agreement dated September 1, 1992, as referred to earlier in this Decision. 

ThB clause of the Special Franchise Agreement which deals with the franchise 

fee has been altered on various occasions. Initially the franchise fee was 

provided for in clause 10 of the Special Franchise Agreement dated 

September 24, 1945 as follows: 

11 10. So long as the City does not assess for taxation the transmission 
and distribution systems of the Company situate within the City for 
municipal, school or other purposes, the Company will pay to the 
City, in lieu of such taxation, in each and every year five 
percent. (5%) of the gross receipts of the Company derived from the 
sale of natural gas within the City, 11 

The renewal of the Special Franchise Agreement by memorandum of agreement 

dated November 17, 1967 changed the method of calculation of the franchise fee 

as follows: 

"10. The Company agrees to pay to the City for the period from 
the 1st day of September, 1967 to the 22nd day of August, 1977 on 
the sale of gas within the limits of the city of Red Deer as they 
exist from time to time an amount equal to the sum of seven and 
three-quarter per cent (7-3/4%) of the gToss receipts of the 
Company during the said period from the sale of gas to domestic and 
commercial customers and to industrial customers served under Rate 
No. 1 General Rate or Rate No. 2 Optional Rate and three per cent 
(3%) of the gross receipts of the Company during the said period 
from the sale of gas to industrial customers SE!irved under Rate No. 3 
- Optional High Load Factor Rate, 11 
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2. BACKGROUND 

[In the above quote the 7. 75% is equal to 8: .40% exclusive of the 
City's payment and the 3% is equal to 3. 09% exclusive of the City's 
payment.] 

As indicated earlier in this Decision, this clause was further amended by an 

amemding agreement dated September 1, 1992 to allmv for the application of the 

franchise fee to transportation customers, inclusive of the deemed cost of 

transported natural gas, in addition to sales customers. 

In NUL's most recent general rate application, NUL proposed to eliminate 

Rate 2 effective January 1, 1995. This proposal was approved in Decision 

E94,084 dated December 22, 1994. One effect of the elimination of this rate was 

to shift a number of Red Deer customers from Rate:! 2 where they were paying 

a franchise tax rate of 8 .40% to Rate 3 where they pay a franchise tax rate of 

3.09%. This caused an unintentional decrease in the franchise fee paid to the 

City. 

Prior to the elimination of NUL's Rate 2, RDRH was the only Rate 3 customer 

within the City. At that time RDRH was also th1:~ only sales customer being 

assessed the franchise fee at the 3. 09% level. 

The City considered a number of ways of amending the franchise fee to correct 

this situation. The City then made the Application for approval to change the 

Sp1ecial Franchise Agreement according to the terms of the proposed Amending 

Agreement. 
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2. BACKGROUND 

The proposed methodology would eliminate the reduced level of franchise fee 

for Rate 3 customers. This would contribute to RDRH experiencing a much 

higher increase in its franchise fee than any other customer within the City. 

Residential customers would receive a relatively small incrE~ase in the franchise 

fee.. Still other customers would experience a substantial decrease from the 

levE~l of the franchise fee which they were paying before January 1, 1995. 
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ALBERTA ENERGY AND UTILITIES BOARD DECISION E95048 

3. POSITION OF THE PARTIES 

(a) Consumers' Coalition of Alberta 

The CCA impliedly accepted use of a reasonableness test in reviewing the 

Application, as proposed by NUL: 

" we must look at the reasonableness of it and gauge that 
reasonableness in view of the alternative which we have submitted. 
It certainly is reasonable as we have suggested .. " (Tr., p.82) 

The! CCA supported some elements of the methodolo&ry proposed by the City to 

amend the franchise fee, to the extent that it is: a move towards a single 

percentage and would prevent automatic increases in the franchise fee due to 

increases in the gas component of NUL's rates. However, the CCA did not 

support the fact that the methodology causes residential customers to pay 

higher amounts for the franchise fee portion of their gas bills, while customers 

with higher consumptions will experience less of an increase or a decrease in 

the:ir share of the franchise fee. 

Thei CCA submitted that the proper level of the franchise fee should take into 

account the corresponding property taxes since this franchise fee is "in lieu of 

taxing the special franchise, land, buildings, improvements, pipelines, works, 

machinery, equipment and apparatus belonging to and used by the company in 

the exercise of the franchise". 
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3. POSITION OF THE PARTIES 
{a) Consumers' Coalition of Alberta 

Spe~cifically the CCA stated: 

II It is our submission that while the amounts a1~e not to be identical, 
they must bear some correlative value to each other under the two 
methodologies, one I have ref erred to as property tax, another as 
franchise tax." (Tr., p.76) 

For 1995 the proposed methodology for the franchise fee would collect 

$1, 592, 500 whereas the corresponding property taxE~s are forecast at $446, 000. 

Th1:i CCA submitted that the Board should be conce~rned about the size of this 

discrepancy. 

Th1:i CCA particularly disagreed with the City using 1994, as the basis of the 

level of tax, contending that 1994 had seen the highest gas costs in recent 

years and therefore a franchise fee level based on 1994 revenue could not be 

considered revenue neutral for 1995. The CCA asserted that the level of 

franchise fee would be more fair if based on a formula which uses average gas 

costs for the years since the City entered into the renewal of the Special 

Franchise Agreement in 1989. 

In summation, the CCA asked the Board not to approve the Application. The 

CCA stated that the parties should be forced to renegotiate the Amending 

Agreement, particularly to provide for averaging of gas costs. 
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3. POSITION OF THE PARTIES 

{b) Red Deer Regional Hospital 

Counsel for RDRH also supported the use of a reasonableness test in reviewing 

the Application: 

"I understand that this Board is here to determine, certainly in this 
instance, the franchise agreement. And to that end, it has to look at 
the factors involved, historically and otherwise, in connection with 
what is reasonable." (Tr., p.87) 

RDRH submitted that the proposed methodology includ1:id in the Amending 

Agreement is not reasonable since it is based only on the year of highest 

revenue received by the City for a franchise fee. RDRH maintained that the 

City, by implementing this methodology in setting the franchise fee, is trying 

to ensure that its revenue from this source will continue at the highest level 

eve'r received. RDRH contended. that it would hav·e been more reasonable to 

base the level of the fees on historical experience and possibly on a forecast 

of future trends. 

RDRH stated: 

"What is reasonable? Well, I think that there has to be an indepth 
assessment and investigation completed. I agree with Mr. Engler's 
thoughts that you have to have a look at the historical past and 
possibly the forecasting and historical futu:re in connection with 
taxation. Those would be reasonable and rational means by which to 
consider this as an amending agreement appropriate for the Board to 
condone or to approve but in the absence of that, my Lord, we can't 
simply look at this one factor as one good revenue year for the City 
of Red Deer and say let's fix it. That is not sufficient nor is it 
reasonable nor is it rational for the City and the utility to come 
here and say, please approve this. There is no rational process by 
which they have arrived at that nor could they take the Board to 
the conclusion that that is a rational process." (Tr., p. 90) 
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ALBERTA ENERGY AND UTILITIES BOARD 

3. POSITION OF THE PARTIES 
(b) Red Deer Regional Hospital 

DECISION E95048 

RDJRH submitted that the change in methodology represents discrimination 

against the hospital since it is the only customer who will experience such a 

drastic increase in the franchise fee. 

SpE!Cifically RDRH stated: 

"We have been discriminated against in te:rms of this proposed 
amendment to the agreement.. We are the only ones and it is a huge 
discrimination. It is equivalent to 48 plus percent in terms of the 
franchise tax we have previously or were previously obliged to pay." 
(Tr., p.91) 
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3. POSITION OF THE PARTIES 

( c) Northwestern Utilities Limited,_ 

Counsel for NUL stated that the Application was b:rought under Section 45 of 

the MG Act: 

"where the Board is really given little or no assistance in the 
legislation about what the criteria are that the Board should be 
looking at when approving amendments to franchise agreements. I 
submit that in the absence of specific direction, the Board should be 
looking at the question of reasonableness." (Tr., pp.B5-66) 

Counsel then provided a review of factors intended to provide guidance to the 

Board in determining what was reasonable. 

NUL submitted that the current proposal provides stability in the franchise fee 

component of customers' bills since it is based solely on the cost of service 

component of their bills. The cost of service component has remained relatively 

stable while the gas costs have been volatile in reeent ye!ars. NUL agreed to 

the proposal from the City because NUL believed it provided fair treatment to 

NUL's customers. 

NUL suggested that it is reasonable for the City to set the level of the 

franchise fee based on revenue neutrality with 1994 revenues since the City 

has received similar revenues in past years from the fee. NUL supported this 

position with reference to the City's Exhibit Number 8 which indicated the 

revenue received by the City from the franchise fee since 1983. 

- 16 -
April 24, 1995 



ALBERTA ENERGY AND UTILITIES BOARD DECISION E95048 

3. POSITION OF THE PARTIES 
(c) Northwestern Utilities Limited 

In response to the CCA's suggestion that the pi:•oposed. methodology is not 

revenue neutral NUL stated: 

and: 

"Well, first of all, I don't think I need to say this but I will say 
it again, clearly this agreement was made in 1994. It was filed for 
approval with this Board in August of 1994 and, at that time, there 
was no expectation of what has happened to gas costs since then and, 
clearly, the anticipation of the parties was that this transaction 
would be revenue neutral to the City. " (Tr. , pp. 94- :95) 

"In fact, it is clear and obvious that the parties, in very good 
faith, have attempted to do something that is revenue neutral and 
that will, in fact, as gas prices increase in the future, be very 
beneficial to customers in many ways, both in respect of stability but 
also in respect of the total amount that they may have to pay in the 
future." (Tr., pp.95-96) 

In response to RDRH's claim that the City is purposely attempting to guarantee 

their revenue at the highest level it has experienced NUL :stated: 

"The evidence of Mr. Engler this morning was that in Mr. Engler's 
view, the City was really leaving money on the table. That by 
setting a franchise fee at the rate that it had, it was possibly 
foregoing a higher amount of revenue than it could have had. 
That's based on the fact that when this was being negotiated in 1994 
the expectation was that gas costs would be higher than they are 
now and would be higher than they were then.'" (Tr., pp.97-98) 

NUL submitted further that the: Board should not be putting itself in the 

position of judging the amount of money required by the City in its budgetary 

process. In NUL's view: 

"The City of Red Deer Council is master of its budget. It has 
determined that it needs a certain amount of money from the 
franchise fee. And whether, as I say, whether that amount is a 
million five or a million four or a million three, I don't think this 
Board should really get involved in it unless, and I will put one 
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ALBERTA ENERGY AND UTILITIES BOARD DECISION E95048 

3. POSITION OF THE PARTIES 
( c) Northwestern Utilities Limited 

caveat on that, unless the result is so clearly and obviously 
unreasonable, and I submit to you it is not that." (Tr., p.95) 

In reply to RDRH's concerns about the size of the incrE~ase in franchise fee 

which RDRH would experience as a result of this application NUL stated: 

"This is a $7, 000 cost to the hospital on a gas bill in 1994 of 
approximately $391,000 as shown in the answer to CCA-10. 7 ,000 on 
391 I suspect, quickly doing some math, is less than 2 percent in 
terms of their overall gas bill. 48 percent on a very small component 
of their total gas bill is a misleading way to look at it." (Tr., 
p.99) 

In response to the CCA 's contention that the franchise fee should have some 

correlation to property taxes, NUL submitted that the legislation does not 

support this. The legislation states that the fee is to be an amount negotiated 

between the parties. There would be no need for such negotiation if there was 

a requirement to set the franchise fee at the same lE:ivel as property taxes. 
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3. POSITION OF THE PARTIES 

( d) The City of Red Deer 

ThB City submitted in its opening remarks that the change in methodology for 

the franchise fee would have several favorable results. It would result in one 

uniform rate applicable to all customers within the City. It would allow the 

City to recover the loss in revenue to the City as a result of the elimination 

of NUL's Rate 2. Lastly it would remove the volatility in the franchise fee. 

Th1:i City further submitted that the Application was precipitated by the changes 

to NUL's rate structure, effective January 1, 1995, as: proposed in NUL's 

general rate application. This change in rate structure would cause a 

significant decrease in the City's revenue. 

At the time the franchise fee methodology was negotiated with NUL it was 

designed to be revenue neutral to the City. The subsequent decreases in gas 

costs were not anticipated by the City or NUL. 

In regards to the increase in thE~ franchise tax to be paid by RDRH, the City 

stated: 

"I think the bottom line answer is that for sometime the hospital has 
been receiving a pref erred rate and has been paying significantly less 
than other customers within Red Deer, and as Mr. Engler pointed 
out, this might give rise to the suggestion that the other customers 
could claim there was discrimination against them in the sense that 
they were not entitled to the same rate. On that point I think it is 
fair to note that there are many other institutions such as schools, 
colleges, churches, government offices and many charitable facilities 
who might have equally laudable arguments to put forward with 
regard to reasons why they should have some preforence but don't 
receive that preference and never have." (Tr .. , pp. 72-73) 
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3. POSITION OF THE PARTIES 
( d) The City of Red Deer 

The! City noted that the change in the franchise fee payable by RDRH was 

almost exclusively the result of the elimination of the preferred rate of 3. 09% 

previously paid by the hospital. The City noted further that there were 

approximately 40 other customers who by virtue of the 1~limination of Rate 2 

had moved to Rate 3 and none of these customers were at the hearing to 

oppose the Application. 

In support of the reasonableness of the level of the fee the City stated: 

"I would submit in conclusion that the new arrangement is fair and it 
is reasonable and I say that in terms of the existing Ride.r A 
percentages which represent franchise fees payable to other 
municipalities and I think a simple review of the percentages 
previously approved by the Board would. suggest that this 
percentage is definitely not out of line. And I would also suggest in 
terms of absolute dollars and amounts recoveri~d by the municipality 
historically, and again Exhibit Number 10 tells it all, the amount is 
not unreasonable." (Tr., p .. 73) 

Responding to the CCA's submission regarding a nucessary correlation between 

the franchise fee and property taxes, counsel for the City submitted: 

"I would like to move on to this issue of in liEm of or instead of. I 
think the bottom line of that is that by any definition, they do not 
mean the same as, and I think that to suggest in any way that they 
should be the same as or equate to or whatever ignores the fact 
that, firstly, that is not an appropriate interpretation of the 
legislation but also to ignore the fact that the new legislation, 
Section 360, also adds additional words, "and any other fees or 
charges" so that we have to make sure that when we talk of these 
things we recognize that those additional fees or charges are included 
in the percentage franchise fee simply by definition and by the 
expanded wording or something that is similar in amount." (Tr. , 
p.104) 
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3. POSITION OF THE PARTIES 
( d) The City of Red Deer 

The~ City therefore urged the Board to appro~rn the! Application in an 

expeditious fashion, to avoid further erosion of revenues. 
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4. BOARD FINDINGS 

The Board notes that neither Section 45, nor Section 360 of the MG Act is of 

assistance in identifying the criteria that the Board should rely upon when 

considering applications to enter :into or renew franehise agreements or related 

tax agreements. Counsel for NUL submitted that, in the! absence of specific 

statutory direction, the Board should look at the question of. reasonableness 

whem reviewing applications. Other counsel either ex:pressly or tacitly agreed. 

The! Board will firstly consider whether the level of dollars forecast to be 

collected by the franchise fee is reasonable and secondly, will review the 

reasonableness of the proposed structure or method of application of the fee. 

In terms of determining whether the level to be collected by the franchise fee 

is reasonable the Board notes the submission of counse!l for NUL that the 

Board should not be putting itself in the position of judging the amount of 

money required by the City budget from the franchise fee! unless the result is 

clearly and obviously unreasonable. The Board also notBs the submission of 

counsel for the City that the proposed franchise fee, as a percentage of a 

customer's total bill, is in line with Rider "A" percentages approved by the 

Board for other municipalities and that the absolute dollar amount to be 

colllected is not unreasonable whEm compared to amounts eollected by the City 

historically. It was this latter reference to historical levels or the 

"revenue neutrality" of the proposal - which attraeted the most scrutiny from 
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4. BOARD FINDINGS 

intervenors who considered that the City was motivated to fix its revenue 

based upon a particularly high revenue year. 

The~ Board notes that the Application was preeipitated by the proposed 

elimination of NUL's Rate 2 which has impacted the City's franchise fee 

significantly. 

"I think as indicated in the testimony the only reason that we looked 
at changing it at this point was because Northwestern Utilities was 
changing their rate structure and we were fo:rced to do so." (Tr., 
p.46) 

Th13 Board accepts that it was due to this proposed chang13 in NUL's rates that 

the City considered it necessary to change the franchise fee provisions of its 

Special Franchise Agreement. 

Thie Board notes that the Applieation was received in the Board's offices on 

September 6, 1994. Any forecasts regarding natural gas prices which were 

provided to the City to assist the City in making its decision regarding a new 

methodology for the franchise fee would presumably have been made some time 

prior to the Application. It would therefore seem probable that at the time 

this methodology was negotiated,. the City and NUL coulld not have had any 

accurate information regarding the specific changes that have occurred since 

them in natural gas prices for 1995. 
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4. BOARD FINDINGS 

Thei Board notes Mr. Engler's testimony: 

"As Mr. Bryan stated in his remarks, the change to the 17 percent 
rate was determined at a time that it would be revenue neutral. 
That was early in 1994. At that time, we we:r.e expecting gas costs 
in the order of $1.85 for 1994 which, in fact, WE! incurred and, 
further, we were expecting gas costs in 1995 that would likely be in 
the order of $2 a gigajoule." (Tr. , p .15) 

The Board considers that at the time the proposed methodology was being 

ne~~otiated NUL and the City might reasonably have forecast natural gas prices 

being in the order of $1. 85 to $2. 00 per gigajoule in 1995. 

In reviewing the City's Exhibits 8, 9 and 10 and the history of the Special 

Franchise Agreement, it doesn't appear that the City has a history of trying 

to set or keep its franchise fee at particularly high le:vels. Rather, what 

stands out in the historical review is the fluctuation in fee levels which 

appears to be due to the volatility in natural gas prices. Therefore it would 

appear that the purpose of the proposed methodology is to stabilize the 

franchise fee revenue by removing the volatile elem1:mt of the formula, which is 

natural gas prices. 

It remains for the Board to consider the CCA's argument concerning whether 

theire should be a correlation between the amounts collected under the 

franchise fee in comparison to what would be collect13d by a property tax. 

The Board does not consider that the CCA's position is supported by Section 

360 of the MG Act, or its predecessor, section 14 ( 7) of the former Municipal 
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4. BOARD FINDINGS 

Taxation Act. The legislation does not provide, or even imply, that the 

franchise fee must be similar, or bear some particular correlation to property 

taxes. As counsel for NUL submitted, the legislation says something different, 

in that the franchise fee is to be an amount established in a tax agreement, 

pre!sumably negotiated by the parties. If the parties were intended by the 

legislation to set the franchise fee at the same level as property taxes, 

negotiation would not be necessary. If reference to property taxes was to be 

a ~~ide in negotiations, the legislation would need to speicify or at least imply 

thi:s . It does not. 

As Section 360(2) of the MG Act provides, the tax agreement may establish an 

annual payment "instead of paying the tax imposed under this Division and any 

other fees and charges payable to the Municipality" . The Board recognizes that 

"any other fees and charges" can apply to various matters which have from time 

to time been explicitly detailed in franchise agreements. These matters 

indude, in the case of Red Deer: 

" ... an exclusive franchise for the purpose of providing the supply of 
natural gas to the city ... together with the exelusive right, authority 
and permission to use, break up, dig, trench and excavate in the 
public streets, roads, squares, lanes, utility lots, alleys and/or other 
public highways or places within the jurisdiction of the City including 
any area or areas which may hereafter be added to 01~ be incorporated 
within and with the City and otherwise do sueh work therein as may 
from time to time be required to locate, construct, lay, operate, 
maintain, repair, renew, extend, relay and/or remove the pipelines or 
lines, plant or equipment of the Company necessary to be installed 
for the purposes of the agreement" . (Clause 1, Special Franchise 
Renewal Agreement entered into September 6, 1989) 
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4. BOARD FINDINGS 

The Board takes note that other general matters are sometimes explicitly 

proirided for in franchise agreements in consideration of the franchise fee. 

Counsel for the City, Mr. Bryan, submitted at page 72 of the Tr., that the 

franchise fee is intended to cover factors in addUion to the property tax, 

factors such as those which Mr. Bryan raised at a City of Edmonton franchise 

application heard on February 16, 1995 before the present panel of the 

Board. However, Mr. Bryan did not consider it neci:issary to specifically repeat 

these same factors again at the hearing in Red Deer. The Board notes, from 

page 174 of the Tr. of the City of Edmonton hearing, that the factors raised 

by counsel included: 

" ... other components which I would categorize as the use of the 
rights-of-way and municipally owned or controlled lands, the right to 
earn a profit, the cost to the municipality of repairing streets and 
relocating utility service and the administrative costs incurred by the 
municipality in dealing with the utility" .. 

In short, the franchise fee is payable instead of property taxes "and other 

matters", with the value of these "other matters" unquantified. Therefore the 

Board considers a reference or correlation to the level of property taxes to be 

of limited assistance in determining what is a :ireasonable overall level of 

franchise fee. 

For· the foregoing reasons the Board considers that the lE!Vel of funding to be 

recovered by the proposed franchise fee methodology :is reasonable in the 

cireumstances. 
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4. BOARD FINDINGS 

With respect to the second element of the Application - the reasonableness of 

the proposed structure or method of application of the fee - counsel have 

ref erred the Board to various alleged aspects of the pr•oposed methodology, 

such as stability, uniformity and non discrimination and submitted that these 

asp13cts demonstrated that the proposal was rea.sonabl13. In considering 

whether these additional aspects are indeed r~3asonal>le the Board has 

considered the arguments of counsel in light of the well accepted attributes, 

set forth by Bonbright et al, Principles of Public Utilities Rates, 2nd Edition 

at page 382, for development of a sound rate design., The Board notes that the 

situation at hand does not involve a complete rate design, but rather the design 

of a franchise fee which in turn influences the design of a rate rider to pass 

on the costs of the franchise fee to the utility's customers. Nevertheless, the 

Board considers it useful to consider the arguments of counsel, in light of 

certain of Bonbrights attributes, to help determine what is reasonable in the 

circumstances. 

Counsel for the City and NUL submitted that the proposed methodology will 

incirease stability in· the level of the fee collected from one year to the next. 

ThE~ Board notes that two of Bonbright's attributes also relate to stability. 

Revenue Stability and Predictabi.lity . . . and Stab:Uity and Predictability of 

the rates themselves • • • In the present case thes,e two attributes are closely 

related since we are dealing with only one rate.. The historical evidence 

pre~sented in the course of this Application, as well as the arguments 

supported by all parties involved in the Application, referenced the 

fluctuations in the franchise fee received by the City over the past 20 years. 
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4. BOARD FINDINGS 

These fluctuations appear to be related more to the volatility in the price of 

natural gas than to other factors and, accordingly, removal of the price of 

natural gas from the formula should stabilize amounts collected by the fee. 

Once the new formula is in place, the proposed methodology should produce a 

minimum of unexpected changes in the future. The Board notes the comment 

of the City's witness, Mr. Wilcox who stated: 

"Historically, if you look at what the City of Red De1:!r has done, we 
have not changed the rate very frequently. In faet it is decades 
between rate changes and, in fact~ we were trying to now set a rate 
which would be effective for a number of years into the future 
because it is not our intention to come in every year or even every 
second year. I would hope for, say, no more than eivery 5 years to 
come in to get the rate adjusted unless th1are is extra ordinary 
circumstances". (Tr., pp.46-47) 

Theirefore the Board considers that the proposed methodology for the franchise 

fee will enhance stability in amounts collected by the fee, thereby benefitting 

both customers and the City. 

Another of Bonbright's attributes relates to Fairness of the specific rates in 

the apportionment of total costs of service •... The proposed methodology 

for the franchise fee applies the same percentage level for all customers 

against only the Cost of Service component of NUL's rates. The Board has 

also been moving to rates which are a reflection of the cost of providing 

service to each customer group. The combination of both of these refinements 

would appear to provide a formula which properly and failrly allocates the cost 

of this fee amongst customers. 
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4. BOARD FINDINGS 

A further of Bonbright's attributes relates to the Avoidance of undue 

discrimination The Board appreciates the concerns of RDRH regarding 

the impact on its rates that would be caused by approval of the Application. 

However, the Board does not consider that the impllementa.tion of the proposed 

methodology is undue discrimination against RDRH. To the contrary, the 

elimination of the two tiered methodology relating to the fee and the move to a 

sin~~le percentage applied to all classes of customers seems on the face of it to 

provide less suggestion of any undue discrimination. 

Bon.bright also considers The related, practical attributes of simplicity, 

certainty, convenience of payment, economy in collection, understandability, 

pub.lie acceptability and feasibLZity of applicatioJJ, as well as Freedom from 

controversies as to proper interpretation. By moving from two percentage 

levels to one uniform percentage and by providing a stability in the level of the 

fee :i the proposed methodology would appear to be preferable to the existing 

methodology in terms of Bonbright's practical-related attributes. 

For the foregoing reasons the Board considers that the method of application 

of the fee is consistent with certain relevant attributes set out by Bonbright 

et al, thereby adding weight to the arguments of NUL and the City that the 

proposed revisions to the Special Franchise Agreement are reasonable in the 

cireumstances. 
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4. BOARD FINDINGS 

For all of the foregoing reasons, the Board considers the level of dollars 

fore:cast to be collected by the franchise fee, and the methodology of collection, 

to be reasonable in the circumstances, and the Board therefore approves 

amendment of the Special Franchise Agreement according to the terms of the 

Amemding Agreement. 
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5. ORDER 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT: 

(1) The Board hereby approves the Application by the City of Red Deer to 

amend the Special Franchise Agreement with Northwestern Utilities Limited 

according to the terms of the Amending: Agr1aement attached as 

Schedule "A". 

(2) The City shall file with the Board the following documents: 

a) upon third reading, a copy of By-law No. 311.15/94; and 

b) a copy of the executed Amending Agreement. 

(3) Nothing in this Order shall bind, affect or pre:iiudice the Board in any way 

in its consideration of any other matter or que:stion relating to the City of 

Red Deer or Northwestern Utilities Limited. 

Dated in Edmonton, Alberta this 24th day of April, 1995. 

ALBERTA ENERGY AND UTILITIES BOARD 

(Signed) B. T. McMANUS, Q.C. 

PRESIDING MEMBER 

(Signed) J. R. DUNSTAN 

MEMBER 

(Signed) GORDON J. MILLER 

MEMBER 

- 31 -
April 24, 1995 



ALBERTA ENERGY AND UTILITIES BOARD DECISION E95048 

FOLLOWING IS SCHEDULE "A" 

ATTACHED TO AND FORMING PART OF 

ALBERTA ENERGY AND UTILITIES BOARD 

DECISION E95048 

DATED APRIL 24, 1995 

ALBERTA ENERGY AND UTILITIES BOARD 

(Signed) B. T. McMANUS, Q.C. 

PRESIDING MEMBER 

(Signed) J. R. DUNSTAN 

MEMBER 

(Signed) GORDON J. MILLER 

MEMBER 

- 32 -
April 24, 1995 



Schedule •A• 

AMENDING AGREEMENT 

AMENDING AGREEMENT made and entered into this 

A.O., 19 
---·-day of 

·~~~~~ ~~ 

BETWEEN: 

THE CITY OF RED DEER 

a municipal corporation 

in the Province of Alberta 

(hereinafter referred to as the "Municipality") 

OF THE FIRST PART 

-and-

NORTHWESTERN UTILITIES LIMITED 

a corporation having its head office at 

the City of Edmonton in 

the Province of Alberta 

(hereinafter referred to as the "Company") 

OF THE SECOND PART 

The Company and the Municipality mutually agree: as follows: 

Paragraph 16 of the Franchise Agreement dated September 6, 1989 and amended 

by agreement dated September 1, 1992, is hereby deleted and substituted with the 

following: 
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16. The parties agree that with the approval of the Board and upon execution of this 

agreement, the Company, after said date of execution,, shall pay (as hereinafter 

mentioned) and the Municipality shall accept 17.00% of the annual gross revenues of the 

Company during the particular calendar year derived from the supply of gas to customers 

within the corporate boundaries of the Municipality, pursuant to Section 14 (7) and 

Section 14 (8) Municipal Taxation Act, being Chapter M-31 of the Revised Statutes of 

Alberta, 1980, as amended, exclusive of revenue derived from 

i) the cost of gas as defined in the Company's Rate Schedules as Riders "E" and "F" 

as they may exist from time to time 

ii) the supply of separately metered natural gas used to fuel transportation vehicles 

iii) bad debt and late payment revenue 

iv) the aforementioned payment of the Municipality 

The Municipality agrees to accept such payment of a percentage of gross revenue 

provided in this clause, in lieu of taxing the special franchise, lands, buildings, 

improvements, pipelines, works, machinery, equipment and apparatus belonging to and 

used by the Company in the exercise of the franchise and related operations in the service 

area operated within the Municipality. "Said payments in Ueu of taxes" 

(a) shall commence with the first billing sent by the Company Ito the customer for the 

period of gas delivery commencing: 

1. after the date of this agreement and 

u. after the Board has by order approved any change in rates to the customer 

made necessary by this paragraph 16. 

(b) for parts of a calendar year shall be apportioned according to the said Gross 

Revenue during the relevant part of the calendar year; 

(c) shall be made on a monthly basis on the 15th of the month following rect:ipt by 

the Company of the Gross Revenues to which the fixed percentage applies. 
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Provided , however if the Company shall at any time own any lands within the 

corporate limits of the City, upon which is situated any building or buildings used either 

in whole or in part as a dwelling or dwellings, or occupied by any person or corporation 

<>ther than the Company, then the same shall be liable to assessment a~d taxation in the 

same manner as other property in .the vicinity of such parcel or parc:els. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF of the parties hereto have affixed their respective 

corporate seals under the hands of their proper officers in that behalf, as of the day and 

year first above written. 

THE CITY OF RED DEER 

NORTHWESTERN UTILITIES LIMITED 



ALBERTA ENERGY AND UTILITIES BOARD 

BEFORE: 

DECISION E95049 

re: 

NORTHWESTERN UTILITIES LIMITED 

Application by Northwestern Utilities Limited for approval 
to amend Rate Rider "A" with respect to the City of Red 
Deer. 

B . T . McManus, Q. C. Presiding Member 

J. R. Dunstan Member 

Gordon J. Miller Member 

FILE 6675-R3-l April 24, 1995 



ALBERTA ENERGY AND UTILITIES BOARD ORDER E95049 

APPEARANCES 

For Northwestern Utilities Limited 

For the City of Red Deer 

For the Consumers' Coalition 
of Alberta 

For the Red Deer Regional 
Hospital 

WITNESSES 

For Northwestern Utilities Limited 

For the City of Red Deer 

- 2 -

Mr. C.K. Sheard 
Vice PrE~sident and 
General Counsel · 

Mr. J.A. Bryan, Q.C. 
Bryan &~ Company 

Mr. J. A. Wachowich 
Wachowfoh & Company 

Mr. D. J.. Manning 

Mr. J. Engler 
Vice President, Economics and 
Regulatory Matters 

Mr. R. Salisny 
Manager, Marketing and Sales 

Mr. A. Wilcock 
Director, Financial Services 

April 24, 1995 



ALBERTA ENERGY AND UTILITIES BOARD ORDER E95049 

1. BACKGROUND 

By letter dated February 16, 1995 (the Application), Northwestern Utilities 

Limited (NUL) applied to the Alberta Energy and Utilities Board (the Board) for 

approval to amend its Rate Rider "A" with respect to the City of Red Deer 

( thE~ City) . 

Under the proposed amendment, Rider "A" as it re:!lates to the City would be 

increased to 17% for all customer classes, and would apply to gross revenue 

excluding Rider "F" revenue. Rider "F" recovers the cost of gas. 

Pursuant to the Board's directions, notice of the matter was given in 

conjunction with the notice for the City's application for approval of the 

amendment of its natural gas supply and special franchise agreement with NUL. 

The! Board considers Notice in this matter to be adequate. 

A public hearing regarding the Application and the related application of the 

City to amend its special franchise agreement with NUL was held in the 

Provincial Building in Red Deer on February 24, 1995. 

Counsel for NUL and the City jointly presented the two applications at the 

hearing of these matters. Consumers' Coalition of Alberta and the Red Deer 

Regional Hospital also appeared at the hearing to make submissions opposing 

the Applications. No other interested parties made any submissions. 

- 3 -
April 24, 1995 



ALBERTA ENERGY AND UTILITIES BOARD DECISION E95049 

2. BOARD FINDINGS 

NUL's Application is lodged pursuant to section 28 of the Gas Utilities Act, 

c. G-4, RSA 1980. This section provides in part as follows: 

28 The Board, either on its own initiative or on the application of a 
person having an interest, may by order in writing, which shall be 
made after giving notice to and hearing the parties interested, 

(a) fix just and reasonable individual rates, joint rate, tolls or 
charges or schedules of them, as well as commutation and other 
special rates, which shall be imposed, observE~d and followed 
thereafter by the owner of the gas utility." 

In Decision E95048 dated April 24, 1994 issued in conjunction with this Decision, 

the Board approved the application by the City for an amendment of its special 

franchise agreement with NUL, for the reasons statHd therein. The amendment 

provides for payment by NUL to the City of a franchise fee which amounts to 

17% of all gross revenue, excluding Rider "F" revenue, collected by NUL for 

service within the City in lieu of taxing the special franchise, lands, buildings, 

improvements, pipelines, works and transmission lines, machinery, equipment 

and apparatus belonging to and used by NUL in its servicE~ within the City. 

NUL has applied for a change to Rider "A" to :pass on to NUL's customers 

within the City the costs associated with the amended franchise fee 

methodology. 

- 4 -
April 24, 1995 



ALBERTA ENERGY AND UTILITIES BOARD 

BOARD FINDINGS 

DECISION E95049 

The! Board considered the amended franchise fee methodology approved in 

Decision E95048 to be reasonable for the reasons stated in that Decision. Rate 

setting pursuant to the Gas Utilities Act is designed to allow utilities to recover 

reasonably incurred costs. Therefore, to accept as reasonable the amendment 

of the special franchise agreement, but not allow the:! relate!d franchise fee costs 

incurred by NUL to be passed on to customers would amount to an unjustified 

confiscation from NUL. Accordingly, the Board considers it appropriate for 

NU:L to recover the franchise fee from the customers within the City since the 

fee is a reasonable cost of provi.ding service to those customers. The Board 

therefore considers it just and reasonable to approve the amendment to Rate 

Rider "A" to allow NUL to recover the franchise fee from its Red Deer 

customers. 

- 5 -
April 24, 1995 



ALBERTA ENERGY AND UTILITIES BOARD DECISION E95049 

3. ORDER 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT: 

(1) The Board hereby approves the Rate Rider "A" attached as Schedule "A" 

to this Decision as the new Rate Rider "A" applicable to Northwestern 

Utilities Limited's current rate schedule. 

(2) The new rates for the City of Red Deer as indicated on Rate Rider "A", 

become effective upon the execution of the amendment to the special 

franchise agreement, as approved in Decision E95048 dated April 24, 1995. 

(3) Northwestern Utilities Limited shall provide the following notice with 

every customer's bill in the City of Red Deer on th1~ first occurrence of 

the new municipal tax: 

"Effective (date of amendment of special franchise! agreement) the 

rate of Municipal Franchise Tax paid to the City of Red Deer is 

increased to 17% from (applicable rate) at the request of the 

City of Red Deer but will now only apply to the non-gas 

portion of the bill. The effect of this chang1e on customers' 

bills will vary depending on each customer 1's gas consumption." 

- 6 -
April 24, 1995 



ALBERTA ENERGY AND UTILITIES BOARD 

ORDER 

DECISION E95049 

(4) Nothing in this Order shall bind, affect or prejudice the Board in any 

way in its consideration of any other matteir or question relating to 

Northwestern Utilities Limited. 

Dated in Edmonton, Alberta this 24th day of April, 1995. 

ALBERTA ENERGY AND UTILITIES BOARD 

(Signed) B. T. McMANUS, Q.C. 

PRESIDING MEMBER 

(Signed) J. R. DUNSTAN 

MEMBER 

(Signed) GORDON J. MILLER 

MEMBER 

- 7 -
April 24, 1995 



ALBERTA ENERGY AND UTILITIES BOARD DECISION E95049 

FOLLOWING IS SCHEDULE 111 A" 

ATTACHED TO AND FORMING PART OF 

ALBERTA ENERGY AND UTILITIES BOARD 

DECISION E95049 

DATED APRIL 24, 1995 

ALBERTA ENERGY AND UTILITIES BOARD 

(Signed) B. T. McMANUS, Q.C. 

PRESIDING MEMBER 

(Signed) J. R. DUNSTAN 

MEMBER 

(Signed) GORDON J. MILLER 

MEMBER 

April 24, 1995 
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Effective by Order 
On Consumption 

This Replaces Rider 'A' 

NORTHWESTERN UTILITIES LIMITED"eviously Effective January 
23

' 
1995 

Rider 11 A 11 to all Rates and any other Riders Thereto 
Additions to be made to the Rate of customers resident in municipalities that have agreed to accept payment of a percentage of gross 
revenue of the special franchise pursuant to Section 14(7) and where applicable 14(8) ,of The Municipal Taxation Acl The percentage 
shown is to be applied as an addition to the billings calculated under the Rates including charges as allowed under other Riders in effect. 
M1.mii<i12ali~ .% Muni1<i12ali~ .% 
Edmonton City 11.11* 
Red Deer City 17.0** Hughendon Village' 5.26 
camrose1 City 8.11 Hylhe Village1 8.70 
Ft. McMurray City 8.70 lnnisfree Village1 5.25 
Grande Prairie 1 City 10.00 lrmal Village1 5.26 
Uoydminster City 7.00 ltaska Summer Village 5.26 
Spruce Grove City 5.26 Jasper Town 5.25 
Sl Albert City 5.26 Kitscoty 1 Village• 525 
Wetaskiwin City 8.27 L.acombe1 Town 5.26 
Alberta Beach Summer Village 5.26 l.amont1 Town 5.26 
Alix Village 5.25 Lavoy Village1 525 
Amisk Village 5.26 Legall Village1 5.26 
Argentia . Summer Village 5.26 Lougheed Village1 526 
Bashaw Town 5.25 Mannville Village1 526 
Beaverlodge 1 Town 8.70 Mayerthorpe Town 5.26 
Bentley Village 5.26 McLennanl Town 6.25 
Berwyn1 Village 7.25 Milletl Town 6.25 
Bittern Lake Village 5.26 Minburn Villa go 5.25 
Blackfalds Town 5.26 Mirror Villa go 5.25 
Bon Accord1 Town 8.70 Mundare Town 5.00 
Breton Village 5.25 Narnpa1 Villag1~ 5.25 
Bruderheim 1 Town 5.25 Onoway Villag1~ 5.26 
Carolinel Village 5.26 Oyen Town 8.70 
Chipman Village 5.26 Peace River1 Town 7.25 
Clive Village 5.25 Point Alison 1 Summer Village 5.26 
Clyde Village 5.26 Ponoka Town 5.26 
Cold Lake Town 5.26 Provost Town 5.26 
Consort Village 5.26 Rimbey Town 5.26 
Coronation Town 6.00 Rocky Mtn. House 1 Town 5.26 
Czar Village 5.26 Rycroftl Villag19 5.25 
Donnelly Village 5.25 Ryleyl Villag19 5.25 
Drayton Valley Town 6.26 Sangudo Villag19 5.26 
Eaglesharn Village 5.26 Seba Beach Summer Village 6.00 
Eckvillel Town 5.26 Sexsmithl Village 5.25 
Edgertonl Village 5.26 Sherwood Park Unincorporated 5.00 
Edson Town 5.26 Silver Beach Summer Village 5.26 
Entwhistle Village 5.00 Slave Lake1 Town 5.26 
Evansburg Village 5.26 Spirit River Town 8.70 
Fairview 1 Town 5.25 Stony Plain Town 8.11 
Falherl Town 2.56 Swan Hills Town 5.26 
Fox Creek Town 4.17 Sylvan Lake Town 5.26 
Gibbonsl Town 8.70 Thorsby Village 5.25 
Girouxvillel Village 5.25 Toefieldl Town 7.00 
Golden Days Summer Village 5.26 Vegreville Town 8.11 
Grande Centre 1 Town 3.00 Vermillionl Town 5.26 
Grimshawl Town 11.11 Veteran Village 5.26 
Hardistyl Town 5.26 Vikingl Town 5.25 
Hines Creek Village 5.25 Warburg Village 5.25 
Hinton Town 5.26 Whitecourt2 Town 5.26 
Holden1 Village 5.25 Wildwood Uninc:orporated 5.26 

2.04% for High Load Factor customers. 
Applied to gross revenues excluding Rider 'F' for all rate classes. 

1. Unless otherwise noted, all municipalities have elected to have the percentage1 of gross revenue from the special franchise 
collected on sales revenue. 

2. If the municipality is noted with superscript (1), the municipality has elected to have the pe1rcentage of gross revenue from the 
special franchise collected on sales revenue, transportation service revenue, and a deeme1d value for gas applied to volumes 
transported. If noted with a superscript (2) (Whitecourt only), the above conditions apply with the exception that the deemed 
value of natural gas is applied only to customers using less than 300,000 GJ per year. 

Rider 'A' Page 1 of 1 



!IAC:1< UP INFORMATION 
NOT SLJBMITTED TO COUNCIL 

SUMMARY OF PROCEDURES TO BE FOLWWED BY 
THE MUNICIPALIIT IN CONNECTION WITH 

THE AMENDMENT OF A NATURAL 
GAS FRANCHISE PURSUANT TO 

THE MUNICIPAL GOVERNMENT ACT 1968 

Representatives of Northwestern Utilities Limited (NUL) and the Municipality 
will meet to discuss terms of the Franchise Agreement Amendment. Once the terms of 
the Amendment have been discussed and agreed upon to the satisfaction of both the 
Municipality and NUL, the following events will then transpire: 

.EVENT 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

Three (3) copies of the unsigned 
amending agreement will be sent 
by NUL to the Municipality 

A By-Law (see example included in 
this Section) aHthorizing the Mayor and 
Secretary-Treasurer of the Municipality 
to sign and execute the amendment 
is given first reading in Municipal Council. 

Two (2) copies of the By-Law are to 
be certified by the Mayor and 
Secretary-Treasurer as having received 
first reading. 

A package consisting of one ( l) copy 
each of the: 

) unsigned Amending Agreement, and 
!b

a) certified By-Law 

c) Natural Gas Supply and Special 
Franchise Contract Application 
(see example included m this Section) 

is to be sent to the 

Public Utilities Board 
Government of the Province of Alberta 
11th Floor, Manulife House 
10055-106 Street 
Edmonton, Alberta 
T5J2Y2 

and a second copy of each of the 
above is to be sent to the 
attention of the: 

RESPONSIBILI1Y 

NUL 

MUNICIPALITY 

MUNICIPALITY 

MUNICIPALITY 



EVENT RESPONSIBILl'IY 

Manager, Marketing and Sales 

Northwestern Utilities Limited 
10035-105 Street 
Edmonton, Alberta 
T5J2Y2 

A third copy should be kept for the 
Municipality files. 

5. Upon receipt of its package, NUL will NUL 
ITeliare and submit to the Public 

ti ·ties Board the subportin~ 
information required y the oard's 
regulations to support the application 
for amendment, and a copy of this 
information will be sent to the 
Municipality. 

6. Upon receipt of its package the Public PUB 
Utilities Board will require and 
advise the Municipality to publish 
a notice of aphlication in a newspaper 
circulated wit in the limits of the 
Municipality. Instructions wi11 be 
issued by the Board in this regard. 

7. The Municipality will publish a notice MUNICIPALITY 
of afiplication as directed by the 
Pub ic Utilities Board. 

8. Depending upon the responses received PUB 
by the Board, if any, from the notice 
of publication, the Board shall issue 
instructions regarding attendance 
at a Board hearing. 

9. The Municipality may wish to have MUNICIPALITY 
NUL aptcear on its behalf, and, if 
so, shou d so advise the Board and NUL. 
Instructions will be received from 
the Board in this regard. 

10. When all of the above have been PUB 
completed to the Board's 
satisfaction, the Board will conduct 
a hearing into the application .. 

11. The Board will render its decision PUB 
on the application and, upon 'j.proval 
of the 6plication, will forwar a 
Board rder to the Municipality and NUL. 



EVENT RESPONSIBILITY 

12. NUL will forward to the Municipality NUL 
three (3) copies of the amending 
agreement executed by NUL for 
execution by the Mumcipality. 

13. The Municipality will give second and MUNICIPALITY 
third readings to the By-Law and 
execute the three (3) agreement 
copies. 

14. Two (2) copies of the executed 
agreements and two (2) certified 
copies of the completed By-Law 
shall be forwarded to NUL 

MUNICIPALITY 

15. NUL will forward one ( 1) copy of 
the certified By-Law and executed 

NUL 

Amendin~ Agreement to the 
Public Utilities Board. 



Ill IL Public Utilities Board 
[JD 11th Floor, 10055 - 106 Street, Edmonton, Alberta, T5J 2Y2 

File No.: 6675-R3 

January 26, 1995 

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

FRANCHISE AMENDMENT 
NORTHWESTERN UTILITIES LIMITED (NUL) 

Dear Mr. Kloss: 

( c. A. CJ; ( c oc le 
Ton.._ CA o/f'IJJtll'\ 

Fax: ( 403) 427 -6970 

I refer to your application dated August 31, 1994 and to the 
enclosed copy of By-law No .. 3115/94 given first reading and the 
copy of your agreement with NUL. 

The hearing of this matter has been set for February 24, 1995 and 
will be held in the Provincial Building in Red Deer. I have 
enclosed a copy of the Notice for your information. 

Also enclosed is a copy of the Board's letter to NUL in which the 
Board has provided NUL with its requirements for publication of 
the Notice and service of the Notice on interested parties. 

If you have any questions regarding this matter please do not 
hesitate to contact me at 427-4901. 

Yours tru),y:,, · 

d"LJ-l../' r. ( i \ .. I ···- · 
~ \.:J '~ 'l:::::V--0~/~! 

Didier 
Application Officer 

Enclosures 

pc: Mr. Ralph Salisny 
Manager 
Marketing & Sales 
Northwestern Utilities Limited 
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NOTICE 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES BOARD! 
FOR_ THi PROVINCE Of A;LBERT~~ 

APPLICATION BY TfIE CITY OF RED DEER 
FOR APPROVAL TO AMEND ITS FRANCHISE 

AGREEMEN'l' WITH NORTHWESTERN U,T!LITIES LIMITED 

An application has been filed with the Public Utilities Board 

by the City of Red Deer (the Cit:~·) for approval of an 

amendment to its special franchise agreement with Northweetern 

Utilitieis Limited (NUL). This francl'dse a-greement gives NUL 

the exclusive right to provide the residents of the City with 

a supply of natural gas for a period of 10 years from the 

effective date of the agreement. The aqreement also requires 
the Company to pay the City a franchise tax, which is 

equivalent to a percentage of its gross revenues from the sale 
of na tnral gas within the City in lieu of taxes otherwise 

payable. The level of franchise tax is presently set at 8.40% 

for residential and commerc.lal cu:stomers and 3. 09% for 

hi.gh use (Rate 3 and 13) customers. 

The present agreement also requires NUL to a.ppl.y the franchise 

tax to natural gas transportation customers as well a~ sales 
customers. The fronchiee tax for tra.n&portation customers is 

calculated based on ·both the transportati1on service revenue 

and the deemed value of the transportE:id qas. 

The proposed amendment to this ag.:C"eement would have the 

percentage of franchise tax apply only to ~~he non-gas portion 

of customers' bills and is intended. to collect approximately 

the eame amount of rev~nue for the City. Because the amended 

tax would apply to a smaller portion of each customer's bill, 
the percentage of tax applied to bills would be increased to 
17\ for all customers. 

The effect of this change on custc)mers' bills would vary 

depending on each customer's gas consumption and which level 

of franchise tax is currently applied to their billings. 

---··-----· 

[;102 
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This change, if approved, will add about $13.00 to the yearly 

bill of an average residential customer using 150 GJ annually. 

Customers with lower consumption would experience a slightly 

higher increase in their bills. Custc1mers with higher 

consumption would experience either a lower increase or a 
dec~ease in their bills. 

Any other interested c·uetomers should contact NUL to determine 

how this change would impact their rates. 

NUL wi 11 apply to the Board for apprc1val tio revise its ratel!5 

to comply with the amending agreement. 

TILT<E NOTICE that the Board will conduct a public hearing of 

this application in the Provincial Bui.lding,. 4920 - ,51 street, 

Red Deer, Alberta on Friday, February 24, 1995 commencing at 

9:30 A.M. 

To See the Applica~ior~ 

complete copies of the application a:re available for 

inspection at the Board's offices in Edmonton. You may also 

arrange to examine or obtain the filed information by 

contacting NUL or the City at the add1:esses indicated below. 

To Intervene at the Hearing 

If you wish to be registered as an intervenor in these 

proceedings you must comply with the following procedure. 

Your intervention must set out your name, your address and the 

way in which these proceedings affect you. Your intervention 

can be delivered or mailed to both the Board and to the City 

at the addresses below prior to ·your appearance at the 

Hearing. Alternatively, you may register your intarv~ntion at 

the time of the Hearing. Parties may represent themselves or 

be represented by counsel. All persons who are registered as 

intervenors will be entitled to rece.tve frc)m the City and NUL 
copies of all evidence filed during the proceedings. 

[;103 
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If you do not file an intervention, the Soard may proceed in 

your absence and you will not be entitled to further notice of 
these proceedings. 

If you require further information regarding the hearing 

process, please contact the Public Utilities Board at 11th 

Floor, 10055 - 106 Street, Edmonton, Albert.a, TSJ 2Y2 (phone 

427-4901). 

Copies of the material which the City and :~UL have submitted 

to the Board may be obtained by addressing a request to: 

Kelly Kloss 
City Clerk 
City of Red Deer 
P.O. Box 5008 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 3'1'4 
Phone: 342-8132 

- or -

Mr. Ralph Salisn.y 
Manager 
Marketing & Sales 
Northwestern Utilitief; Limited 
10035 - 105 Street 
Edmonton, Alberta 
T~J 2V6 
Phone: 420-7548 

DATED AT THE CITY OF EDMONTON, in the Pr1:>vince of Alberta, 

this 30th day Of January, 1995. 

PUBLIC UTII.,ITl ES BOARD 

~~~ 
.• )~ W. PATERSON .l , SECRETARY 

·····------· -···-· 



I~ lb Public Utilities Board 
U 11th Floor, 10055 - 106 Street, Edmonton, Albe1ta, T5J 2Y2 

File Nos.: 6675-R3 I 6675-E6 

January 26, 1995 

Mr .. Ralph Salisny 
Manager 
Marketing & Sales 
Northwestern Utilities Limited 
10035 - 105 Street 
Edmonton, Alberta 
T5.J 2V6 

FRANCHISE AMENDMENTS 
CI'.I'Y OF RED DEER 
CITY OF EDMONTON 

Dear Mr. Salisny: 

Telephone: ( 403) 427-4901, Fax: (403) 427-6970 

I refer to the applications presently before the Board for 
approval of amendments to the franchise agreements for the City 
of Red Deer and the City of Edmonton. 

Enclosed are copies of the required Notic:es for both of these 
applications. It will be necessary for NUI. to have the Red Deer 
Notice published in the Red Deer Advocate a:nd the! Edmonton Notice 
published in the Edmonton Journal. Please .allow a minimum of six 
clear days between the date of the publication 01: each Notice and 
the hearing date indicated in each Notice. 

The Board believes these Notices should also be served on certain 
interested parties. Specifically, both Notices should be served 
on all interVenors from Northwestern Utilities Limited' s 
1993/1994 general rate application. The~ City of Red Deer's 
Notice should also be served on any customers within Red Deer who 
are currently using transportation service. The City of 
Edmonton's Notice should likewise be served on any customers 
within Edmonton currently using transportation service. Lastly, 
the City of Edmonton's Notice should be served on any intervenors 
involved in the City's application datE~d May 24, 1994 for 
approval of the amendment of its franchise agreement. 



Page 3 

Mr. Ralph Salisny 
January 26, 1995 

The Board will require proof of publication of the Notices and 
service of the Notice on the various parties. Please complete an 
affidavit similar to the sample attached, bE~ing sure to enclose a 
copy of the tear sheet from the newspaper. 

If you have any questions regarding this matter please do not 
hesitate to contact me at 427-4901. 

Yours truly, 

~L 
J. Didier 
Application Officer 

Enclosures 

pc: Kelly Kloss 
City Clerk 
City of Red Deer 

Marta P. Sherk 
Office of the City Solicitor 
City of Edmonton 
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Agreement, Red Deer Regional Hospital 
Intervention 

4 

DONALD J. MANNING 

COMMENTS: IF YOU HAVE NOT RECEIVED ALL OF' THE PAGES OR IF ANY OF 
THE PAGES ARE NOT CLEAR, PLEAS:J& CON'l~ACT KATHY OF THIS 
OFFICE AT 343•0812, EXTENSION 2;27. 

• Ceool"" lawyt!rr WhC>!ie l'r<)fenl01111I Corporailon IS a memtlt!< ~r 11\e Partnen;h!p 
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OENNl:S W. CROWE• 
DOUGLAS M. DUHAMEL• 
OONAL.Dj. MANNIN!r 
KEITii R. LAYCOO<" 
DONAL.DA l'ETBil5EN' 
GEARY N, Flilii'IAN' 
fi!OBERT J. WAl'IFl&NDEFI" 
JAMliSA. GI.ASS 

BA~RISTERS. SOLICITORS, NOTARll;S 

February 23, 1995 

Mr. Kelly KlQSS 
City Clerk 
City of Red Deer 
P.O. :SOX 5008 
Red Deer, AB T4N JT4 

Dear Sir: 

Ill 002/004 

iELEPHONE {403) 343-0812 
f' AX (403) 34!0-3545 

2nd Floor, 5233 - 49th Avenue 
Re<:I Oeer, Alberta, Canada T4N 6G5 

Our Fiie No. 

40912/DJM 
Via Fax 346-6195 

Re: City of Re4 Daer 
Application to Amend NOL Pranchise Aqreement 
Red Deer Regional Hospital Intervention 

Please be advised that this office acts o:n behalf of the Red Deer 
Regional Hospital, who have instructed us to fl_le an Intervention 
on their behalf in the above matter. I accordi.ngly attach a copy 
of the liospitai • s Intervention which will be el-aborated on at the 
hearing scheduled tomorrow morning. 

Yours truly, 

llANBING 

~ -

J. llllllXllG v PER: 

DJM/kc 

Encl • 

• DeMte; 1.•wy~r wi'loae Pro!e&SIOm•I Corpor.!ltltin I& a l'M!Mber O! IM l"artoorshlp 



02123/95 16:02 '5'40.3 .340 3545 CROWE DUHAMEL RD 141003/004 

Toltiphon• • (403J 343-4422 

AD 
F1H 

Red Deal' Regional Hospital Centre Facsimit. • l403134=-·"'3~ 
3042 GO.it Avenue ned Deer. Alberta T4N 4E7 

MeWnt Add'•N 
P.O. eag :.;oJo 

R<ild t!Mr. Alborc.:1 

HN ufl<~ 

r.ity nf R1u1 Deer Fr~nchise Tax 
lril11trve11tiun 

This sutimlss\cn Is maoe OT Denalf 01 the Red Deer Keg1ona1 Hosp1ra1 centre. The applir.::ition 
reque6\$ the approval of ~nchiso tAX rates thet would r¢$ult in slgnificaf1t nat&Jral ga.$ bill 
increases to lhis racllltY, as detru1ea on Page 4 of the City',; infnrmMirin pi1r.k~e. As~ pub!ic 
institlllian with a shrinking budget there i$ little or no opµo1iunit~~ lo pass 011 u1 1 ~co1.1µ thi: 
increased co51s. l hP.retoJ"ft i:11rvir.P. lev1:1ls are lllc.ely to be advers1Jllf affected. 

Sp9Ciflcally, the applicatlon seek6 Soard :appl'Cl'-'31 tor '1mcndm,ont of NUL'S sehedule "A~ 
aes1gnea to collect franchise taxes payable ta Ille Clly of Red neP.r. Th1: t.ici~ino ~ehedule "A" 
pcrcentag!S3 11pply to all grt>SS rcvenueis within the Red Deer tranchi!ol!l, ini;luulny ga.:i co::sts. 
l lnriP.r the pror.iosed amendent, ::i 17~ franchis. tax r:ato will be ;ppliad h> gross revenue!;, 
ldJtt.Judi•1y yci:s CU)1 recovery revenues. Tne City nas indicated tl'lat Ihi5 formula w111 generate 
revenues In 1 QGS equa! to tho rC'ienucG generated in 1 ~. under the olCI sd'ledule. 

We have some cone.ems with re5pec:.t to the fo1lvwi11y. 
1) The use of 199' as the b;$~ year for setting tne level or franc:hise ta): r:Jte&. 

2) The unreason:ableness of 3 50% incrctt:ic in our ftanchi:".te t11x. 

3) The l11ck of a cap on future revenuH from 1ranch~e tax~. 

The ~ity indicates the foreo:u:t 1 S96 ttiXcG under the proposed rates are ec;iuivalent to the 1994 
taxes um:Jer eXJstrnc rates. However 1994 franehi!\e l~i:ft~ WP.rFl ,;:.ionifirJ1rilly hig-,,er than in 
FreviolJS ~ars duo to high gu c:csts In that year. Data oblair1~d from Ci1ly cf Red Deer finance 
~fWices show that ever the last 12 yea'1, revenue has averaged $1.1S million 3nd, if :Jvcmgod 
uvu1 ll1t: 1~11t e years, $'1.21 mlltlon was ~enerated. The 199-4 fi~ure Is~~.~""° t11onerthan that cf 
the 12 year sver39e ond 2.G% higher that the 6 yeer. We question tne rea:,onablene.s" cf using 
i W4 as me oase year tor setting the franr.hi.!\P. t1'r r.:itP.~ for 1 ~q5 and beyond. 

One of the City's go;ils for this: amendment was that it qnol impact slgnifi~l\tly on tho current 
Odlun:11 Q!j~ utility bills of Red Deer customers: We feel that an increase in cost ot 50% is of 
serioU$ imp3c;t tind is. nolthcr fQir nor jus.t. The comment that the l'IO~pital will see a net deo;rea~n~ 
111 1>11l1ng costs Is true. l'iOWfM!r, thP. raltt :\ r.h;i11!J4*S that cause thi(; ere a se~arato issue and have 
already been dealt vvith by tM board. 

Anulht:i uf ttte City's goals was to • over me )'Bars actlleve an amount 01 tranen1se tax not 
subjacl to wide fluetu3tion~ that wOtJld be a more dcpondsble source -of revenue" We agree that 
the amendment Wiii reduce tluetuations in revenuP., hoWAvar. ~~hntild w;.. h=ive a cold winter with a 
commensur1te incrrease in ccnsumptll)l'I, revenues may lncrea$c tun:.khmd.1ly. Tll~ City t1as 
~hown its d.io;;kP. tn st(lp any deereas• In revenue, but hH not addressed tna po&&ibilit)' of M 
increa~ iu rtlvtmu.;. Will tile City agree to oap the amount of revenue that can tie generateci 
from the franchise tax? 

In 5Ummal'y, we :;;ugge:it H follcwl!I: 

1) Rt;C111...e lht! µ1upust:u fr¥.11chise tax rate 10 a 1evei consistent witn an ,annual averaae rrom 
uvaral yesrs d3t.J. 

OlllNU$. o•ERUOAS or: 

~J t~r 'l\1'!!'.11".i.lf t-4,,..3,,.d~I 

.:):}4i. '°" ""t;01,,1t 
M.'\.&4,, 

1lf lo'1, :I,:- r1~ p .. ,•:1vu •v•.•l~•ttt '"'c.:•~+i1ll 

:'"°'~ •iii') '1..1•n.1r.1 

1i .. alo1,,1'1' ·!-111 Mr~n.:.,. ~:•qt I ti~111t· 
l.ljU!i ~A~,, .... 

l't'l.il CA."-"" ,..,~r:t1Pv.i .,'-'lrh~ 

·•l'.)C • ~ ; .. -. ... ~ 
.:1•1; ..... ,. 

Wo':t-11.lf':• N•,1r:. r..:. ~ 1 ·"'·· 

.•:'1:1 •ll:""o" .' 
;\U ...... ~'° l~a ... r;,~ ·.u~ .il;,,l: 
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T•lephono • (40.SJ 343-4422. 

FID 
FIH 

A C 
Faesimile • (4031 U2-Ul3 

ed Deer Ragianal Hospital entre 
3942 50A Avenue ned ~eer. Al!.111r lo. T4~14E7 

M•Hll'll AddreH 
1-'.0 tia; so:so 

~Cd Deer. Albert« 
T4N 6A2 

2) Implement a tax fonnula that 11.:t1l~ t:<tctl costomer falrty. Wl!lh no large1 increases er c:2ecrP.a~M 
in hilling costs for anyone. 

3) Include in the tax formula, a method of capping the total arrio1Jt1t of lt!Vt:rtue that can be 
generated annually. 

1 nank you. 

---......... ----........ ~~ -~-·-········· 
K. Metoidr.o 
Director. M;ainter1ancllt and Engingertng 

H1!:---
Mi:tint1>.nanee Supervisor 



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

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

August 31 , 1994 

Public Utilities Board 
Government of the Province of Alberta 
11th Floor, Manulife House 
1 0055 - 1 06 Street 
Edmonton, Alberta 
T5J 2Y2 

Dear Sir/Madam: 

RE: CITY OF RED DEER BYLAW 3115/94 
PROPOSED AMENDMENT • NATURAL GAS FRANCHISE 

FILE No. 

At The City of Red Deer Council Meeting held Monday, August 29, 1994, first reading was given 
to Bylaw 3115/94 which proposes to amend the Natural Gas Franchist:t. 

Enclosed herewith for your information and records are the following: 

a) Certified copy of Bylaw 3115/94; 

b) Unsigned Amending Agreement; 

c) Natural Gas Supply and Special Franchise Contract Application. 

Please note that we will also be forwarding a copy of the above noted documents to Northwestern 
Utilities Ltd. 

I trust that once all the documentation is in order, you will be forwarding the appropriate Notice 
of Application to our office so that we may publish our intent in the local newspaper. 

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

City Clerk 

KK/clr 
attchs. 

cc: 4,ctor of Financial Services 

lfJ;fl DF'n· ~D 



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

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

August 31, 1994 

Northwestern Utilities Ltd. 
10035 - 105 Street 
Edmonton, Alberta 
T5J 2Y2 

Att: Manager, 
Marketing and Sales 

Dear Sir/Madam: 

RE: CITY OF RED DEER BYLAW 3115/94 
PROPOSED AMENDMENT - NATURAL GAS FRANCHISE 

FILENo. 

At The City of Red Deer Council Meeting held Monday, August 29, 1994, first reading was given 
to Bylaw 3115/94 which proposes to amend the Natural Gas F1ranchise1. 

Enclosed herewith for your information and records are the following: 

a) Certified copy of Bylaw 3115/94; 

b) Unsigned Amending Agreement; 

c) Natural Gas Supply and Special Franchise Contract Application. 

For your information, we have also forwarded the above items to the Public Utilities Board. I trust 
that you will now be preparing and submitting to the Public Utilities Board the supporting 
information required by the Board's regulations to support this application for amendment, with 
a copy of same being forwarded to this office. 

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

KKlclr 
attchs. 

cc: --~~ctor of Financial Services 

i;r#f ~n. nFF-o 



BYLAW NO. 3115/94 

Being a Bylaw of The City of Red Deer to authorize the Mayor and City Clerk to execute 

an agreement with Northwestern Utilities Limited, to amend the subsisting special 
franchise agreement with Northwestern Utilities Limited. 

WHEREAS The City of Red Deer has requested an amendment of the special franchise; 

AND WHEREAS Northwestern Utilities Limited has agreed with the terms of the 
amendment; 

NOW THEREFORE THE MUNICIPAL COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER, IN THE 

PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, DULY ASSEMBLED, ENACTS AS FOLLOWS: 

1 Under the authority of the Municipal Government Act., R.S.A. 1980, Chapter 

M-26, Section 281 be it enacted that the Mayor and City Clerk be 

authorized to sign the agreement which is attached to and forming part of 
this Bylaw and marked as Schedule "A" between The City of Red Deer and 

Northwestern Utilities Limited to amend the subsisting special franchise 

agreement with Northwestern Utilities Limited. 

2 This Bylaw shall come into force upon the agreement being approved by 

the Public Utilities Board for the Province of Alberta, and upon being given 

Third reading and finally passed. 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 29 day of August 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of 

MAYOR CITY CL.ERK 
This is to certify that Bylaw 3115/94 ...--:;:;:~ 

was given Fir~t Reading at the At:gust ~~. .,,_.--7 
29, 1994 Meeting of Red Deer City ~;;L/_--;::r / 
Council, and that this is a cert:itie;:f'\~~~,,,__-, ---­

~~ r ~~o~s, c~u CLerk 

'1994. 

'19 

I 19 



Public Utilities Board 
11th Floor, Manulife House 
10055-106 Street 
Edmonto~ Alberta 
T5J2Y2 

Dear Sirs: 

FORM OF APPLICATION 

RE: AMENDMENT OF A NATURAL GAS SUPPLY 
AND SPECIAL FRANCHISE CONTRACT 

The Council of the Municipality hereby applies to the Public Utilities Board for 
approval to amend a natural gas supply and special franchise contract between the 
Municipality and Northwestern Utilities Limited. 

Enclosed herewith is a copy of By-Law No. 3115/94 read the first time on the 
29 day of August , 19 94 • --

The Council hereby declares: 

a) That the natural gas supplier has fully discussed all proposed chan~es to 
the natural gas supply and special franchise contract with the Council and 
the Council understands the reasons for these amendments and is in 
agreement with them. 

DATED THIS 31 DAY OF August ,,.,.~ft'''l9-... .,94 
--------... ,, ... , :i.;..,,:\ '< ·of! R-~ •"" 

,•' (j\ •••••• •• () 0 --
,,~.-· ··. ~--' . . '-~':.. SIGNED: 



BYLAW NO. 2991/89 

OF 

THE CITY OF RED DEER 

!3ACK UP INFORMATION . 
NO r SUBMITTED TO COUNCIL 

Being a Bylaw to authorize the Mayor and the City Clerk of The 
City of Red Deer to sign and execute on behalf of the City an 
agreement with Northwestern Utilities Limited amending and 
renewing a certain franchise agreement dated the 24th day of 
September, 1945 and made between the City and Northwestern 
Utilities Limited. 

WHEREAS the City and Northwestern Utilities Limited entered 
into an agreement dated September 24, 1945, ![hereinafter called the 
"Franchise Agreement") wherein the City wa.s to be supplied with 
natural gas; 

AND WHEREAS the City and Northwestern Utilities Limited agree 
that the date on which Northwestern Utilities Limited commenced to 
supply natural gas to the City pursuant to the original franchise 
agreement dated September 24, 1945, was the 22nd day of August, 
1947; 

AND WHEREAS the Franchise Agreement dated September 24, 1945, 
was renewed, extended and amended for a further period of ten (10) 
years from August 22, 1967, by agreement dated No1vember 17, 1967; 

AND WHEREAS the Franchise Agreement was renewed and extended 
for a further term of ten (10) years from the 30th day of May 1978, 
by agreement dated May 30th, 1978; 

AND WHEREAS the City deems the privilege or franchise under 
consideration is necessary and proper for the public convenience 
and properly conserves the public interests., 

NOW THEREFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER, IN THE 
PROVINCE OF ALBERTA I DULY ASSEMBLED ENACTS AS FOL:c..ows: 

1. The City of Red Deer hereby grants to Northwestern Utilities 
Limited (Company), its successors and ,assigns, a renewal of 
the franchise and the rights to be derived und.er the Franchise 
Agreement, for a further term of ten (10) years, in accordance 
with the provisions of the Agreement marked Schedule "A", 
hereto, and subject to any orders of the Public Utilities 
Board. 

2. Upon the final passing of this Bylaw the Mayor and the City 
Clerk of the City are hereby authorized, empowered and 
directed to execute the said Agreement Schedule "A" hereto by, 
for, and on behalf of The City of Red Deer. 



~ 

" 

-2- Bylaw 2991/89 

3. This Bylaw shall take effect upon the final passing thereof. 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 26 day of Jtme 1989. 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 5 day of September 1989. 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL AND FINALLY PASSED this 5 day 
of September 1989. 

MAYOR 

,\.e·,, 



THIS MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT made and entered into this 
day of A.O., 19 • ---------

BETWEEN: 

THE CITY OF RED DEER 
a municipal corporation in the Province of 
Alberta 
{hereinafter called the "City'") 

- and -

NORTHWESTERN UTILITIES LIMITED 
a corporation having its head office in the 
City of Edmonton in the Province of Alberta 
(hereinafter called the •company") 

OF THE FIRST PART 

OF THE SECOND PART 

WHEREAS the City and Northwestern Utilities Limited entered into an 
agreement dated September 24, 1945 {hereinafter called "The Original Franchise 

Agreement"). wherein the City granted to Northwestern Utilities Limited a 
special franchise to supply natural gas to the City and the inhabitants 
thereof for the tenn of Twenty {20) years from the 30 day of November, 1947; 

AND WHEREAS the City and the Company agree that the date on which 
. the Company connenced to supply natural gas to the City pursuant to the 

original franchise agreement dated the 24th day of September, 1945 was the 

22nd day of August, 1947; 

AND WHEREAS the franchise agreement was renewed and extended for a 
further term of Ten (10) years from the 22nd day ,of August, 1967 by an 

agreement between the City and the Company dated the 17th day of November, 

1967; 
AND WHEREAS the franchise agreement was renewed and extended for a 

further tenn of Ten (10) years from the 30th day of May, 1978 by an agreement 
between the City and the Company dated the 30th day of May, 1978; 

ANO WHEREAS by amending the agreement dated May 10, 1~82, the 

_original agreement was amended to provide for the eliminaton of Company paid 
service lines; 

;: -~ 
,.·., 
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AND WHEREAS the City and the Company are desirous of renewing the 
Original Franchise Agreement for a further period of ten (IOI) years with 

alterations as agreed between the C;ty and the Company as; hereinafter 
provided; 

AND WHEREAS the Original Franchise Agreement together with all 
amendments and renewals is hereinafter referred to as the "Franchise 
Agreement"; 

NOW THIS AGREEMENT WITNESSETH THAT the Franchise Agreement shall be 

and it and all the terms, conditions and provisions thereof with alterations 

therein as hereafter provided are declared to be renewed and e:1etended for a 

period of ten (10) years from the date of execution of' this agreement; the 

terms, conditions, and provisions therefore being amended and altered by 

deleting all clauses thereof and substituting therefore the following: 

l. The City hereby grants to the Company, its successors and assigns, 

subject to the terms and provisions hereinafter contained, an exclusive 

franchise for the purpose of providing a supply of natural gas to the City and 

its residents other than for the City's own industrial uses a!; provided in 

clause 19 together with the exclusive right, authority and permission to use,· 

break up, dig, trench and excavate in the public streets, roads, squares, 

lanes, utility lots, alleys and/or other public highways or places within the 

jurisdiction of the City including any area or areas which may hereafter be 

added to or be incorporated within and with the City and otherwise do such 
work therein as may from time to time be required to locate, construct, lay, 
operate, maintain, repair, renew, extend, relay and/or remove the pipelines or 

lines, plant or equipment of the Company necessary to be installed for the 

purposes of the agreement. 

2. The said franchise shall be in full force and effect for a period of 

ten (10) years from the date hereof with such alterations,, if any, as may be 

agreed upon by the parties and approved by the Public Utilities Board. 

3. The said pipelines shall be located in the lanes and alleys rather 
than in the streets and main thoroughfares of the City when reasonably 
practicable and where the cost of so doing will not be unreasonably great. 

• 

'.:; 

• 
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4. In respect to subsequent extensions of its distribution system, the 

Company agrees that a plan showing the location of the proposed extensions 

sha 11 be first submitted to and approved of by any pe~rson or persons appointed 

by the Council of the City or its authorized officers for that purpose. The 

Company shall give notice to the person or persons sci appointed as foresaid of 

its intention to open or break up any of the public street!;, roads, squares, 

lanes, utility lots, alleys and/or other public Mghways or places in the 

City not less than ten (10) days before the beginning of suich wo~k. except in 

cases of emergency arising from defects or breaking of the pipe or other 

works, when inmediate notice shall suffice. 

5. The Company agrees with the City that it will do as little damage as 

poss i b 1 e in the execution of the powers hereby granted and wi 11 cause as 

little obstruction as possible during the progress of the! work and at al 1 

other times and will restore the streets, highways;, lanes and other places 

hereinbefore described within the limits of the City to a ~;tate of repair as 

nearly as possible equal to their former state. When the! Company does not 

have the equipment or labour available to effect the necessary repairs, said 

repairs wi 11 be undertaken by the City at the Company's expense. In this 

event, the basis of charges to be used by the City shall be such amounts as 

have been reasonably and necessarily incurred in this regard. 

6. The Company agrees to supply the City with a set of detailed plan 

sheets showing in detail the as constructed locati1ons and alignments of the 

Company's pipelines. In addition, the Company agrees to supply the City with 

as many prints of the overall distribution system as the C:ity may reasonably 

require. These plans and plan sheets will be brought up to date annually. 

7. The Company agrees to supply the City's Fire Department with the 

equipment necessary for the operation of curb boxes and ser•tice valves so that 

in case of fire these may be turned off by the Fire Department if they reach 

the fire before the Company's representative in Red Deer. The City will 

notify one of the Company's representatives of eviery fire, or in the event 

that they cannot be reached, the Company's standby man who shall be on call 24 

hours a day 7 days a week in Red Deer. The Company's representatives will 

give every possible assistance to the City in preventing, controlling and 

·investigating fires. 

! 

I 

I , 

l 
l .. 

• 
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8. The Company further agrees that it wi '11 protE!Ct and indemnify the 
City against any damages or expenses in connection with the execution of the 
powers hereby granted and from and against all claims, demands and actions by 
third persons in respect of damages sustained by reason of any operations of 
the Company except to the extent that such claim, loss, damages or expenses 
was caused or contributed to by the fault or negligence c>f the City. 

9. The Company agrees at its own expense and at the request of the City 
to change the location of any of its pipelines when any 1:>f the public streets, 
roads, squares, lanes, utility lots or other public highways within the City 
are closed by any by-law of the Council for any public purpose and to carry 
out such change within a reasonable time; provided, however, that should any 
of the public streets, roads, squares, lanes and/or other public highways 
within the City be legally closed for any other reasons, the Company will at 
the expense of the person or persons for whose benefit such closure was made 
relocate its pipelines with reasonable speed. In addition, the .City agrees 
that where the Company is required by reason 1:>f construction, replacement, 
repair or alteration by the City in respect of any of its public services, to 
lower, move, repair, protect or otherwise be put to expense with regard to any 
of the Company's facilities, such expenses will be borne by the City unless 
such facilities were not located in accordance with the line assignment given 
for the facilities in question. 

10. Before the City undertakes any construction, replacement, repairs or 
alterations in respect of any of its public works, the construction, 
replacement, repairs or alterations of which may in any way affect any of the 
Company's pipeline or lines, plant or equipment, the City shall give to the 
Company or its representative in the City ten (10) days• notice in writing, 
except in cases where the construction, replacement, repairs or alterations by 
the City are required to be done irrmediately, when any notice shall suffice. 
The City agrees with the Company that during any such construction, 
replacement, repairs or alterations in respect of any of the public works of 
the City either by itself or its agents, that "it will do as little damage as 
possible to the pipeline or lines, plant or equipment of the Company and the 
City further agrees to protect, indemnify and ~save hannless the Company from 

·and against any claims, loss, damages or expenses made against or sustained by 
the Company by reason of, arising out of or in any way connected 
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with any such operation of the City except to the extent that such claim, 

loss, damages or expense was caused or contributed to by the fault or 
negligence of the Company. 

11. A meter which shall be owned by the Company shall be installed for 
each customer without charge by the Company at a location to be determined by 

the Company. 

12. The Company shall charge for natural gas. supplied to the City and 

its residents such prices and rates as may be approved or fixed from time to 

time by the Public Utilities Board of Alberta. 

13. Other than for its own industrial uses as provided in clause IS, the 
City agrees that it will not, during the term hereof, !~rant to any other 
person, firm or corpora ti on, the right to 1 ay pipes in 'its ·pub 1i c streets, 

roads, squares, lanes, utility lots, alleys and other public highways or 

places for the purpose of supplying natural gas to or i1~ the City for any 

purpose, so long as the Company supplies to the City and its residents their 

reasonable requirements of natural gas and provided the Company is not in 

default of the terms hereof. 

14. IT IS FURTHER AGREED that at the expiration of the term hereof this 

franchise may be renewed for a period not exceeding ten (10) years (and so on 

from time to time) with such alterations, if any, as may be agreed upon by the 

parties and approved by the Public Utilities Board and that if either party 

refuses to renew such franchise or if the parties: fail to agree as to the 

conditions of such renewal, then the City, subject to the consent of the 

Public Utilities Board, may purchase all the rights of the Company within the 
City limits (as defined) in all matters and things under this franchise and in 
all apparatus and property situated within the !City limits used for the 

purpose of supplying gas to the City and its residents for such price and on 

such terms as may be agreed upon with the Company, or fail'ing such agreement, 
then for such price and on such terms as may be fixed by the Public Utilities 

Board on the application of either of the parties he·reto, but nothing shall be 

: 
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claimed by or paid to the Company for any and all franchise or franchises 
received from the City. This clause shall not be! taken or read as referring 
to any property or apparatus forming part of the plant used in connection with 
the supplying of natural gas to other cities, towns, villages or 
municipalities. 

15. The City consents to exercise within the City by the Company and its 
successors and assigns, of the powers which may be exercised by a Company with 
the consent of the municipality under and pursuant to the provisions of the 
Water, Gas, Electric and Telephone Companies Act. 

16. The parties agree that with the approval of the Public Utilities 
Board and upon execution of this agreement, the C:ompany, after the said date 
of execution, shall pay (as hereinafter mentioned) and t:he City shall accept 
8.40% of the annual gross revenues of the Company derived from the sale of gas 
to domestic and corrmercial customers and to industrial customers served under 
Rate No. 1 General Rate or Rate No. 2 Optional Rate and 3.09% of the annual 
gross revenues of the Company derived from the sale c1f gas to industrial 
customers served under Rate No. 3 - Optional High Load Factor Rate, all within 
the City (exclusive of the aforementioned payment to the City} during the 
particular calendar year, in lieu of taxing the speci,al franchise, lands, 
buildings, improvements, pipelines, works, machinery, equipment and apparatus 
belonging to and used by the Company in the exercise of the franchise. "Said 
payments in lieu of taxes" 

(a) shall co11111ence with the first billing sent by the Company to 
the customer for the period of gas delive~y co11111encing: 
i. after the date of this agreement and 
ii. after the Public Utilities Board has by order approved 

any change in rates to the customer made necessary by 
this paragraph 16. 

(b) for parts of a calendar year shall be apportioned according to 
the said gross revenue during the relevant part of the calendar 
yeari 

! 
L.·. 
1··.· 
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(c) shall be made on a monthly basis on the 15th day of the month 

fo 11 owing receipt by the Company of the gross revenue to which 

the fixed percentage applies. 

Provided, however, if the Company shall at any time own any lands 

within the corporate limits of the City, upon which h :situated any building 

or buildings used either in whole or in part as a dwel'ling or dwellings, or 

occupied by any person or corporation other than the Company, then the same 

shall be liable to assessment and taxation in the s:ame manner as other 

property in the vicinity of such parcel or parcels. 

17. The Company will not without the consent of the City which consent 

will not be unreasonably or arbitrarily withheld, a~ssign this franchise 

agreement or the rights, powers and privileges granted hereby or any of them. 

18. This agreement shall enure to the benefit of and sha1ll be binding 

upon successors and assigns of each of the parties heretc1. 

19. Upon giving a minimum of 12 months written notice tc1 the Company, 

the City may elect, subject to agreement between the Company and the City, to 

supply natural gas for its own industrial uses at locations wiithin the City 

from properties located within the boundaries of the Ciity in which the City 

has mineral and/or surface rights. The City will endeavor to give more notice 

if possible. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF the parties hereto have affixed their respective 

corporate seals under the hands of their proper officers in that behalf, as of 

the day and year first above written. 

THE CITY OF RED DEER 

NORTHWESTERN UTILITIES LIMITED 

• 
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ot the parties respectively wuter this ~nt, then ever:r such 

dispute, clltterence or question not wi'thin the jur1a41ct1on ot the 

Boe.rd ot Public Utill ty Cola1881cmera ot the PrOYinoe ot Alberta 

to decide shall be ref'erred ~ a autual.17 aatisfactm')" arbitrator. 

who shall aot as sole arbitrator ao4 1.n the ennt ot disagreement 

on the aeleotlon ot the arbitrator. noh arbib'ator aha1l. be nam4 

and appoinact bJ' the Chier J'ustioe ot the Province ot Alberta, 8D4 

the award or detend.natlon which ahall be made bJ' such arbitrator 

shall be ftnal and binding upon the partlea hereto. 

14. 'l'be Company shall .not nor will, w1 thwt the eOD89nt or the 

Council ot the c1t1 nrat ha4 and obtalmc11 aaa1gn., wtinher absolutely 

or by 1'81" of SHur1 Q' • this agremen~ or ~ rights, powers and 

pr1 vil.eges gran'ted hereby or UT ot '1lea. 

15. In the •••nt that the Ccmpan;y taill< to ccnplete 'the 

construction at the pipe 11.m traa a point OJJ, its existing tranmd.aaion 

l1ue as tar as a point on the boo.ndarlee or the City ot Wetuldtd.n by 

the 3oth d~ ot Nove.aber, A. D. 1946, notwithstalld1ng ~herein-

sole option to terminate thla agre-.emt b.Y g1.ving to the CClllJ>8Jl1' written 

notice ot terJain.aUon on or before the 31..R 481' ot lOaoeltber, A. D. 1946. 

aD4 upon. such notice being given a8 at01'8aaic1. tohia agzeamnt shall there­

upon cease to haft an.:r further tol"Ce or ~. 

16. !bis ~t shall ermre to the benen t ot and shall be 

b1D41Dg upon the successors and asslgna or eaoh ot the parties berew. 

IN Wl'TNESS VIHERB:OF "the paniea hereto ha'Ye hereunto caused their 

respect! Ye corporate aea.la to be attiDMl, aU'thent1oa:te4 by ~ aigDa.tures 

ot ~1r proper ottioers, the d81 and year rtnt above written. 
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SIGBD, SKAIBD AND DILIVKRED ) 
) 

1n the presence ot: ~ 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 



THIS IS SCHEDULE "A" form.ing part of 
By-Law 2274 of the City of Red Deer 

MEMORANDUM OF AGREl!MENT ma.de this / 1 il. day of /1t-e~4 1967: 

BETWEEN& 

THE CITY OF RED DEER, 
a municipal corporati•::m in the 
Province of Alberta, 
(hereina'.fter called "the Oit;yn), 

OF THE FIRST PART 

- and -

NORTHWESTERN UTILITIES, LJMJ:TED, 
a body corporate having its head 
office at the City of Edmonton, 
in the Province of Alberta, 
(hereinafter called •the Company") 

OF THE SECOND PART. 

WHERE.AS by Agreement ma.de on the 24th ds:y of September, 1945, 

(hereinafter called "the franchise agreement") the city granted to the 

Company a special franchise to supply natural ga1s to the City and the 

inhabitants thereof' for the term of Twenty (20) years from. the JC)th day 

of November, 1947, or from. such earlier da,te as that upon which the 

Company may commence to supply natural gai:1 pursuant to the original 

agreement; and 

WR ERE.AS the City and the CampaI:ty agree that the date on Wich 

the Company commenced to supply natural gEts to the City pursuant to the 

original franchise agreement dated 24th day of September, 1945, was the 

22nd day of August, 1947; and 
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WHERE.AS in and by the franchise 19.gl'eeme,nt it was agreed 

between the City and the Company that at or before the expiration of 

the term thereof the said franchise agreement m.igP,.t be renewed for a 

period not exceeding Ten (10) years and so on from time to time vi.th 

such alterations, if any, as might be agreed upoi1 by the parties and 

approved by the Public Utilities Board; anci 

'WH ERE.AS it has been agreed between the1 City and the Company 

that the franchise agreement be renewed upon and subjeet to the terms 

of this agreement; and 

WHERE.AS the terms of this agreement have been approved by 

the Public Utilities Board; 

NOW THEREFORE IT IS MUTUALLY CONVENANTED AND AGREED by and 

between the parties hereto as follows: 

1. The City hereby gives, grants and confe1rs upon the Company, 

its successors and assigns a renewal of th19 speci.al franchise to supply 

natural gas to the City and the inhabitants there1of for a renewed term 

of Ten (10) years from the 22nd day of ~tlst, 19671 upon and subject 

to the terms and conditions of the original franchise agreement dated 

the 24th day of September, 1945, as am.ended and etJ.tered by this agree­

ment. 

2. That the original Franchise Agreement alated the 24th day of 

September, 1945 be and the same is hereby altered and amended as follows: 

a) By striking out Clause 7 of the Franchise .Agreement and 

substituting therefor the follovingt 
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"7. The Company shall charge for natural gas supplied to the 

City anii/ or the inhabitants thereof such price or rates as ma:y be approved 

or fixed from time to time by the Public Utilities Board." 

b) By striking out Clause 8 and m1bstituting therefor the follO'W'ingz 

ws. The City agrees that it w:i..11 not during the term of the 

rene-wed franchise agreement or any further renewal thereof grant to any 

other person, firm or corporation the right to lay· pipes in its public-

streets, roads, squares, lanes, alleys aniJ.. c'ther public highways or places 

for the purpose or conveying or supplying natural gas to or in the City 

for any purpose so long as the Company supplies tc• the City and the 

inhabitants thereof their reasonable requirements of natural gas.• 
c) By striking out Clause 10 and subst~L tuting therefor the 

f ollowingz 

"lO. The Company agrees to pa:y to the Caty for the 

period fram. the 1st day of September, 1967 to the 22nd da:y o'! 

August, 1977 on the sale of gas within the limits of the City of 

Red Deer as they exist from time to time ax1 amount equal to the 

sum of seven and three-quarter per cent ( 7-·'J/ 4!/o) 1of the gross 

receipts of the Company during the said period from. the sale of 

gas to domestic and commercial customers axLd to industrial custo-

mers served under Rate Noo 1 General Rate or Rate No. 2 Optional 

Rate and three per cent (-'%) or the gross receipts of the Company 

during the said period from the sale of gaf! to industrial austom.ers 

served under Rate No. J - Optional High Load Fact.or Rate, the said amount 

to be paid annually on or before the 1st day of March in each year 
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commencing with the 1st dey of March, 1968 for the amount peyable 

hereunder for the preceding calendar year. 

nThe City agrees to accept the peymentfl made to it by the 

Company under the preceding paragraph hereof in lieu of and in satis­

faction of i 

(a) 

(b) 

the five per centum (5%) of the gross receipts of the 

Company from the sale of natural ~~as peyable by the 

Company under paragraph 10 of the original Red Deer 

franchise; and 

one-third of all taxes of arry and all kinds howsoever 

peyable by the Company to the City with respect to the 

calendar year 1967J and all taxes of' any and all kinds 

howsoever peyable by the Campany ·to the City with respect 

to the calendar yea.rs 1968 to 197'71 inclusive, and in 

particular without restricting the generality of the 

foregoing in lieu of all franchise taxes and taxes on 

lands, buildings, improvements, pipe lines, works, 

transmission lines, plant, machinery, equipment and appara­

tus owned by the Campany and used solely by it for the 

purpose of buy;ing, producing, selling and distributing 

natural gas, provided that notwithstanding the foregoing 

the Company shall pey to the City frontage taxes, 

business taxes, special ta:ices, if' any, imposed pursuant 

to sect1.ons 5J7 to 542, in<:!lusive, of the City Act, 
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special frontage assessment.a, and special local benefit 

assessments, if any, impose1d pursuant to Part IX of the 

said Act.• 

J. This agreement shall enure to the bane.fit of and shall be 

binding upon the successors and assigns of each of the parties hereto. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF the parties hereto have hereunto caused 

their respective corporate seals to be affixed, authenticated by the 

signatures of their proper officers as of the da~ snd year first above 

written. 

TEE GITY OF RED DEER 

Peri 
:;s 

Pers 
Gity Clerk 

Peri 

Peri 
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BY~W TO GRANT TO NORTHWFSTEllli UTILITIES LIMITED A SPF.C}IAL FRANCHISE TO SUPPLY 

TO THE CITY OF RFD DEER AND THE INHABITANTS THEREX>F NATURAL GAS 

11HmEAS Northwestern Utilities Limited has applied ·to the Council of the Cit}' 

of Red Deer for the grant to it or the right to1 supply to the City or Red Deer 

and the inhabitants thereof such natural gas as: may be :required by the City and 

its inhabitants; 

AND WHEREAS for the purposes aforesaid the1 Council or the said City of 

~ De'er deems it expedient to grant such right and for that purpose to 

enter into an agreement with Northwestern Util:!.ties Limited in the words and 

figures contained in the Memorandum or Agreement annexed and marked Schedule •A• 

to this By-law; 

BE IT THEREFORE EliACTm by the Council or the City· or Red Deer as follows:-

1. The City or Red Deer hereby grants to .Ne>rthwestern Utilities Limited the 

special. franchise rich the lllemorandum of Agreement. hereto attached and marked 

as Schedule •A• purports to grant to it, subjec't nevertheless to all the 

covenants, conditions, provisoes, restrictions 1, penal ties and other ter,IU set 

forth in the said agreement. 

2. Upon the final passing of this By-law the Mayor and the Secretary-

Treasurer or the City of Red Deer are hereby authorisetl! and empowered to execute 

for and on behalf' or the said City or Red Deer the saicll Memorandum of Agreement, 

a copy whereof is attached hereto and marked S1~hedule •1A11 to this By-law. 

3. This By-law shall take effect on the fil:ial pass:l.ng thereof. 

,,: ' 
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BY-L.t.W NO. J.Z1 

A°' by-law of the City of Red Deer authorizing the holding c>f a 

:.Plebiscite on the agreement giving a f'ranchise to the ltiorthwestern 

Utilities Limited. 

THE MUNICIPAL COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF Rm DEm mACTS AS FOLLOW:?_: 

1. That a vote be taken by plebiscite on the proposed agreement 

between the Northwestern Utilities Limited and the Cit,- ot Red Deer 

authorizing the Cit,- to grant to the Northwestern Utilities Limited 

a franchise to suppl,- natural gas to the City and its inhabitants 

as embodied in the proposed agreement to be advertised. in the Red 

Deer Advocate on the 29th day or August, and 5th day O•f September, 

1945. 

~. That the vote or the duly qualified burgesses shall be taken 

on the 24th day of September, 19451. in the Libr8.I7 at the City Hall, in 

the City or Red Deer, commencing at the hour or nine ci'clook in 

the forenoon until five o'clock in the afternoon of tl:Le same day, 

and that R. s. Gillespie be the returning officer and G. H. Linds'ay 

be the Deputy Returning Officer for taking the same. 

3. That the ballot to be su't:mitted to the pubUc and tb.e 

question to be voted on shall be as .t'ollows,-

Are you in favour of the propos~ agreement 

between the Northwestern Utilities Limited 

and the City of Red Deer for the supply or 

natural gas to the City and its inhabitants? 

{ 1''0R THE BY-LAW 
( 
( {_, _______ _ 
( AGAINST THE BY-LAW 
( 
( 

( ···--------
4. That the said returning officer shall sum up the number ot 

votes for and against the plebiscite on the 24th da,- ~,r September, 1945, 

at the hour of six o'clock in the afternoon at the sa:ld Librar,y. 

OONE AND PASSED in open council this d 1 t/r day of August, A.D., 

1945. 

~ "Ma;Or: 

_,,~ 
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BY-LAW NO. I~~· 

A By-law approving the addition to the schedule of rates 1Jet out in 

the franchise agreement between the City of Red Deer and Northwestern Utilities, 

Limited of a rate to be known as the •High Load Factor Rate.• 

1'HEREAS Northwestern Utilities Limited entered into an agreement with 

the ~ity of ited !Jeer, dated September _u;, 1945, for the purpose of 1aupplying 

natural gas to the said City and its inhabitants: 

AND WHEREAS the said agreement was approved by Order No. 10314' of 

the Board of Public Utility Commissioners, dated August.'16th, 191;5. 

AND WHEREAS 1 t appears advisable to add to the sc.bedule of rates iD 

the said agreement set out an additional rate as hereinafte1r set out: 

BE IT ENACTED as a By-Law of the City of Red Deer that the approval 

of the said Town is hereby given tc the addition as aforesdd to the schedule 

of rates in the said agreement set out of a rate to be known as the "High 

Load Factor Rate,• the particulars of which are:-

"High Load Factor Rate: 

l. A Fixed monthly charge of $20.00 plus an additiot1al monthly charge ot 

$1.00 per 1,000 cubic feet of maximum 12-hour demand as hereinafter defined; 

and a consumption charge of 18¢ per m.c.r. for the first 1 1,000 m.c.f. of 

gas consumed ;ier month, and 15; per m.c.f. for the next 1 1.000 m.c.f. consumed· 

per month and 12¢ per m.c.r. for all over 2,000 m.c.r. com1umed per· month sha11 

be made to all consumers who are eligible for the said ratE1. 

2. The said High Load Factor Rate shall be available only on. annual 

contract to consumers whose annual consumption of gas is nc>t less than 6,000 m.c.r., 

and whose total consumption during the six meter reading periods en.ding in llay, 

June, July, August, September and October is not less than 40% of the total 

consumption of such consumers during the l2 meter reading periods ending in 

the calendar months of January to December inclusive. 

J, The maximum 12-hour demand shall be the greatest amount of gas in 

cubic feet delivered in any 12 consecutive hours during thEt current billing period 

or the precedlng 11 billing periods, as ascertained by the Compan;r. In 

the case or a new consumer of gns, the said maximum 12-hou?' demand shall be 

estimated by the l:ompany. rhe Company wil.l upon receipt of' a written request 

'· from a consumer, install a recording meter to measure the El8id maximum 12-hour 

demand. In such event the maximum 12-hour demand established for th• current 

period ar for the previous eleven billing periods whether ascertained by the 

Company as aforesaid or as measured by the said recording meter, shiall apply. 

! ' 
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Provided, however, that the Company may with the consent of the consumer estimate 

the maximum 12-hour demand taking into consideration such. factors as the effect 

of the consumer's demands for gas upon the Company's peak: load or any other 

relevant factor. 

4. The said High Load Factor Rate shall apply fron:1 year to year to those 

consumers applying therefor, subject to any further ordeI' of the :Board and subject 

to termination by either party upon the jiiving to the other party of 30 days• 

notice of termination in writing prior to t3e -.xpiration of any contract year, 

and that at the termination of such ~' the contract shall thereupon terminate. 

5, The "Rules and Hegula tions" of the Company as flpproved and amended by 

the Bo:-,rd from time to time shall form part of and apply to all contracts entered into 

pursuant to this Order notwithstanding anything herein contained, but in the event 

of.any contradiction or ambiguity the terms hereof shall prevail. 

6. Nothing in this Order shall be deemed to affec·~ the Bos1rd1 s continuing 

jurisdiction over the rates charged by the Company. 

ORTIONAL HIGH LOAD FACTOR RATE (Camrose-Red Deer Extensfon) 

Availability: To consumers on annual con tract whose aru1ual com1umption of gas 

is not less tha;. 6,000 m.c.r., and whose total consumptfon during the six 

meter reading periods ending in May, June, July, August, SeptembE1r and Octiber, 

is not less than 4CJI, of the.ir total consumption for the year. 

Fixed Charge 

Commodity Charge 

$20.00 per month plus 
1.00 per month per 1,000 cu •. rt~ 
of maxim~ 12-hour demand. 

lst i,~ ,~'· P" month I 
Next t,f:o 11.c:r .. per month 

All additional per month 

Minimum Monthly Charge fixed ch1!rge. 

.i8 
per•· 

.1; ' 
per M • 

.12 
per II. 

Determination of Demand: The maximum 12-hour demand sh1!ll be the greatest amount 

of gas in cubic feet delivered in any 12 consecutive hou1rs durini;: the current 

billing period or the preceding 11 billing periods as asi:ertained by the Uompan;y. 

In the caJe of a new consumer of gas, the said maximum 1;2-hour demand shall be 

estimated by the Company. 'i'he Compan7 will upon receipt of a wr:l.tten request 

from a consumer install a recording meter to measure the aaid maximum 12-hour demand. 

In such event the maximum 12-hour demand established for the current period or 

i'or the previous 11 billing periods whether ascertained by the Co1mpany ac aforesaid 

or as mea~ured by the tiaid recording meter shall apply. Provided, however, that 

the Company may wl th the c,rnsent of the Consumer estimat11 the maJCimum 12-hour 

I 
.l 

___ j 
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demand taking into consider,'ltion such factors as the effect <>f the consumer's 

demands fer gas upon the company's pP-ak 1oa'1 or llllY other relevant fe.ctor. 

Term of Contract: One year and thereafter until terminated by thirty days• 

written notice. 
/,/ 

DONE AND PASSED in open Council this,,JJ· day of February, A.D. l946. 

=secretarY-Treasurer. 

,/, 
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BY-LAW NO. 2474 

BEING A BY-LAW TO AUTHORIZE THE MAYOR AND CIT! CLERK 
OF THE CI TY OF RED DEER TO SIGN AND EUCUTE ON BmIAIJI' 
OF THE CITY AN AGRBDmHT WITH NORTHWESTERN TUILITI&S, 
LIMITED, AMENDING AND RENEWING THE FRANCHISE AGRmlEm' 
DATED THE 24th DAY OF SEPTEMBER, 1945, MADE BETWEm 
THE CITY AND THE SAID COOANY. 

WHERE.AS it is deemed expedient to renew ancI amend the .t'rancbise 

agreement made and entered into between the City or Red Deer and North­

western Utilities, Limited, dated the 24th day or September, 1945, as set 

forth in the Agreement hereto annexed and marked as Schedule "A". 

NO'W Tm1m!FQHE THE CQUNCIL OF THE cm OF REa2 DEER IN CQUNCIL 

ASSWBLEP F.NAQTS AS FOLLQWS: 

1. That the franchise Agreement made between the City and North-

wstern Utilities, Limited, dated the 24th day of September, 1945, be 

renewed for a period or Ten (10) years upon and subject to the terms and 

conditions set rortl'. An the agreement hereto annexed and marked as 

Schedule "A". 

2. That the Mayor and City Clerk or the City are hereb7 .athorised 

to affix the seal or the City to the agreement set forth in Schedule "A" 

hereto annexed and to execute the same in the name and on behalf ot the 

City. 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPP.N COUNCIL this .J.llh. day- of _ Septem'ber 

RE.Ari A SEOOND TIME IN OPEli COUNCIL this 6th dq of November 

A.D. · 191n. 

A.D. 19(/'/. 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPm COUNCIL AND FINALLY PASSED this 6th dq ot. 

_N_o_v_emb_er ____ A.D. 1967. 

I 
I 



BYLAW NO. 2686/80 

of 

THE CITY OF RED DEER 

BEING A BYLAW TO AUTHORIZE .THE MAYOR AND SECRETARY/TREASURER OF THE 
CITY TG SIGN AND EXECUTE ON BEHALF OP THE CITY .AN AGREEMENT WITH NOl?'rHWESTERN 
UTILITIES LIMITED AMENDING THE NATURAL GAS SUPPLY AND SPECIAL FRANCHISE AGREEMENT 
MADE BF:TWEEN THE CITY AND THE SAID COMPANY 

WHEREAS it is deemed expedient to amend the Natw>al G<l8 .Supply and Special 
Franchise Agreement with Northwestern Utilities Limited to provlde for the 
elimination of Company paid sewice lines; 

NOW THEREFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OP 
ALBERTA ENACTS AS FOLLOWS: 

(1) That the Mayor and Secretary/Treasurer of the Cit;y are herelYy authorized 
to affix the seal of the Cit;y to the Agreement set forth in Scht~dule 'W' hereto 
annexed and to execute the same on behalf of the City. 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 7 day of July A.D., 1980. 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this lO day of May A.D., l982 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL AND FINALLY PASSED thi~g lO dcy of May A.D. l982 

MAYOR 
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AMENDMENT TO THE FRANCHISE AGREEMENT BETWEEN 
NO'E?I'HWESTERN UTILITIES LIMITED AND THE CITY OF 
RED DEER 

Nort'}ui)estern Utilities Limited and the City of Red Deer hereby 
TTTUtually agree as follotiJs: 

Sclicdu.Ze "A" 

(1) Pa:rogrcrph 14 of the Franchise Agreement between the parties ·is hereby 
deleted, and the follooing substituted: 

The COTTfJany sha.ZZ instaZZ a meter 7.Vithout charge to the customer 
at a location to be deterrrrrined by the COTTfJany. 

NORTHWESTERN Tll'ILITIES LIMlTED 

Per:~".? 
Per:~ _ 

.;;> 

CITY OF RED DEER 

Per: 

Per: 

~-
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BY-LAW NO. 2577-78 

OF 

THE CITY OF RED DEE:R 

BACK UP INFORMATION 
NOT SUBMITTED TO COUNCIL 

Being a Bylaw to authorize the Mayor and the City 
Clerk of The City to sign and execute on behalf 
of the City an agreement with Northwestern Utilities 
Limited amending and Renewing a certain franchise 
agreement dated the 24th day e>f September, 1945 
and made between the City and Northwestern 
Utilities Limited. 

WHE~AS the City and Northwestern urtilities Limited 
entered into an agreement dated September 2:4th, 1945, (herein­
after called the "Franchise Agreement") wherein the City was 
to be supplied with natural gas, and; 

WHEREAS the City and Northwestern Utilities Limited 
agree that the date on which Northwestern Utilities Limited 
conunenced to supply natural gas to thE~ City pursuant to the 
original franchise agreement dated September 24, 1945, 
was the 22nd day of August, 1947; and 

WHEREAS the Franchise Agreement dated September 24, 
1945, was renewed, extended and amended fo1~ a further period 
of ten (10) years from August 22, 1967, by agreement dated 
November 17, 1967; and 

WHEREAS the City deems the privileqe or franchise 
under consideration is necessary and proper for the public 
convenience and properly conserves the public interr~ts-1~------..,,_ 

NOW THEREFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER, ·· .... 
DULY ASSEMBLED ENACTS AS FOLLOWS: 

1. The City of Red Deer hereby grants to Northwestern 
Utilities Limited (Company) ,_its successors and assigns, a 
renewal of the franchise and the rights to be derived under 
the Franchise Agreement, for a further term of ten (10) -
years, in accordance with the provisions of the Agreement 
marked Sched~le "A", hereto, and subject to any orders of 
the Public Utilities Board. 

• • • 2 
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Bylaw No. 2577-78 
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2. Upon the final passing of this By-Law the Mayor 
and the City Clerk of the City are hereby authorized, empowered 
and directed to execute the said Ag-reeme:nt Schedule "A" 
hereto by, for, and on behalf of the City of Red Deer. 

3. This By-law shall take effect upon the final passing 
thereof. 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 20 day of 

Februa!?_Y A.D. 1978. 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 29 day of 

Ma , A.D., 1978. 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL AND FINALLY PASSED this _fL_ 

day of Ma , A. JD. 1978. 

MAYOR 



THIS IS SCHEDULE "A" FOHMING 
PART OF BYLAW NO. 2577 - 78 OF 

THE CITY OF RED DEER 

THIS MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT MADE .A.ND ENTERED INTO 

this 3oti'day of /f'/J7, 
THE CITY OF RED DEER 
a municipal corporation i.n the 
Province of Alberta 
(hereinafter called the "City"), 

A.O., 1978. 

OF THE: FIRS'T PART, 

- and -

NORTHWESTERN UTILITIES I,IMITED 
a corporation having its head off ice 
in the City of Edmonton in the 
Province of Alberta 
(hereinafter called "the~ comp.any") 

OF THE SECOND PART. 

WHEREAS the City and the Company entered into an 

agreement dated September 24th, 1945 (herein.after called the 

"franchise agreement") wherein the Ci t:y granted to the Company 

a special franchise to supply natural gas to the City and the 

inhabitants thereof for the term of 20 years from the 30th 

day of November, 1947 or from such earlier d.ate as at upon 
-

which the Company may conunence to supply natural gas pursuant 

to the original agreement; 

l 
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AND WHEREAS the City and the Company agree that 

the date on which the Company commenced to supply natural 

gas to the City pursuant to the original franchise agreement 

dated the 24th day of September, 1945 was the 22nd day of 

August, 1947: 

AND WHEREAS the franchise agn~ement was renewed 

and extended for a further term of 10 yE~ars from the 22nd 

day of August, 1967 by an agreement between the City and 

the Company dated the 17th day of November, 1967 (hereinafter 
-

called the "renewal franchise agreement'") . 

AND WHEREAS the City and the Company are desirous of 

renewing the franchise agreement for a further period of 

10 years with alterations as agreed between the City and the 

Company as hereinafter provided: 

NOW THIS AGREEMENT WITNESSETH THAT the franchise 

agreement dated the 24th day of Septemb•~r A.D., 1945, 

amended and renewed as aforesaid, shall be and it and all the 

terms, conditions and provisions thereof with alterations 

therein as hereinafter provided are declared to be renewed 

and extended for a period of 10 years from the date of 

execution of this agr~ement: the terms conditions and provisions 

thereof being amended and altered by deletin9 all clauses 

thereof and substituting therefor the following: 

1. The City hereby grants to the Company, its su6cessors 

and assigns, subject to the terms and provisions hereinafter 

contained, a franchise, exclusive except as hereinafter provided, 

for the purpose of providing a supply of natural gas to the 

City and the inhabitants thereof together with the exclusive 
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right, authority and permission to use, break up, dig, trench . . 

and excavate in the public streets, roads, squares, lanes, 

utility lots, alleys, and (or) other public highways or places. 

within the jurisdiction of the City, includin9 any area or 

areas which may hereafter be added to or be incorporated· 

within and with the City, and otherwise do suc:::h work therein 

as may from time to time be required to locatE~, construct, la~, 

operate, maintain, repair, renew, extend, relay, and (or) 

remove the pipelines of the Company necessary to be installed 

for the purposes of this agreement. However, the Company 

shall not be required to install pipelines to serve areas that 

have not been officially subdivided or that have not had 

sewer and water installations completed, or to install.pipelines 

or to connect service lines to serve trailers or temporary 

dwellings or buildings. 

2. . The said franchise shall be in full force and effect 

for a period of ten (10) years from the date hereof with such 

alterations, if any, as may be agreed upon by the parties and 

approved by The Public Utilities Board. 

3. The said pipelines shall be located in the lanes and 

alleys rather than in the streebs and main thoroughfares of 

the City when reasonably practicable and where the cost of so 

doing will not be unreasonably great. 

4. In respect of subsequent extensions of its distribution 

system, the Company agrees that a plan showing the location of 

. 4 
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the proposed extensions shall be first submitted to and approved 

of by any person or persons appointed by the Council of the 

City or its authorized officers for that purpose. The Company 

shall give notice to the person or persons so appointed as 

aforesaid of its intention to open or break up any of the 

public streets, roads, squares, lanes, utility lots, alleys 

and (or) other public highways or places in the City not less. 

than ten days before the beginning of such work, except in 

cases of emergency arising from defects or breaking of the 

pipe or other works, when immediate notice shall suffice. 

5. The Company agrees with the City that it will do 

as little damage as possible in the execution of the powers 

hereby granted and will cause as little obstruction as 

possible during the progress of the work and at all other times 

and will restore the streets, highways, lanes, and other 

places affected within the limits of the City to a state of 

repair as nearly as possible equal to their former state. 

6. The Company further agrees that it will protect 

and indemnify and save harmless the City against any claims, 

loss, damages or expenses made against or sustained by the 

City arising out of or in any ~ay connected with· the execution 

by the Company of the powers hereby granted from and against 

all claims, demands and actions by third persons in respect 

of damages sustained by reason of any operations of the Company 

• • • 5 
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in relation to its undertaking. 

7. The Company agrees at its own expense and at the 

request of the City to change the location of any of its 

pipelines when any of the public streets, roads, squares, 

lanes, utility lots, or other public highways within the 

City are closed by any bylaw of the City Council for public 

purposes, and to carry out such change with reasonable speed; 

provided, ho~ever, that should any of the public streets, 

roads, squares, lanes and (or) other public highways within 

the City be legally closed for any other than a public purpose, 

the Company will at the expense of the person qr persons 

for whose benefit such closure was made relocate its pipelines 

with reasonable speed. 

8. The Company agrees that where the lowering and/or 

alteration of any of the pipe lines becomes necessary due to 

the City grading and/or gravelling and/or paving any of the 

highways under which the same have been laid the Company will 

carry out such lowering and/or alteration at its own expense 

in the following cases, namely:-

(a) Where the pip~ lines were laid in any calendar 

ye~r up to and including the year 1954 and 

where the top of the pipe lines is less than 

Forty-two (42"} inches below the presentl~ 

existing grade; 

• • • 6 
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(b) Where the pipe lines were laid in the calendar 

year 1955 and where the top of the. pipe lines 

is less than Forty-two (42") inches below . 

the grade established in the Grade Book of 

the City; 

(c) Where the pipe lines are laid subsequent to 

December 31, 1955 and where the top of the 

pipe lines is less than Forty-two (42") 

inches below the then existin9 grade or the 

grade then established in the Grade Book of the 

City whichever is the lower. 

9. The City agrees that in all cases other than those 

referred to in the next preceding paragraph hereof where the 

lowering and/or alteration of any of the pip~~ lines becomes 

necessary due to the City grading and/or gravelling and/or 

paving any of the highways under which the same have been 

laid the lowering and/or alteration will be carried out by 

the Company but at the expense of the City and the Company 

agrees to carry out such lowering and/or alteration at the 

request of the City and the Cify agrees to pay the expense_ 

thereof to the Company. 

10. (a) The City agrees that before it conunences any work 

of grading and/or gravelling and/or paving of any of the highways 

in which any of th~ pipe lines are located and which may 

• • • 7 
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have to be lowered or altered in accordance with paragraphs 

8 and 9 hereof it will give to the Company reasonable prior 

notice of its intention to commence such work and will then 

furnish the Company with a copy of a profile map showing 

the existing grade, the proposed cut to sub-grade required 

and the final grade of the highway affected; 

(b) The Company agrees that upon receipt of such 

notice and copy of such profile map it will within a reasonable 

time and whereever possible before the commencement of any 

such work determine the depth of the pipe lines in question 

and the Company will so advise the Engineer of the City who 

shall then be at liberty to check the depth of the said 

pipe lines; 

(c) The City and the Company agree that after 

the Engineer of the City has satisfied himself as to the 

depth of the said pipe lines representatives of the City and 

the Company shall meet, examine all information available 

and determine; · 

(i) Whether· or not any lowering and/or 

alteration of the pipe lines is 

necessary; and 

(ii) Where any lowering and/or alteration is 

required also determine the responsibility 

for the payment of the expense thereof 

pursuant to paragraphs numbered 8 and 9 

hereof as the case may be. 
• • • 8 
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11. The City agrees that in respect of an~ extension 

and/or alteration of any of the pipe lines required to be made 

by the Company to serve new customers or otherwise the City 

will on the request of the Company provide the Company with 

a profile map showing the then existing grade, the proposed 

sub-grade and the final grade for any of the highways in 

which the extension and/or alteration of any of the pipe 

lines is to be carried out~ 

12. In all other cases before the City undertakes any 

construction, replacement, repairs or alterations in respect 

of any of its public services, the construction, replacement, 

repairs or alterations of which may in any way affect any 

of the Company's pipe line or lines, plant or equipment, 

the City shall give to the Company or its representative in 

the City ten days' notice, in writing, except in cases where 

the construction, replacement, repairs or alterations by the 

City are required to be done immediately, when any notice shall 

suffice. The City agrees with the Company that during any 

construction, replacement, repairs, or alterations in respect 

of any of the public services of the City, either by itself 

or its agents, that it will do as little damage as possible 

to the pipe line or lines, plant or equipment of the Company 

and the City further agrees to protect, indemnify and·save 

harmless the Company from and against any claims, loss, damages 

or expenses made against or sustained by the Company by reason 

• • • 9 

I 
l 



9 

of, arising out of or in any way connected with any such 

operation of the City. 

13. The Company shall during the term of the said 

franchise supply as much natural gas as may be required by 

the said City and (or) its inhabitants within the limits 

of the City, except as hereinbefore excluded, when the 

places or buildings to be supplied therewith are situated 

within economical distance of the Company's distribution 

system. 

14. The Company shall install without any charge to 

the customer a maximum of 100 feet of service line from the 

property line and any service line in excess of 100 feet 

shall be paid for by the customer. A meter shall be owned 

and installed without charge by the Company at a location 

to be determined by the Company. 

15. The terms and conditions for supplying_natural gas 

to all customers in the City shall be in accordance with 

the Company's Rules and Regulations" as amended or substituted 

by the Company from time to time and approved by the Public 

Utilities Board. The Company shall giv,e fifteen (15) days_ 

written notice to the City of any proposed addition, alteration 

or amendment of the "Rules and Regulations" prior to the 

filing of such additions, alterations or amendments with the 

Public Utilities Board. 

. • . 10 
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16. The Company shall charge for natural gas supplies 

to the City and the inhabitants thereof such prices and rates 

as may be approved or fixed from time to time by the Public 

Utilities Board of Alberta. 

17. The City agrees that it will not, during the term 

hereof, grant to any other person, firm or corporation the 

right to lay pipes in its public streets, roads, squares, 

lanes, utility lots, alleys and other public highways or 

·places for the purpose of supplying natural gas to or in 

the City for any purpose, so long as the Company supplies to 

the City and the inhabitants thereof their reasonable 

requirements of natural gas. 

18. IT IS FURTHER AGREED that at the expiration of the 

term hereof this contract may be renewed for a period not 

exceeding ten (10) years (and so on from time to time) 

with such alterations, if any, as may be agreed upon by the 

parties and approved by the Public Utilities 3oard, and that, 

if either party refuses to renew such contract, or if the 

parties fail to agree as to the conditions of such renewal, 

then the City may purchase all the rights of the Company 

within the City limits (as defined) in all matters and things 

under contract, and in all apparatus and property situated 

within the City limits for the purpose of supplying gas to 

the inhabitants of the City for such price and on such terms 

as may be agreed upon with the Company, or failing such 

. . . 11 
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agreement, then for such price and on such terms as may be 

fixed by the Public Utilities Board on the application of 

either of the parties hereto, but nothing shall be claimed 

by or paid to the Company for any and all franchise or franchises 

received from the City. This clause shall not be taken or 

read as referring to any property or apparatus forming part 

of the plant used in connection with the supplying of natural· 

gas to other cities, towns, villages or municipalities. 

19. The City consents to the exercise within the City 

by the Company and its successors and assigns, of the powers 

which may be exercised by a Company with the consent of the 

municipality under and pursuant to the provisions of the 

Water, Gas, Electric and Telephone Companies Act. 

20. The parties agree that upon execution of this 

agreement the Company, after the said date of execution, 

shall pay (as hereinafter mentioned) and the City shall accept 

8.4% of the annual gross revenues of the Company derived 

from the sale of gas to domestic and commercial customers 

and to industrial customers served under rate No. 1 General 

Rate or Rate No. 2 Optional Rate and 3.09% of the annual 

gross revenues of the Company d~rived from the sale of gas -

to industrial customers served under Rate No. 3 - Optional 

High Load Factor Rate, all within the City (exclusive of the 

aforementioned payment to the City) during the particular 

. . . 12 
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calendar year, in lieu of taxing the special franchise, 

lands, improvements, pipe lines, works, machinery, equipment 

and apparatus belonging to and used by the Company in the 

operation of the franchise and related operations in the service 

area operated within the City. "Said payments in lieu of 

taxes." 

(a) shall commence with the first billing sent by the Company 

to the customer for the period of gas delivery commencing -
. 

i) after the date of this agreement, and 

ii) after the Public Utilities Board has by order approved 

any change in rates to the customer made necessary 

by this paragraph 20. 

(b) for parts of a calendar year shall be apportioned according 

to the said gross revenue during the relevant part of 

the calendar year; 

(c) shall be made in two (2) instalments, the~ first being 

on or before July 31st in each year for the percentage 

of gross revenue applicable to the immediate preceding 

period January 1 to June 30, and the second on or before 

February 28th in each year for t:he immediate preceding 

period July 1st to December 31st. 

"PROVIDED, HOWEVER, if the Company shall at any time own any 

lands within the corporate limits of the City, upon which is 

situated any building or buildings used either in whole or in 

. . . 13 
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part as a dwelling or dwellings, or occupied by any person or 

corporation other than the Company, then the same shall be 

liable to assessment and taxation in the same manner as other 

property in the vicinity of such parcel or parcels." 

21. The Company will not without the consent of the City 

assign this franchise agreement or the rights, powers and 

privileges granted hereby or any of them. 

22. This agreement shall enure to the benefit of and 

shall be binding upon the successors and assigns of each of 

the parties hereto. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF the parties hereto have affixed 

their respective corporate seals under the hands of their 

proper officers in that behalf, as of the day and year first 

above written. 

CITY 

Per: 

NORTHWESTERN 

Per 

SECRETARY 
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NOTICE 
THE PUBLIC UTILITIES BOARD 

FOR THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA 
APPLICATION BY THE CITY OF RED DEER 

FOR APPROVAL TO AMEND ITS 
FRANCHISE AGREEMENT WITH 

NORTHWESTERN UTILITIES LIMITED 

An application has been filed with the Public Utilities 
Board by the City of Red Deer (the City) for approval 
of an amendment to its special franchise agreement 
with Northwestern Utilities Limited (NUL). This 
franchise agreement gives NUL the exclusive right 
to provide the residents of the City with a supply of 
natural gas for a period of 1 O years from the 
effective date of the agreement. The agreement also 
requires the Company to pay the City a franchise 
tax, which is equivalent to a percentage of Its gross 
revenues from the sale of natural gas within the City 
in lieu of taxes otherwise payable. The level of 
franchise tax is presently set at 8.40% for residential 
and commercial customers and 3.09% for high use 
(Rate 3 and 13) customers. 
The present agreement also requires NUL to apply 
the franchise tax to natural gas transportation 
customers as well as sales customers. The 
franchise tax for transportation customers is 
calculated based on both the transportation service 
revenue and the deemed value of the transported 
gas. 
The proposed amendment to this agreement would 
have the percentai;ie of franchise tax apply only to 
the non-gas portion of customers' bills and is 
intended to collect approximately the same amount 
of revenue for the Citv. Because the amended tax 
would apply to a smalfer portion of each customer's 
bill, the percentage of tax applied to bills would be 
increased to 17% for all customers. 
The effect of this change on customers' 
bills would vary depending on each customer's gas 
consumption and which level of franchise tax is 
currently applied to their billings. 
This change, If approved, will add about $13.00 to 
the yearly bill of an average residential customer 
using 150 GJ annually. Customers with lower 
consumption would experience a slightly higher 
increase in their bills. Customers with higher 
consumption would experience either a lower 
increase or a decrease In their bills. 
Any other interested customers should contact NUL 
to determine how this change would impact their 
rates. 
NUL will apply to the Board for approval to revise Its 
rates to comply with the amending agreement. 
TAKE NOTICE that the Board will conduct a f?Ublic 
hearing of this application in the Provincial Building, 
4920-51 Street, Red Deer, Alberta on Friday, 
February 24, 1995 commencing at 9:30 A.M. 
TO SEE THE APPLICATION 
Complete copies of the application are available for 
inspection at the Board's offices in Edmonton. You 
may also arrange to examine or obtain the filed 
information by contacting NUL or the City at the 
addresses indicated below. 
TO INTERVENE AT THE HEARING 
If you wish to be registered as an Intervenor In these 
proceedings you must comply with the following 
procedure. Your intervention must set out your 
name, your address and the way in which these 
proceedings affect you. Your Intervention can be 
delivered or mailed to both the Board and to the City 
at the addresses below prior to your appearance at 
the Hearing. Alternatively, you may register your 
intervention at the time of the Hearing. Parties mar. 
rerresent themselves or be represented by counse . 
Al persons who are registered as lntervenors will be 
entitled to receive from the City and NUL copies of 
all evidence filed during the proceedings. 
If you do not file an Intervention, the Board may 
proceed In your absence and you will not be entitled 
to further notice of these proceedings. 
If you require further information regarding the 
hearing process, please contact the Public Utilities 
Board at 11th Floor, 10055-106 Street, Edmonton, 
Alberta, TSJ 2Y2 (phone 427-4901). 
Copies of the material which the City and NUL 
has submitted to the Board may be obtained by 
addressing a request to: 

Kelly Kloss 
City Clerk 
City of Red Deer 
P.O. Box 5008 
Red Deer, AB. T4N 3T4 
Phone: 342-8132 
OR 
Mr. Ralph Salisny 
Manager 
Marketing & Sales 
Northwestern Utilities Limited 
10035-105 Street · 
Edmonton, AB. T5J 2V6 
Phone: 420-7548 

DATED AT THE CITY OF EDMONTON, in the 
Province of Alberta, this 30th day of January, 1995. 

PUBLIC UTILITIES BOARD 
W. PATERSON, SECRETARY 
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NORTHWESTERN UTILITIES LIMITED 

1995 04 28 

The City of Red Deer 
P.O. Box 5008 
Red Deer, AB 
T4N 3T4 

Attention: Mr. Kelly Kloss 
City Clerk 

Dear Mr. Kloss: 

RE: CITY OF RED DEER BYLAW 3115/94 
NATURAL GAS FRANCHISE AMENDMENT 

Enclosed find three(3) copies of the above - named amendment duly executed by 
Northwestern Utilities Limited. In discussion with Mr. Alan Wilcock, it is our 
understanding that Bylaw 3115/94 will be given second and third readings at your council 
meeting of May 8th, 1995. This date will also serve as the A.mending Agreement date and 
will be the date upon which the new franchise fee rate and mechanism will be 
implemented. 

Could you please arrange for these documents to be executed and dated, and 
return two (2) copies of the executed agreement along with two (2) certified copies to the 
by-law given second and third readings to my attention. Upon receipt of the documents I 
will forward one (1) copy to the Alberta Energy and Utilities Board. 

If you have any questions, or require any additional information, please do not 
hesitate to call me at (403) 420-7548 in Edmonton. 

RS/am 
enc. 

II ii I'\ \i ·- "i i1 q ;J·;i:)· y; "; Ii ;J • \. 

Yours truly, 

NORTHWESTERN UTILITIES LIMITED 

Ralph Salisny, P. Eng. 
Manager, Marketing & Sales 

cc: A.J. Pirot 

Redamend 

R. Armstrong 

MAF~KETING DEPARTMENT 
MAILING ADDRESS 10035-105 STREET, EDMONTON ALBERTA. T5J 2V6 

BUSINESS ADDRESS ?TH FLOOR, MILNER BUILDING ,10040-104 STREET, EDMONTON, ALBERTA T5J 2V6 

TELEPHONE: (403) 420-7510 I FAX: (403) 420··-H11 



AMENDING AGREEMENT 

AMENDING AGREEMENT made and entered into this _ _.R...__. day of 

(rJ o J A.O., 19 J.L. 

BETWEEN: 

THE CITY OF RED DEER 

a municipal corporation 

in the Province of Alberta 

(hereinafter referred to as the "Municipality") 

oFr mE FIRST PART 

-and-

NORTHWESTERN UTILITIES LIMITED 

a corporation having its head office at 

the City of Edmonton in 

the Province of Alberta 

(hereinafter referred to as the "Company") 

OF' THE SECOND PART 

The Company and the Municipality mutually agree as follows: 

Paragraph 16 of the Franchise Agreement dated September 6, 1989 and amended 

by agreement dated September 1, 1992, is hereby deleted and substituted with the 

following: 



-2-

16. The parties agree that with the approval of the Board and upon execution of this 

agreement, the Company, after said date of execution, shall pay (as hereinafter 

mentioned) and the Municipality shall accept 17.00% of the annual gross revenues of the 

Company during the particular calendar year derived from the supply of gas to customers 

within the corporate boundaries of the Municipality, pursuant to Section 14 (7) and 

Section 14 (8) Municipal Taxation Act, being Chapter M-31 of the Revised Statutes of 

Alberta, 1980, as amended, exclusive of revenue derived from 

i) the cost of gas as defined in the Company's Rate Schedules as Riders "E" and "F" 

as they may exist from time to time 

ii) the supply of separately metered natural gas used to fuel transportation vehicles 

iii) bad debt and late payment revenue 

iv) the aforementioned payment of the Municipality 

The Municipality agrees to accept such payment of a percentage of gross revenue 

provided in this clause, in lieu of taxing the special franchise, lands, buildings, 

improvements, pipelines, works, machinery, equipment and apparatus belonging to and 

used by the Company in the exercise of the franchise and related operations in the service 

area operated within the Municipality. "Said payments in llieu of taxes" 

(a) shall commence with the first billing sent by the Company to the customer for the 

period of gas delivery commencing: 

i. after the date of this agreement and 

11. after the Board has by order approved any change in rates to the customer 

made necessary by this paragraph 16. 

(b) for parts of a calendar year shall be apportioned according to the said Gross 

Revenue during the relevant part of the calendar year; 

(c) shall be made on a monthly basis on the 15th of the month following receipt by 

the Company of the Gross Revenues to which the fixed percentage applies. 
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Provided , however if the Company shall at any time own any lands within the 

corporate limits of the City, upon which is situated any building or buildings used either 

in whole or in part as a dwelling or dwellings, or occupied by any person or corporation 

other than the Company, then the same shall be liable to assessment and taxation in the 

same manner as other property in the vicinity of such parcel or parcels. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF of the parties hereto have affixed their respective 

corporate seals under the hands of their proper officers in that behalf, as of the day and 

year first above written. 

THE CITY OF REI> DEER 

NORTHWESTERN UTILITIES LIMITED 
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THE CITY OF RED DEER 
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 

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

May 9, 1995 

Northwestern Utilities Limited 
Marketing Department 
10035 - 105 Street 
Edmonton, AB 
T5J 2V6 

ATTENTION: Ralph Salisny, Manager Marketing and Sales 

Dear Mr. Salisny: 

FILE No • 

FILE 

RE: CITY OF RED DEER BYLAW 3115/94, NATURAL GAS FRANCHISE AMENDMENT 

Please find enclosed two copies of the above named Amending Agreement, duly executed 
and dated by The City of Red Deer. In addition, I have enclosed two certified copies of 
Bylaw 3115/94. 

I trust you will now be forwarding one copy of these documents to the Alberta Energy and 
Utilities Board. If you have any questions, or require additional information please do not 
hesitate to call me. 

Sincerely, 

f~·41 
/;;.~Yf~I 

L/i(EL_{y ~LOSS, 
City Clerk 

Enclosures 

cc. Director of Corporate Services 



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

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

May 9, 1995 

Northwestern Utilities Limited 
Marketing Department 
10035 - 105 Street 
Edmonton, AB 
T5J 2V6 

ATTENTION: Ralph Salisny, Manager Marketing and Sales 

Dear Mr. Salisny: 

FILE No. 

RE: CITY OF RED DEER BYLAW 3115/94, NATURAL GAS FRANCHISE AMENDMENT 

Please find enclosed two copies of the above named Amending Agreement, duly executed 
and dated by The City of Red Deer. In addition, I have enclosed two certified copies of 
Bylaw 3115/94. 

I trust you will now be forwarding one copy of these documents to the Alberta Energy and 
Utilities Board. If you have any questions, or require additional information please do not 
hesitate to call me. 

Sincerely, 

~··/J;r(// 
/~./Yf// 

L/KEL_(v ~LO . S, 
City Clerk 

Enclosures 

cc. Director of Corporate Services 
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NO. 2 

DATE: April 28, 1995 

TO: City Council 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT 2672/N-95 
5311 - 44 AVENUE, R. GUSTUM/TRIPLEX/BASEMENT SUITES 

At the Council Meeting of April 24, 1995, Council passed the following resolution 
concerning the above topic. 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered 
correspondence from Mr. John B. MacDonald dated April 10, 1995, re: 5311 
- 44 Avenue/Triplex, R. Gustum - Owner, hereby instructs the Administration 
to proceed with the necessary steps to bring the subject site into 
conformance with the Land Use Bylaw by way of a Land Use Bylaw 
Amendment and as presented to Council April 24, 1995." 

Attached to this Agenda is Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/N-95. If first reading is given 
to this Bylaw, a Public Hearing will be held at the Council Meeting of Monday, June 5, 
1995, at 7:00 p.m. or as soon thereafter as Council may determine. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

That Bylaw 2672/N-95 be given first reading. 

/1~oss 
(_/ . / City Clerk 

KK/ds 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

PARKLAND 
COMMUNITY 
PLANNING 
SERVICES 

April 25, 1995 
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KELLY KLOSS, CITY CLERK 

TONY LINDHOUT, PLANNER 

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

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

LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT - BYLAW NO. 2672/N-95 
R. GUSTUM-OWNER 
5311 - 44 A VENUE (WOODLEA), LOT 21, BLK. F, PLAN K9 
TRIPLEX/BASEMENT SUITES 

Further to your instructions regarding preparation of a Land Use Bylaw amendment pursuant to a 
motion made by City Council at their meeting held April 24, 1995 which would permit the above noted 
basement suites, attached please find amending Bylaw No. 2672/N-95. 

The proposed amendment, being a land use exception added to Section 4.13.1 of the Land Use Bylaw, 
will permit 2 basement suites to be located in the detached dwelling at 5311 - 44 Avenue. 

Tony J. Lindhout, ACP, MCIP 
PLANNER 

COIJMENTS: 

This Land Use Bylaw Amendment is being brought forward as directed by the 
Council resolution of April 24, 1995. 

"G. SURKAN" 
Mavor 

"M.C. DAY" 
City Man.ager 



Ms. Joy Hoerle 
#1 5311 44th Avenue 
Red Deer, AB T4N 3Jl 

May 8, 1995 

Mayor & Members of Council 
City of Red Deer 
Box 5008 
Red Deer, AB T4N 3T4 

Ladies and Gentlemen: 

I am writing to you about the residence at 5311 44th Avenue. I know that you are busy so I 
will try to be brief. I rented the suite in which I am presently living, 19 years ago for a period of 
about 3 years. it is a lovely, big, old home in a beautiful neighbourhood. I enjoyed it then, and 
I enjoy it now. I subsequently became a home owner in the '?O's and then sold my home 3 
years ago to complete my degree. When I was once again faced with the prospect of 
becoming a renter, I made enquiries and discovered this suite was available and immediately 
made arrangements to rent it from Mr. Bob Gustum. I have been here a little over a year now. 

There are 3 suites in the building. The 2 downstairs are rented by myself and my daughter. 
There are 3 young ladies living upstairs, all of whom work or go to school. They are quiet and 
reasonable young ladies; I have not hod occasion to speak to them often. I certainly would 
speak to them if I had any complaints, because I am a quiet living person. I do not drink and 
party; I do not throw garbage over fences, and I am quite "fussy" about how the yard looks, 
even if I don't own it. 

Mr. MacDonald, who has complained to you about the building, appears to have some sort 
of vendetta against Mr. Gustum. When I first moved here, I made efforts to be friendly but my 
efforts were rebuffed. I cannot say I even know the family. I can say, unequivocally, that this 
gentleman's allegations are not baseci on fact and that he is a very unpleasant individual to 
try and deal with. Other than the om~ time I tried to talk to him, neighbour to neighbour, I 
have had little contact with the man and it came as a distressing surprise to me to learn of his 
allegations. 

The house is well kept and it is a pleasure to me to have access to a big yard; I have already 
purchased some perennials to plant. If any of you would drive by you will see that the house 
does not look out of place, indeed the way It looks in the neighbourhood, and the mature 
landscaping around It, is one of the reasons I chose to live here. In these economic times, It 
would be a hardship for me to move ogain, as it would be for my daughter, particularly if a 
move were prompted by unfair accusotions. 

Please give me a call if any of you would like to look around the yard or in my suite. I would 
welcome a visit from you. Bob Gustum is, in my opinion, a fair, reasonable and conscientious 
person and I find him to be an excellent landlord who cares about his tenants and the 
condition of his property. I hope you will consider all the facts as you make your decision 
about the zoning of this building. 

Sincerely, 

'ii'\· ~\-kJct-lO G 
Joy HoEirie 

THF CITY OF RIED OEER 



May 4, 199 5 
<.' . . Jubrrnt!ecl to Ci~y Council 

Date: 

RE: 5311 44 Ave. 

To whom it may concern, 

I' I / ~. 

__.b~~-(::_?_. ~/'--~b~)_;--~/~(~·-,t?residuary at 5328 44 Ave. have had no 

problems with the tenants or the Landlord at the above said property. 

I am very familar with my neighborhood and not aware of noisy neighbors, 

cluttered yards, and/or parking problems of any kind. 

Respectfully, 

--
(ruco 

5?t6' 7 11~ 
76~1 7 f---/ 7 



FILE 
DATE: May9, 1995 

TO: Principal Planner 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENTS 2672/N-95 AND 2672/0-95 

At the Council meeting of May 8, 1995, first reading was given to the above noted Land 
Use Bylaw Amendments, copies of which are attached hereto. 

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/N-95 provides for the property described as 5311 - 44 
Avenue ( Lot 21, Block F, Plan K9) to be a land use exception added to Section 4.13.1 of 
the Land Use Bylaw, in order to permit two basement suites to be located in the dwelling. 

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/0-95 provides for the rezoning of a portion of Anders 
East, part of S.E. % 10-38-27-4, to allow for 12 single family lots, 8 (16 units) of semi­
detached lots, 1 municipal reserve lot, and 1 public utility lot in Phase 3B, and a 1.383 
hectare (3.4 acre) multi-family lot and 2 municipal reserve lots in Phase 5. 

This office will now proceed with preparation of advertising for a Public Hearing to be held 
in the Council Chambers of City Hall on Monday, June 5, 1995, commencing at 7:00 p.m., 
or as soon thereafter as Council may determine. ;;;ti}!. this satisfactory. 

City Clerk 

KK/fm 

Enclosures 

cc. Director of Development Services 
Director of Community Services 
Recreation, Parks and Culture Manager 
City Assessor 
Fire Chief 
E.L.&P. Manager 
Land and Economic Development Manager 
Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
Council and Committee Secretary, S. Ladwig 



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

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

May 9, 1995 

Robert and Lillian Gustum 
R.R. 3 LCD1 
Red Deer, AB 
T4N 5E3 

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Gustum: 

RE: LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT 2672/N-95, 5311 - 44 Avenue 

Further to my letter of April 25, 1995 concerning the above topic, please be advised as follows: 

At the City of Red Deer's Council Meeting held May 8, 1995, Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/N-95 
received first reading, a copy of which is attached hereto. 

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/N-95 provides for the property described as 5311 - 44 Avenue 
(lot 21, Block F, Plan K9) to be a land use exception added to Section 4.13.1 of the Land Use Bylaw 
in order to permit two basement suites to be located in the dwelling. 

This office will now proceed with preparation of advertising for a Public Hearing to be held in the 
Council Chambers of City Hall on Monday, June 5, 1995, commencing at 7:00 p.m., or as soon 
thereafter as Council may determine. 

The advertising is scheduled to appear in the Red Deer Advocate on Friday, May 19 and May 26, 
1995. This letter will also confirm that we have received your deposit of five hundred dollars ($500) 
which reflects the approximate cost of public advertising. 

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

Since~y~y, :/. ~ 
,/1&- / 
~L~OSS 

City 6ie~' 
K.K/fm 

Enclosure 

cc. Principal Planner 
Council and Committee Secretary, S. Ladwig 



NO. 1 

DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 
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PUBLIC HEARINGS 

May 1, 1995 

City Council 

City Clerk 

PUBLIC HEARING/ROAD CLOSURE BYLAW 3131/95 

A Public Hearing has been advertised in regard to Road Closure Bylaw 3131/95, to be held 
in the Council Chambers of City Hall on Monday, May 8, 1995, commencing at 7:00 p.m., 
or as soon thereafter as Council may determine. 

Road Closure Bylaw 3131/95 provides for lane and street closures, due to the sale of land 
adjacent to Lot 1 A, Plan 802-2781 to Seibel Construction Ltd. 

The preceding Bylaw may be given second and third readings following the Public Hearing. 

Kelly Kloss 
City Clerk 

KK/ds 



FILE 
DATE: May 9, 1995 

TO: Land and Economic Development Manager 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: ROAD CLOSURE BYLAW 3131/95 

At the Council meeting of May 8, 1995, Road Closure Bylaw 3131 /95 was given second and third 
reading by Council following the Public Hearing. Attached hereto is a certified copy of the above 
noted Road Closure Bylaw. 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information. 

k~~ 
1<ELL{ K(oss. 
City Clerk_/ 

KK/fm 

Enclosure 

cc. Director of Community Services 
Director of Development Services 
Recreation, Parks and Culture Manager 
City Assessor 
Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
E.L.&P. Manager 
Principal Planner 
Council and Committee Secretary, S. Ladwig 
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NO. 2 

DATE: April 28, 1995 

TO: City Council 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT 2672/K-95 

A Public Hearing has been advertised for a Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/K-95, to be 
held on May 8, 1994, at 7:00 p.m. or as soon thereafter as Council may determine. 

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/K-·95 provides for amendments to the Land Use Bylaw 
with respect to setbacks on some of the streets in the downtown area, as outlined in the 
Road Right-of-Way Widening Report dated September 20, 1994. 

Unfortunately, two of the section numbers within the Bylaw were incorrect. This does not, 
however, change the intent of the Bylaw, but a resolution is required by Council to amend 
the Bylaw by replacing "Section 4.4.1" where it appears in the Bylaw and substituting 
therefor "Section 4.4.1 (1 )" and replacing "Section 4.4.2" with "Section 4.4.1 (2)". 

RECOMMENDATION: 

That Council pass the necessary resolution amending Bylaw 2672/K-95 as noted above 
following which second and third readings be given. 

/~SS l ' City Clerk 

KK/ds 
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BYLAW NO. 2672/K-95 

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

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

That Bylaw No. 2672/80 is hereby amended as follows: 

1 Section 4.4.1 (1) is hereby rescinded and replaced with the following Section: 

"4.4.1 (1) The minimum required front yard setback and the minimum required 
side yard setback of a building upon a site which abut any portion of 
the streets listed below in this section shall be measured and 
established by adding to each side of the original 20.12 metre street 
right of way, a building setback requirement of 2.13 metres, namely; 

ROADWAY SEGMENT 

49 Street (52 Avenue to 46 Avenue) 

45 Street (51 Avenue to 48 Avenue) 

43 Street (Taylor Drive to 48 Avenue) 

ORIGINAL R.O.W. YARD SETBACK 
WIDTH (METRES) REQUIRED ON 

EACH SIDE (METRES) 

20.12 2.13 

20.12 2.13 

20.12 2.13 

Gaetz Avenue (Red Deer River to 52 Street) 20.12 2.13 

Gaetz Avenue (45 Street to 42 Street) 20.12 2.13 

49 Avenue (55 Street to 43 Street) 20.12 2.13 

48 Avenue (55 Street to 43 Street) 20.12 2.13 

See Map A." 
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2 Bylaw No. 2672/K-95 

2 Section 4.4.1 (2) is hereby rescinded and replaced with the following Section: 

"4.4.1 (2) Notwithstanding Section 4.4.1, the additional front and side yard 
requirements of a site abutting the following streets shall be as shown 
on the attached maps: 

55 Street (Gaetz Avenue to 42A Avenue) - See Maps B1, B2, B3; 

Ross Street (45 Avenue to the West Boundary of N.E. 15-38-27-4) -
See Maps C1, C2, C3; 

40 Avenue (44 Street to 52 Street) - See Maps 01, 02; 

45 Street (Taylor Drive to 51 Avenue) - Map E." 

3 In all other respects, Bylaw No. 2672/80 is ratified and confirmed. 

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

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 10 day of April A.O. 1995. 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.O. 1995. 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.O. 1995. 

MAYOR CITY CLERK 



City of Red Deer 

P.O. Box 5008 

Red Deer, Ab., 

T4N 3T4 

Dear Sirs, 

9 
Pastor A. J. Mero 

~ New Life Tabernacle ~ 

Box 371 • Red Deer, Alberta • T4N 5E9 
~3 <-.11 s,,. "l-7 / 

April 25/95 

With regards to the proposed Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/K-95, 

we of New Life Tabernacle would like to have a concern addressed. If 

the proposed setback would take place in the future, our parking 

situation might not meet acceptable standards. We are not opposed to 

the setback, but would like some assurance that our status as a church 

would not be jeopardized because of the possible parking problem. 

Sincerely, 

Pastor Mero 

P.S. Please advise us if we need be at the May 8th 

meeting or if this letter is sufficient. 



The City of Red Deer 
Box5008 
Red Deer, Ab T4N 3T4 

April 28, 1995 

Dear Sirs: 
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RED DEER COLUMBUS CLUB 
4950 - 47th AVENUE 

RED DEER, AB T4N 6P8 

Re: Proposed Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/K95 

We, the representatives of the Red Deer Columbus Club, are submitting this 
letter in objection to the bylaw stated above, which would increase the 
setback by 2.13 meters on 49th Street between 52nd and 47th Avenues. 

Yours truly, 

Frank Stokowski 
President 

FAX (403) 340.3710 
PHONE (403) 340-4300 
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102, 4915 - 54 STREET, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 2G7 403 346-4542 

May 1, 1995 

City of Red Deer 
P .0. Box 5008 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 3T4 

Attention: Kelly Kloss, City Clerk 

Dear Sirs; 

Re: Proposed Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/K-95 
Legal Description: Lot 5 & 6, Block 2, Plan 7075 A.E. 

I object to the additional setback requirement on my property at 4922 - 55th Street. I understand 
that the zoning of my property is R2 in this location, which is a single family residence and the 
front yard setback would be indicated as a minimum of 6 m with an additional setback 
requirement made to our property of 2 m in spite of objections some years ago. Now you are 
requesting an additional, what would appear to be, 2.13 m on the map, giving a total of 10.13 m 
requirement. 

With our property setback from the rear of the sidewalk a distance of 11.5 m, it means that this 
setback requirement can be met by 1.37 m. 

With the sidewalk that measures approximately 1050 mm, it is important that I be informed with 
reference to the additional setback requirements and the purpose for such a setback. If it is for 
overhead electrical wiring, I see no reason why this cannot be run along the rear lane resulting 
in little or no damage to property. It would also coincide with the existing location of electrical 
overhead wiring. If this setback is for future road widening schemes, then of course it could place 
our front door right on the street boundary. 

Can the City assure us that this required setback is for underground utilities only and not for any 
possible street widening? I mention this point as to move nearer to the street - the traffic noise 
would make this location unbearable for living purposes. As this is a historical property, we would 
like to preserve its character and its existence. 

~~~mwq 
MAV-,21995 

CITY OF RED DEER 



May 1, 1995 

The City of Red Deer 
City Clerk's Dept. 
P.O. Box 5008 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 3T4 

Gentlemen: 
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CITY OF RED DEER 

RE: Proposed Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/K-95, in particular Part Four - General Land 
Use Regulation 4.4 Additional Setbacks whereby an additional setback on front and side yards 
is proposed as per maps supplied to resident with the letter from the City of Red Deer dated 
April 20, 1995: 

We, the residents of the areas affected by this proposal feel that the proposed changes will result 
in a devaluation of our property, in that the traffic will be much closer to our home, and the large 
shade trees and lawns presently in place will be gone. This is a very busy street where traffic 
speed laws are routinely broken and ignored and we fell that moving the street closer to our 
homes is a definite move toward the devaluation of our property. 

THEREFORE, we, the undersigned, to hereby petition the Council of the City of Red Deer to 
leave the present bylaw unchanged as we are OPPOSED to the amendment of the bylaw. 

NAME __,7 . ADDRESS 

----1/j~J!_ _ _Lj___ ,~~D~ _______________ 3z_1_~~-----ff ~-----:~-~r-________ _ 
(\~-~- _d:__ - ____ , _______________________ ..,d'_;(L.2, ___ ~_.,AL _________ _ 
l~ __ : __ ~ --\ __________________________________ -;J~h'.L_:_t?~-------2: __________ _ 

-- ~---~ -~~~ - --~---------------------------~-1!.t:J..!;;~----~~~----~J-------------
-- _ ·--~L-~~--------------------------------;f ~-~s=----~~-~-: ___ ~:C __________ _ 
~ \';'\ ~~ .,, 7 a .,,- G n: S"t- . 

:~~~~~~::~:~~;:::~.:=~-~:::::::::::::::::::~::::::::~::;:~;~:::::::~;~~::::~~~~::~::::::::~~ 
_ __ , -~j_,_!tl_LU.d __________________________________ d1!.L ____ '.{~,,:,. ____ ;H~------------------

---- . ~-'J~(_'-~------------------------------------------J..~-~_J_Cj_ _____ ~~~---::..~: _______________ _ 

-------~t..r.:L.:)'~~~~-----------------------------~~-~~-~---~~--~~~---------------



May 1, 1995 

The City of Red Deer 
City Clerk's Dept. 
P.O. Box 5008 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 3T4 

Gentlemen: 
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RE: Proposed Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/K-95, in particular Part Four - General Land 
Use Regulation 4.4 Additional Setbacks whereby an additional setback on front and side yards 
is proposed as per maps supplied to resident with the letter from the City of Red Deer dated 
April 20, 1995: 

We, the residents of the areas affected by this proposal feel that the proposed changes will result 
in a devaluation of our property, in that the traffic will be much closer to our home, and the large 
shade trees and lawns presently in place will be gone. This is a very busy street where traffic 
speed laws are routinely broken and ignored and we fell that moving the street closer to our 
homes is a definite move toward the devaluation of our property. 

THEREFORE, we, the undersigned, to hereby petition the Council of the City of Red Deer to 
leave the present bylaw unchanged as we are OPPOSED to the amendment of the bylaw. 

NAME ADDRESS 

T9_~1v_LQ!i:lfl _________________________________ . ______________ B~1kk)r_\._(fQJY~L---31_3z.:i?_s:_t. _ 

_ ill&~-~--~~-~t~---------------------·--------------5Q_c~1 ___ :~5-~-~--8~~f~---~------------------

~~=tt:;~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~~i~:~~~:~Y~::::::;f_~~:~:~ 7 
£' . ~ '7., ·-7 '7 a ~ t . .., L-1 
~--i iii"' ~, ~? c--1:vtl!u n J .) ;... - J L. t/1 ST. > ~(? - A L/t'~ 

-----------------------------------------------------·---------------------------------------------------------------------
1-~<f 

_l!_~~-2'~--~ __ (__t~:-~ __ r;.~Lf:L __________________ , ____________ ]_]_LC!_ __ ~~--~~~~~-------:----~----~~-~{--~-lj_~-~1 

' k~:-~tJLU~------------------------~~~--~:;:;2~--2-2:;-:~~~Cb?. 
-~~~---------------------------------·-------------~~----------------------------.f. _______ :.'t(_ ___________ _ 

~;J-~2:.t;!:_~-------------------------s0JJ __ iJu<£?.. ___ .::iL ___ s:rQ:.._Q:-<;) 



May 1, 1995 

The City of Red Deer 
City Clerk's Dept. 
P.O. Box 5008 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 3T4 

Gentlemen: 
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RE: Proposed Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/K-95, in particular Part Four - General Land 
Use Regulation 4.4 Additional Setbacks whereby an additional setback on front and side yards 
is proposed as per maps supplied to resident with the letter from the City of Red Deer dated 
April 20, 1995: 

We, the residents of the areas affected by this proposal feel that the proposed changes will result 
in a devaluation of our property, in that the traffic will be much closer to our home, and the large 
shade trees and lawns presently in place will be gone. This is a very busy street where traffic 
speed laws are routinely broken and ignored and we fell that moving the street closer to our 
homes is a definite move toward the devaluation of our property. 

THEREFORE, we, the undersigned, to hereby petition the Council of the City of Red Deer to 
leave the present bylaw unchanged as we are OPPOSED to the amendment of the bylaw. 

NAME ADDRESS 
l ,/ ~ 

_!!__e:J.:1-7_: __ 6:~:~:~-~~s.---~~~;;~----··--------------------:}_~?;.:._~!..~:_:?..~<!.. ___ J:C_,_ ____________________ _ 

___ JlitP., ___ £!~------------------------------------~-f__!_~--=~~_-:!__ ______________________ _ 
-----..fl-~: ____________________________ 3_f:_:z_fl_ ____ : __ i:f2.L7.---------------------
~ \. (~\ rl-; ?9 ~ ·, - ~ "(!' J --:-, ___ \.~. -~.-.. · .~ -- .. :.::~}~.~~-------- --~----··------------------->-.:.'.J. __ J __ .:;._ _______ .,.i _____ .; __ _r.. ___________________ _ 

> 7 _,8..>-1_1 !:::"' t. 
~~~,_~:---~~~:_::£!2:~--------------------------------------1-_ --~---=--'.!_°--~-- --!-:---------------
~--~··· "' .· . /?! 

/· • ' • •' J ('; v 1 <.; .. / ~· '-. / - '< x ) . - ..... ,, . / . . ,::'- 1<"1.·' <.-' u _;-<. .•· ) (.,' / 1 . 
----------~-----~-----~-------~--- ------------------··--------------------------------------------------~-----------------

-~~--- ------------------~-~--f~--~-----:--~~---~~--------1 ,. 
/ .. / } 1, / ~i , .J. ) c, 1 c - '-,' o c r·' 

-----~~-'::'.'.-----------------'=-~-:~-~-------------------------------------:.:. __ J ______ : _________ ~~--------------------------

--~-:'-f ;/J_!~~~/--L ______ z+==::·--------------------------J-~<-;--;,-------:---~=-~;---;_---~t . 
---------------------~ ---- ' ---- _:_\.. ___ ------------------------------__ ..; ______ .;_;,._,!f __________ -.,;i.. ______________ _ 

' t: 



May 1, 1995 

The City of Red Deer 
City Clerk's Dept. 
P.O. Box 5008 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 3T4 

Gentlemen: 
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RE: Proposed Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/K-95, in particular Part Four - General Land 
Use Regulation 4.4 Additional Setbacks whereby an additional setback on front and side yards 
is proposed as per maps supplied to resident with the letter from the City of Red Deer dated 
April 20, 1995: 

We, the residents of the areas affected by this proposal feel that the proposed changes will result 
in a devaluation of our property, in that the traffic will be much closer to our home, and the large 
shade trees and lawns presently in place will be gone. This is a very busy street where traffic 
speed laws are routinely broken and ignored and we fell that moving the street closer to our 
homes is a definite move toward the devaluation of our property. 

THEREFORE, we, the undersigned, to hereby petition the Council of the City of Red Deer to 
leave the present bylaw unchanged as we are OPPOSED to the amendment of the bylaw. 

NAME ADDRESS 

1 '. ,!,-- f . .../- 1 c-:;_ / __ 1.·--0 t tl I-:> I 1 t: · __ j __ ,I_L _____ ,.. ____ ha_!!::f. ________________ . ________________ .J_p ____ <e: ___ '-;..L __ ~_:. ___ _t~~L~U.-
o CY7 • 

r., ·~·· . - ~-·~' ,,. e ·1 / i . / ' C'-~L.f --!.J ·- / ( --------~!-r&.-~ -t-:- --- -- _. _________________ :) __ % __ ,! ____ '"----~--: ___________ ~:];!!_(_/)?-~---
(., _/ "" ' 

___ :_.;_j___L_~L~~~<:.:.:'~~;._:;;:;;,2 ______________ , ___________________ ] __ ]__(} __ ~ ____ )_~?!_ ___ ):{_~---------------------
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660-065 

DATE: May 3, 1995 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: Engineering Department Manager 

RE: PROPOSED LAND USE BY-LAW AMENDMENT# 2672/K-95 

The purpose of this amendment is to update the current roadway widening provisions in the By­
law. Individual property setback provisions for future road widening have been in the By-law 
since the l 960's. As the City grows, there is a corresponding increase in vehicle and pedestrian 
volume. The existing public road right~ of way cannot, in many cases, accommodate additional 
vehicle travel lanes or wider sidewalks without acquiring additional land. This current 
amendment identifies the roadways in question and indicates an actual amount of widening for 
each property along that roadway. Although the By-law indicates a need to acquire land from 
each parcel, some of this setback area has already been provided in terms of actual purchase or 
dedication to the City or in the form of building setback. Therefore, each parcel of land must 
be reviewed when questions arise from the landowner, to see if the proposed amendment would 
apply to their parcel. The proposed By-law amendment significantly reduces the number of 
properties that where designated under the current By-law for future road widening. Except for 
43 Street, from Taylor Drive to 48 A venue, all the road widenings proposed in the amendment 
are included in the current By-law. 

It is important to note that the proposed amendment only establishes a clear area on private 
property to, in the future, accommodate a road or walkway widening. The title to the land 
remains with the property owner, unless he or she wishes to dedicate the widening area to the 
City for other reasons. When the demand for a wider roadway exists, the City will then contact 
the individual property owner and negotiate the purchase of this setback area at fair market value. 
The intent of the By-law is to minimize the inconvenience to the property owner by not having 
to totally disrupt an existing business or residence when the need to widen occurs, and to 
minimize the cost of purchasing the widening area by avoiding an expensive building that could 
be either updated or built on that area without the By-law provision. The By-law only requires 
the preservation of a clear area that may some day be purchased by the City. 

Specific comments relative to three letters received from citizens are: 

l. RED DEER KNIGHTS OF COLUMBUS CLUB - 4750 - 47 A VENUE 

The By-law amendment does not apply to 47 Avenue; therefore, has no affect on this side of the 
property. 
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The By-law amendment does apply to 49 Street, but the 2.13 m widening has previously been 
acquired by the City under the current By-law; therefore, there will be no further requirements 
from this side of the property. 

2. JOHN MURRAY ARIBA, MRAIC - LOTS 5 & 6, BLOCK 2, PLAN 7075 AE (55 
STREET/49A A VENUE) 

The existing By-law requires a 2.0 m setback on these lots as stated by Mr. Murray. The 
proposed amendment covers the same area; therefore, there would be no further impact to these 
properties. The actual effect today to the properties would be that the existing 6.0 m front yard 
setback for the house would become 4.0 m if the City was to purchase this area. In the future, 
if this property was ever redeveloped with a new building, the total lot depth available to build 
on would be 2.13 m less. 

3. NEW LIFE TABERNACLE - 4801 - 48 STREET 

The proposed By-law would apply to the east side of the property along 48 Avenue. In terms 
of land use, the existing Church status would not be affected. The parking stall layout to the 
south of the building may change, resulting is a reduced number of stalls. The C 1 zoning 
covering the Church has no parking requirement, but the legal residence in the basement does 
require two parking stalls. The By-law change would not jeopardize the current land use. 

The existing building is only 1.8 m inset from the east existing property line and, therefore, 
would be within the proposed 2.13 m setback area. Non-structural alterations would be allowed 
to the existing building and it is anticipated that the new Provincial Municipal Government Act 
would permit minor structural alterations to the building. Major expansion or improvements to 
the existing building would not be permitted. 

RECOMMENDATION 

As the purpose of this By-law amendment is to provide for the future growth of the City and as 
the mechanism for acquiring the property is through negotiation with the then current landowner, 
we would respectfully recommend that Council consider passing the proposed amendment. 

'~?t~ 
Ken G. Ha~ P. Eng. 
Engineering Department Manager 

KGH/emg 

c.c. City Planner 
c.c. By-laws & Inspections Manager 
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THE CITY OF RED DEER 

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

May 1, 1995 

Alberta Government Telephones Tax Dept. 
P. 0. Box 1552 
Edmonton, Alberta 
TSJ 2N7 

Dear Sirs: 

RE: PROPOSED LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT 2672/K-95 

This letter is a follow-up to our letter of April 20, 1995. We have received a large number 
of inquiries regarding the intent of this proposed Land Use Bylaw Amendment and we will 
now attempt to clarify the intent of this proposed amendment. 

The City has completed a detailed review of the future road widening requirements 
throughout the City. Individual property setback provisions for future road widening have 
been in the Land Use Bylaw since the 1960's. As the City grows, additional vehicle travel 
lanes and wider pedestrian walkways are needed on some roadways to accommodate the 
increase in population. The Bylaw needs routine amendments over the years to cover 
changes in growth patterns. This current amendment actually reduces the number of 
setback areas in the present Bylaw. 

The streets now named In the Bylaw are those that are considered necessary for 
future transportation network expansion Into the 21st Century. In most cases these 
roads have an existing right of way width of 20.12 m. Typically, roadway expansion will 
require 2.13 m of land from both sides of the existing road right of way to provide a new 
wider right of way of 24.38 m. Some road rights of way of 30.0 m or more, will be required. 
In several areas along these specific roadways named in the Bylaw, the widening has 
already been purchased or dedicated to the City and further land will not be required. 

It is important to note that this Bylaw amendment only establishes a clear area on private 
property to some day accommodate a road or walkway widening. The title to the land 
remains with the property owner unless he or she wishes to dedicate the widening area 
to the City for other reasons. When the demand for a wider roadway exists, the City will 
then contact the individual property owners and negotiate to purchase this setback area 
at fair market value. The Intent of the Bylaw requirement is to minimize the Inconvenience 
to the property owner by not having to move or relocate an expensive building or portion 
of a building in this setback area and to minimize the cost of purchasing this setback area 
when it is required for road widening. The Bylaw does not require you to dedicate this 
setback area to the City. The Bylaw only requires the preservation of a clear area that may 
some day be purchased by the City. · 

New buildings or any type of permanent foundation will not be permitted in the setback 
area. The Bylaw will be Interpreted In the following manner for those buildings that already 
exist within the setback area. 

1. Any building which intrudes into the setback provided for in the 
Land Use Bylaw would be allowed to make non-structural 
alterations to the building. 

2. Under the proposed amendments to the Provincial Municipal 
Government Act, It Is anticipated that minor structural 
alterationSJto a building which intrudes into the setbacks would 
also be allowed. Each application involving structural 
alterations would be dealt with on a case by case basis, 
although some criteria may be developed to guide decision 
making. ... / 2 
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May 1, 1995 
Page 2 

3. Major expansion of a building which already extends into the 
setback area or expansion of an existing building into the 
setback area would not be allowed. 

Point #2 on Page 2 of our letter dated April 20, 1995 made reference to setbacks for 
overhead electrical wiring. This reference was incorrect. It should have read as follows: 

"2. Section 4.4.1 (2) is hereby rescinded and replaced with the 
following section: 

4.4.1 (2) Notwithstanding Section 4.4.1, the additional front and 
side yard requirements of a site abutting the following 
streets shall be as shown on the maps as outlined:" 

Should you have any questions or concerns regarding this matter, please contact the: 

Engineering Department 
City Clerk's Department 

Sincerely, 

KELLY KLOSS 
City Clerk 

KK/clr 

} 

342-8158, or 
342-8132 
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COMMENTS: 

As Council may be aware, the proposed Bylaw Amendment has created some 
confusion amongst those who are immediately impacted and have now been notified of 
the changes. A great many of the concerns arise because of a lack of understanding of 
the intent of the Bylaw, or a simple lack of unawareness that setbacks are already in 
existence for the majority of these properties. As a result, a follow up letter dated May 1, 
1995, which is attached, has been sent to all impacted property owners to try and clarify 
some of the recurring issues. 

Subject to the results of the Public Hearing, Council can then proceed with second 
and third readings of this Bylaw. 

"G. SURKAN" 
Mayor 

"M.C. DAY" 
City Manager 
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1.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The provision for road widening in the Land Use By-law is necessary for the long-term, 
orderly, and cost-effective growth of the City. A recent article entitled "Roadways and 
Rights of Way Can Help Reduce Civic Sprawl", published in the Journal of Commerce, 
suggests that urban areas close to the downtown centre should have streets with varying 
right of way widths. The article goes on to state that downtown streets typically have the 
following right of way widths: 

30 m right of way as a grand boulevard and the focal point of the community. 
26 m right of way on main streets within the downtown area. 
20 m right of way on downtown streets intended to provide access. 

These dimensions are not much different from what is being considered in this report. 
The original right of way width established in the Province of Alberta is 20 m (66 ft}. 
Recognizing the need to provide for growth in traffic volumes, the City has made 
considerable progress over the years toward obtaining wider rights of way to provide the 
opportunity for expansion. More space will permit future improvements to either the 
roadway or the sidewalk. The process of acquiring the wider rights of way is not 
complete; therefore, any change to the existing practise should be carefully considered. 

During the course of this study, the Committee concluded that from the perspective of 
vehicle capacity, there are a number of roadways that could be deleted from the widening 
or "setback" provisions of the By-law. The Committee also concluded that there are 
certain roadways that are key to the development of the City, which should be protected 
so that the future growth can be accommodated. 

These roadways have been identified as follows: 

ROAD WIDENING REQUIREMENTS ULTIMATE WIDTH 

1. Ross/49 Street One-Way Couplet 30.48 m and 24.38 m 

2. Gaetz/51/49 Avenue One-Way Couplet 30.48 m and 24.38 m 

3. 55 Street, from Gaetz Avenue to 42 A Avenue 24.38 m 

4. 45 Street, from Taylor Drive to 48 Avenue 24.38 m 

5. 43 Street, from Taylor Drive to 48 Avenue 24.38 m 

6. 48 Avenue, from 55 Street to 43 Street 24.38 m 

7. Ross Street, from 45 Avenue to Michener Centre 30.48 m 
Access Road 

8. 40 Avenue, from 52 Street to 39 Street 30.48 m 
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Drawings No. 1 and 2 illustrate the roadways described above. Council should be aware 
that there are locations within the outstanding road widening areas where buildings have 
been set back, but the ownership has not been transferred to the City. Although the City 
does not own the land, the ability exists to acquire the land without building demolition or 
great cost, when the need occurs. 

Due to the hard conversion between Imperial and Metric Systems of Measurement 
rounded numbers have not been used. Previously acquired road widenings have been 
based on 7 ft. The exact conversion is 2.13 m. Similarly the 66 ft original right of way 
width converts to 20.12 m, which when added to 2.13 m of widening on each side of the 
roadway yields 24.38 m. 

The Committee had a great deal of difficulty in deciding if the actual calculated widening 
(if less than 2.13 m) should be introduced or whether the existing 2.13 m widening under 
the current By-law should be retained. In order to maintain a constant right of way width 
and to be fair to other property owners who have previously provided the 2.13 m 
widening, the majority of the Committee members favoured keeping the existing 2.13 m 
widening in these instances. 

The Land Use By-law should be amended by removing all references to "additional 
setbacks" as noted in Section 4.4 and a new section inserted that establishes the 
protected roadways and the ultimate right of way width as per Section 6.0 of the report. 
It should stipulate that the amount of road widening required to meet the ultimate width 
should be taken equally from each side and calculated from the base right of way width 
of 20 m (66 ft). It should also stipulate that any front, rear, or side yard building setbacks, 
as required elsewhere in the By-law, should be calculated from the ultimate road width. 
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2.0 INTRODUCTION 

This report was initiated at the request of the Downtown Planning Committee and with 
the concurrence of City Council. 

The purpose of the report is to complete a detailed review of the existing road widening 
setbacks as they relate to properties in the City of Red Deer, to provide clarification as 
to where and how the road widenings should be acquired, and to indicate the implications 
of exempting certain sites from the road widening requirement. 

Laneways or back alleys in the Downtown area are not included in this review, as the 
basic 6.1 m (20 ft} lane right of way width is adequate for transportation purposes. There 
are other needs to be addressed; such as the requirements of the E. L. & P. Department, 
the Provincial Building Code, and the Alberta Fire Code; which will require wider lane 
widths for loading and above ground electrical installations. This is the subject of a 
separate report to Council. 

In order to provide a mechanism for input from other concerned City Departments relative 
to the future road right of way widths, the Engineering Department sought and obtained 
input from the Fire Department, By-laws & Inspections Department, Planning Commission, 
and the Community Services Division. The E. L. & P. Department did not have concerns 
relative to road right of way width. Committee meetings occurred on August 11th, 18th, 
25th, September 1st, 12th, and 22nd 1994, to complete the necessary work in order to 
put forth the recommendations included in the report. 

The main philosophy adopted by the Committee was to provide sufficient space for the 
future construction of a safe and efficient transportation network that will serve the 
majority of Red Deer citizens at the least possible cost. It was acknowledged that all 
circumstances would not be covered and that there will be need for updates as the City 
grows and develops. 
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3.0 EXISTING LAND USE BY-LAW PROVISIONS 

Provision for future road right of way widening has been in place in the current Land Use 
By-law since or even before the 1960's. Amendments to the By-law have been 
processed over the years, resulting in some duplication and ambiguity. In addition, 
through normal growth and development of the City, transportation patterns have changed 
and the original assumptions made years ago may not be valid. 

Although there does not appear to be any documentation on file, the Engineering 
Department believes that the original rationale for designating the current setbacks in the 
By-law were as follows: 

1. To provide space for future road widening as the demand for through or turning 
movements increased, or a demand for on-street parking or cyclist areas 
materialized. 

2. To provide space for future sidewalk widening to accommodate increasing 
pedestrian demands or additional streetscape items such as trees, bike storage 
racks, litter containers, benches, tables, bus shelters, or extension of sidewalk 
cafes. 

3. To provide a more open appearance within the Downtown as the buildings become 
taller and more dense. 

In order to provide for the above, it was determined years ago that the original 20.12 m 
(66 ft) right of way was inadequate in some areas. The result was the current road 
setbacks in the By-law which are meant to achieve a 24.38 m (80 ft) ultimate right of way 
width for the majority of Downtown roadways. This requires a 2.13 m (7 ft) setback to 
all properties on the affected streets. The derivation of this dimension was likely based 
upon four travel lanes at 11 ft, two on-street parking lanes at 7 ft, and two sidewalks at 
1 ·1 ft. 

The existing setback requirements have been extracted from the By-law (entitled Section 
4.4 ADDITIONAL SETBACKS) and are included in the APPENDIX. Drawing No. 3 has 
been prepared to assist in determining the existing Downtown dedication status. This 
information was extracted from legal plans which indicates a title transfer to the City. 
There are buildings that have been set back in accordance with the current By-law, but 
the land has not been transferred to the City. (An example is the BAY property on the 
corner of 49 Avenue and 49 Street.) 

We felt that planning criteria number 3 may not be an important issue to the Downtown 
at this point in the City's development history, and thought it could be ignored. The 
recommendations arising out of this study are entirely based upon an anticipated demand 
to accommodate pedestrians, cyclists, the physically challenged, property access, and 
vehicles with some consideration to standardizing on the amount of widening to avoid 
staggered right of way widths, inconsistent application, and minimize confusion. 
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4.0 TRAFFIC ANALYSIS 

The table entitled ROADWAY WIDENING REQUIREMENTS, included in the APPENDIX, 
draws upon information from three areas; the General Transportation Study 1990 by IMC 
Consulting Ltd, the Engineering Department's "as-built" record plans, and the existing 
Land Use By-law. 

The IMC Study was used to establish an average carrying capacity of a single travel lane 
during the peak traffic hour and to compare this capacity with the predicted traffic 
volumes at the 115,000 population level. The IMC study indicates that the carrying 
capacity of a roadway in an urban environment is governed by the capacity of the 
signalized intersections. Increased delays and long vehicle ques result from lack of 
roadway capacity. They state that the capacity of any road section becomes a function 
of the number of travel lanes and the percentage of green time that is available at 
intersections. In general, the capacity of an arterial roadway is 800 vehicles per lane per 
hour, while a collector roadway is typically 600 vehicles per lane per hour due to the 
lower percentage of green time at a signal that is assigned to the minor street. 

There are exceptions, such as the Gaetz and 49 Avenue River Bridges. Due to no side 
friction, the actual capacity is closer to 1000 to 1200 vehicles per lane per hour. Side 
friction is a term used to describe the reduction in travel speed of a vehicle in an outside 
lane, that occurs when a motorist slows or stops to either manoeuvre into a parking stall 
or a private driveway. If there is congestion in the private driveway or parallel or angled 
parking exists, the capacity of the outside lane will drop significantly. They also state that 
the carrying capacity of a one-way road is higher than a two-way road due to less 
conflicting turn movements. They finally conclude that the above noted generalized 
capacity values of 800 vehicles per lane per hour and 600 vehicles per lane per hour are 
considered satisfactory for prediction purposes. The Engineering Department used the 
800 vehicles per lane per hour on the two couplets as they are designated in the City 
Transportation By-law as part of the arterial roadway network. 

The future traffic volumes were generated through the use of a computer program called 
TMODEU2 Transportation Program. All the existing internal to internal traffic movements 
within the City were loaded into the model, as were the internal to external traffic 
movements from the adjacent Provincial Highways. The base transportation network 
assumed that the following transportation features were in place: 
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FEATURE OPERATING BY STATUS 

1. Taylor Bridge twinned to four lanes 60,000 Existing 

2. 43 Street reconnected to Taylor Drive 60,000 Existing 

3. Taylor Drive complete from Ross Street to 60,000 Existing 
Delburne Road as four lanes 

4. 45 Street Overpass dismantled and 60,000 Existing 
replaced with an at-grade intersection 

5. Ross/49 Street One-Way Couplet 60,000 Existing 

6. 32 Street upgraded to four lane divided 60,000 In 
Progress 

7. 67 Street River Bridge twinned to four lanes 75,000 2000 

8. 77 Street River Bridge and connecting 90,000 2010 
arterials 

The Engineering Department's record plans were used to extract the existing road right 
of way, sidewalk and parking widths for inclusion in the table. 

The Land Use By-law provided the current setback information for road widening 
purposes. 

The Engineering Department used the direct recommendations extracted from the IMC 
General Transportation Study to identify the required number of through and turning lanes 
at the 115,000 population level. The one exception is relative to the Ross/49 Street 
Couplet. Page 6.14 of the IMC Study recommends three through travel lanes plus turning 
lanes at each major intersection. Based on the traffic projections contained elsewhere 
in the report, the Engineering Department feels that two travel lanes plus two turning 
lanes (first level widening) would be adequate to handle the 115,000 population traffic 
demand. This is reflected in the recommendations. In other areas where the 
Transportation Study was unclear or did not provide sufficient information, the Engineering 
Department used the simple method of dividing the projected traffic volume by the 
generally accepted capacity figure of 800 vehicles per lane per hour. Once the number 
of travel lanes was determined, the sidewalk widths were added to generate a new right 
of way width. The existing standard right of way width of 20.12 m (66 ft) was then 
subtracted from the new right of way width to yield the required road widening. 
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Drawing No. 4 indicates the current lane configuration on both the north/south and 
east/west Downtown couplets. This may be helpful in relating the recommendations in 
the table to the existing field conditions. 

It should be noted that this review did not look at every intersection within the City and, 
therefore, there may be some additional requirements for road right of way widening 
surrounding major intersections such as Gaetz Avenue and 32 Street, Gaetz Avenue and 
Delburne Road, Gaetz Avenue and 77 Street, Gaetz Avenue and Highway 11 A, Delburne 
Road and 40 Avenue, and Delburne Road and 30 Avenue. The Committee suggested 
that this should be the subject of a separate sub-study as part of the General 
Transportation Plan Update that is anticipated to occur in 1996 or 1997. 
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5.0 DESIGN CROSS SECTIONS 

The design assumptions used in the analysis are summarized in this section. There are 
four roadway cross sections which were used to generate the proposed road widening 
plan. 

1. Basic Cross Section (Drawing No. 5) 

Is intended for use where the anticipated traffic volumes are low and where access to 
businesses is more important than motorist delay or congestion. A typical application 
would be 48 Street, between 52 Avenue and 48 Avenue. The section can be 
accommodated within the standard right of way width of 20.12 m (66 ft) and provides for 
one travel lane and one lane of on-street parking in each direction of travel. The sidewalk 
width of 3.35 m (11 ft) also forms part of this road section. 

2. First Level Road Widening Cross Section (Drawing No. 6) 

Is required where there is a mixture of both through and local access traffic. A typical 
application would be the 49/Ross Street One-Way Couplet. Truck traffic, City Transit 
buses, and emergency vehicles frequently use this roadway. This section may be used 
as a two directional or one-way; however, widening is required to provide the standard 
width travel lanes. This section is 2.98 m (9.8 ft) wider than the standard right of way 
and, therefore, requires a minimum 1.49 m (5 ft) right of way widening on each side. 
The Committee had a great deal of difficulty in deciding if the actual calculated widening 
(if less than 2.13 m) should be introduced or whether the existing 2.13 m widening under 
the current By-law should be retained. The majority of the Committee believed that the 
current By-law provision of 2.13 m should be retained to cover these instances for the 
following reasons: 

a. To avoid introducing other width categories which would add to the 
complexity of interpreting the By-law. 

b. To avoid creating a varying right of way width. 

c. To avoid creating varying building setbacks. Staggered building fronts 
create corners where garbage and other debris gathers, presents a hazard 
to the visually impaired, and creates visual exposure problems that may be 
of concern to some businesses. 

d. To be unfair to those that have previously adhered to the 2.13 m setback. 

e. To provide some flexibility to adjust the sidewalk width if necessary. 
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3. Second Level Road Widening Cross Section (Drawing No. 7) 

Is required on a one-way street system where the traffic use is similar to the first level 
widening, but the volumes are heavier requiring the one additional travel lane. An 
application would be the Gaetz/51/49 Avenue Couplet. Trucks, buses, and emergency 
vehicles are frequent users of this road section. This section is 4.26 m (14 ft) wider than 
the standard right of way and, therefore, 2.13 m (7 ft) is required as a road widening from 
each side. This widening is identical to the current By-law setback requirements. The 
travel lane widths have been reduced to 3.5 m, which although below the recommended 
width of 3.7 m, is acceptable where space is limited. The sidewalk widths have been 
reduced to 3.0 min this instance to accommodate the extra lane within the current By-law 
setback. As can be seen by Drawings No. 9 and 10, the minimum space needed by a 
pedestrian passing a pedestrian is 1.80 m. This dimention, added to the 1.50 m area for 
fixed street furniture requires a minimum sidewalk width of 3.35 m (11 ft). The 3.0 m 
sidewalk width is, therefore, below standard. The Community Services Division has 
recognized this and confirmed that the 3.0 m width in this instance is adequate. They 
intend to reduce the fixed street furniture area of 1.50 m to 0.9 m by not planting large 
trees and are considering alternatives such as shrubs and planters. 

4. Third Level Road widening Cross Section (Drawing No. 8) 

Is intended for use on an arterial roadway where the traffic volumes are anticipated to 
range up to 30,000 vehicles per day. An application is 40 Avenue, between 39 Street 
and 52 Street. Access to adjacent private properties is restricted; therefore, outside 
turning lanes are not required. A wider raised centre median is required, however, to 
separate the left turning vehicles from the straight through traffic. There is a allowance 
for a 2.5 m sidewalk on one side of the roadway, plus space to install a noise fence, if 
required. There would be no room to build earth berms as a noise attenuation device. 
This section is 1 O m (33 ft) wider than the standard right of way; therefore, 5 m (16.5 ft) 
of road widening is required from each side. This arterial right of way is much smaller 
than the 60 m (200 ft) width used in new residential areas which permits the construction 
of earth berms as noise attenuating devices. The 30 m (100 ft) section is only intended 
for use in existing built up areas or in a retrofit situation. 
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6.0 PROPOSED LAND USE BY-LAW CHANGES 

The table included below summarizes the recommended roadways that should be protected and the amount of widening 
required. This table corresponds to Drawings No. 1 and 2. 

ROADWAY EXISTING RIGHT OF WAY WIDTH WIDENING FUTURE 
REQUIRED RIGHT OF 
EACH SIDE WAY WIDTH 

1 . 55 Street - 54 Avenue to 42 A Avenue 20.12 m plus roadway widenings already acquired. 2.13 m 24.38 m 
Also see following note. 

NOTE: The north and south property lines of 55 Street, from Gaetz Avenue to 42 A Avenue, are not parallel. If widening is required, a 
detailed plan will be required showing the correct dimensions for each block. 

2. Ross Street - 45 Avenue to 1 /4 line east of 20.12 m plus widenings already acquired. 10.00 m 30.00 m 
35 Avenue (Michener Centre Access Road) 

NOTE: Based on existing right of way widths, the widening required on each side of Ross Street will vary from 1 m to 5 m. A detailed 
widening requirement plan has been prepared by the Engineering Department. 

3. 49 Street - 52 Avenue to 47 Avenue 20.12 m plus 2.13 m widenings already acquired. 2.13 m 24.38 m 

4. 45 Street - Taylor Drive to 48 Avenue 20.12 rn plus 2.13 m widenings already acquired. 2.13 m 24.38 m 

5. 43 Street - Taylor Drive to 48 Avenue 20.12 m plus 2.13 m widenings already acquired. 2.13 m 24.38 m 

6. Gaetz Avenue - Red Deer River to 52 20.12 m plus 2.13 m widenings already acquired. 2.13 m 24.38 rn 
Street 

7. Gaetz Avenue - 45 Street to 42 A Street 20.12 m plus 2.13 m widenings already acquired. 2.13 m 24.38 m 

8. 49 Avenue - 55 Street to 43 Street 20.12 m plus 2.13 m widenings already acquired. 2.13 m 24.38 m 

9. 48 Avenue - 55 Street to 43 Street 20.12 m plus 2.13 m widenings already acquired. 2.13 m 24.38 m 

10. 40 Avenue - 39 Street to 52 Street 20.12 m plus widenings already acquired. 10.00 m 30.00 m 

NOTE: Based on existing right of way widths, the widening required on each side of 40 Avenue will vary from 1 m to 6 m. A detailed 
widening requirement plan has been prepared by the Engineering Department. 
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7.0 DISPOSAL AND ACQUISITION OF ROAD WIDENING AREAS 

There is a need to note the difference between a building setback to provide a front yard 
area and a building setback to accommodate a future road widening. Similarly, there is 
a need to distinguish between setback areas that exist but remain under private 
ownership and the dedicated setback areas where the ownership has been transferred 
to the City, in most cases for a nominal sum or through process of a land exchange. 

The Committee recommends that the term "setback" apply only where there is an intent 
to establish a front, side, or rear yard and that the term "road widening" be adopted where 
there is a need to provide for a wider road or public right of way. This same principle 
should be followed in the By-law where there is a need to provide for a wider lane right 
of way. 

The City, unless otherwise directed by Council, must dispose of surplus City owned lands 
at fair market value. In cases where the City has paid market value for the road widening 
area and it becomes surplus to the needs of the City, the Committee believes that it could 
be disposed of at fair market value. Where the road widening area has been acquired 
by the City at a nominal sum and it becomes surplus to the needs of the City, the 
Committee believes it should be offered back to the original landowner for a nominal sum. 

It was also the feeling of the Committee that there may be little interest by the adjacent 
landowner to acquire the surplus road widening due to the parcel shape and potential for 
increased property tax. There may be other effective uses for surplus road widening 
areas for streetscape items, such as pedestrian or Transit benches which should be fully 
researched prior to offering any land for sale. 

The Committee recommends, with regard to the acquisition of the outstanding road 
widening areas, that a Right of Way Sales and Acquisition Reserve Fund be established 
wherein the revenue from the sale of any City owned utility lot, laneway, or roadway 
would be deposited, and this would provide the necessary funds throughout each year 
to purchase at market value, the odd pieces of road widening as they become available 
through development or redevelopment. This would include the legal and survey fees 
associated with registering a change of land title. There may be times where the 
developer chooses to dedicate the road widening to the City in return for relaxation of a 
development permit condition. 
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8.0 IMPLICATIONS OF ISOLATED SITE EXEMPTIONS 

There has been considerable discussion relative to the By-law covering new construction 
only, and possibly exempting either renovation projects or those buildings that were built 
prior to the By-law amendment date. The impact to the City from a transportation view 
point has been identified by the Committee as follows: 

1. An immediate bottleneck arises for the pedestrian when it comes time to widen the 
roadway. Drawing No. 11 illustrates the resulting cross section on 49 Street 
adjacent to the existing Kresge's building. As one will note from the drawing, 
regardless of either the 3.5 m or 3.7 m travel lane width, the remaining sidewalk 
areas are below the recommended standards set out in the Transportation 
Association Geometric Design Manual for Canada. 

2. Alternatively, if the decision is made to provide wider walkways at the expense of 
the number of vehicle travel lanes, the result is elimination of a traffic lane which 
would not provide the required vehicle capacity. 

3. Non-structural renovations are permitted under the By-law and are a common 
occurrence. When structural renovations occur, these are often very costly and 
could significantly increase the property value and length of tenure. When 
improvements to the roadway are necessary and no provision for right of way 
widening is made, the land acquisition costs become very expensive, if not 
prohibitive. This additional cost would be passed on the taxpayers of the City. 

In view of the above, the Committee does not support either the exclusion of structural 
renovation projects or those structures that were built prior to the passing of the By-law 
amendment. 
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9.0 APPENDIX 

1. Existing By-law Section 4.4 "Additional Setbacks" 

2. Future Roadway Widening Calculations 



4.3.2 

Bylaw No. 2672/f!IJ 

(4) Unless Municipal Planning Commission otherwise authorizes, all buildings erected on sites 
abutting the following streets shall comprise at least two storeys above grade for a depth c:A at 
least thirty per cent of the distance from the site boundary abutting the said street to the opposite 
site boundary and in no case less than a depth of thirty feet. 

Abutting Between .&!Q 

Ross Street 48Avenue 51 Avenue 
Gaetz Avenue 45 Street 55 Street 
49Avenue within C.1 

District 
49 Street 48 Avenue 51 Avenue 
48Avenue 49 Street Ross Street 
51 Avenue 45 Street 53 Street 

Buildings per Site 

(1) In a residential district not more than one (1) residential building may be erected upon a lot 
except with the approval c:A the Development Officer and in accordance with the provisions c:A 
Section 78 of the Planning Act. (2672/J-91) 

(2) Not more than one principal building shall be erected and not more than one principal use shall 
be conducted on a site in a non-residential district except in the case of a group of commercial, 
industrial or institutional buildings and/or uses which have been approved by the Municipal 
Planning Commission and which are in conformance with this Bylaw. 

4.3.3 Building Design, Charader, Appearance 

(1) The design, character, appearance and building materials of any commercial or industrial 
building abutting on an arterial or major thoroughfare or on a service road parallel and adjacent 
thereto is subject to approval by the Municipal Planning Commission. 

(2) Metal Oad Buildings 

(a) No building in any district may be metal clad unless the type of metal dadding has been 
approved by the Municipal Planning Commission. 

(3) Non-combustible Structural Components 

(a) No person shall erect in a C.1 district after the passing c:A this Bylaw a buDding having 
exterior or bearing walls, columns, or arches of wood frame or other combustible 
material excepting heavy timber construction as defined in the Building Bylaw c:A the City 
c:A Red Deer as amended, provided that the Municipal Planning Commission in its 
discretion may permit an accessory building of wood frame or other combustible 
material. 

4.4 ADDmONAL SETBACKS 

4.4.1 The minimum required front yard and the minimum required side yard of a site abutting any portion c:A 
the streets described in this section shall be increased by the corresponding additional setback herein 
stated, namely, 

25 



Bylaw No. 2672/80 

Street Portion to which Setback Aoo!!es Addit!onal Setback 

~ 

40 Avenue 44 Street to 52 Street 6.0 east side 
From the lane south c::A 47 Street 
to 52 Street 1.5 west side 

39 Street to 44 Street 6.0 east side 

48 Avenue Waskasoo Creek to 55 Street 2.0 each side 

49 Avenue 45 Street to Red Deer River 2.0 each side 

Gaetz (50) 39 Street to Red Deer River 2.0 each side 
Avenue 

35 Street to north boundary c::A 
La 2, Block 1, Plan 8324 E.T. 15.0 east side 

58 Street to 61 Street 4.0 west side 

60 Avenue South City limits to 43 Street 11.0 each side 

64 Avenue 67 Street to north City limits 11.0 each side 

43 Street 54 Avenue to City limits 1.8 north side 

45 Street From 52 Avenue to 48 Avenue (2672/N-SS) 2.0 each side 

45 Street 52 Avenue to Intersection with 43 Street 2.0 each side 

46 Street From 51 Avenue to 48 Avenue 2.0 each side 

47 Street 52 Avenue to 48 Avenue 2.0 each side 

48 Street 52 Avenue to 48 Avenue (2672/H-87) 2.0 each side 

49 Street 52 Avenue to the lane east c::A Gaetz Ave. 2.0 north side 
and from approximately 30.5 meters east 
c::A said lane to the intersectloil c::A 49 
Street and Ross Street (2672/S-85) 

49 Street 52 Avenue to the intersection c::A 49 St 2.0 south side 
and Ross Street (2672/S-85) 

Ross (50) 45 Avenue to 42 Avenue 3.0 both side 
Street 

Ross (50) 42 Avenue to 40 Avenue 4.3 north side 
Street 

26 



Ross (50) Street 

Ross (50) Street 

Ross (50) Street 

51 Street 

52 Street 

53 Street 

54 Street 

55 Street 

59 Street 

60 Street 

Riverview Ave. 

(Old Hwy.) 

Kerrywood Dr. 
(to Golf Course) 

" It 

Riverside Dr. 

Portion to which Setback Applies 

42 Avenue to 40 Avenue 

40 Avenue to east boundary of S.W. 1/4 
of Section 15-38-27-W4 

East boundary of the S.W. 1/4 of Section 
15-38-27-W4 to east City limits 

Gaetz Avenue to 48 Avenue 

51 Avenue to 48 Avenue 

Gaetz Avenue to 48 Avenue 

Gaetz Avenue to 48 Avenue 

Gaetz Avenue to 40 Avenue -
subject to Section 4.4.2 

54 Avenue to 49 Avenue 

Gaetz Avenue to 60 Avenue 

54 Avenue to City limits north 

54 Avenue to City limits north 

59 Street to 57 Street 

57 Street to the west boundary of 
Block K, Plan 1314 H.W. 

67 Street to north City limits 

Bylaw No. 2672/80 

Additional Setback 

3.0 south side 

2. 7 south side 

8.8 each side 

2.0 each side 

2. 0 each side 

2.0 each side 

2.0 each side 

2.0 each side 

2.0 each side 

2.0 each side 

6.0 east side 

4.0 south side 

5.0 each side 

2.3 each side 

10.0 both sides 

4.4.2 Notwithstanding Section 4.4.1 the additional setback along the south side of 55 Street between Gaetz 
Avenue and 48 Avenue shall be in accordance with Map A attached hereto. 

4.4.3 Section 4.4.1 shall not apply to a lot in respect of which the owner has transferred title to The City of 
the land that would otherwise be required as additional setback, provided that, where the setback or 
any portion of it is occupied by a building, the owner has also entered into a License to Occupy 
agreement with The City. (2672/R-94) 

4.5 UTILITY REGULATION STATIONS 

(1) Notwithstanding any other provision of this Bylaw, when a gas, electricity or waterworks 
pumping, regulating, transformer or storage building or equipment is allowed to be erected on 
a site, the dimensions of area of which are less than those required, such building or equipment 
shall be placed on the site in a position which is approved by the Municipal Planning 
Commission. 
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MAP A 
Refer to Section 4. 4. 2 

-1 r 
I 

49 111 

' 

~ 

<ii 
~ :i: 
~ 

~ 
Qi 

'° 0 

<:::) ~ 

Q ~ f' "" ~ 8 
c,. 

.... 

~ -.;;: 

a 
: 

V) ~ 

~ . 
~ 
'f -

~ . 
~ ....... < 

~ 
:;:\o.... 

h - .'"l 

• 0\ c. .. a 
49111 
AVBt 

..... 

~ 
:::t: (.Ji 

;:. 

0\ 

--:\ 
Qi ~ '° • 
0 t----·------

\ 
. 48 111 (, 

~ '.( AVt 
:"-

. \ " "' t"\ \i) ~ 
() ...... ~ t' 

~ . "' 
' 

., 
\A " ~-------~ .... 
OI C' -------t 

l) t----------1 
I 

"' "' I 
1 "' --------

f 

~ ·": .. - t------!"'---.· ..... " 
i------~ ~ i'J- . ' \I 

~ -~ ~;. 1· ..... 
!--· 'l !• - • ::t> ,.. . 

h. --- ~ 1, n.. n,.i-·-,o---£--~-;! ! ~~~ 
.,,__ __ l._.')....;.0...:.,.5---.... 1.58.$ 'i~~.\ 

48rh (NANTON) AVENUE: . ~P~l 

~ -
~ 

4 '4 'I 



0 z 
:? ROAfNJAY 

~ 

60 STREET - GAETZ AVE. to 54 1. a. 
AVE. 

b. 60 STREET - 54 AVE. lo 60 AVE. 

2. 59 STREET - 54 AVE. lo 49 AVE. 

55 STREET· GAETZ AVE. lo 47 3. a. 
AVE. 

55 STREET· 4 7 AVE. lo 42A b. 
AVE. 

4. 54 STREET· GAETZ AVE. lo 47A 

53 STREET • GAETZ AVE. lo 49 5. a. 
AVE. 

b. 53 STREET· 49 AVE. lo 48 AVE. 

c. 53 STREET· 48 AVE. to 47 AVE. 

6. 52 STREET· 54 AVE. lo GAETZ a. 
AVE. 

52 STREET • GAETZ AVE. to 48 b. 
AVE. 

THE CITY OF RED DEER - ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT 

ROADWAY WIDENING REQUIREMENTS 
PEAK HOUR TRAFFIC 

CURRENT 
EXISTING RIN 

EXISTING No.OF EXISTING 
@ 115,000 

FUTURE 
SETBACKS 

WIDTH 
No.OF PARKING SIDEWALK 1993 

POPULATION 
NUMBER OF 

(WIDENING) LANES LANES WIDTH THRULANES 

2.0mEACH 
1.50m 

NOT NOT 
SIDE 

WldthVartes 4@3.66m 0 Monolllhlc on 
AVAILABLE AVAILABLE 

4@3.70m 
south side 

2.0mEACH 
1.50m 

NOT NOT 
SIDE 

20.12m 2@2.99m 2@2.50m Monollhlc both 
AVAILABLE AVAILABLE 

2@3.70m 
sides 

2.0mEACH 20.12m 4@3.35m 0 
1.37m Sep. on NOT NOT 2@3.70m 

SIDE south side AVAILABLE AVAILABLE 

2.0mEACH 
WldthVartes 

20.12m 4@3.35m 0 from 1.22m to 1,530 2,340 2@3.70m 
SIDE 3.35m 

2.0mEACH 
Width Vartes 

20.12m 4@3.35m 0 from 1.22m to 1,200 1,740 2@3.70m 
SIDE 3.35m 

2.0mEACH 
1 @4.14m Width Vartes 

NOT NOT 
SIDE 

20.12m (Ona-way 2@2.5m from 1.22m to 
AVAILABLE AVAILABLE 

2@3.70m 
westbound) 3.35m 

2.0mEACH 
WldthVartes 

NOT NOT 20.12m 2@4.21m 2@2.5m from 1.22m to 2@3.70m 
SIDE AVAILABLE AVAILABLE 3.35m 

2.0mEACH 
1 @4.14m 1.83mSeparate NOT NOT 20.12m (Ona-way 2@2.5m 2@3.70m 

SIDE eastbound) 
(Both sides) AVAILABLE AVAILABLE 

2.0mEACH 20.12m 2@2.84m 2@2.5m 1.22m Separate NOT NOT 2@3.70m 
(Both sides) AVAILABLE AVAILABLE SIDE 

NONE 20.00m 4 @3.38m 0 0 NOT NOT 2@3.70m 
AVAILABLE AVAILABLE 

2.0mEACH 
WldthVartes 

NOT NOT 
20.12m 2@4.21m 2@2.5m from 1.22m to 2@3.70m 

SIDE 3.35m AVAILABLE AVAILABLE 

FUTURE 
FUTURE ON-STREET 

MAXIMUM 
FUTURE MINIMUM/ 

PARKING OR 
SIDEWALK RIN RECOM"D 

TURNING 
WIDTH WIDTH WIDENING 

LANES 

1 @1.50m& NONE 
1 @2.50M 

20.12m NONE 

2@2.75m 2@1.50m 20.12m NONE 

2@3.70m 1@1.50m& 20.12m NONE 
1@2.50M 

2@3.70m 2@3.35m 22.00m 1.8814.26 

2@3.70m 2@3.35m 22.00m 1.8814.26 

2@2.75m 2@3.35m 20.12m NONE 

2@2.75m 2@3.35m 20.12m NONE 

2@2.75m 2@3.35m 20.12m 

~ 2@2.75m 2@3.35m 20.12m E 

2@2.75m 2@3.35m 20.12m NONE 

2@2.75m 2@3.35m 20.12m NONE 
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51 STREET - GAETZ AVE. to 49 7. a. AVE. 

b. 51 STREET - 49 AVE. to 48 AVE. 

ROSS (50) STREET - 51 AVE. lo 
45 AVE. (DOWNTOWN - ONE 

8. a. WAY WESTBOUND) 

ROSS (50) STREET - 45 AVE. lo 

b. 35 AVE. (MICHENER CENTRE 
ACCESS ROAD) (DMDED 
SECTION) 

49 STREET - 52 AVE. to 45 AVE. 
(DOWNTOWN - ONE WAY 

9. EASTBOUND) 

10. 48 STREET - 52 AVE. lo 48 AVE. 

THE CITY OF RED DEER - ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT 

ROADWAY WIDENING REQUIREMENTS 
PEAK HOUR TRAFFIC 

FUTURE 
CURRENT EXISTNGRM/ EXISTING No.OF EXISTING @115,000 FUTURE ON-STREET 
SETBACKS No.OF PARKING SIDEWALK 1993 l'l.IMBEROF PARKING OR 
(WIDENING) WIDTH LANES LANES WIDTH POPULATION THRULANES TURNING 

LANES 

2.0mEACH 2@3.50m 1 @6.41m NOT NOT 
SIDE 

20.12m (On•way (angle 2@3.35m AVAILABLE AVAILABLE 2@3.70m 2@2.75m 
eastbound) parking) 

2.0mEACH Width Varies NOT NOT 
SIDE 

20.12m 2@3.90m 2@2.5m from 1.22m to 
AVAILABLE AVAILABLE 2@3.70m 2@2.75m 

3.35m 

The IMC Transportation Study (page 6.14) stales the foffowlng: "Our 
analysls Indicates that the couplet system should be Implemented In 
onjunctlon with the Taylor Bridge widening and development of the 

Major Continuous Corridor. Both Ross street (Westbound) and 49 Street 
eastbound) wlll require 3 travel lmies with turning lanes at the 

NONE 30.34M approaches lo each major Intersection along this corrlder. 2@3.70m 2@3.70m 

Based on the projected tral'l'lc volumes rl 1140 vehicles per hour, lhe 
~nglneertng Department feels that 2 lhrough lanes mid 2 turning lanes 
lere adequate. 

rt°h• IMC Transportation study (page 6.14) stales the foRowlng: • WHh the 
1mplementallon of the couplet system and the connection of Ross Street 
lo Taylor Drive, Improvements wlll be required • particularly In the vicinity 4 LANE DMDED - 4@ 

VARIES VARIES ~ 40 Avenue to accommodate projected volumes. The recommended 3. 70m AND A 3.5m left tum 
mprovements Include the construction rl each approach r:A Iha bay at Intersections 
ntersectlon of 40 Avenue.IR.oss Street lo a !Ive-lane cross-section. which 
ncludes a left-tum bay and two through lanes In each direction.• 

The IMC Transportation Study (page 6.14) states the followlng: "Our 
analysis Indicates that the couplet system should be Implemented In 
onjunctlon with the Taylor Bridge widening and development of the 

Major Continuous Corridor. Both Ross street (westbound) and 49 Street 
,eastbound) wtll require 3 travel lanes with turning lanes al the 

2.0mEACH approaches to each major Intersection along this corrlder.• 
SIDE 20.12m 2@3.iOm 2@3.70m 

Based on the projected tral'l'lc volumes rl 1610 vehicles per hour, the 
Engineering Department feels that 2 lhrough lanes and 2 lumlng lanes 
are adequate. 

2.0mEACH 
Width Varies NOT NOT 

SIDE 20.12m 2 @4.21m 2@2.5m from 1.22m to AVAILABLE AVAILABLE 203.70m 2@2.75m 
3.35m 

FUTURE 
MAXIMUM 

FUTURE MINIMUM/ 
RMI RECOM"D SIDEWALK WIDTH WIDENING WIDTH 

2@3.35m 20.12m NONE 

2@3.35m 20.12m NONE 

2@3.35m 30.34M NONE 

102.5om & 30.34m 10.oom 1 @1.50m 

I 
2@3.35m 22.som 2.3814.261 

2@3.35m 20.12m NONE 
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11. 47 STREET - 52 AVE.. to 48 AVE.. 

12. 46 STREET - 51 AVE.. to 48 AVE. 

13. 45 STREET- TAYLOR DR. lo 48 
AVE. 

14. 43 STREET- 54 AVE.. to 48 AVE. 

15. 64 AVENUE - 67 ST. lo NORTH 
CITY LIMITS (HIGt-MIAY 11A) 

16. 60 AVENUE - 43 ST. to SOUTH 
CITYLIMlTS (32 STREET) 

17. a. 59 AVENUE - NORTH OF 
GORDON ST. to 76 ST. 

b. 59 AVENUE - GRANT ST. to 
NORTH OF GORDON ST. 

59 AVENUE - 70A ST. to GRANT c. 
ST. 

THE CITY OF RED DEER - ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT 

ROADWAYWIDENING REQUIREMENTS 
PEAK HOUR TRAFFIC 

CURRENT 
EXISTING RNJ 

EXISTING No.OF EXISTING 
• 115,000 

FUTURE 
SETBACKS 

WIDTH 
No.OF PARKING SIDEWALK 1993 

POPULATION NUMBER OF 
(WIDENING) LANES LANES WDTH THRULANES 

2.0mEACH Width Varies NOT NOT 20.12m 2 @4.21m 2@2.5m from 1.22m to 2@3.70m 
SIDE 3.35m AVAILABLE AVAILABLE 

2.0mEACH 20.12m VARIES 2@2.5m 1.22m Separate NOT NOT 2 @3.70m SIDE (Both sides) AVAILABLE AVAILABLE 

!The IMC Transportation study (page 6.14) states the following:• A 
2.0m EACH 20.12m rour-lane undMded cross-section Is considered sutnclent between 49 2 @3.70m 

SIDE Avenue and 54 Avenue with channellzatlon el the Major Continuous 
Corridor Intersection. 

!The IMC Transportation study (page 6.13) stales the following: •With 
construction of the Major Continuous Corridor, 43 street wlll be 

2.0mEACH 20.12m niconnected IS a four-lane undMded roadway across the abandoned 4@3.70m 
SIDE ~PR RNJ . .... It ls recommended that the section of 43 st. between 48 

~ve. and 49 Ave. be reconstructed IS 1 four-lane roadway. The need for 
ratllc Ughls II the Intersection of 43 st. / 48 Ave. should be monlered. • 

FUTURE 
FUTURE ON-STREET 

MAXIMUM FUTURE 
PARKING OR 

SIDEWALK RNJ 
TURNING WIDTH 

LANES WIDTH 

2@2.75m 2@3.35m 20.12m 

2@2.75m 2@3.35m 20.12m 

2@3.70m 2@3.35m 22.00m 

NONE 2@3.35m 22.00m 

11.0m EACH 20.12m Remainder of 64 Avenue RNJ to be obtelned through subdMslon when 114 section Hsi and west of 64 Avenue ere developed. 
SIDE 

11.0m EACH 20.12m ~emalnder of 60 Avenue RNJ to be obtained through subdMston when 114 section west of 60 Avenue Is developed. 
SIDE 

~,.m._ SDE,4.0m 20.12m 2@2.99m 2@2.50m 11.50 Monolithic NOT NOT 2@3.70m 2@2.75m 1 @2.50m & 20.12m OUTtWJEST Hsi side AVAILABLE AVAILABLE 1@1.50m 
SIDE 

6.0mEAST 
SDE,4.0m 20.12m 2@2.99m 2@2.5m 11.50 Monolithic NOT NOT 2@3.70m 2@2.75m 1@2.50m& 20.12m ISOUTtWJEST both sides AVAILABLE AVAILABLE 1@1.50m 

SIDE 

6.0mEAST 
SDE,4.0m 30.48M 2@2.99m 2@2.5m 11.50 MonolHhlc NOT NOT 2@3.70m 2@2.75m 102.som& 30.48m ISOUTtWJEST both sides AVAILABLE AVAILABLE 1@1.50m 

SIDE 

MINIMUM/ 
RECOM"D 
WIDENING 

NONE 

NONE 

1.88/4.26m 

1.88/4.26m 

NONE 

NONE 

NONE 

NONE 

NONE 
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d. 59 AVENUE - 67A ST. to 70A ST. 

e. 59 AVENUE- 67 ST. to 67A ST. 

f. 59 AVENUE-HOLT ST. lo 67 ST. 

g. 59 AVENUE - 63 ST. to HOLT ST. 

h. 59 AVENUE- 54 AVE./60 ST. INT. 
lo 63 ST. 

18. (OLD HIGHWAY) - 54 AVE. lo 
NORTH CITY LIMITS 

19. 52 AVENUE - 49 ST. lo 45 ST. 

20. 51 AVENUE - 52 ST. to 45 ST. 

THE CITY OF RED DEER - ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT 

ROADWAY WIDENING REQUIREMENTS 
PEAK HOUR TRAFFIC 

CURRENT 
EXISTNG R/W 

EXISTING No.OF EXISTING 
@115,000 

FUTURE 
SETBACKS No.OF PARKING SIDEWALK 1993 NUMBER OF 
(WIDENING) WIDTH LANES LANES WIDTH POPULATION THRULANES 

6.0mEAST 
SDE,4.0m 30.48m 2@2.99m 2@2.5m ~ .50 MonolHhlc NOT NOT 2@3.70m 

SOUTH/WEST east side AVAILABLE AVAILABLE 
SIDE 

6.0mEAST 
SDE,4.0m 30.48 3@3.66M 0 1.50 MonolHhlc 780 NOT 2@3.70m 

[SOUTH/WEST east side AVAILABLE 
SIDE 

6.0mEAST 
SDE,4.0m 30.48 3@3.66M 0 670 1010 2@3.70m 

[SOUTH/WEST 
SIDE 

6.0mEAST 
SDE,4.0m Width Varies 2@2.99m 2@2.5m 1.50 MonolHhlc NOT 1010 2@3.70m 

SOUTH/WEST -st side AVAILABLE 
SIDE 

6.0mEAST 
SDE,4.0m 30.48m 2@5.49m 0 1.50 MonolHhlc NOT 1310 2@3.70m 

SOUTH/WEST east side AVAILABLE 
SIDE 

4.0mSOUTH 20.12m Dupllcetlon of ftem 17 - Rlvervl- (59) Avenue 
SIDE 

2.0mEACH 
1.50m 

NOT NOT 20.12m 2@4.21m 2@2.50m Monolllhlc east 2@3.70m 
SIDE st de AVAILABLE AVAILABLE 

152 SI. lo Ross SI. - 3 lhru 
ants end 2 turning lanes; 

2.0mEACH 
Ross SI. lo 47 SI. - 2 lhru 

SIDE 
30.48m lanes, 2 turning lanes & 2 2@3.35m 1380 2070 3@3.70m 

perking lanes; &47 SI. to 
145 SI. - 2 lhru lanes & 2 
urning lanes 

FUTURE 
FUTURE ON-STREET 

MAXIMUM 
FUTURE MINIMUM/ 

PARKING OR R/W RECOM"D 
TURNING SIDEWALK WIDTH WIDENING 

LANES WIDTH 

2@2.75m 1 @2.50m& 30.48m NONE 
1@1.50m 

1 @3.70m 2@1.5m 30.48m NONE 

1 @3.70m 2@ 1.5m 30.48m NONE 

2@2.75m 1 @2.50m& 20.12m NONE 
1@1.50m 

2@1.8m 1 @2.50m& 30.48m NONE 
(Shoulders) 1 @1.50m 

NONE 

1 @3.35m& 2@3.70m 20.12m NONE 1@1.50m 

2@3.70m 2@3.35m 30.48m NONE 
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GAETZ AVENUE· 58 ST. lo 61 21. II. 
ST. 

GAETZ AVENUE· RED DEER b. 
RIVER lo 55 ST. 

c. GAETZ AVENUE • 55 ST. lo 52 
ST. 

GAETZ AVENUE • 52 ST. lo 4 7 
d. ST. (GAETZ AVENUE PARKING 

MALL) 

GAETZ AVENUE • 4 7 ST. lo 46 
e. ST. (GAETZ AVENUE PARKING 

MALL) 

GAETZ AVENUE • 45 ST. lo 43 f, 
ST. 

22. a. 49 AVENUE - RED DEER RIVER 
to 55 ST. 

b. 49 AVENUE - 55 ST. to 43 ST. 

23. 48 AVENUE - 55 ST. to 43 ST. 

24. 47 AVENUE· 55 ST. lo44 ST. 

THE CITY OF RED DEER - ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT 

ROADWAY WIDENING REQUIREMENTS 
PEAK HOUR TRAFFIC 

CURRENT 
EXISTING RNJ EXISTING No.OF EXISTING 

0115,000 
FUTURE 

SETBACKS No.OF PARKING SIDEWALK 1993 NUMBER OF 
(WIDENING) WIDTH LANES LANES WDTH POPULATION THRULANES 

4.0mWEST 
3 lhru lanes 

NOT 
SIDE 

WldlhVerles & 21umlng NONE 1 @1.52m 
AVAILABLE 

2500 3@3.70m 
lanes 

2.0mEACH 
2 lhru lanes 

1 @3.35m & 1 Width Varies &2tumlng NONE 2200 2810 3 @3.70m 
SIDE lanes O 1.22m 

2.0mEACH 20.12m 3 Thru lanes 2@3.00m 1@3.35m&1 1530 1700 3@3.70m 
SIDE @1.22m 

2.0mEACH 
Varies· 

Angle end NOT NOT 
20.12m One-way 2@3.35m VARIES 

SIDE southbound Parking AVAILABLE AVAILABLE 

24.38m (Note: 

2.0mEACH 
0.35m City sidewalk Varies-

Angle end NOT NOT 
SIDE 

localed on setback One-way 
Parking 

2@3.35m 
AVAILABLE AVAILABLE 

VARIES 
area. bul !Ille not southbound 

transferred lo City. 

24.38m (Note: 

2.0m EACH 
0.35m City sldewalk 2 Thru lanes 

NOT 
SIDE 

localed on setback &2tum 1 @3.00m 2 @3.35m 
AVAILABLE 

1970 3 @3.50m 
area, but !Ille not lanes 

transferred to City. 

2.0mEACH Width Varies 3@4.10m 0 1 @2.50m 1680 2980 3 @3.70m 
SIDE 

2.0mEACH 
2 Thru lanes WldlhVerles 

20.12m &21um 0 from 1.22m to 1600 2150 3@3.70m 
SIDE lanes 3.35m 

2.0mEACH 
Width Varies 

NOT 
SIDE 

20.12m 2@4.82m 2@2.50m from 1.22m to 
AVAILABLE 

1600 2@3.70m 
3.35m 

2.0m EACH 
Width Varies 

NOT NOT 
SIDE 

20.12m 2@4.21m 2@2.50m from 1.22m to 
AVAILABLE AVAILABLE 

2 @3.70m 
3.35m 

FUTURE 
FUTURE ON-STREET 

MAXIMUM 
FUTURE MINIMUM/ 

PARKING OR RNJ RECOM"D 
TURNING SIDEWALK 

WIDTH VVIDENING 
LANES WIDTH 

2@3.70m 1 @1.50m 20.12m NONE 

1 @3.35m& 2@3.70m 24.38m 4.26m 
1 @1.50m 

2@3.70m 1 @3.35m& 24.38m 4.26m 
1 @1.50m 

Angle parking 
on one side 
end parallel 2@3.35m 20.12m NONE 
parking on 
one side 

Angle parking 
on one side 
end parallel 2@3.35m 24.38m NONE 
perking on 
one side 

2@3.50m 2@3.00m 24.38m NONE 

NONE 1 @3.35m 20.12m NONE 

2@3.70m 2@3.00m 24.38m 4.26m 

2@3.70m 2@3.35m 22.00m 1.88/4.26m 

2@2.75m 2@3.35m 20.12m NONE 
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25 .•. 40 AVENUE - 39 ST. to 44 ST. 
(EAST SIDE) 

b. 
40 AVENUE - 44 ST. lo 52 ST. 
(EAST SIDE) 

40 AVENUE - LANE SOUTH OF 
c. 47 ST. to 

52 ST. (WEST SIDE) 

26 .•. KERRY WOOD DRIVE - 59 ST. to 
57ST. 

KERRY WOOD DRIVE - 57 AVE. 
b. to West bol.l"ldery of Bite. K. Plan 

1314 HW 

RIVERSIDE DRIVE (40 AVENUE) 
27. - 67 ST. to NORTH CITY LIMITS 

(NORTl-LAND DRIVE) 

THE CITY OF RED DEER - ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT 

ROADWAY WIDENING REQUIREMENTS 
PEAK HOUR TRAFFIC 

FUTURE 
CURRENT 

EXISTNG RIN EXISTING No.OF EXISTING 
0115,000 

FUTURE ON-STREET 
SETBACKS 

WIDTH 
No.OF PARKING SIDEWALK 1993 

POPULATION 
NUMBER OF PARKING OR 

(WlDENNG) LANES LANES WIDTH THRULANES TURNING 
LANES 

6.0mEACH 20.12m 4@3.35m 0 
NOT 2040 4LANEDMOED 

SIDE AVAILABLE 

6.0mEAST 20.12m 4@3.35m 0 
NOT 2040 4LANEDMDED 

SIDE AVAILABLE 

1.5mWEST NOT 
20.12m 4@3.35m 0 2040 4LANEDMDED 

SIDE AVAILABLE 

5.0m EACH 20.12m 4@3.35m 0 2@1.52m NOT NOT 2@3.70m 2@2.75m 
SIDE AVAILABLE AVAILABLE 

2.3mEACH NOT NOT 
20.12m 4@3.35m 0 201.52m 2@3.70m 2@2.75m 

SIDE AVAILABLE AVAILABLE 

10.0m EACH 
SIDE 

30.48m & 25.30m Addlllonel right-of-way from 77 street North to be equlred when the roadway design Is ftnellzed. 

FUTURE 
MAXIMUM 

FUTl..RE MINIMUM/ 

SIDEWALK RIN RECOM"D 
WIDTH WIDENING 

WIDTH 

1 @2.50m& 30.48m 10.00m 
1@1.50m 

1 @2.50m & 30.48m 10.00m 
1@1.50m 

1 @2.50m & 30.48m 10.00m 
1 @1.50m 

1 @2.50m & 20.12m NONE 
1@1.50m 

1 @2.50rn& 20.12m NONE 
1 @1.50m 

NONE 



May 8, 1995 

Lesand Realty Corporation 
Parkland Mall 
Red Deer, Alberta 

Attention: Ms. Heather McKinnon 

Dear Madam: 

070-099 
660-065 

(~1•hr1 :it'if'r"I tl'l r'1"·,, ('-1·11nr>~ ... '·"I, l' I j. ~ \,J \.. ' L '! >,,) · ...... : • i.,,,li' 

r\ .-. I· 

: J,:,• ..... 

RE: PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO THE SETBACK BY-LAW 
4010 - ROSS STREET 
LOTS 21 AND 22, BLOCK 3, PLAN 4516 A.C. 

We have reviewed the letter addressed to the City from Mrs. Jean M. Smith and would 
like to respond to its content. 

Presently the existing Setback By-law shows a setback requirement of 4.3 m for the 
above named lots. This is the distance measured 4.3 m north of the your south property 
line which borders Ross Street. The proposed By-law will also require a setback of 4.3 
m for this property, and therefore, nothing is changing from the existing By-law. When 
the City needs to widen Ross Street, we will approach the owner to negotiate a purchase 
of the land within the setback area. Price will be based on market value at the time of 
negotiation. There are no current plans to improve this section of Ross Street, but as the 
City continues to grow it is only a matter of time until traffic delays become a concern and 
the citizens demand improvements. This roadway is as key arterial linkage between the 
downtown and the east hill residential area. It also is a direct linkage with Highway 11 
east of the City. 

We appreciate hearing from you, and if you have further questions please feel free to 
contact the undersigned at 342-8158. 

Yours truly, 

~
) {' ~·· 

~ 
\ "'. ~~ v·~ .. --\ ~ ,/ "' . ..._., ./ 

,J'J..Jv-· 

Brian John o , C.E.T. 
Customer vice Administrator 

BDJ/cm 

c.c. City Clerk 



ATTEN~~otJ31v~::;:>&·l.8&- 1 ~~~£~1foij~~v:(;i~ND KEAL'l'Y FAX # (403) 342-102a'· .L 

Re"ath4r I here Is the: memo for the City - thanks. r·~-
' Subrn\1.1.ed tu c:·:y Cow~cit 

TO "WH~M IT MA.Y CONCERN ... CITY OF RED DEER, ALBERTA. CANADA 

RE- ANNEXING OF LAND - 4010 ROSS S'l'REET. RED nEEil:tc . .,.. .. -.. ---------~-~---
: 

NO,NOfNO to ANY anne~at1on of the a~: preperty. The approx1ma1ta appropriat1~n 
AMOUN s TO:'. 2SO PLUSiSOUAR.E FEET rrem the FRONTAGE. 

The C~ty al~eady confiscated land to aocclllllodate a FOUR LANE HIGHWAY and a 
sidew~k~· · 

The p·dpula t1on and # of vehicles 1n Red Deer DOES NOT WABBANT A. SIX LANE HWY 
ESPEC:JlALLY IN A RESIDENTIAL ARJ::A - and WHICH AREA the City ADVISED.Ml!! that 
it WANTS TO KEEP IT_ RESIDENTIAL and~ THE DOWNTOWN AREA FOB BUSINESS. 

. , . 
A BUS STOP was erected outside m.y property WITH NO NOTIFICATION ~ram the City -. 
anothe~ 1ntr1nge.ment. Gf ·my rights. N.•t even a garbage container was previded 
so th~ slobs that discard their garbage in my hedges and front yard could use lt. 

An~th-r infringement.of my rights ~you· erected a NO PARKING sign eutside •Y . 
front ,vard advising I COULDN'T PARK THERE - AGAIN no notif1cat1en from the e1ty·. 

It wou).d appear the City er Red Deer has NO REGARD tor· people's r1ghta. 

Is' TD C1 ty•: s prepeaal to BUILD A TUNNEL"..:: UNDER MY FRONT ~RCH SO TBAPPIC 
CAN Go) THROUGH? 

THERE MuST BE PLANNING REGULATIONS DEJIIANDING bu1ld1ngs be set back a certain 
f cotag~ frem the road - annexing any land fr~m the front of 4010 Ross Street 
weuld be in contravent1~n of the laws. 

There HOULD BE NO RESALE VALUE FOR THIS PROPERTY - WHO, 1n City Hall, will.re­
imburse ror the FIFTY to SEVENTY FIVE. PERCENT REDUCTION IN PROPERTY VALUE? 

The Bu~· stop Sign and NO PARKING SIGN weuld be SI~ING INSIDE MY JiOUSEJI 

Why would Red Deer City.~ the f1nanc1al burden to tu payers for the cen­
structton of a SIX LANE HIGHWAY en Ross Street, when the ORIGINAL PLAN was to 
MAKE :acas STREET A ONE WAY ••• AT NO COST TO RESIDENTS ??? . 

4010 R~ss Street was :BUILT CIRCA 1902 b7 a Bed Deer Select:man and is CONSIDERED: 
(and L~STED in Red Deer''• book) A RED DEER HZSTOB.ICAL LANDMARK •••. ~y major 
road work WILL UNDERMINE this structure and cause major prebleas. Will the 
City UIJDERTAKE the COST OF ANY SUCH DAMAGE? 

When a•ss Street was ll&de into a FOUB LANE ~1ghway - why d1d the City not 
EBECT 4 NOISE and DIRT BARBIER to protect the residents• pr~perty? you now 
want a!SIX .LANE highway - IS IT THE INi1ENTION OF THE CITY TO NOW ERECT SUCH 
A BARR~ER? 

I would hope that whomever 1s responsible.for this suggestion (in City Hall) 
takes & clcser look at what is entailed (the WHOLE picture} and abandons this 

I . 
prepos~l. 

Again. INO. NO. NO te any annexation at 4010 ~•ss Street. 

Jean M. Smith May 1st, 1995 

o~~~--



May 8, 1995 

A. Roy Porkka Leasing Ltd. 
5 Savoy Crescent 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N OC9 

Dear Sir: 

RE: PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO THE SETBACK BY-LAW 
3807 - 50 STREET 
LOTS 37 - 40, BLOCK 37, PLAN 5555 A.F. 

070-099 
660-065 

We have reviewed your letter that was addressed to the City Clerk and would like to 
respond to its content. 

Presently the existing Setback By-law shows a setback requirement of 2. 7 m for the 
above named lots. This is the distance measured 2. 7 m south of your north property line 
which borders Ross Street. The proposed By-law will replace the 2. 7 m setback with a 
3.91 m setback, an increase of 1.21 m. When the City needs to widen Ross Street, we 
will approach you to negotiate a purchase of the land within the setback area. Price will 
be based on market value at the time of negotiation. There are no current plans to 
improve this section of Ross Street, but as the City continues to grow it is only a matter 
of time until traffic delays become a concern and the citizens demand improvements. 
This roadway is a key arterial linkage between the downtown and the east hill residential 
area. It also is a direct linkage with Provincial Highway 11 east of the City. 

We appreciate hearing from you, and if you have any further questions please feel free 
to contact the undersigned at 342-8158. 

Yours truly, 

~i ~--\ _,o 
~),)\}\S:R.,,...._ I ~. \ \, ~~•-:) l, '"""' 

Brian Joh n, C.E.T. 
Customer Service Administrator 

~--

(_:~ City Clerk -----~ _________ __; 



City of Red Deer, 
P. 0. Box 5008, 
Red Deer, AB. 
T4N 3T4 

Attention: City Clerk 

Dear Sirs: 

5 Savoy Crescent, 
Red Deer, AB. T4N OC9 

Phone: 346-3826 

RE: Proposed Land Use By-Lay 2672 K-95 - Hearing May 8, 1995. 

We own property located at the corner of Ross St. and 38th Ave. (Lot 
37 - 40, Blk. 37, Plan 555:> AF). 

We object to the amendrrent of the by-law or any taking of additional 
land for roadway expansion. We need all of the existing property to 
accanodate parking and customer traffic. Any diminishing of the property 
size would seriously affect the viability of the existing building 
as a business site resulting in a substantial claim, not only for 
property taken, but also for injurious affection of the whole of the 
property and the businesses located there. 

I cannot appear on May 8, 1995 as I will be out of town but please 
regard this letter as an official objection. 

Yours truly, 

A.RoyP~ 

A.Roy~~-#· 



May 12, 1995 

Colonels Chicken Ranch 
Sherwood Park Ltd. 
202, 10715 - 125 Street 
Edmonton, Alberta 
T5M OH2 

Attention: Mr. J.D. Fahlman 

RE: THE CITY OF RED DEER SETBACK BY-LAW AMENDMENT 
4732 - 54 STREET, RED DEER 
LOTS 22 TO 24, BLOCK 33, PLAN 1992 E.T. 

060-099 
660-065 

The newly passed By-law Amendment 2672/K-95 will have no affect on the above noted 
property. 

Your truly, 

BDJ/cm 

c.c. City Clerk 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

May 9, 1995 

Principal Planner 

City Clerk 

LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT 2672/K-95 SETBACKS -
DOWNTOWN ROAD RIGHT-OF-WAY WIDENING 

FILE 

At the Council Meeting of May 8, 1995, a Publi,c Hearing was held with regard to the above noted 
Land Use Bylaw Amendment. Following the Public Hearing, the motion as set out hereunder was 
passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer hereby agrees to amend 
Bylaw 2672\K-95 by replacing the words and numbers 'Section 4.4.1' and 
'Section 4.4.2' where they appear in said Bylaw, and substituting therefor the 
words and numbers 'Section 4.4.1 (1 )'and 'Section 4.4.1 (2)' respectively." 

Following passage of the above motion, said Bylaw was given second and third reading, a copy of 
which is attached hereto. 

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/K-95 provides for amendments to the Land Use Bylaw with 
respect to setbacks on some of the streets in the downtown area as outlined in the Road Right-Of­
Way Widening Report dated September 20, 1994. 

Please provide this office with the revised Land Use Bylaw pages for circulation and inclusion in the 
consolidated copy of the Land Use Bylaw. 

/1!14 ~1 KELL.{ KLOSS, 
City Clerk 

KK/fm 

Enclosure 

cc. Director of Development Services 
Director of Community Services 
Land and Economic Development Manager 
Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
E.L.&P. Manager 
Fire Chief 
City Assessor 
Council and Committee Secretary, S. Ladwig 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

PARKLAND 
COMMUNITY 
PLANNING 
SERVICES 

May 1, 1995 

City Council 

21 
REPORTS 

Frank Wong, Planning Assistant 

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/0-95 
Part of the S.E. 114 10-38-27-4 
Anders East - Phases 3B and 5 
Anders East Developments Ltd. 

Suite 500, 4808 Ross Street 
IRed Deer, Alberta T4N 1X5 

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

Enclosed is a proposed land use bylaw amendment pertaining to the southern portion of Anders 
East and containing 3.723 ha (9.2 ac.) in two parts. 

Anders East Development Ltd. is proposing to develop Phase 38 of the above subdivision 
consisting of 12 single family lots, 8 (16 units) of semi-detached lots, 1 municipal reserve lot, 
and 1 public utility lot. They also wish to develop Phase 5 which consists of a 1.383 ha (3.4 ac.) 
multiple family lot and 2 municipal reserve lots. 

Phase 5 complies with the approved outline plan for the area. Phase 38, however, would require 
the outline plan to be amended as it included additional semi-detached lots which was not part of 
the approved outline plan. Planning staff will be holding a public meeting with area residents to 
explain the proposed changes and to get their input prior to the public hearing of the above bylaw 
amendment. 

Planning staff recommend that City Council proceed with first reading of the proposed 
amendment. 

~~~/ 

Frank.Wong? 
Planning Assistant 

Enclosure 

COMMENTS: 

We concur with the recornnendation of the 
Parklan:i Community Planning Services. 

"G. SURKAN" 
Mayor 

"M.C. DAY" 
City Manager 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

May9, 1995 

Principal Planner 

City Clerk 

Fl .lJ. E ·L·. 
. . 

RE: LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENTS 2672/N-95 AND 2672/0-95 

At the Council meeting of May 8, 1995, first reading was given to the above noted Land 
Use Bylaw Amendments, copies of which are attached hereto. 

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/N-95 provides for the property described as 5311 - 44 
Avenue ( Lot 21, Block F, Plan K9) to be a land use exception added to Section 4.13.1 of 
the Land Use Bylaw, in order to permit two basement suites to be located in the dwelling. 

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 267210-95 provides for the rezoning of a portion of Anders 
East, part of S.E. 114 10-38-27-4, to allow for 12 single family lots, 8 (16 units) of semi­
detached lots, 1 municipal reserve lot, and 1 public utility lot in Phase 3B, and a 1.383 
hectare (3.4 acre) multi-family lot and 2 municipal reserve lots iin Phase 5. 

This office will now proceed with preparation of advertising for a Public Hearing to be held 
in the Council Chambers of City Hall on Monday, June 5, 1995, commencing at 7:00 p.m., 
or as soon thereafter as Council may determine. 

I trust you will find this satisfactory. 

ELLY~ 
City Clerk 

KK/fm 

Enclosures 

cc. Director of Development Services 
Director of Community Services 
Recreation, Parks and Culture Manager 
City Assessor 
Fire Chief 
E. L. &P. Manager 
Land and Economic Development Manager 
Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
Council and Committee Secretary, S. Ladwig 
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NO. 2 

DATE: May 2, 1995 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: Director of Corporate Services 

RE: REVISED 1995/96 BUDGET RESOLUTION 

Attached are revised 1995/96 budget figures amended for: 

• Actual requisitions received 

• Inclusion of a portion of the 1994 surplus funds approved by 
Council to be brought forward to 1995. 

Requested Action 

Council approval of the revised budget figures by resolution prior to consideration of the 
Mill Rate Bylaw. 

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

AW/jt 

Att. 

f:\d\t\o\alan\95bud\revised.res 

CCMMENTS: 

We concur with the reocnmendation of the Director of Corporate Services. 

"G. SURKAI\J" 
Mayor 

"M.C. DAY'" 

Citv Manaqer 



FUNCTION 
u"'t--:RATING BllDC::FTS: 

Assessment & Tax 
Elected Officials & City Clerk 
Mayor & City Commissioner 
City Hall Operation 
Community Services Administration 
Community Services General 
Computer Services 
Electric, Light & Power 

· Engineering Services 
1 Engineering Services Directorate 

Financial Services Directorate 
Fire & Ambulance Services 
General City Operations 
Land & Economic Development 
Parking Fund 
Parks 
Personnel 
Police 

1 Protective Inspections 
Public Works 
Recreation & Culture 
Social Planning 
Transit 
Treasury Services 

TOTAL OPERATING BUDGETS 
MAJOR CAPITAL BUDGET 

THE CITY OF RED DEER 
1995 & 1996 OPERATING AND MAJOR CAPITAL BUDGETS 

AS OF MAY 8, 1995 

1995 BUDGET 1996 BUDGET 
TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL 

EXPENDITURE REVENUE NET EXPENDITURE REVENUE 

I $666,397 $101,713 $564,684 $665,784 $101, 100 
904,410 192,216 712, 194 773,614 62,220 
406,750 6,108 400,642 404,088 3,100 
657,739 38,795 618,944 621,238 12,294 
231,957 231,957 0 231,279 231,279 

2,166,043 235,169 1,930,874 2,136,565 204,493 
1,006,058 361,079 644,979 1,003,553 361,076 

41,369,402 40,375,440 993,962 42,122,310 41,130,610 

I 
1,462,069 617,574 844,495 1,461,427 608,642 

179,6351 179,6351 0 181,0521 181,052 
146,799 146,799 0 146,825 146,825 

6,615,372 724,679 5,890,693 6,595,717 728,672 
27,049,879 63,162,545 (36, 112,666 24,904,392 61,072,542 

8,968,825 7,168,376 1,800,449 6,743,732 4,940,360 
686,123 686,123 0 663,968 663,968 

2,879,671 417,622 2,462,049 2,899,588 387,413 
596,865 58,493 538,372 587,470 53,060 

7,383, 184 924,918 6,458,266 7,376,811 902,434 
I 834,477 809,909 24,568 840,597 812,600 

31,317,723 25,254,306 6,063,417 31,297,033 25, 171,210 
4,214,595 1,639,100 2,575,495 4,246,795 1,685,965 
2,489,228 1,356,629 1,132,599 2,396,818 1,245,338 
2,795,504 1,512,933 1,282,571 2,922,627 1,636, 104 
2,355,537 1, 182, 124 1,173,413 2,299,641 1,180,567 

$147,384,242 $147,384,242 ($0 $143,522,924 $143,522,924 
22,244,000 22,244,000 0 9,394,000 9,394,000 

TOTAL OPERATING AND CAPITAL BUDGET!: $169.628 242 $169.628 242 ($0 $152.916.924 $152 916 924 

95-05-02MILL95.WK4 

NET 

$564,684 
711,394 
400,988 
608,944 

0 
1,932,072 

642,477 
991,700 
852,785 

ol 
0 

5,867,045 
(36, 168, 150 

1,803,372 
0 

2,512,175 
534,410 

6,474,377 
27,997 

6,125,823 
2,560,830 
1,151,480 
1,286,523 
1,119,074 

$0 
0 

$0 

I'.) 
w 



DATE: May9, 1995 

TO: Director of Corporate Services 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: REVISED 1995/96 BUDGET RESOLUTION 

At the Council meeting of May 8, 1995, consideration was given to your report dated May 2, 1995 
concerning the above topic, and at which meeting the following resolution was passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered the 
report from the Director of Corporate Services dated May 2, 1995 re: 
Revised Budget Resolution, hereby approves the revisions as summarized 
in the above noted report to the 1995 Operating and Major Capital Budgets 
as originally presented and approved by Council on February 13, 1995, and 
as presented to Council May 8, 1995." 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information and appropriate 
action. 

KEL Y KLOSS, 
City Clerk 

KK/fm 
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COMMENTS: 

Council's direction is requested as to which option is preferred. Regardless of which 
option Council chooses, 1st reading should be given to the Bylaw to ensure adequate time 
is available for final approval of the Bylaw and the preparation and distribution of tax bills 
for the 1995 taxation year. 

Council may wish to give serious consideration to Option 2, which would have the 
impact of providing a slightly larger split in the mill rate between residential and non­
residential properties. This would improve our competitive position in respect to residential 
property taxes in comparison with other similar Alberta communities. 

"G. SURKAN" 
Mayor 

"M.C. DAY" 
City Manager 
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ITEM NO. 2 

DATE: April 30, 1996 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: Director of Corporate Services 

RE: 1996 PROPERTY TAX RATES 

The property tax rates include levies for a number of purposes of which the 
major ones are: 

• Education levies determined by the Province, and 
• Municipal levies as determined by City Council. 

The following graphs disclose how the 1995 residential and non-residential tax 
rates for Public School supporters were broken down. 

j 1995 RESIDENTIAL TAX RAT~ 

(3.1 %) Other 

(47.?''l'o) Municipal 

(49.2%) Provincial Education 

p.2 



4 

p.2 

1995 COMMERCIAUINDUSTRIAL TAX RATE 

(2.~1%) Other 

(43.6%) Mmicipal 

(54.1%) Provincial Education 

As indicated on the charts, Provincial education taxes repriesent 49.2% of the 
residential tax bill and 54.1 % of the non-residential tax bill. 

The total education requisition levied against all properties has increased by 
2.3% for 1996. The Province determines this requisition and how it will be 
recovered from different types of properties. For 1996 the increase or decrease 
in the education levies, as determined by the ProvincE~, are: 

• a 4.0% increase for residential Public School supporters 
• a 1 . 7% increase for residential Separate School supporters 
• a .7% decrease for non-residential Public and Separate School 

supporters 

In determining the 1996 tax rate for Municipal purposes, the previous separate 
levies for Planning purposes and the Piper Creek Foundation have been 
incorporated with the Municipal tax rate. As directed by Council, the municipal 
tax rate is the same as the comparable 1995 tax rate. The E~xception, of course, 
is the $800,000 reduction in the 1996 single family residential property tax rate. 

The tax rate for support of the Red Deer Public Library has been reduced to 
reflect the cancellation of the loan to the Library. 

p.3 
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p.3 

There is a small reduction reflected in the tax rates for a refund of an over 
collection in 1995 for the David Thompson Health Region. 

The following chart shows how the single family residential and non-residential 
tax rates for 1996 and 1995 compare for public school supporters: 

Education Requisition 
Municipal Purposes 
Other 

Total Tax Rate 

1996 
.007711 
.006687 
.000423 

.014821 

Residential 

1995 
.007416 
.007193 
.000466 

.015075 

o/o 
Increase 

(Decrease) 

4.0% 
(7.0%) 
(9.2%) 

(1.7%) 

Non·· Residential 
o/o 

Increase 
1996 1995 (Decrease) 

.010805 .010879 (.7%) 
.008771 .008771 0% 
.000423 .000466 (9.2%) 

.019999 .020116 {.6%) 

The changes in tax rates for multiple family properties are disclosed on the 
following table: 

Education Requisition 
Municipal Purposes 
Other 

Total Tax Rate 

1996 
.007711 
.007193 
.000423 

.015327 

Public School 
Multi-family 

o/o 
Increase 

1995 (Decrease) 

.007416 4.0% 

.007193 0% 

.000466 (9.2%) 

.015075 1.7% 

Separate School 
Multi-family 

o/o 
Increase 

1996 1995 (Decrease) 

.007543 .007416 1.7% 
.007193 .007193 0% 
.000423 .000466 {9.2%) 

.015159 .015075 .6% 

p.4 
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p.4 

An average single family residential public school supporter paying $1,508 
property taxes on $100,000 assessment in 1995, will receive a $25.40 reduction 
in 1996 for a total property tax bill of $1,482. The $25.40 reduction is the net of 
the following: 

• an increase of $29.50 in Provincial education tax~es 
• a reduction of $50.60 in Municipal taxes, and 
• a reduction of $4.30 in Red Deer Public Library and Health Region 

taxes. 

For separate school supporters the 1996 total tax rate will reduce by 2.8% for 
single family residential taxpayers and .6% for non··residential taxpayers and 
increase by .6% for multi-family properties. 

The following graphs show the breakdown of the 1996 property tax bills for single 
family residential and non-residential public school support tax payers. 

1996 RESIDENTIAL TAX RATE 

(2.9%) Other 

(45.1%) Municipal 

(52.0%) Provincial Education 

p.5 
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p.5 

1996 COMMERCIAUINDUSTRIAL TAX RATE 

(2.1 %) Otr1er 

(43.9%) Municipal 

(54.0%) R'ovincial Education 

It will be noted from the graphs the Provincial Education portion of the single 
family tax bill has increased from 49.2% in 1995 to 52.0% in 1996. The Municipal 
portion for the same tax bills has reduced from 47.7% in 1995 to 45.1 % in 1996. 

Recommendation 

Approval of the 1996 Tax Rate Bylaw No. 3168/96. 

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

c. City Assessor 
Tax Coordinator 

a\m\c/k 96 prop tax mill rates mar26 96 



DATE: May 9, 1995 

TO: Director of Corporate Services 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: 1995 MILL RATE BYLAW 3135/95 

At the Council meeting of May 8, 1995, consideration was given tC> your report dated May 
2, 1995, concerning the above topic. At this meeting, Council gave first and second 
reading only to the above noted bylaw, which reflected the inclusion of Option 2 as 
outlined in your report. 

We will be presenting this Bylaw back to Council on May 23, 1995 for consideration of third 
reading. 

/// / 

M# ,Y{:i_(v ~oss, 
City Clerk 

KK/fm 

cc. Information Technology Services Manager 



DATE: 

TO: 

May 8, 1995 

Mayor Surkan 
City Manager Day 

FROM: City Assessor 

RE: 1995 TAX YEAR MILL RATE PROPOSAL 

I would like to support Alternative #3 Mill Rate Proposal (retain non-residential tax level; 
reduce residential) for the following reasons: 

1. Non-residential property owners and/or taxpayers have the option of passing on 
the tax to the consumer. The residential taxpayer is the cine who must pay the 
extra funds and has no opportunity to "pass on" the levy. In this way, all 
consumers who support Red Deer, local or from the marketing area, contribute to 
and support the expenditures to operate and maintain the city. 

2. Our current non-residential tax levy is not prohibitive compared to other cities, in 
either property tax or business tax. 

3. We anticipate that, when the reassessment at market value is implemented 
planned for the 1996 tax year,. there will be a shift in the ratios of residential/non­
residential assessments with the non-residential portion reducing. 

If this is the case, then to maintain a reasonable comparable tax relationship to 
other municipalities and attract residents, we would almost be forced to implement 
a greater split mill rate. We currently have a minimal split of 15%, based on the 
municipal tax portion of the mill rate. In my estimation, it would make sense to 
collect the same amount of property tax dollars from the non-residential properties 
in 1995, which would reduce the tax dollars paid by residential properties. This 
would require a split mill rate in 1995 of approximately 47%, based on the 
municipal portion only, as would be realized by the mill rate proposed on Option 
3. 

4. Most other larger municipalities are utilizing a split mill rate in an effort to control 
the incidence of tax to the various types of properties in their municipalities. 

RECOMMENDATION 

That The City of Red Deer implement a split mill rate that will ~~eep us in a competitive 
situat~~~ other ,municipalities throughout Alberta, 

{x!i;A rn 
Al Knight, A.M .. A. 
City Assessor 

AK/ngl 



NO. 1 

TOWNE CENTRE 

'," "-' 

· TOWNE CENTRE /\SSOC.f:. I lN • it~3, 4901 - 48 ST • 1:ffD DEER, ALTA • T4N 6M4 ·· (4t13) 340-TOWN (8696:1 • FAX \40:~) 340-8699 • 

April 7th, 1995 
Mayor Surkan 
City of Red Deer 

Dear Mayor Surkan, 

RE: GHOSTS 

The Ghosts project is about to receive another major boost 
with the announcement that funding has been secured for the 
next two pieces in the collection. We are very excited about 
this project and it seems that the imagination of our 
community is being captured just as we had hoped it would. 

With the present 
clearly become a 
complete now exceed 
'96 10% of our goal 

planing under way, this project 
national attraction and estimates 
$1.6 million dollars. By the spring 
for the project will have been met. 

will 
to 
of 

This brings me to a serious point of concern that will 
require the City's co-operation. It has come to our 
attention, that other groups are considering the 
development of sculpture pieces. We are thrilled that this 
has occurred, and at the same time deeply concerned that 
without consistency and some uniformity, the GHOSTS concept 
will be damaged. 

As a result, we are making a simple request of the City. We 
need the City to establish a policy that all sculpture 
projects considered in the downtown area, must be developed 
through the GHOSTS program. There are some criteria that 
must be adhered to in order to ensure the public art we 
develop is supportive and not contrary to the overall plan. 
More importantly, we have now developed highly valuable 
experience and contacts in developing sculpture pieces, 
which will benefit any sponsoring group. 

We are in the process of forming the GHOSTS FOUNDATION as a 
voluntary group who undertake the permanent ongoing 
responsibilities for this project, and in the interim, our 
Association accepts 100% responsibility for the project. 

we therefore respectfully request, that the City of Red Deer 
establish a policy stating that all public sculpture art is 
to be developed and directed through the GHOSTS PROJECT. The 
agency for all contacts shall be the Towne Centre 
Association. 

(cont'd) 
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2 

Clearly, we will continue to work in close partnership with 
all City departments and any agencies involved in art 
projects in the accomplishment of what we envision will 
become a major and significant attraction for the City of 
Red Deer. 

Thank you very much for your assistance in this matter. 

Sincerely yours, 
TOWNE CENTRE ASSOCIATION 

John P.Ferguson 
General Manager. 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

April 13, 1995 

KELLY KLOSS 
City Clerk 

32 

LOWELL R. HODGSON, Director 
Community Services Division 

TOWNE CENTRE: GHOSTS PROJECT 
Your memo dated April 12, 1995 refers. 

CS-4.615 

The request of the Towne Centre Association is understandable from the perspective of having 
cionsistency with the statue program that they initiated. I am supportive of this goal. However, 
at the same time, free expression, especially in art form, is a treasured right, and I find it difficult 
for The City to dictate one expression only. Assistance might be given, however, when any 
proposal comes forward, that they be strongly encouraged to consullt and work cooperatively 
with the Towne Centre Association and this Ghosts Project. If a sculpture were to be placed 
on public property, as are the ghost statues, this could be controlled by way of approvals, either 
through a development permit or whatever other process was in place. However, if a piece of 
art was on private property, The City would have very much less control. 

Recommendation: 

That Council express support of the Towne Centre Association and the Ghosts Project, 
indicating that strong encouragement will be given to any business, group_ or .individual 
proposing to develop sculptures in the downtown to work cooperatively with this existing 
program. 

LOWELL R. HODGSON 

:dmg 
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COMMENTS: 

We can appreciate the logic in developing a coherent approach to public art in the 
downtown, particularly where that art is on public property. 

We cannot support a requirement that all public art projE~cts be subject to the 
approval of a single agency, such as the Towne Centre. Howeve~r. we can support the 
development of an approval process in which the Towne Centre can be an active 
participant with the City. 

We recommend that Council direct the Administration to develop a policy and 
approval procedure for Council's consideration. 

It should be noted that such a process will apply to art on public property only. The 
City would have no jurisdiction over art on private property, although we could certainly 
encourage private owners/developers to work cooperatively with the public art program. 

"G. SURKAN" 
Mayor 

"M.C. DAY" 
City Manager 



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

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

May 9, 1995 

Towne Centre Association 
83, 4901 - 48 Street 
Red Deer, AB 
T4N 6M4 

ATTENTION: John Ferguson, Manager 

Dear John: 

RE: GHOST PROGRAM 

FILE No. 

At the City of Red Deer Council meeting held on May 8, 1995, consideration was given to your letter 
dated April 7, 1995 concerning 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 the Towne Centre Association dated April 7., 1995 re: Ghosts, 
hereby directs the Administration to develop a policy and approval procedure for 
Council's consideration with regards to public art projects within the Downtown area 
with the Towne Centre Association being an active participant with The City in 
developing said policy and approval procedure, and as presented to Council May 8, 
1995." 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information. Mr. Lowell Hodgson, 
Director of Community Services, will begin the preparation of the necessary policy relative to this 
issue, for presentation to Council in due course. 

Trusting you find this satisfactory. If you have any questions please do not hesitate to contact the 
undersigned. 

~;;r~~--~a 
~/,t:C/"-, 

/KELL YrKLOSS 
City Clerk .· 

KK/fm 

cc. Director of Community Services 
Director of Development Services 



DATE: 

TO: x 

FROM: 

RE: 

April 12, 1995 

DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVICES 

DIRECTOR OF CORPORATE SERVICES 

DIRECTOR OF DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 

BYLAWS & INSPECTIONS MANAGER 

CITY ASSESSOR 

E.L. & P. MANAGER 

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT MANAGER 

FIRE CHIEF (EMERGENCY SERVICES) 

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY SERVICES MANAGER 

LAND AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGER 

PERSONNEL MANAGER 

PUBLIC WORKS MANAGER 

R.C.M.P. INSPECTOR 

RECREATION, PARKS & CULTURE MANAGER 

SOCIAL PLANNING MANAGER 

TRANSIT MANAGER 

TREASURY SERVICES MANAGER 

PRINCIPAL PLANNER 

CITY SOLICITOR 

CITY CLERK 

TOWNE CENTRE - GHOSTS PROJECT 

Please submit comments on the attached to this office by May 1, 1995, for the Council 

Agenda of May 8, 1995. 

"Kelly Kloss" 
City Clerk 

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



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

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

April 12, 1995 

Mr. John P. Ferguson 
General Manager 
Towne Centre Association 
83, 4901 - 48 Street 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 6M4 

Dear Sir: 

I acknowledge receipt of your letter dated April 7, 1995, re: Ghosts. 

FILE No. 

This item will be discussed and possibly a decision made at the Meeting of Red Deer City 
Council on May 8, 1995. 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. 

In the event you wish to be present at the Council meeting, would you please telephone 
our office on May 5, 1995, and we will advise you of the approximatE! time that Council will 
be discussing this item. 

Would you please enter City Hall on the park side entrance when arriving, and proceed up 
to the second floor Council Chambers. 

This request has been circulated to City administration for comments, and 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 of City Hall on May S, 1995. 

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

Yours sincerely, 

KK/ds 



D HR 
Pt P't sC 0 ' 

David Thompson Health Region 

NO. 2 

April 1 7, 1995 

Ms. Kelly Kloss 
City Clerk 
The City of Red Deer 
P. 0. Box 5008 
Red Deer, AB T4N 3T4 

34 

RE: CENTRAL ALBERTA COUNCIL OH AGING · 
LONG TERM CARE PATIENTS IH RED DEER 

Dear Ms. Kloss, 

In response to your letter of March 16, 1995 regarding the concerns of the 
Council on Aging, we wish to provide the following comments: 

As you are aware, the David Thompson Health Region announced the closure of the 
West Park Nursing Home in January 1995. The Regional Health Authority met 
with the above Council and assured them this change was necessary due to the 
number of nursing home beds in Red Deer being over the provincial guidelines by 
75 beds. In addition, the life expectancy of West Park Nursing Home was soon 
reaching its time and due to the overbedding, replacement was not an option. The 
Council was assured that the closure would take place in a planned and sensitive 
manner and that no patient would be "put on the street". A target date for closure 
was set for September 1, 1 99 5. 

I am pleased to advise that we have reduced the number of patients from 70 to 24 
as at April 1, 1 99 5. All residents were asked to provide a first choice for re­
location and granted this choice. Many residents were returned to their original 
home communities in the Region in accordance with their request. The waiting list 
for other patients waiting to get into nursing homes within the Region has virtually 
diminished as at this date. 

It is our intention to ensure additional home care services can be offered to those 
residents in Lodges to meet their needs and allow them to remain in these Lodges as 
long as they are able to function safely in them. 

#602, 4920 - 51 STREET, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 6K8 POSTAL BAG 5026, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 6Al TELEPHONE: 403-341-8622 FAX: 403-341-8632 
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As a result of the West Park closure, beds have been opened in other communities 
in the Region who are presently under the Provincial Guidelines for Long Term Care 
beds. The result of opening these beds will allow for a further shift of patients to 
these empty beds. This should allow for a very orderly closure to West Park by 
September 1, 1995. 

I trust the aforementioned information will provide City Council with some 
reassurances towards their concerns. 

Yours sincerely, 
_,.,,... . ......----; 

/~···?' . ~·' ,,,.. ,,,..,,.,_ "'.'. .• ,, 

c-··'AI artin 
President & CEO 



March 16, 1995 

David Thompson Health Authority #6 
Box 2099 
Rocky Mountain House, Alberta 
TOM 1TO 

Dear Sir/Madam: 

36 

RE: CENTRAL ALBERTA COUNCIL ON AGING -
LONG TERM CARE PATIENTS IN RED DEER 

At The City of Red Deer's Council Meeting held March 13, 1995, consideration was given to the brief 
presented to the David Thompson Health Authority by the Central Alberta Council On Aging, dated 
February 8, 1995. 

At the above noted meeting, City Council passed a resolution offering :support for the Council On 
Aging's desire that the David Thompson Health Authority consider an integrated plan for long term 
care to be implemented over an extended "phase-in" period. This relates specifically to the closure 
of the West Park Nursing Home and in more general terms, to the future needs of seniors. 

While The City understands the reality of cutbacks, the need to manage them in an orderly and 
caring manner is of vital importance. The effects of the closure of nursing homes in Red Deer has, 
and will continue to be felt by the seniors lodges in this City, as they are being forced to provide 
accommodation for seniors who should be cared for in a nursing home environment. From this 
aspect alone, The City will be impacted because of the funding we contribute to lodges. 

Your consideration of this matter is appreciated. 

Sincerely, 

i6:oss 
City Clerk 

KK/clr 

cc: Don Campbell 



March 14, 1995 

Central Alberta Council On Aging 
16 Anders Close 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4R 1C3 

Att: Don Campbell 

Dear Mr. Campbell: 

37 

At The City of Red Deer's Council Meeting held March 13, 1995, consideration was given 
to your correspondence dated February 24, 1995 concerning long term care patients in 
Red Deer. At this meeting, the following resolution was passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered 
correspondence from the Central Alberta Council on Aging dated February 
24, 1995, re: Closure of West Park Nursing Home, hereby agrees that a 
letter be sent to the David Thompson Health Authority in support of the 
Council on Aging's brief, indicating the need for an integrated plan for long 
term care, to be implemented over an extended 'phase-in' period, and as 
presented to Council March 13, 1995." 

As indicated in the above resolution, we will now be forwarding a letter to the David 
Thompson Health Authority in support of the Council on Aging's brief. 

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

Sincerely, 

,~/ 
KELLY KLOSS 
City Clerk 

KK/clr 

CCMMENTS: 

This letter is in resp:mse to Council's resolution of Ma.rch 13, 1995. 
Submitted for Council's information. 

"G.. SURKAN", Mayor 
"M.C. DAY", City Manager 



NO. 3 

Mayor D. Laurence Mawhinney 

Lunenburg, Nova Scotia 

President 

President 

Mayor John Les 

Chilliwack, British Columbia 

First Vice President 

Premier vice-president 

Councillor Bryon Wilfert 

Richmond Hill, Ontario 

Second Vice President 

Deuxieme vice-president 

Maire suppleant Claude Cantin 

Quebec (Quebec) 

Troisieme vice-president 

Third Vice President 

Alderman Ron Hayter 

Edmonton, Alberta 

Past President 

President sortant 

James W. Knight 

Executive Director 

Directeur general 

38 
Federation of Canadian Municipalities 
Federation canadienne des rnunicipalites 

April 7, 1995 

Her Worship Mayor Gail Surkan 
City of Red Deer 
P.O. Box 5008 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 3T4 

Dear Mayor Surkan: 

MUNICIPAL ELECTRIC COMMISSION 
FEDERAL SALES TAX REFUND CLAIM 

I am writing to apprise you of the latest developments concerning your 
municipality's outstanding federal sales tax refund claim with Revewe Canada 
and to ask you to join with FCM in seeking an acceptable outcome to this tax 
dispute. 

In the 1980s, approximately 80 municipal hydroele:ctric commissions and 
municipal electric systems in Ontario and elsewhere in Canada filed claims for 
federal sales tax refunds. According to our information, outstanding municipal 
claims total over $8 million. It has come to our attention that an out-of-court 
settlement has been reached in a related Hydro-Quebec case considered as a 
representative test case by the municipal electric industry (Federal Court of 
Appeal Case# 899-92, Hydro-Quebec and Deputy Minister of National Revenue 
for Customs and Excise). The settlement provides Hydro-Quebec 70% of its 
outstanding claim. As you may know, claims from municipal hydroelectric 
commissions and electric systems were held in abeyance by Revenue Canada 
pending the outcome of the Hydro-Quebec case. We were therefore surprised 
and concerned to learn that the Appeals Division of Revenue Canada has 
decided the settlement package reached with Hydro-Quebec is to be made 
available only to public and private utilities which "generate" more than 50 % 
of the electricity they sell to customers. This leaves most municipal 
hydroelectric commissions and electric systems effectively "out in the cold" . 

24, rue Clarence Street, Ottawa, Ontario Kl N 5 P3 
Telephone/Tdephone: (613) 241-5221 • Fax/Telecopieur: (613) 241-7440 
International Office/Bureau international: 
Telephone/Ti=lep~one: (613) 241-8484 • Fax/Telecopieur: (613) 241-7117 

. . . /2 
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As you may be aware, the equipment covered by municipal refund claims is -
exactly the same type, and is used in exactly the same manner, as that of Hydro­
Quebec and the public and private utilities which have been accorded the benefit of 
the settlement. We have been advised by counsel retained by the municipal 
hydroelectric commissions and electric systems that there is no legal basis to 
distinguish between utilities based on whether they generate all the electricity they 
sell, more or less than 50% of the electricity involved, or further process the 
electricity they acquire from other sources. Under the provisions of the Excise Tax 
Act and the relevant case law, all municipal hydroelectric commissions and 
municipal electric systems are equally to be regarded as producers of electricity for 
federal sales tax purposes. 

Representatives of PCM, the Municipal Electric Association, the Canadian 
Electrical Association and several municipal hydroelectric commissions and electric 
systems met on March 20 with officials from Revenue Canada and the federal 
Justice Department to review the matter. The Revenue Canada officials agreed to 
entertain a legal and technical submission on the municipal position. We believe that 
concerted action on the part of affected municipal governments and hydroelectric 
commissions and electric systems is required if the issue is to be rnsolved in a 
manner favourable to municipalities. 

FCM has written to Minister of National Revenue David Anderson 
requesting that he instruct his officials to review their decision as soon as possible. 
The settlement reached with Hydro-Quebec and other utilities that generate more 
than 50% of their power must be made available to the alll municipal hydroelectric 
commissions and electric systems. I encourage you to write to Minister Anderson, 
local MPs and federal Ministers from your region as soon as possible to request that 
municipalities be treated equitably by Revenue Canada. I enclose a sample letter for 
your convenience. Kindly ensure that your letter to the Minister is suitably tailored 
to fit your own particular situation, including the full amount of your claim and any 
other relevant information. For your information, the Municipal Electrical 
Association (MEA) has written to its members in Ontario with outstanding claims 
asking them to write to the Minister. At that time, MEA members were provided 
a copy of our correspondence to you for their information. 

. . ./3 
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Thank you for your prompt attention to this matter. 

DLM/dm:sd 
Enclosure 

~ 
} 

Yours sincerely, 

D. Laurence Mawhinney 
President 

APR 1 9 'i99~i 

j Cl f Y Of RED D£Eif\ 
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-SAMPLE LETTER-

(Date) 

The Honourable David Anderson, PC, :MP 
Minister of National Revenue 
House of Commons 
Room 113, East Block 
Ottawa, Ontario 
KlA OA6 

Dear Minister: 

MUNICIPAL ELECTRICAL COMMISSION 
FEDERAL SALES TAX REFUND CLAIM 

It has come to our attention that an out-of.court settk~ment has been reached 
in the Hydro-Quebec case (Federal Court of Appeal Case# 899-92, Hydro-Quebec 
and Deputy Minister of National Revenue for Customs and Excise), but that the 
Appeals Division of Revenue Canada has apparently decided that the settlement is 
only to be made available to public and private utilities which generate more than 
50% of the electricity they sell to customers. 

As you may be aware, the municipal hydroelectric commission/electric 
system of our municipality (along with dozens of others) filed parallel federal sales 
tax refund claims to those at issue in the Hydro-Quebec appeal. The equipment 
covered by our refund claims is exactly the same type, and is used in exactly the 
same manner, as that of the public and private utilities which have been accorded the 
benefit of the settlement. We have been advised by counsel that there is no legal 
basis to distinguish between utilities based on \Vhether they generate all the 
electricity they sell, more or less than 50% of the electricity involved, or further 
process the electricity they acquire from other sources. Under the provisions of the 
Excise Tax Act and the relevant case law, all municipal hydroelectric commissions 
and electric systems are equally to be regarded as producers of electricity for federal 
sales tax purposes. 

. .. 12 
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Accordingly, we are extremely concerned at the inequitable treatment which 
now is being accorded to municipalities and municipal hydroelectric commissions 
and electric systems by your department. I remind you that, not only was the 
Hydro-Quebec case viewed as a representative case by the electrical industry, our 
municipal hydroelectric commission/electric system received correspondence from 
your officials stating that our refund claim would be held in abeyance pending the 
outcome of that case. 

This is an unacceptable situation and we would ask that you request the 
Appeals Division of Revenue Canada to review its position. There is no legal or 
technical basis upon which to discriminate against municipal governments and their 
hydroelectric commissions/electric systems. The settlement reached with Hydro­
Quebec and other utilities that generate more than 50% of their power must also be 
made available to the municipal hydroelectric commissions and electric systems. 

Thank you for your attention to this important matter. 

Yours sincerely, 

Signature and Title of 
Head of Council 

c.c: Mr. Pierre Gravelle, Deputy Minister, Revenue Canada 
c.c: Local MPs and federal Cabinet Ministers 



DATE: 

TO: 

May 1, 1995 

City Clerk 
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FROM: Director of Corporate Services 

RE: FCM - MUNICIPAL ELECTRIC COMMISSION 

It is recommended Council support the request. 

The City of Red Deer has had a claim for $150,000 of Federal Sales Tax paid on the 
purchase of transformers outstanding for a number of years. If the City was successful in 
this claim, the City could collect $150,000 plus interest less 25%. 

The only difference between The City of Red Deer's claim and that of Hydro-Quebec is that 
the City does not generate at least 50% of the power it sells.. The equipment on which the 
Federal Sales Tax is claimed is the same and is used for a similar purpose. 

Recommendation 

Support the request. 

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

AW/jt 

f:\d\t\o\alan\memos\e/ectric.c/k 
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FROM: 
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April 27, 1995 

City Clerk 

E. L. & P. Manager 

FCM - Municipal Electric Commission/Federal 
Sales Tax Refund Claim 

The status of our federal sales tax refund claims with Revenue Canada will be provided by the 
Director of Corporate Services. The refunds are administered by the Treasury Department and 
I am not aware of the present status of the refund claim. 

RECOMMENDATION 

If we are encountering the problems outlined in the FCM correspondence, I would recommend 
that the action suggested by FCM should be taken. 

A. Roth, 
Manager 

AR/jjd 

p.c. Director of Corporate Services 

COMMENTS: 

We fully concur with the recommendations of the Director of Corporate Services and 
the E.L. & P. Manager that Council take the action outlined by FCM. 

Should Council agree with this course of action, the sample letter will be tailored to 
specifically reflect Red Deer's situation. 

"G. SURKAN" 
Mayor 

"M.C. DAY" 
City Manager 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

x 

April 27, 1995 

DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVICES 

DIRECTOR OF CORPORATE SERVICES 

DIRECTOR OF DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 

BYLAWS & INSPECTIONS MANAGER 

CITY ASSESSOR 

X E.L. & P. MANAGER 

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT MANAGER 

FIRE CHIEF (EMERGENCY SERVICES) 

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY SERVICES MANAGER 

LAND AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGER 

PERSONNEL MANAGER 

PUBLIC WORKS MANAGER 

R.C.M.P. INSPECTOR 

RECREATION, PARKS & CULTURE MANAGER 

SOCIAL PLANNING MANAGER 

TRANSIT MANAGER 

TREASURY SERVICES MANAGER 

PRINCIPAL PLANNER 

CITY SOLICITOR 

CITY CLERK 

FCM - MUNICIPAL ELECTRIC COMMISSION 

Please submit comments on the attached to this office by May 1, 1995, for the Council 

Agenda of May 8, 1995. 

"Kelly Kloss" 
City Clerk 

f:\data\council\meeting\forms\com.tem 
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Ralph Salomons 
HEALIY INC: 

4440 - 49 AVENUE 
RED DEER.ALBERTA 
T4N 3W6 

BUS. (403) 343-3023 
FAX. (403) 343-6490 

RE/MAX Real Estate Central Albertc1 
Each Office Independently Ow~ed & Operated 

April 20, 1995 

Mayor and Members of Council 
City of Red Deer 
4914 - 48th Avenue 
Red Deer, Alberta 

RE: Rezoning 
Former Vehicle Licensing Centre, 5220 - 77 Street, Red Deer 
Lot 1. Block 2, Plan 782-1439 

The above noted property is currently owned by the Province of Alberta 
and consists of a 13,256 square foot building on 7 .50 acres of land. 
The New Life Fellowship Christian Reformed Church has successfully 
obtained an agreement to purchase the property subject to a number of 
conditions. Those conditions that require City of Red Deer involvement 
are as follows: 

1) subdivision of the site into two lots consisting of a three (3) 
acre parcel and a four and one half (4.5) acre parcel (this 
has been applied for under a separate application); 

2) rezoning the southerly 4.5 acre parcel to Public Service (PS) 
with this property being developed and occupied by the 
New Life Fellowship Christian Reformed Church; 

3) spot zoning for the northerly 3.0 acre parcel for the 
development of a motion picture theatre. 

New Life Fellowship has also entered into a conditional offer to purchase 
with F.F. Base Management Corp. for the sale of the 3.0 acre parcel. 
Both parties further agree to enter into a cross parking agreement for the 
joint use of all available parking. 

We therefore request Council at its earliest convenience to rezone the 
site to permit the development of the church and the theatre. It is also 



City of Red Deer 
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important to note that both rezonings are necessary in order for the sale 
of the Alberta Government property to occur. 

Ralph Salomons 

Ralph Salomons 
REALTY INC 
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- • RED DEER'S. OBIG:IN".AL. BUSINESS DISTRICT. 

• TOWNE CENTRE ASSOOATION • 83, 4901 • 48 ST. • HID DEER, ALTA. • T4N 6M4 • (403) 340·TOWN (8696) • FAX (403) 340-8699 • 

May 3rd, 1995 
Par~land commun1ty Plann1nq 
2"oag LI.ad.boat 

De•r !'Oliy, 

............... .....-! •. -.i-•··~·-· 

The above noted ~on1ng request was discussed at the board 
meeting of Nay 2nd. ~ha board after lengthy djscussjon 
•~pressed no objection to the zoning change ~or the church 
p~oposed 1n the existing building. As indicat•d in your 
letter, the issue of ~ha rezon1ng ror a mov1• theatre is 
another is•1.u~. 

Movie theatres trad1t1oaally are a use 
and C2 d1stricts, while C-4 has been 
requ1r1ng a high level o~ exposure to 
for aerv1o1ng the motoring publ1a. 

approved in only Cl 
deslgned tor buaJ..ness 
arterial trarf1c or 

~here 1s a substant1al supplu of both raw land and ex1st1n~ 
bulldlnga 1n the Cl and C2 d1atriats that provide ample 
opportunity for development ot add1t1ona1 •o~1• theatr• 
rac111ties 1n our commun1ty. ~h• C!tg landbank 1ts•l~ 1• 
market1ng s1gn1f1cant acrea~e in Ches• d1str1ct•. 

A~ter two years o~ zoning rev1•w, th• City, ~he Planners, 
owr Association, as w•ll bua1ne•• le•d•xs from all across 
the C:l. tg, d•v•lopad s! gnJ..fi cant changae to our zoning 
pol1c!••• relax!ng many uses in zones that had been qu1te 
restrictive. ~hess changes were only co~pl•t•d and approved 
one year ago and the proposal hefoxe you is a s1gnif1oane 
change to the intent expreased by the ent1re aommun1ty 1n 
that process. 

As • result, we are opposed to the rezoning, spot zoning, or 
mod!f!cat!on of the C4 district as proposed in the request 
Eo~ the property looated at 5220 - 77 Street. W• trust th1s 
respgnse ts satta~aatory an~ w!ll ass1st you in your 
recommendation& to C1ty counc1l. 

Sincerely yours, 
row•• c•wra• ~SSOCZArION 
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Suite 500, 4808 Ross Street 
Red Deer, Alberta T4N 1X5 

Phone: (403) 343-3394 
FAX: (403) 346-1570 , _______________ , _______________________ _ 

TO: City Clerk DATE: May 1, 1995 

FROM: Paul Meyette, Principal Planner 
Peter Holloway, Bylaws and Inspections Assistant Manager 

RE: 5220 - 77 Street (Kentwood) 

Ralph Solomons Realty Incorporated are requesting that the former motor vehicles site at the 
entrance to the Kentwood subdivision be rezoned to allow a church (New Life Fellowship) 
seating 750 and an eight screen 1200 seat family oriented theatre(featuring second run movies 
costing $1.50-$2.00). It is proposed that the Church occupy the south portion of the site 
containing the existing building; the theatre is proposed to be located on the north portion of the 
site. 

Background Information 

This site is currently zoned C4 - Arterial Commercial which would allow a variety of commercial 
uses to apply to go on the site. The south portion of the site has good visibility from ?7th Street. 
The north portion of the site has limited visibility. The site is bo1rdered on the south by 
Northwood Estates, on the west by the existing Kentwood subdivision, on the north by a 
proposed residential development and to the east by the Lions' Plaza Shopping Centre and 
Totem Lumber. 

Comments 

The proposed Church site is an ideal use for the motor vehicles building and could provide a 
good entrance feature to the neighbourhood; the theatre is an unusual use for this location. 
Both uses require rezoning. Churches are not allowed in the C4 District as it is designed for 
commercial use only; in order to accommodate the church, the south portion of the site should 
be rezoned to public service. A movie theatre is not allowed in the C4 District for two reasons -
the service roads which are common in the C4 District could become extremely congested with 
theatre traffic; the second reason is to allow the growth and development of entertainment uses 
in the downtown. Theatres are currently allowed in the C1, c·1A and the C2(regional shopping 
centre) districts. 
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Public Comments 

In order to assess neighbourhood reaction to this proposal, Parkland Community Planning 
Services hosted a meeting in the neighbourhood on April 28. The real estate agent and 
representatives of the church and theatre made presentations. Neither the church nor the 
theatre representatives had any finalized development plans at the meeting. Sixteen 
Kentwood residents attended the meeting. None of the comments sheets indicated outright 
opposition to either the church or the theatre however several concerns were expressed and 
need to be addressed. The comment sheets are enclosed under separate cover. A summary 
is provided below: 

• 8 comments-

• 6 comments-

• 3 comments-
• 2 comments-
• 2 comments-
• 2 comments-
• 1 comment-
• 1 comment-
• 1 comment-

• 1 comment-
• 1 comment-
• 1 comment-
• 1 comment-

no access should be allowed from the developments to Kentwood Drive 
(53rd Avenue) 
ensure adequate mature landscaping/berm along the south, north and west 
side of the site 
signage should not be obtrusive 
no triple X movies should be allowed 
need attractive building plans 
concerned about noise when the theatre vacates 
no fence along the west side of the property(tends to collect garage) 
add no parking signs along Kentwood Drive 
support for the proposed joint use parking agreement between the theatre 
and the Church 
concerned about skateboarders using the site 
concerned about cleanliness of the site 
proposed sanctuary may cut into the landscaping on the west side too much 
how will foot traffic access the site? 

Some of these comments are more applicable at the development stage rather than the 
rezoning stages but if Council is in favour of these uses, they should at this time seek some 
assurance from the developers that these issues will be addressed in the site plan and direct 
that these site plans be available prior to the public hearing. 

Planning Comments 

Planning staff are supportive of the proposal to locate a church on the site subject to the church 
addressing the concerns which the neighbourhood has identified. Planning staff have had 
considerable discussion about the movie theatre and have identified the following concerns: 

• Scale of the Development: This proposed 1200 seat theatre would be one of the largest 
entertainment facilities in the City; although the developer has 
indicated a willingness to address concerns related to litter, 
signage, parking lot lighting etc, we are concerned that the 
theatre may not be an appropriate use adjacent to a suburban 
neighbourhood. 
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• Volume of Traffic: With the size of this theatre (1200 seats/8 screens) there is a concern 
about traffic congestion at 52nd Avenue and 77th Street). 

• Council Policy: Council has passed a number of policies designed to ensure that the 
downtown area remains a vibrant and viable commercial area. These 
policies include Vision 2020 which states that 

" the City will establish the Downtown as a vibrant and attractive focal 
point of the community from an administrative, business, commercial 
and cultural perspective ... " 

The City's Downtown Concept Plan states that the City will 

"Promote the expansion of the range of entertainment and social 
activities and attractions" 

Entertainment is an area that has seen si~~nificant growth in the 
downtown. Council policies have contributed to that growth as they have 
been reflected in land use policy and bylaws thereby providing a stable 
economic base on which this industry has grown. The application to 
establish a theatre in this area would undermine the growth of the 
entertainment industry in the downtown. 

RECOMMENDATION 

In view of the foregoing, staff support the proposed rezoning for a church but we cannot 
support an amendment to allow a theatre. In order to ensure that the Kentwood residents' 
concerns are addressed, staff suggest that Council direct that the site plans be made available 

:~;::o_: and fuiro reading. ' l/,NM JAJ 

Paul Mey~it~~I~~. Peter Hollawa;---;r-
Principal Planner Bylaws and Inspections Assistant Manager 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

April 25, 1995 

KELLY KLOSS 
City Clerk 
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LOWELL R. HODGSON, Director 
Community Services Division 

REZONING 5220 - 77 STREET 
Your memo dated April 21, 1995 refers. 

CS-4.632 

The former Alberta Transportation vehicle licensing centre has sat empty now for many months, 
with the property advertised for sale. The New Life Fellowship Church, along with F.F. Base 
Management Corporation, have made an offer to purchase this property, subject to acceptable 
rezoning to permit the church and a theatre. 

I have discussed this proposal with the Social Planning and Recreation, Parks & Culture 
Managers, and we are supportive of this request with respect to the church. However, we have 
concern with the theatre adjacent to this neighbourhood development and away from the city 
core. Efforts have been made to establish the downtown as the c:entre for entertainment 
facilities such as theatres and, thus, from a Community Services perspective, we could not 
support the requested rezoning for the theatre without a strong indication of support from the 
adjacent community. 

RECOMMENDATION 

That Council support the request of the New Life Fellowship Church fair rezoning the southerly 
4%-acre parcel at 5220 - 77 Street to PS. However, we recommend that the spot-zoning of the 
northerly 3-acre parcel for the development of a motion picture theatre be delayed and subject 
to the community response. 

LOWELL R. HODGSON 

:dmg 

c Don Batchelor, Recreation, Parks & Culture Manager 
Colleen Jensen, Social Planning Manager 
Paul Meyette, Principal Planner, P.C.P.S. 
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TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 
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May 1, 1995 

City Clerk 

Engineering Department Manager 

REZONING REQUEST· 5220-77 STREET 
LOT 1, BLOCK 2, PLAN 782-1439 

135-052 

The Engineering Department has reviewed the rezoning request and has no objection to the 
proposed rezoning. 

BDJ/emg 
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DATE: April 26, 1995 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: Fire Marshal 

RE: 5220 - 77 STREET (REZONING) 

This department has no objection to this proposed rezoning. 

at~ 
Cliff Robson 
Fire Marshal 

/co 
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DATE: April 25, 1995 

TO: Kelly Kloss, City Clerk 

FROM: Alan Scott, Land and Economic Development Manager 

RE: REZONING 5220 • 77 STREET, RED DEER 

The Land and Economic Development Department has no objections to rezoning of the above 
property subject to the registered utility rights-of-way remaining in plac:e. 

PAR/mm 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

April 27, 1995 

Kelly Kloss 
City Clerk 

Daryle Scheelar 
E. L. & P. 

Rezoning 5220 - 77 Street 

56 

Former Alberta Transportation Site 
E. L. & P. File #95-065 

E. L. & P. have no objection to the rezoning of the two (2) proposed lots at the above address 
subject to the conditions outlined in our correspondence to Parkland Community Planning 
Services (see attached). 

Should you have any question or comments concerning these conditions please advise. 

D~~ar.~ 
Distribution Engineer 

RL/jjd 

Attachments (2 pages) 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

April 27, 1995 

Frank Wong 
Parkland Community Planning 

Daryle Scheelar 
E. L. & P. 
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RE: Create 2 Parcels From the Former Alberta Transportation Site 
Part of Lot 1, Block 1, Plan 782-1439 
PCP File #95203 
E. L. & P. File #95-065 

E. L. & P. have no objection to this proposed subdivision subject to the following conditions: 

1. An understanding that the only practical power source available for the proposed northerly 
lot 2 is the existing 120/208V transformer presently feeding the former Alberta 
Transportation site. Any costs related to the possible upgrading of this transformer due 
to the future development of lot 2 would be the owners responsibility. 

2. The existing underground primary power line crosses the proposed northerly lot and will 
require a registered 2 meter wide utility easement centered on the line with a 3 metre 
width at the transformer location (see attached). 

3. The placement of an additional 2 metre wide utility easement from the extstmg 
transformer to the proposed northerly lot such that a I 20/208V secondary service could 
be buried for the future proposed building on lot 2. This easement location would require 
the co-ordination and agreement of all parties involved (see attached proposal). 

E. L. & P. will locate the existing underground cable when the surveyors make their requests 
through Alberta First Call. 

Should you have any questions or comments please advise. 

~,~,:.~ 
Distribution Engineer 

RL/jjd 

Attachments 

p.c. Brian Johnson, Eng. Dept. 
Peter Robinson, Land Dept. 
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COMMENTS: 

We concur with the comments of the Administration with respect to the Church 
which we consider to be an excellent use for the former vehicle licensing centre. However, 
for the reasons outlined in the attached reports, we cannot support the establishment of 
a 1200 seat theatre on this site. As is pointed out in the attached report, there is more than 
adequate raw land available in areas correctly zoned for this type of development. In 
addition, we are not convinced that a 1200 seat theatre would not be intrusive on the 
adjacent neighbourhood. 

"G. SURKAN" 
Mayor 

"M.C. DAY" 
City Manager 
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BILL RAMJI I 

I 03 ANQUEtEL S~EET 
RED DEER AB T4' 2K7 

May 8, 1995 

Alderman Larry Pimm: 

RE: SPOT ZONING FOR MOVI£ THEATiE_ COMPLEX 
I. 

I 

Please find enclosed pertinent infonnation in itference to the above. This 
is being provided to you so that you can make ~ fair assessment for the 
requested spot zoning to be addressed at tonig~t1s council meeting. 

I 
I 
I 

We have addressed what we feel are the major ~oncems in this matter, 
however, if you have any further queries, we ~ be ple.ased to answer 
them this evening. ! 

Yours truly, 
.~ .. .,,...-

-- (lM"r·. -------···· 
~~~--

--- . 'ilm Ramji 

F.F. Base Management Corporation 
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1. Bower Mall - Maximized ~ 

Presently ample parking is availabl~ on this site in accordance 
to the land-to-building ratio, howe~r, an addition of this 
nature would put that ratio off-baltce. 

2. Parkland Mall- Maximized 
I 

The land-to-building ratio on this slt-e is at its maximum 
capacity. 

3. Gelmon Corporation Site - @ $6.40/4.ft. + landscaping, 
paving and site services. 1

1 

I 
I 

At this price, the 3 to 3.5 acres tha~ we require, would put the 
land cost at over a million dollars, t~us making the project not 
feasible. In addition, this site is un~er first right of purchase 
option to the Gelmon Corporation. I 

I 

4. City owned land across from the Publlc Works Site - @ 
I 

$2.70/sq.ft. ! 

I 

' I 

This site is approximately 2.25 acrds and has the eastern 
portion taken up by a large berm a~d a rather large Utility­
Right-of-Way toward the north - ~us maltlng this site not 
suitable for this project. 

. . ./2 
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5. The Bay and Zellers Buildings 

As per copy of attached letter from Hudson's Bay a purchase 
price of $1.5 million was set ( consi erably higher than the 
proposed land cost) and a parking l twas provided. However, 
due to low ceilings and the width o the pillars not meeting 
the specific theatre design require ents, this site was deemed 
not suitable. 

Although no formal offer was made for the Zellers building, 
once again the height of the build. g and width of the pillars 
did not meet theatre design require ents. 

I 

6. Proposed Kentwood Site I 

Need Spot Zoning. This site is an ~eal location for the 
following reasons: I 

i 

a. ample parking 
b. financially viable 1 

c. Iandscapin~ paving and site rvices in place 
d. positive feedback from Kent Community 
e. traffic congestion not an issu due to staggered show 

times. I 

I 

7. Newton Site @ $4. l 7/sq.ft. + landsca~ng, paving and site 
services. I 

At this price, the 2.2 acre site woul put the land cost at 
almost half a million dollars. The .2 acres would not be 
sufficient for the building and par g requirement as per your 
CIA zoning regulations. Thus a r cross parking 
agreement would be required. 
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8. Bettenson's Site 

Red Deer Welding, a dangerous g s site, is located adjacent 
to the Bettenson's site. According o Red Deer City Bylaw, 
our proposed building WQuld have be 50m away from Red 
Deer Welding, thus leaving us sho on land acquisition. 

..J4 
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CONCERNS AND RESPONSES: 

1. CONCERN: Parking on the street 

2. 

3. 

RESPONSE: As per regulations, one sta for every 5 seats is the 
bylaw requirement. We will be providin with the help of a cross­
parking agreement with the Church, ap roximately 400 parking 
stalls for 1200 people, thus eliminating t e street parking concern. 

I 

I 

CONCERN: Traffic congestion 

RESPONSE: Due to staggered show timfS, traffic congestion 
should not be a concern. I 

CONCERN: Entertainment facilities to ~ designated in the 
downtown core. i 

RESPONSE: As per the above infonnati n, we have been 
unsuccessful in our quest for finding a s table site. 



DATE: April 21, 1995 

TO: c../rX DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVICES 

DIRECTOR OF CORPORATE SERVICES 

x DIRECTOR OF DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 

x BYLAWS & INSPECTIONS MANAGER 

CITY ASSESSOR 

x E.L. & P. MANAGER 

x ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT MANAGER 
/ 

i/' x FIRE CHIEF (EMERGENCY SERVICES) 

i/~ 
INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY SERVICES MANAGER 

LAND AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGER 

PERSONNEL MANAGER 

PUBLIC WORKS MANAGER 

R.C.M.P. INSPECTOR 

RECREATION, PARKS & CULTURE MANAGER 

SOCIAL PLANNING MANAGER 

TRANSIT MANAGER 

TREASURY SERVICES MANAGER 

x PRINCIPAL PLANNER 

CITY SOLICITOR 

FROM: CITY CLERK 

RE: REZONING 5220 - 77 STREET, RED DEER 

Please submit comments on the attached to this office by May 1, 1995, for the Council 

Agenda of May 8, 1995. 

"Kelly Kloss" 
City Clerk 

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



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

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

April21, 1995 

Ralph Salomons Realty-Inc. 
4440 - 49 Avenue 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 3W6 

Dear Sir: 

FILE No. 

I acknowledge receipt of your letter dated April 20, 1995, re: Rezoning/Former Vehicle 
Licensing Centre, 5220 - 77 Street, Red Deer/Lot 1, Block 2, Plan 782-1439. 

This item will be discussed and possibly a decision made at the Meeting of Red Deer City 
Council on May 8, 1995. 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. 

In the event you wish to be present at the Council meeting, would you please telephone 
our office on May 5, 1995, and we will advise you of the approximate time that Council will 
be discussing this item. 

Would you please enter City Hall on the park side entrance when arriving, and proceed up 
to the second floor Council Chambers. 

This request has been circulated to City administration for comments, and 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 of City Hall on Ma:y 5, 1995. 

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

Yours sincerely, 



COUNCIL MEETING OF MAY 8, 1995 
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FILE 
DATE: May9, 1995 

TO: Principal Planner 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: REZONING OF FORMER VEHICLE LICENSING CENTRE/5220 - n STREET 

At the Council Meeting of May 8, 1995, consideration was given to a letter from Ralph Salomons 
Realty Inc., dated April 20, 1995 concerning the ~ve topic. At this meeting the following resolution 
was passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered 
correspondence from Ralph Salomons Realty Inc., dated April 20, 1995 re: Rezoning 
Former Vehicle Licensing Centre, 5220 - 77 Street, Red Deer (Lot 1, Block 2, Plan 
782-1439), hereby approves the zoning of the southernly 4.5 acre parcel currently 
zoned C4 to Public Service (PS) with this property being developed and occupied by 
the New Life Fellowship Christian Reformed Church, and further approves the spot 
zoning of the northerly 3.08 acre parcel for the development of a motion picture 
theatre, and as presented to Council May 8, 1995." 

Please prepare the necessary Land Use Bylaw Amendment for consideration of first reading at the 
Council Meeting of Tuesday, May 23, 1995. Please provide this amendment to my office by Monday, 
May 15, 1995, so as same may be included on the agenda. 

Thanks. 

~ 

#~ 
KELLY ~oss. 
City Clerk 

KK/fm 

cc. Council and Committee Secretary, S. Ladwig 



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

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

May 9, 1995 

Ralph Salomons Realty Inc. 
4440 49 Avenue 
Red Deer, AB 
T4N 3W6 

ATTENTION: Ralph Salomons 

Dear Sir: 

RE: REZONING OF FORMER VEHICLE LICENSING CENTRE/ 5220 - 77 STREET 

At the City of Red Deer's Council Meeting held on May 8, 1995, consideration was given to your 
letter dated April 20, 1995 concerning 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 Ralph Salomons Realty Inc., dated April 20, 11995 re: Rezoning 
Former Vehicle Licensing Centre, 5220 - 77 Street, Red Deer (Lot 1, Block 2, Plan 
782-1439), hereby approves the zoning of the southernly 4.5 acre parcel currently 
zoned C4 to Public Service (PS) with this property being developed and occupied by 
the New Life Fellowship Christian Reformed Church, and further approves the spot 
zoning of the northerly 3.08 acre parcel for the development of a motion picture 
theatre, and as presented to Council May 8, 1995." 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information. We will now be preparing 
the necessary Land Use Bylaw Amendment for consideration of first reading at the Council meeting 
of Tuesday, May 23, 1995. If first reading is received on this date, a Public Hearing will be held at 
the Council Meeting of Monday, June 19, 1995 at 7:00 p.m., or as soon thereafter as Council may 
determine. 

. . ./2 



Ralph Salomons Realty Inc. 
May 9, 1995 
Page2 

h 
! 

In accordance with the Land Use Bylaw, once the proposed amendment is given first reading, you 
will be required to deposit with the City Clerk prior to public advertising, an amount equal to the 
estimated cost of advertising, which in this instance is six hundred dollars ($600). We will require 
this deposit by no later than May 30, 1995 in order to proceed with the advertising. Once the actual 
costs are known, you will either be invoiced for, or refunded the balance. 

I trust that you will be advising your clients of Council's decision as noted above. If you have any 
questions or require additional information, please do not hesitate to contact the undersigned. 

Sincerely, 

KK/fm 

cc. Director of Development Services 
Director of Community Services 
Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
Principal Planner 
E. L. & P. Manager 
Council and Committee Secretary, S. Ladwig 
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NO. 5 

WESTFAIR FOODS LTD. 

WESTFAIR PROPERTIES LTD. 
VANCOUVeA OFFICE 

3189 GRANDVIEW HIGHWAY, VANCOUVER, B.C. V5M 2E9 

MAILING ADDRESS: P.O. BOX 2198, VANCOUVER, B.C. V68 3'117 

TELEPHONE (604) 43!H\454 FACSIMILE (604) 439·5456 

JIA llJ! (403) 34t-11p5 

April 28, 1995 

Gail surkan, Mayor 
City ot Red Deer 
4914-48 Avenue 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 3T4 

Dear Mayor Gail surkan: .. , Old CPR Train Station 
Bt4 Deer, Alberta 

Further to our conversation of Wednesday April 26, 1995 and my 
subsequent conversation with Allan Scott, Thursday April 27, 1995, 
this letter repreaants 422984 Alberta Ltd.'s (Westfair Properties 
Ltd.) formal request with regards to the complete and absolute 
discharqe of the City of Red Deer caveat no. 922035234 with respect 
to the Train Station and Real Canadian Superstore Site. A copy of 
the caveat is attached. 

As you may recall the caveat seeks to protect two alleged rights of 
the City: 

1. the right to transfer back of the lands registered to the name 
of 422984 Alberta Ltd.; and 

2. an equitable charge for non-completion of development thereon 
in the same manner as municipal taxes. 

The City's right to call for a transfer back of the relevant lands, 
were contingent upon failure to complete Phase I of the Option and 
Development Agreement dated January 25, 1991. This in effect is a 
non-issue since Phase I was the Superstore building which was 
completed three years ago, therefore satisfying the condition. The 
City's right to call for the transfer back i.s therefore fully 
extinguished, and the said caveat should be discha:r·ged in this 
respect. 

~002 
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- 2 -

The development of Phase II was to be determined in accordance with 
the ability of the leasinq market (prevailinq at the City of Red 
Deer at the material time) to absorb such proposed construction. It 
is our feeling and we believe you will aqree, that at the present 
time further development of excess lease space is not warranted. 
Because the buildinq of excess lease space is unjustifiable in the 
market at this time, we feel that the second interest sought to be 
protected by the caveat cannot now be supported. 

we would greatly appreciate your assistance in arranging the 
complete discharge of the said caveat as soon as possible. As time 
is of the essence in this matter, and subject to your approval, we 
are prepared to have our lawyers draw up the discharge of Caveat and 
forward to you for execution 

we appreciate your consideration in the above matter and look 
forward to your response in the near future. 

Yours truly, 

1?fTFAIR PRO!J:RTZBS LTD. 

p~{!---rJ~ 
Joseph M. Crivici, B. Comm. 
Leasinq Representative 

JMC/clf 
C04JC-Ol 

Attachment 

cc: E. Phoa, Milner Fenerty 

~003 
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CAVEAT 

TO THI RSOl5TR.AR OF 1HE NORTH ALBEllTA I.AND REOISTRATION DISTIUcr 

TAKE NOTICE dlat 1'bl 01)' of Jtecl Deer, of lcs SOOI. in the PrOYiDcc ot A1bena. 
ct&iml an imlresr in t!w fadarMnt dacribecl Judi Dameir. 

Lot 16, Plan 922·0308 
(Nol• 17 • 38 - 27 - W4Tff) 

EXCEPTING THEREOUT ALL MINES AND MINERALS 

(111nia.WdlllMI .... ). 
wbidl IUI lalltl IN dllmbld ia Clnilca11 al Tidlt No. --------­sllUldlll 111111npmiD&Ill11111111 ot+22901 Alberta Ltd. and Gelmon Corpora,Uon 
pllllUIDt ro ........... iD wmma dlUtd die 25th ., al January . 
19..!,!., bllWlllD lbt Ci&y of Rici Dier ot dla Ftnc Pin llll 4 22984 Alberta Ltd. and Gelman 
of die 5ecoDd Pin. wlUda uid apUDC pull \UdD ibl Qar. CORPORATION 

a) Tiii ripe IO laU pae1111ioa of till 11111 Judi ud rt- Trwt.r of Tiile 
ill cbl AllDI Qf ma Chy Jn 1bl ewm of a dllnll ia U. Malop •11 nqlliremeau 
af die said ape._nc ud; 

b) Iva equirabM cbu)I on dll llid laadl far llGIHCIJDP]ltia of dfteJopmeat thereon 
dllermiaed m die 11m1 ... u mullidpll ta1M; 

and ii folbida rbl rqilnaoa of ..., penoa u T....,.111 ar awner of. or of any imU"Umeat 
afflct&.11 die llid escare ar imerat. ualal die iaaa'umlDI or ccni&ato of d1St. u U. cue may 
bet ii apr1111d 10 be saabject IO tlua claim af die OLy of Red Deer. 

TU Olf at Red Dier hlnbr appoiml William F. Lees 
at Bes SGOI. a.cl Dea, ii die Praviw at~ T4N 31'' u die place at wtUcb aaaces and 
prace''• rela1ill lllll1D m1J be~ 

DATID 11 dMI Oty of Rid Dnr, ia die PnMact of Alblau. tlUI 
3rd day at February . lt..!,!.... 



Our File: 5542 

May 3, 1995 

DELIVERED BY HAND 

The City of Red Deer 
City Hall 
RED DEER, Alberta 

ATTENTION: MR. AL SCOTT 

Dear Sir: 

RE: C.P.R. TRAIN STATION 

We act for John Murray and Suzanne Elizabeth Altvater who have agreed, subject 
to certain conditions precedent, to purchase the above referenced property, 
being part of Lot 16A, Plan 9223172, from 422984 Alberta Ltd. All the 
Purchasers' Conditions Precedent have been satisfied. The agreement is of 
course also subject to subdivision as well as the following Vendor's Condition 
Precedent: 

that Caveat #922035234 shall have been absolutely 
discharged, removed and withdrawn from the certificate 
to title to the Site legally described as Plan 
9223172, Lot 16A, excepting thereout all mines and 
minerals located in the City of Red Deer, as is more 
particularly located in the City of Red Deer. 

On behalf of our clients we hereby request that this Caveat might be discharged 
and also that council pass a resolution approving this sale. 

Yours truly, 

NORBERT ALTVATER 

/kh 

cc: Mr. J. Murray 
cc: Mr. T. Chapman, Q.C. 
cc: Mr. J. Crivici 

The City Of Red Deer 
D t C,5·cc < ,. a c: --·' .. ~~"--L--

... ,, « ~ t.~ <~,.. 

Time: _l

2
L._--:_~..::. ·'·. 

/ , .. i 
lilec'd O~->-"_,__,,_ .. ....__ .. --·----

Altvater & Compar 'v 2nd Floor, 4909 - 48 Strec;t Hed Deer, Alberta, Canada T4~J I SB (403) 342-1336 f=ax (403) 341-4688 
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DATE: May 2, 1995 

TO: Kelly Kloss, City Clerk 

FROM: Alan Scott, Land and Economic Development Manager 

RE: WESTFAIR PROPERTIES LTD. APPLICATION FOR CAVEAT DISCHARGE 

The City of Red Deer entered into an agreement with the Gelman Corporation and Westfair 
Foods, which included a number of clauses relating to the contemplated development of the site. 
Many of the clauses dealt with the timing of the overall development and the payment schedule. 
One clause dealt specifically with the overall size of the development and the potential for staging 
of such construction. 

The original proposal anticipated a total development of 134,500 sq. ft. The developer, 
recognizing the need to stage the impact of such a large quantity of leasable area, asked that the 
overall proposal be broken down into two stages. As a result, the agreement calls for Phase 1 
to consist of not less than 105,000 sq. ft. of gross leasable area, while Phase 2 would consist of 
not less than 29,500 sq. ft. of gross leasable area. The agreement went on to require that the 
purchasers complete the construction of Phase 2 "not later than 36 months following completion 
construction of Phase 1 . " 

Our files indicate that the Bylaws and Inspections Manager confirmed that Phase 1 was 
completed October 11, 1992, meaning that Phase 2 would be required to be completed, under 
the terms of the agreement, by October 11, 1995. 

However, the agreement also addresses market conditions and their impact on future 
construction. Clause 7 of the agreement reads in part: 

"it is understood and agreed that the construction of Phase 2, including its actual 
size, components and final configuration and its rate and stages of development, 
shall be determined by the Optionees in accordance with the ability of the leasing 
market {prevailing at the City of Red Deer at the material time) to absorb such 
proposed construction." 

Westfair Properties Ltd., owners of the property, are now requesting that the City of Red Deer 
remove the requirement for Phase 2 development. It is Westfair's contention that the present 
market conditions are such that additional retail space on this site is not warranted at this time. 
Given the current vacancy rate in the downtown area of the city, we would agree with Westfair's 
observation with respect to the development of additional retail space. 

2/ ... 
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In reviewing the final drawings, it should be noted that the overall development completed in 
Phase 1 exceeded the requirement by 3495 sq. ft., at 108,495 sq. ft. It should also be noted that 
the former train station was to be considered as part of the overall development on the site. The 
train station has approximately 10,000 to 12,000 sq. ft. of potential lease area, which would bring 
the total development to about 120,000 sq. ft. This is about 15,000 sq. ft. short of what was 
agreed to for Phase 1 and Phase 2 development. 

It should also be pointed out that when the original agreement was structured, the parcel of land 
being sold by the City consisted of 7.60 acres. In the end, because of a redesign of 51 Avenue, 
the actual site as surveyed, comprised of 7.12 acres - a reduction in size of 6%. Given the need 
for parking, landscaping, etc., perhaps the existing development, including the train station, is 
appropriate for the site in its reduced configuration. 

RECOMMENDATION 

The Land and Economic Development Department recommends that Council approve the 
request from Westfair Properties Ltd. to remove the caveat requiring Phase 2 development. 

Ala~ 
AVS/mm 

CCMMENTS: 

We concur with the recommenation of the Land & Economic Development Manager 
that the caveat be discharged on this property. 

"G. SURKt'ill" 
Mayor 

"M.C. DAY" 
City Manager 



DATE: 

TO: 

x 

x 

x 

FROM: 

RE: 

May 1, 1995 

DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVICES 

DIRECTOR OF CORPORATE SERVICES 

DIRECTOR OF DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 

BYLAWS & INSPECTIONS MANAGER 

CITY ASSESSOR 

E.L. & P. MANAGER 

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT MANAGER 

FIRE CHIEF (EMERGENCY SERVICES) 

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY SERVICES MANAGER 

LAND AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGER 

PERSONNEL MANAGER 

PUBLIC WORKS MANAGER 

R.C.M.P. INSPECTOR 

RECREATION, PARKS & CULTURE MANAGER 

SOCIAL PLANNING MANAGER 

TRANSIT MANAGER 

TREASURY SERVICES MANAGER 

PRINCIPAL PLANNER 

CITY SOLICITOR 

CITY CLERK 

OLD CPR TRAIN STATION 

WESTFAIR PROPERTIES LTD. 

Please submit comments on the attached to this office by May 2, 1995, for the Council 

Agenda of May 8, 1995. 

"Kelly Kloss" 
City Clerk 

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



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

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

May 9, 1995 

Westfair Foods Ltd. 
P.O. Box 2198 
Vancouver, B.C. 
V6B 3V7 

ATTENTION: Joseph Crivici, Leasing Representative 

Dear Sir: 

RE: OLD CPR TRAIN STATION, RED DEER, ALBERTA 

FILE No. 

At the City of Red Deer Council Meeting held on May 8, 1995, consideration was given to your letter 
dated April 28, 1995 concerning 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 Westfair Properties Limited dated April 28, 1995, hereby 
approves the request from Westfair Properties Limited to remove the caveat 
requiring Phase II development as outlined in the Terms of Agreement dated January 
25, 1991 between The City of Red Deer and the Gelman Corporation and 422984 
Alberta Ltd., and as presented to Council May 8, 1995." 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information. Please contact the City's 
Land and Economic Development Manager, Mr. Al Scott, for any follow-up and finalization of the 
discharge of caveat. 

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

Sincerely,~ ./_,,;/ 

~~ 
City Clerk / 

KK/fm 

cc. Director of Community Services 
Director of Development Services 
City Solicitor 



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

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

May 9, 1995 

Altvater & Company, Barristers & Solicitors 
2nd Floor, 4909 - 48 Street 
Red Daer, AB 
T4N 1S8 

ATTENTION: Norbert Altvater 

Dear Sir: 

RE: OLD CPR TRAIN STATION, RED DEER, ALBERTA 

FILE No. 

At the City of Red Deer Council Meeting held on May 8, 1995, consideration was given to your letter 
dated April 28, 1995 concerning 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 Westfair Properties Limited dated April 28, 1995, hereby 
approves the request from Westfair Properties Limited to remove the caveat 
requiring Phase II development as outlined in the Terms of Agreement dated January 
25, 1991 between The City of Red Deer and the Gelman Corporation and 422984 
Alberta Ltd., and as presented to Council May 8, 1995." 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information. Please contact the City's 
Land and Economic Development Manager, Mr. Al Scott, for any follow-up and finalization of the 
discharge of the caveat. 

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

Sincerely, 

KK/fm 

cc. Director of Community Services 
Director of Development Services 
City Solicitor 
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C.E. FORGUES 
BARRISTER & SOUCITOR 

203, 6017 - 54th AVENUE 
RED DEER, ALBERTA 
T4N 6B8 

TELEPHONE ( 403) 342-7044 
FAX (403) 342-7055 

NO. 6 

26 April 1995 

City Council 
City of Red Deer 
City Hall 
(delivered) 

Dear Sirs & Madain: 

Re: 2nd floor of 6017 - 54th A venue 

Our file: 

It has been suggested to me that I should apply directly to City Council for the occupancy 
permit(s) as required my myself and the others who carry on business from offices in the upstairs 
of this building. Please refer to attached diagrain. 

I run told that there is not so much a difficulty with my own business being in these premises, 
but rather with: 

- Mr Fraser's realtor office. Glenn Fraser Realty Ltd. is associated with the local Sutton 
Group franchise. 
- Mr Fraser's and Mr Wright's building contractor office. They carry on business through 
Riser Developments Ltd. 

Mr Fraser and myself are joint lessees from the landlord, Danson Properties, of the western half 
of the upstairs. We developed the western 1200 sq. ft. of the upstairs in December 1993. The 
current situation is that Mr Fraser and I subrent the one office to Riser Developments. 

The whole upstairs was vacant before that except for the debris which was left when Chez 
Cherrie (a hair salon) went broke and moved out in January 1987. Chez Cherrie had occupied 
the whole upstairs. The west half of the upstairs was not occupied after that until we moved in 
in January 1994. The east half of the upstairs was used in the interim by a karate studio for 
about a year ending when it abandoned in August 1992. 

In December 1994 I put in the other office for my articling student, plus the file storage office, 
which are both in the eastern half of the upstairs. I rent this direct from Danson Properties, 
without Mr Fraser's participation. 

Mr Fraser and I had subrented the current Riser Development office to one Bert McLean, 

/2 
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from C.E. FORGUES, BARRISTER & SOUCITOR Page2 

mortgage broker, for a number of months, but he fell behind in rent and we gave him the punt 
in February 1995. 

The balance of the eastern half of the upstairs is vacant and undeveloped. 

I cannot afford the whole rent load for the west half. I require Mr Fraser's participation on this 
score, and we both require to subrent the other bit out as we are doing. The physical plant is 
such that we have to heat and supply electricity to the whole upstairs in order to have those 
things ourselves, which is another reason I need somebody else up here to cost share. 

I have no plans at present to get a bunch of other lawyers up sharing space. 

I have no idea what better use the upstairs of this building may have, other than simple offices. 
Mr Fraser and I believe that we are a stable tenant to the landlord, whom it seems has otherwise 
historically had difficulties in that regard. We perceive our situation as innocuous and quiet. 

We have been approached by the building inspection authority recently, which noted some 
deficiencies. We have applied for a building permit which would resolve the deficiencies, but 
I understand this is being held up pending resolution of our occupancy situation. 

Could you please consider this my and our application for an occupation permit for: 

C.E. Forgues, Barrister & Solicitor - law offices 
Glenn Fraser I Glenn Fraser Realty Ltd. - realtor's office 
and 
Glenn Fraser and James Wright I Riser Developments Ltd. - contractor's office 

to the 2nd floor of 6017 - 54th Avenue. Myself and the others and the landlord would be happy 
to attend a council meeting to make this request and answer questions. 
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TO: City Clerk DATE: May 1 , 1995 

FROM: Paul Meyette, Principal Planner 
Ryan Strader, Bylaws and Inspections Manager 

RE: Occupancy Permit 6017 ·- 54 Avenue 

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

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

C.E. Forgues has written to Council to request a land use change to allow a realtor and a 
contractor in this two storey development at the corner of 54th Avenue and 59th Street. 

Background Information 

The building on this site was constructed approximately 20 years ago; the second storey was 
added in 1979. Initially this building was situated on one of the major access roads to north Red 
Deer. Construction of Taylor Bridge and the later construction of Taylor Drive have reduced the 
importance of 59th Avenue in terms of access to north Red Deer. 

This building has had a history of difficulty in attracting tenants. Former tenants have included 
a 7-11 store, a hair salon, a video store and a martial arts studio. Current approved tenants 
include a Vietnamese fast food and deli shop, Willy's Hamburgers, C.E. Forgues law office, 
Hairport Hair Styling and Cheers Neighbourhood Pub. The mix of uses in this development 
are unique in terms of C3 developments within the City. Many of the tenants offer service to 
a significant portion of northside residents. 

One of the problems with this site historically has been a lack of sufficient parking. In meetings 
with the developer we suggested a joint use parking agreement with the adjacent New Life 
Fellowship Church. This joint use agreement has been in place for a few years now and does 
address the bylaw requirements for parking although some signage would be desirable to direct 
the public to the alternate available parking. 

An additional problem faced by this site is the decreasing importance of 59th Street and 54th 
Avenue as access routes to North Red Deer. Lower traffic volumes would affect the 
attractiveness of the site for commercial use. 
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Issues 

C.E. Forgues is requesting that Council grant permission to allow occupancy for a realtor's 
office and a contractor's office (Mr. Forgues own office has already been approved). These 
uses are not allowed in a the C3 District and the site would therefore require a rezoning to 
allow the uses. The only zones with the extent of uses proposed by Mr. Forgues would be the 
C1 and C1A (both downtown); this site is not consistent with the purposes of either district. 
The C1 and C1A Districts are contiguous; Council has not created any C1 or C1A spot zoning 
within the City. An alternative which Council might consider would be to spot zone( using an 
exception to the land use bylaw) to allow any offices to locate at this site; this would create a 
precedent in terms of C3 zoning within the City and would be contrary to the purpose of the C3 
District which is to cater to neighbourhood needs. Council should be aware that the C3 District 
already allows a limited number of offices to serve the neighbourhood such as a doctor's office 
or a dentist. 

Recommendation 

Staff do not support the request by C.E. Forgues to allow a contractor and realtor's office at this 
site. We would be prepared to examine the possibility of C4 zoning in this area however this 
would not allow a full range of office use which Mr. Forgues appears to be seeking. 

Paul Meyette, ACP, MCIP 
Principal Planner 

Ca.1MENTS: 

Ryan Strader 
Bylaws and Inspections Manager 

We concur with the recoCT!leildation of the Parkland Carrmunity Planning Services 
and Bylaws & Inspections Manager. 

"G. SURF:AN" 
Mayor 

M.C. DAY" 
City Manager 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

April 27, 1995 

DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVICES 

DIRECTOR OF CORPORATE SERVICES 

DIRECTOR OF DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 

X BYLAWS & INSPECTIONS MANAGER 

CITY ASSESSOR 

E.L. & P. MANAGER 

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT MANAGER 

FIRE CHIEF (EMERGENCY SERVICES) 

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY SERVICES MANAGER 

LAND AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGER 

PERSONNEL MANAGER 

PUBLIC WORKS MANAGER 

R.C.M.P. INSPECTOR 

RECREATION, PARKS & CULTURE MANAGER 

SOCIAL PLANNING MANAGER 

TRANSIT MANAGER 

TREASURY SERVICES MANAGER 

X PRINCIPAL PLANNER 

CITY SOLICITOR 

CITY CLERK 

C.E. FORGUES - OCCUPANCY PERMIT/6017 - 54 AVE. 

Please submit comments on the attached to this office by May 1, 1995, for the Council 

Agenda of May 8, 1995. 

"Kelly Kloss" 
City Clerk 

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



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

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

April 27, 1995 

Mr. C.E. Forgues 
Barrister & Solicitor 
203, 6017 - 54 Avenue 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 688 

Dear Sir: 

FILE No. 

I acknowledge receipt of your letter dated April 26, 1995, re: Occupancy Permit. 

This item will be discussed and possibly a decision made at the Meeting of Red Deer City 
Council on May 8, 1995. 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. 

In the event you wish to be present at the Council meeting, would you please telephone 
our office on May 5, 1995, and we will advise you of the approximate time that Council will 
be discussing this item. 

Would you please enter City Hall on the park side entrance when arriving, and proceed up 
to the second floor Council Chambers. 

This request has been circulated to City administration for comments, and 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 of City Hall on May 5, 1995. 

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

Yours sincerely, 

KK/ds 



FROM C E FORGUES.342-7055 

203. 6017 • S4th AVHNUE 
RBO l>BHR, ALllRRTA 
1'4N 688 

May 8, 1995 

City Council 
City of Red Dee.r 
City Hall I 

City lerk 

05.08.1995 08:58 

C.E. FORGUES 
IJA.kRISTllll It SOUCITOR 

p. 1 

TBLF.PHONH (403) 342·7044 
PAX (<l03) 342-7055 

Our file: 

Atlerlllon: Mr 1""" 
Further to our telephone conversation this morning, confim1ing that we have asked to have our 
application schedulfd for 4:4S p.m. today tabled until further n<>tice. 

J-.o .. urs.~~~~~ · . I _ ~-} 
( . J/ z1 /t V:1-/ /.• ,i~ Forvt > 1 

/br (! 



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

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

May 9, 1995 

C.E. Forgues, Barrister & Solicitor 
203, 6017 - 54 Avenue 
Red Deer, AB 
T4N 6B8 

ATTENTION: Chris Forgues 

Dear Sir: 

RE: REZONING REQUEST, 2ND FLOOR OF 6017 - 54 AVENUE 

FILE No. 

Please be advised, that, as per your request of April 26, 1995, the above noted topic was 
withdrawn from Council's consideration on their May 8, 1995 meeting. 

It is my understanding that you will contact this office when you wish this item to reappear 
before City Council. If you have any questions, or require additional information, please 
do not hesitate to contact the undersigned. 

Sincerely, 

KELLY KL S, 
City Clerk·· 

KK/fm 

cc. Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
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NO. 7 
13 April 1995 

THE CITY OF RED DEER 
f • )\~ .., • ~' 'Ii j'<'tl:'~ f 

To: Mayor Surkan and Members of City Council r--- ----~ ::~ -' >-· := :.:'_:_ __ ...., 
I f' ' :- '.J I 

Re: Hi~hland Green Estates -- Land Use Concerns and Rezonin~ ReQ.uest lr 1 \; ~ - __ ~~- ·::;~~~-~-=-~~=~=-~j 
~)~:L _ (~P-"~ I _ ,_-~J'i.::': _ __J 
SY A ,..._ J Back1UJ2und: :_____ "'-

Three years ago, over a period of months in 1992, we met with City Council and the developer 
several times in an effort to achieve a workable solution for Lots 1-9, 29-36, Blk 7, Plan 6073X--
the vacant property Seibel Construction bought from the Daughters of Wisdom for the purpose of a 
multi-family development. As you will recall, their initial intent was to construct a lower-end 32-
unit townhouse complex, but the end result is a high-quality 19-unit "Over-50" seniors' housing 
complex. The residents of the surrounding community have been very positive concerning this 
outcome and we were encouraged to learn that workable solutions are possible. 

At an evening meeting, April 12, 1995, several concerned area residents met with Paul Meyette, 
Parkland Community Planning Services, to voice their concerns and to ask questions in light of the 
recent sale of the former Boomer property and regarding the future of the property, presently 
owned by the Knights of Columbus immediately adjacent to the "Boomer" property, that is now 
for sale. The "Boomer" property is zoned R3 0216, and we are again faced with further potential 
multi-family developments, the impact of which we are unwilling to live with. 

Discussion: 

While there is nothing we can do about the present zoning on the Boomer property, we recognize 
that there are several other pieces of property in our area that could be very attractive to developers 
as possible multi-family developments and that the present zoning on these properties leaves this 
possibility open. 

Back in October, 1992, our committee gathered 187 signatures on a petition that requested the City 
to halt any further multi-family development in the Highland Green Estates area with the only 
exception being the consideration of proposals for high quality "Over-50" seniors' housing. Our 
grounds for this petition were based on the 1992 census which revealed that the percentage of 
multi-family dwellings in Highland Green was 57% of the total number of housing units, whereas 
the city's overall average of multi-family housing was at about 25%. We have attached copies of 
the sheets containing the signatures of the petitioners for your interest. 

In 1992, we also pointed out the direct correlation between the rates of break and enter crime and 
the ratios of multi-family to single family housing--according to Neighborhood Watch statistics, 
the highest crime rates occur in the highest ratios of multi-family housing. While we have many 
other concerns, such as diminished property value and increasing traffic flow, which would 
definitely become larger problems with more multi-family development, we specifically want to 
address the problem of the zoning on some of these properties as they stand right now. 

We want City Council to be aware that, prior to any more sale of land and possible future rezoning 
applications for the purpose of high-density multi-family development, the Highland Green Estates 
community residents remain firmly opposed to any further multi-family development except, 
as stated before, for the purpose of high-quality "Over-50" seniors' housing. We believe that the 

..... 2/ 
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Seibel development is clear evidence that seniors' housing can be done very effectively--! believe 
these units have all been sold now--and that particular development has indeed enhanced our area. 
Of course, quality single-family development that is in keeping with the surrounding area would 
also be acceptable. 

Considering the existing high density population in the Highland Green area, there is very little 
park space left and, unfortunately, these open-space areas are being targeted as prime areas for 
further high-density housing. 

Recomroen<lation: 

While we would prefer to leave these untouched areas as they are, we realize that some type of 
development is inevitable. Therefore, we hereby strongly urge Council to consider the 
following rezoning requests: 

1. The lot immediately north of the St. Louis de Montfort school (S-1), currently zoned Al, to 
be rezoned to park use. This is currently owned by the Catholic School Board and is 
being used as park. A portion of this lot contains an old landfill buried there and would not 
be suitable for residential development for environmental reasons. The present ball 
diamond and park area are suitable uses here and should be retained. 

2. The lot immediately to the west of the undeveloped school site, currently zoned R3 D216, 
should also be rezoned to park use. Again, the landfill is contained on a major portion of 
this land, and thus any residential development is unsuitable here. This land, presently 
owned by the Knights of Columbus, is now up for sale. 

3. The south part of the parcel, west of the former Boomer property, also owned by the 
Knights of Columbus, is presently zoned PS and is also for sale. It is strongly 
recommended that this property be rezoned to something such as single family housing--or 
a low-density multiple family, similar to Seibel' s development. This would be compatible 
with the immediately surrounding area. 

4. The parcel of land where the AGT microwave tower stands is presently zoned Al. With 
the advance in technology, this tower may not be necessary for too much longer and here 
we have another site for potential future development. It is our recommendation that this 
parcel be rezoned for single family use prior to any development proposals being 
received. 

In making these requests, the residents of Highland Green Estates are asking Council to be 
proactive in determining the type of development which should occur in Highland Green. The 
alternative will be to react to each proposal as it is made which not only is time-consuming but 
creates lingering uncertainty and animosity in our neighbourhood. 

-- -1 . 

Ellen J. Geddes 
On Behalf of Highland Green Estates Residents 

11 Hallgren Avenue, Red Deer, AB T4N 6Pl 
Telephone: 347-3873 (res.) OR 347-3364 (bus.) 
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Suite 500, 4808 Ross Street 
Red Deer, Alberta T4N 1X5 

Phone: (403) 343-3394 
FAX (403) 346-1570 __________ , __________________________ , __________________ __ 

TO: City Clerk DATE: April 20, 1995 

FROM: Paul Meyette, Principal Planner 

RE: Highland Green - Land Concerns 

The residents of the Highland Green neighbourhood are requesting that Council identify the type 
of development which would be acceptable in the Highland Green neighbourhood in advance of any 
development proposals. In order to achieve this, they are requesting some zoning changes. 

Background Information 

As noted in the letter from Ellen Geddes, the Highland Green neighbourhood already has a number 
of multi-family dwellings. In 1992, the residents indicated a strong concern over the proposed 
development of a townhouse complex south of the Wedgewood Apartments. Following discussions 
over a period of approximately six months, both the neighbourhood and the developer agreed to a 
development proposal; the rezoning of the site occurred after this agreement had been reached. 
At that time, the Highland Green residents focused on the long term development of their 
neighbourhood and requested that Council consider some form of outline plan for their 
neighbourhood. 

Planning in City Neighbourhoods 

In new neighbourhoods, the City has required that developers produce an outline plan which 
indicates the type of development proposed. If the developer proposes any changes from the 
original plan, planning staff host a public meeting to gauge neighbourhood reaction. This 
information is forwarded to Council and considered before any planning or zoning changes are 
granted. 

In older neighbourhoods, there is very little guidance in terms of the development of vacant lands. 
This means that developers often have no clear idea of what the City's expectations are and 
residents are required to deal with each development proposal on an ad hoc basis; this is a time 
consuming exercise for both developers and neighbourhood residents. The lack of a formalized 
plan to guide land use creates uncertainty and leaves Planning Staff and Council to arbitrate 
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between residents and developers. In the absence of adopted plans for older neighbourhoods, 
Council has placed moratoriums on zoning for multifamily development in some of the older 
neighbourhoods such as Eastview, Parkvale and Woodlea. 

The Situation in the Highland Green Estates Neighbourhood 

Highland Green Estates was built by a number of different developers. The most recent 
developments in the neighbourhood include the townhouse site along Holmes Street and the site 
east of Montfort school which was recently developed for seniors' townhouses. A number of vacant 
residential parcels still exist in the neighbourhood including : 

• a parcel between Gaetz Avenue and 51stAvenue(currently zoned R2-medium density housing­
owned by the Belzerowski family) 

• a parcel immediately west of St. Louis de Montfort School (currently zoned R3-D216 high 
density housing - owned by G. Carfantaine) 

• the area north of the school (currently zoned A 1 - reserved for future urban development -
owned by the Catholic School Board) 

• the Knights of Columbus land located north and west of the school this site is (currently zoned 
R3-D216 - high density housing on the north portion and PS- Public Service on the south portion) 

• the AGT Tower site (currently zoned A1- reserved for future urban development) 

The request before Council deals with the Knights of Columbus site, the school site and the AGT 
site. 

Planning Comments 

Planning staff agree with the general direction taken by the Highland Green residents. The lack of 
any formalized planning in the neighbourhood has created some anxiety and unless some specific 
steps are taken in terms of determining future land use, they will in a position of reacting to 
numerous development proposals which may or may not add positively to the neighbourhood. 
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Recommendation 

Planning Staff recommend that Council consider the following courses of action: 

1. Although the Highland Green Estates residents have accepted the zoning on the Belzerowski 
and the Carfantaine property, planning staff recommend that Council make a committment to 
the residents that a public meeting would be held to review any development on either of the 
sites before consideration of a development permit. A similar Council motion exists for the 
undeveloped land in the Clearview subdivision. 

2. In addressing the request by Ellen Geddes, Council has two options which we would 
recommend that they consider. 

The first option would be to direct that an outline plan be completed which would clearly lay out 
the development expectations for all undeveloped land in Highland Green Estates and ensure 
that the zoning corresponds to this plan. This plan would involve the landowners and the 
neighbourhood in a co-operative venture. Planning staff believe that this plan is required 
immediately. The disadvantage in this approach is that planning staff would have to delay the 
start of the Home Occupations Review, which Council has indicated as a high priority, in order 
to complete the Outline Plan. 

The second option would be to proceed immediately with a zoning change. The request by Ellen 
Geddes to rezone the School playground property from A 1 to PS - Public Service would appear 
to be quite straightforward, although I have not had an opportunity to talk to the Catholic School 
Board. The rezoning of the Knights of Columbus property is more complex; it would be difficult 
under the existing planning act to zone private land for park use unless the landowner agrees. 
Instead, the whole site could be designated "Direct Control" which could provide for a range of 
uses which Council feels are suitable to the neighbourhood; I have not discussed Direct Control 
zoning with the owners. There have been no development enquiries on the AGT site so the 
rezoning to a single family designation, as requested by Ellen Geddes, may be relatively 
straightforward, although I have not had discussions with the owners. The disadvantage to 
rezoning the sites immediately is that it does not allow for any discussion with the affected 
landowners to explain the rationale and consequences of the rezoning and would provide them 
with little or no input in terms of the ultimate use of their land. 

Planning Staff prefer the first option. 
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LOWELL R. HODGSON, Director 
Community Services Division 

ELLEN GEDDES - HIGHLAND GREEN ESTATES: 
LAND CONCERNS 

CS-4.620 

The development of remnant parcels within an existing community is always made more difficult 
in that the neighbourhood has grown accustomed to existing reality, and perhaps have not 
investigated or been aware of other plans for these parcels. When development proposals are 
made, they disturb that present reality and, thus, create concern. 

The Highland Green area is one such neighbourhood, as its development has taken place over 
a long period of time. Parcels of land such as those in question have been zoned for some 
period of time now, to permit various development. This often is not considered an issue until 
a proposal comes forward. It would seem that the greatest concern of residents is that of the 
density of development, and this appeal is to ask Council to permit nothing more than "high­
quality, over-50's seniors' housing" or "single-family housing". 

I have discussed this request with the Recreation, Parks & Culture and Social Planning 
Managers, and our comments are as follows: 

• While we are supportive of the request to be pro-active in zoning and in determining the 
type of development that will be acceptable on these parcels, we must also respect the fact 
that these are in private ownership, and the owners must have an equal say in the 
development of their land. Thus, there is a need for good communication between those 
landowners, potential developers and the community that surrounds them. 

• Currently, we have a three-party agreement with The City, the Catholic Board of Education 
and the Knights of Columbus that permits two ball diamonds over the former landfill site, on 
a portion of the Catholic school site, and on the Knights of Columbus site. This agreement 
terminates next month; however, we are now negotiating a new two-year term, with a two­
year renewable option. A clause in this agreement permits the Knights of Columbus to give 
30 days' notice if their property was sold and the new owners needed access. Any 
development on the Knights or the Catholic Board site will be subject to a geotechnical 
investigation, whether that be single family, seniors or multiple family. 

• We concur with the request to re-zone the parcel of land where the AGT tower now stands 
prior to development proposals. This parcel is among single-family housing and we agree 
that it should be for this same use . 

.. ./2 
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Ellen Geddes: Highland Green Estates 

RECOMMENDATION: 
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That Council receive the letter from the Highland Green Estates residents as information and 
that Parkland Community Planning staff be requested to convene meetings with the 
landowners and the concerned residents, in order to find acceptable solutions for all parties 
involved. 

~ ofC ... '~I- ... • -- . 

LOWELL R. HODGSON 

:dmg 

c Don Batchelor, Recreation, Parks & Culture Manager 
Bryon Jeffers, Director of Development Services 
Paul Meyette, Senior Planner, P.C.P.S. 
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April 26, 1995 

City Clerk 

Engineering Department Manager 

ELLEN GEDDES - HIGHLAND GREEN SUBDIVISION 
LAND USE CONCERNS 

130-069 

The comments we can offer from the Engineering Department relative to the current rezoning 
request are as follows: 

1. Most of parcels l and 2 owned by the Separate School Board and the Knights of 
Columbus respectively, contain an old private landfill as stated and are likely not suited 
for residential use. Due to potential environmental problems with these sites, the City 
should not accept ownership. If the properties are retained privately, the City could 
perhaps entertain a transfer of density from this area to the adjacent developable area. 

2. Although there may be merit in being proactive in some circumstances, being so in this 
instance is difficult due to private ownership. The property owners should be given equal 
opportunity to express their views particularly as the existing R3 zoning may be the only 
alternative for the owner to recover his investment. 

3. Rezoning is normally considered at time of a proposed development. It is only then that 
it can be determined if there would be any unreasonable demands on the utility and 
roadway systems. 

~-~ :::.~ 

Ken G. Ha op, P. Eng. 
Engineering Department Manager 

KGH/emg 

c.c. Director of Community Services 
c.c. By-laws and Inspections Manager 
c.c. E. L. & P. Manager 
c.c. Fire Chief 
c.c. Recreation, Parks, and Culture Manager 
c.c. Principal Planner 
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DATE: April 26, 1995 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: Bylaws & Inspections Manager 

RE: HIGHLAND GREEN ESTATES - LAND USE 

In response to your memo regarding the above site, we agree with the comments of Mr. Meyette and 
Mr. Haslop. It is important tha those property owners that are directly affected should have an 
opportunity to comment on any land use changes. Public hearings or meetings with the community are 
probably the best way to deal with the issues that have been raised by Ms. Geddes. 

You.·r.· silly / 
1
1 / 1_ 11~ --- ---" 
I·~ fL_--) 

R. ~--- --------

Bylaws & Inspections Manager 
BUILDING INSPECTION DEPARTMENT 

RS/vs 
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DATE: April 18, 1995 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: E. L. & P. Manager 

RE: Ellen Geddes - Highland Green Estates - Land Concerns 

The E. L. & P. Department has no comments from an electric utility perspective regarding the 
above correspondence. 

A. Roth, 
Manager 

AR/jjd 
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DATE: April 19, 1995 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: Fire Chief 

RE: ELLEN GEDDES, HIGHLAND GREEN 

We have no comments to offer at this time . 

.. // .· •' (7 .. ·· , i ft/{ 
If:' / ,..v'-"'' I I'- -- /,.,· . 

R. Oscroft 
Fire Chief 

RO/dd 
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COMMENTS: 

We concur with the recommendations of the Parkland Community Planning 
Services, specifically the first option under Recommendation #2. 

For Council's information, the recommended study of the Highland Green areas and 
public participation process in the Highland Green Area would delay the currently 
scheduled home occupations study for approximately three months, moving its target 
completion date from October 1995 to January 1996. 

"G. SURKAN" 
Mayor 

"M.C. DAY" 
City Manager 



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

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

May 9, 1995 

Ms. Ellen Geddes 
11 Hullgren Avenue 
Red Deer, AB 
T4N 6P1 

Dear Ms. Geddes: 

RE: HIGHLAND GREEN ESTATES - LAND USE CONCERNS AND REZONING 
REQUEST 

At the City of Red Deer Council Meeting held on May 8, 1995 consideration was given to your letter 
dated April 13, 1995 concerning 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 Ellen J. Geddes, on behalf of Highland Green Estates 
residents, dated April 13, 1995 re: Highland Green Estates - Land Use Concerns 
and Rezoning Request, hereby directs the Parkland Community Planning Service 
to prepare an outline plan, with the upset cost of $10,000.00 to prepare said plan 
being charged as an overexpenditure to the 1995 budget, which would clearly lay out 
the development expectations for all the undeveloped land in Highland Green Estates 
and ensure that the zoning corresponds to this plan, with said plan being prepared 
with involvement of land owners and the neighbourhood, in a cooperative venture 
with the Parkland Community Planning Services staff, and as presented to Council 
May 8, 1995. 

Council further agrees to not proceed with rezoning of any land within the borders of 
said plan prior to consideration of said plan by Council." 

.. ./2 



Ellen Geddes 
May 9, 1995 
Page2 

FILE 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information. As you are aware, Paul 
Meyette, Principal Planner, has requested the Highland Green Estates community to select ten 
people to be involved in the process of preparing an outline plan. Please advise Mr. Meyette of the 
names of these individuals at your earliest convenience. 

Thank you for presenting this matter to Council. I look forward to a further report being presented 
to Council, in due course. If you have any questions or require additional information please do not 
hesitate to contact the undersigned. 

Sincerely, 
// 

// h 
4:C/# KI;tl~SS, 

City Cler 

KK/fm 

cc. Director of Development Services 
Director of Community Services 
Principal Planner 
Recreation, Parks and Culture Manager 
Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
E.L.&P. Manager 
Fire Chief 
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TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

May 9, 1995 

Principal Planner 

City Clerk 

ELLEN GEDDES/HIGHLAND GREEN ESTATES - LAND USE 
CONCERNS AND REZONING REQUEST 

FILE 

At the Council Meeting of May 8, 1995, consideration was given to correspondence from Ellen 
Geddes dated April 13, 1995 concerning the above topic. At this the following resolution was passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered 
correspondence from Ellen J. Geddes, on behalf of Highland Green Estates 
residents, dated April 13, 1995 re: Highland Green Estates - Land Use Concerns 
and Rezoning Request, hereby directs the Parkland Community Planning Service 
to prepare an outline plan, with the upset cost of $10,000.00 to prepare said plan 
being charged as an overexpenditure to the 1995 budget, which would clearly lay out 
the development expectations for all the undeveloped land in Highland Green Estates 
and ensure that the zoning corresponds to this plan, with said plan being prepared 
with involvement of land owners and the neighbourhood, in a cooperative venture 
with the Parkland Community Planning Services staff, and as presented to Council 
May 8, 1995. 

Council further agrees to not proceed with rezoning of any land within the borders of 
said plan prior to consideration of said plan by Council." 

The preceding decision of Council is submitted for your information and appropriate action. As 
discussed at the above noted Council meeting, questions were raised as to whether this project or 
another project of the Parkland Community Planning Service would be done by a consultant. In this 
regard I trust you will be contacting the City Manager, Mike Day, regarding which project would be 
contracted out. In any event, I trust that you will be overseeing this process to ensure that all 
Highland Green Estates residents, land owners, and other parties which may be affected, will have 
input. 

It is my understanding that such a process will take approximately three months following which a 
report would be presente back to Council for consideration. 

,/<~;,;:;.:,;_'_<;( /' 
~/fSkOS, 

-'City Clerk 

KK/fm 

cc. City Manager 
Director of Corporate Services 
Director of Community Services 
Director of Development Services 
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DATE: May 9, 1995 

TO: Public Works Manager 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: ALDERMAN HULL - NOTICE OF MOTION - COMMUNITY OF 
VOLUNTEERS 

At the Council Meeting of May 8, 1995, the following Notice of Motion was submitted by Alderman 
Hull requesting that the logo on the City's entrance sign be changed from "A Nuclear Weapons Free 
Zone" to a "Community of Volunteers": 

"WHEREAS The City of Red Deer has and does exhibit true volunteer spirit; and 

WHEREAS The City of Red Deer recognizes and encourages the spirit of 
volunteerism; and 

WHEREAS The City of Red Deer has a population in which one in every six people 
is a volunteer; and 

WHEREAS The City of Red Deer annually utilizes a minimum of 14,300 volunteers 
representing 185,000 regular hours, providing services in the areas of social, 
recreation, and parks programs and endeavors, and which does not take into account 
special events, or other groups that utilize volunteers outside of the scope of The City 
of Red Deer; and 

WHEREAS The City of Red Deer has been nationally recognized for its excellence 
in coordinating volunteer supported events such as the World Junior Hockey 
Championship, the Labatt's Brier, and Skate Canada; and 

WHEREAS The City of Red Deer benefits directly through the economic and social 
impact of volunteerism; 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED the Council of The City of Red Deer promote 
Red Deer as the 'Community of Volunteers' and change the City's entrance sign from 
'A Nuclear Weapons Free Zone' to a 'Community of Volunteers'." 

I am requesting that you provide me with the approximate cost of making the above noted change 
so as same can be presented at the May 23, 1995 Council Meeting. I would ask that your report be 
presented-re my offige by Monday, May 15, 1995 for inclusion on the agenda. 

~/f:~ 
A<EL}!.'~L9$S/ 
CityClerk , 

KK/fm 

cc. Director of Development Services 
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BYLAW NO. 2672/N-95 

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

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

1. Section 4.13 Exceptions Respecting Land Use is amended by adding to Sub­
section 4.13.1 the following: 

(25) On those sites or portions thereof, herein listed "detached 
dwelling with 2 basement suites", is a permitted use in the 
existing structure only: 
(a) Lot 21, Block F, Plan K9 (5311 - 44 Avenue) 

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

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of , A.O. 1995. 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of , A.O. 1995. 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of , A.O. 1995. 

MAYOR CITY CLERK 



Ms. Joy Hoerle 
#1 5311 44th Avenue 
Red Deer, AB T4N 3Jl 

May 8, 1995 

Mayor & Members of Council 
City of Red Deer 
Box 5008 
Red Deer, AB T4N 3T4 

Ladles and Gentlemen: 

I am writing to you about the residence at 5311 44th Avenue. I know that you are busy so I 
will try to be brief. I rented the suite in which I am presently living, 19 years ago for a period of 
about 3 years. It is a lovely, big, old home in a beautiful neighbourhood. I enjoyed it then, and 
I enjoy It now. I subsequently became a home owner in the '70's and then sold my home 3 
years ago to complete my degree. When I was once again faced with the prospect of 
becoming a renter, I made enquiries and discovered this suite was available and immediately 
made arrangements to rent it from Mr. Bob Gustum. I have been here a little over a year now. 

There are 3 suites in the building. The 2 downstairs are rented by myself and my daughter. 
There are 3 young ladles living upstairs. all of whom work or go to school. They are quiet and 
reasonable young ladles: I have not had occasion to speak to them often. I certainly would 
speak to them if I had any complaints, because I am a quiet living person. I do not drink and 
party; I do not throw garbage over fences, and I am quite ~fussy" about how the yard looks. 
even if I don't own it. 

Mr. MacDonald, who has complained to you about the building, appears to have some sort 
of vendetta against Mr. Gustum. When I first moved here. I made efforts to be friendly but my 
efforts were rebuffed. I cannot say I even know the family. I can say, unequivocally, that this 
gentleman· s allegations are not based on fact and that he is a very unpleasant Individual to 
try and deal with. Other than the one time I tried to talk to him. neighbour to neighbour, I 
have had little contact with the man and it came as a distressing surprise to me to learn of his 
allegations. 

The house is well kept and it Is a pleasure to me to have access to a big yard; I have already 
purchased some perennials to plant. If any of you would drive by you will see that the house 
does not look out of place, indeed the way It looks in the neighbourhood, and the mature 
landscaping around it, Is one of the reasons I chose to live here. In these economic times. It 
would be a hardship for me to move again, as it would be for my daughter. particularly if a 
move were prompted by unfair accusations. 

Please give me a call If any of you would like to look around the yard or in my suite. I would 
welcome a visit from you. Bob Gustum Is. in my opinion, a fair, reasonable and conscientious 
person and I find him to be an excellent landlord who cares about his tenants and the 
condition of his property. I hope you will consider all the facts as you make your decision 
about the zoning of this building. 

Sincerely, 

'-f{\ . ('.-'-ldc~;J) L 
Joy Hoeirie 



May 4, 1995 

RE: 5311 44 Ave. 

To whom it may concern, 

I' Qc2 J / J?r It P, residuary at 5328 44 Ave. have had no 

problems with the tenants or the Landlord at the above said property. 

I am very familar with my neighborhood and not aware of noisy neighbors, 

cluttered yards, and/or parking problems of any kind . 

....._ 

Respectfolly, tJ_!dt r ~ 
0-S?t6 71-/~ 
3 c;t~; 7t-; ,7 
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BYLAW N0.2672/0-95 

Being a Bylaw to amend Bylaw No. 2672180, the Land Use Bylaw of the City of Red Deer. 

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

1 The "Use District Map" as referred to in Section 1.4 is hereby amended in accordance 
with the Use District Map No. 5/95 attached hereto and forming part of the Bylaw. 

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

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.O. 1995. 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.O. 1995. 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.O. 1995. 

MAYOR CITY CLERK 
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DATE: May9, 1995 

TO: Principal Planner 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: LAND USE BVLA W AMENDMENTS 2672/N-95 AND 267210-95 

At the Council meeting of May 8, 1995, first reading was given to the above noted Land 
Use Bylaw Amendments, copies of which are attached hereto. 

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/N-95 provides for the property described as 5311 - 44 
Avenue ( Lot 21, Block F, Plan K9) to be a land use exception added to Section 4.13.1 of 
the Land Use Bylaw, in order to permit two basement suites to be located in the dwelling. 

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/0-95 provides for the rezoning of a portion of Anders 
East, part of S.E. V4 10-38-27-4, to allow for 12 single family lots, 8 (16 units) of semi­
detached lots, 1 municipal reserve lot, and 1 public utility lot in Phase 3B, and a 1.383 
hectare (3.4 acre) multi-family lot and 2 municipal reserve lots in Phase 5. 

This office will now proceed with preparation of advertising for a Public Hearing to be held 
in the Council Chambers of City Hall on Monday, June 5, 1995, commencing at 7:00 p.m., 
or as soon thereafter as Council may determine. 

I trust you will find this satisfactory. 

rnv~ 
City Clerk 

KK/fm 

Enclosures 

cc. Director of Development Services 
Director of Community Services 
Recreation, Parks and Culture Manager 
City Assessor 
Fire Chief 
E.L.&P. Manager 
Land and Economic Development Manager 
Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
Council and Committee Secretary, S. Ladwig 
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BYLAW NO. 3135/95 

Being a Bylaw of The City of Red Deer to authorize the rates of taxation for the year 1995. 

WHEREAS the total requirements of The City of Red Deer as shown in the annual 

estimates are as follows: 

MUNICIPAL 

EDUCATION 

OTHER 

and 

General 

Alberta School Foundation Fund 

Red Deer RCSSD No. 17 

Parkland Community Planning Services 

Piper Creek Foundation 

Red Deer Public Library 

David Thompson Health Region No. 6 

$ 19,466, 798.00 

19,417,171.01 

2,689,451.98 

223,500.00 

289,328.00 

1, 190,369.00 

20,000.00 

WHEREAS the total assessment of land buildings and improvements amount to 

$2,599,633,310.00 of which $811, 119,570.00 is non-residential and 

WHEREAS the rates hereinafter set out are deemed necessary to provide the amounts 

required for municipal, education and other purposes, to pay the 1995 requisitions after a 

provision for the overrecovery of local school taxes in 1994. 

NOW THEREFORE, BY VIRTUE OF THE POWER CONFERRED UPON IT BY THE 

MUNICIPAL GOVERNMENT ACT, CHAPTER M-26.1, RSA 1994, AMENDMENTS 

THERETO, THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RED DEER IN THE PROVINCE OF 

ALBERT A ENACTS AS FOLLOWS: 
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2 Bylaw No. 3135/95 

The City Assessor is hereby authorized and required to levy the rates of taxation as per 

Schedule "A" on the assessed value of all land, buildings and improvements as shown on 

the assessment and tax roll and that the same be collected in accordance with Bylaw 

2929/87 and amendments. 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of May , 1995. 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of May , 1995. 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of May , 1995. 

MAYOR CITY CLERK 



DESCRIPTION 

EDUCATION: 
Alberta School Foundation Fund 

I Ri:ui ni:u::ir Rr.~~n l\ln 17 

I/MUNICIPAL PURPOSES: 
'I 
11 

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

TOTAL 1995 MILL RATES 

95-05-01 MILL95.WK4 

I 

I 

1995 MILL RATES 

PUBLIC SCHOOL SUPPORTER I 

RESIDENTIAL 

7.4161 

7.151 

0.008 
0.086 
0.458 
0.111 

15.230 

NON-RESIDENTIAL 
FARMLAND 

7.416 

8.2321 
I 

0.008 
0.086 
0.458 
0.111 

16.311 

OTHER 

10.8791 

I 
8.2321 

0.008 
0.086 
0.458 
0.111 

19.774 

SCHEDULE A 

SEPARATE SCHOOL SUPPORTER 
NON-RESIDENTIAL 

RESIDENTIAL FARMLAND OTHER 

i 

7.416 7.4161 10.879 

7.151 8.232 8.23211 
II 

I I II 

0.008 0.008 0.008 
0.086 0.086 0.086 
0.458 0.458 0.458 
0.111 0.111 0.111 

15.230 16.311 19.774 

00 
00 



OPTION2 

1995 MILL RATES 

I PUBLIC SCHOOL SUPPORTER SEPARATE SCHOOL SUPPORTER 
I NON-RESIDENTIAL NON-RESIDENTIAL 

I 
DESCRIPTION 1 RESIDENTIAL FARMLAND OTHER 1 RESIDENTIAL FARMLAND OTHER 

EDUCATION: 
Alberta School Foundation Fund 7.416 7.416 10.879 
Red Deer RCSSD. No. 17 

I 
7.416 7.416 10.879 

I 
I 

Ml INl~IPAI PIJRPO~E~~ ~ QQ~I R i:;741 R i:;741 ~ QQ~r Rs:\7.d.I R s:\741 

iloTHER PURPOSES: 
II 

Ii David Thompson Health Region No. 6 0.008 o.ooal 0.008 0.008 
I 

0.0081 
II 

0.00811 
Parkland Community Planning Services 1 0.086 1 

0.0861 u.vvv v.vvv• v.uuv I v.vvv11 

Red Deer Public Library 0.458 0.458 0.458 0.458 0.458 0.458 
Piper Creek Foundation 0.111 0.111 0.111 0.111 0.111 0.111 

TOTAL 1995 MILL RATES 15.075 16.653 20.116 15.075 16.653 20.116 

95-05-01 MILL95.WK4 

I 

co 
~ 



1995 MILL RATES 

PUBLIC SCHOOL SUPPORTER 

I RESIDENTIAL 
NON-RESIDENTIAL 

DESCRIPTION FARMLAND OTHER 

' 
EDUCATION: 

Alberta School Foundation Fund 7.416 7.416 10.879 
Red Deer RCSSD. No. 17 

UI 1Nlr.ID4.I DI IRDn~F~· I R i:;~i:;I Q i:;Q1 I Q i:;Q1 I 

lloTHER PURPOSES: 
" II David Thompson Health Region No. 6 0.008 I 

0.008: 0.008 
Parkland Community Planning Services ! 0.086 U.Uljt:>. U.Uljt:>' 

Red Deer Public Library 0.458 0.458 0.458 
Piper Creek Foundation 0.111 0.111 0.111 

TOTAL 1995 MILL RATES 14.614 17.670 21.133 

95-05-01 MILL95.WK4 

OPTION3 

SEPARATE SCHOOL SUPPORTER 

RESIDENTIAL 

7.416 
I 

i:;i:;~i:;J 

0.008 
U.Utjt:> I 

0.458 
0.111 

14.614 

NON-RESIDENTIAL 
FARMLAND 

7.416 

Q i:;Q1 I 

I 0.008, 
U.Uljt:> I 

0.458 
0.111 

17.670 

OTHER 

10.879 

Q i:jQ1 I 

II 
0.00811 
U.Uljt:>ll 

0.458 
0.111 

21.133 
l.D 
0 


