
DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

FILE 
February 29, 1994 

All Departments 

City Clerk 

PLEASE POST FOR THE INFORMATION OF EMPLOYEES 

SUMMARY OF DECISIONS 

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

FOR THE REGULAR MEETING OF HED DEER CITY COUNCIL 

TO BE HELD IN THE COUNCIL CHAMBERS, CITY HALL, 

MONDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1994, 

COMMENCING AT 4:30 P.M. 

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

(1) Confirmation of the Minutes of the Regular Meeting of February 14, 1994. 

DECISION - CONFIRMED MINUTES 
PAGE --

(2) UNFINISHED BUSINESS 

1) Red Deer Regional Planning Commission - Re: City of R.ed Deer Land UsE~ 
Bylaw Residential Standards Review and Bylaw :2672/H-94 . . 1 

DECISION - BYLAW GIVEN 1 ST READING 

2) City Clerk - Re: Capri Centre/Zoning Change C4 to C2/Land Use Bylaw 
Amemdment 2672/1-94 . . 14 

DECISION - BYLAW GIVEN 1 ST READING 



(3) PUBLIC HEARINGS 

1) City Clerk - Re: Land Use Bylaw Amendments: 
A) 2672/B-94 - Rezoning of Phases 13 and 14 in 

Eastview from A 1 (Future Urban Development 
District) to R1 (Residential Low Density District}, 
R1 A (Hesidential Low Density District - Duplex 
allowed as a discretionary use) and P1 (Parks 
and ReGreation District) 

B) 2672/E-94 - Designation of proposed municipal 
reserve land as Park and Environmental 
Preservation District along portions of the newly 
constructed Taylor Drive .. 1 i6 

2) City Clerk - Re: Bylaw 3087/A-94, Amendment to the Downtown West 
Redevelopment Plan Bylaw . . 19 

DECISION - BYLAW GIVEN 2ND & 3RD READINGS 

3) City Clerk - Re: Road Closure Bylaw 3104/94/Bower Place Shopping 
Centre/Purchase of Part of Lot 1 ,. Block 7A, Plan 86~~-0189 and Part of 
Barrett Drive .. 21 

DECISION - BYLAW GIVEN 2ND & 3RD READINGS 

(4) REPORTS 

1) Park~s Manager - Re: Clean World Award/City of Red Deer .. 23 

DECISION - RECEIVED AS INFORMATION 

2) E.L. & P. Manager - Re: Public Utilities Board/Trans Alta 
UtiliUesCorporation - TAU 1993 General Rate Application/1992 EEMA 
AdjustmenV1994 EEMA Forecast .. 27 

DECISION - RECEIVED AS INFORMATION 



3) Land & Economic Development Manager - Re: Request to Lease with 
Option to Purchase Lot 4, Block 13, Plan 6084 HVV (4323 Michener 
Drive) .. 30 

DECISION - AGREED TO LEASE WITH OPTION TO PURCHASE 

4) Director of Financial Services - Re: Council Policy 401/Purchasing and 
Tendering .. 37 

DECISION - APPROVED REVISED POLICY 

5) Land & Economic Development Manager - Re: Request to Purchase Pa11 
of Lot 5 MR, Plan 812-1748 SE Corner 77 St. and Northe)r Ave. (Northwood 
Estates) . . 47 

DECISION - AGREED TO SELL LAND 

6) Public Works Manager - Re: Public Works Department 1993 Annual 
Report .. 62 

DECISION - RECEIVED AS INFORMATION 

7) City Assessor - Re: 1994 Business Assessment/Tax .. 63 

DECISION - RECEIVED AS INFORMATION 

8) Red Deer Regional Planning Commission .. Re: Land Use Bylaw 
Amemdment 2672/J-94/Part of Lot fi MR, Plan 812-17 48/Northwood Estates 
Mobile Home Park .. Ei4 

DECISION- BYLAW GIVEN 1ST & 2ND READINGS 



9) Recreation & Culture Manager - Fte: Farmers' Market/Charge for Use of 
Arena Parking Lot . . 65 

DECISION·· AGREED TO CHARGE OF $2.50 PER STALL PER WEEK 

10) City Clerk - Re: Corporate Planning Process .. 69 

DECISION,. AGREED TO CORPORATE PLANNING FLOW CHART 

(5) CORRESPONDENCE 

1) Hool< Outdoor Advertising - Re: RHquest for Land Use Bylaw Amendment 
to allow the placement of a new billboard in the C1 District on 51 st 
Avenue .. 70 

DECISION - DENIED REQUEST 

2) CBC Television - Re: Request for support for license renewal application 
.. 79 

DECISION - AGREED TO SUPPORT 

3) Alberta Municipal Affairs - Re: Discussion Paper on !Municipal Financial 
Reporting Requirements .. 80 

DECISION - AGREED TO SUPPORT DISCUSSION PAPER 

(6) PETITIONS & DELEGATIONS 

(7) NOTICES OF MOTION 

(8) WRITTEN ENQUIRIES 



(9) BYLAWS ---

1) 267~UB-94 - Rezoning of Phases ·13 and 14 in Eastview from A 1 (Future 
Urban Development District) to R1 (Residential Low Density District), R1 A 
(Residential Low Density District - Duplex allowed as a. discretionary usE~) 
and P1 (Parks and Recreation District) - 2nd & 3rd readin!gs . . 115 

DECISION - BYLAW GIVEN 2ND & 3RD !READINGS 

2) 267~UE-94 - Designation of proposed municipal reserve land as Park and 
Environmental Preservation District along portions of the newly constructed 
Taylor Drive - 2nd & 3rd readings .. 116 

DECISION - BYLAW GIVEN 2ND & 3RD READINGS 

3) 267~~/H-94 - Land Use Bylaw AmendmenVRed Deer Regional Planning 
Commission - Re: City of Red Deer Land Use Bylaw Residential Standards 
Review and Bylaw 2672/H-94 - 1st reading . . 1 

.. 82 
DECISION - BYLAW GIVEN 1 ST READING 

4) 267:2/1-94 - Land Use Bylaw Amendment/Capri Centre/Zoning Change G4 
to C:2 - 1st reading . . 14 

.. 88 
DECISION - BYLAW GIVEN 1 ST READING 

5) 267:2/J-94 - Land Use Bylaw Amendment/Part of Lot 5 MR, Plan 812-
1748/Northwood Estates Mobile Home Park - 3 readings .. 64 

.. 90 

DECISION- BYLAW GIVEN 1ST & 2ND READINGS 



6) City Clerk - Re: Bylaw 3087/A-94, Amendment to thE~ Downtown West 
Redewelopment Plan Bylaw - 2nd & 3rd readings . . 1 B 

DECISION·· BYLAW GIVEN 2ND & 3RD READINGS 

7) City Clerk - Re: Road Closure Bylaw 3104/94/Bower Place Shopping 
Centre/Purchase of Part of Lot 1, Block 7 A, Plan 862-0189 and Part of 
Barmtt Drive - 2nd & 3rd readings .. 2·1 

DECISION ·· BYLAW GIVEN 2ND & 3RD READINGS 

ADDITIONAL AGENDA 

REPORTS 

1) Commissioners Commendations (Verbal) 

DECISION ·HUMAN RESOURCES IMPLEMENTATION TEAM GIVEN 
COMMENDATIONS 

2) Director of Financial Services - Re: Procedure for Utility Account Cutoffs 

DECISION· RECEIVED AS INFORMATION 

3) Director of Financial Services - Re: Province of Alberta Business Plan 

DECISION • RECEIVED AS INFORMATION 

4) Director of Financial Services - Re: Federal Infrastructure Program 

DECISION - AGREED TO SEND LETTER OF INTENT 

5) Red Deer Twilight Homes Foundation/Appointment of City Representative 

DECISION - APPOINTED MRS. DORIS BURRINGTON 

6) Changes to Aldermanic Appointments to Committees 

DECISION - A) Piper Creek Foundation - Alderman Guilbault to 
replace Alderman Statnyk 

B) Special Transportation Advisory 
Board · Alderman Statnyk to 
replace Alderman Guilbault 
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(1) Conf rmation of the Minutes of the Regular Meeting of February 14, 1994. 
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(2) UNFINISHED BUSINESS 

1) Red Deer Regional Planning Commission - Re: City of Red Deer Land Use 
Bylaw Residential Standards Review and Bylaw 2672/H-94 . . 1 

2) City Clerk - Re: Capri Centre/Zoning Change C4 to C2/Land Use Bylaw 
Amendment 267211-94 . . 14 

(3) PUBLIC HEARINGS 

1) City Clerk - Re: Land Use Bylaw Amendments 

A) 2672/B-94 - Rezoning of Phases 13 and 14 in 
Eastview from A 1 (Future Urban Development 
District) to R1 (Residential Low Density District), 
R1A (Residential Low Density District - Duplex 
allowed as a discretionary use) and P1 (Parks 
and Recreation District) 

B) 2672/E-94 - Designation of proposed municipal 
reserve land as Park and Environmental 
Preservation District along portions of the newly 
constructed Tay or Drive . . 16 



2) City Clerk - Re: Bylaw 3087/A-94, Amendment to the Downtown West 
Redevelopment Plan Bylaw . . 19 

3) City Clerk - Re: Road Closure Bylaw 3104/94/Bower Place Shopping 
Centre/Purchase of Part of Lot 1, Block 7A, Plan 862-0189 and Part of 
Barrett Drive . . 21 
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3) Land & Economic Development Manager - Re: Request to Lease with 
Option to Purchase Lot 4, Block 13, Plan 6084 HW (4323 Michener 
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UNFINISHED BUSINESS 

RED DEER 
REGIONt~L PLANNING COMMISSION 

Nn. 1 

2830 BREMNER AVENUE, RED DEER, 
ALBERTA, CANADA T4R 1M9 

DIRECTOR: W. G. A. Shaw, ACP, MCIP 
Telephone: (40~1) 343-3394 

Fax: (403) 346-1570 

DATE: 

TO: 

CC: 

FROM: 

MEMORANDUM 

February 22, 1994 

City Council 

P. Stewart 
B. Jeffers, Director of Engineering Services 
R. Strader, Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
Red Deer Real Estate Board 
Red Deer Home Builder's Association 
Urban Development Institute 

Paul Meyette, Principal Planner 

SUBJECT: c1nr OF RED DEER LAND USE BYILAW RESIDENTIAL STANDARDS REVIEW 
AND BYLAW 2672/H-94 

At the request of the Red Deer Home Builders Association, Council directed that the Red Deer 
Regional Planning Commission review the residential standards in the Land Use Bylaw. 

The report which is enclosed and the accompanying Bylaw (Bylaw 2672/H-94) stress the following 
principles: 

• stneamlined approvals 
• simple rather than complex standards 
• protection of an individual homeowm~r's investment 

In order to preparei the enclosed report, Planning staff have consulted with the Home Builders 
Association, the Urban Development Institute and representatives of the Red Deer and District Real 
Estate Board as well as with individual home builders and City staff. It would be fair to say that there 
is no clear agreement among all of the parties involved as to the specific standards which should be 
applied to residential development. This report therefore represents an amalgam of the different 
positions related to residential standards. 

In order to meet the deadline established by Council, Planning staff have not had an opportunity to 
receive any public foedback regarding the proposals contained in the Residential Standards Review. 
If Council concurs with the need to provide an opportunity for public comment, planning staff would 
be prepared to host a public open house prior to second and third reading of the Land Use Bylaw. 

------· ·- -··· -··--·· -·· MUNIClf'Al.ITIES WITHIN COfl/MISSION ARloA 

CITY OF RED DEER• MUNICIPAL DISTRICT OF CLEARWATER No. 99 •COUNTY OF STETTLER No. 6 •COUNTY OF Ll\C:OMBE No. 14 ·COUNTY OF MOUNTl\IN VIEW No. 17 ·COUNTY OF 
PAINTEARTH No. 18 •COUNTY OF RED DEER No. 23 •TOWN OF BLACKFALDS •TOWN OF BOWDEI~ •TOWN OF CA'lSTl\IRS ·TOWN OF CASTOR .. TOWN OF CORONATION· TOWN OF 
DIDSBURY •TOWN OF ECKVILLE •TOWN OF INNISFAIL •TOWN OF LACOMBE" TOWN OF OLDS ·TOWN OF PENHOLD •TOWN OF ROCKY MOUNTAIN HOUSE• TOWNI OF STETTLER 
TOWN OF SUNDRE• TOWN OF SYLVAN LAKE• VILLAGE OF ALIX• VILLAGE OF BENTLEY• VILLAGE: OF BIG VALLEY ·VILLAGE OF BOTH!\· VILLAC:iE OF CAROLINE· VILLAGE OF CLIVE 
VILLAGE OF CREMONA• VILLAGE OF DELBURNE •VILLAGE OF DONALDA •VILLAGE OF ELNORA• VILLl\GE OF GADSBY• VILLAGE OF HALl<IRK •VILLAGE OF MIRROR• SUMMER VILLAGE 
OF BIRCHCLIFF • SUMMER VILLAGE OF GULL LAKE • SUMMER l/ILLAGE OF HALF MOON BAY • SUMMER VILLAGE OF jARVIS BAY • SUMMloFI VILLAGE OF NORGLENWOLD 

SUMMER VILLAGE OF ROCHON SANDS• SUMMER VILLAGE OF SUNBREAKER COl/E ·SUMMER VILLAGE OF WHITE SANDS 
SUMMER VILLAGE OF BURNSTICK LAKE 



CITY COUNCIL 
BYLAW/H-94 
PAGE 2 OF 2 

RECOMMENDATION: 

2 

Planning staff recommend the following action by City Council: 

1. That City Council accept the "City of Red Deer Land Use Bylaw Residential Standards 
Review" report for information only. 

2. That City Council proceed with first reading of Bylaw 2672/H-94 which proposes to implement 
the standards contained in the aforesaid report 

3. That City Council direct the Red Deer Regional Planning Commission to solicit public input 
regarding the standards proposed. This input is to be provided to City Council prior to the 
public hearing for Bylaw 2672/H-94. 

~ Paul Meyette, Princjpaf1Sr 

Commissioners' Comments 

He concur with the recommendation of the Red Deer Regiona·1 Planning Commission. 

11 G. SURKAN 11 

Mayor 

"H.M.C. D/\Y 11 

City Commissioner 
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CITY OF RED DEER Li\ND USE BY-LAW 
RESII)ENTIAL STANDARDS REVIEW 

Red Deer Regional Planning Commission 
February 15, 1994 
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The Red Deer Home Builders Association has written to Red Deer City Council requesting that the 

residential standards within the City of Red Deer Land Use By-law be reviewed. In response to this 

request the Red Deer Regional Planning Commission has prepared this report which recommends some 

changes to the residential standards. The report has been prepared in consultation with various City 

Departments as well as the Red Deer Home Builders Association and representatives of the Red Deer 

Real Estate Board. This report represents a compromise between the different positions related to 

standards for residential development. Each standard is addressed individually in this report. 

MINIMUM FRONT YARD 

The minimum front yard requirement is proposed to be reduced in the City of Red Deer Land Use By­

law Rl Single Family District from 7.5 metres to 6.0 metres to correspond with the single family 

dwelling setbacks in the R2 and R 4 Districts. This change also reflects the City's practice of allowing 

a 6.0 metre setback in multiple lot development within the Rl District. The 6.0 metre setback allows 

for sufficient room for the parking of a vehicle in the front yard. Notwithstanding the reduction of the 

minimum front yard to 6.0 metres. comer lots will be required to provide an additional 1.0 metre 

setback for vehicular visibility purposes. The proposed 6.0 metre front yard setback is the average 

setback used by mw:llcipalities in Alberta (see Table 1). In street<> of more than 5 lots in length, there 

will still be a requirement to stagger the housing setbacks. In order to shorten the approval process it 

is proposed that the By-laws and Inspections Department approve setback plans rather than the 

Municipal Planning Commission. 

b:lred deer #4\.standards.mey 
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It is proposed that the minimum front yard be retained at 7.5 metres in the R3 Multiple Family District 

for apartments in order to reduce the impact of these larger buildings on the streetscape, however the 

setback could be reduced to 6.0 metres for single family, duplex or townhouse development in the R3 

Multiple Family District. Apartments in the R2 District would be required to have a setback of 7.5 

metres. There are no changes proposed for the R4 District (see Table 3 for summary of proposed 

changes). 

2 



Table 1: EXISTING L.U.B. REGULATIONS 

Municipality Land Use Minimum Minimum Maximum Maximum Additional 
District Side Yard Front Yard Site Cov. Height Regulations 

Calgary Low Density R-1 1.2 m (3.0 for laneless) (3.0 for corners) 3.0 rn or 6.0 - garage 45% 10.0 m (each bldg elev) Single Family 
General R-2 1.2 m (3.0 for laneless) (3.0 for corners) 3.0 m 40% 10.0 m Min. lot depth 22.75 m 
Multiple RM-6 3.0m 3.0-6.0 m - 16.0m Min. lot width 12.0m 
Mobile Home R-MH 1.2 m 3.0m 45% Min. lot area 370 m2 

Edmonton Low Density RF-i 20% of site width/min 1.2 m (2 m for bldgs over 7.5 m) 6.0 m 40% 10.0 m (2Yi storeys) Single Family 
(3.0 for laneless) (4.5 fur corners) Min. lot depth 30.0 m 

General RF-4 same as RF-I 6.0 m 40% 10.0 m Min. lot width 12.0m 
Multiple RA-8 2 m - 4.5 m (4.5 for corners) 6.0m Amenity Rq. 23.0 m (6 storeys) Min. lot area 360 m2 

Mobile Home RMH 1.2 m (4.5 m between units) 4.5 m (3.0 in Parks) 45% 

Grande Prairie Low Density R-1 1.2 for I storey/1.5 for 2 storey (3 m if no garage) 6.0m 40% 8.5 m Single Family 
General R-2 1 2 for 1 storey/LS for 2 storey (3 m if no garage) 6.0m 40% 8.5 m Min. lot depth 
Multiple R-5 4.5 m for Y, height of building 6.0m 45% 46.0 m Min. lot width 14.0m 
Mobile Home R-6 1.2 m with 3.0 m on other side 6.0m 40% Min. lot area 464.5 m2 

Max. Density 10 units/ha 

Leduc Low Density R-1 C 20% - side width/min 1.5 m for I storey 12. 3 for 2 storey 6.5 - 7 m 40% - Single Family 
(3.8 for comer) (3.2 m for laneless) Min. lot depth 34 m 

General R-2 same as R-IC 6.5 - 7 m 40% 10.0 m Min. lot width 15-18 m 
Multiple R-4 3-5 m min 1.6 for I storey/2.3 for 2 storey 6m Amenity Rq. 28.0m Min. lot area - O"I 

Mobile Home R-MHC 2.3 m 3m 40% 

Leth bridge Low Density R-L 1.2 m (3.0 for laneless) 6.0 m 45% 8.5 m (2Y, storeys) Single Family 
General R-37 1.2 m (3. 0 for laneless) 6.0m 45% 8.5 m (2Y, storeys) Min. lot depth 30m 
Multiple R-100 1.2 m (3.0 for laneless) 6.0m 70-100% 45.0 m Min. lot width 11-13 m 
Mobile Home R-MH 1.2 m with 3.0 on the other side 3 7 m 45% 8. 5 m (2 Y, storeys) Min. lot area 320-360 rn' 

Medicine Hat Low Density R-1 1.4 m (3 m for comer) 5.5 m - 7.5 m 45% 8.0 m (2 storeys) Single Family 
General R-2 1.5 m (3 m for comer) 5.5 m - 7.5 m - 8.0 m (2 storeys) Min. lot depth -
Multiple R-4 as required by MPC 6.0 m 50% Min. lot width 12-15 m 
Mobile Home Min. lot area 372-465 m2 - - -

Sherwood Park Low Density R-1 1.5 for one stol)', 2.0 for 2 storey (3.0 m fur lam:kss) 6.0 Ill 40% 10.0 m (2Y2 storeys) Single Family 
(4.0 for comer) Min. lot depth 34 m 

General R-2 san1c as R-1 6.0m 40% 10.0 111 (2~2 storeys) Min. lot width 9m 
Multiple R-5 2.0 for 1 storey, 3.0 for laneless/6 m for comer) 6.0m 50% 40.0m Min. lot area 3061112 

Mobile Home - -

St. Albert Low Density R-1 3.0m 6.0 - 9.0 m 35% 10.0 m Single Fan1ily 
General R-2 1.5 m (I storey), 2.25 (2 storey) and 3.0 m for laneless 6.0m 40% JO.Om Min. lot depth 33.5 m min 
Multiple R3A 1.5 m plus I m for each storey above first 6.0m 40% 12.0 m (30.5 m if backing onto park) 
Mobile Home - - Min. lot width 15.U m + (60%) 

11.5-13 m (40%) 

Red Deer Low Density R-1 1.5 m (3. 0 m for lane less) 7.5 m 25% main bldg 8.0 m (2 storeys) Single Family 
General R-2 1.5 - 2.4 m 6.0m landscaping 10. 0 m (2 storeys) Min. lot depth -
Multiple R-3 66% of building height 6.0- 7.5 m landscaping Min. lot width 12.0m 
Mobile Home R-4 1.5 m R, 2.35 m. L. 6.0m landscaping Min. lot area 360 m2 

1u1r.: Mtmmuml :ont vara IS measim:o IIDm me property nne m au cases except where there IS a garage; the setl>ack tn thlS tnStance IS 6.0 metres from the back ot wauc 

3 
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MINIMUM SIDE YARD 

Single Family Dwellings 

The minimum side yard requirement is proposed to be retained at 1.5 metres for single family 

dwellings. The 1.5 metre side yard is a straight forward measmement which provides an adequate 

separation distance between residential dwellings. Some other municipalities throughout Alberta use 

a more complex series of side yard measmements (see Table 1) which result in the side yard being 

varied depending on the height of a building, its location on a comer, laneless lots, and the width of 

lot. These complexities would make the bylaw more complex to administer and are therefore not 

recommended. In addition, the City of Red Deer Fire Department has indicated that a reduction in the 

minimum side yard from 1.5 metres would require an increase in standards for fire hydrant placement 

and thus higher devdopment costs. 

A comparison of th1e side yard setback standards used in other municipalities indicates that existing 

single family sideyard setbacks in the City of Red Deer are below the average total setback for eight 

other Alberta communities (see Table 2). DW'ing the preparation of this study, the real estate industry 

has indicated strong concern with any reduction in the minimum side yard below 1.5 metres. 

Representatives of the Red Deer Real Estate Board fe:el that any lowering of the side yard setback 

requirement would decrease the attractiveness of neighbomhoods by creating a congested or closed in 

feeling in neighbomhoods. 

4 
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Duplex 

The minimum side yard requirement is proposed to be reduced to 1.5 metres for duplex development 

without a side entry; this is the same side yard requirement as single family dwellings. The side yard 

requirement for duplex or semi detached developments with side entries is proposed to remain at 2.4 

metres in order to ensure access to the rear yard for lawn equipment. Where a duplex side yard entry 

is at grade level (no steps), the Municipal Planning Commission may consider lowering the side yard 

requirement below 2.4 metres; if access to the rear yard can be a5sured. 

Rowhouses and Townhouses 

The minimum side yard is also proposed to be reduced from 2.4 metres to 1.8 metres for rowhouses 

and townhouses in the R2 and R3 District where the units have no side entry. 

MAXIMUM BUILDING HEIGHT 

The maximum building height is proposed to be increased from 8.0 metres to 10.0 metres for Single 

Family homes. This change would bring Red Deer in line with other Alberta municipalities. The 

calculation of the he:ight needs to be clarified however; it is proposed that the measurement of height 

be the vertical distance from the average of the lowest finished grade and the highest finished grade 

immediately adjacent to the building to the peak of the building. Presently the height is measured from 

the front elevation. This methodology is a variation of the calculation used by the City of Calgary and 

would result in a more uniform appearance of residfmtial dwellings and would prevent the grade 

5 
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differences from exaggerating the height of a residential dwelling. This revision in the way height is 

measured would address some of the concerns in the Anders Park neighbourhood. 

GRADE 

At the present tim:!, the engineering department does not approve grade levels for residential 

construction. In some private developments, the developers set grade levels; in City developments, and 

the remaining private development the individual house builder establishes a grade. In order to ensure 

uniform drainage and to ensure that grade levels are not artificially built up beyond a reasonable level, 

it is recommended that the City of Red Deer Engineering Department be required to establish grade 

elevations for any multi-lot development. This change could partially alleviate concerns in the Anders 

East neighbourhood. 

MAXIMUM SITE COVERAGE 

The maximum site coverage is to be increased from 25% to 40% for single family and duplex 

developments in the Rl, R2 and R3 residential districts. The total of 40% will now include garages 

(attached or detached) and any accessory building. The proposed methodology to be used in 

calculating maximum site coverage will now be consistent with the methodology used in other Alberta 

municipalities. 

6 
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MINIMUM LOT AREAIMINIMUM DEPIB 

The City of Red Deer does not have any requirements related to minimum depth. As a consequence 

several lots have been recently created which cannot meet front and rear yard setbacks. It is proposed 

that a new standard be added which would require a minimum lot depth of 30 metres. 

The minimum lot areas of 360 m2 (single family) and 232 m2 (duplex) are proposed to be retained. 

These standards arc consistent with other municipalities. Where specialized types of housing are 

proposed, these startdards could be varied by the Municipal Planning Commission. 

INNOVATIVE HOUSING OR DIRECT CONTROL RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT 

The Red Deer Home Builders Association has requested that standards be developed for innovative 

housing. The Red Deer Regional Planning Comrn~ssion suggests that any innovative housing 

development should. be assessed on its merits. Any innovative housing development should be subject 

to review through the public meeting process with each development being approved by the Municipal 

Planning Commission. Innovative housing should hie done on a planned development basis with 

streetscapes and housing designs preselected for the development. The new Kensington Grove 

(Laebon) neighbourhood has been approved using the foregoing principles. 

7 
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COMPARISON of MINIMUM SIDE YARD STANDARDS 

The first row of Table 2 lists the total number of metres of side yard required by the City of Red 
Deer's Land Use By-law for three residential developments in Red Deer. Table 2 also includes total 
side yard requirements for the same developments if the developments had occurred in other cities (and 
therefore required to comply with their respective Land Use By-laws). Note that Red Deer's total side 
yard requirements are less than the average of the other cities surveyed. 

TABLE 2: COMPARISON OF MINIMUM SIDE YARD REQUIREMENTS 

TOT AL NUMBER OF METRES of SIDE YARD REQUIRED 

MUNICIPALITY AREAJ AREA2 AREA3 
ELLIOT CRESC. CASTLE CR. ANQUETEL ST. 
16- 2 STOREY 8-2 STOREY 8-2 STOREY 

l 6 - SPLIT LEVEL 12 - SPLIT LEVEL 4 - SPLIT LEVEL 
5-BUNGALOW 

RED DEER 96.0 66.0 51.0 

CALGARY 82.2 58.2 48.0 
EDMONTON 102.4 84.8 60.0 
GRANDE PRAIRIE 96.0 64.8 48.0 
LEDUC 121.6 78.8 63.8 
LETHBRIDGE 76.8 52.8 40.8 
MEDICINE HAT 91.2 64.8 50.8 
SHERWOOD PARK 112.0 74.0 59.0 
ST.ALBERT 144.0 96.0 69.0 

AVERAGE TOTAL SIDEYARD 103.3 71.8 54.9 
(does not include Red Deer) 

Compiled June 28, 1993 

8 



Minimum Front Yard 

Minimum Side Yard 

Maximum Building Height 

Maximum Site Coverage 

Minimum Lot Depth 

Minimum Lot Area 

Minimum Front Yard 

Minimum Side Yard 

Maximum Building Height 

Maximum Site Coverage 

Minimum Lot Depth 

Minimum Lot Area 

12 

TABLE 3: PROPOSED LAND USE BYLAW CHANGES 
RESIDENTIAL DJ[STRICTS 

EXISTING STANDARD PROPOSED CHANGES 

Rl Rl 

7.5 metres 6.0 metres 

1.5 metres l.5 metres 
3.0 metres (laneless/no 3.0 metres (laneless/no 
garage) garage 

8.0 metres (front IO metres (from 
elevation) average grade) 

25% (does not include 40% (includes garage) 
garage) 

- 30 metres 

Single Family 3602 metres Single Family 3602 metres 
Duplex 2322 metres Duplex 2322 metres 

R2 R2 

6.0 metres 6.0 metres 
7.5 metres (for 
apartment) 

Detached 1.5 metres Detached l.5 metres 
Dwelling Dwelling 

Duplex 2.4 metres Duplex 1.5 metres 
(no side entry) 

Duplex (side entry) 2.4 metres 
Multi-attached 2.4 metres Multi-attached (no side 

entry) 1.8 metres 
Multi-attached (side 

entry) 2.4 metres 
Multi Family 66% of building height Multi Family 66% of building height 

10 metres Residential 10 metres (from 
(except apartment) average grade) 
Apartments 3 storey 

- 40% (includes garage) 

- 30 metres 

Single Family 3602 metres Single Family 3602 metres 

Duplex 2322 metres Duplex 2322 metres 

9 
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EXISTING STANDARD PROPOSED CHANGES 

R3 R3 

Minimum Front Yard 7.5 metres 6.0 metres 
6.0 m (multi-attached) 7.5 metres (apartment) 

Minimum Side Yard 66% of building height Detached dwelling 1.5 metres 
2.4 metres (mullti-attached) Duplex 1.5 metres 

(no side entry) 
Duplex (side entry) 2.4 metres 
Multi Attached (no side 

entry) 1.8 metres 
Multi Attached (side 

entry) 2.4 metres 
Multi Family 66% of building height 

NIA 
Maximum Building Height Residential IO metres (from 

(except Apartments) average grade) 
Apartment NIA 

-
Maximum Site Coverage 40% 

R4 R4 

Minimum Front Yard 6 metres 6 metres 

Minimum Side Yard 1.5 metres (right side) 1.5 metres (right side) 
2.35 metres (left side) 2.35 metres (left side) 

Maximum Building Height 1 storey 1 storey 

Maximum Site Coverage - -
All Residential Districts All Residential Districts 

Setback Plans Municipal Planning Commission approves Development Officer approves setback plans 
setback plans and any amendments. and any amendments. 

10 



DATE: MARCH 2, 1994 

TO: RED DEER REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION 

FROM: CITY CLERK 

RE: LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT 2672/H-94 

At its meeting of F1ebruary 28, 1994, Council of the City of Red Deer gave first reading 
to the above noted Land Use Bylaw, a copy of which is attached hereto. Also at the 
above noted meeting, Council passed the following resolutions: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City o1; Red Deer, having considered 
report from the Red Deer Regional Planning Commission dated February 
22, 1994 re: City of Red Deer Land Use Bylaw Residential Standards 
Review, heneby agrees as follows: 

1. That said review be received as information. 

2. That the Red Deer Regional Planning 
Commission solicit public input regarding the 
standards as outlined in the above noted 
review, 

and as pres1ented to Council February 28, 1994." 

Bylaw Amendment 2672/H-94 pertains to the implementation of standards contained 
within the report E~ntitled "City of Red Deer Land Use Bylaw Residential Standards 
Review". 

This office will now proceed with advertising for a Public Hearing to be held on Monday, 
March 28, 1994, commencing at 7:00 p.m. or as soon thereafter as Council may 
determine. In addition, as outlined in the above resolution, I ask that you now solicit public 
input regarding said standards so that same will be available for the March 28, 1994 
Council Meeting. 

~

8
:11 find this satisfactory. 

City Cl~LL 

KK/clr 
Encls. 
cc: Director of Engineering Services 

Director of Community Services 
Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
City Assessor 
Fire Chief 
E. L. & P. Manager 
Council and Committee Secretary - Sandra 



THE CITY OF RED DEER 
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA T41~ 3T4 

City Clerk's Departmen1t (403) 342-8132 

March 2, 1994 

Mr. J. Paul Stewa11 
72 Anquetel Closet 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4R 1G7 

Dear Sir: 

FILE No. 

FAX: (403) 346·6195 

Further to my lettetr of July 20, 1993 wherein I advised that Council agreed to expand its 
current review of the Residential Standards in the Land Use Bylaw to address the 
concerns identified by yourself, I wish to advise as follows. 

At the Council Me~eting of February 28, 1994, Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/H-94 
was given first reading, a copy of which is attached hereto. 

Our office will be proceeding with advertising for a Public Hearing for said bylaw to be 
held on Monday, March 28, 1994, commencin~l at 7:00 p.m. or as soon thereafter as 
Council may determine. If you would like to addriess Council regarding this bylaw, please 
feel free to attend the Public Hearing. If you have any questions about the bylaw prior to 
the Public Hearin9, please do not hesitate to contact the undersigned. 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory. 

Sincer~ly, / 

dA/f 
KELLY KLOSS 
City Clerk 

KK/clr 
Encls. 

cc: Principal Planner 
Council and Committee Secretary - Sandra 

1iReD·DeeR 
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NO. 2 

DATE: February 18, 1994 

TO: City Council 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: CAPHI CENTRE - ZONING CHANGE C4 TO C2 

At the Council Meeting of February 14, 1994, consideration was given to correspondence 
from the Capri Centre dated January 20, 1994, concerning the above. At this meeting, 
the following motion was passed. 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City o·f Red Deer, having considered 
correspondonce from the Capri Centre, dated January 20, 1994, re: 
Request to Rezone Capri Centre from C4 to C2, hereby agrees that said 
request be approved in principle subject to the following conditions: 

1 . The appropriate Land Use Bylaw Amendment being passed; 

2. That the Capri Centre meet a.II C2 requirements (ie: 
landscaping and parking requirememts); 

3. That the calculation of office space in relation to the Capri 
Centre exclude all square footage devoted to hotel rooms, 

and as presented to Council February 14, 1994." 

Council can now 1give consideration to first reacling of the appropriate Land Use Bylaw 
Amendment which is included with this agenda . 

. tlfl? 
Kelly Kloss· 
City Clerk 

KK/ds 
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RED DEER 
REGIONA.L PLANNING COMMISSION 

DIRECTOR: W. G. A. Shaw, ACP, MCIP 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Kelly Kloss, City Clerk 

FROM: Frank Wong, Planning Assistant 

2830 BREMNER AVENUE, RED DEER, 
ALBEFlTA, CANADA T4R 1M9 

Telephone: (403) 343-3394 
Fax: (403) 346-1570 

DATE: February 18, 1994 

RE: PROPOSED LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT 267211-94 
LOT E, PLAN 5009 KS, LOT 8, BLOCK 10 (unregistered plan) & 
LOTS Gl AND Fl, PLAN 5253 MC 
3310- 50TH AVENUE (CAPRI CENTRE) 

Pursuant to City Council resolution of February 14, 1994 which conditionally approved in principle 
the request to rezone the Capri Centre from C4 (Major Arterial District) to C2 (Regional and District 
Shopping Centre) District, we are submitting this land use amendment for Council's consideration. 

Planning st'lff recommend that City Council proceed '-Vi.th the first reading of the proposed land use 
amendment. 

Frank Wong 
/I 

Planning Assistant 

FW/eam 

Enc. 

- --·-·-·-----·--------- MUNICIPALITIES WITHIN COMMISSION AREA 

CITY OF RED DEER• MUNICIPAL DISTRICT OF CLEARWATER No. 99 •COUNTY OF STETTLER No. 13 •COUNTY OF LAGOME·E No. 14 •COUNTY OF MOUNTAIN VIEW No. 17 ·COUNTY OF 
PAINTEARTH No. 18 •COUNTY OF RED DEER No. 23 •TOWN OF BLACKFALDS •TOWN OF BOWDEN• TOWN OF Cl'HSTAIF:S •TOWN OF CASTOR• TOWN OF CORONATION• TOWN OF 
DIDSBURY •TOWN OF ECKVILLE •TOWN OF INNISFAIL •TOWN OF LACOMBE• TOWN OF OLDS• TOWN OF PEN HOLD• TOWN OF ROCKY MOUNTAIN HOUSE• TOWN OF STETILER 
TOWN OF SUNDRE• TOWN OF SYLVAN LAKE• VILLAGE OF ALIX• VILLAGE OF BENTLEY• VILLAGI= OF BIG VALLEY• VILLAGE OF BOTHA• VILLAGE OF CAROLINE• VILLAGE OF CLIVE 
VILLAGE OF CREMONA• VILLl',GE OF DELBURNE •VILLAGE OF DON ALDA• VILLAGE OF ELNORA• VILLAGE OF GADSBY• VILLAGE OF HAL KIRK• VILLAGE OF MIRROR• SUIMMERVILLAGE 
OF BIRCHCLIFF • SUMMER VILLAGE OF GULL LAKE • SUMMEFI VILLAGE OF HALF MOON BAY • SUMMER VILLAGE OF JARVIS BAY • SUMMEI~ VILLAGE OF NORGLENWOLD 

SUMMER VILLAGE OF ROCHON SANDS• SUMMER VILLAGE OF SUNBREAKER COVE• SUMMER VILLAGE OF WHITE SANDS 
SUMMER VILLAGE OF BLIRNSTICK LAKE 



THE CITY OF RED DEER 
P. 10. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4H 3T4 

City Clerk's Dcpanme'nt (403) 342-8132 

March 2, 1994 

Capri Convention Centre 
331 O - 50 Avenue 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 3X9 

Attention: Mr. A.A. Pasutto 

Dear Sir: 

FAX: (403) 346·6195 

RE: CAPRI CENTRE - LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT 2672/1-94 

FILE No. 

Further to my lettEH of February 16, 1994, regarding the above topic, Council gave first 
reading to Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/1-94, which proposes to rezone the Capri 
Centre from C4 to C2. A copy of the above noted bylaw is attached herewith. 

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, March 28, 1994, 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, March 11 and Friday, March 18, 1994. 

In accordance with the Land Use Bylaw, you am required to deposit with the City Clerk, 
prior to advertising, an amount equal to the estimated cost of advertising, which in this 
instance is $600.00. We will require this deposit by Tuesday, March 8, 1994, in order to 
proceed with the advertising scheduled above. Once the costs are known you will be 
either invoiced for or refunded the balance. 



I trust you will find this satisfactory. If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to 
contact the undersigned. 

Sincerely, 

KK/ds 

Encl. 

c.c. Director of Community Services 
Fire Chief 
Principal Planner 
Council & Committee Secy., Sandra 
Director of Engineering Services 

E.L. & P. Manager 
Bylaws & Inspections Manager 
City Assessor 
Land & Economic Development Mgr. 



DATE: Marc:h 2, 1994 

TO: ~ed Deer Regional Planning Commission 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT 2672/1-94 

At its meeting of February 28, 1994, Council of The City of Red Deer gave first reading 
to the above noted bylaw, a copy of which is attached herewith. 

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/1-94 provides for the rezoning of the Capri Centre from 
C4 to C2. 

This office will now proceed with advertising for a Public Hearing to be held on Monday, 
March 28, 1994, commencing at 7:00 p.m. or as soon thereafter as Council may 
determine. 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory. 

~ ~/ 
City Cieri/ 

KK/ds 

Encl. 

c.c. Director of Community Services 
Director of Engineering Services 
Bylaws & Inspections Manager 
City Assessor 
Land & Economic Development Manager 
E.L. & P. Manager 
Fire Chief 
Council & Committee Secy., Sandra 



NO. 1 

DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

February 18, 1994 

City Council 

City Clerk 

16 
PUBLIC HEARINGS 

RE: LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENTS 2672/B-94 AND 2672/E-94 

A Public Hearing has been advertised in regard to each of the above noted Land Use 
Bylaw Amendments. The Public Hearings are scheduled to be held in the Council 
Chambers on Monday, February 28, 1994, commencing at 7:00 p.m. or as soon 
thereafter as Council may determine. 

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/B-94 provides for the rezoning of Phases 13 and 14 
in Eastview Estates from A1 (Future Urban Development District) to R1 (Residential Low 
Density District), R1 A (Residential Low Density District - Duplex Allowed as a 
Discretionary Use} and P1 (Parks and Recreation District). 

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/E-94 provides for the designation of proposed 
municipal reserve land as Park and Environmental Preservation District along portions of 
the newly constructed Taylor Drive. 

Attached are maps relative to each of the abovE~ noted Land Use Bylaw Amendments. 

Following the Public Hearings, Council may choose to give the bylaw amendments 
second and third readings. 

~/f 
~t~' 

City Cieri< 

KK/ds 
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DATE: FEBRUARY 1, 1994 

TO: REC1 DEER REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION 

FROM: CITY CLERK 

RE: LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENTS: 2672/B-94 AND 2672/E-94 

At its meeting of .January 31, 1994, Council of The City of Red Deer gave first reading 
to each of the abcive noted bylaws. 

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/B-94 provide,s for the rezoning of Phases 13 and 14 
in Eastview Estatos from A1 (future urban devt3lopment district) to A1 {residential low 
density district), A1 A (residential low density district duplex allowed as a discretionary 
use) and P1 (parks and recreation district). 

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/E-94 provides for the designation of proposed 
municipal reserve land as park and environmental preservation district along portions of 
the newly constructed Taylor Drive. 

Enclosed herewith are copies of each of the afo1rementioned bylaws .. 

This office will now proceed with advertising for a public hearing to be held on Monday, 
February 28, 1994, commencing at 7:00 p.m. or as soon thereafter as Council may 
determine. 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory. 

KK/clr 
Encls. 

cc: Director of Community Services 
Director of Engineering Services 
Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
City Assesst:>r 
Land and Economic Development Manager 
E. L. & P. Manager 
Fire Chief 
Council and Committee Secretary - Sandra 



FILE No. 

THE CITY OF RED DEER 
-~~~~~~~~~~-~~~~~~~-~~~-

P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA T•tN 3T4 

City Clerk's Depanment (403) 342-8132 

February 1, 1994 

Melear Developments Ltd. 
400, 4804 Ross Street 
Red Der, Alberta 
T4N 1X5 

Att: Fred Lebe!doff 

Dear Sir: 

FAX: (403) 346·6195 

RE: EASTVIE'N ESTATES OUTLINE PLAN AND LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT 
26721B-94 (MELCOR DEVELOPMENTS LTD.) 

At the City of Red Deer Council Meeting held on Monday, January 31 , 1934, 
consideration was given to the Eastview Estates Outline Plan revisions and Land Use 
Bylaw Amendmemt 26721B-94. At the above noted meeting, Counci1I gave first reading to 
Land Use Bylaw Amendment 26721B-94, a copy of which is enclosed herewith. 

In addition, Council passed the following motion relative to the revised Outline Plan: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered 
report from the Red Deer Regional Planning Commission dated January 24, 
1994, re: Eastview Estates: Outline Plan Revisions and Land Use Bylaw 
AmendmHnt 26721B-94 (Melcer Developments Ltd.), hereby approves the 
revised Outline Plan for Eastview Estat,es as submitted to Council January 
31, 1994." 

This office will now proceed with preparation 01: advertising for a Public Hearing to be held 
in the Council Chambers of City Hall on Monday, February 28, 1994, commencing at 7:00 
pm. or as soon thereafter as Council may d13termine. The advertising is scheduled to 
appear in the Red Deer Advocate on Friday, February 11, 1994 and Friday, February 18, 
1994. 

. .. I 2 



Melear Developments Ltd. 
February 1 , 1994 
Page 2 

In accordance with the Land Use Bylaw, you are1 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 $600.00. We will require this deposit by Tuesday, February 8, 1994 in 
order to proceed with the advertising scheduled above. Once the actual costs are known, 
you will be either iinvoiced for or refunded the balance. 

I trust you will find this satisfactory. If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to 
contact the undersigned. 

Sincerely, 

~~ ~EilvKLOS/ 
City Clerk 

KK/clr 
Encls. 

cc: Director of Community Services 
Director of Engineering Services 
Bylaws and llnspections Manager 
City Assessor 
Land and Economic Development ManagE~r 
E. L. & P. Manager 
Fire Chief 
Principal Plainner 
Council and Committee Secretary - Sandra 
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RED DEER 
REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION 

NOo 8 

2830 BREMNER AVENUE, RED DEER, 
ALBERT A, CANADA T 4R 1 M9 

DIRECTOR: W. G. A. Shaw, ACP, MCIP 
Telephone: (403) 343-3394 

Fax: (403) 346-1570 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

Kelly Kloss, 
City Clerk 

Phil !Newman, 
Associate Planner 

EASTVIEW ESTATES : OUTLINE PLAN REVISIONS 
AMENDMENT 2672/8-94 (MELCOR DEVELOPMENTS 

DATE: 94 01 ~!4 

OUR FILE: 17.30 

& LAND USE BY-LAW 
LTD.) 

1. Background 

An Outline Plan for Eastview Estates was adopted by the Council in 1981 and revised in 
1986. As the Plan was adopted prior to the preparation of the City's Planning and 
Subdivision Guidelines it did not include full details of land use, day care/social care 
facilities and staging. Melear Developments Ltd. has now submitted a revised Outline 
Plan for the final phases of Eastview Estates which meets the new guidelines. 

The Council's approval of the attached revised Plan is required together with a first 
reading of By-law 2672/B-94 to redesignate the area of Phases 13 and 14. 

2. Outline Plan Details 

The Outline Plan revisions would: 

[1] add six pairs of duplexes, 
[2) detail the proposed lots, 
[3] dedicate additional reserves, and 
[4) adjust details of lane and road alignments. 

The yield of the final phases of Eastview Estates would therefore be: 

• Phase 13 (Excell Street & Eggleton Street) 

• Phase 14 (Eline Street) 

28 detached (single family) 
1 reservet 

17 detached 
12 duplex 
1 reserve 

• Phases 15 & 16 (Eakins Crescent & Ellenwood Drive) 41 detached 

MUN!C1PA,1T1ES "'!THIN COMMISSION AREA ------ ---------------

CITY OF RED DEER. MUNICIPAL DISTRICT OF CLEARWATER Ne 99. COUNTY o•- STETTLER No 6. COUNTY OF LACOMBE No_ 14. COUNTY OF MOUNTAIN VIEW No_ 17. COUNTY OF 
PAINTEARTH No_ 18 •COUNTY OF RED DEER No_ 23 •TOWN OF B~CKFALDS ·TOWN OF BOWDEN• TOWN OF CARSTAIRS •TOWN OF CASTOR• TOWN OF CORONATION• TOWN OF 
DIDSBURY •TOWN OF ECKVILLE •TOWN OF INNISFAIL • TOWN OF LACOMBE • TOWN OF OLDS·- TOWN OF PENHOLD •TOWN OF ROCKY MOUNTAIN HOUSE• TOWN OF STETTLER 
TOWN OF SUNDRE• TOWN OF SYLVAN LAKE• VILLAGE OF ALIX· VILLAGE OF BENTLEY• VILLAGE OF BIG VALLEY• VILLAGE OF BOTH.A,• VILLAGE OF CAROLINE• VILLAGE OF CLIVE 
VILLAGE OF CREMONA• VILLAGE OF DELBURNE •VILLAGE OF DON ALDA• VILLAGE OF ELNORA• VILLAGE OF GADSBY• VILLAGE OF HALKIRK• VILLAGE OF MIRROR• SUMMER VILLAGE 
OF BIRCHCLIFF • SUMMER VILLAGE OF GULL LAKE • SUMMER VILLAGE OF HALF MOON BAY • SUMMER VILLAGE OF JARVIS BAY • SUMMER VILLAGE OF NORGLENWOLD 

SUMMER VILLA.GE OF ROCHON SANDS• SUMMER VILLAGE OF SUNE!REAKER COVE• SUMMER VILLAGE OF WHITE SANDS 
SUMMER VILLAGE OF BURNSTICK LAKE 
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3. Community !Review 

The attached Outline Plan is the result of a s1~ries of meetings, as follows: 

[1] planning staff attended the Community Associations Annual General Meeting on 
August 31, 1993 to learn of residents opinions regarding development in Eastview 
Estates; 

[2] a proposed Outline Plan was subsequently discussed between Melcor and RDRPG 
staff on September 28, 1993 when the conc:erns of the Community Association were 
considered; 

[3] a further meeting with the developer on November 12, 1993 reviewed an amended 
Plan and identified outstanding points; 

[4) a revised Plan was subsequently the subject of a public meeting on December 2, 
1993 which was attended by 23 people. At that meeting, an ad hoc committee of 
Eastview Estates residents was established to address outstanding community issues 
with Melcor and RDRPC staff; 

[5] on December 9, 1993 the ad hoc commHtee met with Melear and RDRPC staff. As 
a result of these discussions, the Plan was further revised to reduce the number of lots 
on Excell Street; 

[6] planning staff met with Melear on January 6, 1994 to review the Community 
Associations response to the revised Plan. 

The Community Association has accepted the proposed Outline Plan on the following 
understanding, which is agreeable to Melcor: 

[1] tlhe number of lots on Excell Streeit, opposite the park, is limited to 14, 

[2] the number of duplexes is limited to 6 pairs (ie 12 dwellings), 

[3] the Ellenwood Drive entrance off 39 Street will be landscaped to provide an 
attractive entryway (additional reserve will be dedicated for this purpose and 
Melear will also construct a median with tree wells in Ellenwood Drive), 

[4) Melear will ensure varied house designs on lots backing onto 39 Street, 

[5] Melcor will guarantee that some houses on Excell Street will have attached 
garages and the prospective builde1r will endeavour to ensure varied house 
desi!~ns, including attached garages, on those lots .. 

These undertakings respond to the resident!> concerns and are reflected in the revised 
Outline Plan. The Community Association has acknowledged Melcor's positive actions 
in this Plan review process. The company's on-going preparedness to enhance the 
appearance of the subdivision through steps which include additional reserve dedication 
has been an important factor contributing to this acceptance. 
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In response to the Community Associations concerns and cognisant of the interests of 
Melcor, the Outline Plan review process has: 

[1] made provision for an upgraded entryway feature at Ellenwood Drive and 39 Street, 

[2] established assurances on house designs in sensitive locations, 

[3] specified a low limit on the number of duplexes, 

[4] limited the number of lots on Excell Street to enlarge the overall frontages, and 

[5] provided for additional allowances for reserves. 

The Outline Plan has been reviewed by the Community Services Division and the 
Engineering Services, Fire and Land and Economic Development Departments. The Plan 
has been found to be acceptable, subjec:t to attention to street numbering and 
clarification of the provision for a social care residence. 

4. Phases 13 ~k 14 

Melcor has applied for subdivision approval for Phases 13 and 14, in accordance with the 
revised Outline Plan. The affected land requiires redesignation and the proposed Land 
Use By-law amendment, No.2672/B-94, is a1ttached. 

5. Recommendation 

Planning staff recommend that the Council: 

[1] approve the revised Outline Plan for Eastview Estates, and 

[2] give first reading to By-law 2672/B-94. 

Attachments: 1. Outline Plan 
2. Proposed By-law 2672/B-94 

CC B. Jeffers, Director of Engineering Services D. Batchelor, Parks Manager 
C. Curtis, Director of Community Services C. Robson, Fire Marshall 
A. Scott, Land and Economic Development Manager 
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COMMISSIONER'S COMMENTS 

We concur with the recommendations of the Planning Commission and recommend that Council 

approve the revised outline plan, which as outlined meets the wishes of the community. 

"G. SUR.KAN" 
Mayor 

"H.M.C. DAY" 
City Commissioner 
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RED DEER 
REGIONAl. PLANNING COMMISSION 

NO. 9 
DIRECTOR: W. G. A. Shaw, ACP, MCIP 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Kelly Kloss, City Clerk 

FROM: Frank Wong, Planning Assistant 

2830 BREMNER AVENUE, RED DEER, 
ALBERTA, CANADA T4R 1M9 

Telephone: (403) 343-3394 
Fax: (403) 346-1570 

DATE: January 26, 1994 

RE: PROPOSED LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT 2672/E-94 
DOWNTOWN WEST - MCC PROJECT 

We are enclosing her1ewith a proposed land use amendment. This amendment will designate proposed 
municipal reserve land as park and environmental preservation district along portions of the new 
constructed Taylor J)rive. 

Planning staff recommend that City Council proceed with first reading of the proposed land use 
amendment. 

Sincerely, 

Frank Wong? 
Planning Assistant 

FW/eam 

Commissioners' Comments 

We concur with the recommendation of the Planning Assistant. 

"G. SUR KAN", Mayor 
"H.M.C. DAY", City Commissioner 

·------------ MUNICIPALITIES WITHIN COMMISSION AREA --------

CITY OF RED DEER· MUNICIPAL DISTRICT OF CLEARWATER No. 99 •COUNTY OF STETTLER No. 6 •COUNTY OF LACOMBE No. 14 • COUl~TY OF MOUNTAIN VIEW No. 17' •COUNTY OF 
PAINTEARTH No. 18 •COUNTY OF RED DEEi~ No. 23 •TOWN OF BLACKFALDS •TOWN OF BOWDEN• TOWN OF CARSTAIRS •TOWN OF CASTOR• TOWN OF CORONATION• TOWN OF 
DIDSBURY •TOWN OF ECKVILLE ·TOWN OF INNISFAIL •TOWN OF LACOMBE• TOWN OF OLDS• TOWN OF PENHOLD •TOWN OF ROCKY MOUNTAIN HOUSE· TOWN OF STETTLER 
TOWN OF SUNDRE• TOWN OF SYLVAN LAKE• VILLAGE OF ALIX• VILLAGE OF BENTLEY• VILLAGE OF BIG VALLEY• VILLAGE OF BOTHA• VILLAGE OF CAROLINE• VILLAGE OF CLIVE 
VILLAGE OF CREMONA• VILLAGE OF DELBUHNE •VILLAGE OF DON ALDA• VILLAGE OF ELNORA• Vil.LAGE OF GADSBY• VILLAGE OF HALKIRK •VILLAGE OF MIRROR• SUMMER VILLAGE 
OF BIRCHCLIFF • SUMMER VILLAGE OF GULL LAKE • SUMMER VILLAGE OF HALF MOON BAY • SUMMER VILLAGE OF JARVIS BAY • SUMMER VILLAGE OF NORGLENWOLD 

SUMMER VILU\GE OF ROCHON SANDS• SUMMER VILLAGE OF SUNBREAKER COVE• SUMMER VILLAGE OF WHITE SANDS 
SUMMER VILLAGE OF BUR~ISTICK LAKE 
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BYLAW N0.2672/8-94 

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 By-law No. 2672/80 be amended 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. 2/94, attachi3d hereto and forming part of the By-law. 

2. This By-law shall come into full force and 13ffect upon the passage of third reading. 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 

day of 

day of 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of 

MAYOR CITY CLERK 

A.O. 19!~4. 

A.O. 1994. 

A.O. 19!~4. 
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BYLAW N0.2672/E-94 

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 By-law No. 2672/80 be amended 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. 4/94, attached hereto and forming part of the By-law. 

2. This By-law shall come into full force and effect upon the passage of third reading. 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 

day of 

day of 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of 

MAYOR CITY CLERK 

AD. 1994. 

A.O. 1994. 

A.O. 1994. 



DATE: MARCH 2, 1994 

TO: RED DEER REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION 

FROM: CITY CLERK 

RE: LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENTS 2672/B-94 AND 26~r2/E-94 / 
AMENDMENTS TO THE DOWNTOWN WEST AREA REDEVELOPMENT 
PLAN BYLAW 3087/A-94 

At the City of Red Deer Council Meeting held on Monday, February 28, 1994, Council 
gave second and third readings to the aforementioned bylaws, copies of which ane 
enclosed herewith. 

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/B-94 provides for the rezoning of Phases 13 and 14 
in Eastview Estates from A 1 to R 1 , R 1 A and P 1. 

Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/E-94 provides for the redesignation of proposed 
Municipal Reserve Land as part of the Environmental Preservation District along portions 
of the newly constructed Taylor Drive. 

Bylaw 3087 I A-94 provides for an amendment to the Downtown West Area 
Redevelopment Plan Bylaw 3087/93. Said amendment reflects Council's direction not to 
relocate the City's 'Nestyards from the current sitie and further to allow Pro Collision and 
Frame to locate on Site A at the corner of 45 Street and 54 Avenue. 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory and that you will be sending us the revised pages 
for inclusion in the Office Consolidation Copy oI the Land Use Bylaw, at your earliest 

c~nc{;t 

~dss 
City Clerk 

KK/clr 
Encls. 
cc: Director of Community Services 

Director of Engineering Services 
Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
City Assessor 
Land and Economic Development ManagHr 
Fire Chief 
Parks Manager 
Public Works Manager 
Council and Committee Secretary - Sandra 



THE CITY OF RED DEER 
P. ().BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4NI 3T4 

City Clerk's Department (403) 342-8132 

March 2, 1994 

Melcor Developments Ltd. 
400, 4804 Ross Street 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 1X5 

Att: Fred Lebedoff 

Dear Sir: 

FILE No. 

FAX: (403) 346-6195 

RE: EASTVIEW ESTATES OUTLINE PLAN AND LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMEl\IT 
2672/8-94 (MELCOR DEVELOPMENTS) 

Further to my letter of February 1, 1994 wherein I advised of a Public Hearing in regard 
to the above noted Land Use Bylaw Amendment. I wish to advise as follows. 

At the Council Meeting of February 28, 1994, Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/B-H4 
was given second and third readings by Council following the Public Hearing. EnclosHd 
herewith is a copy of the above noted Land Use Bylaw as approved by Council. 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information. If you have any 
questions, please do not hesitate to contact the undersigned. 

KK/clr 
Encls. 
cc: Director of Community Services 

Director of Engineering Services 
Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
City .Assessor 
Land and Economic Development ManagBr 
E. L. & P. Manager 
Fire Chief 
Pri cipal Planner 
C cil and Committee Secretary - Sandra 

1_or-t.r I 
~~oY'U'-· 



NO. 2 

DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

February 18, 1994 

City Council 

City Clerk 

BYLAW 3087/A-94, AN AMENDMENT TO THE DO\NNTOWN WEST 
REDEVELOPMENT PLAN BYLAW 3087/94 

A Public Hearing has been advertised in regard to the above noted bylaw amendment. 
The Public Hearing has been scheduled to be held in the Council Chambers on Monday, 
February 28, 1994, commencing at 7:00 p.m. or as soon thereafter as Council may 
determine. 

Bylaw 3087/A-94 provides for an amendment to the Downtown West Area 
Redevelopment Plan Bylaw 3087/93. Said amendment reflects Council's direction not to 
relocate the City's West Yards from the current site and further to allow Pro-Collision and 
Frame Ltd. to locate on Site A at the corner of 45 Street and 54 Avenue. 

Following the Public Hearing, Council may choose to give the bylaw amendment second 
and third readings. 

/' 

4/:77' 
Kelly KlosEV 
City Clerk 

KK/ds 
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DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

FEBRUARY 1, 1994 

RED DEER REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION 

CITY CLERK 

BYLAW 3087/A-94 {AN AMENDMENT TO THE DOWNTOWN 
WEST REDEVELOPMENT PLAN BYLAW 3087/93) 

At the Council Meeting of January 31, 1994, first reading was given to the above note!d 
bylaw amendment. Bylaw 3087/A-94 provides for an amendment to the Downtown We:st 
Area Redevelopment Plan Bylaw 3087/93. Said amendment reflects Council's direction 
regarding the relocation of the City's Westyards from their current ~;ite and further, to 
allow Pro Collision and Frame Ltd. to locate on Site "A" at the corner of 45 Street and 54 
Avenue. 

This office will now proceed with advertising for a Public Hearing on Monday, February 
28, 1994, at 7:00 p.m. or as soon thereafter as Council may determine. 

The advertisement for this Public Hearing will appear in the Friday, February 11th and 
Friday, February 18th editions of the Red Deer Advocate. 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory. 

KK/clr 

cc: Director of Engineering Services 
Land and Economic Development Manager 
Council and Committee Secretary - Sandra 



DATE: FEBRUARY 1, 1994 

TO: DIRECTOR OF ENGINEERING SERVICES 
LAND AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGER 

FROM: CITY CLERK 

RE: CITY WEST YARDS REDEVELOPMENT 

At the Council Meeting of January 31, 1994, consideration was given tio your report date1d 
January 25, 1994 concerning the above topic and at which meeting the following motion 
was passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City o:f Red Deer, having considered 
report from the Director of Engineering Services and Land and Economic 
Development Manager dated January 2'.5, 1994, re: City V'\lest Yards 
Redevelopment, hereby agrees that the City's West Yards Op13rations not 
be relocated until such time as it is economically feasible. 

Council further agrees that the Downtown 1West Area Redevelopment Plan 
Bylaw 3087/93 and Land Use Bylaw 2672/80 be amended to reflect said 
change, and as presented to Council January 31, 1994." 

In addition to the above resolution, first reading was given to Bylaw ~J087/A-94, a copy 
of which is attached hereto. Bylaw 3087/A-94 amends the Downtown West Area 
Redevelopment Plan Bylaw 3087/93. 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory. 

KK/clr 

cc: Director of Community Services 
Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
Recreation and Culture Manager 
Public Works Manager 
E. L. &. P. Manager 
City Assessor 
Principal Planner 



FILE No. 

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

City Clerk's Dcpartmcn1t (403) 342-8132 

February 1, 1994 

The Sutton Group 
4819 - 48 Avenue 
Red Deer., Alberta 
T4N 3T2 

A TT: Tom Reynolds 

Dear Sir: 

FAX: (403) 346·6195 

RE: REOUEST TO PURCHASE SITE "A" (FORMER CP RAIL YARDS) BY 
PRO COLLISION AND FRAME LTD. 

At the City of Red Deer Council Meeting held on January ~~1. 1994, consideration was 
given to your correspondence dated January 25, 1994 rE!gardin~1 the above. At this 
meeting the following motion was passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered 
correspondence from the Sutton Group dated January :25, 1994, re: 
Request te> Purchase Site "A" (Former CP Railyards) by Pro Collision and 
Frame Ltd., hereby agrees to the sale of Site "A" (45 Street and 54 Avenue) 
to Pro Collision and Frame Ltd. for $150,000 subject to the following 
conditions: 

1. Development of site to be to thE! satisfaction of the Bylaws 
andl Inspections Manager, ie: landscapin~1. fencing, building 
design, etc.; 

2. An agreement satisfactory to the City Solicitor. 

3. Passage of Bylaw 3087/A-94 (Amendment to Area 
Redevelopment Plan)." 

t '\,../"'I 

(l~( DFn. nFFD ... I 2 



The Sutton Group 
February 1 , 1994 
Page 2 

As noted in the above resolution, this sale is subject to the passage of Bylaw 3087/A-94 
which is an amendment to the Downtown West Area Redevelopment Plan. This bylaw 
was given first reading at the Council Meeting of January 31, 1994, a copy of which is 
attached hereto. A Public Hearing is scheduled for Monday, February 28, 1994, at 7:00 
p.m. or as soon thereafter as Council may determine. 

The cheque from Pro Collision and Frame Ltd. in the amount of $~7500.00 submitted to 
this office, along with your letter, has been forwarded to our Land and Econoimic 
Development Department for processing. 

I trust you will now be in contact with the Land and Economic Development Department 
to make the necessary arrangements for the purchase ,of said land. 

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact the undersigned. 

KELLY .{oss 
City C(e;'~~ 

KK/clr 
Encls. 

cc: Director of Community Services 
Director of Engineering Services 
Director of Financial Services 
Land and Economic Development Manager 
Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
City Assessor 
E. L. & P. Manager 
Fire Chief 
Principal Planner 

Pro Collision and Frame ltd. 
2, 5551-45 Street 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 1L2 



NO. 3 

DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

3 

January 25, 1994 

Mayor Surkan and Members of Council 

B. Jeffers, Director Engineering Services 
A. Scott, Land and Economic Development Manager 

CITY WEST YARDS REDEVELOPMENT 

The Downtown West Area Redevelopment Plan prepared by the Red Deer Regional Plannin!~ 
Commission early in 1993 proposed the staged relocation of what is commonly referred tc:> 
as the West Yards area and a redevelopment of the vacated area. 

The "West Yards" area currently contains a number of City facilities which house major City 
operations. These operations include the Public Works Department and its associated 
garage operation, the Transit Department, the Purchasing section of the Treasur'y 
Department, and could possibly include the Electric Light and Power Department as welll. 
The facilities associated with these operations are described in detail bel<>w. 

The plan contemplates the relocation of all or a major portion of these 1~acilities to anothe1r 
site. The existing area would then be redesignated to R3 to accommodate high quality, high 
density housing. The West Yards is approximate~y 10.3 ha (25.5 acres) in size, includin!~ 
abandoned road right-of-way and reserve. 

At Council's request, City Administration has conducted a preliminary review of the economic 
feasibility of relocating the West Yards, and subsequently marketing the vacated land for us1e 
as high density housing. We have incorporated into the report estimated replacement valu1e 
for the various City owned facilities, estimated cost of an alternate site in Edgar Industrial 
Park (a final site has not been determined), estimates of servicing costs for the vacated site!, 
estimates of the site's value for high density housing, and an estimate of the absorption rate 
on the West Yards site as multi-family redevelopment area based on a study completed four 
years ago by Urbanics Consultants Limited of Vancouver, B. C. We will endeavour to deal 
with each of these points separately. 

Replacement of City Owned Facilities 

We contacted a local contractor to obtain his estimate of replacement values on the various 
City facilities which presently exists. The estimates are based upon facilities of a similar size 
to those presently occupied by City operations, but in an alternate location. The City of Red 
Deer has ample land available in Edgar Industrial Park, and we ,estimate1 that a 25 acre site 
could be made available at a cost of $1,300,000. This would not include site work, which 
could quite easily add $200,000 to $300,000 to the total. Existing facilities and their 
replacement values are as follows: 

• 
• 

City Stores: 12,800 sq. ft. including 2,800 sq. ft. of office 
Transit: 32,,461 sq. ft. including 3,089 sq. ft. of office 

$ 770,00ID 
1,950,000 

. . ./2 
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Mayor and Members of Council 
Page2 
January 25,. 1994 

• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 

E. L & P.: 33,624 sq. ft. including 6,000 sq. ft. storage 
Public Works: 35,400 sq. ft. including 5,700 sq. ft. of office 
Garage: 19,100 sq. ft. including 2,700 of office 
Additional Buildings 
25 acre site Edgar Industrial Park 
Estimate of site work 

Total Replacement Value 

1,840,000 
$ 2,300,000 

1,150,000 
250,000 

1,300,000 
300,000 

$ 9,860,000 

Servicing and Preparation of West Yards Site 

The Engineering Department has completed a comprehensive review of the site to 
determine requirements to convert the site from its present use to hig1h density housin~J. 
Specific areas of concern were: 

1 . Site Access 

Some congestion during peak traffic periods already occurs at the intersections e>f 
45 Street/54 Avenue and 45 Street/Taylor Drive, due to the short intersection spacing 
and lack of east bound queuing length (Figures1 and 2). The propc1sed redevelopment 
is expected to add approximately 600 vehicles per hour during these peak periods, 
which will aggravate the problem and diminish the level ,of servic:e. It is anticipated 
that these intersections would drop to service level "D" (Level of SE~rvice D approach~~s 
unstable flow. Tolerable average operating speeds are maintained but are subject to 
considerable and sudden variation. Freedom to maneuver and dri1ving comfort are low 
because lane density has increased to between 45 and 50 vpm (28 and 31 vpk), and 
the probability of accidents has increased. Most drivers would probably consider this 
service level unsatisfactory), which is considered acceptable, but not a desirable lev1el 
of service. 

Unfortunately, there is very little that can be done to improve 1this situation. One 
solution would be to close 54 Avenue to left hand turning movements by extending 
the median along 45 Street through the intersection. This would extend the queuing 
length at Taylor Drive intersection, but would restrict access/egress for the new 
development area, which would have an equally undesirable affect. 

The Engineering Department also reviewed the possibility of allowing right turns onto 
Taylor Drive from 47 Street. Unfortunately, there are three very significant problems 
with this. Firstly, when Taylor Drive is widened to four lanes, there will be insufficient 
weaving distance to allow vehicles to safely merge from the insidE~ lane to the outside 
lane between Ross Street and 47 Street (i1.e. for vehicles turnin!g south bound onto 
Taylor Drive at Ross Street, merging across four lanes to turn west bound onto 
47 Street). 

. . ./3 
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Secondly, there is insufficient distance between 47 Street and 45 Street to allow 
vehicles to safely enter the Taylor Drive traffic stream from 47 Street and merge out 
of the right turn lane before entering the 45 Street intersection. 

Thirdly, the current alignment of 47 Street is connected to Taylor Drive well within the 
existing left turn bay in advance of 45 Street. This does not allow traffic sufficient 
weaving distance to cross the south bound Taylor Drive traffic and manoeuvre into the 
left turn bay to turn left (east bound) at 45 Street. 

The Engineering Department assumes, therefore, that the reduction in service levt~I 
would have to be accepted and that no off-site access improvement is possible e>r 
would be undertaken. 

2. Water Mains 

A 500 mm water trunk extends through the north-west edge of the1 site (Figure 3) and 
is able to meet the needs of the proposed development without any off-site 
improvements. However, an easement will have to be maintained for this water trunl<, 
which may conflict with the proposed development. R.elocation of this trunk line clost~r 
to the river is not recommended unless the TransAlta right-of-way is relocated, as the 
two utilities are within the same right-of-way. 

3. Sanitary Sewers 

Existing sanitary sewers in the area (Figures 4 and 6) can be extended into the site 
without off-street improvements, with the exception of two lengths of sewer running 
across the 54 Avenue and Taylor Drive intersection and extending approximately 12~0 
metres north along 53 Avenue. This section would have to be replaced 1to 
accommodate the additional flow, at a cost of approximately $"150,000. This co:st 
would include auguring across the intersection to avoid major mad repair work. It 
should be noted that the sewer gets relatively shallow toward the west end of the sitie. 
This may limit the development of the west end of the site to some extent. 

4. Storm Sewers 

Because the new development would be much denser than the existing, we would 
expect a higher rate of run off would result. A new out fall to the river (Figure :5) 
would be required to accommodate this extra run off, at a cost of approximately 
$50,000 depending on the size of line required. Based on current environmental 
requirements, no settling pond would be required prior to accessing the river. 

. . ./4 
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5. Shallow Utilities 

6 

The Engineering Department briefly discussed the shallow servicin!~ requirements witlh 
each of the utility companies and found there would be no extraordinary costs related 
to this development. Discussions were held with the following individuals: 

a) Darryl Scheelar, Electric Light & Power Department 
b) Larry Bota, AGT Limited 
c) Steve Fladegar, Northwestern Utilities Limited 
d) Steve Cousine, Shaw Cable Systems Limited 

6. TransAlta Power Transmission Line 

It should be noted that TransAlta has a major overhead power line across the north­
west edge of this site that may conflict with development plans (!Figure 7). The cost 
to relocate this line further west, if deemed necessary, has been 1estimated at nearly 
$600,000. 

7. Dangerous Goods Issue 

It was brought to our attention that the existing AGT and NUL properties located along 
the south side of 47 Street (south of the subject property) and the E.L. & P. sub­
station located north-west of the Taylor Drive and 54 Avenue intersection (north of the 
subject property), house dangerous goods. This being the case, a 150 metre setback 
is required to any residential development (Figure 8). This will seriously restrict the 
development of the site for residential purposes unless AGT, NUil, and the E.L & P. 
sub-station are relocated. Cost estimates for this were not included, but they would 
be substantial. 

8. Site Contamination 

As you were aware, the Public Works yards has been used to store road salts, fuels, 
lubricants, and other similar products. Although we cannot quantify the degree ()f 
contamination this may have caused without extensive gee-technical investigations, 
we would expect that some site clean-up will be required prior to its development. 

9. Development Levies 

As this site is presently serviced, and it is not expected to be subdivided, no off-si1te 
levies would apply. However, redevelopment levies would be applicable to off set the 
cost of upgrading existing trunk lines in the city. The current redevelopment rate for 
sanitary sewer varies between $60 and $100 per unit developed. This would total 
roughly $100,000 for the 1200 units proposed for the site. 

. . ./5 
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It should be noted that this levy has not been reviewed for many years and could 
change significantly in the future. No other redevelopment rates exist at present, 
although we expect to introduce one for water trunk upgrading in the future. 

Recreation levies would also be applicable for this site, to enhance the parks and 
recreational facilities in the area. Although no rate has yet been established for this 
area, it is anticipated it would be in the order of $7,500 per hectare, which would 
equate to approximately $80,000 for the site. 

Land Value 

Multiple family sites can vary widely in value, depending upon location and demand. In 199~~. 
the City sold a multiple family site in Deer Park for the equivalent of $120,000 per acre. The 
former railway lands, recently marketed for commercial purposes, were sold at the equivalent 
of $226,000 per acre. For multiple family development, there is probably no finer site in Red 
Deer than that occupied by the West Yards because of its proximity to the river and easy 
access to the downtown area. 

For that reason, we believe that a value nearer that which was obtained for the railway lands 
would be applicable. At $226,000 per acre, the :25 acre site would be1 worth $5,600,000. 
This would be as a fully serviced site, and it would therefore be necessary for the City to 
undertake the necessary servicing improvements before marketin~~ the land. The 
combination of levies and servicing improvements amounts to $1,000,000, reducing the m~t 
return from the land to $4,600.000. 

High Density Absorption Rate 

In May 1990, Urbanics Consultants Limited of Vancouver, B.C. completed The City of Reid 
Deer Downtown Marketing Study. This study also saw the West Yards area as being 
appropriate for high density housing, and went into a detailed analysis which forecasted the 
absorption rate for apartments in the downtown area. The forecast was for the period 19~11 
to 2011, and was based on specific population projections of 1.93% annual growth. 

We reviewed the forecast and updated it based upon the 199a City o1r Red Deer census. 
Attached is a graph which projects the apartment unit demand for The City of Red Deer, and 
specifically identifies that portion of the apartment development that could occur in the 
downtown area. The projections, which were used in making the calculations, were the same 
as those utilized by Urbanics in 1990 but updated to reflect the 1993 census. 

. . .16 
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Given the projections for population growth, and making the same assumptions made b:y 
Urbanics in 1990, it would appear that the absorption of 1200 apartments in the downtown 
area would not be achieved until the year 2026. This assumes that all de>wntown apartment 
construction occurs on the West Yards site. Realistically, this probablJf would not be th1e 
case, resulting in an absorption period of somewhat longer than a3 years. 

Conclusion 

Relocating the entire West Yards operation to another location within the1 City would require 
an upfront investment of approximately $9.9 Million. The various departments of the City, 
which function out of the general West Yards area, have indicated it is important they remain 
in close proximity to one another. Because of the newness of the Ele~~ric Light & Powetr 
facility, it has been suggested that it could remain. This is certainly a possibility, but not one 
which the E.L. & P. Department favours. Even if E.L. & P. was not included in the 
calculations, the cost for the remainder of the West Yards operation to relocate would be 
approximately $8 Million. 

The net return from the sale of the land, after additional servicing is ce>mpleted, would be 
approximately $4.6 Million, with revenue flowing to the City over a period in excess of 25 
years. The shortfall to the City, not including any interest costs, would be $4 Million to $S 
Million, depending upon whether the Electric Light & Power Department is included within the 
relocation. As much as the proposal offers a great deal of appeal for redevelopment, it 
simply does not appear to be economically viable from the City's point of view. 

If the City remains interested in exploring redevelopment possibilities further, perhaps the~y 
should look upon the relocation in the same way as Alberta Transportatiion and their form13r 
facility at the corner of 67 Street and Gaetz Avenue. The City could call for proposals from 
private sector developers to relocate the West Yards to a new location a1t no cost to the City. 
It would require that developers construct the new facilities and in return, would receive the 
land presently occupied by the West Yards operation. In addition, the issue surrounding 
dangerous goods would also have to be resolved. 

I 
We would be pleased t answer any questions. 

/ 
/ 

.... 

-~11=~~~.._~--~~~~~-

A I a V. Scott 
Land and Economic D13velopment Manag1er 
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City of Red Deer Apartment Unit Forecast 
1993. 2026 

1993 1996 2001 2006 2011 2016 2021 

Population1 59,826 63,176 69,512 76,484 84,156 92,597 101,885 

Average Household Size 2.59 2.59 2.59 2.59 2.59 2.59 2.59 

Households 23,396 24,392 26,839 29,530 32,493 35,752 39,338 

Proportion of Households 24.5% 24.5% 24.5% 24.5% 24.5% 24.5% 24.5% 
Living in Apartments 

Occupied Apartment Units 5,445 5,677 6,247 6,873 7,563 8,321 9,156 

Apartment Unit Demancf 5,732 5,976 6,575 7,235 7,960 8,759 9,638 

Existing Apartment Units 5,732 5,732 5,732 5,732 5,732 5,732 5,732 

Warranted Additional Units - 244 843 1,503 2.228 3,027 3,906 

% of New Units 20% 22% 24% 25% 25% 25% 25% 

In Downtown - 54 202 376 557 757 977 

1 1993 figures based on City Census - projections based on Urbanics 1990 Marketing Study using annual 
growth factor of 1.93% 

2 Assumes a 5% vacancy factor. 

2026 

112,103 

2.59 

43,283 

24.5% 
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5,732 

4,872 

25% 

1,218 
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DATE: January 24, 1994 

TO: Land & Economic Development Manager 

FROM: Director of Financial Services 

RE: WEST YARDS REDEVELOPMENT PROPOSAL 

The following factors would appear significant in consideration of the proposal: 

• for efficiency it is probably better to have all the West Yards facilities either 
located at the West Yards or Edgar but not both locations 

• to move all facilities would cost about $1 O million 

• the shortfall in recovery of the $1 O million by sale of the 1West Yards would 
be in excess of $4 million. 

There is significant public pressure now to not increase taxes and even reduce existin!~ 
taxes by reducing government. Given this direction, it is very difficult to justify th1e 
proposal. It should also be noted the existing West Yards facilities would appear to bie 
in good condition and require only normal maintenance over the next few years. 

Based on the factors outlined, it would appear the City would be required to: 

• finance $6 million for up to 20 to 25 years 

• find $4 million to finance the shortfall. 

There would be a significant risk exposure and cost to the City. For these reasons I 
would recommend not proceeding further with the proposal. 

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

AW/jt 

c. Director of Engineering Services 

PATH. alan\memos\wBStyard.led 



COMMISSIONER'S COMMENTS 

Council's direction is requested. 

19 

"G. SURKAN" 
Mayor 

"H.M.C .. DAY" 
City Commissioner 
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NO. 4 

DATE: JANUARY 26, 1994 

TO: CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: CITY CLERK 

RE: SITE II A II ZONED DC(3) 45 STREET & 54 A VENUE 
OFFER TO PURCHASE 

At the October 12, 1994 Council meeting, the following motion was passed relative to a 
Feasibility Study for the Downtown West Area: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered report 
dated October 6, 1993 from the Director of Engineering Services rn: Feasibility 
Study - Downtown West Area, hereby directs that the Director of Engineering 
Services and the Land and Economic Development Manager, proceed with a 
preliminary investigation as outlined in the aforesaid report and as presented to 
Council October 12, 1993. " 

Subsequent to the above resolution, Council was approached by A-Tech Contracting and Pro 
Collision, both independently of one another, to offer to purchase the above noted site. At the 
October 25, 1993 Council meeting a resolution was passed dealing with A-Tech's offer and at 
the December 6, 1993 Council meeting a resolution was passed dealing with Pro Collision"s 
offer, both of which are noted hereunder: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered option 
to purchase Site "A", 45th Street and 54th Avenue, submitted by Weddell, 
Mehling, Pander and Associates Realty Ltd. on behalf of A-TECH Contracting 
Inc., hereby agrees that the price offered on said lot is too low and that there are 
insufficient details regarding the nature of the development. 

Council further agrees that A-TECH Contracting Inc. be approach~~ to provide 
a more detailed proposal in conformance with the City's original proposal call, 
and keeping in mind Council's concern over the use of the land, same be 
considered at a future meeting, and as recommended to Council October 25, 
1993. II 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered report 
dated November 24, 1993 from the Land and Economic Development Manager 
re: Request for Reconsideration to purchase Site A - Former CP Rail yards by Pro 
Collision and Frame Ltd., hereby agrees that Council wait until the study is 
finished regarding the feasibility of redeveloping the Westyards, at which time 
Council will consider both current proposals (ie: A-TECH Contracting Inc. and 
Pro Collision and Frame Ltd.)." 



CITY COUNCIL 
SITE "A" 
JANUARY 26, 1994 

21 

2 

Attached is an updated offer from Pro Collision for Site "A". The Land and Economilc 
Development Manager has contacted A-Tech to determine if they are interested in submitting 
a further offer however no response has been received to datt~. 

This matter is submitted for Council's information. 

f: \da1ta \council\meeting\letters\site.a 



sutton group - red deer 
AN INDEPENDENT MEMBER BROKER 

4819- 48 Avenue, Red Deer, Alberta, Canada T4N 3T2 Telephone: (403) 347-0751 Fax: (403) 340-3390 

January 25, 1994 

Mr. Kelly Kloss 
City Clerk 
City of Red Deer 
Red Deer, Alberta 

RE: Request to Purchase Site A (Former CP Railyards) by 
ProCollision Frame Ltd. 

Dear Sir; 

On August 27, 1993 on behalf of ProCollisicm & Frame Ltd., we 
submitted a tender to Purchase Site A in response to an advertised 
proposal from the City of Red Deer. Ours was the only respondent. 

Subsequently, through two more council appearances in support of 
our proposal, it was decided "that Council wait until the study is 
finished regarding the feasibility of re-developing the West 
yards." 

The feasibility study has been completed and we understand it will 
be received at Council Monday, January 31, 1994. 

We understand there is an open motion tabled by council to consider 
a sale of lot "A" should the feasibility study indicate there would 
be an over burden to the taxpayers to consider a relocation of the 
City yards. 

With this possibility in mind, ProCollision & Frame Ltd. resubmits 
an offer to purchase Site A to be considered if and when the tabled 
motion is put to consideration. 

Our original offer for $153,940.00 asked for some monetary 
consideration for land used by the City from Lot A for a storm 
sewer easement. 

ProCc>lli.son & Frame Ltd. In lieu of any prolonged negotiation, 
attached a cheque of $7,500.00 or 5% (as 
advertisement in August, 1993) of their 
$150,000.00 for Lot "A". 

specified in your 
tendered offer of 

A copy of the proposed site plan is attached. We thank council for 
their timed interest and will await your confirmation of our Offer 
to Purchase. 

THE CITY OF RED DEER 
Yours ver¥ truly, 

- /;'" ~ /I ' I 
//' ,., /,/ 

)
<i/./- . / 

I I ijf'j/.' /' I il it-// 
Tom Reynolds 
Sutton Group - Red Deer Ltd. 

CLERK'S DEPARTMENT 

"------.... "·--··----

\ 
RECEIVED 
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COMMISSIONER'S COMMENTS 

As Council will recall, a decision regarding this proposal was delayed pending the West Yard 

Redevelopment Study due to concern around locating a light industrial use at the entry way of 

a potential residential development. Resolution of this issue will be dependant on Council~'s 

decision relative to the West Yards Redevelopment Study. 

For Council's information, the letter from Sutton Group came in too late to provide for 

administrative comments to be included on the agenda. Comments will be available for the 

meeting however. 

"G. SURKAN" 
Mayor 

"H.M.C. DAY" 
City Commissioner 
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CITY OF 
RED DEER 

DOWNTOWN WESl' 

AREA REDEVELOPMENT PLAN 

20 

AREA REDEVELOPMENT PLAN 
PROPOSED LAND USE 

Change: from : 

High Density Residential to 

l%F%%1 COMMERCIAL 8 

[.·._.._.,·.·:.··J INSTITUTIONAL 

Change from: 

Commercial/ Residential to 

~ COMMERCIAL I INDlJSTR lAL 



BYLAW NO. 3087/A-94 

Being a Bylaw to amend Bylaw No. 3087 /93, the Downtown West Area Redevelopment 
Plan 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. 3087/93 be amended as follows: 

1 The "Proposed Land Use" referred to as Map 9 is hereby amended in accordancE~ 
with Map No. A-94 attached hereto and forming pa.rt of the Bylaw. 

2 A portion of the "Downtown West Area Redevelopment Plan" is hereby amended 
by deleting the following sentence on page 13: 

"The long range plan for this block is residentiall in conj1unction with West 
Yard relocation" 

and substituting the following sentence: 

"The long range plan for this block is commercial/industrial; particular 
attention should be paid to the landscaping and architecture of any 
development at the corner of 45th Street and Taylor Drive." 

3 The section entitled "Proposal" on pages 16, 17 and 18 of the~ "Downtown West 
Area Redevelopment Plan" is hereby amended by deleting the e~xisting section and 
substituting the following: 

"It appears desirable to take advantage of Area 6's excellent location, riv13r 
frontage, excellent view and the location across from Bower Ponds. Area 6 has 
great potential for an alternate use to the existing public: works yard. However, the 
high cost of moving these yards, the proximity of dangerous goods, and 
inadequate access to the site mitigate against any high density residential use of 
the site. It is also recognized that any other alternate use of the Public Worl<s 
Yards may not be economically feasible within the rnext ten years due to tile 
excellent condition of the buildings and therefore, it is recommended that the yards 
be designated as an Institutional Use, permitting the ongoing operation of the 
existing yards. The east portion of Area 6 adjacent to Taylor Drive should be 
designated for commercial use. 

Any new development on the west side of Area 6 should include a dedication of 
additional parkland to be negotiated, as well as additional landscaping." 



2 Bylaw No. 3087/A-94 

4 This Bylaw shall come into full force and effect upon the passage of third reading .. 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 31 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 

MAYOR 

day of 

day of 

day of 

January A.O. 1994. 

A.O. 1994. 

A.O. 1994. 

CITY CLERK 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

MARCH 2, 1994 

PRINCIPAL PLANNER 

CITY CLERK 

BYLAW 3087/A-94 - AN AMENDMENT TO THE DOWNTOWN WEST 
AREA REDEVELOPMENT PLAN BYLAW 

At the City of Red Deer Council Meeting held on February 28, 1994, second and third 
readings were given to the above noted bylaw. During the Public Hearing of said bylaw, 
Mr. Ralph Solomons expressed some concern that the Pro Collision and Frame site was 
being designated for industrial use. Mr. Solomons has suggested that this area be 
included with the C1 A designation so as to ensure uses are compatible in the future. 

As you indicated at said Council Meeting, you will be contactin~~ Mr. Solomons to discuss 
his concerns and possibly will be presenting a further report back to Council in due 
course. 

This is submitted for your information and appropriate action. 

K£l 
City Clerk 

KK/clr 
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City Clerk's Department (403) 342-8132 

March 2, 1994 

The Sutton Group 
4819 - 48 Avenue 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 3T2 

Att: Tom Reynolds 

Dear Sir: 

FILE No. 

FAX: (40:3) 346·6195 

RE: REQUEST TO PURCHASE "SITE A" BY PRO COLLISION AND FRAME LTD. -
BYLAW 3087/A-94 AN AMENDMENT TO THE DOWNTOWN VVEST AREA 
REDEVELOPMENT PLAN 

Further to my letter of February 1, 1994 wherein I advised of a Public Hearing in regard 
to the above noted Bylaw Amendment, I wish to advise as follows. 

At the Council Meeting of February 28, 1994, Bylaw 3087/A-94 which is an amendment 
to the Downtown West Area Redevelopment Plan, was given second and third readings 
by Council following the Public Hearing. Enclosed herewith is a copy of the above noted 
Bylaw Amendment as approved by Council. 

... I 2 



The Sutton Group 
March 2, 1994 
Page 2 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information. If you have any 
questions, please do not hesitate to call. 

Sincerely, 

£#/// 
KELCKLOSS 
City Clerk 

KK/clr 
Encls. 

cc: Director of Community Services 
Director of Engineering Services 
Director of Financial Services 
Land and Economic Development Manager 
Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
City Assessor 
E. L. & P. Manager 
Fire Chief 
Principal Planner 
Council and Committee Secretary - Sandra 

Pro Collision and Frame Ltd. 
#2, 5551 - 45 Street 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N ·1 L2 



NO. 3 

DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

21 

February 18, 1994 

City Council 

City Clerk 

ROAD CLOSURE BYLAW 3104/94, BOWER PLACE SHOPPING 
CENTRE/PURCHASE OF PART OF LOT 1, BLOCK 7A, PLAN 862-0189 
AND PART OF BARRETT DRIVE 

A Public Hearing has been advertised in regard to the above noted Road Closure Bylaw. 
The Public Hearing is scheduled to be held in the Council Chambers on Monday, 
February 28, 1994, commencing at 7:00 p.m. or as soon thereaftHr as Council may 
determine. 

Bylaw 3104/94 provides for the closure of: 

"All that portion of Barrett Drive shown on Plan 7B2-1077 lying 
to the southeast of the Production Easterly of the North 
Boundary of Block 6A, Plan 792-1077 and to the Northwest 
of the Production Northeasterly of the most Southeasterly 
Boundary of Block 6A, Plan 792-1077 containing 1.1 O 
hectares (2.72 acres) more or less." 

Following the Public Hearing, Council may choose to give the bylaw amendment second 
and third readings. 

~!:I 
I / 

Kelly Kloss/ 
City Clerk 

KK/ds 
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DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

FEBRUARY 1, 1994 

LAND AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGEH 

CITY CLERK 

ff/. 

RE: BOWER PLACE SHOPPING CENTRE I PURCHASE PART OF 
LOT 1, BLOCK 7A, PLAN 862-0189 AND PART OF BARRETT DRIVE· 
ROAD CLOSURE BYLAW 3104/94 

At the Council Meeting of January 31, 1994, consideration was given to your report dated 
January 21, 1994 concerning the above. At this meeting, first reading was given to the 
above noted Road Closure Bylaw. Enclosed herewith is a copy of the aforementioned 
Road Closure Bylaw. 

This office will now proceed with advertising for a Public Hearing to be held on Monday, 
February 28, 1994, 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, February 4, 
1994 and February 11 , 1994. 

KK/clr 
Encls. 

cc: Director of Community Services 
Director of Engineering Services 
City Assessor 
Principal Planner 
Parks Manager 
Public Works Manager 
Council and Committee Secretary - Sandra 
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MO. 4 

DATE: January 21, 1994 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: Land & Economic Development Manager 

RE: BOWER PLACE SHOPPING CENTRE - PURCHASE OF PART OF 
LOT 1, BLOCK 7 A, PLAN 862-0189 & PART OF BARRETT DRIVE 
(SEE ATTACHED MAP) 

The January 17, 1994, meeting of City Council approved the sale of a portion of Lot 1, Block 
7 A, Plan 862-0189 and a portion of Barrett Drive, shown as shaded on the attached map. 

To facilitate the sale of these lands, a portion of Barrett Drive shown as cross-hatched on the 
attached map must be closed in accordance with the Municipal Government Act. 

We submit for Council's approval the description for that portion of Barrett Drive which is to 
closed: 

"ALL THAT PORTION OF BARRETT DRIVE SHOWN ON PLAN 792 1077 
LYING TO THE SOUTHEAST OF THE PRODUCTION EASTERLY OF THE 
NORTH BOUNDARY OF BLOCK 6A, PLAN 792 1077 AND TO THE 
NORTHWEST OF THE PRODUCTION NORTHEASTERLY OF THE MOST 
SOUTHEASTERLY BOUNDARY OF BLOCK 6A, PLAN 792 1077 
CONTAINING 1.10 HECTARES (2.72 ACRES) MORE OR LESS" 

WFL/pr 

Enc. 
Commissioners' Comments 

We concur that Council proceed with the 1st reading of the Road Closure 
Bylaw. 

"G. SUP KAN II 

Mayor 

"H.M.C. DAY" 
City Commissioner 
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BYLAW NO. 3104/94 

Being a Bylaw to close a portion of road in The City of Red Deer as described herein. 

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

1 

2 

The following portion of roadway in The City of Red Deer is hereby closed .. 

"All that portion of Barrett Drive shown on Plan 792-1077 lying 
to the southeast of the Production Easterly of the North 
Boundary of Block 6A, Plan 792-1077 and to the Northwest 
of the Production Northeasterly of the most Southeasterly 
Boundary of Block 6A, Plan 792-1077 containing 1 .1 O 
hectares (2.72 acres) more or less." 

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.D. 1994. 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.D. 1994. 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.D. 1994. 

MAYOR CITY CLERK 



DATE: MARCH 2, 1994 

TO: 

FROM: 

LAND AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGER 

CITY CLERK 

RE: BOWER PLACE SHOPPING CENTRE - PURCHASE OF PART OF 
LOT 1, BLOCK 7A, PLAN 862-0189 AND PART OF BARRETT DRIVE·· 
ROAD CLOSURE BYLAW 3104/94 

-=-===-====-----........ --= ......... ----....... ---------------------------=----
Further to my memo or February 1, 1994 wherein I advised of a Public Hearing in regard 
to the above noted Road Closure Bylaw, I wish to advise as follows. 

At the Council Meeting of February 28, 1994, Road Closure Bylaw 3104/94 was given 
second and third readings by Council following the Public Hearing. Attached hereto is a 
certified copy of Road Closure Bylaw 3104/94. 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information. Trusting you will 
find this satisfactory. 

KK/clr 
Encls. 

cc: Director of Community Services 
Director of Engineering Services 
City Assessor 
Principal Planner 
Parks Manager 
Public Works Manager 
Council and Committee Secretary - Sandra 



NO. 1 

DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

February 15, 1994 

KELLY KLOSS 
City Clerk 

DON BATCHELOR 
Parks Manager 

23 
REPORTS 

CLEAN WORLD AWARD· CITY OF RED DEER 

CS-P-4. 77'0 

The Parks Department received a letter dated February 3, 1994, from Pitch-In Canada 
proclaiming that the City of Red Deer is a recipient of the "'Clean World Award". This 
award is being presented to only 11 recipients in the three Prairie Provinces and 31 
recipients from across Canada. 

A Certificate will be presented to the City in the near future, signed by His Excellency 
the Right Honourable Ramon John Hnatyshyn, P.C., C.C., Governor General of 
Canada. 

Mr. Neil Evans, Mr. Jim Woychuk and Mr. Steve Davison of the Parks Department, 
have been instrumental in the coordination of approximately 8,000 volunteers for this 
annual cleanup campaign. 

I have provided the above and the attached announcements from Pitch-In Canada for 
Cou · ' · formation. 

:ad 
Atts. 

c. Commissioner H. Michael C. Day 
Craig Curtis, Director of Community Services 
Environmental Advisory Board 
Recreation, Parks & Culture Board 
Joyce Boon, Employee Recognition Organizing Committee 



(X) THIS RECYCLED 
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U CANADA! 

PITCH-IN 
CANADA 
Waste management ... in action! 

February 3, 1994 

Mr. Neil Evans 

24 

Parks Facilities Superintendent 
City of Red Deer 
4309 - 48th Avenue 
Red Deer, AB T4N 3T4 

Dear Mr. Evans: 

Our File: lPOl 

We are very pleased to be able to inform you that the City of 
Red Deer has been selected as one of 9 recipients in Alberta 
o:E the CLEAN WORLD AWARD. This prestigious Award was 
established in 1993 by the Board of Directors of PITCH-IN 
C!\NADA in cooperation with CLEAN WORLD INT'ERNATIONAL to 
recognize individuals, educational institutions, communities, 
or organizations for their sustained action to improve 
Canada's environment. 

We extend our sincere congratulations to your community for 
being selected for this Award. The Town of Red Deer's 
dedication to improving Alberta's environment is very much 
appreciated. 

We will be in contact with you in the near future regarding 
the presentation of the Award, a Certificate personally 
signed by our Patron, His Excellency the Right Honourable 
Ramon John Hnatyshyn, P. C., C. C. , Governor General of Canada. 

All recipients were announced in the Spring, 1994, edition of 
PITCH-IN NEWS (enclosed), distributed to tens of thousands of 
schools, communities, and organizations across Canada. Also, 
a media release will be issued across Canada announcing the 
31 recipients from across Canada. 

Once again, our sincere congratulations to the City of Red 
Deer, and our thanks for a job very well done! 

Kindest regards, 

PITCH-IN CANADA 

lNV/bh 
Enc. 

Veen 

National Office: 200 -1676 Martin Drive, White Rock, 8.C., Canada V4A 6E7 
Telephone: (604) 538-0577 Fax: (604) 538-3497 
PITCH-IN is a registered trademark in Canada 
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CLEAN WORLD AWARD 
WINNERS ANNOUNCED 

Thirty-one Canadian munici­
palities, organizations, 
schools and individuals are 
the first to receive a Clean 
World Award. They will 
receive special recognition 
from PITCH-IN CANADA and 
signed by His Excellency The 
Right Honourable Ramon 
John Hnatyshyn1, P.C., C.C.,· 
Governor Generali of Canada 
and Patron, PITCH-IN 
CANADA. 

Nationally, awards were presented 
to Scouts Canada, the Girl Guides of 
Canada and the Federated Women's 
Institutes of Canada to mark 
participation by their members in 
PITCH-IN CANADA'S programs since 
the 1970's. 

In Atlantic Canada, seven awards 
were presented. In Newfoundland the 
recipient was Peacock Valley 
Elementary School in Goose Bay, 
Labrador. In Nova Scotia awards were 
presented to Georgina Crowell and 
Barbara Brackett,, Barrington 
Passage; the Phinney Cove 
Beachcombers, Bridgetown; St. 
Joseph's/A McKay School 
Environment Committee, Halifax; 
The Riverlakers, Windsor Junction; 
and the Clean Nova Scotia 
Foundation, Halifax. 

The Ontario Federation of 
Anglers and Hunters was one of six 
recipients in Ontario. The others 
receiving recognition were the Pride 
Committee, Lansdowne; Caradoc 
South School, Melbourne; the North 
Bay Mattawa Conservation 
Authority; the Great Lakes 
Conservation Club, Thunder Bay and 
The Clean Hamilton Committee. 

Eleven recipients were identified in 
the Prairie provincHs. In Sask­
atchewan: the Town of Elrose and 

Union Bay Elementary School, Union Bay, British Columbia, was one of thirty recipients of PITCH­
IN CANADA'S Clean World Award. Shown are some of the teachers and students, from Grade 1 - 6, 
participating during PITCH-JN '93. 

the Green Meadow Lake Environ­
ment Society, Meadow Lake .. In 

--~--@~===-

CLEAN WORLD 
AWARD 

• PITCH-IN CANADA 
in cooperation v. i:h 

CLEAN\VORIDINTERNATIONAL 
presents this internationa1 recogriition for 

the sustained action takc:i to improve 
C.anada's envi.ronme:1t 

by 

The prestigious Clean World 
Award, established in 1992 
by Clean World Interna­
tional and awarded by 
PITCH-IN CANADA, recog­
nizes sustained action to 
improve Canada's environ­
ment. 

Alberta: the Town of Airdrie; the City 
of Edmonton, the Cal~Jary Canoe 
Club; the Town of Devon; the City of 
Lloydminster; the City of .Red Deer; 
Sherwood Park Recreation, Parks 
and Culture; the Town of Spirit 
River; and the St. Paul Beautification 
Committee . 

In British Columbia, awards were 
presented to the Union Bay 
Elem1entary School, Union Bay; the 
City of Fort St. John and the 
Kamloops Trash Bash. 

In Canada's North, the Lake 
Lebarge Ta'an Kwach'an Council 
was recognized for its long-standing 
involvement in enhancing the 
environment. 

Clean World Awards are awarded 
nationally to individuals, comm-unities, · 
schools or organizations to recognize 
their sustained action to improve 
Canada's environment. Nominations 
should be sent to PITCH-IN CANADA, 
#200 - 1676 Martin Drive, White Rock, 
British Columbia V4A 6E7 by June 30, 
1994. 
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Message from the Governor General 

~ 
lt!E (".("l .. 'U.'-1.~ C(S(R-'\L 

11.Cl'll ... 'U.''H:-.~'fJL'1. 

As Governor General, I am once again delighted to offer my 
support to all those participating in PITCH-IN WEEK. 

Canadians are blessed with a country that is spectacular both in 
its immense variety of landscapes and in its intense beauty. 
Unfortunately, the great environmental stress which our society has 
placed on many areas has endangered these vital spaces. Events 
such as PITCH-IN WEEK not only are proof of the growing 
awareness that the careful stewardship of our lands, oceans and 
forests is a responsibility that we all share, but are also 
opportunities to translate our concerns about the environment into 
action. 

Each of us, in more ways than we recognize, has a direct 
influence on the well-being of the environment which surrounds us. 
During PITCH-IN WEEK Canadians are challenged to help ensure 
that our world remains viable and healthy. Whether it is riverside 
clean-up campaigns, reclaiming damaged wilderness areas or 
introducing backyard composting programs, these activities are the 
first steps along the path towards restoring the environment. 

Canadians who are taking part in PITCH-IN WEEK 1994 are 
working together to preserve the vast physical wealth of our country 
today so that their children and grandchildren will inherit its 
wonders tomorrow. As Patron of PITCH-IN CANADA, I am pleased 
to extend my gratitude to the many people who, by v: 'unteering 
their time this week, breathe life into the ideals whicr : the 
heart of tl1is laudable initiative. 

~·~~ 
Ramon John Hnatyshyn 

Canadians across the country have been invited to 
participate in 1994 PITCH-IN WEEK and similar 
programs taking place in various regions of Canada. 

The invitation was extended by PITCH-IN 
CANADA 's Patron, His Excellency the Right 
Honourable Ramon John Hnatyshyn, P.C., C.C." 
Governor General of Canada. 

Pitch-in and 
recycle this 
newsletter! 
Commissioners' Comments 

Submitted for Council's information. 

PITCH-IN NEWS ~ 

NEW -~ 

VIDEO 
RELEASE:S 

' •j ,,. 

PITCH-IN CANADA now 
offrHs two new videos to 
assist groups and schools 
with their local Hnviron­
mental programs. 

Fleduce, Reuse, Ri~cycle (15 
min., $29.95), discusses the 

'geneiration of waste in communities 
and the need for recycling, 
composting and waste reduction. 
The video, which includes "how to" 
composting tips, is accompanied by 
an E!ducational activity brochure 
(elementary) and a flyer about 
composting. 

Programs to Help Clean-Up 
The Environment (1 O mins., 
$19 .. 95), provides an overview of 
the programs offered by PITCH-IN 
CANADA, including PITCH-IN 
WEEK; the Clean Beaches 
Campaign and Civic Pride. 

Both videos can be ordered from 
the Material Order Centre, 9435 -
47th Street, Edmonton, Alberta 
T68 2R7. 

RETURN TO PITCIH-IN CANADA: 

National Office: 
200 - 1676 Martin Drive 
White Rock, B.C. V4A 6E7 

THIS RECYCLED 
PAPER CONTAINS 
POST .CONSUMER 
WASTE 

PITCH-IN 
CANADA 

"G. SURKAN", Mayor 
"H.M.C. DAY", City Commissioner 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

MARCH 2, 1994 

PARKS MANAGER 

CITY CLERK 

CLEAN WORLD AWARD - CITY OF RED DEER 

At the Council Meeting of February 28, 1994, consideration was given to your report 
dated February 15, 1994 concerning the above topic, and at which meeting, Council 
agreed that said report be filed. 

On behalf of Council, I would like to thank you for providing this information. 

,/f 
~~SS 

City Clerk 

KK/clr 
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27 

February 16, 1994 

City Clerk 

E. L. & P. Manager 

Public Utilities Board(TransAlta Utilities Corporation -
TAU 1993 General Rate Application 
1992 EEMA Adjustment/1994 EEMA Forecast 

Several major decisions were issued by the Public Utilities Board (PUB) in late 1992, during 
1993 and in early 1994 which affect the cost of purchasing the City's electricity supply from 
TransAlta Utilities (TAU). 

To properly understand the final affect of all of the PUB decisions., a review of these decisions 
is presented .. 

1. Effective January 1, 1993, PUB decision E92070, dated December 8, 1992, approved new 
TAU base rates for the test year of 1991/1992. This effectively reduced the City's cost 
by 1.46%. 

2. Effective January 1, 1993, PUB Decision E92128, dated December 30, 1992, adjusted the 
above noted TAU base rates by approving a surcharge ride:r of 1.2% on an interim and 
refundable basis. 

3. Effective March 1, 1993 and until December 31, 1993, PUB decision E93019, dated 
February 26, 1993, approved a 1993 EEMA Flow Through Rider of 0.75%. 

4. PUB decision E93053, dated October 7, 1993, finalized the Phase I revenue requirements 
of the TAU 1993 General Rate Application. This decision gave rise to the following 
orders: 
a) The surcharge rider of 1.2% (item 2 above) is terminated as of October 31, 1993. 
b) Effective November 1, 1993 and until April 30, 1994, TAU rates are to be 

adjusted by a refund rider of 2.14% (This refund was never implemented - see 5 
following). 

PUB decision E93053 reduced the TAU revenue requirement by $36.3M from $1,340.5M 
to $1,304.2M. This reduction resulted primarily from the return on common equity being 
reduced to 11.87 5% from 13.125% for a reduction of $17 .5M; a reduction in income tax 
expense of $13.6M; and a reduction of $5.4M based on the decision that all $5.4M in the 
export deferral account at the end of 1992 should flow to customers. As well, TAU was 
directed to return to consumers $13.9M in 1993 revenues which would be collected by 
October 31, 1993 and which would be in excess of their finalized 1993 revenue 
requirement. 
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5. PUB decision E93090 dated December 10, 1993, resulted from a request by TAU and the 
lntervenors to review and vary decision E93053 (item 4 above). The decision ordered 
that the 2.14% refund rider as set out in E93053 is superseded and replaced by a refund 
rider of 1.1 % effective January 1, 1994 and until October 3 ll, 1994. 
This adjustment fairly allocated the refund to seasonal customers and reduced the amount 
in the 1992 export deferral account by $1.8M. 

6. PUB decision E93092, dated December 22, 1993 also pertained to the TAU request t() 
review and vary decision E93053 (item 4 above). The PUB denied the TAU request to 
recover an additional $5.5M resulting from a delay in the timing of the new January l, 
1992 rates which did not enable TAU to recover the forecast revenue: for consumption in 
the last months of 1992 which was billed in the first three months of 1993. 

7. PUB decisions E93094 and E93093, both dated December 10, 1993, determined the 1994 
forecast prices and the 1992 adjusted prices respectively of the sale of electric energy to 
the Electric Energy Marketing Agency (EEMA) by Alberta Power Limited, Edmonton 
Power and TAU. 
The major decisions were the exclusion of the second Genesee unit from Edmonton 
Power's 1994 cost to EEMA, the exclusion of some $17.4M in Genesee capital costs, 
reducing the rate applied to allowance for funds used during construction and eliminating 
some allowance for these funds entirely for a period of time. Th~~ net result of these 
changes was a reduction of $33.4M in recovery from Alberta electricity consumers in 
1994. 

8. Effective February 1, 1994 and until December 31, 1994, PUB dec:ision E94005, dated 
February 4, 1994, applied an EEMA Flow-Through Rider to TAU's rates of 2.0% for the 
wholesale customers. This rider will recover the increased 1994 EEMA costs of $21. TM 
as well as the 1992 EEMA adjustment of $4.0M which resulted from TAU' s EEMA price 
as determined in the PUB decisions of item 7 above. Th.ese additional costs to TAU 
represent the EEMA costs which are not included in their present base rates. 

The impact on Red Deer of the first three items has already been presented to Council. 

Items 1 and 2 resulted in a Council resolution on January 18., 1993 which made no changes to 
the E. L. & P. rates. This was due to the net impact of these two items being negligible and 
further PUB decisions were pending. 

Item 3 resulted in a Council resolution on March 15, 1993 which again made no change to 
E. L. & P. rates as the net of the first three items was a negligible increase in the City's costs. 
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The item 4(b) 2.14lfo refund was never implemented because of the request by TAU and 
Intervenors to review and vary PUB decision E93053. The effect of terminating the surcharge 
rider, item 4(a), is a reduction in the City's 1993 purchase cost of $46,600. When this amount 
is offset by the net increase of $79,200 resulting from the first: three items, the 1993 purchase 
cost is increased by only $32,600, or 0.1 % of the 1993 budget figure. The changes to this point 
are effectivdy to the end of 1993 with no change being warranted to the E. L. & P. rates. 

The item 5 change resulting from the 1.1 % refund rider is an annualized cost reduction of 
$256, 100 to the 1994 purchase cost. 

Item 6 had no effect on the City's purchase cost as the TAU request was denied. 

Item 7 and 8 are joint items which result in the City's purchase cost being increased by 2.0% 
from February 1, 1994 until December 31, 1994. The 1994 increase in cost is $426,900. 

The only decisions which have a continuing affect into 1994 are items 5 through 8. The net 
impact of these 4 items on the 1994 purchase cost is an increase of $170,800. This is a 0. 7% 
increase in cost. 

The 1994 cost increase is relatively small and falls within the bounds of the probable forecast 
error contained in the 1994 total forecast cost. The change in the existing E. L. & P. rates 1to 
account for this increase would be approximately 26 cents per month for the typical residential 
customer who uses 750 kWh per month. This cost increase is extremely small and in the 
interests of maintaining rate stability and avoiding consumer cost increases whenever possible, 
the E. L. & P. Department should attempt to make the necessary adjustments in its 1994 
expenditures to absorb the extra cost. 

RECOMMENDATION 

It is recommended that no changes be made to the existing E. L. & P. rates as a result of the 
above outlined Public Utilities Board decisions which affect the price at which the City purchases 
electricity from TransAlta Utilities Corporation. 

.~~~ 
A. Roth, 
Manager 

AR/jjd 

--f --
( \ 

p.c. City Commissioner 
Director of Finance 
Treasury Services Manager 

Commissioners' Comments 

We concur with the recommendation of the 
E.L. & P. Manager. 

"G .. SURKAN 11 

Mayor 
"H .. M.C. DAY" 
City Commissioner 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

MARCH 2, 1994 

E. L. & P. MANAGER 

CITY CLERK 

PUBLIC UTILITIES BOARD/TRANSALTA UTILITIES CORPORATION 
TAU 1993 GENERAL RATE APPLICATION 
1992 EEMA ADJUSTMENT/1994 EEMA FORECAST 

At the Council Meeting of February 28, 1994, consideration was given to your repor1 
dated February 16, 1994 concerning the above topic and at which meeting Council 
concurred with your recommendations that no changes be made to the existing E. L. ~~ 
P. rates. 

Thank you for providing Council with this information. 

KK/clr 

cc: Director of Financial Services 
Utility Billings Supervisor 
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DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

February 9, 1994 

K. Kloss, City Clerk 
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A. Scott, Land and Economic Development Manager 

REQUEST TO LEASE WITH OPTION TO PURCHASE 
LOT 4, BLOCK 13, PLAN 6084 HW (4323 MICHENER DRIVE) 

We enclose a copy of a letter and map received from Mr. John D. Holmes. We have also had 
a couple of telephone conversations, due to the fact that he would eventually like to erect a 
garage at the top of the lot facing Michener Drive. 

The request has been circulated to various City departments and their comments are attached. 

Recommendation 

That City Council approve the request to lease with option to purchase, subject to the following 
conditions. An in-house appraisal would substantiate $1.75/sq. ft. for the top 3000 sq. ft., with 
additional adjustments given for slope, trees and topography for the remainder. 

1. Grant standard lease agreement at $30.00 per year, with term to expire March 31, 199:5. 

2. Option to purchase may be taken up at any time prior to March 31, 1995. 

3. Purchase price for complete Lot 4 at $12,500. 

4. If option to purchase is exercised, Lot 4 to be consolidated with Lot 5 by registered plan 
of survey at purchaser's expense. 

5. The erection of a garage must meet Building Code and be supported by a certifie~d 
construction engineer's report, in relation to building and any possible slope slippage. 

6. Subject to normal easement provisions for maintenance of utilities. 

7. Should Mr. Holmes only wish to purchase the top 3,000 sq .. ft., the rate will be $1.75/sq. 
ft.= $5,250, with the remainder to be leased at $30.00 per year. 

8. Subject to all approving authorities. 

PAR/mm 
Att. 
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.of327 Michener Dri•e 
Red Deer, Al'l.ert& 
Canada T..CN 2A9 

January 12, 1994 

City of Red Deer 
Land Department 
Red Deer, Alberta 

Dear Sirs: 

32 

JOHN D. HOLME§ 
3'46-3922 

My wife, Kathy, and I reside at 4327 Michener Drive, Red Deer, Alberta. The legal description of 
our property is Lot 5, Block 13, Plan 6084HW. Adjacent to our property is a City lot, descritx~d 
as Lot 4, Block 13, Plan 6084HW. As we understand it, due to a water main location, it is not 
possible to build on this lot. 

When we bought our lot in October of 1991, it was noted that part of the property belonging to the 
City had been used for some years as part of the yard of our home. 

Upon inquiry, we understand that the City may be able to arrange to lease us the portion of the lot 
being used for $1.00 per year, and may additionally provide us with an option to purchase at a 
certain price. 

We would appreciate it if you could contact us concerning the above at your earliest convenienc:e. 
If you require any further information, please do not hesitate to contact the undersigned. 

Th~ity Ot R~~' D~ · 
~h~ "~ C\'-\, 

Date:. ' _-5 

Time: - \ ~ ~~'¥.---= 
Rec'd By: ·-;;;;;;;;;;~;;;;;:::::J 

t.=::=::==-==-
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140-039 

DATE: January 21, 1994 

TO: Land Appraiser 

FROM: Engineering Department Manager 

RE: 4323 MICHENER DRIVE 
LOT 4, BLOCK 13, PLAN 6084 HW 

In reply to your memo of January 13, 1994, we have reviewed our records and have the 
following comments: 

1. A sanitary main and water service are installed in the existing easj:!ment across the east 
side of this lot (see attached plan). 

2. The Engineering Department would have no objection to a portion of this site being sold 
or leased to the adjacent property owner, subject to the nonnal easement/lease provisions 
for maintenance of utilities. 

~~ 
Ken Haslop, P. Eng. 
Engineering Department Manager 

SS/cy 
Att. 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

January 21, 1994 

PETER ROBINSON 
Land Appraiser 

CRAIG CURTIS 
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Director of Community Services 

LOT 4, BLOCK 13, PLAN 6084 HW 
4323 MICHENER DRIVE 
Your memo of January 13, 1994 refers. 

CS-4.~~65 

I have discussed the above proposed land lease or sale with the R:ecreation & Culture 
and Parks Managers. We prefer the sale option with the funds from the sale credited to 
the landbank. The sale would also relieve the City of any ongoing liability or maintenance 
concerns. If this property is sold, it should be consolidated via a plan of subdivision with 
Lot 5 to ensure that no future housing development can take place on the former Lot 4. 
This would also provide some assurance that the existing trees would be retained and 
incorporated as yard area for Lot 5. 

DB/ad 

CRAIG CURTIS 

DB/ad 
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RED DEER 
REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION 

DIRECTOR: W. G. A. Shaw, ACP, MCIP 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Peter Robinson, Land Appraiser 

FROM: Frank Wong, Planning Assistant 

2830 BREMNER AVENUE, FIED DEER, 
ALBERTA, CANAD.A T4R 1M9 

Telephone: (403;) 343-3394 
Fax: (403;) 346-1570 

DATE: January 20, 1994 

RE: LOT 4, BLOCK 13, PLAN 6084 H.W. (4323 MICHENER DRIVE) 
JOHN D. HOLMES 

Please be advised that planning staff have NO OBJECTION to the leasing or sale of a portion of1he 
above noted lot to Mr. Holmes. 

Frank Wong7 
Planning Assistant 

FW/eam 

MUNICIPALITIES WITHIN COMMISSION AREA 

CITY OF RED DEER· MUNICIPAL DISTRICT OF CLEARWATER No. 99 •COUNTY OF STETTLER No 6 •COUNTY OF LACOMBE No. 14 •COUNTY OF MOUNTAIN VIEW No. 17 •COUNTY OF 
PAINTEARTH No. 18 ·COUNTY OF RED DEER No. 23 •TOWN OF BLACKFALDS •TOWN OF BOWDEN• TOWN OF CARSTAIR:S •TOWN OF CASTOR• TOWN OF CORONATION• TOWN OF 
DIDSBURY ·TOWN OF ECKVILLE •TOWN OF INNISFAIL •TOWN OF LACOMBE • TOWN OF OLDS• TOWN OF PENHOLD • TOWN OF ROCKY MOUNTAIN HOUSE• TOW~I OF STETTLER 
TOWN OF SUNDRE· TOWN OF SYLVAN LAKE• VILLAGE OF ALIX• VILLAGE OF BENTLEY• VILLAGE OF BIG VALLEY• VILLAGE OF BOTHA• VILLAGE OF CAROLINE• VILl..AGE OF CLIVE 
VILLAGE OF CREMONA· VILLAGE OF DELBURNE •VILLAGE OF DONALDA ·VILLAGE OF ELNORA• VILLAGE OF GADSBY• VILLAGE OF HAL~CIRK •VILLAGE OF MIRROR• SUMMER VILLAGE 
OF BIRCHCLIFF • SUMMER VILLAGE OF GULL LAKE • SUMMER VILLAGE OF HALF MOON BAY • SUMMER VILLAGE OF JARVIS EIAY • SUMMER VILLAGE OF NORGLENWOLD 

SUMMER VILLAGE OF ROCHON SANDS• SUMMER VILLAGE OF SUNBREAKER COVE• SUMMER VILLAGE OF WHITE SANDS 
SUMMER VILLAGE OF BURNSTICK LAKE 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

14 January 1994 

Peter Robinson 
Land Appraiser 

Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
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LOT 4, BLOCK 13, PLAN 6084 H.W. 

lFILE NO. 94-1610 

In response to your memo of January 13, 1994, we wish to advise that we have no objections 
to the sale of the above referenced lot, subject to any future building(s) meeting all applicable 
building code regulations. 

Yours truly,, 

ff~ 
R. Strader 
Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
BUILDING INSPECTION DEPARTMENT 

RS/vs 

Commissioners' Comments 

We concur with the recommendation of the Land & Economic Development 
Manager. 

11 Go SURKJ\N 11 

Mayor 
11 H.M.C. DAY" 
City Commissioner 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

January 14, 1994 

Peter Robinson 
Land Dept. 

Daryle Scheelar 
E. L. & P. Dept. 

Lot 4, Block 13, Plan 6084 HW 
4323 Michener Drive 

E. L. & P. have no objection to the proposed lease or option to purchase this property. 

If you have any questions please advise. 

Daryle Scheelar, 
Distribution Engineer 

GF/jjd 



DATE: MARCH 2, 1994 

TO: LAND AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGER 

FROM: CITY CLERK 

RE: REQUEST TO LEASE WITH OPTION TO PURCHASE -
LOT 4, BLOCK 13, PLAN 6084 HW (4323 MICHENER DRIVE) 

At the Council Meeting of February 28, 1994, consideration was given to your report 
dated February 9, 1994 concerning the above topic. At this meeting the following moticin 
was passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered 
report from the Land and Economic Development Manager dated February 
9, 1994, re: Request to Lease with Option to Purchase Lot 4, Block 13, 
Plan 6084 HW (4323 Michener Drive - John Holmes), hereby approves said 
request subject to the following conditions: 

1. Grant standard lease agreement at $30.00 per year, with term 
to expire March 31, 1995. 

2. Option to purchase may be taken up at any time prior to 
March 31, 1995. 

3. Purchase price for complete Lot 4 at $12,500. 

4. If option to purchase is exercised, Lot 4 to be consolidated 
with Lot 5 by registered plan of survey at purchaser's 
expense. 

5. The erection of a garage must meet Building Code and be 
supported by a certified construction engineer's report, in 
relation to building and any possible slope slippage. 

6. Subject to normal easement provisions for maintenance of 
utilities. 

7. Should Mr. Holmes only wish to purchase the top 3000 sq. ft., 
the rate will be $1.75/sq ft.= $5250, with the remainder to be 
leased at $30.00 per year. 

8. Subject to all approving authorities. 

9. An agreement satisfactory to the City Solicitor, 

and as presented to Council February 28, 1994." 

... I 2 



The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information and appropriatie 
action. I trust you will now advise the owners of Council's decision in this instance. 

KK/clr 

cc: Director of Community Setvices 
City Assessor 
Engineering Department Manager 
Parks Manager 
Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
Principal Planner 
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DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 
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February 7, 1994 

City Clerk 

Director of Financial Services 

COUNCIL POLICY NO. 401 
PURCHASING AND TENDERING 

Due to the need to: 

• do more with less because of reduced staff levels, and 
• the desire to improve service 

Financial Services has started reviewing City administrative procedures to identity 
activities that could be considered for deletion. 

Council Policy No. 401 covers general purchasing and tendering procedures. This policy 
has been reviewed with the intent to: 

• reduce work required to process purchases, 
• speed up the ordering of goods, and 
• update City records more quickly. 

Policy No. 401 provides for purchases to be made by either an: 

• Emergency Purchase Order, or a 
• Purchase Order. 

Emergency Purchase Order (EPO) 

The Emergency Purchase Order (EPO) requires less Purchasing staff time to process 
because the: 

• tendering, and 
• purchase order preparation 

is the responsibility of the ordering department. The disadvantage of use of the EPO is 
the possibility purchasers might not obtain competitive bids or award to the lowe1st 
acceptable bid in compliance with Council policies. An EPO is presently allowed to be 
used for purchases up to $500. It is recommended consideration be given to increasing 
this to $1,000. 



City Clerk 
Re: Council Policy No. 401 
February 7, 1994 
Page 2 

Purchase Order CPO) 
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Purchase Orders are prepared by the Purchasing Section with the following approvals 
required on the PO depending on the circumstances: 

I Approval Required I Purpose J 
• Purchasing Agent To confirm the purchase is being awarded in accordance 

with the purchasing policy 

• Treasury Services Manager To confirm budget funds were approved and are unspent 

• Director of Financial Services To confirm responsibilities identified for tlhe two preceding 
positions have been followed 

• City Commissioner To confirm the three previous persons have followed their 
responsibilities 

It may appear from the purposes identified above the activities of the Director of Financial 
Services and City Commissioner are redundant. To some extent this conclusion is 
correct but it must be recognized these two positions do have a wider knowledge base 
of City activities than the Purchasing Agent and the Treasury Services ManagEH. 
However, the actual instances when a purchase order might require amendment because 
of this review is very infrequent. 

The new purchasing policy proposes to reduce the approvals required to the following: 

Position Responsibility 

Purchasing Agent To confirm the purchase is in conformance with Council's 
purchasing policy 

Department Head or employee To confirm sufficient funding, approved by Council, is 
authorizing the Purchase Order available to fund the purchase 
Requisition 

..... 3 
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The proposed changes place responsibility at lower administrative levels. These changes 
achieve the following benefits: 

• lower level positions are given more responsibility for decision making 

• work caused by multi-level approvals is reduced 

• purchase orders can be sent out and also entered into the accounting 
system more quickly. 

It must be recognized some financial control over the process is lost but if City staff are 
to do "more with less" these are the types of activities that must be considered for 
elimination. It is considered the additional level of risk involved is minimal and sufficient 
financial controls would remain in place. 

The changes described and other responsibility changes made in the attached policy can 
be identified as follows: 

• bold items are items added 

• crossed out items are items deleted. 

Recommendation 

Council approval of the Revised Policy No. 405 - Purchasing and Temdering. 

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

AW/jt 

Att. 

PATH: alan\counpol.401 

Commissioners' Comments 

We concur with the recommendation of 
the Director of Financial Services. 

11 G. SURKAM 11 

Mayor 
11 H.M.C. DAY" 
City Cammi ssi oner 



THB CI'l'Y 01' RED l 

Policy Section: 
Finance 

Policy SUbject 
Purchasing and Tendering 

Lead Role: 
Treasurer 

PURPOSE 

POLICY STATEMENT 

40 tJNCIL POLICY MANUAL 

Page: 
1 of 7 

Policy Reference: 
401 

Resolution/Bylaw: 
Jiime 30, 1980 

1. Purchasing is to be centralized within the Purchasing Age:nt 's 
Department as opposed to individual direct pur4::hasing by 1each 
department. 

2. The exceptions to (1) is that each Department Head is authorized 
to issue "Emergency" Purchase Orders without reference to the 
Purchasing Department to a 1 imi t of $ 5 9 9 • 9 9 $1, 0 0 0 • 0 0 (excluding 

-Q&pital ite:ma ia exgess ef $~00, 00 i.a v:al\le a:ea purchases from 
s~pliers ia QtAer gg~tries foreign sources). 

3. Purchase of Environmentally Responsible Goods and Services 

The City of Red Deer is committed to the procurement and use of 
re-usable, recycled and environmentally responsible product.a in 
its operations, wherever possible and practical. 

Environmental responsible or •green' products are those wh:Lch: 

achieve a reduction in the project or materials usage C•r in 
the waste generated, 
allow for re-use of the original product or material, and 
contain recycled materials. 

4. Quotations and Tenders 

a) Purchasing Agent may obtain quotations on an informal basis 
by telephone or fax when there is an urgent need for an 
item. 

Cross Reference 

Remarks 

Date of Approval: 
J1ime 30, 1980 

Effective Date: 
J1ime 30, 1980 

Date of Revision: 
February 22, 1988 
June 27, 1988 
November 13, 1990 
Sept. 30, 1991 
April 13, 1993 
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Policy Section: Page: 
Finance 2 of 7 

Policy Subject 
Purchasing and Tendering 

Policy Reference: 
401 

Lead Role: Resolution/Bylaw: 
Treasurer June 30, 1980 

PURPOSE 

POLICY STATEMENT 

b) For 
1) 

other than urgent requirement the proicedure is to be: 
Purchases under $10,000 

The Purchasing Agent can use discretion in 
requesting formal quotations by a certain 1:iate 
and time. They may &QC be subject to rejec·tion 
for late submission \Hlless g"eeas aa:e :Eelflli:Eea 
i-eaiat.ely, 
Unless goods are required urgently, the tim1e to 
be allowed for return of tenders shall not: be 
less than: 
i) Where only Red Deer suppli.ers are involved 

- 7 days 
ii) Where OQt of town (SQt net. OQt. ef in 

Province}- suppliers are involved ~ cae 
g"eeas a:Ee sS:el! sbeel1 - 10 days 

iii) Where out of Province suppliers are involved 
er ooeas are ether tihaa shelf stoek-- ·- 12 
days 

iv) Where 9Qt ef se'IHltE'Y forej,gn suppliers are 
involved - 15 days. 

2) Purchases over $10,000 

Cross Reference 

Remarks 

Date of Approval: 

Formal purchasing procedures are to be used 
a) All prices to be tendered 
b) A specified date and time for submissic>n 
c) Tenders received after (b) to be filed 

unopened {<$50,000) 
Time to be allowed for submission of tenders 
shall not be less than as indicated for purchases 
under $10,000 
Tenders in excess of $50,000 shall be addressed 
to the City Clerk and opened after {b) above in 
the presence of the Purchasing Agent and a City 
representative. Tenders received after {b) t;o be 
returned to bidder unopened. 

Effective Date: Date of Revision: 
Sept. 30, 199:L 
April 13, 1gg:a 
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'l'HB CI'l'Y OF RED DBBR COtJNCil~ POL:ICY MANUAL 

Policy Section: Page: 
Finance 3 of 7 

Policy Subject 
Purchasing and Tendering 

Policy Reference: 
401 

Lead Role: Resolution/Bylaw: 
Treasurer Jime 30 ,. 1980 

PURPOSE 

POLICY STATEMENT 

3) Bids received on FAX machine 
The City of Red Deer will not accept bids by FAX 
for any 2:00 p.m. Public Tender openings, W:~ich 
are tenders in excess of $50,000.00 
Bids by FAX for 12:00 o'clock noon openings w.hich 
are tenders under $50, 000, wi.11 be accepted, 
provided that the FAXED copy is a duly completed 
and signed copy of The City of Red Deer tender 
form 
'l'he bidders use the FAX machine at their sole 
risk and the City accepts no responsibilit:v- in 
the event of error or omission. 

c) Professional services are not normally tendered; the 
provisions for the engagement of consultants and other 
professional services are included in Section 8 of this 
policy. 

5. Selection of Tenders 

The City will purchase environmental preferable products and 
services when quality and service is equal or better and price is 
equal to or lower --69- than other less environmentally prefe:z:·able 
products and services. 

The low bidder shall normally be accepted unless: 

a) Low bidder does not meet specifications materially 

b) Low bidder cannot deliver in time required 

Cross Reference 

Remarks 

Date of Approval: Effective Date: Date of Revision: 
Sept. 30, 1991 
April 13, 1993 



'l'HE CI'l'Y OF RED DEER 

. Policy Section: 
Finance 

Policy SUbject 
Purchasing and Tendering 

Lead Role: 
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PURPOSE 

POLICY STATEMENT 

43 ' COONCIJ:. POLICY MANO'AL 

Page: 
4 of 7 

Policy Reference: 
401 

Resolu1:ion/Bylaw: 
Jime 30, 1980 

c) The past performance of the low bidder is unacceptable~. 

d) Acceptance of low bid would result in a higher overall or end 
cost. It is recognized that the original purchase pJ:·ice of 
products rarely reflects the full environmental C<)St of 
production and waste disposal. The City of Red Deer will 
recognize these costs and purchase products of higher 
environmental value when it can be demonstrated that any 
reasonable premium paid would be off set by waste disposal 
costs associated with less environmentally pref:erable 
products. 

6. Purchase Order Approvals 

The Purchase Order authorizing the purchase of the ·good and/or 1Jervice 
(except for professional services - see Section 8) requires the following 
approvals: 

Amount 

Up to $2,999" 
$10,000 

°'"8:E' $:d, ggg & 
'tt» to $19,999 

Restriction 

Where the recommended supplier 
is other than the lowest 
acceptable bidder, the purchase 
must be approved by the City 
Treasurer. 

WAere tae recomm.e~d•d a,.pplier 
is ether taaa tae law siaae:E', 
tae p"Yiraaaa• llN&t Q& ~~rQvea 
QY tae City Cemieeioe:er. 

cross Reference 

Remarks 

Date of Approval: Effective Date: 

Authority to Purchl!Lse 

Purchasing Agent on :receipt 
of writ ten approvaJL by 
Dept. Head or his 
designated represen.tati ve 
S"YipeEiate&d:eat as well as 
l;),.d;:et clearaage 

~:E'eaaeiasi Ageat ea reeei]i)t 
e'f 1~ittea QP:E'OTJ'al: B!z' ~ept 
Heaa, City Trea&'Qr~r aa 
·well as s'\:lElget: elec1ra:Bee. 

Date of Revision 
May 13, 1991 
Sept. 30, 199:1 
April 13, 199:3 
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THB CI'l'Y 01' RED DBBR COUNCIL POLICY MANOAL 

Policy Section: 
l'inance 

Policy SUbject 
Purchasing and Tendering 

Lead Role: 
Treasurer 

PURPOSE 

POLICY STATEMENT 

Amount 

over $10,000 

Restriction 

Where the recommended supplier 
is other than the lowest 
acceptable bidder, the purchase 
must be approved by the City 
Council unless the difference 
is less than $500 and/or 
Council has approved a similar 
purchase in a prior year. 

To determine the lowest acceptable 
bidder the criteria used are: 
1. must not be significantly 

deficient on important 
specifications, or 

2. must deliver within the 
required time period, or 

3. past performance must be 
acceptable, or 

4. must be lowest overall or 
end cost. 

Page: 
5 of 7 

Policy Reference: 
401 

Resolution/Bylaw: 
June 30, 1980 

Authority to PurchaLse 

Purchasing Agent on ~C'eceipt 
of written approval by 
Dept. Head,-. Citay 'l':E'El&S\liE'eiE' 

aa4 Ci.~¥ C9zmn£.ss£.9ae&' as 
well as S\lElge6 eleeL&'aBCile. 

7. After tenders have closed a summary of prices tendered (includi:ng unit 
prices} will be released to any member of the public upon request 
without charge. If a request for a copy of the whole tender received is 
requested, it will be provided upon payment of a fee based on the1 number 
of pages involved at $1.00 per page but such fee will not be less than 
$10.00. 

Cross Reference 

Remarks 

Date of .Approval: Effective Date: Date of Revision: 
Sept. 30, 19Stl 
.1'.pril 13, 19St3 
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Policy Section: Page: 
Finance 6 of 7 

Policy SUbject: Policy Reference: 
401 Purchasing and Tendering 

Lead Role: Resolution/Bylaw: 
Treasurer Jime 30, 1980 

PURPOSE 

POLICY STATEMENT 

8. Professional Services 

When professional services are required: 

a) Qualified consultants {normally a minimum of three) sha.11 be 
requested to submit proposals. 

b) 

In circumstances where it is cost effective tc> approach Oil~ly one 
consultant, the Department Head shall be required t·o submit a 
recommendation to the C:ity Comiss:i.oaer Purchasing Agent for 
approval, and if required by other terms and conditions stated 
within this policy, to City Council for approval as well. 

:In the event the Department Bead and Purchasing Agent are unable to 
agree on the recmnwandation by the Department Bead, the City 
Commissioner will be asked to approve the reconnnendations. 

1) If the total professional services fees and costs wj,11 not 
exceed $10, 000, and the cost is provided for in the c:urrent 
year's budget, the Department Head may make a selectic>n. 

2) If the total professional services fees and costs will exceed 
$10,000, the Department Head shall select a consulta.J:1t from 
the proposals received and make a recommendation to tlle Ci\iy 
Cemm:iss:ioaer Purchasing Agent for appro,val. 

c) City Council approval shall be required if: 

1) funds for the engagement of a consultant are not prov:Lded in 
the e'1rreat year's :bu.d.get, ~ a budget approved by C011D1Cil 

~) t~e eoasQl\i:iaw fee w:ill exeee~ $150,000. 

d) A purchase order is required to authorize the engagement. 

Cross Reference: 

Remarks 

Date of Approval: Effective Date: Date of Revision: 
Sept. 30, 1991 
April 13, 1993 
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Page: 
7 of 7 

Policy Reference: 
401 

Resolution/Bylaw: 
June 30, 1980 

e) This policy will not apply to the engagement of legal surv•ey firms 
for other than major subdivision development, as the te;z::mJi1 of such 
engagements are provided in Council Policy #411, dated January 9, 
1984. 

9. Availability of Budget Funds 

The department head is responsible to ensure funding approved blr Council 
is available to fund purchase order requisitions issued blr the 
department. :If approved funding for the expenditure will be exceeded, 
the department head is responsible to request City· Council appz~oval for 
the overexpenditure prior to the purchase order requisiticm being 
issued, unless: 

• an emergency situation exists, or 

• funding approved blr Council for the Department in total will be 
·underspent. 

Cross Reference 

Remarks 

Date of Approval: Effective Date: Date of Revision: 



DATE: MARCH 2, 1994 

TO: DIRECTOR OF FINANCIAL SERVICES 

FROM: CITY CLERK 

RE: COUNCIL POLICY NO. 401/PURCHASING AND TENDERING 

At the Council Meeting of February 28, 1994, consideration was given to your report 
dated February 7, 1994 concerning the above. At this meeting, the following motion was 
passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered 
report form the Director of Financial Services dated February 7, 1994, re: 
Council Policy No. 401 - Purchasing and Tendering, hereby approves the 
revised Council Policy No. 401 as submitted to Council February 28, 1994." 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information. This office will 
now proceed to update the Council Policy Manual in accordance with the above chang1e. 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory. 

,/ 

1/ I/ 
6147 

I KELL ,y KLO s 
City Clerk 

KK/clr 

cc: Purchasing Agent 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

MARCH 1, 1994 

SANDRA LADWIG 

CITY CLERK 

COUNCIL RESEARCH 

Could you please find me information relative to a report that was from E!ither the Director 
of Financial Services or the Purchasing Agent concerning preference given to local 
businesses in the tendering process over businesses located outside~ of Red Deer. This 
report probably appeared in conjunction with the concern that was expresse!d 
approximately a year and a half ago with regard to a chair that the Fire Department had 
purchased. I need a copy of the information that w~mt to Council in this iregard. 

Thanks. 

KK/clr 
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DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

February 14, 1994 

K. Kloss, City Clerk 
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A. Scott, Land and Economic Development Manager 

REQUEST TO PURCHASE PART OF LOT 5 MR, PLAN 812-1748 
SE CORNER 77 ST. AND NORTHEY AVE. (NORTHWOOD ESTATES) 
(map attached) 

Canadian Heritage Homes, a Division of Lansdowne Equity Ventures Ltd., owners of 
Northwood Estates, have requested the City consider selling to them 1.1 fi acres more or less 
out of Lot 5 MR to be consolidated with their present holdings. 

We have circulated their request to the various City departments and have received positive 
comments back (attached). Some departments raised concerns which were passed on to 
Canadian Heritage Homes. In their reply to these concerns, we feel they can adequately be 
addressed. 

An inhouse appraisal of municipal reserve land would indicate the $16,500 per acre offered 
is a fair estimate of land value. 

Recommendation 

We would recommend Council of The City of Red Deer approve this sale subject to the 
following conditions: 

1. Sale price to be $16,500 per acre, final price to be established based on registered 
plan of survey. 

2. The portion of Lot 5 MR purchased must be consolidated with Lot A, Plan 782-1023 
by plan of survey at purchaser's cost. 

3. Approval of sale of municipal reserve by City Council.. 

4. A minimum of 5.0 metres to be provided by cul de sac to storage area. 

5. Purchaser to confirm with City Electric Light and Power re: eng,ineering design, all 
costs to be paid by purchaser. 

6. Parks Manager to approve exact configuration of parcel to be sold, at time of 
subdivision. 

. . ./2 



City Clerk 
Page 2 
February 15, 1994 
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7. All costs related to the subdivision including advertising, posting, etc., shall be th49 
responsibility of the purchaser. 

8. The area purchased to be fenced in a detail similar to existing on-site fencin~1. 
satisfactory to the Development Officer. 

9. Common area (3.05 m) at rear of properties within fenced area to be maintained by 
applicant. 

10. The applicant will be responsible for all on site/off site costs and charges as indicated 
by The City of Red Deer Engineering Department prior to commencement e>f 
development. 

11 . The applicant will plant additional trees along 77 Street to provide higher level of 
screening and noise attenuation for the site. 

12. Subject to all approving authorities. 

13. Land sale agreement satisfactory to the City Solicitor .. 

PAR/mm 

Enc. 

c: W. Lees, Land Supervisor 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

January 19, 1994 

Director of Engineering Services 
Director of Community Services 
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Land and Economic Development Manager 
Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
Electric Light and Power Manager 
Fire Chief 
Red Deer Regional Planning Commission 

Land Appraiser 

LOT 5 MR, PLAN 812-1748 (0.838 HA - 2.07 ACRES) 
S.E. CORNER 77 STREET - NORTHEY AVENUE (NORTHWOOD ESTATE~;) 

Would you please review the attached letter and advise us of your comments and/or 
recommendations. 

Just to elaborate on this proposal, we bring to your attention the followin!~ comments relative 
to these mobile home trailer park lots. 

1. Trees along Northey Avenue within Lot 5 MR will remain untouched and this area will 
not be part of the purchase. 

2. Two lots will be eliminated for the cul de sac (marked A}. 

3. Two lots will be created in the current storage area (marked 8). 

4. Five additional lots will be created (area marked C). 

5. A lane will be installed from the cul de sac to the storage area (marked D). 

(~ ""'"-£'--

Peter Robinson, CRA, A.M.A.A. 

PAR/mm 

c: W. Lees, Land Supervisor 
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Canadi n Heritage Homes A Divi:sion of Lansdowne Equity Vuntures Ltd. 

#295, 2880 Glenmom Trail S.E. 

January 11, 1994 

Mr. \Villiam (Bill) Lees 
Land & Economic Development Department 
The City of Red Deer 
P.O. Box 5008 
RED DEER, Alberta 
T4N 3T4 

Dear Mr. Lees: 

Re: Request to Purchase - Part of Lot S MR, Plan 812-1748, 
SE 1/4 Sec. 32, Twp. 38, Rge. 27, W.4M. 
Northwood Estates Mobile Home Park Consolidation, Red Deer, AB. 

Calgary, Alberta T2C 2E6 
(403) 279-9702 

Fax. (403) 236-1539 

Further to your letter of November 24, 1992, addressed to Mr .. Marvin D. Allen , (copy 
attached), Lansdowne Equity Ventures Ltd. hereby advises that we wish to proceed 
with the purchase of the above-noted lands and agree to the following: 

4bl6 500.qo~ 
1) Lansdowne agrees on the land value of _!16.sotf>er acre for l. l 6 acres more 

or less, as will be defined by Snell & Oslund Survey on their final report, 
and or by the City of Red Deer authority. 

2) A new detailed proposed boundary, as shown on copies attached. The 
purpose is to enhance the present storage and parking area in the park, as 
well as adding some additional\ots. The area requested will be 
consolidated with Lot A, Plan 782-1023. 

3) Lansdowne agrees that the heavily treed area along Northey Avenue not be 
included. 

4) Lansdowne will comply that the proposed intersection must not affect 
intersection visibility clearance. 

5) Lansdowne will comply that a fence be installed along the new property 
line to the satisfaction of the Development Officer. 

6) Lansdowne will comply with the portion of the Municipal Reserve lot be 
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- 2 -

officially cancelled and sold at market value, in accordance with City policy 
and provincial legislation. 

7) Lansdowne to provide necessary plans for Council approval and approval 
by all necessary approving authorities. 

Lansdowne wish to thank you in advance for the information given to date, and look 
forward to finalizing this transaction in a prompt and expedient manner. 

Yours very truly, 

LANSDOWNE EQUI'IY VENTURES LTD. 

VF: be 
encl: 

The City Of Red Deer 

Oate: \~.~ \~~\L\ 
' \"· -1 <·me: '\'-l~-~ 
l -·----·---~---· 
I 

: i((>r''·"' t;:, .. ·'-•\.I Dy, 1----=====----
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DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

January 21, 1994 

Land Appraiser 

Streets and Utilities Engineer 

LOT 5 MR, PLAN 812-1748 
NORTHWOOD ESTATES 

52 

180-054 

As requested in your memo of January 19, 1994, we have reviewed the proposal and have the 
following comments: 

1. The developer will be required to pay the off-site levy charges on the parcel of land being 
purchased. 

2. The developer should be aware that 77 Street will eventually be widened to four lane, and 
that traffic volumes will increase significantly as the northwest part of the City develops. 
We would suggest that the developer consider additional tree plantilng along 77 Street to 
provide a higher level of screening and noise attenuation for the site. 

Tom C. Warder, P. Eng. 
Streets and Utilities Engineer 

SS/cy 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

January 24, 1994 

PETER ROBINSON 
Land Appraiser 

CRAIG CURTIS 
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Director of Community Services 

CS-4.,269 

RE: LOT 5 M.R., PLAN 812-1748 
LANSDOWNE EQUITY VENTURES LTD. (NORTHWOOD ESTATES) 
Your memo of January 19, 1994 refers. 

I have discussed the proposal by Lansdowne Equity Ventures Ltd. with the Parks and 
Recreation & Culture Managers. We would support the sale of a portion of Lot 5 M. R. 
subject to the following conditions: 

1 . The exact configuration of the parcel to be sold would be subject to the approval 
of the Parks Manager at the time of subdivision. 

2. All costs related to the required subdivision would be the responsibility of the 
applicant. 

3. Advertising and posting on site of the proposed sale of Municipal Reserve would 
be the responsibility of applicant. 

4. All proceeds from the sale of the property would be credited to the Public Rese!rve 
Trust Fund. 

5. The new east, west and north property lines shall be fenced to a fencing dE~tail 
similar to existing on-site fencing, satisfactory to the Development Officer. The 
fencing installation and maintenance shall be the responsibility of the applicant. 

6. The common area (3.05m) at the rear of properties shall be within the fenced area 
and maintained by the applicant. 

DB/ad 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 
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January 19, 1994 

Director of Engineering Services 
Director of Community Services 
Land and Economic Development Manager 
Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
Electric Light and Power Manager 
Fire Chief 
Red Deer Regional Planning Commission 

Land Appraiser 

LOT 5 MR, PLAN 812-1748 (0.838 HA - 2.07 ACRES) 
S.E. CORNER 77 STREET· NORTHEY AVENUE (NORTHWOOD ESTATIES) 

Would you please review the attached letter and advise us of your comments and/or 
recommendations. 

Just to elaborate on this proposal, we bring to your attention the following comments relative 
to these mobile home trailer park lots. 

1. Trees along Northey Avenue within Lot 5 MR will remain untouc:hed and this area will 
not be part of the purchase. 

2. Two lots will be eliminated for the cul de sac (marked A). 

3. Two lots will be created in the current storage area (marked B). 

4. Five additional lots will be created (area marked C). 

5. A lane will be installed from the cul de sac to the storage area (marked D). 

J 

Peter Robinson, CAA, A.M.A.A. 

PAR/mm 

c: W. Lees, Land Supervisor 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

21 January 1994 

P. Robinson 
Land Appraiser 
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Bylaws and Inspections Manager 

LOT 5 MR, PLAN 812-1748 (0.838 HA - 2.07 ACRES) 

FILE NO. 94-1610 

S.E. CORNER 77 STREET - NORTHEY A VENUE (NORTHWOOD 
ESTATES) 

In response to your memo of January 19, 1994, we wish to advise that w1e have no objections 
to the proposed sale of the above referenced lot. 

Yours truly, 
'/ 

/ ---
R. Strader 
Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
BUILDING INSPECTION DEPARTMENT 

RS/vs 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

January 24, 1994 

Peter Robinson 
Economic Dev. & Land 

Daryle Scheelar 
E. L. & P. 
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Northwood Estates - Trailer Court 
Proposed Subdivision 
2 Lots Eliminated - 7 Lots Created 
E. L. & P. File #94-013 

E. L. & P. would have no objection to the above mentioned proposal. It would be our intention 
to supply and/or upgrade the primary power only. The owner/contractor would be responsible 
for the secondary services, street lighting and meter cabinet: changes. 

Prior to E. L. & P. estimating our charges the owner/contractor is asked to provide the following: 

1. An electrical distribution plan showing the proposed electrical servicing for all new lots 
and street lighting as well as all other new utilities services. 

2. A site plan showing the existing primary alignment in relationship to all proposed changes 
and new construction. 

3. A grade plan indicating all grade changes above or near E. L. & P. 's existing 
underground alignments and above ground plant. 

4. A proposed construction schedule outlining the various stages of construction. 

Upon receiving the above information E. L. & P. will complete our cost estimate. We would 
recommend that the developer/consultant contact our office directly with any questions or 
comments they have concerning electrical design. 

It should be noted that AGT/Shaw Cable are to be contacted directly concerning their 
requirements. 

';)~~~ 
Daryle Scheelar, 
Distribution Engineer 

RL/jjd 

Attachment 

p.c. Victor Forigo, Lansdowne Equity 



'/ 
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DATE: January 25, 1994 

TO: Peter Robinson, CRA, A.M.A.A. 
Land Aopraiser 

FROM: Fire Marshal 

RE: LOT 5 MR, PLAN 812-1748 (NORTHWOOD ESTATES) 
========================================================================== 

This proposed subdivision is not acceptable to this department because of 
improper emergency vehicle access to storage area "D'''. 

The drawing submitted to this 
sharp curve at the west end. 
access to storage area "D". 
by City guidelines for lanes. 

department indicates a 3 meter access with a 
This department requires a minimum 5 meter 

This is less than the 6 meter width required 

If you require any further information please contact the writer. 

ex~~ 
Cl i~o~:on 
Fire Marshal 

CR/co 
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RED DEER 
REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION 2830 BREMNER AVENUE, f~ED DEER, 

ALBERTA, CANADA T4R 1M9 

DIRECTOR: W. G. A. Shaw, ACP, MCIP 
Telephone: (40:3) 343-3394 

Fax: (40:3) 346-1570 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Peter Robinson, Land Appraiser DATE: January 28, 1994 

FROM: Frank Wong, Planning Assistant 

RE: LOT 5 MR, PLAN 812 1748 
S.E. CORNER 77 STREET - NORTHEY A VENUE (NORTHWOOD ESTATES) 

Please be advised that we have no objection to the sale of a portion of the above noted land subject to 
the following: 

• Rcdcsignation of the land to R4 - \«-~,\~\\'-\· \-1'4. ... .,"-~o~~ ~.\.\'.)' ....,t.,.1:> \\-~'\::::.~\.\ ~;-.\~\ ·~N 
Disposition of Municipal Reserve by Council ~~ 0'· \::.1.:_L'-'''"'~·-·· ~,-,UL-\""'\o~ \.-.. .. ...,..... L- u.. ~. 
Consolidation of subject land with Lot A, Plan 782 1023 ~-----'""t.."'·., \\.t">.~, '' L....o .... Le~, ~- · ~ 

~-
.......___ . 

Sincerely, 

Frank Wong 
Planning Assistant 

FW/eam 

~ ' - ,, '· (>. \.:J<~......;-::.,~~ '-:...\...!~ ~-- \v,-....~~ """''~~ \,.,,. '-Q'> .. ~·..:::~_;:: , -

",-,,.,...,...,__ i:), -~~'--'~~ ... ~ ........ ., .. _..-u~-:,_,," 

MUNICIPALITIES WITHIN COMMISSION AREA -

CITY OF RED DEER· MUNICIPAL DISTRICT OF CLEARWATER No 99 •COUNTY OF STETTLER No. 6 •COUNTY OF LACOMBE No. 14 •COUNTY OF MOUNTAIN VIEW No. 17 •COUNTY OF 
PAINTEARTH No 18 ·COUNTY OF RED DEER No 23 •TOWN OF BLACKFALDS •TOWN OF BOWDEN• TOWN OF CARSTAIRS •TOWN OF CASTOR• TOWN OF CORONATION• TOWN OF 
DIDSBURY ·TOWN OF ECKYILLE ·TOWN OF INNISFAIL •TOWN OF LACOMBE• TOWN OF OLDS• TOWN OF PENHOLD •TOWN OF ROCKY MOUNTAIN HOUSE· TOWN OF STETTLER 
TOWN OF SUNDRE· TOWN OF SYLVAN LAKE· VILLAGE OF ALIX• VILLAGE OF BENTLEY• VILLAGE OF BIG VALLEY• VILLAGE OF BOTI-iA •VILLAGE OF CAROLINE• VILLAGE OF CLIVE 
VILLAGE OF CREMONA· VILLAGE OF DELBURNE ·VILLAGE OF DONALDA ·VILLAGE OF ELNORA• VILLAGE OF GADSBY• VILLAGE OF HALKIRK •VILLAGE OF MIRROR• SUMMER VILLAGE 
OF BIRCHCLIFF • SUMMER VILLAGE OF GULL LAKE • SUMMER VILLAGE OF HALF MOON BAY • SUMMER VILLAGE OF JARVIS BAY • SUMMER VILLAGE OF NORGLENWOLD 

SUMMER VILLAGE OF ROCHON SANDS· SUMMER VILLAGE OF SUNBREAKER COVE• SUMMER VILLAGE OF WHITE SANDS 
SUMMER VILLAGE OF BURNSTICK LJ1KE 



January 28, 1994 

Victor Forigo, 
Canadian Heritage Homes 
Div. of Lansdowne Equity Ventures Ltd. 
#295, 2880 Glenmore Trail S.E. 
Calgary, Alberta 
T2C 2E6 

Dear Sir: 

59 

RE: YOUR REQUEST TO PURCHASE PART OF 
LOT 5MR, PLAN 812-1748, NORTHWOOD ESTATES 

Your request has been circulated to various City departments, and the following are concerns 
which have been raised, to which we would appreciate your response: 

1. Engineer's concerns (attached) 
2. Community Services concerns (attached) 
3. E.L. & P. Manager's concerned (copy attached, c. directly to you) 
4. Fire Marshall's concerns (attached) 

Please note that the other departments your request was circulated to you are in agreement with 
this sale. 

Therefore, it would be appreciated if you would kindly respond directly to me with your replies 
t~ above. Until we hear from relative to the attached concerns, we can take this matter no 

her. 

c. W. Lees 
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Canadi n Heritage Homes 

February 09, 1994 

Mr. Peter A. Robinson. CRA, A.M.A.A. 
The City of Red Deer 
P.O. Box 5008 
RED DEER, Alberta 
T4N 3T4 

Dear Sir: 

Re: Purchase Part of Lot 5MR, Plan 812-1748 
Northwood Estates, Red Deer, Alberta 

A C>ivision of Lansdowne Equit~· Ventures Ltd. 

1295, 2880 Glenmore Trail S.E. 
Calgary, Alberta T2C 2E6 

(4()3) 279-9702 
Fax. 14()3) 236-1539 

\\'e are in receipt of your letter of January 28, 1994, and thank you for your prompt 
repsonse. 

I) In response to the letter of Streets and Utilities, Engineering Division, we 
will comply. 

2) Regarding the Director of Community Services, we will comply. 

3) We will contact the E.L. & P. File #94-013, to begin the Electrical 
Engineering design, immediately after aquisition of the land. 

4) Regarding the Fire Marshall's concerns, Mr. Gillis of Snell & Osland 
Smvey will change the access to the storage area to 5 M, as requested. 

We trust the above meets with your approval and thank you for your early attention to 
this matter. 

You rs ve r\' trulv. 

LANSDOWNE EQUITY VENTURES LTD. 

Commissioners' Comments 

We concur with the recommendation 
o~ the Land & Economic Development Manager. 

"G. SURKAN" 
Mayor 
"H)1.C. DAY" 
City Commissioner 



.... · 
.(). 

··' 

Hsns 

19 

<.r.. · .. 
o~ .·· ·. 

. c 
: c 

c 

--: 6l.-Z-l-



BRANCH OFFICE 

P.O. BOX 1930 

ROCKY MOUNTAIN HOUSE 

ALBERTA TOM 1TO 

SNELL & OSLUND SURVEYS (1979) LTD. 
LAND SURVEYORS AND PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERS 

OFFICE PHONE: (403) 845·4646 

FAX: (403) 845-4535 

SUBDIVISION, MUNICIPAL, OILFIELD 

SURVEYS AND REPORTS 

SPECIAL ATIENTION lO URBAN. 

RURAL AND OILFIELD SURVEYS 

HEAD OFFICE 

P.O. BOX 610 

4826 • 47TH STREET 

RED DEEFI, ALBERTA T4N 5G6 

OFFICE PHONE: (403) 342-1255 

FAX: (403) 343-7025 

G. OSLUND A.LS. P.E'NG. (RES.) 346-6342 

D. VANDENBRINK A.LS. P.ENG. (RES.) 886-2474 

G. ROSS A.LS. (RES.) 342-0046 

B. HAAGSMA A.LS. (RES.) 845·4980 

City of Red Deer 
Box 50Cl8 

Red Of't·r, AB 
n11; 3Tl 

ATTN: Pete Robinson, Land Dept. 

Dear Sir: 

February 16, 1994 
Our File: 112-002 

Re: Disposal of Reserve - Lot 5MR, Plan 812 17~8 

;\<.•.rth.\li9C>9 ... ~.?.t::l:.t~? .. . ...................................................... . 

Furthe1· to our recent telephone conversation enclosed is a sketch 
illu:".tt·ating the area of Lot 5MR being disposed of. The following 
description can be used for the disposal. 

1 b/D\' 
enc 

\LL THAT PORTION OF LOT 5MR, PLA~ 812 1718 LYING EAST OF THE 
~ORTHERLY PRODUCTIOS OF THE MOST WESTERLY BOUNDARY OF LITf A, 
DI.AN 782 1023. 
Tlt\T\lNING .'1£~,9 HECTARES MORE OR LESS. 

Yours truly, 

SNELL & OSLUND SURVEYS(l979) LTD. 

Dick Va11denBrink, A.L.S. ,P.Eng. 



i 
~ 

~ 
z 
~ 
~ 

11tn 51~t.O 

Portion of LOT SMR 
to be disposed of 
AREA = 4692 sq.m. 

LOT A 

PLAN 782 1023 

RED DEER 

Plan Illustrating Portion of 
LOT 5MR, PLAN 812 1748 

to be disposed of 
in the 
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SCALE = 1 :2000 BY: DIRK VANDENBRINK A.LS. 

SNEIL & OSLUND SURVEYS (1979) LTD. 
RED DEER - ROCKY MOUNTAIN HOUSE 
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DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

MARCH 1, 1994 

LAND AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGER 

CITY CLERK 

REQUEST TO PURCHASE PART OF LOT 5 MR, PLAN 812-1748, 
S.E. CORNER n STREET AND NORTHEY AVENUE 
(NORTHWOOD ESTATES) 

At the Council Meeting of February 28, 1994, consideration was given to your report 
dated February 14, 1994 concerning the above topic and at which meeting the following 
motions were passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered 
report from the Land and Economic Development Manager dated February 
14, 1994, re: Request to Purchase Part of Lot 5 MR, Plan 812-1748, S.E. 
Corner 77 Street and Northey Avenue (Northwood Estates), hereby agrees 
that said request be approved subject to the following conditions: 

1. Sale price to be $16,500 per acre, final price to 
be established based on registered plan of 
survey. 

2. The portion of Lot 5 MR purchased must be 
consolidated with Lot A, Plan 782-1023 by plan 
of survey at purchaser's cost. 

3. Approval of sale of municipal reserve by City 
Council. 

4. A minimum of 5.0 metres to be provided by cul 
de sac to storage area. 

5. Purchaser to confirm with City Electric Light and 
Power re: engineering design, all costs to be 
paid by purchaser. 

6. Parks Manager to approve exact configuration 
of parcel to be sold, at time of subdivision. 

7. All costs related to the subdivision including 
advertising, posting, etc. shall be the 
responsibility of the purchaser. 

... I 2 



Land and Economic Development Manager 
March 1 , 1994 
Page 2 

8. The area purchased to be fenced in a detail 
similar to existing on-site fencing, satisfactory to 
the Development Officer. 

9. Common area (3.05 m) at rear of properties 
within fenced area to be maintained by 
applicant. 

1 O. The applicant will be responsible for all on 
site/off site costs and charges as indicated by 
The City of Red Deer Engineering Department 
prior to commencement of development. 

11 . The applicant will plant additional trees along 77 
Street to provide higher level of screening and 
noise attenuation for the site. 

12. Subject to all approving authorities. 

13. Passage of the necessary Land Use Bylaw 
Amendment. 

14. Land Sale Agreement satisfactory to the City 
Solicitor, 

and as presented to Council February 28, 1994.'' 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer having considered the 
report from the Land and Economic Development Manager dated February 
14, 1994, re: Request To Purchase Part of Lot 5 MR, Plan 812--1748 
(Northwood Estates), hereby approves the disposal of municipal reserve 
lands described as follows: 

'All that portion of Lot 5 MR, Plan 812-1748 lying east of the 
northerly production of the most westerly boundary of Lot A, 
Plan 782-1023, containing .469 hectares more or less, 
excepting thereout all mines and minerals', 

and as presented to Council February 28, 1994." 
... I 3 



Land and Economic Development Manager 
March 1 , 1994 
Page 3 

In addition to the above resolutions, first and second readings only were given to Land 
Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/J-94, a copy of which is attached hereto. It is anticipated 
that third reading of this bylaw will be given by Council at its meeting of March 14, 1994. 

This office will now proceed with the Disposal of Municipal Reserve as required by 
legislation. I trust you will be contacting the applicant and advising him of Counc:il's 
decision in this instance. 

LLY KLOSS 
City Clerk 

KK/clr 
Attch. 

cc: Director of Engineering Services 
Director of Community Services 
Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
E. L. & P. Manager 
Fire Chief 
Red Deer Regional Planning Commission 
Council and Committee Secretary - Sandra• 

* Please prepare the necessary 
documents for Disposal of 
Municipal Reserve * 
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NO. 6 

Fl LE: gord\mem<>s\ann-rpt.cc 

DATE: February 17, 1994 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: Public Works Manager 

RE: PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 1993 ANNUAL REPORT 

We are please to submit the attached report for the information of Council. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

We respectfully recommend that the 1993 Annual Report of the Public Works Department 
be received as information. 

~ 
Gordon Stewart, P. Eng. 
Public Works Manager 

/blm 

Commissioner's Comments 

Submitted for Council's information. 

"HoM.C. DAY 111 

'City Cor.im i ss i oner 



DATE: March 2, 1994 

TO: Public Works Manager 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 1993 ANNUAL REPORT 

At the Council Meeting of February 28, 1994, consideration was given to your report 
dated February 17, 1994, concerning the above topic and at which meeting, it was agreed 
that same be filed. 

Thank you for submitting this report for Council's information. 

KK/ds 



63 
NO. 7 

DATE: 22 February 1994 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: City Assessor 

RE: 1994 BUSINESS ASSESSMENT/TAX 

A reminder to Council and administration that the 1994 Business Assessment and Tax Notices 
will be mailed to all businesses in the City of Red Deer on March 7, 1994, based on the revise:d, 
updated rates authorized by Council in 1993. 

Our office at City Hall, and the Business Assessment Roll, will be open for 30 days (to April 5, 
1994) to enable business owners to review assessments and do comparisons to satisfy queries of 
equity and value and to enable the assessors to supply information. 

The last date for assessment appeal to the 1994 Court of Revision on Business Assessment is 
April 5, 1994. All appeals must be received by my office, or post dated, no later than April 5, 
1994, to be valid. 

(Jr]~') 
Al Knight, A.l.~. 
City Assessor 

AK/ngl 

c.c. Tax Supervisor 
Assessment Supervisor 
Business Assessor 
Director of Finance 

Commissioner 1 s Comments 

This is presented for Council's information. 

"H.M.C. DAY" 
City Commissioner 



DATE: March 2, 1994 

TO: City,,Assessor 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: 1994 BUSINESS ASSESSMENTffAX 

At the Council Meeting of February 28, 1994, your report dated February 22, 1994, 
concerning the above topic was presented to Council and at which meeting it was agreed 
that same be filed. 

Thank you for providing this information to Council. 

Key Kloss 
I 

City Clerk 

c.c. Director of Financial Services 
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RED DEER 
REGIC>NAL PLANNING COMMISSION 2830 BREMNEl'l AVENUE, FIED DEER, 

AL.BEFHA, CANADA T4R 1 M9 

Telephone: (403) 343-3394 
DIRECTOR: W. G. A. Shaw, ACP, MCIP Fax: (403) 346-1570 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Kelly Kloss, City Clerk DATE: February 22, 1994 

FROM: Frank Wong, Planning Assistant 

RE: PROPOSED LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMF:NT 2672/J-94 
PART OF LOT 5 MR, PLAN 8121748 
NORTHWOOD ESTATES MOBILE HOME PARK 

Lansdowne Equity Ventures Ltd. is proposing to purchase part of Lot 5 MR, Plan 812 1748 as an 
expansion of the Northwood Estates Mobile Home Park. 

Northwood Estates was created in 1978. Then in 1981, the south east comer of the intersection of 
Northey Avenue and 77th Street was realigned, creating Lot 5 MR. Part of this lot remained 
designated as road. 

In order to facilitate the sale of part of Lot 5 MR, a sliver of land (approximately 4600 ft:2) has to be 
redesignated from ROAD to R4; the remainder of Lot 5 MR which is not proposed to be sold should 
be redesignated from Road to P 1. 

Under Section 142 of the Planning Act, City Council could pass this proposed Land Use Bylaw 
Amendment without advertising and holding a public hearing (should Council agree with the land sale) 
pursuant to the following section: 

142 Notwithstanding sections 139 to 141, a by-law may be amended 
without giving notice or holding a hearing if the amendment does not 
materially affect the by-law in principle or in substance. 

Planning staff recommend that City Council give the three required readings to the proposed land use 
amendment. 

Sincerely, 

;:?~M 
Frank.Wong 7 
Planning Assistant 

PNfeam -- ----· -----------------

Commissioner's Comments 

As outlined by the Planner, this particular 
Land Use Bylaw does not require a Public Hearing. If 
Council agrees with the sale of the land to Northwood 
Estates as outlined elsewhere on the agenda, then we 
recommend that Council proceed with 3 readings of this 

MUN?Jrla.rfE"s WITHIN COMMISSION Al~EA · · ····- ··-·- -·---------- ---- -------

CITY OF RED DEER• MUNICIPAL DISTRICT OF CLEARWATER No. 99 •COUNTY OF STETTLER No. 6 •COUNTY OF LACOMBE No. 14 ·COUNTY OF MOU~ITAl~1 VIEW No. 17 •COUNTY OF 
PAINTEARTH No. 18 •COUNTY OF RED DEER No. 23 •TOWN OF BLACKFALDS •TOWN OF BOWDEN• TOWN OF CARSTAIAS •TOWN OF CASTOR• TOWN OF CORONATION• TOWN OF 
DIDSBURY •TOWN OF ECKVILLE •TOWN OF INNISFAIL •TOWN OF LACOMBE• TOWN OF OLDS• TOWN OF PENHOLD •TOWN OF ROCKY MOUNTAIN HOUSE• TOWN OF STETTLER 
TOWN OF SUNDAE• TOWN Of' SYLVAN LAKE• VILLAGE OF ALIX• VILLAGE OF BENTLEY• VILLAGE OF BIG VALLEY• VILLJl,GE OF BOTH!\• VILLAGE OF CAROLINE• VILl.AGE OF CLIVE 
VILLAGE OF CREMONA• VILLAGE OF DELBURNE •VILLAGE OF DONALDA •VILLAGE OF ELNORA• VILLAGE OF GADSBY• VILLAGE OF HALl<IRK •VILLAGE OF MIRROR• SUMMER VILLAGE 
OF BIRCHCLIFF • SUMMER VILLAGE OF GULL LAKE • SUMMER VILLAGE. OF HALF MOON BAY • SUMME:R VILLAGE OF JARVIS EIAY • SUMMEF! VILLAGE OF NORGLENWOLD 

SUMMER VILLAGE OF ROCHON SANDS• SUMMER VILLAGE OF SUNBREAl<ER COVE• SUMMER VILLAGE OF WHITE SANDS 
SUMMER VILLAGE OF BURNSTICK LAKE II H. M. c. DJ\ Y" 

City Commissioner 



NO. 9 

DATE: 

TO: 

February 22, 1994 

KELLY KLOSS 
City Clerk 

65 FILE NO .. R-40904 

FROM: CRAIG CURTIS, Director of Community Services 
LOWELL R. HODGSON, Recreation & Culture Manager 

RE: FARMERS' MARKET - CHARGE FOR USE OF ARENA PARKING LOT 

The 1994 budget of the Recreation & Culture Department was presented to the Commissioner in 
November, at which time a fee was suggested for the use of the Arena pa.rking lot by the Farmers' 
Market. This item had not been included in the department's budget and, thus, it wasn't considered 
by the Recreation, Parks & Culture Board. The fee proposed at this time was $7 per stall, with an 
estimate that there would be 100 stalls weekly. Therefore, over the full season of 20 weeks, $14,000 
would be generated in new revenue. 

When City Council considered the budget in January, we were directed te> meet with the Farmers' 
Market manager to discuss this proposal and to get his reaction to this charge. Since that time, 
meetings have been held with Dennis Moffat and, in his attached letter, he agrees to a charge of $2.50 
per stall. However, he estimates that an average of 65 stalls per week will be rented, and ovE~r the 20 
week season, the revenue generated would be $3,250. 

After discussing this issue with Mr. Moffat, we can see that this is, perhaps, a reasonable compromise 
in that we would be generating $162.50 on average per week, and if you were to consider th13 market 
to be four hours in length, he is then paying approximately $40 per hour. When you consider that he 
could rent an indoor ice facility for approximately $80 per hour, then this is, perhaps, a more realistic 
charge. This fee would be added to the current $5 fee and would be collected by Mr. Mo·ffat, who 
would, in turn, remit to the City our $2.50 per stall on a weekly basis. 

While this is significantly less than what was proposed and earlier discussed, we are supportive of this 
compromise, and would recommend it to City Council for their approval as a new fee for this activity. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

That Council of the City of Red Deer, having considered a recommendation for a fee to 
be imposed on the Farmers' Market for their use of the Arena park.ing lot, and having 
discussed this with the manager of the Farmers' Market, hereby agree to a fee of $2.!50 
per stall to be collected weekly, and that the Recreation & Culture Department budget be 
adjusted to reflect this fee. 

/!· 
'--"'~~~----/7 

,--Director 
Community Services Division 

/Is 
Attach. 

LOWELL R. HODGSON, Manager 
Recreation & Culture Department 

cc: Harold Jeske, Recreation & Culture Facilities Superintendent 
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Dennis Moffat 
5134 - 44 Avenue 

Red Deer, Alberta T4N 3H8 
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Dennis Moffat 
5134 - 44 Avenue 

Red Deer, Alberta T4N 3H8 
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Commissioner's Comments 

I concur with the recommendation of the Director of Community Services and t~1e 
Recreation & Culture Manager. Council should note that this will result in a shortfall iin 
the Recreation & Culture Department Budget of $10,750 which will be addressed at the 
special meeting of Council on March 7, 1994. 

"H.M.C. DAY" 
City Commissioner 



DATE: 

TO: 

MARCH 1, 1994 

DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVICES 
RECREATION AND CULTURE MANAGER 

FROM: CITY CLERK 

RE: FARMER'S MARKET - CHARGE FOR USE OF ARENA PARKING LOT 

At the Council Meeting of February 28, 1994, consideration was given to your report 
dated February 22, 1994 concerning the above. At this meeting, the following motion was 
passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered 
report from the Director of Community Services and the Recreation and 
Culture Manager dated February 22, 1994, re: Farmer's Market - Charge 
for Use of Arena Parking Lot, hereby agrees that the 1994 fee to be 
imposed on the Farmer's Market for their use of the Arena Parking Lot, be 
changed from $7.00 per stall to $2.50 per stall, collected weekly, and further 
that the Recreation and Culture Department Budget be adjusted to reflect 
said change, and as presented to Council February 28, 1994." 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information. I ask that by 
way of a copy of this memo the Director of Financial Services adjust the Recreation and 
Culture Department's Budget accordingly. 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory. 

KK/clr 

cc: Director of Financial Services 



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

City Clerk's Department (403) 342-8132 

March 1 , 1994 

Mr. Dennis Moffat 
5134 - 44 Avenue 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 3H8 

Dear Dennis: 

FAX: (403) 346·6195 

RE: FARMER'S MARKET - CHARGE FOR USE OF ARENA PARKING LOT 

FILE No. 

At the Council Meeting of The City of Red Deer, held on Monday, February 28, 19H4, 
consideration was given to a change in the amount charged to the Farmer's Market for 
the use of the Arena Parking Lot. At this meeting the following motion was passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered 
report from the Director of Community Services and the Recreation and 
Culture Manager dated February 22, 1994, re: Farmer's Market - Charge 
for Use of Arena Parking Lot, hereby agrees that the 1994 fee t<> be 
imposed on the Farmer's Market for their use of the Arena Parking Lot, be 
changed from $7.00 per stall to $2.50 per stall, collected weekly, and further 
that the Recreation and Culture Department Budget be adjusted to reflect 
said change, and as presented to Council February 28, 1994." 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information. Thank you for 
taking the time to attend the Council Meeting and for your efforts over the years in 
ensuring that the Red Deer Farmer's Market is second to none. 

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

City Clerk, 

KK/clr 
cc: Director of Community Services 

Recreation and Culture Manager 

~1 
_3~ Reo· oeeR 
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NO. 10 

DATE: February 23, 1994 

TO: City Council 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: CORPORATE PLANNING PROCESS 

Submitted as an attachment to the Council Agenda are reports relative to the Corporate 
Planning Process/Strategic Plan - Interim Reports. 

KK/ds 



DATE: MARCH 1, 1994 

TO: STRATEGIC PLANNING STEERING COMMITTEE 

FROM: CITY CLERK 

..-' 

RE: CORPORATE PLANNING PROCESS 

At the Council Meeting of February 28, 1994, consideration was given to your report dat1ed 
February 22, 1994, re: Strategic Plan - Task Force Reports and the report from the City 
Commissioner and Directors dated February 22, 1994, re: Corporate Planning Process. At the 
above noted meeting, the following motion was passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered report from 
the City Commissioner and Directors dated FebnJary 10, 1994 re: Corporate 
Planning Process, hereby approves the Corporate Planning Process Flow Chart 
as submitted to Council February 28, 1994." 

In addition to the above resolution, Council also agreed that the following dates be set for Council 
to review the Corporate Planning Process: 

Friday, May 13, 1994 
Saturday, May 14, 1994 
Tuesday, August 16, 1994 
Tuesday,August23, 1994 
Friday, September 16, 1994 
Saturday, September 17, 1994. 

On behaH of Council, I extend their thanks to all individuals involved in this process. Special 
thanks goes out to the Chairmen of each of the Task Forces. for making their presentations to 
Council on February 28, 1994. 

I trust you will now continue to proceed with the process as outlined in the approved Flow Chart. 

KK/clr 

cc: City Commissioner 
Director of Community Services 
Director of Financial Services 
Director of Engineering Services 
Chris Beaumont 
Dan Osborne 
Pete Weddell 
Deb Crossman 



DATE: February 28, 1994 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: Director of Financial Services 

RE: PROVINCE OF ALBERTA BUSINESS PLANS 

The purpose of this report is to provide Council with information on how the Provincial 
Business Plans disclosed last week impact on the Provincial grant projections provided 
to Council previously. 

The attached colour chart shows what the Provincial operating grants were for ·19a9 to 
1993 and what is now projected for 1994 to 1996. In reviewing the chart it should b1a 
recognized:: 

• the reduction provided in the Waskasoo Park grant is still unde~r 
consideration 

• the Provincial Business Plan is subject to review by the Province at any 
time and grants could be reduced further if the Province is not meeting its 
targets. 

Based on the information in the chart, the following reductions in Provincial operating 
grants are anticipated: 

Equivalent Municipal 
Year Reduction from Prior Year Property Tax Increase 

1994 $ 993,000 ~5.1% 

1995 1,100,000 !5.7% 
1996 1,218,000 6.3% 

Total Reduction $ 3,311,000 17.1% 

The reduction for 1994 has been compensated for in the budget already reviewed by 
Council except for a $200,000 reduction in the Waskasoo Park grant. 

The reductions to occur in 1995 and 1996 total $2.3 million. These reductions will require 
significant reductions in expenditures or increases in other revenues to compensate. To 
indicate the significance of the reductions for 1995 and 1996, the reduction is the 
equivalent of a 12% municipal property tax increase. 

. ... 2 



City Clerk 
February 28, 1993 
Page 2 

The Province is reducing grants to municipalities to a much greater extent than othe1r 
areas such as hospitals or schools. The Province says this is justified because it says 
only 5% of the revenue for cities other than Edmonton and Calgary for 1991 was 
represented by Provincial operating grants (for Red Deer in 1993, 6.5% of total operatin~J 
revenue was represented by Provincial grants). 

Quoting a figure of 5% is very misleading because it is based on all municipal revenues 
including utility operations. As Provincial operating grants are only for tax supported 
expenditures, the appropriate percentage would be one based on these tax supported 
expenditures. Using tax supported expenditures, the Provincial grants represent 13.5% 
of the funding. 

The Provincial Business Plan indicates the $25 per capita grant for Transportation Capital 
projects will be maintained at that level. 

There are, of course, a number of concerns with the Provincial Business Plans. These 
concerns will be brought to Council's attention when the details have been clarified. 

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

AW/jt 

PATH: alan\memos\provbusi.pln 



PROVINCIAL OPERATING GRANTS 

($'000) 

$12,000 
$10,000 

$8,000 
$6,000 
$4,000 
$2,000 

$0 

1989 to 1996 

8, 134 8,058 8, 141 

1989 I 1990 I 1991 I 1992 I 1993 i 1994 i 1995 i 1996 
Assistance• $3,072 $3,205 $3,305 $3,437 $2,042 $1,634 $1,021 $0 

Potici I $703 $598 I $410 I $316 
Transit ! L 1 1 $685 1 $585 1 $585 1 $585 
!AMPLE $1,550 $_1,3_9€) I $1,396 I $4,616 I $0 I $0 I $0 I $0 I 
Debenture Interest Subsi $978 $946 $911 $872 $600 $469 $437 $402 
Primary Hiahwav $159 $159 $160 $161 $161 $177 $177 $177 
MoSQuito Control 
Social Planning 
CRC Recreation/Culture 
Waskasoo Park 
Other Grants 

$41 I $31 I $30 I $30 I $12 I $0 I $0 I $0 
$978 I $1,009 I $1,053 i $1,079 i $i,i06 I $i,065 $1,010 I $954 
$329 I $224 I $228 I $175 I $0 I $0 $0 I $0 
$994 I $994 $994 I $994 $994 I $794 $594 I $594 
$33 I $94 I $64 I $41 $36 I $24 s12 I so 



DATE: March 2, 1994 

TO: Director of Financial Services 

FROM: City Clerk 

RE: PROVINCE OF ALBERTA BUSINESS PLANS 

At the Council Meeting of February 28, 1994, consideration was given to )four report 
dated February 28, 1994, concerning the above topic and at which meeting, it was agreed 
that same be filed. 

Thank you for presenting this information to Council. 

Kelly Kloss/ 
City Clerk 
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CORRESPONDENCE 

HOOK 

February 3, 1994 

Mr. C. Seveik 
City Clerk 
City of Red Deer 
P.O. Box 5008 
Red Deer, AB 
T4N 3T4 

Dear Sir, CITY OF RED DEER 

Hook Outdoor Advertising requests permission to construct a 10' x 20' billboard at 
4602 - 51 Avenue Plan 2070 E.O. Block 3 Lot 9 Red Deer, Alberta. The zoning 
of this property is currently Cl which does not allow the development of billboards. 
We are, therefore, requesting a relaxation of this zoning to allow this development. 

The proposed location, Plan 2070 E.O. Block 3 Lot 9, is situate,d in an industrial 
area similar to an 11 zoning, which currently allows billboard developments as a 
discretionary use. This site is adjacent to an abandoned railway spur to the south an<l 
a bulk oil depot to the north. To the west are industrial/commercial buildings and 
warehouses. The proposed single sided sign would be located on the south-east 
corner of Lot 9, as shown, and set back against the existing overgrown group of trees 
and shrubs. We feel that this sign would not negatively affect this area; in fact, our 
sign would help this area lot look less overgrown and abandoned. 

The present owner of this land, Bettenson's Sand and Gravel, has given us permission 
to apply for a sign on this land provided it is on the south-east corner of the lot. 
Also, the owner has indicated there is no immediate development plans for this land . 

Hook Outdoor Advertising 
17206 ·· 108 Avenue, Edmonton, Alberta T5S 1 EB 
Phone ,:403)483-307:3 Fax (403)489<l45:~ 

. . ./2 
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HOOK='; 

- 2 -

Hook Outdoor Advertising feels that this proposed development will not in any way 
deter the normal business of this area, nor will it block the traffic sight Hnes or 
traffic signals of the road. 

Thank you very much for considering our proposed development. 

Yours truly, 

RC/jw 
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RED DEER 
REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION 

DIRECTOR: W. G. A. Shaw, ACP, MCIP 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Kelly Kloss, City Clerk 

FROM: Paul Meyette, Principal Planner 

RE: HOOK OUTDOOR ADVERTISING - BILLBOARD 

2830 BREMNER AVENUE, FitED DEER, 
ALBERTA, CANADA T4R 1M9 

Telephone: (403) 343-3394 
Fax: (403) 346-1570 

DATE: Febrnary 9, 1994 

Hook Outdoor Advertising is requesting a land use bylaw amendment to allow the placement of a IlC;!W 

billboard in the C 1 District on 51 st A venue. 

EXISTING LAND USE 

The site proposed is between a vacated bulk oil depot to the north and an abandoned railway line to 
the south. Hook Outdoor Advertising indicates in their correspondence that this billboard would be 
an improvement in the area which is currently overgrown. 

PROPOSED LAND USE 

As Council may be aware, the Downtown West Area Redevelopment Plan has identified this area for 
rep lotting of lot boundaries. This rep lotting of lot boundaries will create more usable lots for both the 
City (which owns the former Railway Right of Way) and private land owners. The area is currently 
fragmented by the railway right of way as shown on the attachment. The "Draft" Dmvntown Plan 
designates this area for commercial/residential use. Following the rep lotting oflot boundaries, this area 
has potential for redevelopment as a commercial and residential area. In order to facilitate this 
redevelopment, it is important to maintain flexibility in terms oflot adjustment and development design 
potential. The proposed billboard could be an impediment to redevelopment. 

.. ./2 
-- -------------------· MUNICIPALITIES WITHIN COMMISSION llREA 

CITY OF RED DEER• MUNICIPAL DISTRICT OF CLEARWATER No. 99 •COUNTY OF STETTLER No. 15 •COUNTY OF lACOMBE No. 14 •COUNTY OF MOUNTAIN VIEW No. '17 •COUNTY OF 
PAINTEARTH No. 18 •COUNTY OF RED DEER No. 23 •TOWN OF BLACKFALDS •TOWN OF BOWDEN• TOWN OF CARSTAIRS •TOWN OF CASTOR" TOWN OF CORONATION• TOWN OF 
DIDSBURY •TOWN OF ECKVILLE •TOWN OF INNISFAIL •TOWN OF LACOMBE• TOWN OF OLDS• TOWN OF PENHOLD •TOWN OF ROCKY MOUNTAIN HOUSE• TOWN OF STETTLER 
TOWN OF SUNDRE• TOWN OF SYLVAN LAKE• VILLAGE OF ALIX• VILLAGE OF BENTLEY• VILLAGE OF BIG VALLEY• VILLAGE OF BOTHA• VILLAGE OF CAHOLINE •VILLAGE OF CLIVE 
VILLAGE OF CREMONA• VILLAGE OF DELBURNE •VILLAGE OF DONALDA •VILLAGE OF ELNORA• VILLAGE OF GADSBY• VILLAGE OF HALKIRK •VILLAGE OF MIRROR• SLIMMER VILLAGE 
OF BIRCHCLIFF • SUMMER VILLAGE OF GULL LAKE • SUMMER VILLAGE OF HALF MOON Bl\Y • SUMMER VILLAGE OF JARVIS BAY • SUMMER: VILLAGE OF NORGLENWOLD 

SUMMER VILLAGE OF ROCHON SANDS• SUMMER VILLAGE OF SUNBREAKER COVE •SUMMER VILLAGE OF WHITE SANDS 
SUMMER VILLAGE OF BURNSTICK LAl-<E 



Kelly Kloss 
February 9, 1994 

BILLBOARD POLICY 

74 

Page 2 

In January 1991, Planning staff completed a report entitled "Recommendation for Billboards within 
the City of Red Deer" at the request of Council. The report was endorsed by Council with the support 
of the billboard industry as represented by Hook Outdoor Advertising. This report had the following 
recommendations. 

"The Red Deer Chamber of Commerce Report and Brief (1985) recommended that billboards 
should not be permitted anywhere within the downtown area of the City. The Downtown Concept 
Plan, which was approved by Council also opposed the development of billboards in the City core. 

We are recommending that the use of billboards in the CJ District be limited to the existing 
structures with no new ones being permitted This requires deleting the billboard from the 
discretionary use table in the Cl District. The existing billboards become a non-conforming use 
and they would continue. lf the use of billboards was discontinued for more than six months, 
further use would not be allowed " 

Subsequent to the completion of the report, the land use bylaw was amended to delete billboards as 
a discretionary use. The billboard proposed by Hook Outdoor Advertising is inconsistent with 1he 
City's billboard policy and inconsistent with the Land Use By-law. Any approval would trigger a 
number of similar requests in the downtown area. 

RECOMMENDATION 

Planning staff recommend that the request for a billboard at 1his site be refused. A billboard in this 
location is incompatible with both the proposed long term use of the area and the recommendations 
and regulations regarding the placement of billboards. 

Paul Meyette, ,:;;:, 

PRINCIPAL PLANNER, CITY SECTION 

PM/earn 

cc. Director of Community Services 
Director of Engineering Services 
Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
Land and Economic Development Manager 
E. L. & P. Manager 
Parks Manager 
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DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

76 

9 February 1994 

City Clerk 

Bylaws and Inspections Manager 

HOOK OUTDOOR ADVERTISING 
LOT 9, BLOCK 3, PLAN 2070 E.O. 

FILE NO. 94-1660 

The above site is designated as Cl in the City Land Use Bylaw, which does not allow billboard 
signs as a permitted or a discretionary use. 

City policy regarding billboard location evolved after a great debate among staff and at City 
Council. The reasons for not permitting these types of signs in Cl districts would still be valid; 
therefore, we recommend the application be denied. 

R. Strader 
Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
BUILDING INSPECTION DEPARTMENT 

RS/vs 
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DATE: February 9, 1994 

TO: K. Kloss, City Clerk 

FROM: A. Scott, Land and Economic Development Manager 

RE: HOOK OUTDOOR ADVERTISING - BILLBOARD 

================================================================ 

Hook Advertising is proposing to erect a large billboard sign on the west side of 51 Avenue, 
south of 46 Street. The site is zoned C1. According to the City of Red Deer's Land Us49 
Bylaw, billboard signs are neither a permitted or discretionary use in C1 z.oning. 

Recommendation 

I would recommend the application by Hook Outdoor Advertising be rejected as the proposed 
use is neither permitted or discretionary at this location. 

AVS/mm 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

February 14, 1994 

KELLY KLOSS 
City Clerk 

CRAIG CURTIS 

78 

Director of Community Services 

HOOK OUTDOOR ADVERTISING • BILLBOARD 
Your memo of February 4, 1994 refers. 

CS-4.284 

I have discussed the proposal by Hook Outdoor Advertising to place a billboard on 
51Avenue, at approximately 46 Street, with the Parks Manager. We concur with the 
recommendations of the Red Deer Regional Planning Commission that the request be 
denied in that it is contrary to the Billboard Policy and the Land Use Bylaw. 

RECOMMENDATION 

That City Council deny the request from Hook Outdoor Advertising to place a bH!board 
at 4602 - 51 Avenue. 

~i CRAIG 
DB/ad 

Commissioners" Comments 

We concur with the recommendations of the Administration that this application 
not be approved. As outlined, Council gave a great deal of consideration to the 
question of billboards in the downtown area in 1991 and established the current 
policy which we believe should be adhered to. 

"G. SUR KAN II 

Mayor 

"H.M.C. DAY" 
City Commissioner 



DATE: February 4, 1994 

TO: x DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVICES 

x DIRECTOR OF ENGINEERING SERVICES c~ 
DIRECTOR OF FINANCIAL SERVICES 

x BYLAWS & INSPECTIONS MANAGER 

CITY ASSESSOR 

COMPUTER SERVICES MANAGER 

x LAND AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGER 

x E.L. & P. MANAGER 

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT MANAGER 

FIRE CHIEF 

x PARKS MANAGER 

PERSONNEL MANAGER 

PUBLIC WORKS MANAGER 

R.C.M.P. INSPECTOR 

RECREATION & CULTURE MANAGER 

SOCIAL PLANNING MANAGER 

TRANSIT MANAGER 

TREASURY SERVICES MANAGER 

x PRINCIPAL PLANNER 

CITY SOLICITOR 

FROM: CITY CLERK 

RE: HOOK OUTDOOR ADVERTISING - BILLBOARD 

Please submit comments on the attached to this office by February 21 , 1994, for the 
Council Agenda of February 28, 1994. 

KELLY KLOSS 
City Clerk 



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

City Clerk's Department (403) 342-8132 

February 4, 1994 

Robert Clarkson 
Leasing Representative 
Hook Outdoor Advertising 
17206 - 108 Avenue 
Edmonton, Alberta 
T5S 1E8 

Dear Sir: 

FILE No. 

FAX: (403) 346·6195 

I acknowledge receipt of your letter dated February 3, ·t 994, re: Permission to Construct 
a billboard at 4602 - 51 Avenue. 

This item will be discussed and possibly a decision made at the Meeting of Red Deer City 
Council on Monday, February 28, 1994. 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 pleasH telephone 
our office on Friday, February 25, 1994, 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 proceied 
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 Friday, F,ebruary :25, 
1994. 

Please be advised that on December 30, 1993, Charlie Sevcik retired as thi3 City Clerk 
of the City of Red Deer. Please adjust your records accordingly and direct all future 
correspondence to the writer. 



Page 2 
Alberta Urban Municipalities 

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

Yours truly, 

KK/ds 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

February 14, 1994 

City Clerk 

Director of Engineering Services 

LOT 9, BLOCK 3, PLAN 2070 E.O. - 4602-51 A VENUE 
HOOK OUTDOOR ADVERTISING - BILLBOARD 

060-083 

Please be advised that the Engineering Department has no comment with respect to the above 

noted. j 
~ ,/f Y// 1f / 

z~ rf.~ ng. 
eering Services 

/emg 



DATE: February 9, 1994 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: E. L. & P. Manager 

RE: Hook Outdoor Advertising - Billboard 

The E. L. & P. Department has no objections or comments regarding the request of Hook 
Outdoor Advertising for a billboard as outlined in their letter of February 3, 1994. 

A. Roth, 
Manager 

AR/jjd 

·r 



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

City Clerk's Department (403) 342-8132 

March 2, 1994 

Hook Outdoor Advertising 
17206 - 108 Avenue 
Edmonton, Alberta 
T5S 1 EB 

Attention: Robert Clarkson, Leasing Representative 

Dear Sir: 

FilE No. 

FAX: (403) 346·619!i 

At The City of Red Deer Council Meeting held on February 28, 1994, consideration was 
given to your correspondence dated February 3, 1994, requesting permission to construc1t 
a 1 O' by 20' billboard at 4601 · 51 Ave. At the above noted meeting, the followin~1 motion 
was passed. 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered 
correspondence from Hook Outdoor Advertising dated February 3, 1994, re: 
Request for Land Use Bylaw Amendment to allow the placement of a new 
billboard in the C1 district located at 4602 - 51 Avenue, hereby agrees that 
said request be denied, and as presented to Council February 28, 1994." 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information. If you have any 
questions, please do not hesitate to contact the undersigned. 

~?! ~~t1 
City Clerk 
KK/ds 
c.c. Principal Planner 

Director of Community Services 
Director of Engineering Services 
Bylaws & Inspections Manager 
Land & Economic Development Manager 
E.L. & P. Manager 

~::.g:ceR 
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February 16, 1994 

.... 
CBC 1!1!' SRC 

Ms. Gail Surken 
Mayor, City of Red Deer 
Box 5008 
Red Deer, AB T4N 3P4 

Dear Gail: 

We could use your help. 

79 Cani11dian Broadc:asting 
Corp,oration 

Soci•f!te Radio-Ca1nada 

CBC Television will appear before the Canadian Radio-Television and Telecommunications Commission next 
month. It will he applying for a seven-year renewal of its broadcast I icence. 

The national television network of the CBC links all corners of Canada and its mandate dictates that it must reflect 
Canada to Canadians through the regional diversity of the country. That means airing programs that give 
Canadians a sense of their national consciousness, of what draws them together, what makes them different from 
others. I'm pleased to he able to tell you that CBC Television, in prime time, now provides 88 percent Canadian 
programming content. 

Now to the point of this letter. We're asking friends of the CBC to drop a line to the CRTC expressing their 
support for our licen...:e renewal application. If you care to help your letter should he sent to 

The Secretary General 
Canadian Radio-Television and Telecommunications Commission 
Ottawa. Ontario K 1 A ON2 

A copy of your letter should be sent to 

The Director of Corporate Affairs 
Canadian Broadcasting Corporation 
P.O. Box 8470 
Ottawa, Ontario KI G 315 

If you wish to send by fax: 

First, fax letter to the Director of Corporate Affairs, CBC: (613) 738-6861, with the front-page 
transmittal sheet: then to the CRTC at (819) 994-0218 with the transmittal sheet you have sent to the CBC 
as proof that you have served us a copy of your intervention. 

The deadline for these interventions is March I. T thank you in advance, 

Yours truly, 

Q~Ovvv~R 
Ron Smith 
Director for the Province of Alberta 
P.O. Box 555 
Edmonton, AB TS.I 2P4 

@ CBC 0875 B-1 (12/92) 

Commissioners' Comments 

Council's direction is requested. 

"G. SURKAN" 
Mayor 
"H.M.Co DAY" 
City Commissioner 



Fll.E No. 

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

City Clerk's Department (403) 342-8132 

March 1 , 1994 

The Secretary General 
Canadian Radio-Television and 
Telecommunications Commission 
Ottawa, ON 
K1A ON2 

Dear Sir/Madam: 

FAX: (403) 346-6195 

FAXED: March 1, 1994 to: 
(819) 994-021 i8 
(613) 7:~8-6861 

FAX Recv'd_, 
Sent 1t·mi#-'c:!~-D\ · 

Date 14-- iii,~ -v'· Time I~ l ':i {J. 11'\ • 

Signature c l.-1~~c,.L 

At The City of Red Deer Council Meeting held on February 28, 1994, consideration 
was given to the Licence Renewal Application of the CBC, and at which meeting the 
following motion was passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered 
report from the Canadian Broadcasting Corporation dated February 16, 
1994, re: Request for Support of Licence Renewal Application, heneby 
agrees to support said request as presented to Council on February 28, 
1994." 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information. 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory. 

SincerelY. .// 

·~:4 ~LO! 
City Clerk 

KK/clr 

cc: The Director of Corporate Affairs 
Canadian Broadcasting Corporation 
P.O. Box 8470 
Ottawa, ON 
K1G 3 .. 15 

~ReD·DeeR 
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NO. 2 

February 16, 1994 

.... 
CBC 1!1!• SRC 

Ms. Gail Surken 
Mayor, City of Red Deer 
Box 5008 
Red Deer, AB T4N 3P4 

Dear Gail: 

We could use your help. 

79 Canadian Broadcasting 
Corporation 

Socifi•te Radio-Canada 

CBC Television will appear before the Canadian Radio-Television and Telecommunications Commission next 
month. It will he applying for a seven-year renewal of its broadcast licence. 

The national television network of the CBC links all corners of Canada and its mandate dictates that it must reflect 
Canada to Canadians through the regional diversity of the country. That means airing programs that give 
Canadians a sense of their national consciousness, of what draws them together, what makes them different from 
others. I'm pleased to be able to tell you that CBC Television, in prime time, now provides 88 percent Canadian 
programming content. 

Now to the point of this letter. We're asking friends of the CBC to drop a line to the CRTC expressing their 
support for our licence renewal application. If you care to help your letter should be sent to 

---~- ----------The Secretary General ~ 
Canadian Radio-Television and Telecommunications Commission 
Ottawa. Ontario KIA ON2 . -- ________ ....-

A copy of your letter should be sent to -

The ~)i~r of Corporate Aff~ 
Canadian Broadcasting Corporation ) 
P.O. Box 8470 /' 
Ottawa. Ontario KI G 3J5 / . ______.,. ---- ___ _.... 

If you wish to send by fax: 

L First, fax letter to the Director of Corporate Affairs, CBC: (613) 738-6861, with the front-pa:>e 
transmittal sheet; then to the CRTC at (819) 994-0218 with the transmittal sheet you have sent to the CBC 
as proof that you have served us a copy of your intervention. 

The deadline for these interventions is March I. I thank you in advance, 

Yours truly, 

QrlA~_ti 
Ron Smith 
Director for the Province of Alhena 
P.O. Box 555 
Edmonton, AB T5J 2P4 

@ CBC 0875 8·1 (12192) 

Commissioners• Comments 

Council 1 s direction is requested. 

"G. SUR KAN II 

Mayor 
"H.M.C. DAY" 
City Commissioner 
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Room 1566, CityCentre 
1015'5 - 102 Street 
Edmonton, Alberta 
Cancida T5J 41:-4 

Re: Discussion Paper on Municipal Financial Reportin& Reguirements 

Telephone 403/427-9660 
Fax 403/427-0453 

Enclosed is a discussion paper which proposes a new and much shorter reporting format to 
be used by municipalities in their annual financial reporting to Alberta Municipal Affairs. 
This proposed format is intended to be implemented beginning with reporting on the 
December 31, 1994 year end. It will not affect current reporting for the December 31, 
1993 year end. 

As you are aware, a review of the municipal financial statement has been planned for 
several years now. The enclosed discussion paper contains a proposal of what the 
reporting format should look like, and includes a narrative discussion on the related issues 
which need to be addressed. It is being circulated to all municipalities, municipal 
auditors, local government associations, and identified information users. 

This discussion paper contains proposals that will significantly alter the way that 
municipalities report to both the province and to the public. It also has significant 
implications for the types of standardized municipal financial information which will 
available to information users in the future. It is important that we understand the 
implications these recommendations will have on you. Your fullest attention is therefore 
requested to carefully consider and respond to the contents of this discussion paper. 

Please take some time in the next weeks to review the discussion paper and provide your 
comments, questions, and suggestions. Where possible, cross-reference your comments to 
the relevant paragraph number or page number in the discussion paper. Please forward 
your comments by March 31, 1994. 

Responses should be mailed to Alberta Municipal Affairs, Local Government Advisory 
Branch, 12th Floor CityCentre, 10155 - 102 Street, Edmonton, Alberta, T5J 4IA .. 

Resonses can also be faxed to the same location at 422-9133. 

Please call Colin Doupe or Marie Juengel at 427-2225 if you have any questions. 

John McGowan 
Assistant Deputy Minister 
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DATE: February 22, 1994 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: Director of Financial Services 

RE: DISCUSSION PAPER ON 
MUNICIPAL FINANCIAL REPORTING REQUIREMENTS 

The proposed change is to a shorter reporting format for annual financial rHporting to 
Municipal Affairs. 

Financial Services has no concerns with the proposed changes and recommends the~ir 
support by Council. 

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

AW/jt 

PATH.· alan\memosltnunfinan.rpt 

Commissioner's Comments 

\ole concur with the recommendations of the Director of Financial Services 
that Council support the proposal as outlined. 

"H.M.C. DAY" 
City Commissioner 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

JANUARY 12, 1993 

DIRECTOR OF FINANCIAL SERVICES 

CITY CLERK 

DISCUSSION PAPER ON MUNICIPAL FINANCIAL REPORTING 
REQUIREMENTS 

Attached is the above noted report dated December 1993. The Commissioners 
requested that comments be received from you and other appropriate departments. 

The Commissioners also requested that you circulate the report, receive the comm~~ 
and then summarize same in a report for Council consideration on Monday, February~, 
1994. Please note that I will need the report by February 21, 1994. 2 f 

Thanks. 

4{~/-
/ Kelly Kloss I 

City Clerk · 
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OVERVIEW 

[l] This discussion paper is the first draft of the proposed new financial reporting system which will 
replace the existing prescribed financial statement form and information system. 

[2] Although this discussion paper is primarily focused on the form of the financial report, the 
reporting format also has implications on how that information is collected, managed and distributed. 
The intended dire.ction on information management is addressed briefly in this paper, but it will be the 
subject of a subse:quent study in 1994 once the reporting format is finalized. 

[3] Accounting policies and standards for local government are currently in a state of change, and will 
continue to be for the foreseeable future. The financial information return presented in this paper is 
not intended to set a specific accounting policy direction. It does, however, attempt to anticipate 
some of the potential changes and provide the flexibility to accommodate them without radically 
changing the format. 

[4] The recommendations presented in the paper are: 

to shorten the Provincial financial information return for general reporting putposes to 9 pag~:s, 
including schedules on financial position (balance sheet), fund e:quity (suiplus/e:quity/reserve 
changes), financial activities (revenues and expenditures) by both function and by type I object, 
changes in capital fund property and long term debt, long term debt balances, and taxes levied and 
grants in lieu, 

to separate the process of reporting financial information to the Province from the process of 
reporting financial information to taxpayers and the general public via audited financial 
statements, and 

to collect essential statistical data and highly aggregated budget information in a separate unaudited 
information return. 

[5] The intent of the recommendations are: 

to eliminate the elements of the existing financial statement which are not useful, 

to enhance the reporting format to meet new or emerging information needs, and 

to build flexibility into the format to meet anticipated changes in accounting policies and 
procedures. 

[6] The advantages of the recommendations are: 

to reduce the time required by municipalities to prepare the prescribed financial information return 
by reducing the volume of detail requested, 

to provide a format which can be used as a basis for computer data entry at the municipal lev1~I. 
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to provide greater flexibility for municipalities to report to their taxpayers in the format that best 
suits their circumstances and which conform to nationally recommended standards without being 
restricted to provincial reporting standards or formats, 

to reduce the quantity of information which must be managed by the Alberta Municipal Affairs 
information data base and therefore enable quicker and easier access to the information, and 

to reduce the need to make ongoing changes to the information return format in the future. 

SUMMARY OF 1'ERMINOWGY USED 

[7] In this discussion paper, references are frequently made to several documents and organizations 
which have been abbreviated for convenience. They are: 

.AMA 
Alberta Municipal Affairs 

.Annual Financial Statement 
The audited annual financial statement which is prepared by a municipality to report to the 
taxpayers and general public. The format of this financial statement and the accounting 
policies used are to be based on GAAP (see below). 

Financial Information Return 
The prc;!scribed financial information return format which will be determined as a result of this 
review and discussion paper, and which will replace the MACS Statement for purposes of 
annual financial reporting by municipalities to AMA. 

Functions 
Principal service categories or operations. 

Fund 
Refers to the separate and self-balancing set of accounts for operating, capital, and reserves 
respectively. 

Fund Accounting 
Refers to the method of accounting outlined in the Municipal Government Act and presently 
prescribed by Alberta Municipal Affairs for purposes of determining budgeted and actual 
operating revenues, expenditures, and balances on a basis separate from transactions and 
balance:s of a capital nature. 

GAAP 
Refers to generally accepted accounting principles for municipalities, including the accounting 
and disclosure recommendations of PSAAB as they apply to local government financial 
reporting in the annual financial statement. 
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MACS Manual 
The Municipal Account Coding Structure manual which outlines the classification system and 
accounting policies to be used in preparing the MACS Statement. It also contains 
recommended chart of account structures. 

MACS Statement 
The existing financial statement prescribed by AMA and which is based on the municipal 
account coding structure. 

PSAAB 
The Public Sector Accounting and Auditing Board of the Canadian Institute of Chartered 
Accountants. Among other functions, this Board makes recommendations regarding 
accounting policies for local governments. 

PuRPQSE AND PROCESS OF THE MUNICIPAL FINANCIAL REPQRTING REOUIREMENfS REvlEW 

[8] The review of the financial reporting format which is addressed in this paper is one element of a 
larger process which is under way to streamline the collection, management, and distribution of 
municipal financial and statistical information. 

[9] The following is an outline of the full process: 

User Needs Study and Report (Completed September, 1993) 

Information needs of AMA, other provincial government departments, municipalities and other 
known information users were identified through interviews and surveys. The results of this 
study are summarized in Appendix I of this paper. 

Draft Discussion Paper and Preliminary Review (Completed November, 1993) 

A draft version of this discussion paper was circulated to several municipal 
administrators/treasurers, auditors, representatives of municipal associations, Alberta 
Education, and Statistics Canada. Several revisions to the draft discussion paper were ma.de 
based on the comments received. 

Reporting Requirements Proposal Paper and Circulation for Comment (Anticipated circulation 
date of January 1, 1994 with a response deadline of March 31, 1994). 

This is the stage we are presently at. This discussion paper is being circulated to all 
municipalities, municipal associations, auditors, information users, and other interested 
parties. Based on the comments received to the proposal, a recommendation for a revised 
form of municipal financial reporting to the Province will be finalized. 
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Reporting Requirements Recommendation (Anticipate preparation April, 1994 for Minister's 
approval). 

A re.commendation for revised reporting requirements will be prepared based on the proposal 
paper and related comments received. The recommendation will be forwarded to the Minister 
of Municipal Affairs for approval. 

Implementation (Anticipate revised reporting requirements to be effective for reporting on the year 
e:nding December 31, 1994). 

Final revised reporting requirements will be released and circulated to all municipalities and 
auditors subsequent to the Minister's approval. 

Supporting systems and materials will be developed during the 1994 year. 

The revised reporting requirements will apply to reporting on the year ending December 31, 
1994. 

[ 10] Because the focus of the review has been on the format of municipal financial reporting and a 
scaling down of its content, the proposed changes should have no effect on existing accounting 
policies or general ledger account requirements for 1994. 

ROLE OF TIIE PROVINCIAL DATA BASE 

[11] Data obtained from financial information returns will be accumulated in a data base administered 
by AMA. The primary objective of the data base will be to satisfy the information requirements of 
the provincial government. To the extent that this information is also useful for other user 
applications, and to the extent that financial arrangements can be made to provide for the costs of 
providing this access, the data base information will be available to all interested users. 

[12] In order 1to achieve the objective of minimizing municipal reporting requirements, the scope of 
the data to be collected will be deliberately limited based on Provincial priorities. If the information 
interests of various user groups were to be combined with those of the Province, the municipal 
reporting requirements could increase significantly. Where municipal and other users' information 
need.scan be satisfied with minimal adjustments to the reports, these will be considered. 

RELATIONSHIP OF PROVINCIAL REPORTING To PuBuc REPQRTING 

Separation of Provincial Reporting Requirements From Public Financial Reporting 

[13] Under the Municipal Government Act, no distinction is made between the prescribed financial 
statement referred to in Section 66 which is to be filed with the Minister and the annual financial 
statement or synopsis to be published for the ratepayers under Section 67. In practice, however, 
many municipalities prepare both a financial statement in prescribed form for the Minister and a 
separate annual financial statement, often prepared on a different basis of accounting, for publication 
to the ratepayers. 
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[14] Most other Canadian provinces follow a similar practice of requiring audited municipal financial 
reporting in a prescribed financial statement form. 

[15] The financial information return proposed in this discussion paper would not be adequate fo:r 
purposes of annual financial reporting to ratepayers. Therefore, in addition to the preparation of a 
prescribed information return for the Province, it will be necessary to prepare a separate annual 
financial statement for public reporting. There are two primary reasons for formally separating the 
two reporting functions: 

Provincial information needs are not necessarily the same as ratepayer information needs. For 
example, compliance with balanced budget legislation is important from the Provincial 
perspective, but is not critical to the general public. In addition, some financial statement 
elements which are required for proper disclosure in publicly issued annual financial 
statements, such as comparative amounts for the prior year, a statement of changes in financial 
position, and note descriptions of accounting policies, are not necessary for Provincial 
reporting purposes. 

The basis of accounting required for reporting to the Province must necessarily be standardized 
to provide comparative information throughout the Province, but many municipalities would 
prefer to use a different basis for purposes of publicly issued annual financial statements. 

[16] This discussion paper therefore proposes that each municipality will prepare two financial reports 
at the end of each year - an annual financial statement to report to the public, and a prescribed 
financial information return to report to AMA. 

Impact of Separation on Annual Fmancial Statements For Public Reporting 

[17] Legislation regarding annual financial statements which are prepared for public reporting will 
require some minor changes to reflect the new reporting structures. 

[18] The Province will have a lesser role in setting the accounting and reporting standards and policies 
for publicly issued annual financial statements. It is intended that the legislation will require the 
annual financial statements to be prepared in accordance with the standards recommended for 
municipalities by the PSAAB, but within that context each municipality will have the opportunity to 
select the format and policies most appropriate for their purposes. 

[19] In order to facilitate the transition to the new basis of public reporting, AMA will provide a 
sample annual financial statement to municipalities upon request. The format will not be prescribed, 
but will be provided as a reference source only. 

[20] Annual financial statements prepared for public reporting will still continue to require an audit. 

Impact of Separation on Provincially Prescribed Financial Information Returns 

[21] Legislation regarding financial reporting to the Province will require some minor changes to 
reflect the new reporting structures. Specifically, the prescribed report will cease to be referred to as 
a 11 financial statement 11 

• 
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[22] In order to minimize the need for extensive adjustments to annual financial statement results, the 
accounting policies and standards to be used in the preparation of the financial information return will, 
to the extent possible, parallel those being recommended for municipal public reporting purposes by 
the PSAAB .. 

[23] Accounting policies and standards to be used in the preparation of the financial information 
return will be detailed in an instruction manual and distributed to all municipalities and auditors. Any 
policy changes will be documented by updates to the manual. 

[24] The information return form itself is intended to be an internal working document, and therefore 
not generally availatlc to the public (although it is uncertain how this will be affected by access to 
information legislation currently being developed). However, the information collected on the form 
would be considered to be public and therefore available upon request. 

[25] The information return format is therefore designed to be an information collection tool which is 
practical to prepare. Since it is assumed that AMA will be the only "reader" of the return, there is 
generally no provision to assist in its interpretation. In contrast, a financial statement would normally 
provide for prior year comparative amounts and notes to assist the reader. 

FINANCIAL INFORMATION REn.rR.N FORMAT ISSUES 

General Format 

[26] The financial information return could take the general form of an articulating financial statement 
(e.g. a balance~ sheet and a statement of revenues and expenditures which reconciles to the 
accumulated surplus), or could alternatively be an extraction of individual key data items (e.g. collect 
balances of only key assets, liabilities, revenues and expenditures). Although the extraction of 
individual items would be the most concise way to collect the data, it would be difficult to ensure the 
integrity of the data items since there would be no balancing features. Since the accounting system 
which is the source of the financial data is geared to provide information for integrated and balanced 
financial statements, it is appropriate to retain this feature in the information return. 

Fund Accounting 

[27] Accounting for municipal operations has traditionally been based on the treatment of operating 
and capital funds as separate and distinct categories. Most provinces, including Alberta, have 
legislation requiring municipalities to operate at a balanced operating budget, which implie:; i.hat 
capitll transactions be segregated into a separate fund. Capital transactions are typically accounted for 
on a funds flow basis. 

[28] Municipal! financial statements which are separated into several different funds can make it very 
difficult for an average reader to assess the overall financial condition or results of the municipality as 
a whole. The separation of operating and capital transactions, while useful from a budgetary 
perspective, is not the most informative presentation for purposes of reporting financial activities to 
the public. Current trends in accounting for local governments therefore emphasize a presentation 
which combinc::s both operating and capital elements in order to bring the entire municipal "picture" 
into focus. 
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[29] Recent statements issued by the PSAAB recommend the use of statements which combine the 
operating and capital funds. However, the appropriate treatment of capital revenues and expenditures 
is still under study and debate and is not expected to be resolved within the time frame of this 
reporting requirements review. 

[30] Anticipating the completion of the PSAAB recommendations, AMA will support the use of a 
combined operating and capital fund presentation for purposes of municipal financial statement 
reporting to the public. 

[31] Because one of the objectives in designing the Provincial information return forma.t is to ke.;~ it 
as close as possible to the annual financial statement reporting standards, it would be preferable to 
present the Provincial report on a combined operating and capital fund basis as well, and to not 
require the separation of operating and capital components. 

[32] If a combined operating and capital fund basis is to be used, the fundamental basis on which the 
two funds are presented must necessarily be the same. The proposed financial information retum 
therefore presents capital fund transactions in terms of revenues and expenditures, as opposed to 
sources and uses of funds. 

[33] Because the accounting definitions of capital revenues and expenditures are still being debate~ at 
the PSAAB level, no change has been made from the existing accounting recognition of capital 
transactions on the MACS financial statement. However, the proposed financial information return 
presents them in terms of their effect on capital equity, and not in terms of sources and applications of 
capital funds as they are shown in the MACS statement. Therefore, capital property will, in most 
cases, still appear on the statement of financial position at original cost. 

[34] In order to allow for possible changes, the structure of the proposed information return does: 
provide for depreciation of capital property. If, at some point in the future, it becomes clear that this 
is the direction being taken for annual financial statement reporting, the accounting policy for th~: 
financial information return will be amended but no structural change to the return will be required. 

[35] Because the accounting policies under the MACS system do not provide for a systematic 
recognition of capital revenues or costs, combining operating and capital fund activities using existing 
accounting policies renders a rather meaningless result. Therefore, separate reporting of operating 
and capital fund activities and balances will be required until the accounting issues surrounding the 
recognition of capital revenues and expenditures are resolved at the PSAAB level. 

Reserve Fund 

[36] Rather than include reserve assets and balances within the operating and capital funds, the 
proposed financial information return presents the reserves as a separate fund on the schedules of 
financial position and fund equity. Total transfers to and from the reserve fund are reflected in the 
schedule of fund equity. 

[37] This presentation of reserves as a separate fund parallels recommendations made by PSAAB. 
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Function Category Classifications 

[38] The classifications used in the existing MACS statement are based on the Municipal Account 
Coding Structure which is described in the MACS manual published by AMA. This structure is, in 
tum, loosely based on the Financial Infonnation System For Municipalities (FISM) published by the 
Dominion Bureau of Statistics (Now Statistics Canada) in 1970. 

[39] Statistics Canada annually collects financial statistics directly from a number of Alberta 
municipalities. The classification system used in this survey is based on the FISM. In addition, they 
also annually request from AMA a complete data listing of infonnation collected from the MACS 
state:ments in order to prepare sta&.isucs for the balance of municipalities not surveyed directly. Due to 
the common origin of the classification systems used in the MACS statements and the Statistics 
Canada survey, Statistics Canada can obtain roughly equivalent infonnation from either source. 

[40] It is apparent that Statistics Canada will require this infonnation on a continuing basis. If it is 
not available through the AMA data base system, it will be requested through direct survey. It is 
then~fore desirable that the new reporting system be able to satisfy the basic requirements of Statistics 
Canada in order to avoid creating an additional reporting burden for individual municipalities. 

[ 41] The classification system to be used in the proposed infonnation return should be geared to meet 
the needs of the Provincial government and Alberta municipalities first. However, integration with 
the Federal classification system does have the advantage of minimizing the amount of "translation" 
involved in servicing Federal requirements. The classification system used in the proposed financial 
inf oirmation n:~tum has remained unchanged from the MACS financial statement, and preserves the 
existing integration between the two systems. 

· [42] A further objective of the new reporting system is to minimize the amount of disruption to 
ex.isling municipal reporting systems. Although the MACS system has been widely adapted to suit the 
specific purposes of individual municipalities, most municipal coding structures are based on this 
system. The only proposed changes to the function classification system presently in use are to 
provide for additional "other" services within each of the broader function groupings. These 
additional categories are to be used for services which do not fit specifically within existing defined 
functions, and are expected to be used only for very limited and special circumstances. These 
changes are outlined in Appendix m. 

Segregation of Reporting for Enterprise Utility Functions 

[43] Transactions and balances resulting from gas, power, and telephone utility !unctions can 
repn~sent a significant portion of the overall municipal operation, and inclusion of these functions in 
the municipal reporting structure can complicate comparisons with otherwise similar municipalities 
which do not operate these utilities. 

[44] In order to isolate the results of these rather specialized operations, the proposed financial 
infonnation return provides that these functions will not be included in the general municipal return 
schedules, but will instead be reported on as a separate set of parallel but abbreviated schedules for 
each of the gas, power, or telephone functions .. 
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[ 45] The reporting for enterprise utilities includes schedules on financial position (balance sheet), fund 
equity (surplus/e.quity/reserve changes), financial activities (revenues and expenditures) by type/ 
object, changes in capital property and capital fund long term debt, and long term debt balances. 

[ 46] When aggregated totals for both general and ente.rprise utility functions are required for any 
municipality, these will be calculated by merging the information within the AMA data base. 

Segregation of County School Function 

[47] Municipalities which adu-.inistrate county school systems are required to report the school 
component to Alberta F.ducation on an unaudited basis annually on an August 31 year end. In 
addition, the audited results are reported on a December 31 year end basis as a separate County 
School Fund Report to Alberta F.ducation. The operating results are reported as totals in the existing 
MACS statement, and the December 31 balances are included in the balance sheet amounts. 

[ 48] Similar to enterprise utility functions discussed above, the school function can represent a very 
significant portion of the overall county operation. Again, the inclusion of these transactions and 
balances in the reported results can make comparison to non-county municipalities difficult. 

[ 49] In order to isolate the results of county school operations, the proposed financial information 
return provides that this function will not be included in the general municipal return schedules, but 
will instead be reported on as a separate set of parallel but abbreviated schedules. 

[50] The reporting for county school operations includes a schedule of financial position (balanc,e 
sheet), fund equity (surplus/equity/reserve changes), changes in capital property and capital fund long 
term debt, and long term debt balances. An additional schedule is provided to reconcile the operating 
results reported on the county school fund report to the same basis used in the financial information 
return. 

[51] The County School Fund Report will continue to be required because it provides details on 
county school financial activities in the format required by Alberta F.ducation. 

[52] When aggregated totals for both general and county school functions are required for any 
municipality, these will be calculated by merging the information within the AMA data base. 

Segregation of Current Assets and Liabilities 

[53] The existing MACS financial statement does not segregate current assets ar..d tlabilities from long 
term assets and liabilities in the same manner that generally accepted accounting principles for general 
business would require. 

[54] PSAAB recommendations do not explicitly require current I non-current separation, but do 
require disclosure of adequate information about the nature and terms of financial assets and 
liabilities. 

[55] Complete disclosure of current items would necessitate separating out the current portions of all 
assets and liabilities, including current portions of long term investments, long term debt, etc .. 
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[56] The schedule of financial position in the proposed financial information return provides adequate 
detail to reasonably determine the current I non-current status of most balances. 

[57] Because the information return is an information collection tool and not intended to be used as a 
public report, it is not considered necessary to specifically provide for grouping and sub-totals of 
current items. If an approximate measure of current or long term balances is required, this will be 
calculated by :selecting the appropriate items within the AMA data base. 

Trust Assets 

[58] The existing MACS financial statement p::-ovides for reporting of trust assets and liabilities on the 
balance sheet. 

[59] PSAAB Statement 6.recommends that trusts under the administration of a municipality be 
excluded from the reporting entity for purposes of preparing the balance sheet, but that financial 
statements should disclose, in a note or schedule, a description of the trusts and a summary of trust 
balances. 

[60] In order to maintain consistency with recommendations for annual financial statements, and 
because there does not appear to be a demonstrated need for this information among most users of 
municipal financial information, the proposed financial information return does not include trust asset 
and !liability balances on the statement of financial position. 

Function and Type/Object Classifications for Revenues and Expenditures 

[61] The existing MACS statements, through the FR19 and FR20 schedules, collect information 
about revenues and expenditures both by type/object and by function. In addition, the schedules also 
provide a complete cross reference of type/object breakdown within each function and vice versa. 

[62] Recent PSAAB recommendations for public reporting indicate that revenues are to be presented 
by type and expenditures by function. In addition, expenditures by object are to be disclosed in a 
supplementary schedule. 

[63] Results of the User Needs Survey (Appendix I) indicate that users require information on 
revenues primarily by type, but that for some types, function details are also required. They also 
indicate that users require information on expenditures both by object and by function. However, the 
survey does not reach a clear consensus regarding the need for cross referenced details between 
type/object and function amounts. 

[64] In order to minimize the level of detail collected, the proposed financial information return 
provides for only totals of revenues and expenditures by both function and type I object. Where it is 
clear that som1~ additional detail is essential (e.g.; sales revenues related to specific functions), these 
areas have bee:n expanded. 
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PROPOSED FINANCIAL lNFoRMA DON REru'RN 

General Features of the Proposed Financial Information Return 

[65] The proposed financial information return attempts to parallel GAAP in the treatment of revenues 
and expenditures. Specifically, revenues do not include proceeds of debt issuances, internal transfers 
from other funds, functions, or reserves, or appropriations from accumulated surpluses or unexpc~nded 
(overexpended) capital amounts. Expenditures do not include purchases of capital items, debt 
principal repayments, internal transfers to other funds, functions, or reserves, or appropriations to 
unexpended ( overexpended) capital amounts. These adjustments are instead accounted for through the 
fund equity statement, or else become irrelevant with the discontinuance of the "capital funds acquired 
and applied" style of presentation. 

[66] The information return's treatment of capital revenues and expenditures is still at variance with 
GAAP for the private sector with respect to certain issues which, as discussed above, are still being 
studied at the PSAAC level. In particular, the information return treats capital transfers as revenue 
items, whereas GAAP for the private sector would generally apply the grant against the: cost of the 
asset. In addition, the information return does not provide for a systematic recognition (depreciation) 
of capital property costs. 

Financial Position (Page 14) 

[67] The schedule of financial position presents similar information to what is presently reported on 
the FS2 schedule of the MACS financial statement, except that the amounts are broken down between 
operating, capital, and reserve funds. 

[68] Capital property is reported on a single line, and is not broken down by type. 

Fund Equity (Page 15) 

[69] The schedule of fund equity provides for full detail of all changes in surplus, equity and rest~rve 
balances during the year. It links the net municipal revenue (expenditure) reported on the schedule of 
financial activities to the surplus, equity and reserve fund balances on the schedule of financial 
position. It replaces the FS6 and FS7 schedules in the existing MACS financial statement. 

[70] Internal charges, transfers and appropriations between funds are all reflected in this schedule:. 

Fmancial Activities (Pages 16 - 19) 

[71] The schedule of financial activities by function replaces the FS3 and FS4 schedules in the MACS 
financial statement. The primary change in the financial information return presentation is that the 
total revenues and expenditures for each function do not include the internal charges, transfers, or 
appropriations between functions and funds that would have been included under the MACS financial 
statement. In addition, capital fund transactions are presented as revenues and expenditures rather 
than as financing acquired and applied. 

[72] The schedule of financial activities by type I object replaces the FR19A and FR20A in the MACS 
financial statement. Because the amounts are not cross-referenced to specific functions, some 
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additional functional breakdowns are provided for certain items. Similar to the financial activities by 
function above, the financial activities by type I object does not include internal charges, transfers, or 
appropriations between functions or funds. Any transfers identified on this schedule refer to grant 
funding transfers from external governments or agencies. 

Changes in Capital Property and Capital Fund Long Term Debt (Page 20) 

[73] The schedule of changes in capital property and capital fund long term debt summarizes the 
changes in these balances during the year by broad functional groupings. Information on these two 
items was previously available through the capital finances acquired and applied schedules in the 
MACS financial statement. 

Long Term Debt (Page 21) 

[74] The schedule of long term debt provides detail regarding the funding source, borrowing source, 
and repayment requirements for year end debt balances. It replaces schedules FR25, FR26, and FR27 
in the MACS financial statement. 

Taxt:!S Levied and Grants In Lieu (Page 22) 

[75] The schedule of taxes levied and grants in lieu is essentially the same as the corresponding FS5 
schedule in the MACS financial statement, with the exception of combining the commercial and 
industrial components into a non-residential category and providing for a separate machinery and 
equipment tax category. Details of requisition transfers by specific school division, hospital district, 
seniors foundation, etc. is not provided for. 

Supplementary Schedules For Excluded Functions (Pages 23 - 28) 

[76] Supplemt:mtary schedules for county school operations and gas, power, and telephone utilities are 
identical to th€~ general information return schedules, except for the omission of certain non-applicable 
item:s. They do not include a schedule of financial activities by function or a schedule of taxes levied 
and grants in lieu. County schools will complete a "reconciliation of school fund results to net 
revenue (expenditures)" rather than the financial activities by type I object schedule. 

[77] The amounts included in these supplementary schedules will not be included in the general 
infmmation return amounts. 

Sample Data 

[78] In order to trace the relationship between the existing MACS statement and the proposed 
financial information return, sample data has been added to the following information return and to 
the sample MACS statement presented in Appendix IV. 
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MUNICIPAL FINANCIAL INFORMATION RETURN 

Town of Sarnpleford 

FOR THE YEAR ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1994 

Alberta Municipal Affairs 
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FINANCIAL POSITION 

Assets 
Cash and Temporary Investments ............ .. 

Operating Capital 
·.· ........ ·1~8,0~~1······ ..•. I< >•······ 

Total Reserves 

128,0001 
Taxes and Grants in Lieu Receivable 

Current ............................................ . 
.l~rrears ............................................ . 
Allowance ........................................ . 

. . . .. I 
58,0001 
20,000 

Receivable From Other Governments ... . ·.·.·.· . ......... ·.· ... 
Federal Government ........................... . 
Provincial Government ....................... . 
Local Governments ........................... .. 

Loans Receivable .................................... . 
Grants Receivable ................................... . 
Tradia and Other Receivables .................... . 10,000 10,000 
Due From Excluded Functions ................... . 70,000 70,000 
Due From Othe1r Funds ............................ .. 280,000 

<•••·••••<>• / .•• < .. •·········· Inventory of Consumable Supplies ............ .. 
Inventories Held for Resale 

Land ................................................. . 
Other ................................................. . 

Prepaid Expenses ..................................... . 
Long Term Investments 

Federal Government ........................... . 100,000 100,000 
Provincial Government ....................... . 
Local Governments ............................. . 
Other ................................................. . 

Capital Property ....................................... . 11,070,000 11,070,000 
Othe1r Current Assets ............................... . 
Othe1r Long Term Assets ......................... .. 

Liabilities 
Temporary Loans Payable ........................ . 55,000 
Accounts Payable and Accrued Liabilities .. .. 4,000 
Deposit Liabilities .................................... . 8,000 
Due To Exclude1d Functions ..................... .. 4,000 
Due To Other Funds ................................ . 80,000 200,000 
Deferred Revenue .....................•.............. 11,000 11,000 
Long Term Debt .................................. _ ... 15,000 1,528,000 1,543,000 
Other Current Liabilities .......................... .. 
Other Long Term Liabilities ...................... .. 

.... , , +~ c~ :10m , fMI in ::rMrrg :·;;;~~~r···· ) ;·:~::~~( Wiiff) I !!i\Ii••r·• 

;a~R'~-·~ I:'·l •· +J:l.~:~:~l·'>~i:~~.:~~I ,::::~::::; 
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MUNICIPAL FUND EQUITY 

0 
Net Municipal Revenue (Expenditure) ......... . 
Net From I To Reserves .......................... .. 
Net From I To Excluded Functions 
Net From I To Operating I Capital .............. . (49,0001 
Transfer To Capital Re: Principal Repayments 

on Capital Fund Long Term Debt ........... . 
Appropriated From Accumulated Surplus .... . 
Other Inter-Fund Adjustments ................... . 

lll~!ii} fj •=1~,,i~\a-·l~iWJ! irk> ,, ::.:0:1········•· ·::1.:::rl•• s;::'.·:::J• V•:::::::·1 
Balance at Beginning of Year .................... . 94,000 
Prior Period Adjustments .......................... . 
Appropriated To Operating Fund ............... . (10,000) 
Other Adjustments .................................. . 

··.·.·.·.·.·::·::::··.·::······ 
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FINANCIAL ACTIVITIES BY FUNCTION 

Total General Revenue ........................... ., ....................... . 
Function Revenue 
Geneiral Government 

Council and Other Legislative .................................... . 
General Administration .............................................. . 
Other ...................................................................... . 

Protective Serviices 
Police .................................................................... . 
Fi1re ....................................................................... . 
Disaster and Emergency Measures ............................. . 
Ambulance and First Aid .......................................... . 
Bylaws Enforcement ................................................ . 
Other ..................................................................... . 

Transportation 
Common and Equipment Pool. ................................... . 
Roads, Streets, Walks, Lighting ................................. . 
Airport ........ , .......................................................... . 
Public Transit .......................................................... . 
Storm Sewers and Drainage ...................................... . 
Other ..................................................................... . 

Environmental Use and Protection 
Water Supply and Distribution ................................... . 
Wastewater Treatment and Disposal .......................... . 
V\faste Management ................................................. . 
Other ..................................................................... . 

Public: Health and Welfare 
Family and Community Support ................................. . 
Day Care ................................................................ . 
Cemeteries and Crematoriums ................................... . 
Other ..................................................................... . 

Planning and Development 
Land Use Planning, Zoning and Development ............... . 
Economic/Agricultural Development ......................... .. 
Subdivision Land and Development ............................ . 
Public Housing Operations ........................................ . 
Land, Housing and Building Rentals ............................ . 
Other ..................................................................... . 

Recreation and Culture 
Parks and Recreation ............................................... . 
R1ecreation Boards .................................................... . 
Culture: Lib1raries, Museums, Halls ............................. . 
Convention Centres .................................................. . 
Other ...................................................................... . 

Other ........................................................................... . 

Total Re,venoe 

Munici13el Financial Reporting Requirement. 

Operating Capital 
665,oool 

5,000 

3,000 

t/f ... /(/'•• :·· ···<> 

82,000 

) >·< : ·.·.·.·.·.· 
... ···· / / 

186,000 500,000 
50,000 
20,000 

.. ··.· ··.·< 

I I .. 
40,000 

30,000 75,000 

Total 
665,oool 

5,000 

3,000 

·.··· ·••··· •••. >< . < 
82,000 

< 
····· / . :/ 686,000 

50,000 
20,000 

I I . . 

40,000 

105,000 

1,661,000 
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FINANCIAL ACTIVITIES BY FUNCTION 

Expenditures 
General Government 

Council and Other Legislative .................................... . 
General Administration ............................................. . 
Other ..................................................................... . 

Protective Services 
Police ................................................................... .. 
Fire ....................................................................... . 
Disaster and Emergency Measures ............................. . 
Ambulance and First Aid ......................................... .. 
Bylaws Enforcement and Other .................................. . 
Other ..................................................................... . 

Transportation 
Common and Equipment Pool. ................................... . 
Roads, Streets, Walks, Lighting ................................ .. 
Airport ................................................................... . 
Public Transit .......................................................... . 
Storm Sewers and Drainage ..................................... .. 
Other ..................................................................... . 

Environmental Use and Protection 
Water Supply and Distribution .................................. .. 
Wastewater Treatment and Disposal .......................... . 
Waste Management ................................................. . 
Other ..................................................................... . 

Public Health and Welfare 
Family and Community Support ................................. . 
Day Care ................................................................ . 
Cemeteries and Crematoriums ................................... . 
Other ..................................................................... . 

Planning and Development 
Land Use Planning, Zoning and Development .............. .. 
Economic/Agricultural Development .......................... . 
Subdivision Land and Development ........................... .. 
Public Housing Operations ........................................ . 
Land, Housing and Building Rentals ........................... .. 
Other ..................................................................... . 

Recreation and Culture 
Parks and Recreation ............................................... . 
Recreati.on Boards .................................................. . 
Culture: Libraries, Museums, Halls ............................. . 
Convention Centres ................................................. . 
Other ..................................................................... . 

Other .......................................................................... . 

()1>erating Capital Total 

20,000 
212,000 

40,000 40,000 

4,000 4,000 

291,000 291,000 

15,000 25,000 40,000 

•>?/\/\( )/ .... //• r < ) .. . / 

95,000 80,000 175,000 

(<···· ~.~~ol </······· · ··· .. ·•·r .· < · >.3,bbo1 

?{ ::/L 930,0081·····•· > 105,~6~( 1,03!5]5001 
::::/\?·\'.:: .::": .· ... ·. :· ... ··:· . 

. ·.·.•·•Ne~::~:~af···Re~~nu~· tExp~ur~()•·-~tor~(·l~wrriat. '-~-· __ ,_5_6_,o_o_o_l.__ __ 4_7_o .... o_o_c ... 1 l .... · __ . ...;6_2 6,, ooo I 
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FINANCIAL ACTIVITIES BY TYPE I OBJECT 

Reve1nues 
Taxation and Grants in Lieu 

Gieneral Municipal Purposes ...................................... . 
Special Municipal Purposes ....................................... . 
Special Assessments and Local Improvements ............. . 

Sales To Other Governments .......................................... . 
Sales and User Charges 

Recreation and Culture ............................................. . 30,000 
Water Supply and Distribution ................................... . 180,000 180,000 
Wastewater Treatment and Disposal .......................... . 50,000 50,000 
\/Vaste Management ................................................. . 20,000 20,000 
Subdivision Land and Development ............................ . 40,000 40,000 
Other ..................................................................... . 

Penalties and Costs on Taxes ......................................... . 20,000 
Licenses and Permits ..................................................... . 3,000 
Fines ........................................................................... . 
Franc:hise and Concession Contracts ................................ . 10,000 
Returns on lnvE!stments ................................................. . 75,000 
Rentals ........................................................................ . 5,000 
Insurance Proceeds ....................................................... . 
Proce~eds From Disposal of Capital Property ...................... . 20,000 
Federal Government Unconditional Transfers .................... . 
Federal Government Conditional Transfers ........................ . 
Provincial Government Unconditional Transfers ................. . 
Provincial Government Conditional Transfers 

G1eneral Government ................................................ . 
Protective Services .................................................. . 
Transportation ........................................................ . 12,000 12,000 
Environmental Use and Protection .............................. . 500,000 500,000 
Public Health and Welfare ......................................... . 
Planning and Development ........................................ . 
Recreation and Culture ............................................. . 
Other ...................................................................... . 5,000 5,000 

Local Government Transfers ............................................ . 
Other Transfc;~, ............................................................. . 
Drawn From Allowances ................................................. . 
Devellopers' Agreements and Levies ................................. . 30,000 30,000 
Other Revenues ............................................................. . 21 ,000 21 ,000 

575,000 1,661 ,oool 
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FINANCIAL ACTIVITIES BY TYPE I OBJECT 

Capital Total 
Expenditures 
Salaries, Wages, and Benefits ......................................... . 305,000 
Contracted and General Services ..................................... . 185,000 
Purchases from Other Governments ................................ . 
Materials, Goods, Supplies, and Utilities ........................... . 22l3,000 
Provision For Allowances ............................................... . '1,000 
Transfers to Other Governments ..................................... . 
Transfers to. Own Agencies ............................................ . 
Transfers to Individuals and Organizations ........................ . 
Bank Charges and Short Term Interest ............................. . 
Interest on Long Term Debt ............................................ . 

General Government ................................................ . 
Protective Services .................................................. . 
Transportation ........................................................ . 165,000 
Environmental Use and Protection .............................. . 
Public Health and Welfare ......................................... . 
Planning and Development ........................................ . 1 !5,000 
Recreation and Culture ............................................. . 
Other ..................................................................... . 

Amortization of Capital Property ..................................... . 
Unamortized Cost of Capital Property Disposed ................. . 105,000 10!5,000 
Other Expenditures ....................................................... . 28,000 28,000 

Municip•I Fin.ncilll Reporting Requirements 19 



CHANGES IN CAPITAL PROPERTY 

Capital Property - Cost 
General Government .......................... . 
Protective Services ............................ . 
Transportation .................................. . 
Environmental Use and Protection ........ . 
Public Health and Welfare ................... . 
Planning and Development .................. . 
Becreation and Culture ....................... . 
Other ................................................ . 

Capital Property - Accumulated Amortization 
General Government .......................... . 
Protective Services ............................ . 
Transportation .................................. . 
Environmental Use and Protection ........ . 
Public Heaith and Welfare ................... . 
Planning and Development .................. . 
Hecreation and Culture ....................... . 
Other ................................................ . 

Balance at 
Beginning of 

Year 

460,000 
370,000 

4,957,000 
3,283,000 

10,000 

1,270,000 

. 

Additions 

800,000 

Reductions 

80,000 

··.·· .. 

CHANGES IN CAPITAL FUND LONG TERM DEBT 

Capi'tal Fund Long Term Debt 
General Government ........................... . 
Protective Services ............................. . 
Transportation ................................... . 
Environmental Use and Protection ......... . 
Public Health and Welfare .................... . 
Planning and Development ................... . 
F!ecreation and Culture ....................... . 
Other ................................................ . 

Balance at 
Beginning of 

1,385,000 

115,000 

102,000 
150,000 

20,000 

Balance at 
End of Year 

460,000 
370,000 

4,957,000 
4,083,000 

10,000 

1, 190,000 

1,283,000 
150,000 

95,000 

Total Capnal FUod tollV Term t>ebt'• ••• .... I _1...;.,_5o_o..:.,o.;...o_o ..... 1 _ ___;1..;;;5.;.o:..:,o..;;;o.;.o.i...l _ _.;.;12~2;.:.,o;;;.;o;;..;o;..J.l _...;.1.:.;:,5;..=2.;.B:..:,o~o.;..io I 
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LONG TERM DEBT SUPPORT 

. Qpeniting .·.·. 
Long Term Debt Support 
Supported by General Tax Levies .................................... . 15,000 951,400 96€),400 
Supported by Special Levies ........................................... . 331,600 3311 ,600 
Supported by Utility Rates .............................................. . 150,000 150,000 
Other .......................................................................... . 95,000 9fi,OOO 

:Vi .fu<rt$fl.;~o~·x@miibtetint!tia1aa1a~Qj :;:,::·•·· •· ut>J ••.. >·•··~·~,66a1 •·•·••>\,~~~:~66r >•·;:~!;@§fil 
LONG TERM DEBT SOURCES 

Ooeratina Cao ital Total 
Alberta Municipal Financing Corporation .......................... .. 15,000 1,528,000 1,54:3,000 
Province of Alberta ....................................................... . 
Canada Mortgage and Housing Corporation ...................... . 
Municipal Development and Loan Board ........................... . 
Government of Canada .................................................. . 
Alberta Mortgage and Housing Corporation ...................... . 
Alberta Opportunity Company ........................................ . 
Public Bond Issue ......................................................... . 
United States Market ..................................................... . 
European Market .......................................................... . 
Mortgage Borrowing ...................................................... . 
Other .......................................................................... . 

··· 1·5.~~61· 1,528.00~r·· ·· 1,54:3.6601 

FUTURE LONG TERM DEBT REPAYMENTS 

Operating Capital Total 
Principal Repayments by Year ?> .d < .. 

Current + 1 ................................................................. . 10,000 152,860 16:~,860 

Current + 2 ................................................................. . 5,000 168,832 17:3,832 
Current + 3 ................................................................. . 186,880 18f3,880 
Current + 4 ................................................................. . 192,426 19:~,426 

Current + 5 ................................................................. . 193,390 19:3,390 
Thereafter .................................................................... . 633,612 63:3,612 

-:::-·· :-:<·:-;.;-:-:-:-:··:-.::;:_:<:-::::::::::;:;.;:;-::::::::;:;::. :·::;.;::::>:;::··-:::-;.:.:-:::·>:·:-:-:-:::::>>.<::-:-:--;:-. :.-:: :·-::-:::::;> .. :;:;·:::-:-:::;:;:;:;:;:/:..:::-: 

>ii rbtjf PfiiieiPi1t··.•. <:•···························· <L>·· < :.•x::: ... : . ::.jr ·········· >•····;~,~~?f ...•...•..•• 1 .• ~~~.00?r ·•·•·•••••.ts~~3,~~~1 
Interest by Year 
Current + 1 ................................................................. . 1,200 191, 140 19:~,340 

Current + 2 .................................................................. . 200 172,768 172,968 
Current + 3 ................................................................. . 152,320 15:~,320 

Current + 4 ................................................................. . 129,007 12B,007 
Current + 5 ................................................................. . 106,010 1013,010 
Thereafter ..................................................................... . 156,000 1513,000 ......... :. . ·•.•" .· :-:-_ .·.·:-::· 

Total Interest 1,4001 907,245] 90lf645] 
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TAXES LEVIED AND GRANTS IN LIEU 

Taxe1s Levied and Grants In Lieu 
Gem~ral Munic1ipal Taxes 

Besidential Taxes ................................................................................................. . 
Non-Residontial Taxes 

Land .......................................................................................................... . 
Buildings and Structures ................................................................................ . 
Machinery and Equipment .............................................................................. . 
Mobile Units ................................................................................................. . 
Linear Property ............................................................................................. . 
Railway ....................................................................................................... . 

Farm Taxe:s ......................................................................................................... . 
Spec:ial Assessments and Local Improvements Taxes .................................................... . 
Mob1ile Home License Fees .......................................................................................... . 
Business Taxes .......................................................................................................... . 
Other Taxes ............................................................................................................. . 
Grants In Lieu of Tax 

Federal Government .............................................................................................. . 
Provincial Government ........................................................................................ . 
Local Government ............................................................................................... . 
Other ..............................•.................................................................................. 

Adjustments to Taxes Levied and Grants In Lieu .......................................................... . 

Requisition Transfers 
Provincial Planning Fund ........................................................................................... . 
School Foundation Program ....................................................................................... . 
Supplementary School .............................................................................................. . 
Hospital Distric:ts ...................................................................................................... . 
Nursiing Homes and Auxiliary Hospitals ....................................................................... . 
Seniors Foundations ................................................................................................. . 
Amb1ulance Districts ................................................................................................. . 
Other ....... ,, ...................................................................................................... ,. .. 
Adjustments tc1 Requisition Transfers ........................................................................... . 

Total 

I !i'LJ:!~.~~61 
43,990 
95,660 

110,350 

66,000 
4,000 
5,000 

70,000 
5,000 

15,000 

<· 
5,000 

30,000 

qi 1, 100,0001 

5,000 
50,000 

425,000 
25,000 

25,000 

J.':~~~(fj~$.jjip~'f~~~~t¥ r •• ? FY! > ))··················· ·························· •. @·<• r.·•<<•••·Ylf ·•{~~~:~~g, 

<'-I _ .... 5 .... 1 .... 0 ..... 0 .... 00 ..... I 
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MUNICIPAL FINANCIAL INFORMATION RETURN 

EXCLUDED FUNCTION SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION 

_____ _,,G=a=-s U=-t~ili-·ty,,__ _______ FUNCTION 

Town of Sampleford 

FOR THE YEAR ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1994 

Municipal Financial Reporting Requiremente 

Alberta Municipal Affairs 
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Assets 

EXCLUDED FUNCTION SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION 
FINANCIAL POSITION 

Operating Capital Reserves 

Cash and Temporary Investments ............. . 
.. <J.oool I\ .... 

Total 

3,oool 
Taxes and Grants in Lieu Receivable .......... . 

Current ............................................ . 
Arrears ............................................ . 
Allowance ........................................ . 

Rece!ivable From Other Governments 
t-. -1-J ------! 

Federal Government ........................... . 
Provincial Government ....................... . 
Local Gove1rnments ............................ . 

Loans Receivable .................................... . 
Grants Receivable ................................... . 
Trade and Other Receivables .................... . 6,000 
Due From Oth1!r Functions ....................... . 4,000 
Due From Oth1!r Funds ............................ . 
Inventory of C1onsumable Supplies ............ .. 
Inventories He~d for Resale 

Land .................................................. . 
Other ................................................. . 

Prepaid Expenses ..................................... . 

. ' .:· ··.·. ·.::;: . .: . 

~, ....... ••7/••l' .. ········· ., .. ,, ................ . 
Lon(;1 Term Investments 

Federal Government ............................ . 
Provincial Government ........................ . 
Local Governments ............................. . 
Other ................................................. . 

Capital Property ....................................... . 3,015,000 
Othe1r Current .Assets ............................... . 
Othe1r Long Term Assets ........................... . 

>I It··· < ~~:6061t > 3,01~.~~()[······•/·· . 

Liabilities 
Tem1Porary Loans Payable ........................ . 
Accc1unts Payable and Accrued Liabilities ... . 6,000 
DepC1sit Liabilities .................................... . 
Due To Other Functions ........................... . 70,000 
Due To Other Funds ................................ . 
Deferred Revenue ................................... . 
Long1 Term Debt ...................................... . 2,048,000 
Other Current Liabilities ........................... . 
Other Long Term Liabilities ....................... . 

Municipal Financial Reporting Requirements 

6,000 
4,000 

>•••·<>•··· ··········· 

I 

3,015,000 

:::::=..: ::;· .::·:.:::·::.:··:. •. :· 

.j• ji>:.~~s.0:~1 

2,048,000 

904,oool 

3,028,0001 
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EXCLUDED FUNCTION SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION 

FUND EQUITY 

0 
Net Revenue (Expenditure) ....................... . 
Net From I To Reserves ........................... . 
Net From I To Operating I Capital. ............. . 
Transfer To Capital Re: Principal Repayments 

on Long Term Debt ............................. . 
Appropriated From Accumulated Surplus .... . 
Net From I To General Municipal Functions .. 
Other Inter-Fund Adjustments ................... . 

i s,ooo [>cs w:::.;:,:1w;v • •it 'W!~ 

····-·""···········--···········Ba1al1Ce .•• ~~Ji~!~ i i/;.l ll'i': ];f ';v ' i:.::1 ' >i< as1 .ooo I ········ i '" a>rw·F :::~:::1 

Balance at Beginning of Year .................... . 
Prior Period Adjustments .......................... . 
Appropriated To Operating Fund ............... . 
Other Adjustments .................................. . 

CHANGES IN CAPITAL PROPERTY 

Balance at 
Beginning of 

Year Additions Reductions 
Total Capital Property - Cost ~--3 ...... 8_0_0_,_, 0_0_0_~ ____ 7_0_,_, O_O_O_li------· 
Total Capital Property - Accum. Amortization .,,.......,........,.7_6_0_,_.o,...o .... o__._.. ____ 9,,_5_...o_o_o ___ .,..._.,...,.,.,.,....... ........ ~. 

i')! 'i(;J,;J iJr~~~llBll llf'il:'ltg :::::.:::1 ! %1::.::::r;; iii HHDii'S\rF :'.:::.::i1 
CHANGES IN CAPITAL FUND LONG TERM DEBT 

Balance at 
Beginning of Balancia at 

Year Additions Reductions End of Year 
T9tat¢~t~ff:~rii.ft..9~9T~ ~ln </••·•• f ..--1 -2-.-, 7-6-,0-0-o-Tl----------'-, 2'--a-.-oo-o· I 2. 04B, ooo I 
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EXCLUDED FUNCTION SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION 
FINANCIAL ACTIVITIES BY TYPE I OBJECT 

(UTILITY FUNCTIONS ONLY - NOT REQUIRED FOR COUNTY SCHOOL FUNCTION) 

Reve1nues 
Taxaition and Grants in Lieu 

General Municipal Purposes ....................................... . 
Special Municipal Purposes ...................................... .. 
Special Assessments and Local Improvements ............ .. 

Sales To Other Governments .......................................... . 
Sales and User Charges .................................................. . 540,000 
Penailties and Costs on Taxes ........................................ .. 
Licenses and Permits ..................................................... .. 
Fines ........................................................................... . 
Fram::hise and Concession Contracts ............................... .. 
Returns on Investments ................................................. . 
Rentals ....................................................................... .. 
Insurance Proceeds ....................................................... . 
Procieeds From Disposal of Capital Property ..................... .. 
Federal Government Unconditional Transfers .................... . 
Federal Government Conditional Transfers ........................ . 
Provincial Govt!rnment Unconditional Transfers ................. . 
Provincial Government Conditional Transfers ................... .. 
Local Government Transfers ........................................... . 
Othe1r Transfers ............................................................ . 
DraVlifn From Allowances ................................................ . 
Deve1lopers' A~1reements and Levies ............................... .. 
Othef Revenues ........................................................... .. 

< 'fot:aita,ve~~~· /··/ >< ti. )t< ~~6.~66·1 r····· .················<·T?>.··· 

Expenditures 
Salaries, Wages, and Benefits ......................................... . 
Contracted and General Services ..................................... . 180,000 
Purclhases from Other Governments ................................ . 
Mate1rials, Goods, Supplies, and Utilities ........................... . 
Prov1ision For Allowances ............................................... . 
Transfers to Other Governments .................................... .. 
Transfers to Own Agencies ............................................ . 
Transfers to Individuals and Organizations ....................... .. 
Bank Charges and Short Term Interest ............................ .. 
Interest on Long Term Debt ........................................... .. 240,000 
Amortization of Capital Property .................................... .. 95,000 
Unamortized Cost of Capital Property Disposed ................ .. 
Other Expenditures ....................................................... . 

········· ······•···•···· ¥61:afexbatir~$··.· .... ·.· ..... ·.· 

....•... ~$t••.Revenue·{~~~ditur~)····set°'···~~tlma1··•'J",~f~ts•••••1 ... _· __ ,_2 .... o,_o..;.o_o.._l _ _..:.19;;..;5;.:;,_rn.;;..Jo;..;1 ... l __ ...;;2;.;;s~, o;;.;o;.,;.Jo I 
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COUNTY SCHOOL FINANCIAL ACTIVITIES 

RECONCILIATION OF SCHOOL FUND RESULTS 
TO NET REVENUE (EXPENDITURES) 

(COUNTY SCHOOL FUNCTION ONLY - NOT REQUIRED FOR UTILITY FUNCTIONS) 

LeH Non·Reportlng ltermo Included In School Fund Revenuea/Avalleble: 
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EXCLUDED FUNCTION SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION 
LONG TERM DEBT SUPPORT 

. Operating .... CaJ>ital Total 
Long Term Debt Support .·.- .·. · ... ',' 

Supported by General Tax Levies .................................... . 
Supported by Special Levies ........................................... . 
Supported by Utility Rates .............................................. . 2,048,000 2,048,000 
Other ........................................................................... . 

?. .••/t"~~-4~iJir@m.p~eti~¢iP11~1~~~~·/ui< .r . .,···>> <.• ?. ti·>· 2.048.000r···> 2.048,000, 

LONG TERM DEBT SOURCES 

0 1per81ina c . al :ao1t T Ota 
Albe11a Municipal Financing Corporation .......•.........•......•... 2,048,000 2,048,000 
Province of Alberta ....................................................... . 
Canada Mortgage and Housing Corporation ...................... . 
Municipal Development and Loan Board ........................... . 
Goveirnment of Canada .................................................. . 
Alberta Mortgage and Housing Corporation ...................... . 
Albe11a Opportiunity Company .....•................................... 
Public Bond Issue ......................................................... . 

Uniteid States Market .... ""················································ 
European Market .......................................................... . 
Mort!gage Borre>wing ...................................•................... 
Other ........................................................................... . 

.. .... ...... .. ....... ...... .· · .... ·.·.·.·.··.·.· . 

. · <}tb1a1~f)h(J't~P~ieHf1¢1f#tl~1ahC.$f > L r···.•••.·. ><· I. 2,048,oool/·· 2,048,oool 

FUTURE LONG TERM DEBT REPAYMENTS 

()JHtratinP ... ·. ···.·.·.·.·.·· ~~J>it!f...... Total 
Principal Repayments by Year 
CurrE!nt + 1 ................................................................. . 166,720 166,720 
CurrEmt + 2 ................................................................. . 185,059 185,059, 
CurrEmt + 3 ................................................................. . 205,416 205,416 
CurrE!nt + 4 ................................................................. . 228,012 228,012 
CurrEmt + 5 ................................................................. . 253,093 253,093 
Thert!after .................................................................... . 1,009, 700 1,009,700 

lnter.tst by Year ::,, )/ ? . , in:.,. % > / \ / · · ·. · 
Curremt + 1 ................................................................. . 225,280 225,280 
Curre!nt + 2 ................................................................. . 206,941 206,941 
Curre!nt + 3 .................................................................. . 186,584 186,584 
CurrE!nt + 4 .................................................................. . 163,988 163,988 
Curreint + 5 .................................................................. . 138,907 138,907 
TherE!after ...................................................................... . 170,000 170,000 

'·, ···.· .. . ... ·.·. 

Total lntertJSt. ··· ·ti ____ ... _ ...... _ .... I .... ·····_· ·_1 ..... 0_9_1.,_1_00 .... l __ 1._.0_9_,1,_1_00._.I 
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DISCONTINUED INFORMATION COLLECTION ITEMS 

[79] Based on the proposed financial information return, the following information which was 
previously collected in the MACS financial statement will no longer be collected: 

[80] Prior Year Comparative Information 

Comparative information on prior year amounts (formerly throughout the MACS financial 
statement). This information can be extracted from the AMA data base for the previous year. 

[8I] Budget Information 

All comparative budget information (formerly throughout the MACS financial statement). It is 
intended that very abbreviated current budget information will be collected annually on a separate 
information return. 

[82] Financial Statement Notes 

All information previously contained in the financial statement notes. 

[83] Assets 

Detail of amounts making up cash balances (formerly on FS2). 
Detail of accounts receivable by function (formerly on FRI). 
Breakdown of accounts receivable between operating and capital (formerly on FRI). 
Detail of investments by function (formerly on FR4). 
Trust account balance (formerly on FS2). 
Detail of inventories by function (formerly on FR3). 
Breakdown of capital property by categories (formerly on FS2). 
Breakdown of capital property by function (formerly on FR6,7,8,9, and 10) 

[84] Liabilities 
Detail of accounts payable by function (formerly on FR2). 
Balance of accounts payable to other governments (formerly on FS2). 
Detail of long term debt by function (formerly on FRI I, I2, and 13). 
Trust account liability balance (formerly on FS2). 
Detail of trust liabilities by type (formerly on FRI4). 
Detail of defe.rred revenue by type (formerly on FRI5). 
Detail of other liabilities by type (formerly on FRI6). 
Detail of allowances by function (formerly on FRI 7 and 18). 

[85] Equity 
Detail of reserves by function (formerly on FRI 7 and I 8) .. 
Breakdown of operating surplus( deficit) detail for individual functions (formerly on FS6). 

[86] Revenue 
Detail of revenue by type within function and by function within type (formerly on FRI9 and 20). 
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[87] Expenditures 
Detail of e:xpenditures by object within function and by function within object (formerly on FRI 9 
and 20) .. 

[88] Taxes Levied and Grants In Lieu 
Breakdown between commercial and industrial taxes (formerly on FS5). 
Breakdown of requisition transfers by specific requisitioning authorities (formerly on FS5). 

[89] Unexpended (Overexpended) Capital Amounts 
Detail of c:hanges in amounts during the year (formerly on FR20B). 
Detail of amo1!~t5 by project (formerly on FR20B). 
Detail of planned funding sources for overexpended amounts (formerly on FR20). 

[90] Assessment and Valuation Amounts 
All infonnation about assessments and valuations (formerly on FR21). This information will be 
added to the AMA data base from the data collected from municipalities for purposes of 
calculating equalized assessments. 

[91] Mill Rate Information 
.All information about mill rates (formerly on FR22). This information will be added to the AMA 
dlata base from the data collected from municipalities for purposes of calculating equalized 
assessments. 

[92] Payments To Councillors and County School Authority Representatives 
.All information about payments to councillors and representatives (formerly on FR23). 

[93] Municipal Statistics 
.All statistics (formerly on FR24). It is intended that this information will be collected by AMA as 
a separate information return. 

[94] Local Authorities Board Statistics 
.All information requested for Local Authorities Board (formerly a supplementary page to the 
financial statement). This information will be extracted by the AMA data base from the financial 
information return data. 

[95] Statutory Declarations 
Statutory declaration (formerly a supplement to the financial statement). It is intended that this 
declaration will be collected by AMA on a separate basis. 

ADDmONAL INFORMATION REoUIREMENTS 

[96] AdditionaJ municipal financial and non-financial information is required by AMA and other 
provincial departments on an ongoing basis. These items include: 

Population statistics 
Dwelling units 
Summer village residences 
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Budget information 
Payments to councillors 
General statistical information 

[97] Subsequent to the circulation of this discussion paper, a review of the best method of collecting 
these additional data items will be required. As a preliminary direction, it is suggested that a very 
brief information return, to be submitted annually at mid-year (after budget and population numbers 
are finalized), could be the most efficient means of collecting this detail. 

[98] This information return would not be subject to audit requirements. 

MUNICIPAL ACCOUNT CODING STRUCWRE MANuAL 

[99] The Municipal Account Coding Structure manual, which presently serves as the accounting 
reference for the MACS statements, will be replaced. A revised manual will be prepare~ to provide 
guidelines for the preparation of the prescribed financial information return. The MACS chart of 
accounts will also be presented as a reference, but it will be assumed that each municipality has foll 
discretion in applying it to their particular accounting system. 

AUDIT REQUIREMENTS 

Annual Financial Statement 

[100] Annual financial statements prep~ for public reporting pmposes will be requin-,d to be 
audited. 

Prescribed Financial Information Return 

[ 101] The prescribed financial information return will necessarily still be subject to audit 
requirements. However, because the return will not constitute a financial statement per se, it will fall 
under the definition of a special report as outlined in CICA Handbook section 5805. This treatment 
has the advantage of not requiring complete note disclosure of financial statement policies, etc .. 
Rather, the audit report will refer to the guidelines for preparation of the financial report as the basis 
for the accounting policies used. 

[102] A proposed sample format for the audit report is presented in Appendix Il. 

County School FUnd Information 

[103] Audit requirements on the county school fund information report will remain unchanged. 

INFORMATION COLLECTION AND ACCESS 

[ 104] This discussion paper is intended to address the format and procedures surrounding the 
preparation of the proposed financial information return. The development of a computer data base 
system which will manage the collected information will be addressed subsequent to the finalization of 
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the return format, and this paper is not intended to address specifications of that system. However, 
the following features are intended to be incorporated into the subsequent system design: 

[105] Collection of the prescribed information return is intended to be done by way of a computer 
template (run on either DOS or Windows) which will be transmitted to AMA either by diskette or 
modem. The file will then be updated directly to the AMA data files. 

[106] To the extent that municipalities are able to generate the necessary data files in the required 
forn1at directly from their accounting system, the template procedure could be automated. This will 
be left to the discretion of each municipality, but the file specifications will be made available through 
AMA. 

[107] For municipalities which do not have the computer equipment necessary to complete the 
information te:mplate, paper form submission of the reports will be accepted. 

[108] Information collected on the prescribed financial information return will be considered public 
information, and will therefore be made available to anyone upon request. Cost recovery methods are 
cum~ntly under consideration, and it is possible that some charge will be recovered from information 
users. 

[109] It is intemded information collected on the municipal financial information return will be 
available on the AMA data base and available through: 

computer modem, either as downloaded files or as specific information extracted through 
interactive menus 
diskette data files 
printed reports 
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APPENDIX I - USER NEEDS STIJDY REsuLTS SUMMARY 

BACKGROUND 

[110] Municipalities are required to annually submit a prescribed financial statement to AMA. 
Municipalities have identified the preparation of this 43 page report as a time-intensive process which 
should be simplified. 

[111] To begin the process of streamlining the preparation and collection of municipal data, it was 
decided to consult with users to determine their actual information needs. A departmental task force 
was created to interview the various stakeholders associated with the use of municipal information. 
The primary thrust of the review was to identify the major users of municipal data, specific user 
requirements for data, and available sources for the data so that an essential body of data could be 
developed. Secondary objectives involved identifying the uses of municipal data and the possibh~ 
impacts on user groups of not having the data available from AMA. 

[112] Municipal information stakeholders were classified into five major user groups - AMA, 
provincial, municipal, federal, and other; the other category consisting of provincial municipal 
associations and consultants. Samples of users from each of the five groups were selected on a 
judgmental basis from records of past users of the Alberta Municipal Financial Information Systt~m 
(AMFIS). Forty-two interviews were conducted between March 23 and June 3, 1993. A listing of 
the users interviewed is provided at the end of the appendix. 

[113] The following sections summarize the findings of those interviews. Task force 
recommendations that are largely an extension of user comments are presented as well. 

USERS 

[ 114] AMA is the major user of municipal data with respect to both the amount and frequency of 
usage. Statistics Canada is also a significant user of municipal data, although in this case provincial 
data is mainly used to verify the accuracy of estimates derived from municipal surveys. 

[115] The municipal associations, consultants and economic planning branches of large municipalities 
such as the City of Calgary tend to have information needs similar to AMA, although their scope: is 
narrower and is issue specific. Provincial user needs also tend to be ad hoc in nature and issue 
specific. Municipalities, on the other hand, tend to satisfy their data needs independently from .AMA 
although they acknowledge an interest to ensure reliable and consistent reporting throughout the 
Province. 

DATA REOUIREMENI'S 

[116] AMA users indicate a regular need for the major balance sheet asset, liability, reserve and 
equity categories. Additional balance sheet detail is needed for taxes receivable, utility receivables, 
contingency operating and capital reserves, consumable inventories, changes in long term debt 
balances, utility debt, the general tax supported and self supported portions of long tem1 debt, county 
school debentures, county school debenture principal reductions, and municipal and total capital 
overexpenditures and unexpended funds. 

[ 117] AMA users also indicate that the operating revenue and expenditure data reported by object and 
by function is critical. Utilities are frequently cited as requiring separate disclosure. In addition,, 
about 30 % of those interviewed indicate a need to access revenue and expenditure data reported on a 
combined function and object basis. 

Municip•I Fin•nci.91 Reporting Requirements 33 



[118] Capital revenue and expenditure data is considered less relevant than operating items, although 
30 % of AMA respondents indicate that disclosure by object is useful. 

[119] Other AMA critical data needs include tax revenue by source, equalized assessment, live 
assessment, mill rates and statistics such as population, number of summer village residences, 
municipal area, open road length, parcel counts and municipal health measures. Statistics like the 
number of staff on payroll, number of dwelling units, length of water, sanitary sewer and storm sewer 
mains are also used but to a lesser extent. Users also indicate that projected budget data would be 
useful for evaluating municipal financial performance. 

[ 120] Statistics Canada's municipal focus is largely on revenue by source and expenditures by 
function. Ope:rating and capital revenue and expenditure disclosure by combined object and function 
is identified as the most frequently accessed data. Because the reporting system used by Statistics 
Canada focuses on function classifications, the majority of the data reported by the current financial 
statement is useful to this agency. 

[121] Provincial data needs focus on municipal statistics such as equalized assessment, municipal 
financial health measures, population, municipal area, open road length and the names of municipal 
chief officials. Provincial users stress the importance of comparative financial health measures at both 
the municipal and provincial level. There is an expectation by this group of users that AMA will take 
the lead in this area. Financial data needs include long term debt by source, capitalized leases, and 
net operating results for utility operations. Reporting disclosure of expenditures and revenues by 
combined func:tion and object is required for ambulance and police service functions. 

[122] The primary focus of the municipal associations and consultants user group is on revenues and 
expenditures reported by combined function and object, and by object totals. The specific function 
details of water, sewer, garbage, ambulance services and recreational facilities are regularly needed 
by one of the users interviewed. Statistical data such as equalized assessment, live assessment, mill 
rates, financial health measures and road length are also regularly used. Consultants also indicate that 
it is useful to have access to statistics like population, length of water, sanitary sewer and storm sewer 
mains, number of fire hydrants and payments to councillors. 

[123] While municipalities do not generally rely on AMA for their data needs, they suggest that 
AMA' s role should be to set the reporting standards for the Province. 

[124] Some municipalities indicate a need for a simplified reporting format to be used for both 
internal and external reporting purposes .. 

[125]1 About 40% of municipal respondents maintain the prescribed return is a means of demonstrating 
accountability to tax payers and therefore it should include information such as payments to 
councillors. 

SOUllCE OF DATA 

[126]1 Users tend to rely on the AMFIS system as their primary source of municipal data with the 
exception of municipal users. This group may use AMFIS as an ir.iLiaJ point of reference, but 
ultimately they will contact similar sized municipalities for the level of detail required. 

[127]1 Financial statements tend to be used when the research is focused on a limited number of 
specific municipalities. 

[128]1 The Alberta Municipal Comparative Information Report is also considered a relevant and useful 
document by 20-60 % of those interviewed with the exception of municipal users. Groups external to 
AMA. find this report very useful for providing individual and provincial municipal comparative 
measures. 
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[129] Municipalities are contacted directly for data that is not available from AMA. Municipalities 
are surveyed for information such as utility rates and rate structures, student counts, housing mix, 
machinery and equipment tax arrears, parcel counts, investments by type and budgeted information 
when required. 

[130] Mill rate and assessment data is accessed from the Alberta Assessment Equalization Board by 
some users even though the data is also available from AMFIS. 

[131] Open road length is obtained from Alberta Transportation & Utilities in some cases because this 
provincial source is perceived to be more reliable than AMFIS. 

IMPLICATIONS OF NON-AVAILABILITY OF DATA 

[132] Users generally agree that a lack of municipal data reduces the ability of the user to respollld to 
specific issues from a municipal perspective. It also forces users to seek alternative dat:a sources like 
municipal corporate annual reports. However, a lack of consistent reporting practices associated with 
this data source diminishes its overall usefulness. 

[133] In cases where there are no alternative data sources, the burden of collecting and processing 
data is downloaded to individual users. Users indicate that the survey method is very time consuming 
and does not necessarily result in reliable data collection. Also, the increased time and effort required 
to collect necessary data will likely impact municipalities in the form of either increased association 
membership or consulting fees. 

[134] Alberta Health and Alberta Justice note that they do not have access to adequate alternativf~ 
data. Ambulance operators are not required to submit audited financial statements to any agency. 
While Statistics Canada has rudimentary financial data on gross policing costs, this data does not fully 
meet Alberta Justice's needs. A lack of alternative data means a reduced ability to ensure adequate 
and effective policing and ambulance care in Alberta. 

[135] Statistics Canada indicate that they would initially attempt to extract their data needs from 
corporate annual returns, but this would necessitate greater follow-up contact with municipal 
Treasurers. They have a concern that reduced confidence in the estimates developed by the agency 
would ultimately be reflected in the quality of federal policy decisions. These decisions include the 
distribution of federal grants to the provinces. 

[136] The Local Authorities Board may have to establish new borrowing limits if the re:quired data is 
not available from the prescribed financial return. 

[137] Municipalities would likely view increased demands for information as intrusive which may 
cancel the benefits of reduced provincial reporting requirements. 

USER SUGGESTIONS 

Report Format 

[138] AMA should develop a three tiered system of reporting for different sized municipalities. The 
level of activity in summer villages is not sufficient to warrant the current detailed reporting. 

[139] AMA should use the audited annual reports prepared by municipalities for a two to three year 
period before imposing a "prescribed information return". 

[140] Efforts should be made to have the information return reflect the minimum inforrnation each 
municipality should supply its tax payers through annual reports or meetings. 

[141] Statistics Canada recommends that AMA use a reporting format that parallels theiir own system 
of reporting. This system would allow the municipality to report to the province at an aggregate 
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summary level while providing lower level detail that would satisfy Statistics Canada's needs. 
Quebec's obje:ct classification coding system could be used as a model when developing the new 
"information return" . 

[142] The statistics component of the information return should be completed at the same time as the 
financial statement. Furthermore, it is suggested that statistics be incorporated on a schedule which is 
distinct from the audited financial information .. 

[143] The financial statements should be prepared in accordance with generally accepted accounting 
principles which users generally find more informative. 

[144] If the m~w financial statements were to disclose internal transfers separately from external 
transactions, it may be sufficient to disc.lose data by functi0~ rather than by combined function and 
object code. 

[145] Any changes in the reporting format should minimize account coding changes so that computer 
reprogramming costs can be kept to a minimum. 

Acc1ess to Data 

[146] Finan.cial statement submissions should be allowed by electronic means. 

[147] AMA should consider consolidating all data relating to municipal operations such as school, 
transportation, and utility operations in order to promote a "one window approach" to data retention. 

[148] AMA should strive to improve the ability to interrelate school and municipal data such as 
equalized assessment, live assessment and expenditures. This would involve addressing the problems 
of dilff ering year ends and non-coterminous school district and municipal boundaries. 

Data Uses 

[149] AMFIS should be used as a research tool by AMA to perform expenditure pattern or fiscal 
modeling exercises. These tasks are important when assessing the implications of changes in 
expenditure patterns or boundaries. 

[150] All the data in the Alberta Municipal Comparative Information Report does not need to be 
updated on an annual basis. Taxation and assessment data should be updated annually whereas the 
balance of the data could be updated every two or three years. Including industrial and commercial 
comparative bases as well as municipal revenue by source and municipal expenditures by function 
would improve the report contents. 

[151] The Alberta Municipal Comparative Information Report would be more useful if it were 
released on a more timely basis. 

[ 152] If there is a demand for municipal data, AMA should provide the private sector with the 
opportunity to supply that data. 

lmpllementation 

[153] Any changes made to the data collected by the prescribed financial statement should be applied 
retroactively for at least 5 years to the historical data base figures. 

[154] If AMA is going to eliminate information provided in the past it should disclose what alternative 
sources of information are available as well as the appropriate contact person. 

[155) AMA should consider enacting legislation which requires the release of payments to councillors 
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to the public. The financial statement is probably not the proper mechanism to ensure accountability 
of this nature. 

[156] AMA should consider charging user fees as a means of eliminating unnecessary requests for 
data rather than reduce the type of information available. The current economic climatie places a 
greater importance on financial information. 

[157] AMFIS information is a marketable product. AMA should consider producing and selling 
AMFIS data on compact disks. 

TASK FORCE RECOMMENDATIONS 

[158] The financial data collected by AMA should be audited information to ensure that the data is 
reliable, accurate and complete. 

[159] Stricter accounting and reporting guidelines should be issued by AMA to clarify t.he treatment of 
both statistical and financial data. 

[160] Consideration should be given to developing sample financial statement reporting formats for 
municipalities that rely on the prescribed form for reporting purposes. 

[161] Statistical data collection should be retained, although it may be more appropriate: to collect the 
data separately from the audited financial information. Statistical measures have been identified :as 
being critical to evaluate certain financial information. 

[162] Statistical measures that are fairly constant such as open road length and municipal area should 
be updated only as changes occur. 

[163] Statistical data should be expanded to include prospective budget information to aid perforrnance 
evaluation. 

[164] The various data collection and sharing modules within AMA should be linked to prevent 
duplication and enhance data exchange. Linkages should be established between AMFIS and the 
Local Authorities Board and the Alberta Assessment Equalization Board. Hamlet and township 
population data, as well as the municipal chief officials listing should also be associated with the 
central data source. 

[165] Over the long term, AMA should consider establishing data links with other provincial 
departments such as Alberta Transportation and Utilities for road length data and utility rates and 
volumes. Users indicate that it is more efficient to access needed information from a Cfmtral souirce. 

[166] AMFIS needs to be made more responsive to users needs. This process would involve: 

allowing direct access by modem or electronic transfer of data, 

allowing municipalities to transit data to AMA in electronic form, 

allowing access to the most current data sooner; presently, the time lag is about 10 months 
between receipt of data and general availability, 

developing marketing strategies to promote the data that is available for use. Users are not fully 
aware of the type or amount of data that is available from AMFIS or other AMA sources. For 
example, populations by township and hamlet, and parcel counts are identified as a data need even 
though the data is already available within AMA, 
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compiling one listing of all the data reports available through AMFIS so that users can be made 
aware of what is available, 

including Regional Utility Commissions in the data base, (This data is already collected by 
AMA.) 

designing report formats more ergonomically i.e. larger print, more space between lines, and 
request specific; the latter refers to tailoring reports to contain only the data that is requested, and 

developing a mechanism to monitor the ongoing utility of the system so that changes can be 
incorporated as they become necessary. 

[167] AMA should continue to develop and produce municipal financicti measures as reported by the 
Albt::rta Municipal Comparative Information Report. Production should be more timely and should 
involve data that is as current as possible. Industrial and commercial comparative bases, financial 
benchmarks, and revenue and expenditure summaries should also be included, if possible. 

[168] Reporting practices for revenues and expenditures should separate internal transactions such as 
transfers between functions, transfers to/from reserves, and transfers from accumulated surplus from 
extemal transactions. This would eliminate distorting accounting influences on revenues and 
expe:nditures and allow some users who require this data by combined function and object to be 
satisfied with disclosure by function only. 

USERS INTERVIEWED 

[169] AMA Users 

Alberta Assessment Equalization Board 
Assessment Standards Branch 
Industrial Assessment Branch 
Local Authorities Board 
Local Government Advisory Services Branch 
Local Government Development Branch, Local Government Projects 
Local Government Development Branch, Legislation, Research & Projects 
Trust Fund Services 

[170] Provincial Users 

Agriculture, Agriculture & Community Services 
Bureau of Statistics, Data Services 
Community Development, Grants & General Administration 
Education,, Corporate & Fiscal Planning 
Environmental Protection, Research Planning 
Health, Emergency Health Services 
Justice, law Enforcement 
Labor, Support Services 
Transportation & Utilities, Municipal Services 
Transportation & Utilities, Policy Development 
Transportation & Utilities, Systems Planning 
Treasury, Finance Planning and Analysis 

[171] Municipal Users 

City of Calgary 
Corporate Economics 
Financ1e Department 
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City of Fort Saskatchewan 
City of Leduc 
County of Parkland 
County of Strathcona 
ID 19 
MD of Peace 
MD of Rocky View 
Town of Drayton Valley 
Town of Hanna 
Summer Village of Ross Haven 
Village of Clyde 

[172] Federal Users 

Employment and Immigration Canada 
Statistics Canada, Input-Output Division 
Statistics Canada, Public Institutions Division, Public Administration Section 

[173] Associations And Other Users 

Alberta Association of Municipal Districts and Counties 
Alberta Urban Municipalities Association 
McClelland & Company, Chartered Accountants* 
Nichols Applied Management 
Rural and Improvement Districts Association of Alberta 

(*Denotes written submission received). 
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APPENDIX II - PROPOSED SAMPLE AUDIT REPORT FOR FINANCIAL INFORMATION RETIJRN 

AUDITOR'S REPORT 
ON MUNICIPAL FINANCIAL INFORMATION RETURN 

To the Minist€~r of Alberta Municipal Affairs 

I have audited the municipal financial information return of the Municipality of Sampleford for the 
year ended December 31, 19. . . This financial information is prepared in accordance with the 
accounting principles prescribed by Alberta Municipal Affairs as provided for in Section 66 of the 
Municipal Government Act. This financial information is the responsibility of the municipal 
admilnistration. My responsibility is to express an opinion on this financial information based on my 
audh. 

I conducted my audit in accordance with generally accepted auditing standards. Those standards 
require that I plan and perform an audit to obtain reasonable assurance whether the financial 
infmmation is free of material misstatement. An audit includes examining, on a test basis, evidence 
supporting the amounts and disclosures in the financial information. An audit also includes assessing 
the accounting principles used and significant estimates made by management, as well as evaluating 
the overall presentation of the financial information. 

In my opinion, this information return presents fairly, in all material respects, the financial position of 
the municipality as at December 31, 19 .. and the results of its operations for the year then ended in 
accordance with the prescribed accounting principles referred to above. 

(city) 
(date.) 

Munici1pal Financial Reporting Requirements 

(signed) 
(firm) 

40 



APPENDIX m - PROPOSED CHANGES To THE MUNICIPAL ACCOUNT CODING STRUCTI.JR.E 

New Function Categories 

The following ne:w function codes are proposed for activities which do not fall specifically into 
existing function categories. They are provisional in nature, and are expected to be used infrequently 
and for very unusual circumstances. 

Function 
Number 

19 
29 
39 
49 
79 
99 

Description 

Other General Government 
Other Protective Services 
Other Transportation Services 
Other Environmental Use and Protection 
Other Recreation and Culture 
Other Other Services 

New Object Codes 

Corresponding 
FISM ~:imber 

21900 
22900 
23900 
24900 
27500 
29900 

The following object codes are proposed to be added to the MACS chart of accounts to facilitate 
accounting for specific transactions. Most of these will not be required immediately be.cause they 
relate to depreciation/amortization of capital property. 

Object 
Code 

610 
620 
630 
650 
980 
995 

Description 

Engineering Structures Amortization 
Building Amortization 
Machinery and Equipment Amortization 
Vehicles Amortization 
Write-off of Unamortized Cost of Capital Property 
Appropriated From Accumulated Surplus 

Municipal Fin.mnciail Reporting Requirement. 

Corresponding 
FISM Number 

6100-6134 
6135-6149 
6150-6199 
6157-6160 

19120 
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All:Dra 
MUNICIPAL AFFAIRS 

FINANCIAL ST A TEMENT 

For The Fiscal Year Ended December 31, 1992 

MUNICIPALITY ....... ~.~~~?~ ............................................ . 
ADDRESS ...................................................................... . 

POSTAL CODE .......••...... TELEPHONE .•....••....... FAX ..........••.•• 

NAME OF: 

MAYOR/REEVE: ................................................................ . 

TREASURER: .................................................................. . 

MAFP 118 (92'10) 
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SAMPLEFORD 
MUNICIPALITY 

CONSOLIDATED BALANCE SHEET 
As At December 31st, 1992 

CECEDING 
CONSOLIDATED ASSE:TS YEAR 

1991 

1 1 o Cash on Hand 3 000 
1 2 1 Cash 1n Chartered Elanl<S 2 47,000 
122 Cash 1n Near Banks and other Financial Institutions 3 -

' 100 TOTAL CASH ON HIAND AND ON DEPOSIT 50,000 

21 O Taxes and Grllnts-11'1-Lleu Receivable 5 75,000 
2XO Receivable from Other Governments ,, 
270 Trade Accounts Receivable , 30,000 

290 All Other Receivables a 3,000 

' 200 TOTAL ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE !FR1·241 108,000 

10 
300 TOTAL INVESTMENTS. LOANS AND ADVANCES CFA4·21J 

400,000 
4 77 Trust Accounts Adn1m1Stered (Total) 11 2.000 
490 Other Assets (Specify Capital • $ ) ,, 

1.J 
400 TOTAL OTHER ASSETS 2,000 
570 LandHekltorR_, .. ........ ... ..... fFR3·111 . ,, 30.000 
590 Other Inventories (Tanoible Assets) ~ '5 5,000 

•15 
500 TOTAL INVENTORIES (TANGIBLE ASSETS) (Ffil3·221 

35,000 
17 

610 ENGINEERING STRUCTURES FIXED ASSETS fFR6·531 7,000,000 
18 

620 BUILDING FIXED ASSETS IFR7·531 2,000,000 
HJ 

630 MACHINERY. EQUIPMENT FIXED ASSETS fFR8·53) 4,600,000 
20 

640 LAND FOR OWN GOVERNMENT USES CFR9·531 250,000 
,, 

650 VEHICLES FIXED ASSETS (FR10·53) 300,000 
2.2 

600 TOT AL FIXED ASSETS 14,150,000 
n 

800 DEBT CHARGES RE:COVERABLE 11, 000 

'" 900 NET ACCUMULATED DEFICITS IFS8·99·6) -
~·) 

TOTAL CONSOLIDATED ASSETS 14,756,000 

PRECEDING 
CONSOLIDATED LIABILITIES YEAR 

1991 

2 ~) 

100 TOTAL SHORT-TERM LOANS AND OVERDRAFTS -
2XO Payable to Other Go•vernments , .. 
270 Trade Accounts Payable 2a 15,000 
290 All Other Payables 2SI 

3C 
200 TOTAL ACCOUNTS PAYABLE tFA2·21) 15,000 

1 

31 o Debenture. Bond and Mortgage Debts fFR11·53) "' 'I ,:;76 nnn 

322 Long-Term Capital Borrowing and Capitalized Leases fFR12·53) 3;! 

323 Operat10ns Long-Tenn Borrowing ... (FRt3·5t) 3:1 25,000 
34 

300 TOT AL LONG-TERM DEBT OBLIGATIONS 3,701,000 

4 7X r..eter Rentals and Otller Deposit Uabillties 1FA15·9) 3' 7,000 
4 77 Administered Trust l.J8bilitN1s (Total) (FA14"9) 36 2 000 
4 90 Other LlabilitNIS f Specify Capital • S I (FA19·14) 3" 13,000 

"' 400 TOTAL OTHER LIABILITIES 22,000 

39 

6XX TOTAL ALLOWANCES FOR OPERATING FUNCTIONS fFR17-531 4,000 

40 

66X TOTAL CAPITAL ASSET VALUATION ALLOWANCES n:A19·53J 760,000 
4' 

7XX TOTAL RESERVES 1•0R OPERATING FUNCTIONS IFA17·531 100,000 
42 

76X TOTAL RESERVES FOR CAPITAL (FA11·531 250,000 
4:1 

800 TOTAL EQUITY IN F'IXED ASSETS (FS7·14) 
9,795,000 ... 

900 NET ACCUMULATE:D SURPLUS IFS&·99· 1 21 
109,000 

45 
TOTAL CONSOLIDATED LIUILmEs 14 ,. 756, 000 

2 
CURRENT 

YEAR 
1992 

3 000 
28,000 

-
31,000 

78,000 

21,000 

-
99,000 

200,000 
2.000 

2,000 

155 nnn 
5,000 

160,000 

7,800,000 

2,000,000 

4,67 0,000 

250,000 

220,000 

14,940,000 

10,000 

-
15,442,000 

CURRENT 
YEAR 
1992 

55,000 

-
6,000 
4,000 

10,000 

3,576,000 

15,000 

3,591,000 

8,000 

2 000 
11,000 

21,000 

5,000 
--

855,000 

80,000 

200,000 

10, ~519, 000 

106,000 

15,442,000 
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SAMPLEFORD . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
MUNICIPALITY 

COMBINED OPERATING REVENUES AND EXPENDITURES 
By Function for the Year Ended December 31, 1992 

L FUlolCTION DESCRIPTIONS 

1 1 Council and Other Legislative 
1 2 General Admin1strahon and 01ller .. 

2 1 Police Department and Sennces Used 
23 Fire Fighting and Preventive Service 
2 4 Otsaster Sen.1ee and Emergency Measures 

:25 Ambulance Serv1Ces and Fwst Aid 
:26 By·Laws Enforcement and Other 

OPERATING 
REVENUES 

(FFl19·18l 

ss,ooo 

5,000 

3,000 

OPERATING 3 NET COST OF 
EXPENDITURES OPERATIONS 

fFf:l19·35) IF'R19·381 

<::0,000 20,000 
242,000 187,000 

40,000 35 000 

4,000 l,000 

• NET GAIN FROM 
OPERATIONS 

!FFn9-37) 

.31 Common Services and/or Equipment Pool '' ll----------+--------tt--------;--------1 
93 000 393.000 300.000 .32 Roads. Streets. Walks. Lighting '3 ll----='"'-'=:<,_-+----'="-'="'---tt---==::..L=-=--;-----·---1 

.3J Airport Servic:es. '' i1----------+--------tt--------;-----·---1 
,34 Public Transil: Systems '" ii----------+--------11--------!---------1 

.37 Storm Sewers1and Drainage. '' it----------+-------+-------+-----·---i ,. 
·4 1 Water Supply and OistribuliOn System 

·42 Sanitary Sew•llO• SefYICe and Treatment . 

43 Garbage Col<&chon & Oispasal 

186,000 250,000 64,000 

50,000 15,000 35,000 
22 
11----------+--------1--------l-----·---I 

23lt----"2~0""""'0~0~0-+--~3~5~·~0~0~0'--+--~l~S~OO~O-"--+----·---t 
2• 
11----------1--------+--------;-----·---1 

25 

'51 Family and Community Support SeMcn . . '"ii----------1--------+-------+---------1 

:s2 Day Care "ii----------+--------11--------+----------1 
:SJ Other Public Health 28

11----------1--------+--------;-----·---t 

156 Cemetenes and Crematoriums 2•11---------+---------1--------4----------1 
30 

1;1 Municipal Planning, Zoning & OevelOpment "ii----------+--------11--------+------·---I 

152 Communrty and/or Agncuttural Services "11----~-----1----=-----+--------i----=--·---t 
331 ..... ___ 4~o~·~o~c.~10'--+----'3~s~,~o~o~o'-~-------+----s...:...,o_(_~)0"----1 
34 

1;6 Subd1v1S100 Land and Developments 
IH Pubhc Housw1g QperaliOns 

11-----------+--------1--------1-----·---I 
1;9 LandiHousinglBuildtng Rentals and Other 

31 

:r 1 Recreahon Board and Other SefYICes. 3•i1----=~=:.--+--"""",,-==--+---::".::----f------·---I 
n RecreatiOnlPWka Fllcilities and Programs . 3•1 .... ___ 3_0_,_o_o __ o_-+-__ 9_5_, 0_0_0 __ 1---6~5~ • ._o""o""o"--+---------1 

:r4 Culture: Community Hal, Library, Muaeum. etc. •Oii----------1--------1--------!---------1 
:r 5 ConvenliOn Centre. . .................... . 

!l 1 Gas Production and OtstribuliOn 

!12 Electrical ProducliOn and Oistribution . 
93 Telephone System. 

ll7 0pera1ina Continoencies R-

•J 

5, 

540,000 548 nnn 8 nnn 

TOTALFUNCTIONALIZEDOPERATIONS l,022,000 1,680,000 698,000 40,0()0 

GENERAL MUNICIP,IU. REVENUES: 

~I~~/~~~: :~=IS~:rpoaes . l•SHOI. :~ 
5·40 Revenues from Franchises & Concession Contracts" 10, 000 'lf';jiiffiH ::y4 q :xt;, -••:3:::u:::@'iil 10, 000 
5:SO Returns on lnvntmenbl-lnteresVOividendsletc. 55 50, 000 •i :to '· :.-f•V\;,;v •i;;;@Mft, 50, 000 
5!10 Other Revenues from Own Sources. 56 • c· ::• ,._.,. F:W')i' •@}$!$!'-', 
7:30 Federal Govt & Agencies Unconditional Grants " ·'· .. :-•,: •'· 

740 ProYlncial Govt & Agencies Unconditional Grants so 70 ,000 ' •:•:o·: •• _:_,_/\ :p·:t:->'< ,. ) • . .- 'i 70,000 
7!)0 Local Governments Unconditional Grants. ,. ::;· ... , ;:•f.%£6'/ Y-: ••• ·.:. · t / , .- --
9'~0 Other. so 15 , ooo :;wtN'TX!lJM<XUt • ... x .· .. ,, ,, 

TOTAL GENERAL MUNICIPAL REVENUES 

TOT AL MUNICIPAL OPERA TING FUNCTIONS 

NET SURPLUS OR CIEFICIT FOR YEAR 

[is County School Funcliona . . . . . . . . 

~AND TOTAL OPERATING FUNCTIONS SURPLUS/ 
DEFICIT 

. , 
62 

63 

64 

65 

665.000 ··-·:···_•.-.:-- :-.. 

1,687,000 1,680,000 698,000 

1,687,000 1,680,000 

15,000 

665 000 

705,000 

7,000 

7,000 
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SAMPLEFORD 

.MUNiCIPALJfr 

COMBINED CAPITAL FINANCING ACQUIRED AND APPLIED 
By Function for the Year Ended December 31 , 1992 

FUNDED 2 OVEREXPEND· I.' CAPITAL 
FUNCTION DESCRIPTIONS CAPITAL !TURES AT FUNDS 

AV1~· ~~~:O~i:tf' 11, ~~s,·)· 

I! 

11 Council and Other Legislative 

I! 12 General Admtn1stratton and Other 2 - - -
. 
4 ;1 

21 Police Oepertmen1 an•d Services Used 5 11 

23 Fire F1ghllng and Preventive Service 6 

24 Disaster Service and Emergency Measures . 
25 Ambulance Services and First Aid 6 '1 

26 By-Laws Enforcement and Other g ! 
tO 

,, 
31 Common Services and/or EQu1pment Pool '2 

32 Roads, Streets. Walks. Lighting . .... ... .. ... 13 11,000 - 1,000 .. 
33 Airport Services. •5 

34 Pubhc Transrt Syst811'1s 16 

3 7 Storm Sewers and 0<1linloge 17 

18 I 

41 Water Supply and Olstrotoutoon System 19 750 000 50 000 I B00,000 
20 

42 Sanitary Sewage 5en11Ce and Treatment " 
I 

22 

43 Garbage Collectoon & Otsposal 23 

24 i 

25 

51 Family and Convnunity Support Services . . .. -26 

52 Day Care " 53 Other Public Health . . .2E 

56 Cemetenes and Crematonums 29 
---i 

2:; 

61 Municipal Planning. Zonmg & Development 3· I ~ 
62 Community and1or Agricultural Services Jtj I 

66 Subd1v1soon Land and Developments 3J I 150,000 150,000 
67 Public Housing Operatoons 24 i 
69 Land/Hous1ng'Bulld1n1i Rentals and Other 35 ! --361 ! 

----1 

371 
I 'I 

71 RecrlNltlon llomrd an•l Other Servicee ...... . JS 

72 Recreation/Perlca Fac:ilities and Progrwns .. . 39 115,000 - 10,000 
74 Culture: Community 1-11111, Ubrary, Mu-.m. etc .. .4C: 

75 Convention Centre. 4• 

4' 

4) 

91 Gas PrOductoon and OtstrotoutK>n 44 - 70 000 70 ooo 
92 Electrical PrOductoon .111d Distribution 45 

93 Telephone System 46 

,, 
48 

43 

9 7 General Capital Reserves .. ..... . .... 50 

TOTAL MUNICIPAL CAPITAL FUNCTIONS 
5• 

876,000 270,000 1,031,000 

96 County School Function& 

::1 876,000 
(1) 

270,000 1,031,000 GRAND TOTAL CAPITAL r<UNCTIONS 

11) Amount to be entered fa" deletion tram eQUity as Overexpendrtures in the ·consolidated Statement of Eciuity· on page 7 

(2) Amount to be entered fa" addition ta eQUity as Unexpended Balances in the 'Consolidated Statement of EQuity' on page 7. 

• Includes prior year's UnexP8flded Funda 

• • Includes pnor year's Overexpendrture. 

' IJNEXPENOED 
FUNDS AT 
YEAR END 

!FA20·42l 

I 
I -

I 

! 

I 
10,000 

-

! 

I 

I 

i 

i 
I 

! 
i 

i 
105,000 

: 
I 

-

115,000 

(21 
115,000 
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SAMPLEFORD 

MUNICIPALITY 

TAXES LEVIED AND GRANT$-IN-LIEU 
For Preceding Year ancl Current Year Ended December 31, 1992 

ITEM DESCRIPTIONS 
PRECEDING rEAR CURRENT YEAR 

AMOUNT AMOUNT 

ILEVIES FOR REVEN~U~E:_: ------------------------1fJlb:iiL(£:·;..i··:.1f·.b·:'••;j!ill····1L,;;/.·.'°"·;i:i·····i14i:i·;JL:•'::.._-'i·~··;.:. (<_;; ··~··/...; .• ]j@~ 
111 ReeiOenllal TIXllll . . 371---------t-----:6:-":5;:-:0o-','-".C:-:10:-:0:---1 
112 Commercill TIXllll. . 3•1---------+--·__,1,..,2""5="',~ooo 
113 lndualrilll rax1111 . . 3•.._ _______ + ___ 1_2-=5,.:'-'c . ...;10-'0_

4 
114 Farmt.nd 1-IX.. . •C 5, 000 

'110 SUB·TOTAIL FOR REAL PROPERTY TAXES 

120 $pec181 Aueaaments and Local lml)rovements 

1 30 Mobile Heme License Fees Collected 

1 70 Business Tax ...... 

190 Power, PIPe, C8ble T .V. and Other Taxllll . 
230 Federal Glw!ts-ln-Ueu of Taxes 

240 ProYincial Grants-ln-Ueu of Tax1111. 

250 Other Local Government Grants-ln-Ueu . 

270 Other Gnma-ln-Ueu of Taxes. 

"100/200 TOTAL TAXES AND ORANTSolPM.IEU 

UPENDED IY TRANSFERS: 

7 4X Pr0111nc181 Planning Fund Requoaition 

7 4X School Foundation Progrsn RequlSitionls) Tollll 

SUPPLEMENTARY SCHOOL REQUISITIONS• 

75X . SAM:E't•l': .. JU:.IGH.'l'S. 
75X 
75X 
75X 
75X 
75X 
75X 
75X 

()THER REQUISITIONS• 

75X SAM,PJ;~ .~.VE~. 
75X 
75X 
75X Nur!ljng Home. 

(F$S·321 70,000 
5,000 

15,000 
70.000 

... •1---------+----=5~,~c=~'o~o=---t 
30,000 

10 
l,100,000 

· .. 
·<5 .:··}%•··········!'.•'•·······;!% 

. 11 5,000 
. '12 50,000 

. S.O. No. 'lPO .. •3t---------+---4_2_5_,~c __ io_o _ __, 
.... s.o. No .. ' ' 141-------------------i 

. s.o. No. ' ' 1 s t---------+----------i 
.... '. s.o. No. ' . 1•1---------1-----------i 

.. s.o. No. 17 

.. S.D. No. 

.. s.o No . 

. S.O. No. 

t-----~---t-----------t 

...... H.o. No. . 99 .. "11---------+----2_5_,_o_o_o_--t 
.. H.0. No. . . 2211----------1-----------i 
.H.0. No. .2311----------1-----------i 

..2•11---------1-----------t 

..2511-------------~~,~---i 
. .. Seniors Foundation 2•11---------+-----2_: s_,'-c __ 10_0_-1 

75X Auxilillry Hospital .... 

75X . 'SAMPI,EV,l;E~ . 
75X ..... Seniors Foundation 271---------1-----------i 
75X .......................................... . 
75X 

1'401750 SU•TO'fAL FOR REQUISITION TRANSFERS 

llALANCE OF LEVIES FOR MUNICIPAL PURPOSES 

ALLOCATED AS SPECIAL MUNICIPAL LEVIES• 

120 Specie! "'-and L.ocaf Improvements 

1 XX/2XX Spec:iel L9vies tor ()perllliona .... 

1 XX/2XX levift tor ~ PrQfeClll and Speciel ~ 

100/200 SU•TOTAL SPECIAL MUNICIPAL LEVl£S 

1100/200 NET TAUS FOR GENERAL MUNICIPALPURPOSESC11 

............... 281---------1-----------i 
. ....•••••..•• 29 

3v 

530,000 

31 

570,000 

..... 1.,.11.1 .... 20-21 •• 
321----------1-----7t..;'n>t.L.r•~'"~"-~ 

. ...• IFA19-1) •• 33 
t---------+---------t 

fFlll20-21 . 34 

35 
70,CIOO 

38 
lFS3·52) SOO,CIOO 

( 1 ) The 'Net Tax" tor GenerW Municipal Puri>oees · muat be Ille ....,. as Ille .mount on page 3. 

DETAILED BREAKDOWN OF SPECIAL MUNICIPAL LEVIES 

[ SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS ANO LEVIES FOR CAPIT AIL PROJECTS 
LOCAL IMPROVEMENTS SPECIAIL LEVIES FOR OPERATIONS ANO SPECIAL RESERVES 

!LINE 311 11.MJJI IUNE3.t1 

FUNCTION AMOUNT FUNCTION AMOUNT FUNCTION AMOUNT 

32 70,000 

70,000 
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SAMPLEFORD 
MUNICIPALITY 

CONSOLIDATED STATEMENT OF SURPLUS (DEFICIT) 
As al the Year Ended December 31, 1992 

FUNCTION DESCRIPTIONS AIRPORT SERVICES 

ITEM DESCRIPTIONS (33) 
DEFICIT SURPLUS 

- Preceding Year Balance l , 
- Adjustments to Prior YllW!I ' • 
- Current Year Operations (from page 31. J 9 

" 
- Transfers to and from Other Functions . . 1(.. J 

- SUB· TOT Al 
, \1 ' 

- Balance at Year End • " ' 
~~NS 

STORM SEWERS AND 
DRAINAGE SYSTEMS 

ITEM (37) 
DEFICIT SURPLUS 

- Preceding Year Balance l 7 l .... 
- Adjustments to Prior Yews ... ... . . 2 • ' ..... 
- Current Y.., Operation• (from page 3) . .... 3 9 3 

- Transfers to and from Other Functions .. .... 4 10 4 

-SUB·TOTAL. ... . .... 5 \1 5 . ..... 
- Balance at Year End • 12 6 

~~TIONS 
SANITARY SEWAGE 

SERVICE AND TREATMENT 
ITEM (42) 

DEFICIT SURPLUS 

- Preceding Year Balance ' 7 15,000 l 

- Adjustments to Prior Years . • ' 
-Current Year Operabons. (from page 3). J 9 35.000 3 

- Transfers to and from Other Functions .. 4 10 4 

- SUB· TOT AL . 5 \1 5 

- Balance at Year End 6 " 50,000 • 

~~NS 
SUBDIVISION LAND 

AND DEVELOPMENTS 
ITE (66) 

DEFICIT SURPLUS 

- Preceding Y- Balance 7 80 000 l ...... 
- Ad1ustments to Prior Years 2 • 2 

- Current Year ()perabons. (from page 3) . 3 g 5,000 3 .. 
- Transfers to and from Otl>er Functions . J 10 J 

-SUB·TOTAL .. 5 " 5 

- Balance at Year End ' 12 85 000 ' 
~~NS 

ELECTRICAL PRODUCTION 
AND DISTRIBUTION SYSTEMS 

ITE (92) 
DEFICIT SURPLUS 

- Preceding Year Balance 7 l 

- Adjustments to Prior Years 2 8 2 

- Current Year Operations. (from page 3) .. J 9 3 

- Transfers to and from Oiiier Functions . 4 10 4 

-SUB·TOTAL. 5 ., 
' 

- Balance at Year End 6 1.;: . 
~~NS 

ITEM lJ 
DEFICIT SURPLUS 

- Preceding Y- Balance 
l 7 1 

- Adjustments to f!no< Years . ' • ' ······· 
-Current Year Operations (from peg. 3) . J 9 J 

- Transfers to and from Otll8f Functions .. 4 10 4 

- SUB· TOTAL. 5 11 5 

- Balance at Year End • 12 • 

~~NS 
AU. OTHER OPERATIONS 

DEFICIT/SURPLUS 
ITE (98) 

DEFICIT SURPLUS 

- Preceding Year Balance 22,000 ' 10 

- Adiustments to Prior Years (1) 10,000 ' --
- Current Year Operations (from page 3) J ~ 54,000 
- Transfers to and from Otl1er Functions 4 10 

--
- SUB· TOTAL . 1! 

- Balance at Year End ' " 22 000 

PUBLIC TRANSIT SYSTEMS 

(34) 
DEFICIT SURPLUS 

• 
g 

10 

•1 

'2 

WATER SUPPLY AND 
DISTRIBUTION SYSTEMS 

0-;J 
DEFICIT SURPLUS 

7 3,000 
• 

64,000 9 

10 

,, 
61,000 12 

GARBAGE COLLECTION 
AND DISPOSAL SYSTEMS 

(43) 
DEFICIT SURPLUS 

8,000 7 

• 
15 000 g 

10 

,, 
23,000 12 

GAS PRODUCTION AND 
DISTRIBUTION SYSTEMS 

(91) 
DEFICIT SURPLUS 

7 41,000 
• 

8.ooo 9 

·o 

" ., 
33.000 

TELEPHONE SYSTEM 
(EDMONTON ONLY) 

(93) 
DEFICIT SURPLUS 

7 

8 

g 

10 .. 
• 2 

COUNTY SCHOOL 

(9eJ 
DEFICIT St:IRPLUS 

7 

• 
9 

10 

\1 

12 

TOTAL NET ACCUMULATED 
DEFICIT/SURPLUS (TO FS21 

(99) 
DEFICIT SURPLUS 

12 106,000 

Any adjustmenlll to prior years entered on Lines 2 0< B of any lunciion muat be fully eicpluied in the notes to the financial allltemenlll on Page 7. 

(1) Appropriation of accumulated surplus to road function 32 .. 
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SAMPLEFORD 

MUNICIPALITY 

CONSOLIDATED STATEMENT OF EQUITY IN FIXED ASSETS TO DECEMBER 31, 1992 

ITEM DESCRIPTIONS 

PRECEDING YEAR BALANCE OF EQUITY 
Prior Year Unexpenoed/Overexpended (2) 

CHANGES DURING THE YEAR 

31 0 D_,,tures. Bond.' and Mortgages 

320 L.onQ·Tenn Debt arid Captailzed Leases IF••2·5:1i 

490 Other Assets and/or Liabilities "1 
61 O EnganHmg Structures Fixed Assets IF••·•l> 

620 Buildings Fixed Assets !FA7·53i 

630 Machinery, EQUipment, Fixed Assets 

640 I.Mid tor Own Government Use 

650 Vtlhicte Fixed Aaae1s . 

!FR8·53i 

1FA9·531 

DELETE 
FROM 

EQUITY 

40,000 

80,000 

AD 
TO 

EQUITY 

70,000 

66X Fixed Assets Valulltion Alowances (or Depreciation~o .,__._9~5_..,_o_o_o_....,, __ ,,,,,,.,.,.,,_,,..,,,.. 
xx~ a-expenditures at Y- End ll'S4·•ll • • ..,..,,...,,,2;;;.;.,10;;.,;,,,;;o,;;o.;;o,...d'",,,."" ....... ._..._~~··· ·.,;· .... ... 
xxx unexpended Balance for Capital Pr0f9CtsfFS4·•l1 ,, ., ':·:+axu: 115, ooo 

TOT Al CHANGES TO EQUITY THIS YEAR 

IOO CLOSING BALANCE OF EQUITY IN FIXED ASSETS 
IFS2-2·431 

(2) Line 1, Col. 1 · Pr!oryeer unexpended funds(PRIORYR. FS4.+53) 

Line 1, Col. 2 ·Prior year owerexpenditures (PRIOR YR. FS.2·53) 

BALANCE 
OF 

EQUITY 

9,795,000 

(1) Any entry on Line 4, Column 1 or 2. must be fully explained in the notesto the financial statements on Page 7. 

NOTES TO FINANCIAL STATEMENTS 
*(Include relevant notes for accounting policies. procedures and principles; for any material adjustments or changes in 
financial positioo; and for any contingent liabilities or major new projects.) 

"N0TE1 
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SAMPLEFORD 
MUNICIPALITY 

COMPARATIVE ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE FOR OPERATIONS AND CAPITAL 
For Preceding Year and as December 31, 1992 

200 OPERATING RECEIVABLES 200 CAPITAL RECEIVABLES 

FUNCTIONS 2 4 

PRECEDING YEAR CURRENT PRECEDING YEAR CURRENT 
BALANCE BALANCE BALANCE BALANCE 

XX Current Taxes and Grants·in·l.Jeu 50,000 58,000 
. 

xx Arrears Taxes and Grants·in·Lie1u 2 20,000 15,000 . .... 

xx Taxes on PrO!Mlr1V Acquired tor Ta'"'S 5,000 5,000 .. ·· .. 

32 Roads. Streets Walks. Lighting 4 

3·• Public Transit Systems. ; 

3'7 Storm Sewers and Drainage ' 
41 Water Supply and Distribution e 22,000 15,000 

4:2 Sanitary Sewage Service and Treatment • 
10 

'' 

515 Cemetenes and Crematoriums . 'I 

62 Community and/or Agricultural Serviees .. .. 1.2 

616 Subdivision Lend and Developments. . . 13 

6 7 Public HouainQI Operations . ........ ,. ..... 

61~ Land/Housing/lluilding Rentals Md Other .. 15 

16 

" 
7:! Recreation/Parl<s Fec~ities & Programs '. 91 Gas Production & Distribution. 19 8,000 6 000 
9:2 Electrical Production & Distnbution 20 

9:3 Telephone System " 
91l County School Functions. 22 

9a All Other Functions Receivables . 23 3,000 -
Q,llAND TOTAL FUNCTIONS RECEIVABLES (1) 

24 
108,000 99,000 - -

(1) The sum of ()p<irating and Capital balances for preceding and for current year must equal the "200 Total Accounts Receivable" amounts 1n the 
'Consolidated Balance Sheet' on page 2. 

COMPARATIVE ACCOUNTS PAYABLE FOR OPERATIONS AND CAPITAL 
For Preceding Year and as December 31, 1992 

200 OPERATING PAYABLES 200 CAPITAL PAYABLES 

FUNCTIONS 3 4 

PRECEDING YE.t.R CURRENT PRECEDING YEAR CURRENT 
BALANCE BALANCE BALANCE BALANCE 

32 Roads. Streets. Walks. LJghting ... 1 8 000 - ·-
34 Public Transit Systems. 2 

37 Storm Sewers and Drainage. 3 

4 

41 Water Suppty and Distributoon 5 2,000 
42 Sanitary Sewage Service and Treatment 6 3,000 

r 

516 Cemeteries and Crematoriums • 
62 Community and1or Agncultural Services , 
66 Subdivosoon Land and Developments .. 10 

67 Public Housing Operations . ,, 
69 Land/Housing/Building Rentals and Other. 12 

.. .... 13 

,. 
n Recreation/Pairks Fscilities & Programs . •5 2.000 2 000 
91 Gas Produclioli & Distribution . 16 2,000 6,000 
92 Electrieal Production & Distribution 17 

93 Telephone System . ,. 
9•6 County School Functions ,. 
9iB All Other Functions Payables . ' 20 

21 
15,000 10,000 GRAND TOTAL FUNCTIONS PAYABLES(2) - -

(2) The sum of Operating and Capital balances for preceding and for current year must equal the "200 Total Accounts Payable" amounts 1n the 
'Consolidated 8'11ance Sheet' on page 2. 
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SAMPLEFORD 
MUNICIP AUTY 

COMPARATIVE INVENTORIES 
For Preceding Year and as December 31. 1992 

500 INVENTORIES 

FUNCTIONS REPORTED ' PRECEDING YEAR CURRENT 
BALANCE BALANCE 

31 Common Services and/or EQutpment Pool 1 l,000 l,000 
32 Ro9ds, Streets. Walks, Lighting 2 2,000 2,000 
34 Public TranSi1 Systems .. 3 

37 Storm Sewers and Drainage . • 2,000 2,000 
5 

41 Water Supply and Dtstnbution 6 

42 Sanitary Sewage Service and Treatment 7 

8 

56 Cemet-s and Crematoriums. 9 

62 Community and/or Agricultural Services . ····· 10 

66 Subdivision Land and Developments. fF$2·U) . 11 30 000 155.000 
6 7 Public Hous.ng Operations .. 12 

69 Land/Houaing/Building Rentals and Other. .... . .. 13 

,. 
15 

91 Gas Production & Distribution. .... . . . . . . . 16 

92 Electnc:al Production & Distribution .. .... ..... .. 17 

93 Telephone System .... . ... 18 

19 

96 Countv School Functions. ... 20 

98 Al Other Functions Inventories .... 21 

22 
GRAND TOTAL FUNCTIONS INVENTORIES (1) 35,000 160,000 

( 1) Must 8QU81 the preceding and current y- amounts in "500 Total Inventories (Tangible Assets)" in the Consolidated Balance Sheet on P9Q9 2. 

COMPARATIVE INVESTMENTS FOR OPERATIONS AND CAPITAL 
For Preceding Year and as December 31, 1992 

300 OPERATING INVESTMENTS ! 300 CAPITAL INVESTMENTS 
" 

FUNCTIONS REPORTED 1 2 ' 3 4 

PRECEDING YEAR CURRENT PRECEDING YEAR CURRENT 
BALANCE BAL.ANCE BALANCE BALANCE 

32 Roads. Streets. Walks. Lighting 1 

34 Public TranSit Systems 2 

37 Storm Sewers and Dnunage . ...... 3 

• 
41 Water Supply and Dtstr1but10n ' 200 000 lOOiOOO 
42 S..itary Sewage Servic• and Treatment 6 

7 

8 

62 Community and'or Agrn:ultural Services 9 

66 Subd1v1sion Land and Developments 10 

67 Public Housing Operat•>ns " 
69 LandiHousongiBuiklwig l'lentals and Other 12 

13 

14 

91 Gas Production & Distribution~ . . . . . . . . . .. 15 

92 Electrical Production & Distribution .. 16 

93 Telephone System . .............. .. ......... 17 

18 

96 County School Functions 19 

98 All Other Functions Investments 20 200,000 100,000 

GRAND TOTAL FUNCTIONS INVESTMENTS (2) 
21 

200,000 100,000 200,000 100,000 

( 2) The sum of Operating and Capital balances for the pr~ y- and the current ye11 must equal the "300 Total Investments. Loans and 
Advances" on page 2 

INVESTMENTS BY TYPE HELD AT DECEMBER 31, 1"2 

I OPERATING INVESTMENTS : I 
I CAPITAL INVESTMENTS 

I GRAND TOTAL INVESTMENTS 3 I 

FEDERAL 
GOVERNMENT 
AND AGENCIES 

100,000 

100.000 

PROVINCIAL 
GOVERNMENT 
AND AGENCIES 

LOCAL 
GOVERNMENTS 
AND AGENCIES 

SECURmES 
BONDS AND 

DEBENTURES 

~K CERTIFICATES 
AND TERM 
DEPOSITS 

l00,000 

l00.000 
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SAMPLEFORD 

MUNICIPALITY 

810 ENGINEERING STRUCTURES FIXED ASSETS 
Continuity During the Year Ended December 31, 1992 

1 BEGINNING 2 ADDITIONS J 

FUNCTION DESCRIPTIONS OF YEAR DURING 
BALANCE THE YEAR -

11 Council and Other Leg1slat1ve 

12 General Adm1n1strat10n and Other 2 

J 

' 
21 Police 0ePBJ1ment and Services Used . ; 

23 Fire F1ghhn~ and Preventrve SeMCe • -· 24 Disaster Service and Emergency Measures ' 
25 Ambulance Services and Fwst Aid • -· 26 By-Laws Enlorcement and Other • 

10 

" 
31 Common Services andlor Equopmenl Pool •2 

32 Roeds. Stret•ts. Walks. l.Jghtmg. ,, 4,420,000 
'4 

33 Alrpor1 Services. " 
34 Public Transit Systems 16 

3 7 Storm Sewets and Drainage . ..... .17 

18 

41 Water Supply and Distribution System ,. l,oOO,uuu t:IUU,000 

20 

42 Sanitary 5e¥1age Service and Treatment 21 ~uu,uuu 

22 

43 Garbage Collection & OlgposaJ 23 

24 

25 

5 1 Family and C:ommunity Support Services ..... ... 26 

52 Day Care 2' 

53 Other Public Health . .. 2B 

56 Cemetenes and Crematoriums .. . 29 

JO 

61 Mun1c1pal Planning. Zoning & Development J• 

62 Community and1or A.gncuttural Services 32 

66 SuDd1v1s1on I.and and Developments JJ 

67 Public Housmg Operations .J• 

69 L.andlHousmglBudding Rentals and Other 35 

.36 

37 

71 RecreatiOn eo.d and Other Servicea . .. 38 

72 Recreation/Parks Facilities and Programs . ... ,39 80,000 

74 Culture: Community Hiii. Library, M~. etc ... .40 

75 Convention Centre. ..... 41 
42 

43 I 
91 Gas PrOductoon and OtstribuhOn 44 

92 EleclrlCal Production and DtstribuhOn ·" 
93 Telephone System . ..... . .. 

47 

•• 
.. •• 

...... .... . .. .... 50 

1'0TAL MUNICIPAL CAPITAL FUNCTIONS 
51 

7,000,000 800,000 

52 t" ,,, .. ,, ..... ,...... . .... ............ 
53 (ll 7,000,000 (2) (2) 

IRAND TOTAL C:APITAL FUNCTIONS 800,000 

REDUCTIONS 4 CURRENT 
DURING YEAR END 

THE YEAR BALANCE 

--

--

--

4,420,000 

--

- 2,400,uuu 

900,000 

--

--

--
--

I 

--

80,000 

--

7,800,000 

111
7,800,000 

(11 The grand tollll .,_.,II tor "Beginning of Y- e.llnce" and "Current Y- End 8*1ce" muat agree wltll apprOl)riate ~sheet ttems on 
page 2. 

(2) The grand tolld amounts for "Additions·· and "Reductions" muat agree with the 8PP<0Pr1Bte change in eQuity items on page 7: and these 
amounts are to include any adjustments to prior years' balan<:es or for other noted reasons. 

NOTE: List any 8SS4tts of Other Local Governments assumed by and/or transferred to Other Local Governments. 
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SAMPLEFORD 
MUNICIPALITY 

820 BUILDING FIXED ASSETS 
Continuity During lhe Year Ended December 31, 1992 

, BEGINNING 2 ADDITIONS 3 
FUNCTION DESCRIPTIONS OF YEAR DURING 

BALANCE THE YEAR 

11 Council and Other Legislative 

12 General Admm1Strabon and Other ' 400,000 
J I 

4 

21 Police Department and Services Used 

23 Fire Figntong and Pre<tenlive Service 6 220,000 
24 Disaster Service and Emergency Measures 7 

25 Ambulance Services •Ind First Aid 8 

26 By-Laws Enforcement and Other 9 

•O 

,. 

31 Common Services ar>~/or EQuipment Pool .'2 

32 Roads. Streets. Walcl, Lighting,. ... ....... 13 212 000 .. 
33 Airport Services 15 

34 Publtc Transit Systems •6 

3 7 Storm Sewers and Drainage " 
•8 I 

41 Water Supply and Oislrobulion System •Q 100,000 
20 

42 Sanrtary Sewage Service and Treatment , . 8,000 
.. 

43 Garbage Colecbon & OtsposaJ 23 

24 

25 

51 Family and Community Support Services . .. ... . 26 

52 Day Care 21 

53 Otner Public Health .. .28 

56 Cemeteries and Crematoriums . " 
32 

==+ 61 Munocopal Ptannong. Zc>nmg & Development J' 

62 Community and/or Agricultural Services 32 

66 Subdovosion Land and Devek>Oments. 33 

~ 67 Public HouS1ng Operallions 34 

69 Land/HouS1ng/Buitding Rentals and Other .35 

.36 

I ,. 
71 Recreation Board and Other Services ...... .... .36 1,060,000 ==t 72 Recrealion!Pwks F-- and Programs . ....... 39 

74 Culture: Community Helt. library. Museum, etc .. • ..i.::: 

75 ConventiOn Centre. . . . . . . . .... .. ,, 

" 
.:3 

91 Gas PrOductoon and Distribution 44 

92 Electrical PrOductoon and Distribution . .a5 

93 Telephone System . . . . . . ... 
41 

46 

.49 

50 

TOTAL MUNICIPAL CAPITAL FUNCTIONS 2,000,000 -
52 

96 County School Functions. 

53 (1) (2) (2) 
GRAND TOTAL CAPITAL FUNCTIONS 2,000,000 -

REDUCTIONS 4 CURRENT 
DURING YEAR END 

THE YEAR BALANCE 

400,000 

·-

220.noo 

212 000 

100 nnn 

8,000 

·-

! 

1,060,000 

' 

- 2,000,000 

(1) 

- 2,000,000 

( 1 I The grand total wnounta for "lleginl'WIQ of v- llelmnce" Ind "Current Year End Balence" muet agree with appropriate ti.lence sheet rtems on 
pege 2. 

( 2 I The grand total amounts tor "Additions" and "ReductiOns" mu•t agree with the appr-oate change in &QUily items on page 7; and these 
amounts are to include ar'Y aaiustments to priOr years· balances or tor otner noted reasons. 

NOTE: l..Jst any assets of Other Local Governments assumed by and/or transferred lo Other Local Governments. 

' 
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SAMPLEFORD 
......... 
MUNICIPALITY 

830 MACHINERY, EQUIPMENT FIXED ASSETS 
Contrnurty Our 1ng the Year Ended December 31, 1992 

I BEGINNING 2 ADDITIONS 
FUNCTION DESCRIPTIONS OF YEAR DURING 

BALANCE THE YEAR 

11 Council and Other LeglSlat<Ve ' 
12 General ~1dm1n1stratt0n and Other 2 40,000 -

3 

4 

21 Police Department and Serv.ces Used 5 

23 Fire Fiohtong and PreventJVe Service e 100,000 -
24 Disaster Service and Emergency Measures 7 

25 Ambulance Services and First Aid 8 

26 By-Laws !Enforcement and Other 9 

10 

" 
31 Common Services and/or Equipment Pool 12 

32 Roam. S11eets. Walks. l.Jgl>ling .. .. .. 13 115,000 -
14 

33 AirpC>rt &1rvic:es 15 

34 Public Transrt Systems . 16 

3 7 Storm Se>vens and Oraonage .. " 
18 

41 Water Supply and OtstributK>n System 19 493,000 -
20 

42 Sanitary Sewage Service and Treatment 21 15,000 -
22 

43 Garbage Collecllon & Otsp0saJ 23 7,000 -
24 

25 

51 Family an1~ Community Support Services ....... 26 

52 Day Care 27 

53 Other Put~ic Health . ,28 

56 Cerneteritts and Crematoriums . 29 

JO 

61 Municipal Planning. Zoning & Development 31 

62 Communily and1or Agricultural Services 32 

66 Subd1V1S1C1n Land and Developments. 33 

67 Publl<: Housing Operations 3• 

69 LandlHousong1Build1ng Rentals and Other 35 

30 

3' 

71 Recreation Boerd and Other Services . ..... 38 

72 Recreatie>nlParl<a Facilities and Programs . 39 30,000 -
74 Culture: Community Half. Ubrwy, Museum. etc .. 40 

75 Convention Centre. .. 
42 

•3 

91 Gas ProductK>n and Otstr1but10n .. 3,800,000 70,000 
92 Electrical Producllon and OtstributK>n 45 

93 T etephon1t System . .... ............. . .46 ., 
•8 

•9 

50 ... .... ..... ········ 

TOTAL MUNICIPAL CAPITAL FUNCTIONS 
51 

4,600,000 70,000 

52 

96 County School Functions. . ... 

53 (1) (2) 
GRAND TOT AL CAPITAL FUNCTIONS 4,600,000 70,000 

J REDUCTIONS . CURRENT 
DURING YEAR ENO 

THE YEAR BALANCE 

- 40 000 

- 100,000 

- 115,000 

- 493,000 

- 15.000 

- 7,000 

I 

- 30,000 

- 3 870,000 

- 4,670,000 
-

(2) (t) 

- 4,670,000 

(11 The grand ~>181 .mounts for "Beginning of Y- Bmnce" and "Current Y- End Belance" muet agree with apprOl>fiate ti.lance llheet items on 
page 2. 

121 The grand total amounts tor "Additions" and "Reductions" mu•t agree with Ille approPfiate change in equity items on page 7. and these 
amounts are to include any adjustments to pnor years' balances or for other noted reasons. 

l~OTE List any assets of Other Local Governments assumed by and/or transferred to Other Local Governments. 
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FUNCTION DESCRIPTIONS 

SAMPLEFORD ......... 
MUNICIPALITY 

640 LAND FOR GOVERNMENT USE 
Continuity During the Year Ended December 31. 1992 

BEGINNING ' AOOITIONS 
OF YEAR DURING 
BALANCE THE YEAR 

11 Council and Other Le·g1slat1ve 

~ 
12 General Adm1n1strabon and Other 2 20,000 

3 . 
21 Pohce Department and Services Used 5 

23 Fire FightWlg and Pre••enbve Serviee 6 I 
24 Disaster Service and Emergency Measures , 
25 Ambulance Services 1111d Fwsl Aid 8 

26 By·L.aws Enforcemen·1 and Other 9 

10 

,, 
31 Common Services ""'jlor EQIJlpment Pool 12 

32 Roads. Streets, Wallm. Lighting .. ..... .... 13 80,000 -,. 
33 Airport Services 15 

34 Public TranSit System:s 16 

37 Storm Sewers and Dranage . " 
•• 

41 Water Supply and OosttributiOn System 19 90,000 -
20 

42 Sen1tary Sewage Service and Treatment . 2 ~ 30.000 -
.22 

43 Garbage Collection & DiSl>Osal 23 20,000 -
.24 

.25 

51 Fsnily and Communlt)· Support Se<vic:ea ········ .26 

52 Day Cate ,, 
53 Other Public Health .. . . . . . . ' '' .28 

56 Cernetenes and Crema:tonums . ...... 29 10,000 -
30 

61 Municipal Planning. Zoning & Development 3• 

62 Community and/or Agricultural ServlCes 32 

66 Subdlv1soon Land and l)evelopments. 33 

67 Public Housing Operations 34 

69 L.and/Hou5"'glBuitd1ng Rentals and Other 35 

36 

~ 

71 Recreation ao.d and Other Se<vic:es . ... .38 

72 Recreatlon/Par1<a Facilities and Pr~ . .. ... .39 

74 Culture: Community Hall, Wbrary, Museum, etc .. •• 4C 

75 Convention Centre .. ... . . . . . . ..... ..... 4' 

42 

,, 
91 Gas Production and Oo.~tributoon ... 
92 Electrical Production and Distribution . 45 

93 Telephone System ....... ... ., ... 
•• 

.... 50 

TOTAL MUNICIPAL CAPITAL FUNCTIONS 
51 

250,000 

52 

1.,, 
96 County School Functioris . 

53 
250,000 

(2) 
GRAND TOTAL CAPITAL FUNCTIONS 

3 REDUCTIONS . CURRENT 
DURING YEAR END 

THE YEAR BALANCE 

- 20,000 

- 80,000 

- 90 000 

- 30.000 

- 20,000 

- 10,000 

250,000 

(2) (1) 
250,000 

( 1) The grand total ~ta ll>r "Beginning of v- Balance" and "Current Y- End Balance" must agree with 8WO!>'illte bllllnce si.et items on 
page 2. 

(2) The grand total amounts for "Additions" and "ReductiOns" must agree with the appropnate change in equity items on page 7; and these 
amounts are to include anv adjustments to p1ior years' balances or for other noted reasons 

NOTE: List any assets of Othe,. Local Governments assumed by and/or transferred to Other Local Govemmen!S. 

l 
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SAMPLEFORD 

MUNICIPALITY 

850 VEHICLE FIXED ASSETS 
Continuity During the Year Ended December 31, 1992 

[ BEGINNING 2 ADDITIONS 
F'UNCTION DESCRIPTIONS OF YEAR DURING 

BALANCE THE YEAR 

11 Council and Olller Legislative , 
12 General Adm1mstrabon and Other 2 

3 

' 
21 Police Departmen1 and Serv1Ces Used 5 

23 Fire Fighlir1g and Preventive SeMce 6 so 000 -
24 Disaster Sennce and Emergency Measures 7 

25 Ambulance Serv1Ces and Fwst Aid a 
26 By-Laws Enforcement and C>ther 9 

10 

11 

31 Common Serv1Ces andtor EqU1Ptnent Pool 12 

32 Roads. Streets, WelkS. Lighting ... .... .... .13 130,000 
,. 

33 Airport Services 15 

34 Public Tram1it Systems . 16 ,__ 
3 7 Storm Sewers and Drainage . .. ...... 17 

18 

41 Water Supply and Dtstnbution System 19 

20 

42 Sanitary Sewage Serv1Ce and Treatment 21 

22 ,__ 
43 Garbage C·olection & Disposal 23 ,__ 20,000 

2• 

25 

51 Family and Community Support SeMcee ...... ... 26 

52 Day Care .27 

53 Other Publ.: Health .. .... 26 

56 Cemet-s and CrernatonurrlS. . 29 

30 

61 Municipal Planning. zon.,g & Development 31 

62 Community and1or Agricuhural Services 32 

66 Subdlv1soor1 Land and Devetopments. 33 

67 Pub!.: Housing ()perattons 34 

69 Land/Housing1Bu1lding Rentals and Other 35 

36 

3' 

71 Reaeetion Bow<! and Other Services . ..... 38 ~ 

72 Reaeetion/Parks Facillties and Progrwns . ..... 39 100,000 

74 Culture: Community Hall, Library. Museum. etc .. 40 

75 Convention Centre. .. .... 41 

•2 

43 

91 Gas PrOducbon and Dtstr1bult0n 44 

92 Electrical PrOduction and Dtstnbution .. 
93 Telephone System . ·•• 

47 -•• 
•9 

.... ... . .. 50 

TOTAL MUNICIPAL CAPITAL FUNCTIONS 
51 

300,000 -
52 t ,,,...,.,.., ........ 
53 (1) (2) 

GRAND TOTAL CAPITAL FUNCTIONS 300,000 -

3 REDUCTIONS ' CURRENT 
DURING YEAR END 

THE YEAR BALANCE 

--

--- sn "'"' 

13() 000 

2() 000 

--

-

80,000 20 000 .. 

-
·-

-

-

80,000 220,000_ 

(2) (1) 

80,000 220,000 

(1) The grWld tobll - for "Beginning of Y- Bellnce" and "Current Y- End 8*1ce" lllU81 agree with mppre>pri9te bllmnc• llMet item8 on 
PllQ9 2. 

(2') The grand total amounts for '"Additions" and "Reductions" mu at agree with the awopriate change in equity items on page 7: and lllese 
amounts are to include any adjustments to prior years· belances or for other noted reasons. 

NOTE· List any assets of Other Local Governments assumed by and/or transferred to Other Local Governments. 
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SAMPLEFORD . . . . . . . . . . 
MUNICIPALITY 

310 DEBENTURES, BOND AND MORTGAGE ISSUES 
Continurty During the Year Ended December 31. 1992 

BEGINNING 2 ADDITIONS 3 
FUNCTION DESCRIPTIONS OF YEAR DURING 

BALANCE THE YEAR 

11 Council and Other Leg1slatrve 

12 General Admrnrstratic:>n and Other 2 

3 . 
21 POiice Department and Servrces Used 5 

23 Frre F1ghtW1g and Pr.,ventive Serviee 6 

24 Otsaster Servrce and Emergency Measures 7 

25 Ambulance Servrces and First Aid • 
26 By-Laws Enforcement and Other 9 

10 

" 
31 Common Servrces Bl>dior EQU1pment Poor 12 

32 Roads. Streets. Wafl<S. l.Jghtong,. ... 13 1 385 000 -
" 

33 Airport Services 15 

34 Public Transit Systems 16 

3 7 Storm Sewers 8l>d Drainage . .. ... " .. 
41 Water Supply and Ot:strrbutoon System 19 - 1501000 

20 

42 Sanrtary Sewage Servrce and Treatment 21 

22 

43 Garbage COllectoon a. DtspasaJ 23 

24 

25 I 
51 Family and Cornmun;1y Support Servrces . . .. 26 

52 Day Care .27 

53 Other Public Health ... .. 28 

56 Cemet-s and Crematoriums. .... ····· 29 

.30 

61 Munrc1pal Planning. z:onrng & Development .3• 

62 Communrty and1or Aoncultural Services 32 

66 Subd1v1soon Land and Developments. 33 115,000 -
67 Public Housing OperiOtoons 3• 

69 Land!Housing/Burldrng Rentals and Other 35 

36 
I 

]7 '. 

71 Aecreallon Board 81'1<:1 Other Servrces .. ........ .38 

: 72 Recreation/Parks Facilities and Programs . ... 39 

74 Culture: Community Hall, Ubrary, Muaeum. etc ... 40 

75 Convention Centre. ........ .. . .. ., 
42 

4' 

91 Gas Proouctoon and [~stributoon "' 2.176 000 -
92 Electrrcal Production and Otstrrbutoon 45 

--, 
93 Telephone System .... .46 

47 

•• 
49 

50 

TOTAL MUNICIPAL CAPITAL FUNCTIONS 
51 

3,676,000 150,000 

52 
96 County School Functic>ns . . ..... 

53 (1) (2) (2) 
GRAND TOTAL CAPITAL !FUNCTIONS 3,676,000 150,000 

REDUCTIONS . CURRENT 
DURING YEAR END 

THE YEAR BALANCE 

102,000 1,283,000 

- 1501000 

20,000 95,000 

I 

128.000 2,048,000 

250,000 3,576,000 

250,000 
(1) 

3,576,000 

( 1) The grBl>d tollll llTIOl.rrtl1 tor "Beginning of v- Balance" and "Current Veer End Balance'" must agree with appropriate balance 9Met items on 
page 2. 

(21 The grand total amounts tor "Additions" and "Reductions" mull agree with tile appropriate change in eQuity items on page 7: and these 
amounts are to rnclucle any ad1ustrnents to prior years· balarrces or tor other noted reasons 

NOTE. List any debentures "' Other Local Governments assumed by and/or transferred to Other Local Govemments 

Add 1n thrs space. or a1tach a sheet, a listing of any debentures completely or par1Jally paid out pnor to the normal maturity date 
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.. SMI>r..eFORD .. 
MUNICIPALITY 

ANALYSIS OF DEBENTURE, BOND AND MORTGAGE DEBT 
as at December 31, 1992 

·~-~~~ 1 

MUNICIPALITY'S 
SHARE 

31 Common SeMcea and/or EQUtPmellt Pool 

32 Roads, Streets, Walka. UOhbng , 951,400 
34 Public l'ransrt Systems 3 

37 Slorm Sewera and Dn11nage . 
5 

41 Water Supply and Distribution 6 150,000 
42 Sanitary Sewage Service and Treatment ' 

• 
9 . . . . . . . ····· 

62 Community and/or Agnc:ultural Services 10 

66 SubdMsiOn Land and Developments ...... .. . .. " ~5 000 
6 7 Public Housing Opera hons ,, 
69 LM1d1Houaing/Building Rentals and ()tiler. . 13 

,. 
15 

91 Gas Production & DistributiOn 
,, 2,048,000 .. 

92 Electricel Praduc1ion & Dtatribution . " 
93 Telephone System .... .... .. 18 

19 

96 Countv School Functions. 20 

98 An Other Functions Debenture Debt. ,, 
GRAND TOTAL FUNCTIONS DEBENTURE DEBT " 3,244,400 

( 1 ) ff apecial frontage tax levied show Owners· Share Br-down 

FUTURE DEBENTURE, BOND AND MORTGAGE 
DEBT CHARGES BY YEARS 

DEBENTURE DEBT 
, 

OWNERS' 
(1)SHARE 

331,600 

-

331,600 

3 CURRENT 
YEAR END 
BALANCE 

1,283,000 

15Cl,OOO 

95' 000 

2 ,04El,OOO 

3,576,000 

MUNICIPAL (1) SCHOOL 

ANALYSIS BY YEARS 
PRINCIPAL INTEREST PRINCIPAL 

t993 ................... . 319.580 416 420 
1994 

1995 

1996 

1997. 

1998 to Maturrty 

TOTAL 

353.891 
392,296 
420 438 
446 483 

1,643,312 

3,576,000 

379 709 
338,904 
292 995 
244 917 
34!6,000 

1,998,945 

( 1 ) To be comlllet•ld by Counties and Town of Devon 

SOURCE OF DEBENTURES, BONDS I MORTGAGES OUTSTANDING 
(MUNICIPAL BORROWING ONLY) 

as at December 31, 1992 

SOURCE OF BORROWINGS AMOUNTS 

AlbenaMunicipal Financing Corporation ... , ...........•....... 1 3, 5 76, 000 
Province of Albena.............................. .. .. . .. .. .. .. 11--------1 

C.nada Mortgage and Housing Corporation . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3 ll--------1 

Municipal Development and L.oen Board ................ , . .. . . . . • 

Government of C.nada ........................................ s lt--------1 

Alberta Mortgage and Houaing Corporation (1J1 •••••••••••••••••. 6 

AlbenaOpponunityCornpany.. .... .. ......... ... ..... ...... 11--------1 

Public Bond laaue ... 

United States Matl<et ..... 

European Marttet. . ........•.•• 10 

Mortgage Borrowing . 

Other 

TOTAL DEIENTUllES, IONDS AND MORTGAGES (2) 

~g-Term Cap1taliZed Leasas. 

(1) Do not include contingent llab1Ht1es 

(2) Total must agree with FR11+e.1 

. ........ 1i 

.. 12 11--------1 

13 3,576,000 

. ........ "I ..._ _____ __. 

INTEREST 
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SAMPLEFORD 
MUNic1F>Ai.rrY· · 

323 LONG·TERM BORROWING FOR OPERATIONS 
Cont1nu1ty During the Year Ended December 31, 1992 

. BEGINNING 2 ADOfTIONS J 
FUNCTION DESCRIPTIONS OF YEAR DURING 

BALANCE THE YEAR 

11 Counc~ and Ofhet· LeolSlative ' 
12 General Admm1str11t1on and Other 2 25,000 -

3 

• 
21 Police Departmenl· and Services Used 5 

23 Fire Fighting and Preventive Service • 
24 Disaster Service and Emergency Measures 7 

25 Ambulance Services and First Aid 8 

26 By-Laws Entorcenient and Other . • 
10 

·" 
31 Common Services and/or Equipment Pool 12 

32 Roads. Streets. Walks. Lighbng ········· ..... . ,13 

,. 
33 Airport Services .15 

34 Public Transit Sya1ems .16 

37 Storm Sewers and Drainage . ... .. .17 

18 I 
41 Water Supply and Dtstributoon System 19 

.20 

42 Sanitary Sewage Serviee and Treatment 21 

22 

43 Garbage Colectl0f1 & Olsl)OS8I 23 

24 

25 

51 Flrnily and Community Support s.Mces . .. .... .• 26 

52 Day Care .27 

53 Other Public Health . .. ...... ... . ..... 28 

56 Cemet-s and Cr•!llTllltoriums .. ........ ... .. .. 29 

30 

61 Municipal Plannmg. Zonmg & Development . 31 

62 Community and/or Agricuttural Services. .32 

66 SubdwtSoon Land and Developments. 33 

67 Pubhc Housing Operations 3• 

69 L.and/Housmg/Builcling Rentals and Other 35 

36 

.37 

71 Recreation Board and Other Servicea . .... .... 38 

72 Ratereallon/Parks F..:ilities and Programs ... .. ... 39 

74 Cunure: Community Hall. Library. Muaeum. etc .. .. •O 

75 Convention Centrot ... ......... ....... ... •.. 41 

" 
•3 

91 Gas PrOduction an1j O.stributoon •• 
92 Electrical PrOducttem and O.stnbullon •5 

93 T etephone System •6 

.47 

•• 
. .. 

. . . . . . . . . . ... ... ········· . . . . . . ·50 

51 (1) 
TOTAL MUNICIPAL OPERATING FUNCTIONS 25,000 -

REDUCTIONS . CURRENT 
DURING YEAR END 

THE YEAR BALANCE 

10,000 15,00() 

--

(1:1 

10,000 15,000 
(1) The grand total amounts tor "Beginning of Y- Balance" and "Current Year End Balance" mull "'1'" with appropriate balance sheet items on 

page 2. 
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Taic Sale ~s TnJSt Liability 

Cemetery Perpetual Care Liability 

Otl'lerS 

TOT AL TRUST ACCl)UNl LIABILITIES 

SAMPLEFORD 

MUNICIPMITV 

477 STATEMENT OF TRUST LIABILITIES 
For the Year Ended December 31, 1992 

, 
' OPENING TRUST 

LIABILITY BALANCE ADDITIONS 

, 

' 2,000 -
3 . 
5 

6 

2,000 -

j . 
TRUST YEAR END 
CLAIMS LIABILITY 

REDUCTIONS BALANCIE 

- 2,000 

- 2,000 

T~1 "Year End uallility Balance" on the Slatement of Trust liabilities must be less than or equal to the amount shown for the "4n Trust Acco•nts 
Ad1n1mstered (Total)" asset rtem 1n the Consoltdated Balance sheet, page 2. 
Co•nties and the Town of Devon are to insert lines for any appropriate school amounts. 
All opening and yeair end balances must agree with appropriate items in the "Consolidated Balance Sheel", Schedule FS2. 

47X METER RENTALS AND OTHER DEPOSIT LIABILITIES 
For the Year Ended December 31, 1992 

' 2 3 

OPENING NEW 
BALANCE DEPOSITS 

3"' Deposits tor Road Maintenance ..... ' '· 
41 Water Meter Deposits . ..... 2 7,000 2,000 

91' Gas Meter Deposits . ...... 3 

9~~ Electricity Meter Deposits. . . . . . . . . .... ' 
01tlera. .... 5 

······ • 
7 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ..... ... 
• 
0 

T01'AL METER AND OTHER DEPOSIT LWllLITIU 7,000 2,000 

DEPOSITS 
REFUNDED 

1,000 

1,000 

490 PREPAID LOCAL IMPROVEMENTS AND OTHER LIABILITIES 
For the Year Ended December 31, 1992 

3l! Roads, Curbs. W ..... 

3 l' Storm Sewers and Drainage 

41 Water Distribution Improvements Prepaid. 

4~~ Sanitary Sewage Improvements PrepM:j ... 

4): (Specify) . 

Otl'ler Prepayments, Deterred Revenues. etc. 

Excess Collectiona on Requilllione . 

T01'AL PREPAYMENTS AND OTHER LIABILITIES 

OPENING 
BALANCE 

13,000 

13,000 

NEW 
PREPAIDS & 

OTHERS 

REDUCTIONS 
THIS YEAR 

2,000 

2,000 

. 
YEAR END 
LIABILm' 
BALANCE 

8,000 

8,000 

YEAR ENO 
LIABILITY 
BALANCE 

11 .noo 

11,000 
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SAMPLEFORD 
MUNiCIPALITY 

OPERATING FUNCTIONS COMPARATIVE ALLOWANCES/RESERVES BALANCES 
For Preceding Year and as at December 31 1992 

6XX OPERATING ALLOWANCES 7XX OPERA TING RESERVES 

FUNCTION DESCRIPTIONS PRECEDING YEAR 2 CURRENT 3 
PRECEDING YEAR 

4 CURRENT 
BALANCE BALANCE BALANCE BALANCE 

11 Council and Other Leg1slabve 1 

12 General Administration and Other 2 4 000 5,000 
3 . 

21 Pohce Department and Services Used 5 
--

23 Fore Fightng and Preventive Service 6 

24 Disaster Service arid Emergency Measures ' 
25 Ambulance Service's and First Aid • 
26 By-Laws Enforcement and Other • 

10 

11 

31 Common Services ,and/or EQUipment Pool 12 

32 Roads, Streets. Walks. LJghting ........ ....... 13 
,. 

33 Airport Services 15 

34 Public Transit Syst11ms . 16 

37 Storm Sewers and t>rainage 17 

18 

41 Water Supply and Cllstnbutoon System 19 

.20 

42 Sanrtary Sewage Service and Treatment 21 

.22 

43 Garbage Collection & tllsPosal .23 

2• 

25 

51 Family 1111<1 Community Support 5eMces ..... .•.• 26 

52 Day Care .27 

53 Other Public Health ........ .28 

56 Cemeteries and Crematoriums . . . . . . . . .. 29 

30 

61 Municipal Planning. Zonmg & DevelOpment 31 

62 Community and/or Agncultural Serv1Ces 32 

66 Subdivision Land arid DevelOpments 33 

67 Public HouStng Operations 34 

69 Land1Housong/Bu1lding Rentals and Other 35 

36 

3' 

71 Recreation Board Md Other Services ...... .. .. ,38 

72 Recreation/Pw1<s Facilltiea Md Programs . ...... ,39 

7<1 Culture: Commooit1 Hall. Ubrary, Museum. etc .. .. •O 

75 Convention Centre .. .......... .... . .... ., 
42 

43 

91 Gas Production and Dostnbution .. 
92 Electrical Productoori and Dostnbutoon 45 

93 Telephone System •• ., 
•• 
•• 

9 7 Operatina Conton.....,.,coes Reserve . 50 100.000 80 000 

TOTAL MUNICIPAL OPERATING FUNCTIONS 
51 

4,000 5,000 100,000 80,000 

96 County School Func1ions 
52 

GRAND TOT AL OPERA TING FUNCTIONS 11 l 
53 

5,000 4,000 100,000 80,000 
(1) To agree with total operating allowances and operating reaerves on the Consolidated Balance Sheet, page 2. 
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SAMPLEFORD 
MUNICIPALITY 

CAPITAL FUNCTIONS COMPARATIVE ALLOWANCES/RESERVES BALANCES 
For Preceding Year and as at December 31, 1992 

6XX CAPITAL ALLOWANCES 7XX CAPITAL RESERVES 

FUNCTION DESCRIPTIONS ' 2 
CURRENT 

3 
PRECEDING YEAR 

4 
CURRENT PRECEDING YEAR 

BALANCE BALANCE BALANCE BALANCE 

11 Council and Other Leg1s1atrve ' 
12 General Administration and Other 2 --

3 --. 
21 Police Department and Serv1ces Used 5 

23 Fire Fightrig and Prevenllve Service • 
24 Disaster Service and Emergency Measures ' 
25 Ambulance Services and First Aid • 
26 By-Laws Enforcement and Other • 

10 --
" 

31 Common Services andlO< EqU1pment POOi 12 

32 Roads Streets. Walks. Lighting . . . . . . . . . . . 13 
,. 

33 Airport Services. 15 

34 Public Trar1s11 Systems 16 

3 7 Storm Sew•trS and Drainage " ,. 
41 Waler Suppfy and Otstr1bu!ion System ,. 

~. 
200,000 lSCl,000 _ 

20 

42 Sanitary Sewage Service an·d Treatment 21 

22 

43 Gart>age Collection & Disposal 23 

2• 

25 

51 Family and Community Support SeMcea ..... 26 

52 Day Care " ~. 
53 Other Put>11c Health . . . . . . . . . . . . . 28 

56 Ceme!enee1 and Cremaloriums . .. 29 

30 

6t Mun1c1paJ F~annong. Zoning & Development 3, 

62 Community andlor Agricultural Services 32 

66 Subd1v1siori Land and Oeveklpmenls 33 

67 Public Housing Operations 34 --69 Land 'Hous1ng1Bu~d1ng Rentals and Other 35 

36 

31 

71 Recree!lon Board and Other Services . ...... 38 

72 Racreall0<1!Perl<a FacHltiea and Programs. 39 

74 Culture: Community Hall, Library, M.-.m. etc ... •O 

75 Convention Centre .. ...... ...... ... ., 
42 

43 

91 Gas Production and 01str1bu·11on 44 760,000 855 noo 
92 Electrical Production and Otstribuhon •5 

93 Telephone System 46 

41 

•8 

•9 
97 General Capital Reserves 50 so 000 o:;n nnn 

TOTAL MUNICIPAL CAPITAL FUNCTIONS 
51 

760,000 855,000 250,000 200,000 

[ 96 County School Functions 
52 

[GRAND TOTAL CAPITAL FUNCTIONS (1) 
53 

760,000 855,000 250,000 200,000 

( 1) To agree with tolal capilal alowences and capital r--.es on the Consolidated Balance Sheet. page 2. 
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SAMPLEFORD 

MUNICIPALITY 

OPERA TING FUNCTIONS REVENUES BY TYPE AND EXPENDITURES BY OBJECT 
For the Year Ended December 31, 1992 

~~ ~·~ ITE 11 (26) 

REVENUES BY TYPE: : 
·.······. ! ;: 

1001200 Special Municipal LeV19S , 
JOO Sales to Otller Governments. 2 

400 Sales of Goods and Services . 3 

520 Licenses & Permrts .. 4 3 000 
5JO Fines ISsued 5 

550 Return on 1nvestmel'1ts held tor Function € 

560 Rental Revenues . 7 5 000 
590 Otller Revenues from Own Sources . 8 

8JO Federal Conditional •Grants ········ 9 

840 Provincial Conditional Grwits .. ..... .. 10 5,000 
650 LOClll Government Conditional Grwits . . . 11 

91 0 Drawn from ()pera1ir1g AllOwlnces. . ... 12 

920 Drawn from Operating ResMves . ..... 13 so.coo 
9JO Contributed from Operating Functiona .. , . 
940 Conlr1buted from Capitml Sou'ces . .... 15 

960 Gross Rec:ovenea Im Operating Function8 6 

990 Other. .... ······· 
,, 
•• TOTAL FUNCTION OPERATING REVENUES - 55,000 5,000 3,000 (To FU.COL 0 

BUDGETED OPERA TING REVENUES -
EXPENDITURES BY OBJEC1": ~;~ -···.-.·,.:. .. ; : < 

1 00 Salaries. Wages and Benefits . ......... 19 8 000 122.000 
200 Contracted and General Services .. .. . . 20 12.000 4.000 4.000 
JOO Purchases from Other Governments .. . . 21 

500 Materials, Goods. Supplies and Utilities ... 57 000 40,000 
7XO Grants to .. . Government '3 

761 Contributed to Other Operating Funcliona 2• 

762 Contributed to Capital Programs ... .... 25 

76J Added to Function 0-ating Allowances 26 l,000 
764 Added to Function Operating Reserves . . 27 30,000 
765 Contributed to Own MuniclPal Agencies . 28 

770 Grants to lndivid.- and Organ1Zaliona .. 29 

810 Bank Cllerges & Shcrt·Term Interest. .. 30 l 000 
820 Long-Term Debt Chlrges. .. ... .. 3' 2.000 
830 Debenture Debt Charges . . . . . . . . . . 32 

960 Gross Recoveries to Operating Functiona 3J 

990 Other Tranucliona. lliacounts. Adjustmenfi 25,000 
:::i 

TOTAL FUNCTION OPERAl'ING EXPENDITURES 20,000 242,000 40,000 4,000 
(To FU.COL. 2, 

BUDGETED OPERA TING EXPENDITURES -
J€ 

NET FUNCTION OPERATINCi COST 20,000 187,000 35,000 1,000 rro FS3-COL 31 

NET FUNCTION OPERATINC:o GAIN 
J• 

{To FS3-COI.. 4) 

BUDGETED OPERA TING GAIN 

BUDGETED OPERA TING COIT 

Notes: 1. One column IO be c:ompleted lor each operating funcllOn (except ·county School') reported on audited statement page 3, 
Combmed Operatmg Revenues and Expendrl.,es. Only the printed functions from FSJ may be used. 

2. The following rtern Vlllues must agree with page J: 

l•I Total Function Operating Revenues, 

(b) Total Function Operating Expenditures. 

(c) Net Function Clperating Cost or 

(d) Nel FunctiOn Ciperabng Gain. 

(1) Appropriated from accumulated surplus. 

(2) Principal 
Interest 

10:<~. 000 
l6S,OOO 

267,000 ---

~ \ 

2 

70,000 

12 000 

11000 

Ill 10 000 

93,000 

k-.;:::::·:•:.: .. :.:> 
:)/_{·:. ·.:h/ 

90,000 

361000 

(2) 267 ,000 

393,000 

300,000 
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SAMPLEFORD 

MUNICIPALITY 

OPERATING FUNCTIONS REVENUES BY TYPE AND EXPENDITURES BY OBJECT 
For the Year Ended December 31, 1992 --- ~~~,~~ -:::=:----_ WATER SEWER GARBAGE SUBDIVISION 

ITEM DESCRIPTIONS ·--- 41 4 ml (f;j;') 

Rl:vENUES BY TYPE • ••. f .••.•. >1:;;_ •..•••.•••. .. 

· .. 

1 oo; 200 Special Munieipal Levie•· 

300 Sales to Other Governments . ' 
400 Sales of Goods and Services ... J 180 000 50 000 20 000 40 000 
520 Lieenses & Permrts. 4 

530 Fines Issued s 

550 Retum on Investments held !or Funcbon 6 

560 Rental Revenues . ········ 1 

590 Other Revenues frorn Own Sources. • t:. ,...,..,.. 

630 F-al CondltioMI Grants . • 
840 Provincial Conditional Granll . ' '' 

.. 1C 

850 Loe.I Government Condltlonll Grants . . ,, 
91 0 Or8Wn from QperatinQ AIOw8nces . ... 12 

920 Or8Wn from1 Operating ReM<vea . .. 13 

930 Contributecl from Operating Functions . . . ,. 
940 Contrtbuted frorn CllPll8I Sources . ... 1S 

960 Groaa Rec~ Im Operating FunctloNi 6 

990 Other. ...... ········ .. 
,, ,. 

T4)TAL FUNCTION OPERATING REVENUES 186,000 50,000 20,000 40,000 (To FU.COL. 1) 

HDGETED OPERA TING REVENUES 

·:<.·•:_ ••.•. /.; .··::··.• r';·.1:~;;,~: ;; •. ; if .. , . 
.. . 

ElCPENDITURES BY OBJECT: ·•.· < 
100 Selarie1, Wages and Benefits. . . 19 40,000 
200 Contrected and a-Ill Services .. . . 20 115,000 15,000 35.000 
300 Purchases from Other Governments " 500 Mat_., C'.ooda, Supplies and Utilities . . ~2 45,000 
7XO Grants to. .. •Government 23 

761 Contributed to Other Operating Functions >• 
762 Contributed to Capitiil Progrema .. . .. 2~ 50,000 
763 Added to Function Operating Allowances ,. 
764 Added to Function Operating R._.es . . " 
765 Contributed to Own Munieipal Agencies 20 

770 Grants to Individuals and OrganiZations .. .29 

81 o Bank Charges & Short· Term Interest . ... 30 

820 Long·TermDebtCharges. . . J• 

830 Debenture Debt Charges . ..... 32 111 ~c;.nnn 

960 Gross Recoveries to Operating Functions JJ 

990 Other Transactiona, Oiacounts. AdjuStmen/a 

" TIOTAL FUNCTION OPERATING EXPENDITURES 250,000 15,000 35,000 35,000 (ToFDCOl.2) 

BIJDGETED OPERA TING EXPENOITIJRES 

Jt 
Nl~T FUNCTION OPERATING COST 64,000 15,000 (To FS3-COt.. 31 

37 
Nl:T FUNCTION OPERATING GAIN 35,000 {To FS3-COL.. 4) 

BIJDGETED OPERATING GAIN 5,000 

BIJDGETED OPERATING COST 

Na•tH: 1. One col1.mn to be comp4eled lor each operahng !unction laxcept 'Counry School') reported on audited statement page 3, 
CombtMd Operllbng Revenues and Expenditures. Only the printed lunctlons from FS3 may be used. 

2 The lolk>wing rtern values muat agree with page 3: 

(a) Total Function Operabng Revenues. 

(b) Totall Function Operating Expenditures. 

(cl Net Function Operating Coat or 

Id) Net l•unction Operating Gain 

(1) Principal 
Inte:rest 

20,000 
15,000 

$35,000 

~ RECREATION 
(72) :·: .... "1 

.... .. . .•. 

30,000 

30,000 

1···.·>.;.;t{ 
45,000 

50 000 

95,000 

65,000 
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SAMPLEFORD 
MUNICIP"LITY 

OPERATING FUNCTIONS REVENUES BY TYPE AND EXPENDITURES BY OBJECT 
For the Year Ended December 31, 1992 

~~ ITE 9 97 r---J c-J 
REVENUES BY TYPE. ; . ... > \ · .. •.rtz?:; 

... 

1001200 Special Munoc1pal LeV19S 

300 Sales to Other Governments 2 

400 Sales of Goods and SeMces . 3 540,000 
520 Licenses & Permits. 4 

530 Fineslasued ; 

550 Return on lnvestme11ts held for Function 6 

560 Rental Revenues . ..... . 
590 Other Reven..- lroon Own Sources. 8 

830 Federal Conditional 1Grants . . . . . . .. • 
840 Provincilll COnditional Grwlts . ... 10 

850 Local Government Conditional Gr.,ts . " 
910 Drawn from ()peratir11g AllowanCes .... 12 

920 Drawn from Operatir11g ResMves . ..... '3 

930 Contributed from Operating Functions. .. '4 

940 Contributed from Capital Sources ... .. 15 

960 Gross Reco..-s trn Operating Functions ' 

990 Other .. ... " .. 
TOTAL FUNCTION OPERATING REVENUES 540,000 -l'ToF~OL.1) 

BUDGETED OPERATING REVENUES 

c-J 
...... .. ii• >\; 
>?·• ..•..... 

EXPENDITURES BY OBJECT• .· ... } ; .. ······ .) .. 
······•· ·······• ) .. \ < ~ ..... ;;·· 

1 00 Salaries, Weges and II-fits .. ... . . 19 

200 Contracted and Genmil SeMces. ... 20 .uso, uuo 
300 Purchases from Other Governments ... 21 

500 Materials, Goods. Su1)lllias and Utilities .. .:2 

7XO Grants to ... . Govamment ~3 

761 Contributed to Other Operating Funcliona 2 • 

762 Contributed to Capital Programs ... , .. 2S 

763 Added to Function 0!18t'aling Allowancea 26 

764 Added to Function 0118t'aling Reaervaa . " 
765 Contributed to Own llllunocipal Agencias . 26 

770 Grants to Individuals and OrganiZations .. ~9 

810 Bank Charges & Shot1·Tenn Interest . . . . JJ 

820 Long· Tenn Debt Charges. ... " 830 Debenture Debt Charges .... 32 {1)368,000 
960 Gross ~s to ()peraling Functiona 33 

990 Other Tranaections. Discounts. AdjustmeniS (2) 3,000 

TOTAL FUNCTION OPERATING EXPENDITURES 548,000 3,000 
CTo FU.COL. 2t 

BUDGETED OPERA TING EXPENDITURES 

_j.; 

NET FUNCTION OPERATING COST 8,000 3,000 
fTo FS."l.COl 31 

j• 

NET FUNCTION OPERATING GAIN 
(ToFS3-cot.. 41 

BUDGETED OPERA TING GAIN 

BUDGETED OPERATING COl'T 

Notes: 1 One cotumn lo be cllmpleted for uch operating function (except ·county School') rapor1ed on audited stalament page 3, 
Combined Oper&11"11 Revenue$ and Expandituras. Only the printed functions from FS3 may be used. 

2. The tolowing Item ·'llluas muat agree with page 3: 

la) Total Function C>perating Raven.-. 
lbl Total Function C)peratmg Expenditures, 

IC) Nat Function Oparabng Cost or 

Id) Nat Funcllon Oi>erabng Gain. 

(1) Principal 128,000 
Interest 240,000 

~;368,000 

(2) Previous ye,ar• s requisition under-levy. 
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SAMPLEFORD 

MUNICIPALITY 

OPERA TING FUNCTIONS REVENUES BY TYPE AND EXPENDITURES OBJECT 
For the Year Ended December 31, 1992 

ITEM DESCRIPTIONS --REVENUES BY TYPE: 

1001200 Special Munoc1pal Levies 

300 Sales to Other Governments . 

400 Sales of Goods Ind Se<vices . 

520 Licenses & Permrts 

530 Fines Issued 

550 Return on Investments held tor Function • 

860,000 
3,000 

5ao Ren1111 Revenues. . .. ,i1-------=-s-,..,.o..,.o""o---1 

!: =:=.:m:. SoJrces :ii-------6-'-,_o_o_o---1 ,,__ ________ __,, 
840 Provincilll Condllionel Gl' .. ts. . ..... , 0 1 7 , 00 0 

1 
•• TOTAL FUNCTION OPERATING REVENUES 1,022,000 

IUDOETEO OPERATING REVENUES 

EXPENDITURES BY OBJECT: 

100 &olanes, WageaandS-llts. 

200 Contr.ctedandGeneralServices. 'lt--------=----t 

300 PurcnuestromOlherGovemments. . .''ii-----------t 
500 Materials. Goods. Supplies and Utilities . 2.-

11 
1-------2_2_0_,_o_o_o_ ... 

7XO Grants to. . ..... Government -~ 11-----------t 
781 Contributed to Other Operating Fune. (1) 2 u------~----4 
782 Contr11>uted to Capital Pmorams (3). . . 0, 000 

763 Added to Function Operating Allowances 2 ::=============l=·=O=O=O=: 764 Added to Function Operating Reserves 30, 000 
785 Contributed to Own Municipal Agencies 

7'70 Gl'ants to lndivldUllla and Organozalioml 

8·tO e..k Cherges & Short·Term Interest ..... J lt------......,.-'-'-'-"'--t 

820 Long·TermOebtCtwges . . . ''it-----.....,='.._.""""-~ 
830 Debenture Debt Cherges 

980 Gl'ou Recov.ies to Operating Functions 3 

990 Other Trwiuoc:tiona. Diac:ounts. AC1;ua1mentS'·1t-----......,2"'e""",'""'o'"'o'"'o,........ 

TOTAL FUNCTION OPERATING EXPENDITURES 1,680,000 

IUDOETED OPERATING EXPENDITURES 

NET FUNCTION OPERATING COST (4} 698,000 

NET FUNCTION OPERATING GAIN (5} 
J1 

40,000 

IUDOETED OPERATING GAIN 

IUDOETED OPERATING COST 

Notee: The toffowong items must agree: 

I. FRI 911.-99-14 must agree wrth FRI 911.-99-24. 
2. FRI 911.-99-15 must agree wrth FR20A-99-34. 
3. FRI 911.-99·25 must agree wrth FR20A-99-15. 
4 FR19A-99-36 must agree wrth FS3-3·51. 
5. FR19A-99·37 must agree wrth FS3-4-51. 
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SAMPLEFORD 
MUNICIPALITY 

CAPITAL FUNCTIONS FINANCES ACQUIRED ANO FINANCES APPLIED 
By Type and Object tor the Year Ended December 31, 1992 

,~NCTION DESCRIPTIONS ADMIN. ROADS WATER SUBDIVISIONS 
ITEM DESCRIPTIONS ------- (12) ('321 (4T) (66] 

.. ·. < \ •· ..... . ;\ \ 
··. 

CAPITAL FINANCES ACQUIRED• . \. •.··•.. ..•>. . 
XXX Preceding Y-Unttxpended Funds Bal' ce. 

1001200 Special Munocopal levies 2 

31 o Debentures, Bonde, and Mortgages laaued 3 1501000 
322 Long· Term Borrowed & New Capital L-• 

550 Return on Investments held tor Function 5 

570 Insurance Proceeao. 6 

590 Other Revenues trcm Own Sources. , 

6XO Sale of Fixed Assets .. a 

630 Federal Capital Grwits • 
840 Provoncial Capital Grants . . .. 10 500,000 
850 local GoWmment Capital Grants . ... ,, 
86X From Own Municipality Boards or AgencieS 2 

91 O Drawn from Funcbc., Capital Altowanc:ea. lJ 

920 Drawn trem Functicin Capital Reserves . . " 50,000 
930 Contributed !rem 0-aflng Func~s. 15 50,000 
940 Contributed lrcm Other Capital Functions• s in 000 
970 Developers' AgrM'1181'1ts and levies .. " 
990 Other ..... ..... .....•... 18 (1) 1,000 

'" TOTAL OF FUNDED CAPITAL AVAILABLE 11,000 750,000 -"" FM<:Ol..11 

BUDGETED FUNDED CAPITAL 

OVEREXPENDITURES TO BE PROVIDED BY• ' 'i / } }. : ;/ )'' .; :·)···· ...•. <·.•·.i'\L. ' i · ...•... · J 
...... """-'"·"···•">.:•:< 

1 0012ou Future Praperty Levies. 20 

3XX Borrowing Approv8'j but not Recerved " 50,000 
915 Future Contributoon:i from Operations 22 

990 Other (Specify) Fi;1ture S<iles 2J 

2• 
TOTAL OVEREXPENDITURES AT YEAR END - 50,000 ITo FS•-COL 21 

2' 
GRANO TOTAL CAPITAL FINANCING 11,000 B00,000 

BUDGETED TOTAL CAPITAL FINANCING 

•· : .r:.••_ .•.... :}\. • .. _ ........ •.•. I. >... ..>< CAPITAL FINANCES APPLIED ~· . . . 
XXX Proor y-·s Overex1oend1tures Balance 26 

490 Other Assets Acquwed 27 

610 EnQ"'eer11g Structures Additoons . 28 B00,000 
620 Buold"1QS Fixed Assets Addotoons 29 

630 Machines. Equipment Additoons. JO 

640 Land acquir8'1 for Government Use. J1 

650 Vehicle Additions 32 

7XO Grants to Government JJ 

761 Controbut8'1 to 0-afing Functoons J• , l"\l"\I"\ 

762 Controbut8'1 to Other Capttal Functoons J5 

763 Additoons to Func11or1 Capital Allowances 36 

764 Additions to FunctJoro Capital Reserves J7 

765 Contnbut8'1 to Own Municipality Agencies JS 

770 Grants to Individuals and Organozatoons 39 

990 Other Tran~nd Ad1ustrnents •O 

TOTAL CAPITAL FUNDS APPLIED " 1,000 800,000 
(To FS4-COL 31 

BUDGETED CAPITAL APPLl1CATIONS 

•2 
UNEXPENDED CAPITAL IAl.ANCE AT YEAR ENO 10,000 

ftoFM-COL.•\ 

GRAND TOTAL CAPITAL FINANCING 
4J 

11,000 800,000 

BUDGETED TOTAL CAPITAL FINANCING 

Notes: 1 One column to be completed tor each functoon reported on audited statement page 4, Combined Caprtal F1nanc1ng 
Acquired and Apph.,d, (except amounts tor 'School Capdal ). Only the pront8'1 functoons Imm FS4 may be used, 

150,000 

150,000 

150,000 

>" ..... 

150,000 

150,000 

-
150,000 

2 The following rterr1 values muat &gr8'1 with page 4 

(a) Total of Funcled Capital Acquw8'1, 
(1) Debt charges recovered. 

(b) Total OvereXP<tnclrtures at Year End, 

(c) Total Capital Funds Expended, 

(d) Unexpended C:apital Balance al Year End. 

.RECREATION 
(72) 

.• . ·.· .. <,, • 
~Q.QQQ 

251000 

201000 

30,000 

115,000 

•••.••.. , •• _.f'. .. 'i•-·•····•C: 

-
115,000 

.· )< · .. •·· 
·... . .. 

10,000 

10,000 

105,000 

115,000 

liA 



SAMPLEFORD 
MUNICIPALITY 

CAPITAL FUNCTIONS FINANCES ACQUIRED AND FINANCES APPLIED 
By Type and Object for the Year Ended December 31, 1992 b---- FUNCTION DESCRIPTIONS 

·~ oM DESCRI~;------- GAS 
19l') lJ 

CAPITAL FINANCES: ACQUIRED: 
. 

XXX PrecedWlgY-UnexpendedFunclaBal'ce. ' 
1001200 Special Municipal Levies 2 

310 Debentures, Bonda and Mortgages lulled 3 

322 Lono-Tenn Borrowed & New Capital Le-· 

550 Return on lnves'"*'ts held tor FunctiOn . • 
5 70 Insurance Proceeds. • 
590 Other ~'uas from Own Sources .. 7 

8XO Sllle of Fixed AaMts .. 8 

830 F-.i Capital~ . . ... • 
840 Provincial CllPilll Grants ... 10 

850 Local Govem,_.,t Capital Gr.,ts . .. " 
86X From Own Municiplilly Boards or Agencieti 2 

91 o Drawn lrom FunctiOn Capital Allow1lnces. 1 J 

920 Drawn lrom FunctiOn Capital ~ . . " 
930 Contributed trom Operating FunctiOns. ,. 
!940 Conlributed from Other Capital FunctlOna 1 s 
!970 Oevelopen.' "°'""*11s and Levies . .. 17 

!990 Other . . . . . . ........ ...... , . ,. 
TOTAL OF FUNDED CAPITAL AVAILABLE -ITo Fl4-t0L. U 

BUDGETED FUNDED CAPITAL -

OVEREXPENOITURES TO BE PROVIDED BY: ji\.· 

100i20U Future Property Levies 20 

3XX Bor7owing Awoved but not Received 21 

91 5 Future Contributions from Operations 22 

990 Other ISpec1ty) FutureBillings ,, 70.000 ,, 
TOTAL OVEREXPENOITURES AT YEAR ENO 70,000 To FS4-C0t. 21 

" GRAND TOTAL CAPITAL FINANCING 70,000 

BUDGETED TOTAL CAPITAL FINANCING 

<i 

CA.PIT AL FINANCES APPLIED: '· ·. \. \'. '· ~.·., .. ,,.> I <:\;;;;' (• C 

XXX Prior Year's a-expenditures Balance ,. 
490 Other Assets Acquwed. 27 

610 Engineering Structures Additions .. 28 

820 Build"1gs Fi.<ed Assets Additions . 29 

630 Machines. l:quopment Additions. JC 70,000 
640 Land acquir·ed for Government Use . . 31 

650 Vehicle Additions .... 32 

7XO Grantsto. Government 33 

761 Contributed to Operating FunctiOnS J4 

762 Contributed to Other Capital FunctiOns 35 

763 AdditiOnS to Function Capital Allowances. JS 

764 Additions to Function Capital Reeerves 37 

765 Contributed to Own Municipality Agencies 38 

770 Grants to lnclMduels end Organizations 39 

·990 Other TransactiOnS and AdJUS'"*'ls ... 40 

TOTAL CAPITAL FUNDS APPLIED " 
(To FS4.COL 31 70,000 

BUll>GETEO CAPIT,41,L APPLICATIONS 

,, 
UNIEXPENOED CAPITAL BALANCE AT YEAR END -iToFM-COL ., 

43 

~'""o"' """" ""'"'"° 70,000 

~GETED TOTAL CAPITAL FINANCING 

Noltts: 1. One <:olu-nn to be completed for each function reported on auated statement page 4. Combined Capital F1nanc1ng 
Acquired and Appil8d, (8Kcepc amounts tor 'School Captlall Only the printed functJona from FS4 may be used. 

2 The following ttem values muet agrff wttn page 4: 

(a) Total of Funded Capital Acqured, 

(bl lotal OverexpenditlM'es at Ye11 End, 

IC) lotal Capital Funds Expended, 

Id) Unexpended Capital Balllce at Ye11 End. 

: ~ 
--

--

r.brr···; ;\;• ,,, 

·, 
.;[· .··· .: 
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SAMPLEFORD 
MUNICIPALITY 

CAPITAL FUNCTIONS FINANCES ACQUIRED AND FINANCES APPLIED 
By Type and Object for the Year Ended December 31, 1992 

I I 
CAPITAL FINANCES ACQUIRED 

xxx PrecedinQY-UnexpendedFundaBafce , 1-------"'".:...:c.;;;..-
1001200 Special Municipal L-

310 Debenlllres. Bondallnd Mortgages 1uue<1 3
11 
____ , __ l;;;.S;;..o=-<-, o,co""o~ 

322 Long-Term Borrowed & New Capillll ~ 1------------i 
550 Return on Investments held tor Function 2 5 , 000 
5 70 lnalnne• Proceeds .. 

590 Other Revenues trom Own Sources. 

exo s.ia or Fixed AaM!a. 

830 F.-.i Capital Grants . 

840 Provinci8I Capillll Grants . 

20,000 

. 10 11------""'s,,.o,,.o.&.:::.oo""o"-f 
850 LOcal Government Capital Grants . " .. 11 1----·----·--
86X From Own Munlcipelity 8-ds or AQenciaS 2 ------------i 
910 Dmwn frOm Function Capital Allowances. 13 lt-------------4 
920 Dmwn from Function Capital RellllfVes . ,. SO, 000 
930Contrlbutee1trom0peramgFunc.12> ... 15 ------s'"""o""""',-0-0"""0--1 

940 ContrlbutecttromOtherC811i1111Func.<1> 1• 1----·---1"'""0_,_,-'o-'o_o--1 
910 Developera' ~ 11nc1 Leviea . . . 11 1----·---=3-==o'"'''""o..;:oc;o'--t 
990 Other ' .. ' ' ' .... ,. 1 000 

TOTAL OF FUNDED CAPITAL AVAILABLE 
,. 

876,000 

BUDGETED FUNDED CAPITAL 

OVEREXPENDITURES TO BE PROVIDED BY 

1001200 Future Property Levies 

3XX Borrowing Approved but not Rec-
91 5 Future Contributions from Operations 

990 Othef (Specify) 

21
1
1-______ s_o....;,_o_o_o--1 

2211--------:~""""'=-=-""'""" 
~ 220,000 

TOT AL OVEREXPENDITURES AT YEAR END 

GRAND TOTAL CAPITAL FINANCING 

I BUDGETED TOTAL CAPITAL FINANCING 
I 

CAPITAL FINANCES APPLIED 

XXX PrlOI' Year's Overexpendotures Balance 

270,000 
25 

1,146,000 

490 Olher Assets Acquired. "•t--------;1 ... s._o"-'-0""0"'""'0-t 
61 o Enoin-"'9 s1ructures Addihons 2•it-------s_o;..o;;....:.., o.;;.o,;;,,.;;.0-1 
620 Butklings Fixed Assets Addi110ns 2•,t------------4 
630 Mec11tnes. Equipment Additions. 3o•t--------7_o...._, o_o_o--t 
640 Land AcQuired for Government Use... 31lt-------------t 
650 Vehicle Additions . 

7XO Grantsto. Government J lt--------..,,...--=--i 
761 Contrlbutedto0peratingFuroctions(3). l,000 
762 Contnbutect to Othef Capital Functions t 1 > 3 it--------1_0""""',_o __ o_o--1 
763 Additions to Function Capital Allowances. 3 lt-------------i 
764 Additions to Function Capital~ .. 

785 Contributed to Own Municipality Agencies ..,lf-------------1 
7 70 Grants to Individuals and Organizations 

990 Other Transactions and Adjustments . 

TOT AL CAPITAL FUNDS APPLIED 

BUDGETED C4'1TAL APPLICATIONS 

• UNEXPENDED CAPITAL BALANCE AT YEAR END 

GRAND TOTAL CAPITAL FINANCING 
'3 

BUDGETED TOTAL CAPITAL FINANCING 

llotes: The following ~ems must agree. 

1 FR20A·99· 1 6 must agree wi1h FR20A·99·35 
2 FR20A·99-15 must agree with FR19A·99-25 
3 FR20A·99-34 must agree wi1h FR19A·99·15 

1,031,000 

115,000 

1,146,000 
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SAMPLEFORD 

MUNICIPAUTY 

FINAL REPORT ON ASSESSMENTS ANO VALUATIONS FOR 1992 

l_ --IT:::ESCRIPTIONS I., 

TAXABLE PROPERTY ASSESSMENTS 

Commercial Properttes 

Industrial Properties 

Residential Properties . 

Farming Proper1oes ... 

TOTAL TAXABLE PROPERTY ASSESSMENTS 
5 

Railway Rights-of-Way 

Pope Lines 

Electrieal Power Services 

C-TV. Syslems 

Telephone Systems. 

Sec. 25 Municipal Tax Acl and M. TE.A. 

TOTAL OTHER TAXABLE ASSESSMENTS 

GOVERNMENT PROPERTIES 

28 

LAND ASSESSMENT 

EXEMPT FROM 1 SUBJECT TO 
SCHOOL FOUNDATION L. SCHOOL FOUNDATION 

Municipal Eleclrical System . 

Municipal Gas System 

Municipal Telephone System . 

Municipal Rental Proper1ies .. "I - -
Leased, Grazing and Ta• Recovery Lands " 

I TOTAL ~UNtCl;~~~SSESSMENTS J 40,000 

Alberta Liquor Control Board . ··IJJ1LiillilltlSJ:!llii:Z.iiJti:1illJ 

I 
---------- - ---- --, 

TOTAL PROVINCIAL ASSESSMENTS 
20 

30,000 I 125,ooo 

FEDERAL GOVERNMENT ASSESSMENTS 50,000 
21 

BUILDINGS AND IMPROVEMENTS 

EXEMPT FROM I SUBJECT TO 
SCHOOL FOUNDATION , SCHOOL FOUNDATION 

200,000 

ra;~~DTOTALASSESSMENTS ], 4,664,000, 1,270,000 , 13,287,000 , 2,913,000 . 

Year Last General Assessment became effective for tlll<ation purposes. Land 19 ...2l_. Improvements 19 2.l__. 

MACHINERY, EQUIPMENT 
AND ENGINEERING 

STRUCTURES SUBJECT 
TOS.F.P. 

5,554,000 

jFjRj2j 1 j 

TOTAL ASSESSMENT 

1,490.000 

1,490,000 

175.000 
311.000 

230.000 

716,000 

119,000 

27,688,000 
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MUNICIPAL MILLS 

51NULE FAMILY 

RESIDENTIAL 

SAMPLEFORD 

MUNICIPALITY 

SUMMARY TABLE OF COMPARATIVE Mill RATES 
For The Year Ended December 31, 1992 

PRECEDING YEAR 1991 

MUL ll-t-AMILY 

RESIDENTIAL (2) 

y 

NON-RESIDENTIAL t.Lt<.; I HI(; POWtH 

AND PIPE LINE 
SINGLI:: FAMILY 

RESIDENTIAL 

CURRENT YEAR 1992 

MULTI-FAMILY 
RESIDENTIAL (2) 

NON-RESIDENTIAL 

[FIRiili] 

r 

ELECTRIC POWER 
AND PIPE LINE 

Operating Special Levies . 

Capital Special Levies 

General Municipal Operations 'I 11.50 I 11.50 I 11.50 I 11.50 I 10.25 I 10.25 I I I lt:I.<!:> I 18.25 

I TOTALMUNICIPALMILLS I 17.50 . I 17.50 I 17.5Q.____J 17.50 

I It ·· r < / L · I·· · I .. ~.·. " '· .. EDUCATION Mil.LS 

School Foundalion Program . 

School Boards Repreaentallve ( 1 } . 

TOTAL EDUCATION MILLS 

OTHER REQUISITION Mil.LS 

TOTAL REPRESENTATIVE MILL RATES 

{1} 

Public School Board . . .• IC 

Separate School Board .. 11 

16.00 

16.00 

1.50 

35.00 

16.00 

16.00 
7!iP':~,ewxxt 4.65 I 4.65 

16.00 16.00 

16.00 20.65 20.65 

1.50 1. 50 1.50 

35.00 39.55 39.55 

16.00 16.00 16.00 

(2) Rural Munlclpalttles may use this column for farm land mill rates II they differ from single family residential. 

18.25 I 18.25 18.25 

···. 
4.95 4.95 

17.00 17.00 17 .oo 17.00 

17.00 17.00 21.95 21.95 

1. 70 1. 70 1. 70 1.70 

36.95 36.95 41.90 I 41.90 

17.00 17.00 17.00 17.00 



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

City Clerk's Department (403) 342-8132 

March 2, 1994 

Alberta Municipal Affairs 
Local Government Advisory Branch 
12th Floor, City Centre 
101 - 55 - 102 Street 
Edmonton, Alberta 
T5J 4L4 

Attention: John McGowan, Assistant Deputy Minister 

Dear Sir: 

FILE No. 

FAX: (403) 346·6195 

RE: DISCUSSION! PAPER ON MUNICIPAL FINANCIAL REPORTING REQUIREMENTS 

At The City of Red Deer Council Meeting held on February :28, 1994, consideration was 
given to your correspondence dated December 31, 1994, concerning the above topic and 
at which meeting the following motion was passed. 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red DeHr having considered 
correspondence from Alberta Municipal Affairs dated December 31, 1993, 
re: Discussion Paper on Municipal Financial Reporting Requirements, 
hereby agrees to support said discussion paper and as presented to 
Council February 28, 1994." 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information. If you have any 
questions, please do not hesitate to contact the undersigned. 

All ~of 
City Cler~ 

c.c. Director of Financial Services 



Alh?Jta 
MUNICIPAL AFFAIRS 

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

Dear Mr. Kloss: 

Local Government Advisory Branch 

CityCentre, 10155 - 102 Street 
Edmonton, Alberta 
Canada T5J 4L4 

March 11, 1994 

In Replying Please Quote: 

02792-005 

We have received your comments with respect to the Discussion Paper on 
Municipal Financial Reporting Requirements .. We will be: preparing a summary and 
analysis of all comments received, and will forward a copy to you when it is 
completed. 

Thank you for the time and effort spent in responding on this issue. 

Yours truly, 

Colin Doupe, CA 
Senior Financial Advisor 

., I 

! '~ 

·C: I Y ... R .. 
~- '-

O:\word5\Marie\acknowlr 



MEMORANDUM 

DATE: January 31, 1994 

TO: City Clerk Kelly Kloss 

FROM: Personnel Manager Grant Howell 

RE: COMMISSIONER'S COMMENDATIONS - E.I.S. PROJECT TEAM 

We would like to publicly acknowledge the excellent work done by the Project Implementation 
team for the new Employee Information System. 

Our proposal, which I have discussed with Commissioner Day, is to take three to five minutes 
at the beginning of the Council meeting of February )~4tl( and have Mike present Commissioner's 
Commendations to the twelve members of that team.2? 

This is an opportunity to let Council and the public know that we have some talented and 
dedicated staff undertaking some complex tasks and completing them successfully. 

Please let me know if this will cause any difficulty. 

/rg 
c. M. Day 
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BYLAW NO. 2672/H-94 

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. Rescind subsections 6.6.1.4, 6.6.2.4, and 6.6.3.4 and replace them with the following: 

6.6.1.4 (1) Floor Area: Minimum 

(2) Site Coverage: Maximum -

(3) Building Height: Maximum -

(4) Front Yard: Minimum 

(5) Side Yard: 

Frontage in metres x 5.5 
metres 
Subject to section 6.6.1.5 
(2672/R-80) 
Duplex 85 metres2 

40% (includes garage and 
accessory buildings) 
Two storeys with a 
maximum of 10 metres 
measured from the average 
of the lot grade 
6.0 metres subject to 
Section 6.6.1.5 
Detached dwelling -
minimum 1.5 metres subject 
to Section 6.6.1.5 
Duplex (without side entry) -
minimum 1.5 metres · 
Subject to Section 6.6.1.5 
Duplex (with side entry) -
minimum 2.4 metres 
Subject to Section 6.6.1.5 
Special residential -
minimum 3.0 metres 
(2672/P-87) 

(6) Rear Yard: Minimum 7.5 metres 
(7) Lot Depth: Minimum 30 metres 
(8) Landscaping: Minimum 35% of site area 
(9) Parking: Subject to Section 4.10 
(10) Loading: N/A 
(11) Lot Area: Detached dwelling - Minimum 360 metres 

subject to Section 
6.6.1.5 (2672/C-83) 

Duplex: Minimum 232 metres 
per dwelling unit 



6.6.2.4 

-2- Bylaw No. 2672/H-94 

(12) Frontage: Detached dwelling - Minimum 12 metres 
subject to Section 
6.6.1.5 (2672/C-83) 
Minimum 7.5 metres 
per unit, subject to 
Section 6.6.1.5 

Duplex 

Regulations 

(1) Floor Area: Detached dwelling·· Frontage in metres x 5 
metres 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

Duplex - Minimum 65 metres2 for 
each unit 

Multi-attached - Minimum 60 metres2 for 
each unit 

Multi-family - Minimum 60 metres2 for 
each unit 

subject to Section 6.6i.2.5 

Site Coverage: 

Building Height: 

Front Yard: 

Maximum 40% (includes garage accessory 
buildings) 
Maximum - two storeys with maximum of 
10 metres measured from the average of 
the lot grade except apartments which 
shall be allowed three storeys 
Minimum 6 metres except apartments 
which shall have a minimum setback of 7.5 
metres, subject to Section 6.6.2.5 
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-3-

(5) Side Yard: -

Bylaw No. 2672/H-94 

Detached dwelling - minimum 1.5 metres 
subject to Section 
6.6.2.5 

Duplex (without side entry) -
minimum 1.5 metres subject to 
Section 6.6.2.5 

Duplex (with side entry) -
minimum 2.4 metres subject to 
Section 6.6.2.5 

Multi-attache!d (without side entry) -
minimum 1.8 metres subject to 
Section 6.6.2.5 

Multi-attache!d (with side entry) -
minimum 2.4 metres subject to 
Section 6.6.2.5 

Multi-family -· minimum 66% of building 
height and in no case less 
than 3 metres (2672/C-81) 

Special Resiidential - minimum 3 
metres 
(2672/P-87) 

(6) Rear Yard: Minimum 7.fi metres (2672/N-80) 
(7) Lot Depth: Minimum 30 metres 
(8) Landscaping Area: Minimum 3~i% of site area 
(9) Parking: Subject to Section 4.10 
(10) Loading: N/A 
(11) Lot Area: Detached dwelling - minimum 360 metres2 

Duplex -

Multi-attached -

(2672/C-83) 
minimum 232 
metres2/dwelling unit 
minimum 150 metres2 

internal unit 
minimum 186 
metres 2 end 
unit(2672/P-87) 



6.6.3.4 

(12) Frontage: 

Regulation 

85 

-4-

Multi-family -

Bylaw No. 2672/H-94 

no separate bedroom -
minimum 7 4 metres2 per 
dwelling unit 
one bedroom - minimum 
111 metres2 dwelling unit 
more than one bedroom -
minimum 139 metres2 per 
dwelling unit 

DetachE~d dwelling·· minimum 12 metres 
(2672/C-83) 

Duplex - minimum 7.6 metres per 
dwelling unit 

Multi-attached 
buildin!~ -

Multiple family 
buildin1~ -

minimum 16.5 metres, 5.5 
metres per each unit 
(2672/P-87) 

minimum 19.5 metres 

(1) Floor Area: Detached dwelling-· (minimum) frontage in metres 
x 5 metres 
Duplex - Minimum 65 metres2 for each unit 
Multi-attached - Minimum 60 metres2 for each unit 

Multi-family - minimum 37 metres2 for each unit 
subject to Section E3.6.3.8. 

(2) Site Coverage: Maximum 40% (includes garage and 
accessory buildings 

(3) Building Height: Maximum - two storeys with maximum of 
10 metres measured from the average of 
the lot grade except apartments 

(4) Front Yard: Minimum 6 metres except apartments which shall 
have a minimum setback of 7.5 metres 

(5) Side Yard: - Detached dwelling - minimum 1.5 metres subject 
to Section 6.6.3.8. 

Duplex (without side entry) -
minimum 1.5 metres subject to Section 
6.6.3.8 
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-5- Bylaw No. 2672/H-94 

Duplex {with side entry) -
minimum 2.4 metres subject to Section 
fi.6.3.8 

Multi-attached (without side entry) -
minimum 1.B metres subject to Section 
6.6.3.8 

Multi-att:ached (with side entry) -
minimum 2.4 metres subject to Section 
E>.6.3.8 

Multi-family -
minimum 66'% of building height and in no 
case less than 3 metres (2672/C-81) 

Special Residential - minimum 3 metres 
(2672/P-87) 

(6) Rear Yard: Minimum 7.5 metres 
(7) Landscaping: Minimum 35io/o of the site area except in 

those R.3 land use districts contiguous to 
the C.1 land use district the minimum is 
:33% of the site area. (2672/C-81) 

(8) Parking: Subject to Section 4.10 
(9) Loading: N/A 
(10) Lot Area: Detached dwelling - minimum 232 metres2 per 

dwellin~J unit 

(11) Lot Frontage: 

Multi-attached building - minimum 150 metres2 

internal unit 186 mE~tres2 end unit (2672/P-87) 
Multiple family building - No separate bedroom -
minimum 55 metres2 per dwelling unit 

One bedroom - minimum 82 metres2 per dwelling 
unit (2E>72/G-81) 
More than one bedroom - minimum 102 metres2 

per dwelling unit 
Subject to Section 6.6.3.7 

Detached dwelling - minimum 7 .6 metres 
Duplex - minimum 7.6 metres per dwelling 
Multi-attached building - minimum 
16.5 metres 
5.5 metres for each unit unit (2672/P-87) 
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-6- Bylaw No. 2672/H-94 

2. Rescind section 4.3.1 (1) and replace it with the following: 

4.3.1(1) The base from which to measure the height of a building is from the mid 
point of the grade on the lot. 

3. This By-law shall come into full force and effect upon the passage of third reading. 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of AD. 1994. 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of AD. 1994. 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of AD. 1994. 

MAYOR CITY CLERK 
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BYLAW N0.267211-94 

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 AL.BERTA, DULY ASSEMBLED, .ENACTS AS FOLLOWS: 

That By-law No. 2672/80 be amended 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. 6/94, attached hereto and forming part of the By-law. 

2. This By-law 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. 1994. 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.O. 1994. 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.O. 1994. 

MAYOR CITY CLERK 



City of Red Deer --- Land Use Bylaw 

Land Use Districts 
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BYLAW N0.2672/J-94 

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 By-law No. 2672/80 be amended 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. 7/94, attache!d hereto and forming part of the By-law. 

2. This By-law shall come into full force and E!ffect upon the passage of third reading. 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of AD. 1994. 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of AD. 1994. 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of AD. 1994. 

MAYOR CITY CLERK 
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City of Red Deer --- Land Use Bylaw 

Land Use Districts 
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