
AGENDA 

FOR THE REGULAR MEETING OF RED DEER CITY COUNCIL 

TO BE HELD IN THE COUNCIL CHAMBERS, CITY HALL, 

MONDA~NOVEMBER2Z1993, 

COMMENCING AT 4:30 P.M . 

•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
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DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

1 
UN~INISHED BUSINESS 

November 15, 1993 

Mayor Surkan and Members of Council 

Alan Scott, Land and Economic Development Manager 

APPLICATIONS TO PURCHASE SITE B - FORMER RAILWAY LANDS 

Three development sites which were made available with the railway relocation from the 
downtown area, were advertised for development this past summer. One submission was 
received for Site A, which was subsequently dealt with by Council. Two submissions were 
received for Site B and because there were none for Site C, we asked that Council table the two 
Site B submissions to allow the administration time to try and satisfy both parties' requirements. 
The matter was tabled by Council on September 27, 1993. 

Of the two submissions received for Site B, consisting of 0.28 acre,, only the Camdon 
Construction Services Ltd. met all the requirements. Laebon Developments Ltd.'s proposal was 
limited to an elevation. Both proposals were attractive however, and deemed to be appropriate 
for the site. 

Our first meeting with the two developers revealed an interest by Camdon in c:onsidering 
relocating their proposal to a portion of Site C. We therefore prepared a conceptual redesign of 
the Site C property to provide for several small parcels similar in size to the Site B parcel. On 
September 28, 1993, we received a proposal from Camdon Construction Services Ltd. in which 
they asked that they be permitted to purchase a .26 ha (.64 acre) portion of Site C, together with 
an option to acquire the balance of Site C which fronts on 52 Street, and is presently leased to 
Empire Paarking. Camdon also asked that they be given the option to increase the depth of the 
parcel from 131.2 feet (40 metres) to 164 feet (50 metres), depending on the final design and 
layout of their proposal. Camdon was offering our advertised price of $2.58/sq. ft. for the first 40 
metres of depth fronting on 52 Street, and $1.50/sq. ft. for any additional lands required to 
increase the depth. This offer created some problems for us, and has led to an impasse as far 
as reaching consensus is concerned. 

In November 1992, Swell Investments Ltd. requested they be given consideration for the 
purchase of approximately 200 feet (61 metres) of frontage on 52 Street, in the area presently 
occupied by the Empire Paarking lease. Although Swell Investments did not submit a further 
proposal during the call for proposals this past summer, they assumed their original offer of 
November 1992 would still be considered. 

At the same time, we received correspondence from Weddell Mehling Pander on behalf of Empire 
Paarking requesting they be given consideration to purchase approximately one acre of land, 
within the Site C boundaries, to expand their existing parking lot. 

In summary, the position of each respective buyer is as follows: 

2/ ... 
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Laebon is prepared to proceed with their original proposal on Site 8. The proposal met the 
guidelines as established in the original call and we are prepared to recommend that Site B, 
consisting of .28 acre, be sold to Laebon Developments Ltd. for the full asking price of $30,940. 

Camdon Construction Services Ltd. 

Camdon Construction wishes to acquire 0.64 acre of Site C, which can be identified as 259 feet 
(78.94 metres) of frontage by approximately 131 feet (40 metres) in depth. They also wish to 
obtain an option to purchase the remaining 73.5 feet (22.38) metres of frontage, which is 
presently occupied on a lease basis by Empire Paarking. Camdon is prepared to offer the City 
$2.58/sq. ft. for the first 131 feet (40 metres) of depth and $1.50/sq. ft. for any additional land 
required to increase the depth to 164 feet (50 metres). 

Swell Investments Ltd. 

Swell Investments letter of November 30, 1992 is requesting that they be allowed to purchase 
approximately 200 feet (60.96 metres) of frontage on 52 Street to be measured from the furthest 
point east, by 150 feet (45.72 metres) of depth. In discussions with Swell representatives, they 
are prepared to reduce their requirement to 150 feet of frontage with the depth to remain at 
approximately 150 feet. The parcel which Swell wishes to purchase, includes the parking lot 
presently leased to Empire Paarking. 

Empire Paarklng - Babcar Developments Ltd. 

Empire Paarking has expressed an interest in purchasing approximately one acre of land within 
Site C, and including the existing Empire Paarking lot. In discussions with Empire Paarking, they 
have expressed a willingness to work with either or both developers in putting together a package 
which would include provision for some parking in the area. Both Camdon and Swell Investments 
have also expressed a willingness to work with Empire to incorporate them into any development 
they might undertake. The existing lease with Empire Paarking carries a 60 day cancellation 
clause. 

Recommendation 

The information obtained from Swell Investments is very preliminary, and is not complete based 
upon our proposal call this past summer. Nevertheless, Swell Investments has a history of 
completing quality developments and we have no hesitation in supporting a Swell Investments 
Ltd. proposal. We would therefore recommend the following: 

3/ ... 
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Site B 
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Sell Site B to Laebon Developments Ltd. as per their original proposal, for a selling price of 
$30,940. The use of the site would be to house offices for Laebon Developments Ltd. and related 
companies. 

Site C 

1. Give 60 day notice of cancellation of lease to Empire Paarking, and at the same time 
advise them of the willingness of both Camden and Swell Investments to work with them 
to incorporate parking into any proposed new development. 

2. Enter into an agreement with Camden Construction Services Ltd. covering the purchase 
of the western most 181 feet (55.17 metres) of frontage on 52 Street. The purchase price 
to be based on $2.58/sq. ft., regardless of depth. 

3. The Camden development to be a multi-tenant facility similar in concept to the original 
proposal and to the satisfaction of the Development Officer. 

4. Enter into an agreement with Swell Investments Ltd. for the eastern most 150 feet (45.72 
metres) of frontage on 52 Street. The purchase price to be $2.58/sq. ft. regardless of 
depth required. 

5. The Swell Investment proposal to be subject to the approval of the Development Officer, 
with elevations to be compatible with both those of Camden and Laebon. 

6. All agreements to be subject to the satisfaction of the City Solicitor. 

We feel that we are providing Camden with a much larger site than their original request, which 
was based on an application to acquire Site B consisting of .28 acre. At the same time, we 
provide an opportunity for Swell Investments to proceed with development on part of the property 
and Empire Paarking to incorporate parking into the overall development. There is considerable 
land located to the north along the former CP right-of-way, which should lend itself to long term 
parking, and which could be covered by a lease agreement with Empire. 

Respectfully submitted, 

iltt 
AVS/mm 

Commissioners' Comments 

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

11 G. SURKAN'1, ~1ayor 

11 M.C. DAY", City Commissioner 
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DATE: OCTOBER 26, 1993 

TO: 

FROM: 

LAND AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGER 

CITY CLERK 

RE: SITE "B" • FORMER RAILROAD LANDS • DOWNTOWN RED DEER 

Your brief report dated October 19, 1993 pertaining to the above matter was considered 
at the Council Meeting of October 25th and at which meeting, Council passed the 
following motion: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, hereby agrees that the 
matter pertaining to Site "B" - Former Railroad Lands Downtown Red Deer, 
be tabled pending a further report from the Land and Economic 
Development Manager." 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information and we look 
forward to your further report in due course. 

CS/cir 



DATE: DECEMBER 9, 1992 

TO: LAND & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGER 

FROM: CITY CLERK 

RE: APPLICATION TO PURCHASE BY SWELL INVESTMENTS LTD. PART 
OF LOT 1 and LOT 28, PLAN 6233 R.S. 

Your report dated December 2, 1992 pertaining to the above matter was considered at 
the Council Meeting of December 7, 1992. 

At the above noted meeting, the following motion was introduced: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer having considered report 
dated December 2, 1992, from the Economic Development Manager re: 
Application by Swell Investments Ltd. to purchase part of Lot 1 and Lot ~~B. 
Plan 6233 RS hereby agrees to the City entering into an option and land 
sales agreement with Swell Investments Ltd. pertaining to the aforesaid 
lands (approximately 31,875 sq. ft.) at a purchase price of $11 .. 04 per sq. 
ft. subject to the following conditions: 

1. The agreement to include a six month option at an option fee 
of 5% of the purchase price, with the balance of the purchase 
price payable upon exercising the option 

2. A condition of exercising the option being that the purchaser 
must obtain a development permit for a development 
conforming with C-1 zoning standards 

3. The City to be responsible for re-zoning the site to C-1 
4. The City to be responsible for all survey and subdivision costs 
5. The City to be responsible for the installation of water, 

sanitary sewer, storm sewer and 400 amp electrical service 
connections to the property line 

6. The City to be responsible for the removal of any 
environmental contaminants from the site 

7. The City providing Empire Paarking with 60 days' notice of 
cancellation of their lease agreement 

8. Access from 52 Street to the satisfaction of the City Engineer 
9. An agreement satisfactory to the City Solicitor 

and as recommended to Council December 7, 1992." 

Prior to voting on said resolution however, a tabling motion was passed pending receipt 
of a further report back to Council relative to negotiations on the sale of said land. 



DATE: September 28, 1993 

TO: 

FROM: 

LAND & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGER 

CITY CLERK 

RE: DOWNTOWN WEST REDEVELOPMENT PROPOSALS 

Your report dated September 21, 1993, pertaining to the above received consideration 
at the September 27, 1993 Council Meeting with the following motion being passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered report dated 
September 21, 1993 from the Land and Economic Development Department, re: 
Downtown West Redevelopment Proposals, hereby concurs with the 
recommendations with reference to Sites B & C." 

As noted the decision on the sale of Site B was tabled in order to permit the 
Administration to meet with the parties expressing an interest in this site, iin an effort to 
accomodate both proposals within the land area available. We look forward to your 
further report for inclusion on the October 12, 1993 agenda 

With regard to Site A, the following motion was passed agreeing that said site be not sold 
to Pro Collision and Frame. 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered report dated 
September 21 , 1993 from the Land and Economic Development Department re: 
Downtown West Redevelopment Proposals, hereby agrees that with reference to 
Site A, Council not approve the sale of Site A to Pro Collision and Frame of Red 
Deer. 

I trust that you will notify Pro Collision and Frame of Council's decision and take whatever 
further action is deemed appropriate with regard to this matter. 

CS/sw 

cc: Director of Engineering Services 
Bylaws & Inspections Manager 
City Assessor 
EL&P Manager 
Fire Chief 
Public Works Manager 
Principal Planner 
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September 14, 1993 

City of Red Deer 
Economic Development 
City Hall 
RED DEER, A!berta 

ATTENTION: MR. AL SCOTT 

RE: Portion of Site C & Lot 2B{diagram attached) 

WEDDELL 
MEHLING 

PANDER 
& ASSCXIATES REALTY LID 

This is to advise that Babcar Developments Ltd. and Empire Parking are interested in purchasing 
approximately 1 acre of land on the above property as outlined on attached. Exact dimensions 
are negotiable. 

They would propose to retain a portion of this as public parking and eventually develc1p on the 
balance as the need arises. They are receptive to allowing the city to register a caveat on a 
portion to ensure it remain as public parking for say 1 O years or as negotiated. 

Price of the land would depend upon dimensions, location and restrictions. 

They are prepared to meet with you to discuss this in detail. 

We look forward to your reply in due course. 

Yours truly, 

WEDDELL MEHLING PANDER & ASSOCIATES REALTY LTD. 

~ 
LLOYD MEADOWS 
Commercial Specialist 

LM/DB 

202, 4708 - SOth Ave., Red Deer, Alberta, Canada T4N 4A1 
TELEPHONE (403) 340-1986 FAX (403) 347-1696 

"COMMERCIAL REAL ESTATE SERVICES" 



CAMDON CONSTRUCTION SERVICES LTD. 
13 7965 49 Avenue 
Red Deer, Alberta 

T4P 2V5 

PHONE: (403) 343-1233 FAX: (403) 342-2422 

September 28, 1993 

City Clerk 
City Hall 
4914 48 Avenue 
Red Deer, Alberta 

I The City Of Red Deer 

. ()d s/<1~) 
1 Date.------~-----

•[:Time: ___ JO :.::x:J~n 

Rec'd~:=~-·------~ 

Submission to Purchase/Develop Land 52 Street between 51 

Avenue, Site B and Zoned. CIA - City of Red Deer, Alberta. 

-Purchase price of $ 2.58 per sq.ft. for parcel consisting of 

approximately .26 ha(~ 28,000 sq.ft.) as per attached sketch. 

-Camden also requires an option to purchase the 22 m property 

directly to the east presently leased as a parking lot for the 

same purchase price of $ 2.58 per sq.ft. 

-Camden would also like the option of increasing the depth of 

the parcel of land from 40 m to 50 m r depending upon the! final 

design and layout. Camden would be prepared to offer $ 1.50 

per sq.ft. for the additional property if required. 

-Camden requires that the property be placed in 2 parcels plus 

the optional parcel to the east. 

-Deposit was submitted.with original offer August 27, 1993. 

-Balance on closing (within 60 days of obtaining suitable 

development permit). 

-Purchase conditional upon development permit being issued. 

DESIGN BUILD CONTRACTORS 
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-City of Red Deer warrants the property to be environmentally 

clean. 

-Camdon Construction Services Ltd agrees to standard City of 

Red Deer utility connection fees (no downtown power grid 

charges). 

-Final design of the project will be dictated by final client 

selection and input, but the quality would be to a high standard 

similar to the original concept submitted August 27, 1993. 

-Expected commencement of construction is spring of 1994 for 

occupancy late summer 1994. 

Yours truly, 

D. J • ( Don ) Lang 

General Manager and President 

Enclosures 

Revised proposal "B" Sept 21, 1993 

DESIGN BUILD CONTRACTORS 



Li I La~~,~h~NU?evelo~~.~!~~0~~d. 
RED DEER, ALBERTA T4P 1Ml PHONE (403) B45-3232 (ROCK'Y MTN. HSE.) 

August 26 1993 

City of Red Deer 
Office of the City Clerk, 
4914 48 A venue, Red Deer, 
Alberta T4N 3T4 

Dear Sir 

FAX (403) 341-4165 

It is the desire of our firm to purchase one of the sites in the Downtown West Redevelopment Area, as 
recently advertised. We are interested in the parcel advertised as Site B,, consisting of .28 acre. Our 
offer to purchase is as per the terms of the request for submissions, and is for the full price of 
$30,940.00. I attach a bank draft in the amount of $1,547.00, being five percent of the purchase price. 

We are proposing to erect a building on the site to house offices for our companies. Laebon 
Developments Ltd. is a home building and land development company, presently active in Red Deer, 
Lacombe, Rocky Mountain House and Olds. Laebon Homes Ltd. is a home builder presently active in 
Blackfalds. Gaetz Avenue Home Design Group Ltd. is a company specializing in residential home 
design. All of these companies presently work out of leased offices in north Red Deer, and have grown 
to the extent that some expansion will soon be necessary. We are anxious to relocate into a building that 
we own, and therefore we are making this offer. I would also point our that we do not presently store 
any construction materials at the site of our offices, and will not do so at our new location. We lease 
a storage facility for our excess construction materials. 

I attach a site plan showing our first draft design of the development of the building and the site. You 
will note that we have complied fully with the land use bylaw as it pertains to the land use of Cl-A. As 
you can see, we have adequate on site parking, and an overabundance of landscaping. Our site plan 
envisions being able to retain the large tree that is presently on western e,dge of the: site. 

I also attach an elevation view of our proposed building. We envision a single story building with a 
slopped roof clad with a premium asphalt shingles. The walls will be predominately stucco, with raised 
shadow boxing as an accent. We expect to include an abundance of windows, offering a large amount 
of natural light to create a pleasant environment for our staff to work in. The model that we are 
following is that of an upscale California office park. 

LAEBON DEVELOPMENTS LTD. 
/ 
C/-r~ 

W.G. (Gord) Bontje 
President 

"Pride Builds Our Homes" 
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THE CITY OF RED DEER 
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 

Economic Development Department 342-8106 

December 10, 1992 

Mr. E. H. Watson, President 
Swell Building Contractors 
4324 - 54 Avenue 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 4M2 

Dear Mr. Watson: 

RE: PART OF LOT 1 AND LOTS 28. PLAN 6233 R.S. 

FILE No. 

FAX: (403) 346·61i!J5 

We acknowledge your telephone call of Tuesday, December 8, in which you indicated a desire 
to withdraw your application to purchase a portion of the above parcel of land. It is my 
understanding that your request to withdraw the application is to allc.v the City of Red Deer 
sufficient time to establish an overall plan for the redevelopment of the former CP Rail lands and 
adjacent properties. 

The Red Deer Regional Planning Commission is currently working on a revision of the downtown 
plan, incorporating the former CP Rail lands. It is anticipated that this plan will be completed by 
March 31 , 1993. 

We have made note of your interest in this and other properties in the downtown area, and will 
maintain contact with you in an effort to keep you abreast of developments. Thank you for your 
interest in the redevelopment of the downtown area. 

Sincerely, 

~Scott 
LAND AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGER 

AVS/mm 

c: City Clerk 
Director Engineering Services 
Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
E.L.& P. Manager 
Land Supervisor 

ior Planner, R.D.R.P.C. 



The City of Red Deer 

Land for Sale 

DOWNTOWN WEST REDEVELOPMENT AREA 

Sealed submissions addressed to the City Clerk, City Hall, 4914 - 48 Avenue, l~ed Deer for 
the purchase and development of sites located in the Downtown West Redevelopment Area 
will be received up to 2:00 p.m. August 27, 1993. 

Site A zoned DC(3) 45 Street & 54 Avenue 

Site B zoned Cl-A 52 Street & 53 Avenue 

Site C zoned Cl-A 52 Street & North to 
55 Street 

1.24 acres ± $ 153,!340 ± 

.28 acre ± 30,940 ± 

2.72 acres± 272,509 ± 

Submissions can be based on the purchase of all of a specific site and/or a portion thereof. 
Areas and purchase price of sites to be subject to legal subdivision plans being registered, 
90 days minimum from date of signed land purchase agreement. 

All submissions must be accompanied by a deposit for 5% of the total purchase price, in 
cash or by certified cheque, bank draft or money order. Such deposit to be applied toward 
the purchase price upon the successful applicant signing an option to purchase1 agreement. 
Deposit to be forfeited if the successful applicant does not sign an agreement to purchase. 

Submissions subject to City Council approval. Maps. conditions of sale, e1tc.. may be 
obtained from the Land and Economic Development Department, Second Floor, City Hall, 
342-8106. 

dr-
Alan V. Scott 
LAND AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGER 



TERMS AND POLICIES 

The April 26, 1993 meeting of City Council approved the following resolution authorizing the 
sale of the sites within the Downtown West Redevelopment area. 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer having considered report 
dated April 16, 1993, from the Land and Economic Development Manager, re: 
Former CP Rail Right-of-Way, hereby agrees that the City engage an 
independent appraiser to establish values on all City owned properties 
contained within the redevelopment area, based on the proposed us1as as 
outlined in the plan. 

Council further agrees that the City advertise the availability of these parcels, 
together with approved prices and ask for proposals for each site and as 
recommended to Council April 26, 1993." 

1. Accepted submissions must be approved by City Council and the Municiipal Planning 
Commission who are concerned with landscaping, parking, architectural treatment of 
the building, prior to issuing of the building permit. Detailed information is available 
from the Building Inspections Department 342-8292. 

Purchase price of parcels are as indicated, being all inclusive with the exception of 
utility connection fees for sanitary sewer, water, storm sewer, electric light and power, 
natural gas, telephone, community video and internal servicing costs. Sale subject 
to development being approved by City Council. 

Services for lots are normally located in the roadway adjacent to the site. .Additional 
payments for electrical service connections and transformers are to be arranged 
through the Electric Light and Power Department (342-827 4). For sewer and 
water connection charges, applicants should consult with the City Engineering 
Department (342-8161 ). Both departments will be able to provide cost quotations 
when sufficient information regarding size of service is provided. Applications for 
natural gas hook-up should be made to Northwestern Utilities (343-6604). 

2. Accepted application will be conducted through an Option Agreement for an option 
period up to ninety (90) days. 

3. The 5% option fee is non-refundable unless the City is unable to issue a development 
permit. 

4. A development permit must be obtained before the option can be exercised. 

5. Construction of the proposed project, as submitted, must commence within nine (9) 
months of the exercising of the option, and be completed within twenty-one (21) 
months of that date. Commencement of construction is deemed to be the completion 
of all footings. 



- 2 -

NOTE: If construction does not commence nine (9) months from the exe1rcising of the 
option, the agreement shall be considered null and void. The purchase price, less 1 % 
per month penalty, will be returned to the purchaser. 

6. Terms: 

• 5% deposit for 90 day option, from date of City Council approval; 

• 1 /3 total purchase price, less 5% deposit on exercising option; 

• 1/3 totai purchase price 4 months from date of exercising option; 

• 1 /3 total purchase price 8 months from date of exercising option . 

In any event the land must be paid for in full prior to the City issuing a building permit. 
Property taxes will be adjusted as of January 1 in the year following receipt of 
payment in full. 

G.S.T. is payable on land sales unless the G.S.T. 60 Form and G.S.T. Registration 
Number is file with The City of Red Deer. 

7. Duplicate Certificate of Title and land transfer will not be released until lot is paid for 
in full and either: 

a) the construction of the development is completed to the satisfaction of the City 
Development officer; or 

b) a mortgage has been approved in the name of the applicant for construction 
of the proposed development. 

8. Guidelines: 

Submissions should include four prints of site plans in metric measurements. These 
plans should include: 

a) a site plan; 

b) the architectural treatment of buildings; 

c) the provision and architecture of landscaped space; 

d) description of all exterior materials; 

e) access to roadways and parking layouts; and 



- 3 -

f) proof of ownership or authority to apply for development. 

NOTE: Please allow a minimum five '(5) weeks for processing of the development 
permit. Permits are subject to the approval of the Development Officer or the 
Municipal Planning Commission. 

Before proceeding with construction, the purchaser must: 

a) pay for the land in full; 

b) arrange for all appropriate services; 

c) obtain a building permit which requires two (2) sets of working drawings (in 
metric), complete with Engineer/Architect seal (if required), to obtain a building 
permit. Please allow a minimum three (3) weeks for plan review; and 

d) obtain site regulations for C-1 A and DC(3) - contact Developmont Officer at 
:342-8190. 

9. The City of Red Deer will bare the costs of an environmental audit as r1equired. 

10. The Engineering Department is presently reviewing the status of a 6 m eiasement, for 
storm sewer main, situated through Parcel 2. 
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DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

NOVEMBER 23, 1993 

LAND AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGER 

CITY CLERK · 

APPLICATIONS TO PURCHASE SITE BAND 
SITE C - FORMER RAILWAY LANDS 

Your report dated November 15, 1993 pertaining to the above subject matter received 
consideration at the Council Meeting of November 22nd and at which meeting n:lsolutions 
were passed as follows: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered 
report dated November 15, 1993 from the Land and Economic Development 
Manager re: Former Railway Lands, hereby agrees to the sale of Site B to 
Laebon Developments Ltd. as per their original proposal, for a selling price 
of $30,940.00, said site to be used to house offices for Laebo:n 
Developments Ltd. and related companies, subject to an agreement 
satisfactory to the City Solicitor and as recommended to Council November 
22, 199:3." 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered 
report dated November 15, 1993 from the Land and Economic Development 
Manager re: Former Railway Lands, hereby agrees to the following with 
regard to Site C: 

1. Give 60 day notice of cancellation of lease to Empire 
Paarking, and at the same time advise them of the willingness 
of both Camden and Swell Investments to work with them to 
incorporate parking into any proposed new development. 

2. Enter into an agreement with Camden Construction Services 
Ltd. covering the purchase of the western most 181 feet 
(55.17 meters) of frontage on 52 Street. The purchase price 
to be based on $2.58/sq. ft., regardless of depth. 

3. The Camden development to be a multi-tenant facility similar 
in concept to the original proposal and to the satisfaction of 
the Development Officer. 

. .. I 2 



Land and Economic Development Manager 
Page 2 
November 23, 1993 

4. Enter into an agreement with Swell Investments Ltd. for the 
eastern most 150 feet (45.72 metres) of frontage on 52 
Street. The purchase price to be $2.58/sq. ft. regardless of 
depth required. 

5. The Swell Investment proposal to be subject to the approval 
of the Development Officer, with elevations to be compatible 
with both those of Camdon and Laebon. 

6. All agreements to be subject to the satisfaction of the City 
Solicitor, 

and as recommended to Council November 22, 1993." 

The above decisions of Council are submitted for your information and I trust that you will 
convey these decisions to the applicants. Also, please take whatever action is deemed 
appropriate on behalf of the City. 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory and that you will prepare appropriate legal 
documentation in due course for execution by all parties. 

City 

CS/cir 

cc: Director of Community Services 
Director of Engineering Services 
Director of Financial Services 
Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
City Assessor 
E. L. & P. Manager 
Fire Chief 
Public Works Manager 
Principal Planner 
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NO. 2 

CS-4.207 

DATE: November 15, 1993 

TO: CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: CRAIG CURTIS 
Director of Community Services 

RE: CENTRAL ALBERTA SLO-PITCH ASSOCIATION: 
LEASE OF A PORTION OF EDGAR ATHLETIC PARK 
A memo from the Chairman of the Recreation, Parks & Culture Board 
dated November 10, 1993 refers. 

1. In June, City Council approved a C.T.A.P. grant to the Central Alberta Sic-Pitch 
Association (C.A.S.P.A.) for the building of new athletic park facilities, subject to 
a number of conditions. One of these conditions was that a lease agreement 
between C.A.S.P.A. and The City be concluded by October 31, 1993. 

2. The C.A.S.P.A. has now written to The City requesting that the deadline be 
extended until the end of January 1994. The extension is supported by the Visitor 
and Convention Bureau and the Recreation, Parks and Culture Board. 

3. RECOMMENDATION: 

:ad 
Att. 

I support the comments of the Recreation, Parks and Culture Board and 
recommend that City Council approve an extension of Central Alberta Sic-Pitch 
Association's (C.A.S.P.A.) deadline for the completion of a lease agreement from 
October 31, 1993, to the end of January 1994. 

c. Edna Allwright, Chairman, Recreation, Parks and Culture Board 
Lowell Hodgson, Recreation & Culture Manager 
Wendy Martindale, Director, Visitor and Convention Bureau 



October 17,1993 
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City Of Red Deer, 
The CASPA Board of Directors would like to forward some 

concerns to the City Of Red Deer at this time. 
At the August 30, 1993 city counc i 1 meet 1 ng the 

Maspaloon/Edgar Park land exchange was given second and 
third reading and CASPA was very pleased with these steps 
and believe the City is moving in a positive direction. 

The CASPA Board of Directors have some concerns with the 
time restrictions that the City of Red Deer has put on t:he 
Athletic Park project that was not finalized until 
Sept/93.CASPA feels that there is not enough time to work 
with the other Associations involved to prepare and 
finalize a working relationship which will be nessassary 
to complete this project. 

The advancement of the Ctap grant application deadline 
has taken important time away from working with the other 
Associations and the City of Red Deer.Priority has been 
given to the CTAP application because of it's importance 
to the success of the project.CASPA has met the new 
deadline of September 31/93 and are awaiting a response 
from the Province of Alberta. 

The City of Red Deer and CASPA have met together f<J•r 
the first time (October 7/93) to review the first draft of 
the 1 ease agreement . The meeting was very positive alt hough 
there were minor concerns from both parties involved which 
still need to be addressed. 

The Engineering firms that have betrn contacted with 
regards to a Concept Plan also are concerned that with 
these time restrictions in place,a quality plan would not 
be possible and this would not benefit either parties 
involved. 

Since the beginning of the year CASPA has been setting 
goals and building fund raising projects.The majority of 
our goals have been met and the majority of the fund 
raising projects have been a success. 

Fund raising has been a difficult task as we have not 
had a direct project to promote or focus on until the end 
of August,when the land exchange took place and was 
finalized. 

As of September 31 CASPA has a shortfall of 
approx.$6,500.00. 
CASPA has initiated a fundraising project,asking it's 
member s t o 1 n v es t i n t he pr o j e ct: , but i t ' s r es pons e i s 
limi.ted to the time frame CASPA is on. 

CASPA also had arranged a Casino fund raiser for August 
14/93 but problems with the licensing and date confusion 
with the Provincial Gaming Commission pushed the date of 
the Casino forward to Nov 10/11. 

CASPA is continuing to look for solutions to the 
shortfall in regards to sponsors and financial 
institutions. 

CASPA Board of Directors would like to ask the City of 
Red Deer to move the Oct 31 time deadline forward to 
January,1994 to allow all parties involved to succeed in 
their goals,to build a Quality Athletic Park in our city. 

CASPA BOARD OF DIRECTORS 
President 
Sherry Kells 

//()_,~ /<_~/Lf a 45 
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FILE NO. R-40703 

DATE: November 15, 1993 

TO: MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: EDNA ALLWRIGHT, Chairperson 
Recreation, Parks & Culture Board 

RE: CENTRAL ALBERTA SLO-PITCH ASSOCIATION 
LEASE OF A PORTION OF EDGAR ATHLETIC PARK 

A grant request by the Central Alberta Sia-Pitch Association (C.A.S.P.A.) through the 
Provincial Community Tourism Action Program (C.T.A.P.) was considered by City Council 
at its meeting of June 21 , 1993 when the following resolution was adopted: 

"Resolved that Council of the City of Red Deer hereby approves the 
C.T.A.P. grant to the Central Alberta Sia-Pitch Association in the sum of 
$50,000 for submission to the province subject to the following conditions: 

1. That a lease agreement be concluded between C.A.S.P.A. and the 
City for the lease of the mutually agreed upon area within the new 
athletic park site by October 31, 1993. 

2. That C.A.S.P.A. match the grant with a direct cash contribution of 
$16,667. 

3. That a development plan be prepared for the new athletic park site 
showing how the slowpitch park would relate to the other sport 
facilities and surrounding development. The cost of preparing this 
plan should be shared among the potential user groups. The City 
does not have adequate resources to prepare this plan but would 
assist in an advisory capacity and help initiate the plan. 

4. That the revised conditions are acceptable to the Visitor anid 
Convention Bureau." 

Since that time, the Recreation & Culture Department and the Parks Depar1tment staff 
have been working with C.A.S.P.A. to assist them in making their application to C.T.A.P., 
and in preparing a draft agreement between C.A.S.P.A. and the City. This draft 
agreement is now in the hands of C.A.S.P.A. 

The Recreation, Parks & Culture Board, at their meeting held on Novembe1r 9, 1993, 
learned that C.A.S.P.A. had not completed all of the conditions of your June 21st 
resolution, and have asked for an extension until December 31, 1993 in order to comply 
with all conditions. The Recreation, Parks & Culture Board considered this e,xtension 
request and, after discussing it, passed the following resolution: 

.. ./2 



Mayor and City Council 
November 10, 1993 
Page 2 
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Moved by J. Bower, seconded by A. Nichols 

"That the Recreation Parks & Culture Board, having considered report from 
the Recreation & Culture Manager dated October 28, 1993 re: Central 
Alberta Slow Pitch Association/Lease of a Portion of Edgar Athletic Park,. 
and correspondence from the Association's Board of Directors datedl 
October 17, 1993, hereby support the request of the Association as outlined 
in said correspondence for an extension to their requirement to conclude1 
the lease agreement, raise their cash contribution, and to develop a site 
plan by October 31, 1993, and that this extension be given until Decembe1r 
31, 1993." 

EDNA ALLWRIGHT, Chairperson 
Recreation, Parks & Culture Board 

LRH/ls 

c. Lowell R. Hodgson 
Craig Curtis 

Commissioners' Comm en ts 

MOTION CARRIED 

Vie concur with the recommendations of the Recreation, Parks & Culture 
Roard and Director of Community Services. 

II G • SUR K/\N II 
Mayor 

11M.C. DAY 11 

City Commissioner 



DATE: NOVEMBER 23, 1993 

TO: DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVICES 

FROM: CITY CLERK 

RE: CENTRAL ALBERTA SLO-PITCH ASSOCIATION: 
LEASE OF A PORTION OF EDGAR ATHLETIC PARK 

Your recommendation, along with the comments of the Recreation, Parks and Culture 
Board recommending approval of an extension of Central Alberta Sia-Pitch Association's 
deadline for completion of the lease agreement, received consideration at the Council 
Meeting of November 22, 1993. 

Following is the motion which was passed by Council i,n this regard: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer hereby approves an 
extension of Central Alberta Sia-Pitch Association's deadline for the 
completion of a lease agreement pertaining to a portion of Edgar Athl1etic 
Park, from October 31, 1993 to the end of January 1994, and as 
recommended to Council November 22, 1993." 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information and appropriate 
actio . Trusting you will ensure the appropriate documentation is prepared ancl executed 
by b t parties. 

. ~ 

VCIK 
City f I erk 

CS/cir 

cc: Recreation, Parks and Culture Board 
Recreation and Culture Manager 
Red Deer Visitor and Convention Bureau 
Central Alberta Sia-Pitch Association 
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NO. 3 

CS-P-4.645 

DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

November 16, 1993 

CHARLIE SEVCIK 
City Clerk 

CRAIG CURTIS 
Director of Community Services 

DON BATCHELOR 
Parks Manager 

RE: TOWNE CENTRE· CHRISTMAS DECORATION PROGRAM 

City Council considered the draft 1994 budget for the Towne Centre Associatie>n at their 
November 8, 1993 meeting. The Towne Centre indicated in the same document that they 
wish to withdraw their services for the installation and removal of Christmas de1c()rations 
in the downtown area. Based on a report from the Community Services Director, Council 
passed the following resolution in regard to the Christmas decorations: 

"Resolved that Council of The City of Red Deer hereby agrees that the 
Administration investigate alternatives to the current delivery of the 
Christmas Decorations Program and that said review take place 
immediately so that, if necessary, adjustments can be made to the scope 
of the program to ensure there is adequate budget to remove any 
decorations installed in 1993, and as recommended to Counc:il 
November 8, 1993 by the City Commissioners."' 

The Administration has considered and discussed with the Towne Centre Association a 
number of alternatives for Christmas decorations; they include: 

1. The City would install and remove the decorations, while the Towne1 Centre 
Association retained all maintenance, storage, repair, cleaning and replacement 
responsibilities. 

2. The entire operation regarding Christmas decorations could be contracted out 
based on a tender procedure. 

3. Other agencies may wish to consider assuming the responsibility of Christmas 
decoration operations in the downtown area. 

. . ./2 
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4. The City of Red Deer and the Towne Centre Association share in the dHcoration 
responsibility, whereby the City would be responsible for storage and the Towne 
Centre Association would continue to be responsible for all decoration installation, 
removal, repair, replacement, etc. 

In view of the time restraints, the first three alternatives are not recommended. In 
addition, it is questionable whether these alternatives would result in an operational cost 
saving. 

The latter alternative is recommended and has been discussed with variious City 
department managers, and the General Manager of the Towne Centre Association. It 
would result in a net cost savings to both the City and the Association, and could be 
implemented immediately and would result in the same level of service as previous years. 
This partnership is necessary due to significant increases in equipment and storage costs 
incurred by the Towne Centre Association in 1993. This recommended alternative would 
eliminate all storage costs, which have traditionally represented 45% of the total Towne 
Centre Christmas Decoration Budget in previous years. 

Based on discussions with the Towne Centre Association's General Manager, this 
alternative would involve the following: 

The City of Red Deer: 

• To store all the decorations in the Transit Garage, requiring the relocation 
of two Public Works vehicles (steamer trucks). There would be no cost to 
the City, providing this storage space. 

The Towne Centre Association: 

• 

• 

• 

• 

Installation, removal, cleaning, repair 
replacement of decorations 

Rental space for five days to conduct repairs 

Purchase of tarps to protect the decorations 
while in storage (1994 only) 

Modifications to a Towne Centre Association 
trailer unit to store some decorations 
(1994 only) 
TOTAL 

$ 5,500 

200 

200 

300 
$6,200 

.. ./3 
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The City of Red Deer has invested $31,000 in Christmas decorations, including 116 
banners, 60 sprays, 48 wreaths, 22 candy canes and 23 bows. These decorations 
provide a festive atmosphere in the downtown area. The partnership recommended 
would ensure that the installation of decorations could proceed immediately, and that 
suitable funds are available for the removal, repair and partial replacement of decorations 
in 1994. 

As outlined in the November 2, 1993 letter to Council from the Director of Community 
Services (attached), the 1993 fee for service to the Towne Centre Associiation for 
Christmas decorations is $7 ,500. The alternative, as outlined, would result in a fee for 
service to the Towne Centre Association in 1994 and 1995 as follows: 

• 
• 

1994 
1'995 

RECOMMENDATIONS: 

$6,200 
$5,700 

1. That City Council request that the Towne Centre Association proceed immediately 
with the installation of the Christmas decorations in accordance with the approved 
1993 Fee for Service Budget. 

2. That City Council approve the 1994 Downtown Christmas Decoration Program 
based on a partnership with the Towne Centre Association providing all installation, 
removall, repair and replacement services, and the City of Red Deer p1roviding 
storage for the decorations. 

3. That City Council support the Downtown Christmas Decoration Program for 1994, 
based on a $6,200 fee for service, which will be considered during the 1994 
Budget deliberations, on the understanding that this fee would be reduced by a 
minimum of $500 in 1995. 

DB/ad 
Att. 

c. John Ferguson, General Manager, Towne Centre Association 
Kevin ~Joll, A/Transmit Manager 
Gord Stewart, Public Works Manager 
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November 16, 1993 

Attention Don Batchelor 

RBt CHRIS'l'MAS DECORATION PROPOSAL 

Dear Don, 

Please be advised that the Board Executive passed the 
following motion at a special meeting of the board at noon 
on toda.ys date; 

Be it resolved that; 

The Executive of the Board of Directors of the Towne Centre 
Association are prepared to accept option # 4 at the request 
of the City of Bed Deer for the calendar year 1994, as 
outlined by the Parks Manager in his report dated November 
15, 1993, to the City Clerk. (Wendy Church/Ross Fletcher) 
passed unanimously. 

sincerely yours, 
TOWNE RNTRE ASSOCIATION 

John P.Ferguson, General Manager. 
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CS-4.196 

DATE: November 2, 1993 

TO: CHARLIE SEVCIK 
City Clerk 

FROM: CRAIG CURTIS, Director 
Community Services Division 

RE: TOWNE CENTRE ASSOCIATION: 1994 BUDGET 
Your memo dated October 27, 1993 refers. 

1. The Towne Centre Association has submitted its 1994 budget for consideration by City 
Council. The total budget is $157,200, which is primarily funded from a Business 
Revitalization Zone (BRZ) tax on its members, a provincial grant in lieu, and a litter 
contract from the City. The litter contract in the sum of $43,700 has been reKiuced in 
accordance with the City budget guideline of -2.25%, and will result in a small reduction 
in service. 

2. The Towne Centre Association has also indicated that it is no longer ablei tio provide 
storage, maintenance, installation or removal of the Christmas decorations ini 1994. The 
responsibility for the Christmas decorations was awarded to the Towne Centre Association 
in 1989, after they indicated that they could economize the operation and complete all 
services for $4,000. In 1993, City Council approved a request from the association to 
increase the fee for service to $7,500. The guideline for 1994 is a reduction of 2.25%, 
which has resulted in the association's declining to continue with the program. 

3. I have discussed the Towne Centre Association's submission with the Parks and 
Recreation & Culture Managers, and our comments are as follows: 

.. ./2 

• Thi~ budget submission from the Towne Centre Association appears reasonable and 
has accommodated a small reduction in the litter contract. 

• Wei cannot understand the decision by the Towne Centre Association to discontinue 
responsibility for the Christmas Decoration Program. The association bud~1et for this 
service was originally $4,000 and was increased to $7,500 in 1993, which was the 
amount requested. The reduction of 2.25<:'/o could be accommodated by the 
elimination of some of the older decorations on 49 Avenue, which also have higher 
maintenance costs. 

• It is considered that the City should investigate the alternatives for thE~ storage, 
maintenance, repair, installation and removal of the Christmas decoration:s in 1994. 
The alternatives would include contracting out the operation to a private business or 
non-profit group. It should be noted that the Towne Centre As:saiciation is 
responsible for the installation of the decorations this year, which should proceed as 
planned . 



Charlie Sevcik 
Page 2 
November 2, 1993 
Towne Centre Association: 1994 Budget 

4. RECOMMENDATIONS 

It is recommended that City Council: 

14 

• Accept the Towne Centre Association's proposed budget for information at this time, 
prior to consideration during the 1994 budget deliberations in January. 

• Request the Administration to investigate alternatives for the storage, maintenance, 
repair, installation and removal of the Christmas decorations in 1994 within the 
budget guideline. 

:dmg 

c Don Batchelor, Parks Manager 
Lowell Hodgson, Recreation & Culture Manager 

Commissioners' Comments 

We concur with the recommendations of the Parks Manager and Director of 
Community Services. 

"G. SUR KAN II 

Mayor 

"M.C. DAY" 
City Commissioner 



DATE: 

TO: 

NOVEMBER 9, 1993 

PARKS MANAGER 

FROM: CITY CLERK 

RE: TOWNE CENTRE - CHRISTMAS DECORATION PROGRAM 

The above matter received consideration at the Council Meeting of November 8, 1993 
and at which meeting Council passed the following motion: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer hereby agrees that the 
Administration investigate alternatives to the current delivery of the 
Christmas Decoration Program and that said review take place immediately 
so that, if necessary, adjustments can be made to the scope of the program 
to ensure there is adequate budget to remove any decorations installed in 
1993, and as recommended to Council November 8, 1993 by the City 
Commissioners." 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information and we would 
request that you coordinate this investigation and report back to the Council Meeting of 
November 22, 1993. We would appreciate your report, if at all possible, by nc1 later than 
Tuesday, November 16, 1993, however I do appreciate the time constraints under which 
you will be working. 

CS/cir 
Encls. 

cc: Director of Community Services 
E. L. & P. Manager 
Public Works Manager 
Land and Economic Development Manager 
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November 9th, 1993 
CITY COUNCIL 
City of Red Deer 

Dear Councll, 

At your meeting of November 8th, council macte several 
comments and requests for information regarding the 
Christmas Decoration program. I am pleased to submit for 
councils information the attached responses to those 
comments and queries. 

Sincerly yours 
Towne c ntre Association 

John P.Ferguson, General Manager. 



CHRISTMAS DECORATION ?ROGRAM SUMMARY 1993. 

------------------------------------------------------------
MALLS VS. ".DOWNTOWN 

It was pointed out that the two regional malls produce far 
more elab1~rate displays than downtown totally at their own 
expense. This is quite true and a great deal of credit is 
due them for their initiative. It must be pointed out 
however that both regional malls have significantly more 
money in their marketing budget alone each year than the 
an~.1rR hnnoi:.t. for the Towns Cantre. rn addition, 11:.heir 

displays cover lass than l/3 the araa that the core display 
does. 

Never the lass they do fully cover the cost of indoor 
display on private property. 

TCA's AGREEMENT: 

Towne Cantre agreed to undertake the Christmas Display 
service seven years ago on the premise that adequate funds 
would be available to operate the program. In the !irst two 
years signi!icant catch up was required in order to produce 
the new decorations as well as generate a completm budge~t of 
costs. Since '89 the Association annually indicated that 
problems existed with adequate funding particularly in the 
repair replacement section o( the budget. 

In 1990 the Chairman of the board addressed Council on the 
issue of an increase to the $4,500 budget. He specifically 
suggested that financing the program was an increasing 
problem. !n 1991 the Chairman again approached Cou.nc:::il 
requesting the fund be increased to $7,000 because of 
increased costs. He indicated that the program could not be 
completed for the C'..lrrent $5000 grant. Council agraed to 
$6,000 that year. In 1992 the Chairman again addressed 
Council indicating that the service could not be co~pleted 
without an increase to $7500. council agreed to rund the 
program at $7500. 

Subsequent to theee increases, the Board ot Directors 
deterrni~ed during our Budget meetings in October that we 
could not =ontinue to operate this prog:am properly without 
additional funds. At the same time the City was requesting a 
2.25% reduction in the '94 grant request. 

The Board decideJ t~at since we were unable to properly 
provide the service ~ithin our upcoming budget based on the 
57331 grant g~ideline, that another agency should be 
considered to under~ake the program. 

(cont'd) 



TCA FONDS SHOULD SUBSIDIZE THE PROJECT: 

The Association has absorbed several thousand dollars ot 
extra coat for thia program since 1987. In each years total 
budget, an average of 50% of our budget expenditures are 
programmed for retail orionted projects. That is without 
additional funds being expended on the Christmas 
Decorations. 

Even with this percentage of retail spending, retail remains 
only 22% of our membership. The board is faced with hard 
decisions on programming every year, and this year, the 
Christmas decoration program did not make the priority 
spending list. 

The boards responsibility is to ensure that all our projects 
provide benefit to tha broadest section of cur members as is 
possible with the limited funding available. We have 
retailers in our City whoea mar~eting budget for a single 
major weekend promotion exceeds our ~ntire budget for 
marketing in full year. 

We have not eliminated all marketing for Christmas, and 
have budgete~ for continuing sponsorship of the Teddy Bear 
Promenade. This event produces measurable results !ar 
greater than those we can measure from the decoration 
program. In addition, we continua to eupport advartiaing 
projects throughout the Christmas season. 

BUDGET SUMMARY OF EXPENSES FOR 19931 

Removal Januarv 1993 
Warehouse storage Jan/Dec 
Cleaning and repairs '93 
Replacement of banners (50) -
rnstallation oec.'93 
Portion of insurance 
TOTAL COSTS FOR '93 

s1,100.oo 
$3,600.00 

$550.00 
$1,500.00 
$1,833.00 

$100.00 
$8,685.00 

rn addition an 
including labor 
least another ~O 
$1500.00 

estimated $1200 in additional repairs 
ara needed for the collection. rn t994 at 

banners will need replacement at a cost or 

Warehouse rent including utilities, t~xes and common area 
cost $3.52 per square foot, with 1300 sq.ft. required. Half 
of t~is cost is charged against the storage of decorations. 

------------------------------------------------------------



·~·1 11.. " .. , ;CORATI'ON COSTS i 

-------------·---------------------------· 
50% of the annual warehouse rental coats 
including utilities and triple net 

Installation1 Bucket truck rental with 

Removal; 

operator $45/hr. 
Labor 32 hours 
Banner fasteners 

Bucket truck rental with 
operator $45/hr 
I,abor 20 hours 

Cleaning of decorations; Labor 16 hours 
Car Wash 

Repair of decorations1 Labor 24 hours 
Materials (hudqet) 

Banner replacement 4 yr cycle 

Major decoration replacement budget (2/yr} 

Insurance for fire, the!t, vandalism 
while in storage 

- $3,600.00 

- $1,440.00 
$320.00 

$75.00 

$900.00 
$200.00 

$160.00 
$80.00 

$240.00 
~500.00 

$670.00 

$720.00 

$100.00 

---------------------------------------------------------TOTAL ANNUAL BODGRT $9,205.00 

------------·----------------------------------------------
INVE~TORY: 



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

City Clerk's Dcpanment (403) 342-8132 

November 9, ·1993 

The Towne CEmtre Association 
83, 4901 - 48 Street 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 1 SB 

Att: Mr. Herb Der, 
Chairman 

Dear Sir: 

FAX: (403) 348·619!5 

RE: TOWNE CENTRE ASSOCIATION 1994 BUDGET PROPOSAL 
AND CHRISTMAS DECORATION PROGRAM 

F'ILE No. 

I would advise that your letter of October 27, 1993 concerning the 1994 Towrna Centre 
Budget Proposal, appeared on the Council Agenda of November 8, 1993. 

Following are the resolutions which were passed by Council regarding said matters: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer hereby agrees that the 
Towne Centre Association Budget for 1994, be considered at the regular 
Council Meeting to be held on Monday, January 31, 1994, commencing at 
7:00 p.rn., or as soon thereafter as Council may determine. 

Council further agrees that individual notices of the meeting be mailed out 
to every person assessed for business purposes in the BRZ area." 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer hereby agrees that the 
Administration investigate alternatives to the current delivery of the 
Christmas Decoration Program and that said review take place immediately 
so that, if necessary, adjustments can be made to the scope of the program 
to ensure there is adequate budget to remove any decorations installed in 
1993, and as recommended to Council November 8, 1993 by the City 
Commissioners." 

/ 2 



Towne Centre! Association 
Page 2 
November 9, 1993 

With regard to the first motion, this office will be mailing out notices of the meeting at 
which the Towne Centre Budget will be considered, early in the New Year. 

In connection with the second resolution, we are requesting the Parks ManagE3r, Mr. Don 
Batchelor, to coordinate the review of the current delivery of the Christmas DE~coration 
Program and to report back to Council at the next meeting in view of the time c:onstraints. 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory. 

CS/cir 

cc: Director of Community Services 
Parks Manager 
E. L. & P. Manager 
Land and Economic Development Manager 
Public \Narks Manager 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

NOVEMBER 23, 1993 

DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVICES 
PARKS MANAGER 

CITY CLERK 

TOWNE CENTRE- CHRISTMAS DECORATION PROGRAM 

Your joint report dated November 16, 1993 pertaining to the above subject matter was 
considered at the Council Meeting of November 22, 1993 and at which meeting Council passed 
the following mc1tion: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered report dated 
November 16, 1993 from the Director of Community Services and Parks Manage1r 
re: Towne Centre Christmas Decoration Program, hereby agrees as follows: 

1. That City Council request that the Towne Centre Association 
proceed immediately with the installation of the Christmas 
decoration in accordance with the approved 1993 Fee for Service 
Budget. 

2. That City Council approve the 1994 Downtown Christmas 
Decoration Program based on a partnership with the Towne Centre 
Association providing all installation, removal, repair and 
replacement services, and the City of Red Deer providing storage 
f1or the decorations. 

3. That City Council support the Downtown Christmas Decoration 
Program for 1994, based on a $6200 fee for service, which will be 
c:onsidered during the 1994 Budget deliberations, on the 
understanding that this fee would be reduced by a minimum of 
$500 in 1995." 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information and whatever action you 
dee appropriate. 

I find this satisfactory. 

CS/cir 
cc: Director of Financial Services 

A/Transit Manager 
Public Works Manager 

Towne Centre Association 
Att: Mr. John Ferguson 

General Manager 



DATE: 

TO: 

NOVEMBER 10, 1993 

CITY COUNCIL 

15 

FROM: CITY CLERK 

RE: A.LDERMAN VOLK· NOTICE OF MOTION: 
C:HRISTMAS LIGHT COMPETITION 

At the Council Meeting of November 8, 1993 the following Notice of Motion with regard 
to the City hosting a Christmas Light Competition, received consideration: 

Moved by Aldeirman Volk, seconded by Alderman Campbell-Cardwell 

"WHEREAS, for sometime, the Chamber of Commerce has not hosted a 
Christmas Light Competition in our city; and 

WHEREAS viewing Christmas lights is a form of free entertainment for 
many citizens; and 

WHEREAS The City of Red Deer Transit Department currently holds a 
Christmas Light Sight-Seeing Tour each year and it would be easy for 
participants of the tour to judge a competition; 

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that The City of Red Deer host a 
Christmas Light Competition. Any person that would like their home jud1Jed 
must submit their address to the Transit Department. The lights will be 
judged by the participants of the Transit Department's Sight-Seeing Tour. 
The pri:zes will be as follows: 

1st Prize: Free Electricity in December 
~~nd Prize: 50% off Electricity Bill in December 
:3rd Prize: 25% off Electricity Bill in December." 

Prior to voting on said motion however, the matter was tabled for two weeks pending a 
clearer description of the program. Alderman Volk will be reporting verbally at the1 Council 
Meeting. 

. ' ~ . •f?i 
w~ 

City Clerk 

CS/cir 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

NOVEMBER 10, 1993 

ALDERMAN VOLK 

C:ITY CLERK 

CHRISTMAS LIGHT COMPETITION 

At the Council Meeting of November 8, 1993 your Notice of Notion with regard to the City hosting 
a Christmas Light Competition received consideration. 

The following is the motion as introduced by yourself: 

"WHEREAS, for sometime, the Chamber of Commerce has not hosted a 
Christmas Light Competition in our city; and 

WHEREAS viewing Christmas lights is a form of free entertainment for maniy 
citizens; and 

WHEREAS The City of Red Deer Transit Department currently holds a Christmas 
Light Sight-Seeing Tour each year and it would be easy for participants of the tour 
to judge a competition; 

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED thatThe City of Red Deer host a Christmas Light 
Competition. Any person that would like their home judged must submit their 
address to the Transit Department. The lights will be judged by the participants CJf 
the Transit Department's Sight-Seeing Tour. The prizes will be as follows: 

1st Prize: 
2nd Prize: 
3rd Prize: 

Free Electricity in December 
50% off Electricity Bill in December 
25% off Electricity Bill in December." 

The matter, however, was tabled for two weeks pending a clearer description of the program. 

It is my understanding that you will be meeting with Mr. Al Roth, E. L. & P. Manager, with a view 
to further refinin!~ this program and we look forward to a further report from you and/or Mir. Al Roth 
in this regard, fc1r inclusion on the November 22nd Agenda. If possible, we would appreciate this 
report by no later than Tuesday, November 16, 1993. However, I will understand if you am unable 
to make this deadline due to the time constraints. 

CS/cir 

cc: A. Roth 



DATE: 

TO: 

NOVEMBER 23, 1993 

ACTING TRANSIT MANAGER 
E .. L. & P. MANAGER 

FROM: CITY CLERK 

RE: ALDERMAN VOLK - NOTICE OF MOTION: 
CHRISTMAS LIGHT COMPETITION 

The following Notice of Motion which was submitted by Alderman Volk at the November 
8, 1993 Meeting received brief consideration at the November 22nd Meeting, however, 
said motion was withdrawn by the mover and seconder: 

"WHEREAS, for sometime, the Chamber of Commerce has not hosted a 
Christmas Light Competition in our city; and 

WHEREAS viewing Christmas lights is a form of free entertainment fo.r 
many ciUzens; and 

WHEREAS The City of Red Deer Transit Department currently holds a 
Christmas Light Sight-Seeing Tour each year and it would be easy for 
participants of the tour to judge a competition; 

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that The City of Red Deer host a 
Christmas Light Competition. Any person that would like their home judned 
must submit their address to the Transit Department. The lights will be 
judged by the participants of the Transit Department's Sight-Seeing Tour. 
The pri2:es will be as follows: 

1st Prize: 
2nd Prize: 
3rd Prize: 

Free Electricity in December 
50% off Electricity Bill in December 
25% off Electricity Bill in December." 

In v·e of the above, no further action is necessary on your part with regard to said 
m e at this tiime. It is my impression however, that Alderman Volk may be rnsurrecting 

e i :~ e_~r.litr next year for implementation in 1994 . 

. ·s~_) 
it lerk 

CS/cl 
cc: Alderman Volk 
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NO. 5 
FILE NO. R-40704 

DATE: November 1 o, 1993 

TO: MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: EDNA ALLWRIGHT, Chairperson 
l~ecreation, Parks & Culture Board 

RE: GRANTS TO COMMUNITY SERVICE ORGANIZATIONS 
REVISED POLICY 

The Recreation, Parks & Culture Board, at their meeting held on November B, 1993, 
considered revised policy #420 (attached) understanding that this was missed in our 
earlier recommendation to you. At your September 27th meeting, you passed a 
resolution dire,cting the administration to prepare an amendment to City policy #420 in 
consultation with the Recreation, Parks & Culture Board, and that revised policy was 
considered at this meeting with the following resolution being passed: 

Moved by S. Hacken, seconded by J. Bower 

"That the Recreation Parks & Culture Board, having considered report to 
the Cultural Advisory Committee from the Directors of Community and 
Financial Services dated October 19, 1993 re: Grants to Community Sen1ic:e 
Organizations/Revised Policy, and giving further consideration to the 
recommendation from the Cultural Advisory Committee concerning sam13, 
hereby support the resolution of the Cultural Advisory Committee and 
forwarcl the revised Council Policy No. 420 as contained on the novembE3r 
9, 1993 agenda, to Council of the City of Red Deer for their 1:inal 
endors1ement." 

EDNA ALLWHIGHT, Chairperson 
Recreation, Parks & Culture Board 

LAH/ls 
Attach. 

c. Lowell R. Hodgson 
Craig Curtis 

MOTION CARRIED 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

17 

November 3, 1993 

RECREATION, PARKS & CULTURE BOARD 

LOWELL R. HODGSON, Manager 
Recreation & Culture Department 

FILE NC>. R-40690 

RE: 1GRANTS TO COMMUNITY SERVICE ORGANIZATIONS - ATTACHED 
IREPORT FROM CRAIG CURTIS 

The Cultural Advisory Committee met Tuesday, November 2, 1993 and considered the 
attached report and revised Council Policy #420. After a brief discussion, the followed 
resolution was passed: 

"Vi nay Chafekar moved recommendation of the revised City Council Policy 
#420 te> the Recreation, Parks & Culture Board and City Council." 

MOTION CARRIED 

RECOMMENDATION: 

It is my recommendation that you support this resolution from the Cultural Advisory 
Committee and pass this revised policy onto City Council for their final endorseiment. 

LOWELL R. HODGSON, Manager 
Recreation & Culture Department 

/Is 
Attach. 

c. Lesia Davis 
Craig Curtis 

46 
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CS-4.173 

DATE: October 19, 1993 

TO: CULTURAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

FROM: CRAIG CURTIS, Community Services Director 
ALAN WILCOCK, Financial Services Director 

RE: tGRANTS TO COMMUNITY SERVICE ORGANIZATIONS: 
!REVISED POLICY 

1. The attached reports on City recreation and cultural grants were considered by City Council 
at its meetting on September 27, 1993, when the following resolution was adoptod: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered repe>rt dated 
Septembetr 17, 1993 from the Director of Community Services re: City Recrealtion and 
Cultural Grants, hereby agrees to: 

1. Support the principle that funding for major cultural agencies (as listed in Table 1 of the 
report from the Director of Community Services dated August 1 O, 1993) be retained at 
the same level for 1994, adjusted by the departmental guidelines. 

2. Direct the Administration to negotiate two-year funding agreements with the City's major 
cultural agencies and bring back a report to the Cultural Advisory Committee and the 
Recreation, Parks & Culture Board, for consideration prior to submission to City Council, 
in conJjunction with the 1994 budget. 

3. Direct the Administration to prepare an amendment to City Council Policy Ne>. 420, in 
consultation with the Recreation, Parks & Culture Board." 

2. In accordance with the direction from City Council, a revision of Policy No. 4~W has now 
been prepared. This revised policy is based on the following assumptions: 

.. .12 

• That grant applications for 1994 and 1995 will be limited to groups which have received 
assistance in the past, with the exception of those groups which are hosting provincial, 
national, or international events. This restriction recognizes the fact that onlly limited 
funds will bo available. 

• That funding for major cultural organizations will be considered within the Community 
Servic,es General: Cultural Agencies Budget, and a sum of $33,000 has been transferred 
into this program in the draft 1994 budget. This sum represents the amount allocated 
to these cultural agencies in the 1993 budget, adjusted by the departmental budget 
guideline. It is recognized that this sum may be reduced further during the 1 !394 budget 
deliberations . 
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Page 2 
October 19, 1993 
Grants to Community Service Organizations 

3. RECOMMENDATION 

It is recommended that a revised City Council Policy No. 420 be adopted. 

ALAN WILCOCK 

:dmg 

Att. 
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THE CITY OF RED DEER COUNCIL POLIC:Y MANUAL 

Polley Section: Polley Reference: 420 

FINANCE 

Polley Subject: 

GRANTS TO COMMUNITY SERVICE ORGANIZATIONS 

Lead Role: 

Director of Financial Services 
Director of Community Services 

Purpose 

To provide a procedure for the submission of grant requests to City Council. 

Polley Statement 

Page 1 of 2 

1. During the irears 1994 and 1995, grant requests to City Council shall only be considered in the 
following two categories: 

Category 1 :. 

Category 2: 

2. Category 1 

General Grants to Community Service Organizations 

Grants for the Hosting of Provincial, National or 
International Events 

During the years 1994 and 1995, applications will only be received from the followin!J community 
service organizations: 

• Parkland Humane Society 
• St. John Ambulance 
• Red Deer Air Show Association 
• C.N.l.B .. 

Cross Referenct~ 

Remarks 

Approved Effective Date Revision/Review 
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THE CITY OF Rl::D DEER COUNCIL POLICY MANUAL 

Polley Section: FINANCE Pollicy Ref: 420 

Polley Subject: GRANTS TO COMMUNITY SERVICE ORGANIZATIONS Page: 2 of 2 

Polley Statemen! (cont'd.) 

3. Category 2 

Non-profit groups may submit applications for assistance in hosting provincial, national, or international 
events in the city. Such applications shall include the following additional information: 

• Estimatied number of participants. 
• Estimat1ed number of spectators. 
• Estimat1ed economic benefit to the community. 

4. Deadline ar~llcatlon Requirements 

Grant applications in both categories shall be submitted to the Director of Financial SeNices by 
December 15 of the year prior to the grant being requested. City Council shall review all grant 
requests at a special meeting during budget deliberations. 

Grant applications submitted by organizations shall include: 

• The specific purpose of the application. 
• The amount of funding requested. 
• The previous year's financial statement certified correct by two directors, showing alll surpluses 

and invested funds. 
• Proposed budget for the current year, showing the utilization of any accumulated suirpluses. It 

is expected that any surpluses above that required as working capital to fund cumm11 operating 
requirements shall be used to reduce the grant request. 

Grants must be used within the city of Red Deer, unless otherwise authorized by City Council. 

5. Cultural Agency Agreements 

Financial support to the following major cultural organizations, which were previously funded through 
grants, shall be considered within the Community SeNices General: Cultural Agencies Budget: 

• Red Deier Community Band Society 
• Red Deier International Folk Festival Society 
• Red Deier Symphony Orchestra 
• Red Deier & District Allied Arts Council 

Funding for these agencies shall be based on operating agreements that establish perforrnaince criteria 
(City Council Resolution, September 27, 1993). 
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Commissioners' Comments 

We concur with the recommendation for the 1994 and 1995 budget. Howe~ver, we 
recognize that the particular agencies that are selected under category 1 are them in part 
because of thE! services they provide to the community and in part because for historical 
reasons. For that reason we recommend that Council review the appropriatBness of 
Municipal Grants going to each of these agencies and in particular, the principlle of using 
taxpayers' dol!lars to contribute to charities, such as the CNIB, who provide a valuable 
service but am not unlike many other charitable agencies in the community. 

"G. SURKAN" 
Mayor 

"M.C. DAY" 
City Commissioner 



CITY RECREATION AND CULTURAL GRANTS 

Background Material Presented to City Council 

September 27, 1993 
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DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

56 

September 17, 1993 

Cllty Council 

Ciralg Curtis, Director 
C1ommunlty Services Division 

CllTY RECREATION AND CULTURAL GRANTS 
A memo from the Chairman of the Recreation, Parks 
& Culture Board dated September 16, 1993 refers. 

CS-4.144 

I support the rec:ommendations on this issue as submitted by the Recreation, Parks: & Culture 
Board. However, the report failed to address the need to amend City Council Policy No. 420. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

It is recommendEKI that City Council: 

• Support the1 principle that funding for major cultural agencies (as listed in Table 1 of the 
report from the Director of Community Services dated August 10, 1993) be retained at the 
same level for 1994, adjusted by the departmental guideline. 

• Direct the Administration to negotiate two-year funding agreements with the City's major 
cultural agE~ncies and bring back a report to the Cultural Advisory Committe1e and the 
Recreation, Parks & Culture Board, for consideration prior to submission to City Council, in 
conjunction with the 1994 budget. 

• Direct the .Administration to prepare an amendment to City Council Policy No. 420, in 
consultation with the Recreation, Parks & Culture Board. 

:dmg 

c Lowell Hodgson, Recreation & Culture Manager 
Mark Jones, Recreation, Parks & Culture Board Chairman 
Glynis Wilson Boultbee, Cultural Advisory Committee Chairman 
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CS-4.137 
DATE: September 16, 1993 

TO: Mayor and Council 

FROM: Mark Jones, Chairman 
Recreation, Parks & Culture Board 

RE: C:lty Recreation and Cultural Grants 

Based on the attached report dated August 10, 1993, submitted by the Communilty Services 
Director and the Recreation & Culture Manager, the Recreation, Parks & Culture Board passed 
the following resolutions at their regular meeting on September 14, 1993: 

a) "That the Hecreation, Parks & Culture Board, having considered report from the1 Director of 
CommuniW Services dated August 10, 1993 re: City Recreation and Cultural Grant~:;. hereby 
agree to rescind its previous recommendation regarding the public advertiseiment of 
municipal ·funding pertaining to recreation, parks and culture." 

b) "That the Hecreation, Parks & Culture Board, having considered report from thei Director of 
Communi~f Services dated August 1 o, 1993 re: City Recreation and Cultural Grant:s, hereby 
recommend to Council of The City of Red Deer that funding for cultural agenciies as listed 
in Table 1 be retained at the same level for 1994, adjusted by the departmental budget 
guideline." 

c) That the R:ecreation, Parks & Culture Board, having considered report from the! Director of 
Communi~f Services dated August 10, 1993 re: City Recreation and Cultural Gra.nt:s, hereby 
recommend to Council of The City of Red Deer that it direct the administration to negotiate 
two-year funding agreements with the City's major cultural agencies and bring back a report 
to the Cultural Advisory Committee and the Recreation, Parks & Culture Board for 
consideratiion prior to submission to Council in conjunction with the 1994 bud!~et" 

Part of the discU1ssion that related to the above resolutions focused on some of the major sports 
events that hav13 been awarded to Red Deer in 1994, in which it was felt the cultural agencies 
would be undoU1btedly asked to play a role. 

1//,i,~c[,c 
MARKJ~~ 
:dmg 

Att. 
c Craig Curtis, Director of Community Services 

Lowell Hod~1son, Recreation & Culture Manager 
Glynis Wilson Boultbee, Cultural Advisory Committee Chair 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

58 

September 10, 1993 

RECREATION, PARKS & CULTURE BOARD 

LC::>WELL R. HODGSON, Manager 
Recreation & Culture Department 

CllTY RECREATION & CULTURAL GRANTS 

R-40621 

Attached is a report with recommendations from our Community Services Director, Craig 
Curtis, regarding the above noted title. 

The Cultural Advisory Committee reviewed and discussed the grants at their September 
7, 1993 meeting, with the following motions passed: 

Motion: 

Motion: 

Bllaine Newton/Mary Lou Armstrong to defer the previous recommendation 
ot the Committee to recommend to the Recreation, Parks & CuH:ure Board 
that any funding pertaining to culture be publicly advertised until after the 
1 !~94 budget is approved. 

Mary Lou ArmstrongNvette Brideau to recommend to the Recrea1tion, Parks 
& Culture Board that funding for the Cultural agencies as listed in Table 1 
b13 retained at the same level for 1994, adjusted by the departmental budget 
guideline. 

LOWELL R. HODGSON, Manager 
Recreation & Culture Department 

LAH/kb 



j. 59 

CS-4.107 
DATE: August 1 o, 1993 

TO: • Cultural Advisory Committee 
• l~ecreatlon, Parks & Culture Board 

FROM: Craig Curtis, Director 
Cc)mmunlty Services Division 

RE: CITY RECREATION and CULTURAL GRANTS 

1. The City 01: Red Deer has had a budget for the funding of special operating grants to 
community service organizations for many years. These include grants to recreation, 
cultural and service organizations which operate special programs or faciilities in the 
community. 

In 1985, with the introduction of the provincial Community Recreation/Cultural (CRC) Grant 
Program, City Council adopted a policy that all eligible recreation and culture agencies 
would, in future, be funded through provincial grants, with the exception of the Red Deer 
Community Band Society and grants for provincial, national and international 13vents. The 
policy for this revised grant program is outlined in City Council Policy No. 420 (att.) 

As a result of the above decision, groups such as the Allied Arts Council and the Red Deer 
International Folk Festival Society were funded through the CRC Grant Program during its 
existence, and not the tax levy. During this period from 1985 to 1992, the City 1retained a 
reduced budget for the funding of miscellaneous grant requests, such as tlhe Parkland 
Humane Society, the St. John Ambulance, the Red Deer Community Band Se>ciety and 
C.N.l.B. 

2. The provincial C.R.C. Grant Program was cancelled in the fall of 1992, in spite of 
assurances by the Ministers of Recreation and Parks, and Culture and Multiculturalism, that 
a replacement program would be introduced. 

.. J2 

The cancellation of the CRC Grant Program resulted in a major increase in fundini~ requests 
directly to the City. Sixteen grant applications were received for 1993, eight of which related 
to recreation and culture programs. Total funding request was $186,520, whereas, the draft 
budget, following the budget guideline of a zero per cent tax increase, only provided 
$73,500 for all categories of application including recreation and culture. In view of this 
problem, I was requested to prepare a report and recommended that City Councill adopt the 
following guidelines in evaluating the grant applications: 

• That City Council give the highest priority to community groups which provido a service 
to the community on a long-term basis, whether they were funded through the CRC 
Grant Program or the tax levy . 
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Cultural Advlsc>ry Committee 
Page2 
August 1 O, 1993 
City Recreation and Cultural Grants 

• That City Council not approve any increase in operating grants to individual groups. 

• That City Council not approve any new grants, with the exception of those relating to 
major national events. 

3. City Council considered the grant applications at a special budget meeting on 
February~~. 1993. The recommended guidelines were, in most cases, adhernd to, and the 
following mcreation and culture grants were approved and funded through the tax levy: 

• Red DE3er Community Band Society ......................... . $ 13,700 
• Red DE3er & District Allied Arts Council ••...................... $ 15,000 
• Red DE3er International Folk Festival Society 

- Cronquist House ...............•.••..........•..•...... $ 3,100 
- Canada Day Festival ...................•................ $ 5,300 

• Red Doer Symphony Orchestra ............................ . $ 6,300 
• Provincial One-Act Festival ............................... . $ 500 

• Total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ......... · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · $ 33,900 

The above grants (with the exception of the Provincial One-Act Festival) warn made to the 
major cultU1ral groups in the city which had been supported on a long-term basis. Table 1 
outlines a complete funding history of these agencies since 1984, and identifie~s the funding 
source. As can be seen, the 1993 grant, in most cases, represented a reduction in funding 
of approximately 33%. This has had a major impact on the ability of these agencies to 
operate theiir facilities and deliver effective programs. Nevertheless, in spite o1r short notice, 
the agenci13s have survived and identified a variety of new funding sources. 

4. City Council's decision on the above grants was presented to the Cultural Advisory 
Committee for information at its meeting on April 6, 1993. After discussion, the committee 
adopted the following resolution: 

.. J3 

"That it be recommended to the Recreation, Parks & Culture Board that any municipal 
funding pe1itaining to culture be publicly advertized, with an appropriate review process and 
with recommendations from the Cultural Advisory Committee." 

The recommendation was considered by the Recreation, Parks & Culture Board at its 
meeting on April 19, 1993, when the following resolution was adopted; 
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Cultural Advlsc>ry Committee 
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August 1 O, 1993 
City Recreation and Cultural Grants 

61 

• 

"That the Flecreation, Parks & Culture Board recommend to Council of The Ci~f c1f Red Deer 
that any municipal funding pertaining to recreation, parks and culture be publicly advertised 
with an appropriate review process and with recommendations from this board." 

My commeints on this recommendation are as follows: 

• I have c::oncerns regarding the introduction and public advertisement of a City recreation 
and culltural grant Program at this time. In my view, public advertising would create an 
expectation in the community which could not be met due to the City's budget 
guidelines. Furthermore, the City's budget problems are likely to increase due to 
downloading from the provincial and federal governments. 

• Cultural funding is not viewed as a high priority in some segments of th1e c::ommunity, 
and public advertising of a new grant program may create unnecessary criiticism, based 
on an incorrect assumption that additional funds are being allocated. 

• The establishment and public advertising of a new recreation and cultural ~1rant program 
would likely result in a large number of additional applications from groups. On the 
assumption that funding will not be increased, this could lead to funds being diverted 
from the major agencies which have been supported on an ongoing basis. This could 
lead to additional funding cuts to groups such as the Allied Arts Council and the Red 
Deer Symphony, which have not fully adjusted to the major reductions made earlier this 
year. 

• In my view, City Council should be requested to allocate the same level of funding for 
recreation and culture grants as 1993, adjusted by the departmental guideline of -2.25% 
This would result in total available funding of approximately $33, 100. It is my 
recommendation that this funding be utilized to continue to support the1 City's major 
cultural agencies as listed in Table 1 (att.). These agencies have provicled service to 
the community on a long term basis and are considered to be an important investment 
in the City's "quality of life". Furthermore, as with other agencies, it may be desirable 
to enter into two-year funding agreements which would outline performancH measures 
and provide an opportunity for better planning and financial management. 

5. RECOMMENDATIONS 

It is recommended that the Cultural Advisory Committee and the Recrealtion, Parks & 
Culture Board: 

• Rescind their previous recommendation regarding the public advertisement of municipal 
funding1 pertaining to recreation, parks and culture. 

..J4 
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Cultural Advisory Committee 
Page4 
August 1 O, 199:3 
City Recreatloni and Cultural Grants 

:dmg 

• Recommend to City Council that funding for cultural agencies as listed in Table 1 be 
retained at the same level for 1994 and 1995, adjusted by the departmental budget 
guideline. 

• Recommend to City Council that it direct the administration to negotiate two··yoar funding 
agreements with the City's major cultural agencies and bring back a report for 
consideration in conjunction with the 1994 budget. 

Attachments 

c Lowell Hodgson, Recreation & Culture Manager 
Lesia Davis, Culture Programs Supt. 



TABLE 1: OPERATING GRANTS: 1984 - 1993 
APPROVED BY CITY COUNCIL 

I 
II II 1984 II 1985 

I ORGANIZATION II . ($) II {$) 

Red Deer Community Band Society B 20,000 

I TAX LEVY II 

DU 1985 
ORGANIZATION ($) . 

Red Deer & District 8,000 23,135 
Allied Arts Council 

Red Deer lnt'I. Folk Festival 2,500 8,000 
Society: Cronquist House 

Red Deer lnt'I. Folk Festival 2,500 3,000 
Society: Folk Festival 

II II I 
Red Deer Symphony Orchestra: 

LJ 
---

Operating Cost, incl. Wkshps. 

I 1986 I 
I {$; I 

20,000 

1986 
($) 

30,175 

6,100 

6,000 

I ---

TAX LEVY 

1987 I 1988 I 1989 I 1990 I 1991 I 1992 I 1993 
{$j I ($j I ($; I ($j I ($) I {$) I ($) 

20,000 22,000 22,000 22,000 22,000 22,000 13,700 

C.R.C. GRANT PROGRAM I Tax Levy 

1987 1988 1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 
($) ($) ($) ($) ($) ($) ($) 

25,000 20,000 22,000 22,000 25,000 26,250 15,000 

3,000 3,000 4,000 4,000 4,500 5,000 3,100 

6,200 5,500 5,500 5,000 6,000 8,500 5,300 
"" 

I I 1,aoo I " ,..,..,.. I ,,. ,,.,,.,,. I . ,,. ,,. . ,,. I • ,. ,.
5

.... I - o,uuu O,UUU 1£,t:. I~ I::>,::> U 6,300 

I 
I 
I 

I 

0\ 
w 
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64 
THB CITY OF RED DBBR 

Policy Section: 
Finance 

Policy Subject 
Grants to Community Service Organizations 

Lead Role: 
City Treasurer 

PURPOSE 

COUNCIL POLICY MANUAL 

Page: 
• 1 of 3 

Policy Reference: 
.420 

Resol1lltion/Bylaw: 
lDecember 20, 1982 

To provide a procedure for the submission of grant requests to city 
council. 

POLICY STATEMENT 

Section A 

Grant requests that will be considered are categor:i.zed as: 

l. One Time - Each one considered on its own merit and how it 
might benefit the City. 

2. Cultural· - (Other than those considered fol~ funding from 
Provincial Recreation/Cultural grant funds) Each one 
considered on its merits. 

3. Religion - Each one considered on its merits. 

4. Recreation - (Other than those considered for funding from 
Provincial Recreation/Cultural grant funds) 

a) Grants can be made available for a special event such as a 
provincial, national or international event for non-profit 
groups. 

b) No grants will be made available for the yea:z~ly cost of the 
recreation group operations. 

c) Grants could be made available to non-prot:it groups who 
provide their own facilities and provide a recreation 
opportunity that may be otherwise initiated by the City or to 
support a City program. 

5. Other: Each one considered on its merits. 

Cross Reference 
Council Agenda August 22, 1988 

Remarks 

Date of Approval: Effective Date: Data of Revision: 
December 20, 1982 December 20, 1982 August 22, 1988 
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65 THE CITY OF UD DEU COONCII~ POLICY MANUAL 

Policy Section: 
Finance 

Policy Subject 
Grants to community Service Organizations 

Lead Role: 
City Treasurer 

PURPOSE 

POLICY STATEMENT 

Section B 

1. All grant requests · received from Social 
Recreational or Tourism related groups are to 
appropriate city Boards or Societies for 
existing Provincial grant programs except for 

Parkland Humane Society 

C.N.I.B. 

Red Deer Community Band Society 

Page: 

•• ~t 10f 3 

Policy Reference: 
4,20 

Resolu.tion/Bylaw: 
I:leeember 20 I 1982 

Servi.ca, cultural, 
be submitted to the 
consideration from 
the f'ollowing: 

2. Any grant request not recommended for funding by the appropriate 
City Board from Provincial funds and/or the appropriate City 
department budget would not be considered by Council for a general 
grant unless.: 

a) it was for a special event such as a provincia.l, national or 
international event for non-profit group, or 

b) it was a non-profit group that provided its own facilities" and 
a recreation opportunity that would otherwi:se have to be 
provided by the City or is supplementing an existing City 
program. 

Cross Reference 

Remarks 

Date of Approval: Effective Date: Date of Revision: 
JUly 22, 15191 
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THB CITY OF RED DBBR 
66 

COONCII, POLICY MANUAL 

Policy Section: Page: 
Finance ~ 3 of 3 

Policy Subject 
Grants to Community Service Organizations 

Policy Reference: 
420 

Lead Role: Resolution/Bylaw: 
City Treasurer December 20, 1982 

PURPOSE 

POLICY STATEMENT 

Section C 

Grant applications are· to be submitted to the. Cit~( Treasurer by 
January 15th of the year the grant is required. Council then reviews 
all grant requests at a special meeting. 

Grant applications submitted by organizations are to include: 

1. Th~ specific purpose of the request 
2. Amount requested 
3. Previous years financial statement certified 1i::orrect by two 

directors 
4. Proposed budget for current year 
5. All surpluses and invested funds must be- shown. in (3) 
6. utilization of accumulated surpluses must be shown on the 

proposed budget. It is expected any surpluses above that 
required· as working capital to fund curr·ent operating 
requirements would be used to reduce the grant request. 

7. Representatives of organizations requesting gr·ants should be 
present when Council considers their requests. 

8. Grants must be used within the City of Red Deer unless 
otherwise authorized by Council. 

Cross Reference 

Remarks 

Date of Approval: Effective Date: Date of Re'\rision: 
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Commissioners' Conments 

He concur with the reconmendations of the Director of Community Services. 

"G. SURKAN" 
Mayor 

"A. HILCOCK" 
Acting City Commissioner 



DATE: NOVEMBER 23, 1993 

TO: 

FROM: 

RECREATION, PARKS AND CULTURE BOARD 

CITY CLERK 

RE: GRANTS TO COMMUNITY SERVICE ORGANIZATIONS I 
REVISED POLICY #420 

Your recommendations with respect to the above noted policy received consideration at 
the Council Meeting of November 22, 1993 and at which meeting Council passed the 
following motion approving the policy for 1994 only: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer hereby approves revised 
City Council Policy #420 pertaining to Grants to Community Sen1ic:e 
Organizations as stated, to apply for 1994 only." 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information and I trust you 
will find same satisfactory. 

Please note that Council approved the policy only for the year 1994 and with the 
expectation that there will be a review in the coming year of the appropriateness of 
municipal grants going to each of the agencies noted in the policy and in partic:ular, the 
principle of using tax payers dollars to contribute to charities. 

The revised policy will be sent to all Council Policy Manual holders under separate cover. 

Trusting that the Board will review this policy in due course and report back to Council 
foll ing your review. 

CS/cir 

cc: City Commissioners 
Director of Community Services 
Recreation and Culture Manager 
Cultural Program Superintendent 



NO. 1 

DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

NOVEMBER 10, 1993 

CITY COUNCIL 

CITY CLERK 

21 

PUBLIC HEARINGS 

PUBLIC HEARING· EAST HILL AREA STRUCTURE PLAN AMENDMENT 
BYLAW 3075/B-93 

A Public Hearing has been advertised in regard to the above noted Bylaw Amendment, 
to be held in the Council Chambers of City Hall on Monday, November 22, 1993 
commencing at 7:00 p.m., or as soon thereafter as Council may determine. 

Bylaw 3075/B-93 is a Bylaw to amend the East Hill Area Structure Plan to include a 
public elementary school site in the NE 11-38-27-W4. 

Enclosed hereafter is the plan showing the site in question. 

Following the Public Hearing Council may give the bylaw second and third re1ading. 

CS/cir 
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CITY OF RED DEER 

EAST HILL AREA STRUCTURE PLAN 

A. Public Middle School 

• Public Elementary School 

Add a public elementary 
school in the 
NE 11-38-27-4 

BYU'.W 3075/B-93 
MAP NO. 9 



DATE: OCTOBER 26, 1993 

TO: 

FROM: 

RED DEER REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION 

CITY CLERK 

RE: EAST HILL AREA STRUCTURE PLAN AMENDMENT 
BYLAW 3075/B-93 

The request from the Red Deer Public School District #104, to designate an elementary 
school site in the NE 1/4 of 11-38-27-W4, along with your report regarding said matter, 
received consideration at the Council Meeting of October 25, 1993. 

At the aforesaid meeting, Council gave first reading to Bylaw 3075/8-93, being a bylaw 
to amend the East Hill Area Structure Plan, by adding a public elementary school site in 
the NE 1/4 of 11-38-27-W4, a copy of which is enclosed herewith. This offic:e will now 
proceed with advertising for Public Hearing to be held November 22, 1993 .. 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory. 

CS/cir 
Encls. 

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



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

City Clerk's Department (403) 342-8132 

October 26, 1993 

Red Deer Public School 
District #1 04 

4747 - 53 Street 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 2E6 

Att: Mr. R.E. Congdon 
Assistant Superintendent, Business Services 

Dear Mr. Congdon: 

RE: SCHOOL SITE DESIGNATION NE 1/4 11-38-27-W4 

FILE No. 

FAX: (403) 346-6~195 

This is to advise that the request from the Red Deer Public School District #104, to 
designate an elementary school site in the NE 1/4 of 11-38-27-W4, received consideration 
at the Council Meeting of October 25, 1993. 

At the aforesaid meeting, Council gave first reading to Bylaw 3075/B-93, bE!ing a bylaw 
to amend the East Hill Area Structure Plan, to include a public elementary school site in 
the 1 /4 section referred to above. Enclosed herewith is a copy of said Bylaw. 

This office will now proceed with advertising, in accordance with the requirements of The 
Planning Act, to hold a Public Hearing. The Public Hearing is scheduled to be held on 
Monday, November 22, 1993 commencing at 7:00 p.m., or as soon thereafte!r as Council 
may determine. 

CS/cir 
Encls. 

cc: Principal Planner 
Council & Committee Secretary - Sandra 

!§'f! ReD· oeeR 



NO. 2 

DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

NOVEMBER 10, 1993 

CITY COUNCIL 

CITY CLERK 

25 

PUBLIC HEARING - LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT 2672/R-93 

A Public Hearing has been advertised in regard to the above noted Land Use Bylaw 
Amendment to be held in the Council Chambers of City Hall on Monday, November 22, 
1993 commencing at 7:00 p.m., or as soon thereafter as Council may determine. 

Bylaw 2672/R-93 pertains to the elimination of several exceptions under the Land Use 
Bylaw as the exceptions are no longer in existence and therefore unnecessary. For 
Council's information, we are reproducing once again the report from the1 Planning 
Commission which outlines the exceptions that are being eliminated. 

Following the Public Hearing, Council may give the Bylaw second and third reading. 

/. CIK 

(~ rk 

·~ 

CS/cir 
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RED DEER 
REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION 2830 BREMNER AVENUE, RED DEER, 

ALBERTA, CANADA T4R 1M9 

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

Fax: (403) 346-1570 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Charles Sevcik, City Clerk DATE: October 6, 1993 

FROM: Frank Wong, Planning Assistant 

RE: EXCEPTIONS RESPECTING LAND USE BY-LAW NO. 2672/80 
BYLAW 2672/R-93 

The revision of the City's Commercial Land Use Districts through Bylaw No. 2672/D-93, on April 26, 
1993, added many new uses, as permitted or discretionary uses in the Land Use Bylaw, resulting in 
many of the exceptions within the Land Use Bylaw being rescinded. The committee which reviewed 
the Commercial Land Use Districts suggested that the remaining Land Use Exceptions should be 
reviewed with a view to eliminating those which were not in existence. 

Planning staff reviewed the remaining list of exceptions and fow1d that there were numerous exceptions 
that were not in existence and in some other cases, the new commercial zoning in the City had made 
the exceptions redundant. The exceptions proposed to be eliminated from the Land Use Bylaw are as 
follows: 

Exception No. 13 

Exception No. 17 

On those sites or portions thereof, herein listed "Use by Royal Canadian 
Mounted Police" is a permitted use. 

(a) Lot J. Plan 5812 K.S. (2672/A-83) 
(Presently South Hill Parkland Savings & Credit Union; the Owner 
has Agreed to the deletion of the RCMP use) 

On those sites or portions thereof, herein listed "the warehousing and 
distribution of grocery products to the community, as well as facilities to take 
the orders over the telephone, but not to include over the counter sales to the 
general public", is a permitted use 

(a) Lot 20, Block 2, Plan 2241 K.S. (2672/B-84) 
( 6841 - 52 A venue; the Owner has Agreed to the defotion of the 
grocery products use) 

MUNICIPALITIES WITHIN COMMISSION AFIEA 

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 /~0UNTY OF 
PAINTEARTH No. 18 •COUNTY OF RED DEER No. 23 •TOWN OF BLACKFALDS •TOWN OF BOWDEN• TOWN OF CARSTAIRS •TOWN OF CASTOR• TOWM OF CORONA11Cll¢"· TOWN OF 
DIDSBURY •TOWN OF ECKVILLE •TOWN OF INNISFAIL •TOWN OF LACOMBE• TOWN OF OLDS• TOWN OF PENHOLD •TOWN OF ROCKY MOUNTAIN HOIJSE• TOWN OF STETTLER 
TOWN OF SUNDRE• TOWN OF SYLVAN LAKE• VILLAGE OF ALIX• VILLAGE OF BENTLEY• VILLAGE OF BIG VAi.LEY •VILLAGE OF BOTHA• 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 LAKE 



Charles Sevcik 
October 6, 1993 

Exception No. 19 

Exception No. 21 

Exception No. 23 

Exception No. 24 

Exception No. 26 

Exception No. 27 

?7 

Page2 

On those sites or poritons thereof, herein listed "church is a permitted use" 
(a) Lot K, Plan 4213 M.C. (2672/M-85) 

(3119 - 49 Avenue; the Owner has Agreed to the deletion of the church 
use) 

On those sites or portions thereof, herein listed "a pistol range, club and sales 
related to" is a discretionary use. 

(a) Lot 10, Block 3, Plan 762 1422 (2672/1-86). 
(4630 - 61st Street; the Owner has Agreed to the deletion of the pistol 
range use) 

On those sites or portions thereof, herein listed "Day Care Facilities" is a 
discretionary use. 

(a) Lot 1-3 inclusive, Block 2, Plan 782-0286 (2672/0-86) 
(Cronquist Business Park - the day care use is allowed undler the new 
ClA District) 

On those sites or portions thereof, herein listed "Rental Video Equipment" is 
a discretionary use. 

(a) Lot 13, Block 4, Plan 842-0286 (2672-D-87) 
(Presently Allsports Replay - the sporting goods store ancl the video 
store are allowed under the new ClA District) 

On those sites, or portions thereof, hereinafter listed, crematorium is a 
discretionary use, provided that the applicant for such use and the owner of the 
site enter into a restrictive covenant to prohibit the holding of funeral services 
thereon: 

(a) Lot lOF, Block 8, Plan 812 0345 (2672/EE-87). 
(4660 - 78 A Street; crematorium was never in existence) 

On those sites or portions thereof, herein listed, "Medical Clinic" is a 
discretionary use. 

(a) Part of Lot 2B, Plan 6233 RS. (5020 - 51 Avenue) (2672/A-·88) 
(The Building was DEMOLISHED; a portion of the site lis now part 
of the Superstore Lot and the remainder of the site is part of the road 
right of way) 

.. ./3 



Charles Sevcik 
October 6, 1993 

Exception No. 28 

Exception No. 29 

Exception No. 32 

Exception No. 35 

28 

Page 3 

On those sites or portions thereof, herein listed, "dance studio" 1s a 
discretionary use. 

(a) Lot 2A, Plan 5325 M.C. (10 Fairbanks Road - United Church Site) 
2672/C-88) 
(The United Church was DEMOLISHED - the site is now part of a 
Townhouse Development) 

On those sites, or portions thereof, hereinafter listed, "education facilities in 
conjunction with the Red Deer Family Service Bureau" is a permitted use. 

(a) Lot 3, Block 7, Plan 5286 K.S. (2672/H-88) 
(3325 - 50th Avenue, presently Le Chateau Restaurant; the Owner has 
Agreed to the deletion of the use) 

On those sites, or portions thereof, hereinafter listed, "Indoor shooting range 
and gunsmithing" is a discretionary use. 

(a) Lot 8K, Block 6, Plan 802 2853 (2672/X-92). 
(7889 - 49th Avenue; indoor shooting range was never in existence) 

On those sites or portions therein listed, the following are permitted uses in the 
existing structure only. (2672/B-90). 

( 1) Services to business management 
(2) Offices: administrative, business and professional 

* (3) Medical, dental and related services 
(4) Repair, rental or servicing of any article, vehicle or commodity of which 

the sale, warehousing, fabrication or processing is permitted in the Cl 
district subject to Section 4.13.1.1 and Section 4.13.2.1 

(5) Personal services for the individual and households. 
( 6) Sale of any article or commodity except industrial and agriculture 

machinery, automobile, motorcycles, recreation vehicles, and petroleum 
products from service stations. 

(7) Private clubs/organizations. 
(8) Home occupation 

(a) Lots 8-9, Block 41, Plan KS. 
(4615 - 48th Avenue; presently used as a Dental Office, formerly 
Chapman Gallery) 

* Uses to be retained 

.. .14 



Charles Sevcik 
October 6, 1993 

Exception No. 36 

Exception No. 38 

Exception No. 45 

Exception No. 46 

29 

Page 4 

On those sites, or portions thereof, hereinafter listed, "Family Resow-ce Centre", 
is a permitted use. 

(a) 7710 - Gaetz Avenue, Unit #4 
remainder of Lot 1, Block 1, Plan 782-1439 (2672/H-90) 
(Lion's Plaza; the Family Resource Centre has been rt,located to 
Michener Centre) 

On those sites or portions thereof, hereinafter listed "Kung Fu Club" in the 
existing structure only, is a discretionary use. 

(a) Lot lA, Plan 5940 N.Y (2672/0-91) 
(5301 - 43 Street; commercial recreation or entertainment facility use 
allowed under the ClA District) 

On those sites or portions thereof listed "Alberta Hail and Crop Insurance 
Regional Office" is a permitted use 

(a) Lot 4, Block 2, Plan 782 0286 (2672/AA-92) 
(5579 - 47th Street; the Alberta Hail and Crop lnsuranc::e Regional 
Office is a permitted use in the new ClA District) 

On those sites, or portions thereof, hereinafter listed, a Chiropractic Office is 
a permitted use 

(a) Lot 22, Block 2, Plan 802 2974 (Bower Plaza) (2672/CC-92) 
(Pursuant to bylaw 2672/M-93 and Council Policy 826, the Bower 
Plaza was redesignated from C4 District to C2 Distrid and any 
existing Bylaw exceptions related to the property were to be 
eliminated) 

Planning staff wrote to several of the affected landowners indicating the proposal to eliminate the 
specific exception from the zoning on their property. Each owner was asked to indicate whether they 
agreed or disagreed to the deletion of the exceptions. To date the owners of properties relating to 
Exceptions 13, 17, 19, 21 & 29 have indicated support for the elimination of the specific use for their 
individual property (signed agreements attached). The buildings relating to exceptions 27 and 28 have 
been demolished during redevelopment, and exceptions 23, 24, 38 & 45 are no longer required because 
the uses are allowed under the CIA District; exception 46 is being eliminated pursuant to Council 
Policy 826. The remaining landowners have not responded to our enquiry. 

. . .15 



Charles Sevcik 
October 6, 1993 

30 

Page 5 

In view of the lack of any objections received, Planning Staff recommend that Council, amend the 
Land Use Bylaw to eliminate the above Exceptions (No. 13, 17, 19, 21, 23, 24, 26, 27, 28, 29, 32, 36, 
38, 45 & 46 and a portion of No. 35). Each of the affected landowners will receive notice of the 
rezoning as part of the bylaw amendment process and will have an opportunity to advise Council of 
any concerns which they may have. The amending Bylaw 2672/R-93 will also amend the numbering 
of the remaining land use exceptions. The remaining land use exceptions will be renumbered 
sequentially. 

The effect of this amendment will be to simplify the Land Use Bylaw by eliminating the land use 
bylaw exceptions which are redundant. 

~---*~ 
Frank Wong 
Planning Assistant 

FW/eam 



DATE: OCTOBER 26, 1993 

TO: RED DEER REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION 

FROM: CITY CLERK 

RE: LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT 2672/R-93 

I would advise that Council of the City of Red Deer, at its meeting held on October 25, 
1993, gave first reading to the above noted Land Use Bylaw Amendment. 

Bylaw 2672/R-93 pertains to the elimination of several exceptions under the Land Use 
Bylaw as the exceptions are no longer in existence and therefore unnecessary. Enclosed 
herewith is a copy of the aforesaid Bylaw. 

This office will now proceed with advertising for Public Hearing to be held on November 
22, 1993. 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory. 

CS/cir 
Encls. 

cc: Director of Community Services 
Director of Engineering Services 
Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
City Assessor 
Land and Economic Development Manager 
Fire Chief 
Council and Committee Secretary - Sandra 



BYLAW N0.2672/R-93 

Being a Bylaw to amend Bylaw No.2672/80, the Land Use Bylaw of the City of Hed 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: 

t. Section 4.13.1 be amended: 

(a) By deleting subsections 13, 17, 19, 21, 23, 24, 26, 27, 28, 29, 32, 36, 38, 45 
and 46; and 

(b) By deleting subclauses (1), (2), (4), (5), (6), (7), and (8) of subsectiion 35; and 

( c) By renumbering the subsections then remaining consecutively from '( 1) to (21'f. 
22 

2. In all other respects, By-law No. 2672/80 is ratified and confirmed. 

3. This Bylaw shall come into full force upon the passing of third reading. 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this 25 day of October A.O. 1993. 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.O. 1993. 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.O. 1993. 

MAYOR CITY CLERK 



DATE: NOVEMBER 23, 1993 

TO: 

FROM: 

RED DEER REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION 

CITY CLERK 

RE: EAST HILL AREA STRUCTURE PLAN 
AMENDING BYLAW 3075/B-93 

LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT 2672/R-93 

Council of tile City of Red Deer, at its meeting held on November 22, 1993, gave second 
and third reading to the aforementioned bylaw amendments, copies of which are1 enclosed 
herewith. 

Bylaw 2672/R-93 pertains to the elimination of several exceptions under the Land Use 
Bylaw which are no longer in existence and therefore unnecessary. 

Bylaw 3075/B-93 is a bylaw to amend the East Hill Area Structure Plan to include a public 
elementary school site in the N.E. 11-38-27-W4. 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory and that you will be sending us the revised pages 
for inclusion in the Office Consolidation Copies at your earliest convenience. 

CS/cir 
Encls. 

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



31 

REPORTS 

620-053 

DATE: November 15, 1993 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: Engineering Department Manager 

RE: SPEED STUDY FOR ANNEXED ROADWAYS 

Subsequent to Local Authorities Board Order 20469, it is necessary to add newly annexed 
roadways to the Traffic By-law. The Engineering Department has completed a speed study for 
the roadways shown in Table 1. 

The following factors were considered in determining the appropriate speed limits: 

1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 

10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 

* 

Roadway function 
Adjacent development 
Horizontal and vertical alignment 
Roadway design speed 
Presence of centre medians and intersection channelization 
Frequency of side street/driveway access 
Roadway surface type and condition 
Number of travel lanes 
Presence of on-street parking 
Traffic volumes 
Comments from other City Departments 
* 85 percentile speed 
Existing speed limits of adjacent city roads 

The actual measured speed is an important indicator in the establishment of a speed limit. 
If the 8:5 percentile speed varies from the posted speed by more than 10 km/h, the speed 
may be inappropriate or additional enforcement is required. 

Figure 1 shows the existing speed limits in the annexed area. The proposed speeds arc outlined 
in Table 1. 



City Clerk 
November 15, 1993 
Page Three 
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The attached memos from the RCMP, Fire Department, Transit Department, and Red Deer 
Regional Planning Commission indicate their support for the proposed speed limits listed in Table 
1. Sign costs will be absorbed in the Public Works Sign Maintenance Budget. 

RECOMMENDATION 

We recommend Council consider the following action: 

1. Adopt the speed limits outlined in Table 1 and the Traffic By-law amendments shown in 
Appendix A. 

c~doi-2,./ 
Ken G. Hasfup., P. Eng. 
Engineering Department Manager 

GB/cy 
Att. 



TABLE 1 

Annexed From To Design Existing 85% Proposed 
Roadway Speed Speed Speed Speed 

(kmh) (kmh) (kmh) (kmh) 

Taylor Drive 200 m south of 43 Street 32 Street 80 60 69 70 

Taylor Drive 100 m south of 22 Street 19 Street 80 70 79 70 
(South City Limit) 

19 Street Taylor Drive 800 m east of 50 unknown 60 75 70 
(Delburne Road) (West City Limit) Avenue 

19 Street 800 m east of 50 A venue 40 Avenue unknown 80 83 70 
(Delburne Road) 

50 Avenue 100 m south of 22 Street 225 m south of 19 80 60 70 60 
Street (South City 
Limit) 

40 Avenue 50 m south of Alton 19 Street (South City unknown 60 72 70 
Street Limit) 

19 Street 40 Avenue 800 m east of 40 unknown 80 83 80 
(Delburne Road) Avenue 

19 Street 800 m east of 40 A venue 30 A venue (East City unknown 100 98 100 
(Delburne Road) Limit) 

30 Avenue 800 m south of 32 Street 800 m north of 19 unknown 60 81 80 
Street (Delburne 
Road) 

30 Avenue 800 m north of 19 Street 19 Street (South City unknown 80 82 80 

I 
, (Delburne Road) . Limit) I --

, -~ - I --- -- ' -- -- -· • ~-- ------ -~- I 39 Street 200 m east of Davison 20 A venue (East City unknown 80 89 80 
--

Drive Limit) 

Note: The unknown design speed refers to those roadways that have been annexed and constructed by others. 

w 
w 
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APPENDIX A 

Schedule A (60 km/h) should be revised as follows: 

AVENUES 

Replace "l. 30 Avenue, from the South City Limits to 150 metres north of 61 Street." with "1. 
30 Avenue from 150 metres north of 61 Street to 800 metres south of 32 Street." 

Replace "2. 40 Avenue, between 32 Street and the South City Limits." with "2. 40 Avenue from 
32 Street to 50 metres south of Alton Street." 

Replace "9. Taylor Drive from 67 Street to 32 Street." with "9. Taylor Drive, from 67 Street to 
200 metres south of 43 Street." 

STREETS 

Delete "1. Delburne Road, between Gaetz (50) A venue (Highway 2A) and the east boundary of 
NW 33-37-27-4". 

Schedule B (80 km/h) should be revised as follows: 

AVENUES 

Add "1. 30 A venue from 800 metres south of 32 Street to the South City Limit." 

STREETS 

Add "2. 39 Street from 800 west of 20 Avenue to East City Limit. 

Add "3. 19 Street from 40 Avenue to 800 metres east of 40 Avenue." 

Schedule Q (70 km/h) should be revised as follows: 

AVENUES 

Replace "2. Taylor Drive from 32 Street to South City Limit." with "Taylor Drivi~ from 200 
metres south of 43 Street to the South City Limit." 

Add "4. 40 A venue from 50 metres south of Alton Street to the South City Limit. 

STREETS 

Add "3. 19 Street from the West City limit to 40 Avenue." 
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Create Schedule S (100 km/h) 

STREETS 

Add "1. 19 Street from 800 east of 40 Avenue to the East City Limit." 

House Keeping 

Schedule A (60 km/h) Avenues# 6 and# 8 - Replace "64 Avenue" with "Taylor Drive". 

Schedule A (60 km/h) Streets# 3 - Replace "55 Street, between 30 Avenue and the quarter mile 
east of the east boundary of NW 14-38-27-4." with ''55 Street, from 30 Avenue to 400 metres 
west of 20 A venue." 

Schedule B (80 km/h) Streets # 1 - Replace "55 Street (Highway 11) between 20 Avenue and 
the quarter mile east of the east boundary of NW 14-38-27-4." with "55 Street (Highway 11) 
from 20 A venue to 400 metres west of 20 A venue." 

Commissioners' Comments 

We concur with the recommendations of the Engineering Department Manager. 

"G. SUR KAN II 

Mayor 

"M. C. DAY" 
City Commissioner 
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City of Reel Dee1-
Enginee1·in2; Dept. 
4914 - _;5 A\'ic'itUe 

Box 5008 
RFD DEER, Al/Jt'rta 
T4N 3T4 

D CT 2 8 1993 

ATTN: !'.en G. HASLOP, P. Eng. 
r;ngiJJeen:ng Dept. Manager 

Dear Sir: 

RE: SPEED LIHIT AMENDMENTS 

Security Clc.ssi1ication I Designction 
Classi~tcc.tion I oesigriation secur1taire 

Your file 

Our file 

~ 
~\~ 

~ 

VotrH reierence 

Please be 3dvised that I have discussed the proposed changes in speeds and agree 
with their i:nplementation as proposed. 

NW/cef 

Red Deer City Detachment 
Bag 5033 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 6Al 

Canada 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

n j-·r ? I'\ ··o93 '-· ., ·- L I.., 

October 21, 1993 

Engineering Department Manager 

Fire Chief 

RE: SPEED LIMIT AMENDMENTS 

We have no objections to the proposed speed limit amendments as 
submitted. 

/)a ;.'. 
/<_- -~~ 
R. Oscroft 
Fire Chief 

RO/dd 
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DATE: October 28, 1993 

TO: Engineering Department Manager 

FROM: Transit Manager 

RE: SPEED LIMITS AMENDMENTS 

The Transit Department would concur with the proposed speed limit amendments as 
outlined in your memorandum of October 20, 1993. 

Grant Beattie 
Transit Manager 

GB/slm 



RED DEER 
REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION 

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

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

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

--- ---·-----·-------·-·--··--------

~MORAND UM 

TO: Engineering Department Manager 

FROM: RCt-.1P, City Detachment 
Fire Department 
Transit Department 

RE: SPEED LIMIT AMENDMENTS 

0CT2 8 1993 
DATE: October 27, 1993 

Please be advised that Planning Staff support the speed linut changes as proposed by your department. 

Frank Wong 
Planning Assistant 

FW/eam 

-------------------- MUNICIPALITIES WITHIN COMMISSIONAl'1EA ----------

CITY OF RED DEER• MUNICIPAL DISTRICT OF CLEARWATER No. 99 • COUl'.'TY 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 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 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 VILlcAGE OF NORGLENWOLD 

SUMMER VILLAGE OF ROCHON SANDS• SUMMER VILLAGE OF SUNBREAKER COVE• SUMMER VILLAGE OF WHITE SANDS 
SUMMER VILLAGE OF BURNSTICK LAKE 
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GS-4.209 

DATE: November 15, 1993 

TO: CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: CRAIG CURTIS 
Director of Community Services 

RE: CLAIM PROCESS/DISTRIBUTION OF FUNDS: 
F.C.S.S. FUNDED AGENCIES 
A, memo from the F .C.S.S. Board dated November 8, 1993 refers. 

1. The Social Planning Department has undertaken a complete review of the claim 
process by which funding is distributed to agencies supported under the Family 
and Community Support Services (F.C.S.S.) Program. The existing process, as 
outlined in City Council Policy #915, is extremely bureaucratic and labour intensive. 

2. The F.G.S.S. Board considered a new process at its meeting on November 2, 
1993. Under this process the requirement for monthly claims has been E~liminated 
in favour of a single claim to be submitted in late December. Projects wi1thin the 
City will be provided a monthly allocation of 1/12th of their annual budgt3t, subject 
to satisfactory progress reports. 

3. I strongly support these initiatives which will reduce administration within the Social 
Planning Department and the contracted agencies. The concept of deficit funding 
should be eliminated in favour of contractual agreements including specific 
performance criteria. 

One of the employees in the Social Planning Department recently resigne(j to take 
up a new position in Canmore. It is not proposed to fill this administrative position, 
and the revised funding process is one method by which it is proposed to adapt 
and streamline the workload. 

4. RECOMMENDATION: 

It is recommended that the revised City Council Policy #915 be adopt1ad. 

:ad 

c. Roger Clarke, Chairman, Family and Community Support Services Be>ard 
Colleen Jensen, Social Planning Manager 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

November 8, 1993 

CHARLIE SEVCIK 
City Clerk 
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ROGER C. CLARKE, Chairman 
Family & Community Support Services {FCSS) Board 

CLAIM PROCESS/DISTRIBUTION OF FUNDS 
F.C.S.S. FUNDED AGENCIES 

SP-4.155 

In an attempt to adapt to loss of staff and to streamline workload, the Social Planning 
staff has reviewed the current system of distributing allocated funds to projects funded 
by F.C.S.S. money. The attached report was brought to the November 2, 199:3 F.C.S.S. 
Board meeting, which outlines the current system as follows: 

• budget is submitted by the agency yearly, whereby a deficit amount is approved 
to be funded by F.C.S.S.; 

• the approved allocation is then accessed by agencies when claims are submitted 
monthly to the Social Planning Department detailing expenditures, rev13nues and 
the resulting deficit; 

• a cheque is then forwarded back to the agency in the amount of the deficit. 

This process is labour-intensive, both for the department and the agency. Thta tallowing 
process is now recommended: 

• that a budget be submitted by the agency yearly, whereby a deficit amount is 
approved to be funded by F.C.S.S.; 

• that projects under Red Deer & District F.C.S.S .. that are outside of Red Deer still 
be funded as per the current claim form process, due to the nature of their needs. 

• that projects within the city of Red Deer funded by F.C.S.S. be funded by 1/12 of 
their annual budget on the 30th of each month for eleven months andl the last 
cheque of the year be paid after a single claim has been submitted in late 
December or early January of the following year. This will allow adjustments to 
reflect the agency's actual required deficit (not to exceed the approved amount) . 

.... /2 
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CHARLIE SEVCIK 
November 8, 1993 
Page Two 

• that agencies be requested to provide mid-year reports for June 30 and September 
30 which reflect year to date expenditures, revenues and resulting deficits. 

The F.C.S.S. Board approved the above process at the November 2, 1993 meeting in 
passing the following motion: 

"That the Red Deer & District Family & Community Support Services BotZrd, 
having considered report from the Social Planning Manager dated October 21, 
1993 re;~ Payments to Agencies - Process - 1994, hereby agree that projects be 
paid monthly, in equal instalments of their projected deficit, with one annual 
claim made at year end to allow for adjustments in deficit funding. Projects in 
the communities outside Red Deer will continue to be paid via claim. The 
Board j'urlher directs that the aforementioned reporl and recommendation be 
forwarded to City Council in order that the appropriate amendment can be made 
to City Council Policy No. 915." 

RECOMMENDATION: 

That Council Policy No. 915 be approved, as revised, to reflect the above noted 
procedure whiich enables agencies to access approved F.C.S.S. funding. 

A copy of Policy 915 as it currently reads and a copy of the revised Policy 915 is 
attached. 

ROGER C. CLARKE, Chairman 
Red Deer & District F.C.S.S. Board 

/kb 

cc - Craig Curtis, Director of Community Services 

Commissioners' Comments 

We concur with the recommendatrions of the Family & Community Support Services 
Board and the Director of Community Services. 

"G. SURKAN" 
Mayor 

"M.C. DAY" 
City Commissioner 
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Policy Section: 
Community Services 

Policy Subject 
Family and Community Support 
Services (F.C.S.S.) Project Budget 
Procedure 

COUNCIL POLICY MANUAL 

Page: 
1 of 1 

Policy Reference: 
915 

Lead Role: Resolution/Bylaw: 
Social Planning Manager 
Red Deer & District Family and 
Community Support Services (F.C.S.S.) Board 

PURPOSE 

To clarify the requirements of projects funded by Fam:Lly and 
Community Support Services funding relating to budget proci~dures, 
claims and deficit funding. 

POLICY STATEMENT 

1. Budget requests for F.C.S.S. funded projects will be accepted 
and reviewed annually by the F.C.S.S. Board and re:spectiy.~ 
committees, according to established assessment cri te:c:-ia and 
budget guidelines and deadlines. ~ 

2. The F.C.S.S. Board will recommend budget allocations to the 
City Commissioner for review, which will be subsequently 
forwarded to Council. 

3. After approval of the budget by City Council and the 
provincial authorities, the City may forward an op1arating 
advance to the project administering authority. 

4. The F.C.S.S. funded project will submit claims quarterly, at 
a minimum, with monthly claims preferred, to the City showing 
expenditures and revenues, with the City providing deficit 
financing based on the approved claim. 

5. Changes in funding allocations in F.C.S.S. funded projects or 
transfers between budget categories must be approved by the 
F.C.S.S. Board, as per the agency funding agreement. 

6. The F. C. S.S. Board may revise budget allocations within a 
project budget or transfer funds between projects, but must 
keep the overall F.C.S.S. budget within the amount approved by 
Council. 

7. The F.C.S.S. Board may, from time to time, establish policies 
that apply to projects receiving F.C.S.S. funds. Projects must 
adhere to the policies set down by the F.C.S.S. Board. 

Cross Refeirence 

Remarks 

Date of Approval: 
March 3, 1980 

Effective Date: Date of Revision: 
Revise FCSS/PSS 
Jan. 1, 1982 
Jan. 20, 1992 



THE CITY OF RED DEER 

Policy Section:: 
Communi!ty Services 

Policy Subject:: 
Family and Community Support 
Services (F.C.S.S.) Project Budget 
Procedure 

Lead Role: 
Social Planning Manager 
Red Deer & District Family and 
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Community Support Services (F.C.S.S.) Board 

PURPOSE 

COUNCIL POLICY MANUAL 

Page: 
1 of 1 

Policy Ref13rence: 
915 

Resolution/Bylaw: 

To clarify the requirements of projects funded by Family and Community Support Serviceis funding 
relating to budget procedures, claims and deficit funding. 

POLICY STATEMENT 

1. Budget re!quests for F.C.S.S. funded projects will be accepted and reviewed annually by thE~ F.C.S.S. 
Board am:I respective committees, according to established assessment criteria and budget 1~uidelines 
and deadlines. 

2. The F.C.S.S. Board will recommend budget allocations to the City Commissioner for revie1w, which will 
be subsequently forwarded to Council. 

3. After approval of the budget by City Council and the provincial authorities, the City may forward an 
operating1 advance to the project administering authority. 

4. Funding will be forwarded to agencies within the city of Red Deer in the amount of 1/112 of their 
approvecl deficit on the 30th of each month, with the final cheque of the year based on a si1ngle year-to­
date claim which allows adjustments to actual expenditures, revenues and eligible deficit. 

5. F.C.S.S. funded agencies within the city of Red Deer will be required to submit mid-year reports for 
June 30 and September 30 which reflect year-to-date expenditures, revenues and resU1lting deficits. 
This ensures accountability is attended. 

6. Agencies within Red Deer and District F.C.S.S., which operate outside the city of Red Deer, will submit 
claims at least semi-annually to the City showing expenditure and revenues, with the Git)' providing 
deficit financing based on the approved claim. 

7. Changes in funding allocations in F .C.S.S. funded projects or transfers between budget ca1tegories must 
be approved by the F .C.S.S. Board, as per the agency funding agreement. 

8. The F.C.S.S. Board may revise budget allocations within a project budget or transfer fU1nds between 
projects, but must keep the overall F.C.S.S. budget within the amount approved by Council. 

9. The F.C.S.S. Board may, from time to time, establish policies that apply to projects receiving F.C.S.S. 
funds. Projects must adhere to the policies set down by the F.C.S.S. Board. 

Cross Reference 

Remarks 

Date of Approval: 
March 3, 1980 

Effective Date: Date of Revision: 
Revise FCSS/PSS 
January 1, 1982 
January 20,, 11392 



DATE: NOVEMBER 23, 1993 

TO: DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVICES 

FROM: CITY CLERK 

RE: CLAIM PROCESS I DISTRIBUTION OF FUNDS: 
F.C.S.S. FUNDED AGENCIES POLICY #915 

Your recommendations, along with that of the Red Deer and District Family and 
Community Support Services Board, pertaining to the claim process by which funding is 
distributed to agencies supported under the F.C.S.S. program, received consideration at 
the Council Meeting of November 22, 1993. 

Following is the motion which was passed by Council approving revisions to Pe>licy #915: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer hereby approves revised 
City Council Policy #915 re: Family and Community Support Services 
Project Budget Procedure, and as recommended to Council November 2:2, 
1993." 

The revised policy will be sent to all Council Policy Manual holders under separate cover. 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information and 
implementation. 

Trusru g you will find this satisfactory. 

CS/cir 

cc: Director of Financial Services 
Social Planning Manager 
F.C.S.S. Board 



NO. 3 

DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

4?. 

November 16, 1993 

C. Sevcik, City Clerk 

A. Scott, Land and Economic Development Manager 

REQUEST TO LEASE FROM MR. W. PICKARD 
LOT 26 PUL, BLOCK 8, PLAN 912-3122 (DORAN CRESCENT) 
(Please see attached map) 

The attached request from Mr. Pickard, dated September 1, 1993, has been circulated to all 
administration departments. The replies were all positive except for the Red Deer Regional 
Planning Commission, who felt that the reserve should be retained as a pedestrian walkway. 

As a result of the Planning Commission's concern, a meeting was held involving Avalon 
Homes, Red Deer Regional Planning, and Community Services. This meeting took place 
November 3, 1993, and at this time it was mutually agreed by all concerned that Lot: 26 PUL 
can be leased to Mr. Pickard, whose property abuts the west side of the public utility lot. The 
Planning Commission's concerns were resolved when the developer, Avalon Homes, agreed 
to create a pedestrian walkway in the next phase of the development. 

We have also contacted Mrs. Skinner (property owner abutting east side olf PUL 26) 
concerning Mr.. Pickard's request. She is in full agreement with the City granting a lease to 
Mr. Pickard. 

Therefore, we respectfully request City Council's approval to enter into a lease with Mr. 
Pickard, subjeGt to the following terms: 

1. Lease rent of $30.00 per year; 

2. Five year term with option to renew for addition one year terms; 

3. Genera.I liability insurance in the amount of $1 Million, naming the City as additional 
insured; 

4. Standard PUL lease agreement to apply. 

PAR/mm 

Att. 
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Commissioners' Comments 

ROSS 

3C 

13.37 

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

"G. SURKJ\N", Mayor 

"M.C. DA.Y", City Commissioner 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

November 5, 1993 

PETER ROBINSON 
Land Appraiser 

DON BATCHELOR 
Parks Manager 

LOT 26 P.U.L., BLOCK 7, PLAN 922 2122 
DEER PARK 

CS-P-4.626 

As discussed, I would suggest that you contact Mr. Pickard and Mrs. Skinner and indicate 
that the above lot is available to lease as outlined in my November 4, 1993 letter. 

I have attached the twenty-two (22) letters from the adjoining residents indicating their 
opposition to a walkway. They have indicated support, however, for the lease 1:>f this lot. 
A preliminary okay to the lease of this lot had been indicated to these residents in 1992, 
prio~urchasing their individual lots. 

DON BA L 

:ad 
Atts. 



DATE: NOVEMBER 23, 1993 

TO: 

FROM: 

LAND AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGER 

C:ITY CLERK 

RE: LEASE OF LOT 26 PUL, BLOCK 8, PLAN 922-3122 
(DORAN CRESCENT) TO MR. W. PICKARD 

Your report of November 16, 1993 pertaining to the above was considered at 1the Council 
Meeting of November 22, 1993 and at which meeting Council passed the following motion 
in accordance with your recommendations: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer hereby agrees to IE~a:se 
Lot 26 PUL, Block 8, Plan 922-3122 to Mr. W. Pickard, subject to the 
following terms: 

1. Lease rent of $30.00 per year; 

2. Five year term with option to renew for additional one year 
terms; 

3. General liability insurance in the amount of $1 million, naming 
the City as additional insured; 

4. Standard PUL lease agreement to apply, 

and as recommended to Council November 22, 1993." 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information and appropriate 
action. 

appropriate lease agreements are prE~pared and 
10th parties. 

cc: Director of Community Services 
Director of Engineering Services 
Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
City Assessor 
Land Supervisor 
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NO. 4 

DATE: November 12, 1993 

TO: G. Sevcik, City Clerk 

FROM: A. Scott, Land and Economic Development Manager 

RE: APPLICATION TO PURCHASE -
.JOLY PLYWOOD SALES LTD (WINDSOR PLYWOOD} 

At the January 18, 1993 meeting of Red Deer City Council, the following resolutic1n received 
Council approval: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer hereby agrees that the City 
enter into a standard option and land sales agreement with Joly Plywood Sale1s 
Ltd. for the sale of Lot 28, Block 3, Plan 902-3044 (Riverside Light Industrial Park) 
subject to the following conditions: 

1. The option period be for 90 days; 

2. The purchase price to be our asking price of $70,000/acre, estimated at 
$74,200 for the 1.06 acre parcel; 

3. The purchaser to be responsible for any costs associated with the suivety 
and subdivision plan; 

4. Standard purchase price schedule to apply, namely payment over tw1elve 
months in three equal instalments; 

5. The completion of construction date to be extended to five years from the 
1:late of the agreement; 

6. Upon payment in full for the land, the purchaser to be allowed to fence1 the 
property and use it for storage; 

7. Any resale of the property prior to its development to be subject to the 
same development commitment as the original purchaser; 

8. The City shall undertake an environmental property audit. In the event that 
environmental work is required, the City to be responsible for taking 
whatever steps are necessary to correct the situation. Howeve1r, if 
extensive environmental clean up is necessary, the City at its option, may 
terminate the option agrement with the applicant; 

9. An agreement being entered into satisfactory to the City Solicitor." 

One of the critical components of the sale was Clause 8 contained in the resc>lution. An 
environmental audit was completed some time ago, and it was determined there is g1round water 
contamination on the site, probably caused by the site being adjacent to a former Pe1trn Canada 
bulk station. We have been negotiating with Petro Canada since, to ascertain what steps they 
intend to take in order to clean up the site. 

2/ ... 



City Clerk 
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Joly Plywood Sales Ltd. is reluctant to proceed with the purchase of the site without a 
commitment for its future cleanup. As a result, a second site within the Riverside Light Industrial 
Subdivision, and located further east on 62 Street, has been offered to Joly Plywood. 

The attached letter, dated October 25, 1993, requests that Joly Plywood be permitted to proceed 
with the purchase of this second site, identified as Lot 33,. Block 3, Plan 902-3044. The site 
consists of 1.184 acres, and at $70,000/acre is valued at $82,880. 

Recommendation 

We would recommend that Council approve the sale of Lot 33, Block 3, Plan 902-3044 to Joly 
Plywood Sales Ltd. for the equivalent of $70,000/acre, or a purchase price of $82,8BO. 

We would further recommend that the conditions contained within the original Council nasolution 
of January 18, 1993, apply to this sale, namely: 

1. The opt1ion period be for 90 days; 

2. The purchase price be our asking price of $70,000/acre, estimated at $82,880 1for 1.184 
acres; 

3. Standard purchase price schedule to apply, namely payment over twelve month~; in three 
equal instalments; 

4. The completion of construction date to be extended to five year from the date of the 
agreement; 

5. Upon payment in full for the land, the purchaser be allowed to fence the property and use 
it for ste>rage; 

6. Any resale of the property prior to its development to be subject to the same dtavelopment 
commitment as the original purchaser; 

7. An agreement being entered into satisfactory to the City Solicitor. 

Council will note that Clauses 3 and 8 from the original resolution have been deleted. The parcel 
has been subdivided so there are no further costs associated with a survey and subdiivision plan. 
The purchaser is satisfied that this site is environmentally acceptable and is not requesting an 
environmental audit be undertaken. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Ala 
AVS/mm 

Commissioners' Comments 

We concur with the recommendations of 
the Land and Economic Development Manager. 

"G. SURK/\N", Mayor 

"M.C. DAY", City Commissioner 
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October 25, 19B3 

The City of Red Deer 
Box 5008 
RED DEER, Alberta 
T4N 3T4 

ATTENTION: ,A.LAN V. SCOTT 

47 

LAND & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGER 

Dear Mr. Scott: 

WEDDELL 
MEHLING 

PANDER· 
& ASSOCL~TES RfALTY LTD 

RE: WINDSOR PLYWOOD - RIVERSIDE LAND PURCHASE 

In response to your letter of October 7, 1993 I received a phone call from Lyle at Joly Plywood 
Sales Ltd. last week. 

He would like to pursue a purchase of Lot 33, Block 3, Plan 902-3044 containing .913 Acres in 
Riverside lndlJstrial Park under the same terms and conditions excepting for price as was 
previously established for the parcels beside Petro Canada. 

Lyle wishes to purchase this lot and forget the other provided the environmental ass~assment and 
soil conditions of Lot 33 are satisfactory to him. 

Al, I will be out of town until November 4, 1993 so I would ask you to talk to Lyle until my return, 
about this proposal. 

Thank you. 

WEDDELL MEHLING PANDER & ASSOCIATES REAL TY LTD. 

\0·'6ia~M 
~ MURRAY MEHLING 

Commercial Specialist 

MM:DB 
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DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

!NOVEMBER 23, 1993 

ILAND AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGER 

CITY CLERK 

.APPLICATION TO PURCHASE: JOLY PLYWOOD SALES L'TD. 
(WINDSOR PLYWOOD) 

This is to advise that your report dated November 12, 1993 pertaining to the above was 
considered at the Council Meeting of November 22, 1993. At the aforesaid Council 
Meeting the following motion was passed in accordance with your recommemdations: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer hereby approves the 
sale of Lot 33, Block 3, Plan 902-3044 to Joly Plywood Sales Ltd., subject 
to the following conditions: 

1. The option period be for 90 days; 

2. The purchase price to be $70,000/acre, estimated at $82,880 
for 1 .. 184 acres; 

3. Standard purchase price schedule to apply, namely payment 
over twelve months in three equal instalments; 

4. The completion of construction date to be extended to five 
years from the date of the agreement; 

5. Upon payment in full for the land, the purchaser be allowed 
to fence the property and use it for storage; 

6. Any resale of the property prior to its development to be 
subject to the same development commitment as the original 
purchaser; 

7. An agreement being entered into satisfactory to the City 
Solicitor." 

... I 2 



Land and Economic Development Manager 
Page 2 
November 23,. 1993 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information ancl I trust that 
you will ensure the appropriate documents are prepared for execution by boith parties. 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory. 

CS/cir 

cc: Director of Community Services 
Director of Engineering Services 
Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
City Assessor 
E. L. &. P. Manager 
Fire Chief 
Land Supervisor 
Principal Planner 
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120-029 

NO. 5 

DATE: November 15, 1993 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: Engineering Department Manager 

RE: REQUEST FOR SIDEWALK INST AI~LATION 

The Grandview School Parents Advisory Council is requesting that 75 m of sidewalk be 
constructed on the west side of 43 Avenue between 47 Street and 46 Street. 

As shown on the attached drawing, students (grade 6 or younger) and pedestrians, walking to the 
School from the west, cross 43 Avenue either at 47 Street or 46 Street. The School indicated 
some students come through Barrett Park and a back alley to approach the School via 43 Avenue. 

The 47 Street and 43 Avenue intersection is at the top of a steep hill. Visibility is restricted and 
it may be difficult for vehicles to stop under icy road conditions. 

It is preferable that pedestrians cross at the 46 Street and 43 Avenue intersection as the visibility 
is much better. Pedestrian signs and crosswalks are installed to highlight this intersection as a 
safer crossing location. The School has organized patrols to help students to cross at this 
intersection. 

However, there is no sidewalk along the west side of 43 Avenue between 47 Street and 46 Street. 
Students and pedestrians from the west are now walking along a slightly sloped grassed 
boulevard. The pedestrian usage is evident from the existence of a footpath. 

The installation of the sidewalk would improve safety especially in winter conditions. 
Construction of 75 m of sidewalk is estimated to cost $10,000. As the walkway would be 
entirely along property flankage (no assessable tax frontage) costs would normally be recovered 
through general benefit or overall taxation. 

RECOMMENDATION 

In view of the petition, and the pedestrian safety factor, we recommend that Council consider this 
project as part of the 1994 budget. 

~~70 
Ken G. Haslop, P. Eng. 
Engineering Department Manager 

CYL/cy 
Att. 

c.c. Director of Financial Services 
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Commissioners' Comments 

We concur that the sidewalk would be an improvement to neighborhood safety and 
recommend that the project be brought forward for consideration during the 19!34 budget. 
As Council is aware the entire scope of the Capital Construction Budget is being cut back 
and this project along with all others will have to be prioritized in order to determine which 
will actually receive funding. 

"G. SURKAN" 
Mayor 

"M.C. DAY" 
City Commissioner 



DATE: NOVEMBER 23, 1993 

TO: 

FROM: 

E:NGINEERING DEPARTMENT MANAGER 

C:ITY CLERK 

RE: GRANDVIEW SCHOOL PARENTS ADVISORY COUNCIL: 
REQUEST FOR SIDEWALK INSTALLATION 

Your memo dated November 15, 1993 pertaining to the above subject matter, was 
considered at the Council Meeting of November 22nd and at which meeting Council 
passed the following motion: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered 
report dated November 15, 1993 from the Engineering Department Manage1r 
regarding a request from the Grandview School Parents Advisory Council 
for sidewalk installation on the West side of 43rd Avenue between 47th 
Street and 46th Street, hereby agrees that said project be brought forward 
for consideration during the 1994 Budget, along with all other capital 
construction projects which will have to be prioritized in order to determine 
which projects will actually receive funding." 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information and I trust that 
you will convey said decision to the Grandview School Parents Advisory Council. 

Trusting that you will draw to the attention of the Parents Advisory Counc:il that the 
passage of the! aforesaid resolution does not guarantee that the sidewalk installation will 
be approved at budget time but merely that same will be considered along wiith other 
projects and will have to be prioritized. 

CS/cir 

cc: Director of Financial Services 
Public \Narks Manager 
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NO. 6 

DATE: Nlovember 9, 1993 

TO: Mayor Surkan and Members of Council 

FROM: Alan Scott, Land and Economic Development Manager 

RE: ARCHITECTURAL CONTROLS- ORIOLE PARK PHASE 2A 

Prior to the completion of development of this subdivision, Council rejected a proposal to 
apply architectural controls to the Oriole Park Phase 2A area, consisting of 32 single family 
lots, located in a heavily treed area on the west side of the existing Oriole Park. 

Since the original recommendation was considered, we have completed a lot draw in the 
area, at which two residential building lots were sold and we have subsequentl~f sold one 
additional lot over the counter. 

Attached are letters from two individuals who have purchased lots in the new subdivision. 
In both cases, the purchasers expressed concern that no architectural controls exi:St. A third 
owner of a building lot in the area has indicated verbally his support of architectural c:ontrols. 

We have monitored inquiries received since the lots were first developed, and a number of 
other potential buyers have indicated that the lack of architectural controls has had a. bearing 
on their decision not to buy lots at this time. 

Since receiving the letters from the two property owners, we have circulated this 
correspondenc:e to various departments and, in all cases, the administration supports 
architectural controls. 

Recommendation 

We would therefore recommend that Council reconsider architectural controls for Oriiole Park 
Phase 2A. Based on the comments received from the various departments, we feel that a 
form of contro~s. at a less restrictive level than those imposed by the private sector, would 
be appropriate. Should Council agree to reconsider their original recommendation and 
support architectural controls, we would proceed to put together a package of controls for 
Council's consideration at their next meeting. 

AVS/mm 



September 21, 1993 

Mr. Alan Scott 
City of Red DeE!r 

Dear Mr. Scott,, 
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For the Osmond Close lot draw, I understand that about 65 information bo<>klets 
were distributed prior to the lot draw. To me, this indicates conslderable 
interest in those lots. 

However, only five applications were received! In fact, there were really only 
four interested parties because one contractor and one home-owner were w<>rking 
together. As luck would have it, the names of the contractor and home-owne:I:' were 
the first two names selected in the draw, but both declined to select a lot 
because of the lack of architectural controls. Only two lots were 11elected 
during the draw, both by home-owners. I was one of them. 

This poor showJLng at the lot draw, relative to the interest prior to the draw, 
should be of concern to the City of Red Deer. Why was there only five 
applications? Why did the contractors not participate? 

As everyone knc>ws, these lots have been made available at premium price11, i.e., 
comparable to Melcer. However, unlike Melcer, the guarantee of a premium 
conununity that results from architectural controls has not been put in l?lace by 
the City of Red Deer. 

I think that the City of Red Deer needs to decide on either regular pd.ca lots 
without architectural controls or premium price lots with architectural ccm1;rols. 

Since only two lots have been sold, is it possible for you to have thi11 matter 
revisited by Council? By selecting a lot, I have already indic1at,ed my 
willingness to pay the premium price and the addition of architectural c:ontrols 
would be welcomed. 

Thanking you in advance for your prompt attention to this matter. 

James c. W~ 
11 Orchard Green 
Red Deer, Alber.ta T4N SB6 
Phone: Home 343-6912 

Business 343-4723 

~~. The c:tyC)f Bed Daqr I 
~~ l".late: ..Se fit-_ ~~/9.3. 
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r • DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

October 22, 1993 

Engineering Manager 
Principal Planner 
Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
Director of Community Services 

Land Supervisor 
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RE: ARCHITECTURAL DEVELOPMENT CONTROLS 
CITY ORIOLE PARK PHASE 2A 
OSMOND CLOSE - PLAN 932-2354 

The March 17, 1993 meeting of City Council passed a resolution to not impose architectural controls for City 
Oriole Park Phase 2A. 

The initial lot sale for Phase 2A was September 21, 1993. Phase 2A consists of 32 single family lots, with 
only three (3) being sold, to date. 

In view of the written concerns of the purchasers, and expressed concerns of prospective purchasers, that no 
controls have been plllt in place, the October 19, 1993 meeting of the Subdivision Committee re:commends 
that architectural deve:lopment controls be developed for Osmond Close. 

We would appreciate your input into the architectural development controls contemplated for this area. 

As a guide, we have attached the following: 

1. Copy of Architectural Development Guidelines developed by Melcor Developments Ltd. for Anders 
East and Victoria Park. 

2. Copy of the Red Deer Regional Planning Commission's table indicating minimum house: sizes for this 
area. 

3. Copy of the re:port presented by the Land & Economic Development Department to dhe March 17, 
1993 meeting of City Council. 

Thank you. 

William F. Lees 
WFL/pr 
encl. 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 
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November 3, 1993 

Land Supervisor 

Engineering Department Manager 

ORIOLE PARK PHASE 2A 
ARCHITECTURAL CONTROLS 

210-054 

We have the following comments in response to your memo of October 22, 19931 r1egarding 
architectural controls for the above noted subdivision: 

1. We agree that architectural controls would benefit the lot purchasers by ensuring that the 
neighbouring houses would meet a minimum quality; thereby protecting his investment. 

2. We do not feel that the architectural controls need to be as extensive as those stipulated 
for the Anders development. The controls could be limited to minimum house size, lot 
grading, exterior finish, and relation to adjacent houses (e.g. avoiding same house design 
next to one another and avoiding two storey next to single storey). 

3. We would suggest that the minimum house size be in the order of 1,200 sq ft for 
bungalows and 1,800 sq ft for two storeys. This is more in line with Melcor's standards. 

/,b~~) 
Ken Hasloph.~ Eng. 
Engineering Department Manager 

TCW/cy 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 
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November 2, 1993 

BILL LEES 
Land Supervisor 

CRAIG CURTIS 
Director of Community Services 

ARCHITECTURAL DEVELOPMENT CONTROLS 
CITY ORIOLE PARK PHASE 2A 
OSMOND CLOSE - PLAN 932-2354 
Your memo of October 22, 1993 refers. 

CS-4.198 

I have discussed your letter with the Parks, Recreation & Culture and Social Planning 
Managers and our comments are as follows. 

We believe that architectural controls would be appropriate for this development if kept 
relatively simple for public interpretation and implementation/enforcement by the City. 

The controls from a Community Services perspective should address the folllowing: 

• 13xtent of tree clearing for development; 
• site development and grading; 
• landscaping and fencing. 

These issues are best dealt with as part of the sales agreement, and imposed at the time 
of Development Permit application. 

DB/ad 

c. Paul Meyette, Principal Planner, R.D.R.P.C. 
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RED DEER 
REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION 

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

DATE: November 1, 1993 

TO: Bill Lees, Land Supervisor 

FROM: Paul Meyette, Principal Planner 

2830 BREMNEFI AVENUE. RED DEER. 
ALBEFlTA. CANADA T4R 1M9 

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

RE: ARCIDTECTURAL CONTROLS - OSMOND CLOSE 

Thank you for your memorandum of October 22, 1993 proposing architectural controls for Osmond 
Close. 

Planning staff support the creation of architectural controls for Oriole Park, Phases 2A and 2B. This 
area is a large lot development intended for larger homes; architectural controls may help in the 
marketing of th<! site. 

Planning staff recommend that City architectural controls be relatively simple and that the complexities 
of the Melcor agreement be avoided. Any complex list of architectural control would require the 
contracting or hiring of additional staff to administer the controls. A simple list of architectural 
controls could include house size, front elevation and/or roof features. Issues such as the control of 
grade or house style and colour should be avoided. 

-C~-, ·-·-· . 
.---- :·, ~~- i 

- . ._ -· 2====> 

Paul Meyette, --...... ~ .. 
PRINCIPAL PLANNER . 
PM/cc 

c.c. - Engim:ering Manager 
- Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
- Director of Community Services 

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 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 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 

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



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

59 

28 October 1993 

Land Supervisor 

Bylaws and Inspections Manager 

ARCHITECTURAL DEVELOPMENT CONTROL 
CITY ORIOLE PARK PHASE 2A 
OSMOND CLOSE - PLAN 932-2354 

FILE NO. 93-1610 

The control document used by Melear covers just about every situation that might occur during 
construction. 

I suggest that: 

1. If we adopt similar guidelines, a review committee be set up to approve plans possibly 
using am outside firm (architectural design, etc.). 

2. Unless a survey firm is used to check grades, I recommend we do not include this 
requirement (6.4)(6.6)(6.7). 

We support the introduction of these standards. 

Yours truly, 

Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
BUILDING INSPECTION DEPARTMENT 

RS/vs 
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Commissioners' Comments 

We concur with the recommendations of the Land & Economic Develiopment 
Manager. In the event that Council is willing to reconsider this issue, any member of 
Council other than Alderman Schnell, Alderman Statnyk or Mayor Surkan may raise the 
resolution for reconsideration. 

"G. SURKAN" 
Mayor 

"M.C. DAY" 
City Commissioner 



DATE: NOVEMBER 23, 1993 

TO: 

FROM: 

LAND AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGER 

C:ITY CLERK 

RE: ARCHITECTURAL CONTROLS - ORIOLE PARK PHASE 2A 

Your report dated November 9, 1993 pertaining to the above topic was conside1red at the 
Council Meeting of November 22nd and at which meeting Council passed the! following 
motion approving the development of architectural controls: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer hereby approves the 
development of architectural controls for Oriole Park Phase 2A." 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information and appropriate 
action. I would also point out that some members of Council expressed the vie1w that the 
architectural cc)ntrols put forth in this instance should be of a minimal nature. 

forward to a further report from the Administration in due course. 

~ 

CS/cl· 

cc: Director of Community Services 
Director of Engineering Services 
Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
City Asisessor 
Principal Planner 
Fire Chief 
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NO. 7 
CS-4.208 

DATE: November 15, 1993 

TO: C:ITY COUNCIL 

FROM: C:RAIG CURTIS 
Director of Community Services 

RE: F.C.S.S. MINISTERIAL REVIEW 
A memo from the F.C.S.S. Board dated November 9, 1993 rnfers. 

1. In November 1991, the Minister of Family and Social Services released the "Final 
Report of the F.C.S.S. Ministerial Review Panel". The report includes 45 specific 
recommendations related to the Family and Community Support Services 
(F.C.S.S.) Program. 

2. A F.C.S.S. Board response to the review was endorsed by City Council at its 
meetin~1 on March 16, 1992, and forwarded to the Minister. 

3. The Minister of Family and Social Services has now indicated that he is prepared 
to implement 36 of the 45 recommendations. However, he has circulated the 
remaining 9 recommendations for further comment by local councils. He states 
that "once consultation is complete, implementation will occur within the context 
of Goveirnment's fiscal realities". 

4. The Social Planning Department has now prepared a further response to the 
remaining 9 recommendations, which was endorsed in an amended fcirm by the 
F.C.S.S. Board at its meeting on November 2, 1993. 

5. I support the response, as submitted by the F.C.S.S. Board, which is similar to the 
initial submission previously endorsed by City Council. It should be noted that the 
Administration and the Board are strongly opposed to recommendation #~16 which 
would restrict municipal autonomy and empowerment. The development of a 
provincial "needs-based index" would likely be extremely time consuming and 
result in more rather than less bureaucracy. 

6. RECOMMENDATION: 

It is rec:ommended that City Council: 

• 13ndorse the F.C.S.S. Board response to the remaining 9 recommendations 
in the "Final Report of the F.C.S.S. Ministerial Review Panel". 

. . ./2 



City Council 
Page 2 
November 15, 1993 
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• express concern to the Minister of Family and Social Services that 
re1commendation # 36 would unduly restrict municipal autonomy. 

:ad 

c. Roger Clarke, Chairman, F.C.S.S. Board 
Colleen Jensen, Social Planning Manager 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

November 9, 1993 

CHARLIE SEVCIK 
City Clerk 
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ROGER C. CLARKE, Chairman 
F.C.S.S. Board 

F.C.S.S. MINISTERIAL REVIEW 

Background: 

SP-4.160 

1. In October, 1990, the Minister of Family & Social Services established a Miinisterial 
Review Panel to conduct a comprehensive review of the Family & Community 
Support Services (F.C.S.S.) Program. 

2. Over the next year, the F.C.S.S. Ministerial Review Panel gathered community 
input through a series of public forums and meetings with F.C.S.S. Boards, 
councils and other special interest groups. The panel visited Red Deer on May 9, 
1991. 

3. The Red Deer & District F.C.S.S. Board prepared a series of recommendations on 
the F.C.S.S. Program in the form of a brief to the Ministerial Review Panel. This 
brief was endorsed by the F.C.S.S. Board at its meeting on April 3, 1991, and 
submitted to City Council for information. 

4. The "Final Report of the F.C.S.S. Ministerial Review Panel" was released by the 
Minister of Family & Social Services on November 1, 1991. The report includes 
45 specific suggestions divided into the following categories: 

• Mandate 
• Organization/Operation/Accountability 
• Funding/Financial 

5. In early 1992, the Red Deer & District F.C.S.S. Board formed a committee to 
considEH the report in detail and draft a response on behalf of its member 
municipalities. The response is based on key recommendations in the1 approved 
Community Services Master Plan, and was endorsed by the F.C.S.S. Eloard at its 
meetin!~ on March 3, 1992. A copy is included as an appendix to this document. 

.... 12 



CHARLIE SEVCIK 
November 9, 1993 
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6. The F.G.S.S. Board response was forwarded to Council at their March 16, 1992 
meetin~J and was endorsed by the following resolution: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer hereby endorses the response from the Red 
Deer and District F.C.S.S. Board related to the 'Final Report of the F.C.S.S. Ministerial Review 
Panel' and as presented to Council March 16, 1992." 

The response was subsequently forwarded to the Minister of Alberta Family & 
Social Services. 

7. Municipalities and F.C.S.S. programs within the province have waited impatiently 
for some action in implementing the Review. On August 10, a letter was sent from 
Mr. Mik:e Cardinal, Minister of Family & Social Services, which indicatHd that the 
department is prepared to implement 36 of the 45 suggestions. A copy of the 
letter is included for your information. 

8. Further, Mr. Cardinal indicated that the remaining 9 suggestions could have major 
impacts on municipalities. Subsequently a committee of the F.C.S.S. Board 
preparHd a response to those 9 items which was considered at the November 2 
meetin!J of the F.C.S.S. Board. Some minor revisions were mad13 and the 
following resolution passed: 

"That the Red Deer & District Family & Community Support Services Board, having 
considered the submission of recommendations from the 1992 F.C.S.S. Ministerial Review, 
and the proposed recommendations of the subcommmee of the F.C.S.S. Board, hereby 
approve the recommended responses as amended and forward same to City Council for 
endorsement, which will subsequently be forwarded to the Minister of Alberta Famil.Y & Social 
Services." 

A copy of the F.C.S.S. Board response is attached for your review. The Board 
feels strongly that the F.C.S.S. program in the province has been very successful 
as a model in community-based service that focuses on prevention.. Other 
provinc:ial departments are using it as an example. A further benefit is the 
municipal/provincial partnership which allows communities to meet their own 
needs, with provincial monetary support. 

. ... /3 
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That Council for The City of Red Deer endorse the F.C.S.S. Board response to the nine 
items relating 1to the Family & Community Support Services (FCSS) Ministerial Review as 
outlined in Mr. Cardinal's letter, and forward it to the Minister of Family & Social Services, 
along with a letter reinforcing the belief in the Family & Community Support Services 
model. 

ROGER C. CLARKE, Chairman 
Red Deer & District F.C.S.S. Board 

/kb 

cc - Craig Cui1is, Director of Community Services 



F.C.S.S. MINISTERIAL REVIEW 

Items which may have signWicant impact on local governments (as per August 10 letter, Mike cardinal, Minister of Family & Social Services) . 

.. NSTERIAL RECOMMENDATION 12: BACKGROUND: 
The Review Panel recorrrnends that the province seriously reconsider the Inter- . F.C.S.S. funds are undesignated at the moment Do we want to 
Municipal Task Force Report on Out-a-School care and, in particular, that, "the begin a designation with School Age? We would lose local 
province, in consultation with municipalities, be requested to establish a separate autonomy. 
funding "element" for Out-of-School care, with the basic F.C.S.S. philosophy, . Should perhaps Edmonton and Calgary be treated differently 
guidelines and administration, under the 80% - 20% formula, but which would be because of larger population/larger need? However, do we want to 
open-ended and drawn on by municipaities, depending on the needs being be treated differently in smaller urban and rural areas? Would it set 
experienced within the local jurisdiction.· a preoedent? An open-ended fund to be drawn from is not realistic 

and secondly Edmonton1calgary would draw the majority of this fund 
H there were one. 

.. NSTERIAL RECOMMENDATION 19: BACKGROUND: 
The Review Panel recorrrnends that: The intent seems to be to develop outcome measures which would allow evaluation 
a) The F.C.S.S. Unit, in collaboration with local authorities, explore, in of prevention. 

accordance with Recommendation 3, specific outcome measures as . Evaluation is very important at a local level and this has been done 
criteria for future evaluation of service effectiveness and overall in Red Deer & District FCSS program via yearly reviews. 
community development strategies. Assessment of projects as per the project assessment criteria also is 

b) The F.C.S.S. Unit should be available upon request to local F.C.S.S. evaluative, and has been con-.ileted twice in the last 3 years. 
authorities to provide research expertise, methodologies and tools. . Developing standard criteria which applies to the whole province 
Resources to support accountability mechanisms, such as audit and may not be workable. Playschools illustrate this, whereby, it is 
quality assurance, should be accessible through the provincial F.C.S.S. irrportant to fund playschools in the small outlying communities but 
Unit. not in Red Deer. The tendency is also to develop quantitative 

c) The province should support research devoted to longitudinal studies on measures, rather than qualitative and further to CO"ll'lre programs 
prevention so that the cost-effectiveness of preventive interventions can that are not comparable. 
be argued and supported with data. . Resources, including FCSS consultants, to assist in evaluation 

would be very helpful, particularly in small communities. . Funding for indepth longitudinal studies would help to bring the 
irrportance of prevention to the forefront, although it may not be 
realistic during these economic times. 

.. NSTERIAL RECOMMENDATION 25: BACKGROUND: 
The Review Panel recorrrnends that: . Merging the administration component and the program component 
a) The existing administration and program components used to determine would be benelicial. It leaves the community autonomous to decide 

the allocations to local governments be merged into a single component. how much should be spend on administration. It also removes the 
b) The provincial per capita allocation for all Albertans should be set at disincentive to regionalization. 

$26.00 in 1991192 dollars. . Increasing the per capita amount will be neoessary in order to 
c) The per capita allocation should reflect the Consumer Price index (CPI). accommodate the combining of admnistration and program 
d) tt it is not possible for the province to budget the funds necessary to components. However, $26.00/capita may not be reatistic. 

i"l'.llement the proposed per capita funding level, a planned phase-in Currently - receive $13.12/capita plus our administration which is 
should be established. It is recognized that the phase-in plan must approximately $1.31 per capita, with the total being $14.43 (1993). 
rellect the economic conditions a the time. Other municipalities are at a much higher per capita rate as their 

e) Special financial considerations should be determined for Indian bands, administration component is at $9.50/capita for the majority of their 
Matis settlements and isolated or unincorporated areas. population, whereas the majority of administration for Red Deer & 

District is at $ . 70/capita ($9.50 for first 5,000, $1.10 for next 2,000, 
$ . 70/capita thereafter.) . During difficult economic times, the demand for social programs 
inaease substantially and therefore this is not the time to decrease 
funds. . H the per capita allocation could reflect the C.P.I., at a minimum, this 
would be very beneficial. Since 1988 the C.P.I. has inaeased 
21.15%, but funding has only increased 7.1%. . The provincial pa-epectlYe on all funding I• t~ prevMllon 

I and F.c.s.s. la tllll best model available. Therefore ., 1n-
(or at a minimum, no decn!Me) la realiatic. 

FCSS BOARD RECOMMENDATION: 
That FCSS funding remain undesignated to allow communities to respond to local 
needs as is most appropriate, retaining the fundamental principle of local 
autonomy. 

FCSS BOARD RECOMMENDATION: 
That evaluation should remain a local responsibility of high priority with resources 
and assistance provided by the FCSS unit; and further that longnudinal studies be 
encouraged as funding permts. 

FCSS BOARD RECOMMENDATION: 
That the administration and program grant components be amalgamated into a 
single con11cment, at a rate no less than the current allocation; and further that 
money already within the Department of Family & Social Services or other relevant 
departments be redistri>uted to inaease the FCSS allocation in a phased-in plan, 
working toward $26.00/capita, with minimum yearly inaeases equal to the 
Consumer Price Index. 

I 
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F.C.S.S. MINISTERIAL REVIEW 

MINISTERIAL RECOMMENDATION 27: 
The Review Panel recommends that the provincial program reinstate the 
requirement that the full local 20% share must be contrbutad by the municipality 
from tax-generated (mill rate) dollars by 1994. 

MINISTERIAL RECOMMENDATION 31: 
a) The Review Panel racorrrnends that the provincial program implement a 

policy that would allow local programs to retain surplus funds to a 
maximum of 10% of the annual provincial allocation. Any funds retained 
locally under the policy must be matched by a municipal 20% 
contrbution and must be separately identttiable in the accounts of the 
municipality or the accounts of the board established by the municipality. 
Any surplus funds retained and expended in future periods must be 
expended in accordance with the legislation governing the program. 

MINISTERIAL RECOMMENDATION 31: 
b) Municipalities are encouraged to adopt a similar surplus retention feature 

that may be applicable to those funded agencies that provide a service 
on behalf of the municipality. 

MINISTERIAL RECOMMENDATION 35: 
The Review Panel recommends that the provincial program initiate the 
consolidation of forms and statistical reporting requirements in collaboration with 
municipalities and other major funding bodies with a view to simplifying the 
reporting process for agencies. 

MINISTERIAL RECOMMENDATION 36: 
The Review Panel recommends that the provincial program, in consultation with a 
representative number of municipalities, determine the factors to be included in a 
needs-based index and examine the advantages and disadvantages. 

MINSTERIAL RECOMMENDATION 37: 
The Review Panel recommends that: 
a) The Minister of Farrily and Social Services initiate a review of the 

preventive programs and services now offered through the various 
program areas of the Department, to determine opportunities to 
consolidate and coordinate the delivery of these services through local 
governments involved in the F.C.S.S. Program. A revi- of this nature 
should involve representatives of municipal F.C.S.S. Programs in the 
process. 

BACKGROUND: . It is very important that municipalities contribute the 20% matching . 
This is because F.C.S.S. is established as a provincial/municipal 
partnership. If the increase were to go to $26.00 in one step this 
may not be realistic; however, currently we already put more than 
the 20% share in (23% is our current contribution, split between the 
6 municipalities). Municipalities gain a tremendous amount of 
service for a small investment. City Council Policy #913 supports 
this premise. . In the Rad Deer & District program, the funded agencies also 
contrbute a substantial amount already through fundraising and 
donations. User fees are also shown as an agency revenue before 
we fund the deficit. 

BACKGROUND: . Retention by the municipality, of up to 10% of the annual allocation 
should be supported. It must be clear that any retention of 
provincial funds must be matched by the municipal 20%. Retention 
of funds does reinforce good management. . If a municipality is permitted to retain up to 10%, a plan for those 
funds, in keeping wrth the F.C.S.S. mandate, should be in place. 

BACKGROUND: . If Rad Daer were to adopt this policy it may limit our ability to assist 
some projects, who have had unanticipated difficulties, by using 
funds from other projects that have under utilized their allocation. 
This is because we deficit fund projects. 

BACKGROUND: . This appears to be very positive. There is a tremendous amount of 
paperwork required to meet the current reporting needs, particularly 
for projects that racaive small amounts of funds. . The only possible negative may be a lesser amount of 
accountability. It does not seem that this would be a problem, 
however, as experianca with other provincial funding certainly 
indicates that F.C.S.S. currently requires far greater accountability. 
The time and money spent on accountability must also be in 
keeping wrth the amount funded. 

BACKGROUND: . It is very difficult to determine the impact of this recommendation . 
Looking at need is very difficult to do in an objective way. . Communities must be very aware of spacial interest groups which 
are the "squeaky wheels". Some of the highest need may be seen 
for groups of the population which cannot, or do not, speak for 
themselves. . To allow a "top-up" to the par capita grant in some ways removes 
the community autonomy. It puts the onus back on the province to 
·choose· wt.o gets what 

BACKGROUND: . This should be strongly supported as it may eliminate some 
duplication and may also allow for more effective and efficient 
delivery. . The caution should be that tt some of the services which are now 
delivered provinciaUy are made the responsibility of municipalities, 
than there has to be some redistribution of funding - municipalltias 
must be concerned of "offloading" vs downloading. . Any review, as noted in the recommendation, should definitely 
include municipal representatives. 

Page2 

FCSS BOARD RECOMMENDATION: 
That the province reinstate the requirement that the full local 20% share must be 
contrbuted by municipally generated tax levy. 

FCSS BOARD RECOMMENDATION: 
That the province implement a policy that would allow municipalities to retain 
surplus funds to a maximum of 10% of the annual provincial allocation, wrth any 
retention of funds matched by the municipal matching share; and further that the 
municipality be required to develop a plan whereby funds would have spacttically 
designated allocation. 

FCSS BOARD RECOMMENDATION: 
That municipalities be aUowed to retain the option of not developing a retention 
policy for projects delivering services on behalf of the municipality. 

FCSS BOARD RECOMMENDATION: 
That the Ministerial Recommendation 35 be implemented as recommended. 

FCSS BOARD RECOMMENDATION: 
That Ministerial Racorrrnendation 36 not be implemented as it will threaten the 
principle of local autonomy. 

FCSS BOARD RECOMMENDATION: 
That a review, as noted in Ministerial Recommendation 37, be undertaken wrth a 
view to decrease duplication and increase effective and efficient delivery of service 
and further that tt any service currently delivered by the province should become a 
municipal responsibility, than &R>ropriate funds must be transferred as well. 

m 
-..J 
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24. 

Office of the Minister 
FAMILY AND SOCIAL SERVICES 

104 Legislature Buildin1g, Edmonton, Alberta, Canada T5K 286 403/427-2606 Fax 403/427-0954 

August 10, 1993 

To Chairpersons, FCSS Boards · 

I am pleased to be writing to you to inform you of my response to the Final Report 
of the FCSS Ministerial Review Panel. The recommendations contained in the document 
have my full support. 

As you are aware 45 specific suggestions for action or change were made by the 
Review Panel. Alberta Family and Social Services, with the cooperation of other 
departments, will implement 36 of these. Many may be implemented at the discretion of 
local councils. Action on the remaining 9 items could have major impacts on community 
governments. Therefore, I am asking the FCSS Association, through its board, to consult 
with local councils on these recommendations. Once consultation is complete, 
implementation will occur within the context of government's fiscal realities. 

Eliminating the waiting list of municipalities was one of the major recommendations 
in the report. These communities are in areas of the province which have the gre~atest need 
for assistance in becoming self~sufficient in meeting the needs of their members. Part of the 
Welfare Reforms currently being implemented in Family & Social Services is a commitment 
to maintaining services for those who are truly in need. Consistent with this commitment, 
this recomm~;!ndation has been implemented. As of April 1, 1993, 28 additional communities 
are eligible to receive FCSS finding (list attached). 

For your information, I have enclosed a detailed listing of recommendations which 
are approved as well as those targeted for further consultation. 

I am firmly committed to the mandate of the FCSS program and comme:nd you on 
the fine work your programs are doing in your communities. I am pleased that the Review 
so strongly endorsed our program. I believe the reason FCSS is so effective is 1lhat we work 
in partnership to provide programs that respond directly to local needs. I look forward to 
continuing our work together in strengthening the communities of Alberta. 

Sincerely, 
-----~-~ .......... ...---

=~ Minister \.,. 
M.L.A., Athabasca/Wabasca 

Enclosures 

C'
Tt Y Cr- C. ,, .. "[J 'i ~'.~t-' ~ :,·:·· 



APPENDIX 

Original Response as Endorsed by Council 
March 16, 1992 
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SP-3.522 
DATE: March 5, 1992 

TO: CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: FRANCES CRAIGIE, Chair 
Red Deer & District F .C.S.S. Board 

RE: F .C.S.S. MINISTERIAL (Provincial) REVIEW 

On October 26, 1990 the Honourable John Oldring, Minister of Family and Social 
Services, established a Ministerial Advisory Panel to conduct a comprehensive review of 
the Family and Community Support Services Program. Over the following year, 
community input was gathered through involvement of citizens of Alberta, social service 
organizations, and FCSS boards and administration. As you will remember, the Review 
Panel visited Red Deer on May 9, 1991. 

The goals of the Review focused on eight issues including relevance, appropri~teness, 
effectiveness, efficiency, monitoring/reporting, needs, equity and environmental sensitivity. 
The subsequent report which was released on November 1 , 1991 resiult.ed in 37 
recommendations divided into three categories of mandate, organization/operation 
/accountability and funding/financial. 

Early in 199:2 the Red Deer & District FCSS Board formed a committee to c:onsider the 
Review report in detail. A suggested local and provincial response was drafted for each 
of the 37 rec:ommendations, along with five areas of priority identified as needing urgent 
response. 

At the March 3, FCSS Board meeting the committee report was considered,, along with 
the priorities and was approved by the following resolution: 

''THAT the Red Deer & District Family and Community Support Sen1ices 
Boarcl, having considered the proposed response to the Provincial FCSS 
Review hereby approve the response and endorse the priorities as outllined 
in the report from the Social Planning Manager dated February 21, 1992, 
and further that same be recommended to City Council for approval. 11

' 

Recommendation: 

• That City Council approve the attached overall response to the Provincial FCSS 
Review and endorse the five identified priorities as approved by the Bed Deer & 
District FCSS Board. 

FRANCES CRAIGIE ./ 

/kl 
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SP-3.509 
DATE: February 21, 1992 

TO: 

FROM: 

F.C.S.S. BOARD 

COLLEEN JENSEN 
Social Planning Manager 

RE: PROVINCIAL F.C.S.S. REVIEW 

The F.C.S.S. Board committee, established to consider implications and strategies with 
regard to the Provincial F.C.S.S. Review, has prepared the attached repe>rt including 
suggestions; for both the local and the provincial level. The committee felt very strongly 
that the reaffirmation of the Family & Community Support Services mandate including the 
elements of partnership, prevention, local autonomy, voluntarism, and community-based 
solutions was of the utmost importance. This is the principle recommendation which the 
committee used as a basis to focus on priorities. The following are committee 
recommendations on priorities in order of importance. 

1. PubHc Awareness of F.C.S.S. (Recommendation #14) 

General public, users of service, politicians at all levels of government, and other 
service providers must be made aware of what FCSS is and its importance and 
strengths, in order that greater benefits can be obtained. 

2. Funding (Recommendations #25 & 33b) 

The necommendations regarding the need for increased funding must be strongly 
endorsed. A greater public awareness in the strengths of FCSS will assist in this 
proce1ss. The province must also be made to realize that announcing the yearly 
allocation in January or earlier is essential. 

3. Coordinated Service with the Elimination of Duplication 
(Recommendation #37a/b) 

In times of decreasing budgets the need to coordinate, with no duplication, is of 
utmost importance. This relates to recommendation #13 (Premier's Council in 
Support of Alberta Families/Drug Foundation) and #11 (Home Care). 

4. Locall Autonomy (Recommendation #4) 

The need for each individual community to determine the most appropriate and 
effective services, and the method by which they are delivered, remains extremely 
impo1tant. In setting standards, the erosion of local autonomy must be safe­
guarded against. 



F.C.S.S. Be>ard 
Page 2 
February 21 , 1992 
Provincial F.C.S.S. Review 

5. Voluntarism 

37 

Thene must be a strong commitment to voluntarism within FCSS priograms with 
reco!gnition given to appropriate management and support necessary to fulfil the 
neeals of the volunteer. 

Recommendation 

That the Red Deer and District FCSS Board approve the attached overall response to the 
Provincial FCSS Review and endorse the priorities as outlined in the above overview. 
Following approval, it should be forwarded to City Council for March 16, after which 
letters should be sent to Premier Getty and Minister Oldring. 

Att. 



FAMILY AND COMMUNITYSUPPORTSERVICES 
PROVINCIALREVIEW 

CSMP = CommunhyServlcesMaaterPlan L =Local P = Provlnclal FCSSA =Family& CommunhySupportServlcesAaaoclatlon 

II I RESPONSE I I . II 
I RECOMMENDATION LOCAL PROVINCIAL 

Tl MELINE CONCERNS 

1. Reaffirms the mandate of * Recommend endorsement by * The province must strive L -April/92 
FCSS with the elements of Councils of participating toward a working FCSSA& P-
partnership, prevention, local municipalities in letters to MLA's. partnership of the province, Immediate & 
autonomy, voluntarism, and the FCSSA and local ongoing 
community based solutions. municipalities. 

2. Operating principles to * Review current goals and objectives L - June/92 & 
reaffirm above. and make necessary changes to annually 

ensure appropriate principles are thereafter 
met. 

3. Definition of prevention. * Endorse. * Endorse. 

4. Re-affirms the principle of * Continue to emphasize a * Endorse. L -Ongoing 
local autonomy. decentralized service delivery sys-

tern through contracting with 
community, non-profit groups, 

· recognizing the autonomy of 
agencies and recognizing the 
autonomy of agencies and requiring 
full accountability for public funding 
provided for the services. (CSMP, 
Section 7.4.2) 

(,..) 

CX> 



RESPONSE 
RECOMMENDATION 

LOCAL PROVINCIAL 

5. That voluntarism be preserved * Continue to recognize the * Endorse, however, the 
and encouraged. importance of training and support province must provide 

to volunteers, particularly in the adequate support to 
area of board development, with a ensure volunteer expertise 
yearly board deveiopment is maximized through 
workshop for board members and adequate management. 
staff of affiliated agencies. (CSMP, This may involve monetary 
Section 7.4.1) allocation. 

* Support the effective management * Province should review 
of volunteers through continued legislation as it relates to 
involvement of the Volunteer liability and voluntarism. 
Managers Sub-committee of Review as per family policy 
Community Services Network and grid. 
promoting the benefits to other 
agencies. (CSMP, Section 7.4.1) 

6. All FCSS programs be * Produce a report annually on Red * Province should provide 
encouraged to respond more Deer's changing demographics and assistance in the 
pro-actively to demographic, distribute the report widely to interpretation of statistics. 
social, and economic trends. relevant community groups. The FCSS Consultants 

(CSMP, Section 7.4.1) may play a role here. 

* Recognize the importance and 
community impact Of increasing 
immigration and advocate for 
community initiatives to effect a 
positive integration Of new 
Canadians into the community. 
(CSMP, Section 7.4.1) 

7. FCSS programs should * Continue to monitor community * Should strongly support, 
promote, encourage and social needs and, with the however, must be aware 
f aci!itate citizen participation assistance ot Oihers in the I not to over-regulate so as 
in the planning, delivery and community, work towards soiutions not to erode local 
governance of programs. for the needs identified. (CSMP, autonomy. 

Section 7.4.1) 

TIMEUNE 

L -Annually 
P - Immediate 

action. 

L -Ongoing 
P - Immediate 

action. 

L -Annually 
P - Immediate 

investigation. 

L - Ongoing 
P - Immediate 

and on-
going. 

CONCERNS 

* There must be a balance 
between accountability 

I and autonomy. 

I 

LV 

'° 



RESPONSE 
RECOMMENDATION 

LOCAL PROVINCIAL 

8. Initiate and/or strengthen * Monitor services in the community * Encourage FCSSA to 
formal planning and to ensure a community awareness establish or strengthen 
coordination links with related of other initiatives and to avoid provincial links. 
organizations and agencies duplication of effort. (CSMP, Section 
(i.e. health units, schooi 7.4.i) 
boards). 

* Initiate a joint meeting of the Red 
Deer Regional Health Unit and the 
Red Deer & District F.C.S.S. Board. 

9. The Province to determine * Request AFSS (FCSS Branch) to 
mandate, resources and begin a process of defining 
management of social/health responsibilities in collaboration with 
programs in consultation with all players. 
municipalities. 

10. Alberta Community Mental * Endorse. 
Health Services and FCSS 
collaborate to develop service 
guidelines and move toward 
appropriate Mental Health 
Services in all communities. 

11. That Alberta Health, in * Endorse. * The province should 
collaboration with AFSS, other * Discuss this issue at a local level, coordinate recommenda-
key players and municipal perhaps through a joint meeting tions from the Mirosh 
authorities initiate a thorough with the Red Deer Regional Health Report, the Hyndman 
review of Home Care and Unit. Report, and the Brassard 
Home Support, determining Report. 
the feasibility of each 
department offering the * FCSSA should support and 
service in its entirty. Local encourage the above 
autonomy must be preserved. initiative. 

* Work through the current 
committee (Home Care 
Program Advisory 
Committee) d which 
FCSSA has a represen-
tative. 

TIMEUNE 

L - Ongoing 
FCSSA-

Immediate 

L - June/92 

L - Immediate 

L - Immediate 
endorsement 
with dis-
cussion in 
June/92 

FCSSA-
Immediate 

P - Immediate 
action. 

I 

CONCERNS 

* Consultation is the ml 

* This is particularly 
important in the rural 
communities. 

* Funding must receive 
careful consideration and 
subsequent clarification. 

I 

~ 
C> 



RESPONSE 
RECOMMENDATION 

LOCAL PROVINCIAL 

12. Out of School Care * Review the implications to Red Deer * Province needs to clarify 
FCSS. implications for funding. 

* Reconsider the Inter-
Municipal Task Force report 
on Out of School Care with 
particular emphasis to: 

- separate funding 

- explore ways which local * Endorse recommendation. Good * Province should explore 
school boards could support use of building, taxes, etc. positive aspects of good 
out of school care. building use, taxes, etc. 

* Send letter of thank you to Red with organizations such as 
Deerschoolboardsforsupport Alberta School Trustees 
given. Association and Alberta 

Association of School 
Superintendents. 

13. "Premiers' Council in Support * Request of the province that FCSS * If Premier's Council 
of Alberta Families• and the subsume the Premier's Council in continues, it should be 
•foundation for Family Life Support of Alberta Families and that steered in a research 
and Substance Abuse• be AADAC subsume the Foundation direction. 
encouraged to work with and for Family Life and Substance 
to strengthen FCSS. Abuse. * Province should be very 

aware not to continue 
establishing organizations 
that duplicate and overlap 
mandate of well 
established government 
related departments. 

TIME LINE 

L - Sept/92 
P - Immediate 

L - Immediate 
P - Immediate 

L - Immediate 

CONCERNS 

* Local autonomy eroded if 
funding earmarked for 
SACC. 

* Make budgets and 
administration more 
cumbersome. 

* Red Deer already cost 
shares with CAP for SACC 
How would this be 
affected? 

* The Red Deer FCSS Board 
clearly felt that FCSS and 
AADAC already have the 
mandate to do what the 
Premier's Council and the 
Foundation are doing. 
Wasted government funds 

~ 

I 

~ ...... 



RECOMMENDATION 

14. Raise the profile of FCSS by: 

a) FCSS unit to disseminate 
province-wide information. 

b) Local FCSS programs to 
implement public awareness 
campaign. 

c) Provincial FCSS unit pro-
actively network and market 
FCSS within the Alberta 
Government. 

15a Current roles and 
responsibilities of province 
and the local authorities be 
maintained and enhanced to 
reflect a collaborative 
planning focus. 

b) FCSS Unit prepare a 
description of roles and 
responsibilities for circulation 
at the local level. 

16a FCSS Branch should include 
resear~h. planning, evaluation I 
expertise. 

b) Increase the number of 
consultants based on an 
established rationale. 

c) AFSS encourage to establish 
multi-person offices 
geographically. 

RESPONSE 

LOCAL PROVINCIAL 

* Develop and implement a * Province should endorse. 
community awareness campaign, in 
conjunction with the province, to 
promote an understanding of the 
88fVlces Of the funded agencies 
and their affiliation with the FCSS 
Program and the department. 
(CSMP, Section 7.4.2) 

* Send communication to large 
businesses/employers regarding 
the positive benefits of FCSS to 
their employees. 

* Local FCSS and municipal Councils * Province should endorse 
need closer communication with and FCSSA should 
M.LA.'s (i.e. copy letters, respond encourage all members to 
to requests, send reports). pursue this. 

* Province should strongly 
endorse. 

* Endorse for smaller 
municipalities who need 
this. 

TIME LINE 

L - Immediate 
& ongoing. 

P - Immediate. 

L - Immediate 
& ongoing. 

FCSSA-
Immediate. 

P - Immediate 

P - Immediate 

P - Immediate 

--

CONCERNS 

' 

_p. 
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RESPONSE 
RECOMMENDATION 

LOCAL PROVINCIAL 

17a FCSS Branch remain with * Province should endorse. 
AFSS, maintaining its current 
reporting relationship. 

b) Director oi FCSS Unit should * Ask that the rnporting be dirnct to 
report directly to Deputy the Deputy Minister. 
Minister to enhance the profile 
of FCSS. 

c) Higher, separate profile * FCSSA should become 
relationship for FCSS, in the more involved in advocacy 
long-term. for FCSS. 

18. That the FCSSA and province * Local Boards should take more * Province should endorse. 
representatives meet on a responsibility to get information to 
quarterly formalized basis to the FCSSA to ensure good use of 
address mutual concerns. the Association. 

19a Explore, in accordance with * Encourage self-evaluation in 
recommendation #3, specific affiliated agencies and their boards 
outcome measures as criteria as a part of monitoring the 
for evaluation of service. effectiveness and efficiency of 

service. (CSMP, Section 7.4.1) 

* Conduct an in-depth review of 
goals and objectives of all FCSS 
funded agencies, including the 
determination of the most 
appropriate measures of assessing 
performances every 3 years with 
1/3 of the FCSS services being 
reviewed annually. (CSMP, Section 
7.4.2) 

* Continue with an e~1ernal review of 
one service each year and increase 
the budget allocation for this review. 
(CSMP, Section 7.4.2) 

TIMELINE 

L - lmemdiate 
FCSSA-

Immediate 
P - Immediate 

L - Immediate 
P - Immediate 

L - Dec/92 & 
ongoing. 

CONCERNS 

* The province (AFSS) 
should review the 
proposed restructuring in 
light of this 

~:~. ":;,~ ~~:
0 

II 
of reporting. 

I * Increased funding for 
reviews is seen as 
important. 

~ 
w 



RECOMMENDATION 

b) FCSS Unit should be 
available upon request to 
local FCSS programs to 
provide research expertise, 
mAthodnlnniAs and tools_ 
----------·-a·--~-------· 

c) Support longitudinal studies 
on prevention so that cost-
effectiveness of prevention 
can be argued. 

20. Encourage municipalities to 
appoint boards to oversee 
FCSS programs with varying 
degrees of authority. A 
combination of elected 
officials and citizens at large. 

21. Explore both formal and 
informal regionalization, 
removing the monetary 
disincentive. 

22. FCSS programs continue the 
option to operate without a 
director. 

23. Facilitate access to RITE !ine 
to connect FCSS programs. 

24. Opportunity for Matis and 
Native involvement in FCSS. 

RESPONSE 

LOCAL PROVINCIAL 

* This is appropriate for 
those who need it. 

* Strongly encourage 
province to support. Red 
Deer has interest in 
providing data for a study. 

* Strongly support as our own board 
is an example of this. 

* Red Deer to continue as unit 
authority and will be responsible for 
the administration of the Red Deer 
& District FCSS Board and ensure 
compliance with the joint agreement 
between the partners in the 
regional program. (CSMP, Section 
7.4.1) 

* Give a high priority to maintaining a * Province should endorse 
strong •regional" program. (CSMP, and even provide incen-
Section 7.4.2) tives for regionalization. 

* Endorse in principle; 
suggestion to consider 
part-time director, when a 
program grows to a certain 
stage. 

* Endorse; suggest FCSSA 
advocate for this. 

* FCSSA should continue 
with the work underway 
with the Native and Matis 
communities. 

' 

TIMELINE 

P - As funds 
available. 

L - Ongoing 

L - Ongoing 
P - Immediate 

FSSA-
Immediate 

P - Immediate 

CONCERNS 

* It must be realized that 
this is a costly endeavour. 

_po 
_po 



RESPONSE 
RECOMMENDATION 

LOCAL PROVINCIAL 

25. Funding 

a) Single component formula for * FCSS Board lobby directly with the * Agree. 
funding, including Minister. 
administration and planning 
and program money. * Request City Council support in 

principle. 
b) $26 per capita for provincial * Assume it represents 

allocation in 1991 /92 dollars. * Work in partnership with municipal provincial share. Agree. 
councillors to make them aware of 

c) Allocation to reflect Consumer the importance of this issue. * Agree 
Price Index. 

d) Phase in of allocation if 
economics dictate. 

e) Special considerations for 
Native, Matis, isolation or 
unincorporated. 

26. No decrease in current * Endorse. 
funding for FCSS over $26 
now. 

27. 20% Funding must be * Endorse in principal. 
contributed from municipality 
tax dollars. 

28. Municipalities on waiting list * Endorse. H communities 
include; waiting maximum of knew It would only be two 
two years. years, then the community 

could get organized to be 
ready to operate when the 
money is available to bring 
them on stream. 

TIMELINE 

L - Immediate 
P - Immediate 

action. 

P - Immediate 

CONCERNS 

* Will municipalities be able 
to match the 20% portion 
of this dramatic increase? 
This could pose a problem 
for Red Deer. 

* Clarification is needed as 
to how this increase 
relates to the role FCSS 
funds will play in Home 
Support. 

* Will out of school care be 
part of this allotment? 

* Does the municipality have 
the 20%, particularly if it is 
$26 per capita provincial 
share? 

* •special Projects• funding 
could not be set up with 
excess funds, with 
agencies (projects) 
generating the 20%. 

* Local autonomy is 
somewhat eroded. 

II 

II 

+::­
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RECOMMENDATION 

29. Salaries, benefits for FCSS 
employees should be 
competitive in the context of 
local conditions. 

30. Apportion part of budget for 
innovative projects. 

31. Implement a policy that allows 
local programs to retain 
surplus funds up to a 
maximum of 10% of the 
annual provincial allocation. 

32. Use of allocated funds should 
continue to be restricted to 
operating costs. 

33a Commence a three year 
financial commitment on the 
basis of a "rolling block". 

b) Provincial funding announced 
in advance of municipal 
financiai year. 

34a Standardized financial 
reporting form for use in the 
preparation of an annual 
financial submission by 
municipalities. 

RESPONSE 

LOCAL PROVINCIAL 

* Continue to broker benefits * Suggest FCSSA do more 
package for funded agencies. in this area: study 

salaries/benefits, 
provincially. 

* Good idea; however, 
economics dictate 
supporting existing 
programs first. Also, 
innovative pr<>iects can 
result in need for 
continuation, more money. 

* Review as a high priority the * Province should endorse. 
feasibility of 3-5 year funding for 
services sponsored by FCSS, 
including the possibility of retention 
of funds. (CSMP, Section 7.4.2) 

* Endorse. * Should endorse and 
encourage caution when 
capital expenditures are 
made to ensure thought is 
given to any subsequent 
operational cost as a result 
of capital purchase. 

* See #31 above. * Province should explore 
and endorse when details 
are determined. 

* Send letter to Minister Oldring * Endorse. Suggest January 
expressing our thanks for his efforts as the latest date for 
in this regard. (c.c. Piemier Gettj decision. 
and Chairman of Treasury Board) 

* Submit Red Deer's standard chart * Encourage use of standard 
of accounts to FCSS Branch chart of accounts. 
indicating success with use. 

TIMELINE 

L - Ongoing 
FCSSA-

Immediate 
investigation 
of idea. 

L - 1993 
P - Immediate 

L - Immediate 
P - Immediate 

action. 

L - Immediate 

CONCERNS 

* Large municipalities can 
easily broker benefits. 
This has been very 
successful in Red Deer. 

* Concern regarding local 
autonomy being eroded. 

I 

~ 
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RESPONSE 
RECOMMENDATION 

LOCAL PROVINCIAL 

b) Regulation 18 regarding * Endorse examination of Regulation 
audits and financial 18. 
statements be simplified in 
order to allow more 
administrative la&.vay in 
preparation of these 
documents. 

c) Municipalities review financial * Carried out in 1989 with 
reporting, ensuring that development of standard chart of 
procedures and requirements accounts. 
are simplified. 

35. Provincial program initiate the * Should be explored 
consolidation of forms and thoughtfully and carefully. 
statistical reporting Simplification is certainly 
requirements in collaboration desired, but not to the 
with municipalities and other detriment of Information 
major funding bodies with a required. 
view to simplification. 

36. Examine needs-based index * No support for this 
rather than per capita recommendation. 
funding. 

TIMEUNE 

L - Ongoing 

P - Immediate 
investigation. 

CONCERNS 

* Implications of change 
must be carefully 
considered particularly as 
it relates to accountability. 

* May encounter difficulties 
as funders fund for 
different reasons, therefore 
needing different stats (i.e. 
FCSS need stats on 
prevention, others fund re: 
treatment). 

* Varying year ends of 
funders a problem. 

* Assistance (i.e. consult-
ants) required regarding 
the determination of the 
likelihood of need. 

* Standardization is greatly 
needed In determining 
units of service client 
hours, etc. to ensure valid 
stats. 

* More information needed 
re: implications. 

* Difficult to determine need 
(subjective rather than 
objective). 

* •squeaky wheels" get 
grease and disenfran-
chised, who may really be 
in need, are often not 
heard. 

I 
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RESPONSE 
RECOMMENDATION 

LOCAL PROVINCIAL 

37a Minister of AFSS should * Endorse & lobby. * Should actively pursue. 
review preventive programs 
and services ottered through 
various program areas of the 

I Department wiih a view io 
consolidate and coordinate 
delivery. 

b) May wish to examine * Endorse & lobby. * Should actively pursue. 
preventive programs offered 
by other Departments to 
enhance coordination and 
avoid duplication. 

Commissioner's Comments 

We concur with the reconvnendations. 

"M.C. DAY" 
City Conmissioner 

TIM EU NE 

L - Immediate 
P - Immediate 

L - Immediate 
P - Immediate 

CONCERNS 

* See comment of #13 and 
recommendation # 11. 

II 
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Office of Ike Mafl'r ------------

November 24, 1993 

The Honourable Mike Cardinal, M.L.A 
Minister of Family and Social Services 
104 Legislature Building 
Edmonton, Alberta TSK 2B6 

Dear Mr. Cardinal: 

RE: F.C.S.S. MINISTERIAL REVIEW 

This correspondence is further to your letter of August 10, 1993, wherein you advised that 
you are prepare:d to implement 36 of the 45 recommendations outlined in the "The Final 
Report of the P.C.S .. S. Ministerial Review Panel." Regarding your request for further 
comment by local councils on the remaining nine recommendations, I wish to advise as 
follows: 

At the Council meeting of November 22, 1993, the enclosed recommendations from the 
Red Deer and District F.C.S.S. Board were considered with the following motion being 
unanimously passed by Council: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered 
recommendations from the F.C.S.S. Board and the Director of Community Services 
re: F.C.S.S. Ministerial Review, hereby agrees as follows: 

1. To endorse the F.C.S.S. Board's response to the remainmg nine 
recommendations in the "Final Report of the F.C.S.S. Ministerial Review Panel". 

2. That Council particularly stresses to the Minister of Family and Social Services 
the importance of not implementing any recommendations which would reduce 
the local autonomy of the program, 

and as recommended to Council November 22, 1993." 

THE CITY OF RED DEER 

Box 5008, Red Deer, Alberta, Canada T4N 3T4 Telephone: (403) 342-8155 Fax: (403) 346-6195 



Minister of Family and Social Services 
November 24, 1993 
Page 2 

In particular, we would like to draw to your attention Recommendation 36, which we 
strongly oppose, as the implementation of same would restrict municipal autonomy and 
empowerment. The development of a provincial "needs-based index" would likely be 
extremely time: consuming and result in more rather than less bureaucracy. As noted in 
the resolution, Council does not support implementing any recommendations that reduce 
local autonomy. 

We thank you for the opportunity to provide further comment on this important matter, 
and trust that you will give due consideration to the recommendations summarized by the 
Red Deer and District F.C.S.S. Board, as approved by Council. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
GAIL SURKAN ~ 
Mayor 

cs/mm 

Enclosure 

c Craig Curtis, Director of Community Services 
c Colleen Jensen, Social Planning Manager 
c F.C.S.S. Board 
c Charlie Sevcik, City Clerk 
c Paula Donral, Alberta Family and Social Services 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

November 9, 1993 

C:HARLIE SEVCIK 
C:lty Clerk 

63 

ROGER C. CLARKE, Chairman 
F.C.S.S. Board 

F.C.S.S. MINISTERIAL REVIEW 

Background: 

SP-4.160 

1. In October, 1990, the Minister of Family & Social Services established a Ministerial 
Review Panel to conduct a comprehensive review of the Family & Community 
Support Services {F.C.S.S.) Program. 

2. Over tht~ next yea~. the F.C.S.S. Ministerial Review Panel gathered community 
input through a series of public forums and meetings with F.C.S.S. Boards, 
councils and other special interest groups. The panel visited Red Deer cm May 9, 
1991. 

3. The Reel Deer & District F.C.S.S. Board prepared a series of recommendations on 
the F.C.S.S. Program in the form of a brief to the Ministerial Review Panel. This 
brief was endorsed by the F.C.S.S. Board at its meeting on April 3, 1991, and 
submitte1d to City Council for information. 

4. The "Final Report of the F.C.S.S. Ministerial Review Panel" was released by the 
Minister of Family & Social Services on November 1, 1991. The report includes 
45 specific suggestions divided into the following categories: 

• Mandate 
• Organization/Operation/Accountability 
• Funding/Financial 

5. In early 1992, the Red Deer & District F.C.S.S. Board formed a committee to 
consider the report in detail and draft a response on behalf of its member 
municipalities. The response is based on key recommendations in the approved 
Community Services Master Plan, and was endorsed by the F.C.S.S. Board at its 
meeting on March 3, 1992. A copy is included as an appendix to this document. 

.... /2 



CHARLIE SEVCIK 
November 9, 1993 
Page Two 
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6. The F.C.S.S. Board response was forwarded to Council at their March 16, 1992 
meeting and was endorsed by the following resolution: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer hereby endorses the response from the Red 
Deer and l>istrict F.C.S.S. Board related to the 'Final Report of the F.C.S.S. Minister/al Review 
Panel' and as presented to Council March 16, 1992." 

The response was subsequently forwarded to the Minister of Alberta Family & 
Social Se1rvices. 

7. Municipalities and F.C.S.S. programs within the province have waited impatiently 
for some action in implementing the Review. On August 10, a letter was sent from 
Mr. Mike Cardinal, Minister of Family & Social Services, which indicated that the 
departme1nt is prepared to implement 36 of the 45 suggestions. A copy of the 
letter is included for your information. 

8. Further, Mr. Cardinal indicated that the remaining 9 suggestions could have major 
impacts on municipalities. Subsequently a committee of the F.C.S.S. Board 
prepared a response to those 9 items which was considered at the November 2 
meeting of the F.C.S.S. Board. Some minor revisions were made and the 
following resolution passed: 

'7hat the Red Deer & District Family & Community Support Services Board, having 
considered the submission of recommendations from the 1992 F.C.S.S. Ministerial Review, 
and the proposed recommendations of the subcommittee of the F.C.S.S. Board, hereby 
approve the recommended responses as amended and forward same to City Council for 
endorsement, which w/11 subsequently be forwarded to the Minister of Alberta Family & Social 
Services.'" 

A copy 01f the F.C.S.S. Board response is attached for your review. The Board 
feels stmngly that the F.C.S.S. program in the province has been very successful 
as a model in community-based service that focuses on prevention. Other 
provincial departments are using it as an example. A further benefit is the 
municipal/provincial partnership which allows communities to meet their own 
needs, with provincial monetary support. 

. ... /3 



CHARLIE SEVCIK 
November 9, 1993 
Page Three 

RECOMMENDATION: 

65 

That Council for The City of Red Deer endorse the F.C.S.S. Board response to the nine 
items relating to the Family & Community Support Services (FCSS) Ministerial Review as 
outlined in Mr. Cardinal's letter, and forward it to the Minister of Family & Social Services, 
along with a letter reinforcing the belief in the Family & Community Support Services 
model. 

ROGER C. CLARKE, Chairman 
Red Deer & District F.C.S.S. Board 

/kb 

cc - Craig Curtis, Director of Community Services 



F.C.S.S. MINISTERIAL REVIEW 

h91111 which may have significant illlNld on local governments (as per August 10 letter, Mike Cardinal, Minister of Family & Social Services) . 

.. tlSTERIAL RECOMMENDATION 12: BACKGROUND: 
The Review Panel recorrmand1 thal the province seriously reconsider the Inter- . F.C.S.S. funds are undealgnaled at the moment Do we want to 
Munq,.1 Task Foroe Report on Out-of-School Care and, In particWlr, that, "the begin • designation wth School Age? We would lose local 
province, In oonsuhation with rnmic1:>alti•. be requested to 8118b(11h a separate autonomy. 
funding "element" for Out-of-School Care, with the basic F.C.S.S. philolophy, . Should perhaps Edmonton and Calgary be treated dlllerently 
guidelines and administration, under the 80% - 20% formula, b~ which would be i.c-e of larger population/larger need? However, do we want to 
open-ended and drawn on by l'll.lniclpaltles, depending on the needs being be treated differently In smaler urban and rural a11181? Would I set 
experienced within the local jurladldion." a preoadent? An open-ended fund to be drawn from la not realstlc 

and aecondly Edmonton/Calgary would draw the majorty of this fund 
H thena were one . 

.. tlSTERIAL RECOMMENDATION 19: BACKGROUND: 
The Review Panel recorrmanda lhlll: The Intent l89llll to be to develop outcome ~urn which would alow evaluation 
a) The F.C.S.S. unn, In oollaborallon wth local authorlles, explore, In of pr8Vention. 

acconlance with Recornnwndatlon 3, ip8Clfic outcome measurea as . Evaluation la vwry lrrportant al a local l9Y9I and this has "-1 done 
criteria for future evaluation d service ellec:tiveneu and OYerall In Red Deer & District FCSS program via yearly reviews. 
conmunlty development strategies. Ala-menl d proJec:ta • per the project --ment criteria also II 

b) The F.C.S.S. Unit should be 1Vallable upon reqU81t to local F.C.S.S. evaluallYe, and has been corrpeted twice In lhe 18113 years. 
authorltlal to provide research upertlae, malhodologlal and toots. . Developilg standard crterla which appliee to the whola province 
Reaouroae to •14lPOr1 accountabllty mechanlama, such as audit and may not be WOlkable. Piayachoola lluatrate this, whereby, n la 
quality auurance, 1h<Md be llCC8llllitlle through the provincial F.C.S.S. l~art to fund ptayschoola In the small outlying oommunltlaa but 
Unn. not In Red Deer. The tendency la allo to ~ quantilatlYe 

c) The province should support research devoted to longltudlnal atudlal on meaaurea, ralher than quallatlve and further to IXlnl>B"' programa 
prevention 10 that the cost-elfec:tiveneaa of p19Ventlve Interventions can that are not COf11l818b19. 
be argued and supported with data. . ResourCl81, Including FCSS consunants, to assist In evaluation 

would be wry helpful, particularly In smell communltlal. . FUl'lding for lndepth long•udlnal studies would help to bring the 
l~ance d prevention to the fonlfronl, alhough • may not be 
reallatic during ti- econamlc: ti'1181. 

.. tlSTERIAL RECOMMENDATION 25: BACKGROUND: 
The Review Panel recorrmanda thal: . Merging the adninlatration COfT1lOl19ll( and the program CX>n1J00ent 
a) The axlstlng admlnillrallon and program ~nts used to delernine would be beneficial h leavea the oommur11ty autonomous to dllcide 

Iha allocallona to local governments be merged Into a single compooerrt. how nu:h lhould be epend on admnlstratlon h also r8111DY88 the 
b) The provincial per capita allocation for an Albertan• should be see al disincentive to reglonallzation. 

$26.00 In 1991192 dollars. . Increasing the per capita 8!flOUl1I wll be -.ary In order to 
c) The per capita alocatlon llhould rellecl the Consumer Price Index (CPI). acoornnodat• the combining d adninlltralion ard program 
d) H n la not poasllle for the province to budget the funds n11C818ary to COf1'1lOllllnls. Howe¥er, $:!6.00lcaplta may not be reahtlc. 

Implement the propoead per capb funding 19vel, a planned phase-in Currently- nl08ive 113.12/capta plus our admnlltratioo which II 
ahould be eallblilhed. n Is recognized that the phase-in plan I'll.Ill approximately 11.31 per capb, with the tOlal being 114.43 (1993). 
rlll«t the econorric oondillona of the time. Ottw l'll.ln~llea are at a l'llJCh higher per capb rate aa their 

•) Special financial COl1llderattons 1hould be determined for Indian banda, administration COfT1lOl19llt la at 19.50lcaplla for the majorly of the~ 
Metia Httlemenll and laolmed or unincorporated areas. population, wl18F88I the majority ol administration for Rad Deer & 

Olllricl ii al I . 70fcaplta (19.50 for li'at 5,000, 11.10 for nalrt 2.000. 
I . 71rcaplta 1heF8all9r.) . During dilllcUI economic times, the demand for social progran-. 
Iner-• lllilltantlally and therefore this ii not the time to deer-• 
fundl. . n the per capita alocatioo could rellec:t the C.P.L, at a mnlmum, this 
would be_., benaliclal. Since 1988 the C.P.I. has lncraued 
21.15Y,, but funding haa only Increased 7.1%. . The pravlncllll ~ an .. funding lat~ prft9111an 
and F.C.S.S. la lw beet modi! 8Y8llllble. n..r- an ina-
(or .. a mlr*1un, no mci-1 le N811dc. 

FCSS BOARD RECOMMENDATION: 
That FCSS funding remain undealgnaled to allow oommun~lea IO respond to local 
needs • la most appropriate, ""8lnlng the fundamental pr~le of local 
autonomy. 

FCSS BOARD RECOMMENDATION: 
Thmt walu81ion lhould -in a local F91J101111billly of high priority wfth r-
and as11atance provldad by the FCSS unit; and further that longhudlnal studlea be 
encouraged • funding perrTita. 

FCSS BOARD RECOMMENDATION: 
Thmt the administration and program grant C0111>0119nll be amalgamated Im> a 
single ~ at a rate no lea than Iha airrent allocallon; and lulther that 
money llready within the Dlpartment of Farnly & Social Servloea or other ,.....,ant 
departrnanll be redlltrbuted to lncreeae the FCSS allocation In a phased-In plml, 
working towlnl $26.00lcapb, with mnlnun yearly lncr98181 ~al to the 
Consumer Price Index. 

O"I 
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F.C.S.S. .. NSTERIAL REVIEW 

.. NSTERIAL RECOMMENDATION 27: 
The Review Panel recorrmend• 111111 the provincial program relrstate Ille 
requl1'1111'19f11 lhat Ille lul local 20% share must be contrbuted by the municipality 
Iran tax.generated (mil rate) dollars by 1994. 

.. NSTERIAL RECOMMENDATION 31: 
a) Thi ReYlew Panel recorrmet Kiii ihm the provlnclal program ~ a 

policy that would alow local programs to relaln surplus funds to a 
maxl1111m ol 10% ol the annual provincial allocation. Any funds r81alned 
locally under the poicy must be matched by a 1111nlcipal 20% 
contrbutlon and must be separately ldentllable in the accounts ol the 
munlc"8111y or the accounts ol the board established by Ille roonlc:ipality. 
Any surplus funds retained and expended in future periods roost be 
expended In aocordanoe wlh the legislation governing Iha program. 

.. NSTERIAL RECOMMENDATION 31: 
b) Munlclpallillll •• enoouraged to adopl a similar surplus retention feature 

thal may be applicable IO those funded agencllll that provide a •81Yloe 
on behal of the municipality. 

.. NSTERIAL RECOMMENDATION 35: 
The Review Panel recorrmet Id• 111111 the provinclal program inhlate Ille 
consolldation ol forms and atatladcal raportlng requirements in CXlllaboratlon wtth 
roonlc"81lillll and other major funding bodies wlh a view to sllTllllylng Ille 
reporting proc:aa for agencies. 

.. llSTEllAL RECOMMENDATIOH 31: 
Thi Review Panel recon mend• Ihm Iha provlnclal program, In conaultatlon wfth a 
raprllll8nlatlva nurriler ol munq,alltlaa, detarrnlne Ille factors to be Included In a 
naeda-based Index and examine Ille advantag• and disadvantages. 

llNSTEllAL RECOMMENDATIOH 37: 
The Review Panel recorrmetlds thal: 
aJ Thi Minister of Family and Social S81Ylcllll initiate a r!Maw ol lhe 

prwentiYa prograrra and Mrvlcea now oflared through Iha various 
progr.rn •- ol lhe Dlpartment, to datarrnlna opportunllillll to 
ooneoldate and ooonlnata the deilY8fy ol these MMoal through local 
governments Involved in Iha F.C.S.S. Program. A review al thil nature 
should Involve rapraaentatlves ol munlc:ipal F .C.S.S. Programs in Ille 
proc:aa. 

BACKGROUND: . It le -r l"lJO!fanl that 1111nlclpaltlee contrllute the 20% matching . 
Thie ii because F.C.S.S. le Mtabhl-.cl as e provlnciaUmunidpal 
pll'tnenhlp. n the Ina-• were IO go to $26.00 In one atap tlia 
may no1 be realslk:; however, currently - all'eady put more than 
the 20% •hare In (23% ii our current contrbutlon, spit ~the 
8 munlclpalltiea). Munlc"8lltl1111 gain a tremendous amount of 
•ervlce for a small investment. City Councl Polley 1913 aupporlB 
Ihle prerrise. . In Ille Red Deer & District program. the fu.nded agencies also 
contrbute a substantial amount alrmcly through fundraialng and 
donations. User feea are also shown • an agency revenue before 
we fund the deficit . 

BACKGROUND: . Retention by Ille roonlc"81ly, of up to 10% ol lh• .. nual alocallon 
should be •~ed. It nMll be clear that any l'lllentlon ol 
provlnctal funds must be matched by the munlclpal 20%. Retention 
of funds does ralnloros good rranagement. . n a 1111nlclpallty ill permbed to r81aln up to 10%, a plan for those 
funds, in keeping wtth the F.C.S.S. rrandate, should be in piaolt. 

BACKGROUND: . n Red o- were to adopt this policy I may iml our alJlly to -1111 
soma projllcts, who have had unantictpllted dlllcultllll, by using 
funds from other project• thal haw under utilized thalr allocation. 
Thill la because we cfellcl fund projects. 

BACKGROUND: . Thie llpPNfl to be vary posittva. There la a tremandou8 amount ol 
paperwork required to maet Iha current reporting needs, partlallarly 
for projllcts that receive small amounts ol lundll. . The only posalJla negative may be a lelMr all'IWll ol 
acoountalJlty. It does no11wm that this wculd be a problem, 
however, as llKpartence wtth other pravlncill funclng certafnly 
lndlcatll that F.C.S.S. airrently requires far greater aocountablly. 
Thi time and money lp8l1I on aooountabllly must also be In 
keaplng with Iha amount funded. 

BACKGROUND: . ft ill -r dtlllWt to delarrnlna Iha ~ ol this recomrnaildallon . 
Looking at need la vary dllllailt to do In an objadMt w.y. . Corrmmtillll must be vary aware ol apeclal im-t groups which 
are the "lq~ky "'-II". Some ol the highalt need may be _, 
for groups ol the population which cannot, or do nol, apaak for 
themeelvllll. . To allow a "lop-up" to Ille per capla grlWll In 1orna ways ntmOY1111 

the corn1111nlly autonomy. ft pUlll the onus back on Ille province to 
"choose" who geta what. 

BACKGROUND: . Thia lllOUld be strongly supported as I may elrrinat• soma 
duplcmtlon and may aiao .. low for more allactlva and elllclant 
deliYary. . The ceutlon 1hould be that II some ol Iha aarvlcllll wlic:h are now 
dellvenld pnivincldy are made the reaponabllly ol munlclpaltlee, 
than !here has to be 1oma rediatrbutlon of funding - roonlclpaltlllll 
nMll be concarnad ol "ollloadlng" YI downiolldlng. . Any review, aa noted In the recommandatlon, ehould definitely 
Include roonlclpal rapresantatlvee. 
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FCSS BOARD RECOMMENDATION: 
That the provtnos reinstate the requf1'8"*11 that the lul local 20% share nMll be 
contrbuted by munlclpaly generaled tax levy. 

FCSS BOARD RECOMllENDATION: 
That the province lfllllemant a poncy that would allow munlclpaDtlllll to relaln 
1urplul funds to a R11Xlmum ol 10% ol lhe annual provlnclal allocation, wlh any 
ratentlon al funds maldMld by the munlc"81 matching share; and further tta Ille 
roonlclpallly be required to develcp a plan whereby fund• would have apeclically 
designated allocation. 

FCSS BOARD RECOMMENDATION: 
That roonlclpaltillll be alowed to l'lllaln the option ol nol developing a releltlon 
policy tor projects delivering l8IVioal on behan ol lhe roonlc"8111y. 

FCSS BOARD RECOlmlENDAllOH: 
That Iha Mlnls1811 .. Reconmendallon 35 be ~as lllOOll'Yl"l9flded. 

FCSS BOARD RECOMMENDATION: 
That Mlniaterlll Raoonmendallon 38 not be "'1>1amantad ea I will threal9n Iha 
principle ol local autonomy. 

FCSS BOARD RECOMMENDATION: 
That a review, aa nOl9Ci in Miniatsiai Recornrrwnci8ilon 'J7, be undertaloen wlh a 
view to decrease dt..,ilcatlon and Ina-• alfacltve and efficient dafwly al •arviol 
and further that I any aervlol currently dell'lerad by the province should beooma a 
roonlc"81 r1111ponslbllly, then llR>fopriala funds must be transferred as Wiii. 

O'I ....... 



69 
25. 

RESPONSE TO THE 

RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE 

FAMILY AND COMMUNITY SUPPORT SERVICES (FCSS) 

REVIEW PANEL 

July 20, 1993 (Revised date) 
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CATEGORIZATION OF IBE RECO:MMENDA TIONS 

I Approved for Implementation 
11 

These recommendations will either be implemented by the province or may be implemented by 
local Councils at their discretion. Staff assistance is available to communities at their request. 
Of the 45 distinct suggestions made by the Review Panel, 36 are in this group. 

i. Implemented 

ii. 

Effective April 1, 1993, 28 communities (list attached) were admitted to the FCSS 
program. One half year's funding is aHocated for 1993/94. Full year funding will 
commence in 1994/95. 

All Metiis Settlements are now on the program. Indian Bands are funded by the 
Federal government under the Memorandum of Understanding. 

Number Subject 

24 Bands and Metis Settlements 
28 Waiting List 

To be Implemented 

Number Subject 

1 Reaffirm FCSS Mandate 
2 Operating Principles 
3 Definition of Prevention 
4 Reaffirm Local Autonomy 
5 Enhance Voluntarism 
6 Proactive Responses 
7 Citizen Participation 
8 Local Planning Links 
9 Social/Health mandate 

10 Mental Health 
11 Home Support Services 
12b Out of School Care - Schools 
13 Premiers Council - Families 
14a Province Wide Information 
14b Public Awareness 
14C FCSS Branch Network 
15 Roles and Responsibilities 
16 FCSS Consulting Services 
17 Profile of FCSS Branch 



18 
20 
21 
22 
23 
26 
29 
30 
32 
33 
34a 
34b 
34c 
35b 
37b 
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Formal Meetings 
Citizen Boards 
Regionalization 
Operate Without a Director 
RITE System Access 
Grandfather Feature 
Agency Benefit Packages 
Innovative Projects 
Funds for Operating Costs 
Advance Commitments 
Provincial Financial Reporting - Forms 
Provincial Financial Reporting - Process 
Local Financial Reporting 
Local Program Reporting 
Review Preventive Programs 

II Consult Locally (Councils) 

27. 

II 
These are items which may have a significant impact on local governmentli. The 
recommendations will be directed to the FCSS Association with a request that they elicit a 
response from municipal Councils through local FCSS Boards. There are nine items in this 
group. 

Number 

12a 
19 
25 
27 
31a 
31b 
35a 
36 
37a 

Subject 

Out of School Care Funding 
Outcome Measures 
$26.00 Per Capita Allocations 
Local 20% Share 
Surplus Retention 
Agency Surplus Retention 
Provincial Program Reporting 
Needs Based Allocations 
Review Preventive Services 
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Commissioners' Comments 

We concur with all of the recommendations put forward by the FCSS Board. We 
recommend that Council particularly stress to the Minister the importance of not 
implementing any recommendations which would reduce the local autonomy of the 
program, which is in fact its strongest practical advantage. With that point of view, in 
addition to highlighting recommendation 36, we recommend highlighting all other 
recommendati1ons which would tend to undermine local autonomy. 

"G. SURKAN" 
Mayor 

"M.C. DAY" 
City Commissioner 
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NO. 8 

TO: City Council 

From:Tim Guilbault 

RE: Lot Pricing Trends 

As you know our lot pricing policy has concerned me for some time. During 
the past few days I have collected related information from various 
departments: and charted the information in graph form. I submit the 
attached for your information only. 

The inflation figures used are an average of the CPI index for Calgary and 
Edmonton. 

The building permit figures are actual numbers of building permits issued in 
each of the past years for single family dwellings. I then looked at the 
percentage change, which has been dropping over the past several years. 

Council has increased lot prices at different times of the year in the past. To 
calculate yearly increases, I have pro-rated the increases, based upon the 
number of months remaining in a given year, and allocated the remainder 
of the increase to the following year. 

To graph the data I have used 1989 as the base year, each indicator starting 
at zero in 1 ~~89, then plotted the cumulative percentage change from 1989 
to 1992 for llot prices, inflation, and building permits. 
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Slnale Famllv --
BulldinQ Permits Actual %Chanoe Cum. Total Cum. Change 1989 1990 1991 1992 --

1989 299 Base Yr= 0 Blda Permits 0 -9.7 -13.8 -22.4 --
1990 270 -9.70% -9.7 Inflation 0 5.8 11.6 13.2 
1991 259 -4.10% -13.8 Lot Prices 0 7.5 13.8 18.3 --
1992 234 -9.60% -22.4 (Pro-rated) --

--
Inflation % Increase Cum Total - --

1989 4.1 Base Yr-0 --
1990 5.8 5.8 --
1991 5.8 11.6 --
1992 1.6 13.2 --

--
Lot Price Inc. % Increase Actual Toti Pro-rated --

6-Dec-88 4 4 .3/88 & 3. 7 /89 Pro-rated/yr Cum .f or_gJ:Q2!:: 
18-0ct-89 7 11 2.6/89 & 4.4/90 1989 = 6.3 0 Base Yr 

29-May-90 4 15 2.3/90 & 1.7 /91 1990 = 7.t 7.5 --
18-0ct-90 4 19 .8/90 & 3.2/91 1991 =6.3 13.8 --

22-AUQ-91 3.8 22.8 1.4/91 & 2.4/92 1992 =4.~ 18.3 --
14-Nov-91 0 22.8 0 1993 = 6.~ --
10-Sep-92 5.2 28 2.1 /92 & 3.1/93 --

19-Jul-93 7 35 3.2/93 & 3.8/94 --
--

--
--

--/ " t---

RED DEER LOT PRICES vs. INFLATION AND 
t---
I---

BUILDING PERMITS 
t---
t---

20 Lot Prices ,_ --- - -
15 - - - - - - - - - - ,_ ---- - --- ---- - --10 - - - Inflation t---- - -- - -- - -- - ::-: :--- - .. - --
5 - --;....: -- - --
0 - .-J 

- --
-5- 1990 1991 1992 - --

-10 t---
-15 - --

- --
-20 

Bldg Permits - --
-25 - --

Cumulative% Change Since 1989 - --
t---

\. .... ·-
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Commissioners' Comments 

This has been submitted for information only at this time and prior to Council being 
requested to neview lot prices. The Annual Report from the Land Bank Operation will be 
submitted shortly and Council should at that time thoroughly review all our policies with 
respect to land. 

It shoulld be noted that we are currently selling everything we have put on the 
market with th1e exception of the exclusive Oriole Park lots and Kentwood where sales are 
slow despite the fact that the lots are priced at 12% below the private sector rates. 

"G. SURKAN" 
Mayor 

"M.C. DAY" 
City Commissioner 
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DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 
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November 16, 1993 

CITY COUNCIL 

CRAIG CURTIS 
Director of Community Services 

CHILES DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION: 
11 REQUEST TO TIE INTO THE CITY SEWERAGE SYSTEM 
11 DEVELOPMENT PROPOSAL 
A memo from the Environmental Advisory Board dated 
November 12, 1993 refers. 

CS-4.206 

1. The Chiles Development Corporation is proposing a major development 
immediately north of the City boundary within the County of Red Deer. The 
development has been in the planning stages for many years and includes a 
mobile home park (Phase 1 ), additional residential development and a golf course 
along the river valley. The proposal is illustrated in a series of attachments which 
may be described as follows: 

• Attachment #1 

• Attachment #2 

• Attachment #3 

• Attachment #4 

• Attachment #5 

shows the property owned by Mr. Chiles and under 
consideration for various forms of development. 

shows the site of the proposed mobile home park 
(Phase 1) in relation to the total site and the 
escarpment. 

shows the total development proposal including the 
mobile home park (Phase 1), additional residential 
development, which is located directly on the 
escarpment, and the proposed golf course, including a 
bridge across the river. 

shows the proposed sewer alignment along the former 
C.N.R. right of way linking the mobile home park 
(Phase 1) and the City's existing sanitary sewer. 

shows the location of the development proposal in 
relation to the "river valley concept" which was adopted 
by the City and County Councils and forms part of the 
draft Joint General Municipal Plan. 

. . ./2 
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2. In Septe1mber, the Chiles Development Corporation requested permission from The 
City to tie its development proposal into the City sewage treatment plant via an 
alignment along the escarpment within the former C.N.R. right-of-way 
(Attachment #4). 

This matter was considered by City Council at its meeting of October 12, 1993. 
City Council agreed to treat the sewage from the proposed Chiles Mobile Home 
Park subject to a number of conditions. These conditions included the following: 

• That the contractual arrangement would be between the City and the 
VVaskasoo Regional Services Board. 

• That the City of Red Deer Engineering Department would work with the 
Board/County/Chiles Development Corporation to determine a "mutually 
acceptable alignment" for the sewage main running from the development 
to the City sewerage system. 

• That escarpment stability should be assured through all surface 
disturbances and construction. 

• That the integrity of Lot 2 (Municipal Reserve) contained in Waskasoo Park, 
zoned A2-Environmental Preservation District not be jeopardized in terms 
of tree loss or escarpment protection. 

• That the development proposal be referred to the City/County Joint General 
Municipal Planning Committee for inclusion in the Joint General Municipal 
Plan, incorporating the following principles: 

that development be allowed only above the escarpment; 
that recreation and agricultural usage be allowed in the river valley 
below the escarpment; 
that the escarpment itself be retained in its natural state. 

City Council did not accept a recommendation from the Environmental Advisory 
Board that the selected alignment "not be on the old C.N.R. alignment due to 
significant tree loss and escarpment disturbance". However, the inclusion of the 
condition relating to the integrity and protection of Lot 2 (Municipal Reserve) along 
the escarpment would appear to limit consideration of this alternative. 

. . ./3 
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November 16, 1993 

3. The total Chiles development was again considered by the Environmental Advisory 
Board at its meetings on October 19 and 26. The Board: 

• r1eaffirmed its recommendation to City Council that the sewer should not be 
constructed within the former C. N. A. right-of-way due to the instability of the 
E!Scarpment and the tree loss which would be incurred. 

• recommended a number of actions to City Council related to the total 
development proposal including: 

a request for a formal Environmental Impact Assessment (E.l.A.) by 
the Province of the total Chiles development proposal. 
a requirement for a rigorous hydro-geological study of the total 
development as it relates to the escarpment. 
a review of the total project within the context of the draft Joint 
General Municipal Plan. 

4. I have reviewed the Chiles Development Proposal, together with the reports from 
the Eng1ineering Department, the Environmental Advisory Board and the Red Deer 
River Nlaturalists. My comments are as follows: 

• The development proposals for the Chiles property are extremely sketchy. 
However, these are the only plans which are available at this time. It 
should be noted that the County has only formally approved Phase 1 of the 
development which comprises the mobile home park above the escarpment. 
(Attachment #2) 

• lit is easy to limit debate to the issues which directly affect the City at this 
stage. These relate primarily to the principle of linking with the City 
sewerage system and the alignment of this linkage. However, Mr. Chiles 
has indicated that the mobile home park is only Phase 1 of a much larger 
development (Attachment #3). Consequently, it is considered that the City 
should express any concerns relating to the total development at this time. 
Otherwise, Mr. Chiles may assume that the City is supportive of the overall 
plan. 

• I am strongly opposed to the construction of the sewer line within the old 
C.N.R. right-of-way (as shown on Attachment #4) for the reasons outlined 
by the Environmental Advisory Board. These relate to the stability of the 

.. ./4 
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e1scarpment, which has failed on numerous occasions, and the tree loss 
within the right-of-way, which is part of Waskasoo Park. I believe the 
issues outlined in the letter from the City Solicitor dated November 12, 
1993, require careful consideration, especially if the development ultimately 
falls within the City boundary. 

Mr. Chiles has been left with the impression that this alternative may be 
acceptable and is about to undertake a costly engineering study of the 
impact. I recommend that City Council support the position of the 
Environmental Advisory Board and specifically exclude this alternative from 
further study. 

• I support the recommendations of the Environmental Advisory Board as 
they relate to the total development proposal, and its inclusion within the 
~Joint General Municipal Plan. 

5. RECOMMENDATIONS: 

I support the comments of the Environmental Advisory Board and recommend that 
City Council: 

• reaffirm its agreement to treat the sewage from the proposed Chiles Mobile 
Home Park (Phase 1 }, subject to the additional condition that the selected 
alignment should not be along the old C.N.R. right-of-way, due to the 
instability of the escarpment and the significant tree loss which would be 
incurred within this portion of Waskasoo Park. 

• :support the recommendations, adopted by the Environmental Advisory 
Board at its meeting of October 26, 1993, as they relate to the total 

0
~~evelopm/roposal and its inclusion in the Joint General Municipal Plan. 

~ ~z. 
CRRS7 

:ad 
Atts. 
c. Greg Hall, Chairman, Environmental Advisory Board 

Don Batchelor, Parks Manager 
Bryon Jeffers, Director of Engineering Services 
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PHASE 1 SE 3-39-27-4 
MOBILE HOME PARK 

~ORTH 

: 

f 
BLINDMAN INDUSTRIAL 
AREA STRUCTURE PLAN 

ATTACHMENT 2 
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l\lovember 17, 1993 

C:ITY COUNCIL 

CiREG HALL, Chairman 
E;NVIRONMENTAL ADVISORY BOARD 

CHILES DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION: 
PROPOSAL FOR DEVELOPMENT 

CS-P-4.610 

City Council considered a request by Mr. N. Chiles to develop the first phase of a development 
adjacent to the city limits, and the river escarpment which would require a connection to the 
Waskasoo Regiional Sewer System. Council passed the following resolutions at their October 12, 
1993 meeting: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer Wastewater Treatment Plant 
to treat the sewage from the proposed Chiles Mobile Home Subdivision, subject 
to the following conditions: 

1 . Approval is based on the premise that Mr. Chiles is a customer of The County of 
l=ted Deer, who is in turn a customer of the Waskasoo Regional Services Board. 
The City of Red Deer would have no contractual arrangement with either the 
County or Mr. Chiles. The City would continue to invoice the Board as in the past 
and the Board in turn would collect from the County/Mr. Chiles. 

2. The City Agreement with the Board would remain the same as in the past. The 
design, construction and maintenance of any new lines would be the responsibility 
~:>f the Board. The Board may choose to pass this expense and responsibility 
down to the County/Chiles; however, the Board would remain responsible to the 
City. 

3. The City of Red Deer Engineering Department would work: with the 
Board/County/Chiles to determine a mutually acceptable alignment for the sewage 
main running from Mr. Chiles' development to the City sewerage system. Location 
of this main would involve the negotiation of easements across City lands. 

4. As with the existing regional line, the City must review and approve the design and 
construction methods prior to commencement. 

5. Escarpment stability should be assured through all surface disturbances from 
excavations for road construction, basements and underground utilities. 

6. Submission of a geotechnical evaluation of the escarpment and riverbank area as 
it relates to this development proposal, and a suitable top-of-bank setback area . 

.. ./2 



City Council 
Page 2 

86 

November 17, 1993 

7. The acceptance of a connection to the Wastewater Treatment Plant be on the 
condition of a mutually agreeable alignment for the line, inclusive of the design, all 
construction methods, restoration work and necessary easements. 

8. That the integrity of Lot R-2 (Municipal Reserve) contained in Waskasoo Park, 
zoned A-2 Environmental Preservation District, not be jeopardized in terms of tree 
le>ss or escarpment protection. 

9. Any further development on the site beyond the Mobile Home Park be referred to 
Alberta Environmental Protection for the determination of an environmental impact 
assessment study. 

1 o. That the proposal be referred to the City/County Joint General Municipal Planning 
Committee for inclusion in the Joint General Municipal Plan, incorporating the 
following principles: 

a. that development be allowed only above the escarpment; and 
t>. that recreational and agricultural uses be allowed in the river valley below 

the escarpment; and 
c. that the escarpment itself be retained in its natural state." 

Based on Council's resolutions, the Engineering Department Manager forwarded a letter to Mr. 
Chiles (Attachment I) outlining specific requirements needed in order for this proposal to be 
further conside1red. 

Subsequent to the City Council meeting, the Environmental Advisory Board again considered the 
Chiles Development proposal in light of a letter received from the City Solicitor and further 
information presented by the Red Deer River Naturalists (Mr. Michael O'Brien, Attachment II). 
The Board passed the following resolution at their October 19, 1993 meeting: 

"That the Environmental Advisory Board reaffirm to City Council their position that the 
sewage line from the proposed Chiles mobile home park outside the City limits not go 
through the C.N.R. line based on information from the City Solicitor dated October 19, 
1993, and City Engineering Manager dated October 18, 1993. The Board further states 
its opposition to the loss of trees which will cause further slumping of the hillside and 
escarpment area." 

The Environmemtal Advisory Board called an additional meeting on October 26, 1993 to deal with 
concerns raised by the Red Deer River Naturalists relative to the Chiles Development proposal. 
In addition, concern was expressed in regard to this development proposal not conforming to the 
Red Deer Rivor Valley Concept Plan (Attachment Ill), which was approved in principle by the 
Councils of the~ County of Red Deer and the City of Red Deer. In addition, the Chiles proposal 

.. ./3 
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does not confirm to the draft Joint General Municipal Plan (Attachment IV).The Environmental 
Advisory Board then passed the following motions at their October 26, 1993 meeting: 

"THAT the Environmental Advisory Board having considered a report from the Red 
Deer River Naturalists recommend to City Council: 

1. That the City and County request a formal Environmental Impact Assessment 
(E.l.A.) by the Province for the total Chiles Project, including proposed residential 
development, golf course, and river bridge, including the cutting of trees and gravel 
extraction within the river valley. 

2. That the City recommend to the County that it require an independent and rigorous 
hydro-geological study prior to any further support to the proposed Chiles 
Development. (The City has already required a hydro-geological study for the City 
portion of the project.) 

3. That the City Solicitor be requested to determine the possible liability by the City, 
the County, C.N.R. and the developer in relation to the proposed impact on the 
eiscarpment and the river. 

4. That the total Chiles Project be reviewed within the context of the Joint General 
Municipal Plan and all related joint City/County public hearing process." 

RECOMMENDATION: 

1. That City Council outline to Mr. Chiles that, in view of inherent bank stability concerns and 
the City Solicitor's comments of November 12, 1993, that a sewer alignment through the 
treed area and the escarpment would not be acceptable. 

2. That City Council support and consider the October 26, 1993 resolutions of the 
Environmental Advisory Board in all subsequent plan reviews for the total Chiles 

a~Pr~posal and their inclusion in the Joint General Municipal Plan. 

GREG HALL 

DB/ad 
Atts. 
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Mr. Norman Chiles 
Chiles Development Corporation 
R.R.l, Site 15., BoxlO 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 5El 

Dear Sir: 
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RE: PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT SE-3-39-27-4 

ATTACHMENT I 

CONNECTION TO CITY OF RED DEER SANITARY SEWERAGE SYSTEM 

As you are awaie, City Council at the October 12, 1993 meeting, approved yoUI request to tie 
into the city sanitary system in principle, as part of our agreement with the Waskasoo Regional 
Services Board, subject to a number of conditions. The following items are of immediate 
concern to the Engineering Department: 

1. Slope Stability Analysis to determine risk to sewer main, the development, and the 
Regional Services Board. 

2. A mutually acceptable alignment for the sewer main. 
3. Detailed design of the acceptable alignment. 
4. Determination of the damaged environmental area based on the detailed design. 
5. An alignment restoration plan based on the damaged area. 
6. Negotiation of easements across City land. 
7. A mutually acceptable construction specification and Development Agreement. 

To initiate the project, we would suggest that you engage the services of a mutually acceptable, 
qualified, geotechnical film for the slope analysis and a municipal engineering finn, familiar 
with The City of Red Deer's design requirements. Submission of a slope stability analysis report 
and a predesign report relative to the alignment possibilities to service the development, will be 
the immediate requirements. Following this, you will be required to submit detaile.d design 
diawings and construction specifications for City approval and gain the approval of the Waskasoo 
Regional Services Management Board prior to any field work beginning. The City will require 
assuiances similar to those outlined in our standard Development Agreement, at least on the 
portion within the City Limits. 
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\Ve are please,d to work with your firm, The County of Red Deer, and the \Vaskasoo 
Management Board toward the successful completion of this project. It is anticipated that the 
municipal engineering firm retained will be responsible for initiating and coordinating all work. 

Should you need further clarification relative to City involvement in the above, do not hesitate 
to call. 

Yours truly, 

Ken Haslop, P. Eng. 
Engineering Department Manager 

KGH/emg 

c.c. P. MeyettePianning Commission 
c.c. Parks Department Manager 
c.c. L. McLeod, Administrator Waskasoo Regional Services Board 
c.c. A. Weerasinghe, Alberta Environment Manager Approvals Branch 
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P.O. BOX 785, RED DEER, ALBERTA, T4N 5H2 ANSWERING PHONE: 347-8200 

October.S:- 1993 

To: The City of Red Deer Environmental Advisory Board 

From: Red Deer River Naturalists 

Re: Chiles Development Proposal 

The above noted development proposal affecting the river has recently come to our attention. 
Since the Red Deer River has been the focus of our organization for nearly a century, we 
therefore welcome this opportunity to mention certain natural history principals and pose: 
certain questions to the Board prior to their making recommendations to City Council. 

We would like to begin by complementing the City on being one of the first jurisdictions in the 
Province of Alberta to establish an Environmental Advisory Board - a body which allows a second 
look at proposals which might be a danger to the natural environment . Our organization believes 
that the proposed development poses a number of major environmental problems, and also 
problems of public health and safety and may, therefore, be one of the most important issues to 
have come before this Board to date. 

Of importance are a number of environmental issues which bear examination. Since the problems 
are not immediately self evident and appear to have been missed by both the developer and the 
reviewing bodies, they will require some explanation. The issues include the following: 

THE PROPOSED BRIDGE 

- placement of a bridge near or on a curve in a river is an unorthodox and questionable proposal. 
Is this indeed a part of the proposal? Can that be changed? 

- It is now well recognized that stabilized river flows, created by dam construction on a river, 
result in increased "chanelization" and erosion on that river. Simply put, stabilized riv~:r flow rates 
increase the cutting action of the river. We therefore feel that careful modelling of the river to 
determine wher1e a bridge may be safely located is important vis a vie this development. It is not 
clear from the application that the developer has taken into careful consideration the effects of the 
Dickson dam on river flows and erosion patterns. An unstable, unsafe or even washed out bridge 
is more than just an environmental concern, it is also an issue ofbasic public safety. 

It appears that the bridge and much of its approach paths would be in the flood plain and this 
reinforces our concerns with the quality of design and planning involved with the development. It 
should have bee:n fairly obvious that any structure on the flood plain is very vulnerable to failure, 
yet the develop(!r's plans seem not to take this into account at all. 

~.er: 

--==--====-
Given the location of the approach roads and their design, it seems very probable 

~- N '------------- -. @ 
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Given the location of the approach roads and their design, it seems very probable that the function 
of the river valle:y as a wildlife corridor will be impaired. Setting aside the foregoing objections, it 
is imperative thalt any construction take into account the wildlife corridor function of the river 
valley. We see no evidence of this concern being addressed in the development proposal. 

Navigable Wat(~rs Act jurisdictional questions in relation to recreational boat traffic, fish and 
other wildlife habitat, (possible walleye spawning waters), and any other environmental questions 
they are now empowered to ask, should be answered and approved prior to the City becoming 
too involved - in view of the unusual placement of the bridge. 

- We suggest that construction questions of the supports for the proposed bridge in relation to 
siltation, resultant downstream water quality and fish habitat disruption and the consequent 
involvement of Federal Fisheries jurisdictional questions will arise on the application to bridge the 
nver. 

Provincial Fishe~ries and Wildlife Branch involvement regarding Wildlife Riparian Habitat 
questions ( identification of an affect on the existing riverside flood pools for amphibian, 
waterfowl, osprny, king fisher and heron feeding needs) as well as the identification of possible 
spawning areas should be conducted before any design work is undertaken since it will affect 
where and how a bridge can be placed. Is this being done? 

- The appearance of the Bridge as it relates to aesthetics of the river valley and adjacent park 
should be considlered. Considerable cost has been given to a compatible design for the nearby 
Waskasoo Park foot bridge. One would presume the province would want aesthetic as well as 
modem construction standards applied to the proposed bridge since it will impact visually on the 
previous Provincially funded project. Aesthetics should be an important concern to the rngion 
due to the important tourism value of the river for an appealing canoeing experience which should 
consistently provide an appropriate riparian habitat view. 

RIVER VALLEY WILDLIFE CORRIDOR CONCERNS 

- We suggest that wildlife corridor issues have been an ongoing concern of the City andl therefore 
issues relating to any development in the river valley and escarpment land as it relates to a 
deterioration of wildlife habitat and freedom of movement must be given close examination and 
continue to have: a high priority for preservation. 

- The principles of the existing River Valley Concept Plan would be severely compromised if the 
proposed development were to involve removal of trees, (particularly any large, mature: spruce or 
poplar), reduce or inhibit wildlife movement along the river, or destroy unusual or unique habitat 
features of the area. A hundred meter treed and undeveloped setback from the river should 
therefore be a minimum requirement of this or any other future development in our view and in 
the view of a local Fish and Wildlife officer we consulted in this matter. We expect this Board 
would concur. 

RDRN, Page No. 2 
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- An examination of bird and mammal habitat implications is vital. The land on the east side of the 
river appears to be a less heavily treed extension of the best remaining stand of mature and dead 
poplar for cavity nesting birds of any in the existing Waskasoo Park system. Destruction of any 
large trees, whether dead or still living, should be avoided as they probably provide some of the 
best remaining natural cavity-nesting duck and piliated woodpecker habitat in the region. 
Therefore, we suggest that an examination and evaluation of the trees within the development 
area should be a function the Board should undertake or propose to be undertaken 

- This general pocket, to the west of the Municipal golf course, may contain the only significant 
valley floor flood plain mature spruce in the area since the other stand, on the Northey property, is 
in the process of being logged and destroyed for gravel extraction. (The particularly sharp curve 
coupled with the serpentine nature of the river in the immediate upstream area has resulted in ice 
jams preventing the usual annual scouring, clearing action of the former dramatic ice break-ups 
which have helped shape the river valley in the thousands of years since the last ice age. Mature 
stands of large old spruce are therefore highly unusual in the length of the Red Deer River and 
would be a particularly interesting feature of a River Valley Park. The question of whether a few 
golf holes might accelerate the destruction of the remaining evidence of a rare natural 
geographical phenomena thousands of years in the making is an important question to be asked 
and examined. There may never be another opportunity, for this vulnerable pocket of old growth 
bottom-land foriest may now be unique within the bounds of the proposed River Valley Park 
boundary, and this development might compromise of possibly destroy it through additional tree 
cutting and altered erosion patterns. 

GOLF COURSE ISSUES 

- There will be the potential for water run-off contamination of the river ifthe golf course land 
slopes towards the river, and if chemical use: whether herbicides, pesticides, mercury based 
fungicides, dew worm or rodent poison is contemplated. Resultant river water contamination in 
this particular area could result in danger to the local aquatic wildlife food chain, to human 
consumption of fish upstream and down, as well as problems for possible downstream human and 
industrial use of the water. (We must be prepared to consider the cumulative effect of 
development with regard to water quality and not just the one development in isolation, a 
principle being established in the Northern Rivers studies examining pulp mill impacts. 

note: An examination of the existing City golf course might provide a rebuttal that it is not 
ideally located e~ither. However, its design did provide a fairly good tree buffer between the 
fairways and the river, generally at least a hundred yards and often more, and much of the 
drainage is directed to containment ponds on the course. The City course also has the advantage 
of being on generally higher as well as flatter ground than much of the proposed Chiles 
development appears to be, and so the location and design of the City course provides a much 
greater soil buffer than would the one under discussion. Also, the City has chosen not to use 
many of the most obnoxious chemicals; this is being done due to a moral commitment rather than 
because of any presently existing laws. 
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- The stretch of water on this particular river bend tends to be the only one for miles which 
remains open through much of the winter and is thus a major feeding spot for waterfowl during 
winter and through much of the year. Both the open water and food rich water is probably due to 
the warm and nutrient-rich effluent from the City sewage treatment plant. However, we suggest 
the exact reason why this is such an unusually attractive area for waterfowl should be studied, and 
that the nature of the food source and the suspected danger of food chain contamination must be 
closely examined since it effects a migratory waterfowl resource as well as a particularly attractive 
and unusual viewing opportunity for park users in summer and skiers in winter. This migratory 
bird safety issue may be an issue regulated by international law. We expect the Board will want to 
take this into consideration since none of us would want to invite an international as well as a 
national issue to bring discredit on the developer, the County, or the City. 

- We suspect that there is a possibility of gravel seams in the area. If so, this would lead to a 
higher than usual potential for groundwater contamination from golf course chemical use. 
Therefore, then:: seems an obvious need for hydrological studies to establish that the development 
area is not underlain by any gravel seams. 

ESCARPMENT QUESTIONS 

- There appears to be little set back for the trailer park in the plan, and that some of the 
development actually is on the river bank slope. Although on a steeper bank now, Riverview 
Park suffers from a similar problem, which has been estimated by an Alberta Environment study 
to cost 6 million 1984 dollars to fix. (It may be pertinent to note that the County has not notified 
the affected residents of the study nor yet begun work to attempt to remedy the problem although 
County Council was advised of the problem ten years ago. 
Note also that the New Oriole Park subdivision, also on a steeper slope, has been provided with a 
set back of approximately 60 meters from the bank to minimize the possibility of property damage 
due to erosion and slumping. The less severe slope of the riverbank along the Chiles land is 
probably due to centuries of slumping, some of it only two years old. What reason is there to 
believe that this ancient geological process has been stopped by the rather minor remedial action 
and repair by the CPR? We suggest that it is highly unlikely that it has or even that it can be. 

This raises the important question of responsibility and liability. Perhaps the need for a perpetual 
security bonding should be examined which would provide compensation in the event of property 
loss or loss oflife. We also suggest that it be determined whether the County, the CPR, Mr. 
Chiles and his descendants, or the City will be responsible to provide the eventual remedy to 
the likely erosion and slumping problems of the escarpment. 

- It should be explained that some of the C P Rail line has been swept away by slumping in recent 
years - within the boundaries of this very development. Also, about 3/4 of a mile upstream of the 
proposed trailer park development, a relatively small slump has recently appeared on a. disturbed 
but grassed portion of the escarpment, even though it too is now several hundred yards away 
from the river and has long been removed from the eroding forces of the current. Our river valley 
soils (primarily composed oflake sediment) are not very stable. Allowing housing development 
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of any kind near or on the slopes would appear to be unwise. Loss of property and lives may or 
may not happen within Mr. Chiles's life time. So again, we suggest that long term liability should 
be established in view of the obvious risk and because it is likely that at least part of the 
development will eventually become part of the River Valley Park and under City ownership and 
responsibility. 

- Apparently, government liability has already been established and money paid out in slumping 
situations in the Peace River area for properties which were allowed to be developed where they 
shouldn't have been. A call to the Land Use Branch of Environmental Protection will establish 
that in the opinion of that branch, the Municipality that issues a development permit, or the sub­
division approving authority, is liable for damages that result from improperly placed 
development. It was also the opinion of the official spoken to that set back from a bank would 
normally be a minimum of the height of the bank - or a lot more depending on unfavourable 
geotechnical da1ta. 

Frankly, we cannot understand why the County would consider approval of such a development 
in this particular spot without having at least taken a wide environmental reserve for a set back at 
the top of the bank. Did they not take into account their own future liability and litigation if there 
are problems, or will it be only the taxpaying public that is liable for damages. We suggest that 
the examination and answer to this question deserves wide circulation for it may affect the 
situation of many people. 

- The plan appears to show that there is roadway development close to the top of the escarpment 
as well as a residential subdivision. We hear that the Maskapatoon Park area was reputedly 
turned over to the City by the County for a very small sum, at least in part to avoid the high costs 
relating to inappropriate road placement near the escarpment and the resultant bank erosion in 
that area. We might point out that the near vertical bank in the Maskapatoon area may in fact 
consist of more stable conditions than in the Chiles area in view of the cliff face remaining largely 
in tact rather than having slumped and eroded into a slope as in this proposed development. 

- Watering of lawns is said by soil engineers to be a primary cause of bank destabilization in 
residential areas. Enquiries should therefore be established to see that the County intends to place 
prohibitions to disallow the watering of gardens and lawns in this subdivision. 

- Tree removal should be strictly avoided on the bank and escarpment since trees soak up natural 
moisture and help maintain some stability. Trees that are planted should have deep root systems. 

We suggest that bank stability questions and the pretty obvious need for extensive geotechnical 
studies should be required for this proposal. You will recall that such studies were required of the 
Province on th€~ recommendations of this Environmental Advisory Board earlier this year for any 
future housing development on the east escarpment of the Gaetz Lake Sanctuary. Again,. that 
escarpment is well away from the present course of the river, but it is considered to be unstable. 

RDRN, Page No. 5 
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PLANNING NEEDS 

Lack of environmental considerations, long term planning objectives, or co-operation with the 
City in joint fringe area planning has long been seen as a standard feature and attitude of past 
County Councils:. Private ownership rights and taxation opportunities generally have taken 
precedence over considerations of the environment or even consideration of the public good. 
We hope that this attitude and practice is changing. 

This present development of residences and a golf course would appear to be so obviously and 
seriously flawed from both the viewpoint of the environment and public safety that it should 
provide the City and the County with a clear and timely opportunity to participate in a beneficial 
joint planning exercise. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

The RDRN would support the Environmental Advisory Board in making recommendations on the 
following matters: 

1. This Board or the City or the County request a formal E.I.A. (Environmental Impact 
Study) by the province for the Chiles subdivision and golf course prior to any aspect of it being 
approved or continuing, including the cutting of any trees or gravel extraction on the escarpment 
or the river plain. 

2. Recommend to the County the advisability to hire independent and rigorous 
hydrogeological studies prior to their giving any further support to this development so as to 
avoid the kind of costly and divisive hearings that resulted from the Pine Lake Landfill issue being 
initially approved prior to thorough study. 

3. Recommend to the City to have their solicitor determine the potential for eventual 
liability to the City, the County, the railway and the developer if the City should co-operate in 
facilitation of this development when problems relating to issues of public health and safety; 
wildlife movemc~nt and habitat disruption; and riparian food source contamination and possible 
resultant migratory bird damage have all been pointed out as possible problems that may result if 
this project proceeds in its present direction. 

4. Recommend that the City point out to the County the advantages of establishing a 
politically independent Environmental Advisory Board such as your own, as urged by the Federal 
Government some years ago, since such a Board can assist in the evaluation of developments 
which may prove incompatible with country wide efforts to safeguard and improve environmental 
protection in c~mada. 

RDRN, Page Ne. ' 
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· · ATTACHMENT 111 

RED DEER . RIVER' CORRIOOR PARK 

AN INTEGRAL· PJ\RTc OF;~A :.REGI_ONAL· RE_CRE]\TION: P~ 

RESULTANT ACTION 

On S·eptember 16, 1974, this concept was presented to the members 
of the Red Deer Regional Planning Commission at their regular monthly meeting. 
After the presentation, the following resolution was moved by Mr. J'ansen (Town 
of oidsbury) and seconded by Mr. Stokes (Town of Coronation): 

"The Red Deer Regional Planning Commission hereby endorses 
the Red Deer River Corridor Park concept, and instructs the 
staff of the Commission to protect the land areas within the 
propiosed park system through the exercise of the Subdivision 
and 'Transfer Regulatio~s, until the concept-can be examined.·· 
and ·evaluated as an integral part of the total regional out-· 
door recreation system". CARRIED . . . .... . 

.--~ .. ·i·.·~'.:·:, >-1 ~,·:j :~ .. :.: .......... , .. .- - ·.i "'~-~;:--~ ~,.i·.~ ·::: -:.:·r: .. :\ 

On October 22, 1974, a similar presentation was made to· the City 
Re<i'Deer Recreation Board •. Upon completion of a review'of:the· conc.ept, the 
following resolution was moved by Mr. Ben Mudd and seconded· by' Mr;{Harry 
Kuharchuk: =--· .:.. ·. ~: ·.::·~:. 

. \-.-~ . ·: 
1 . • '.' -- • ~ . 

"That the Board endorse the plan as presented by Mi:. Shaw 
and that the Board proceed to place the proposal before·· 
c;J.ty Council at the earliest possible date". CARRIED 

The .li~ear corridor. park concept has also been considered by the 
Councils of the t .. ~ree municipalities who have administrative jurisdiction · 
over the lands contained within the proposed park. Approval in principle 
was given by th1e Councils of the City of Red Deer, the County of Lacombe and 
th~ County of ~ed Deer as shown by the following resolutions: 

* 

"RESOLVED, that Council of the City of Red Deer approve 
in principle the Red Deer Corridor Park S~udy as 
presiented to Council, January 20, 1975". 

"On.February 18, 1975, the Council of the County of Red Deer 
endorsed the concept of the Red Deer River Corridor Park, 
understanding that this is a concept only and that further 
work and consultation needs to be und~rtaken". 

~ "T~t the County of Lacombe No. 14 ~ndorse the Red Deer· River 
Corridor Study concept in principle, at its meeting of March 
14, 1975". 

. 
In addition, the editorial in the September 21, 1974~ edition of 

the Red Deer Advocate voiced appreciation for the proposed linear park con­
cept. The pert.inent portion of that editorial is appended to this report. 

of 
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4.0 NATURAL ENVIRONMENT 

4.1 Objectives 

Protection and conservation of the natural environment within the Planning Area, in keeping with the 
Regional Plan, is a desired objective for both municipalities. The area contains a number of significant 
environmental features including escarpments, wetlands, flood plains, unstable slopes, treed lands and 
prime agricultural lands. In addition, the natural resource extraction activities such as sand and gravel 
and oil and gas production areas that are located within the Planning Area must be considered. A 
concentrated and conscious effort to protect these significant environmental features will be undertaken 
with the purpose of conserving these resources, open spaces, scenic areas, natural areas and significant 
habitats for future generations. 

4.2 Policies 

The two municipalities will jointly ensure the conservation and protection of the natural environment 
within the Planning Area through the following policies: 

4.2.1 Conservation of good agricultural land to ensure that it is not prematurely or 
inefficiently developed for another use. 

4.2.2 Protection of escarpments within the planning area in their natural state. 
4.2.3 Not permitting development within the 1: 100 year floodplain other than development 

which is recreational or agricultural in orientation or areas for which special controls 
have been developed to prevent flood damage. 

4.2.4 Evaluate resource extraction proposals based upon conservation of major treed areas 
within the designated river corridor area. 

4.2.5 Protection of all water bodies and water courses within the region from the discharge 
of untreated sewage. 

4.2.6 Protection of the integrity of receiving streams by controlling storm water runoff. 
4.2. 7 Protection of wildlife corridors throughout the planning area. 
4.2.8 Use of Development Controls to ensure minimal environmental damage <md ensuring 

reclamation is achieved after resource extraction. 

5.0 LAND USE 

5.1 Objective 

Land Use is a key component of the joint general municipal plan and requires open and direct 
communication between municipalities to facilitate effective co-operative planning. The objective of 
land use planning directions within the Planning Area is to provide for an integrated and effective land 
use pattern which is analyzed from a long term intermunicipal view point without unnecessarily 
infringing upon the rights of the other municipality. Regular discussions between municipalities 
regarding land use, development and conflicts or consequences related thereto, are a primary objective 

- 3 -
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11.0 AREA SPECIFIC POLICIES 

11.1 Area 1: Blindman Industrial Area 

a) Site Description: 

The area contains a mixture of industrial and to a lesser extent residential uses. The area 
includes about 305 ha (754 acres) or about 4.7 quarter sections. The lands are located north 
of the City and all but about 80 ha (200 ac) (Sec 3), east of Hwy 2A and west of the 
escarpment of the Red Deer River. Approximately 50 ha (124 acres) of the area is existing 
industrial development. The land located east of the Hwy is contained within the Blindman 
Industrial ASP adopted by the County in 1979 with amendments in 1981. The area is 
unserviced by municipal sewer and water systems and uses onsite well water and sewage 
disposal systems. The Industrial District of the County Land Use Bylaw contains a variety of 
permitted and discretionary uses. About 1 dozen residences exist in the area These residences 
could lead to land use conflicts with industrial development. The City recognizes the industrial 
use of this area. The lands are situated within the City's long term growth area. (See Policy 
Area map). 

b) Policies: 

The County may continue to develop the site primarily for light industrial purposes according 
to the policies of the ASP. There should be no further extension of the country residential 
development to the area due to potential land use conflicts with industrial land use.. The longer 
term considerations for the area could include the possible provision of municipal sewer and 
water systems into the area. 

11.2 Area 2: River Corridor Area 

a) Site Description: 

The area contains lands of fragile and sensitive environments along the Red Deer River and 
Piper and Waskasoo Creeks situated within both the municipalities. This includes the river 
valley floodplain and escarpment. The land is contained within the Red Deer River Corridor 
Plan adopted in 1974 by both municipalities and includes Waskasoo Park, along with other 
valley locations. The land within the County is also identified in the County of Red Deer ESA. 
The River Corridor Plan states that the area plays an important role in the econonuc, 
recreational and aesthetic (visual) components of both municipalities. 

b) Policies: 

The protection of the river valley corridor is vital to the well being of both municipalities. The 
corridor should be recognized as primarily a recreational and natural area and should be 
allowed to develop for farm purposes only where such developments are compatible with the 

- 8 -
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special nature of the area. Protection of the area's sensitive features and water quality are 
paramount in considering new proposals for land use and development activities. This is also 
necessary with respect to runoff control measures for intensive livestock operations, landfill 
sites and other potential pollution sources. The consideration of designating additional natural 
areas, and sensitive lands should be pursued. A review and updating of the River Corridor 
study should be undertaken. 

11.3 Area 3: Heritage Ranch/Cronquist/Riverview Park 

a) Site Description: 

This area contains approximately one quarter section of land located on the east boundary of 
Highway #2. This area is comprised of a 24 lot country residential subdivision, the proposed 
site of the Alberta Sports Hall of Fame and "The Crossing" (Tourist Information/Attraction) 
and a proposed residential subdivision (Cronquist). 

b) Policies: 

This area includes land within both Municipalities. Riverview park is fully developed. This 
plan should not support any further subdivision unless the subdivision is serviced with sewer 
and watier. The Sports Hall of Fame is in the planning stages. This plan should support the 
development of this facility and other related tourist facilities at the Heritage Ranch site. The 
residentilal development of the Cronquist land should also be supported subject to the adoption 
of an area structure plan. 

11.4 Area 4: East Hill Area Structure Plan 

a) Site Description: 

The Ci~y's GMP and East Hill Area Structure Plan identifies the area as the City's primary 
short and intermediate term future urban growth area. The approximate 1686 ha ( 4166 ac) -
18 quarter section area is situated north of the Delbume Road (SR 595), mainly. south of 67th 
Street and west of 20 A venue. Currently, 20 quarter sections are located within the City of 
which 6Y:z quarters including Morrisroe, Rosedale, Clearview, Eastview and Deer Park are 
developed. These subdivisions contain about 11,200 persons and 3750 dwelling units. The 
most southerly 7Y:z quarter sections are unserviced and require the installation of a major storm 
sewer and detention pond system to adequately drain the area. 

- 9 -
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'.t·' I 

·; 69 .Welton Crescent 
·Red Deer, AB ; 
T4N6Bl. 

,~.' ..,,... 

November 8; 1993 

As I will be in Edmonton on business the day the Board meets to discuss 
the Chiles development with City Council representatives, I have summarized 
my comments on the issue in this letter. 

I fully support the points covered in your October 28 memo to City 
Council. 

I would also like to suggest that, in general, Council be encouraged to look· . 
at this issue from the broad perspective of what serves the community and the 
environment best in the long run, rather than in the narrdw terms of .• · · · , · ... ·· 
jurisdiction. Council, representing the 58,000 citizens of Red Deer, has the .J '.:; 

right and responsibility to show leadership in the long-term planning of river 
valley use, and has done so in the past/Previous joint city and county plans 
have agreed that the river valley should be maintained as a wildlife corridor, 
with low-impact recreational use. 

The issue, from citizens' perspectives, involves .not just sewage treatment , 
lines, but the overall appropriateness of the development. In other words, the,,,.; .. 
Chiles development is not just an engineering issue, but a quality of life issue. 

While the city cannot directly control the development, it can exert 
influence and show leadership. The county should be encouraged to look at · 
the longer term planning and environmental issues, as identified in such 
documents as the Red Deer River Corridor Park plan (1974) and the Red Deer .c , .. 

River Naturalists' 1993 response to the Chiles Development Proposal. 

1 
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While some of these environmental issues lie outside the city's legal·, · ·., .. · ~~;.,:x, , ' 

jurisdiction, they are important to city residents, and therefore our elected · · . · 
representatives should require a full environmental impact assessment (with 
public hearings) for the total Chiles Project· Should the developer choose to 
pursue other options for sewage disposal, the overall environmental issues still 
remain, and the City must have a voice in bringing those concerns to the 
attention of the County. 

cc. Mayor Surkan 
Alderman Statnyk 
Alderman Guilbault 

2 

Sincerely, 

--0aJnc{j ~ 
Sandi Koop 
Citizen Representative 
E.A.B. 
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Commissioners' Comments 

We concur with the recommendations of the Environmental Advisory Board. In the 
event that Council is willing to reconsider this issue, any member of Council other than 
Alderman Guilbault, Alderman Statnyk and Alderman Campbell-Cardwell may raise the 
resolution for reconsideration. 

"G. SURKAN" 
Mayor 

"M.C. DAY" 
City Commissioner 



FILE No. 

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

City Clerk's Department (403) 342-8132 

November 23, 1993 

Chiles Development Corporation 
R.R. 1, Site 15, Box 10 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 5E1 

Att: Mr. Norman Chiles 

Dear Sir: 

RE: CHILES DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION: 

FAX: (403) 346-6195 

REQUEST TO TIE INTO THE CITY SEWAGE SYSTEM DEVELOPMENT 
PROPOSAL S.E. 3-39-27-4 

At the Council Meeting of November 22, 1993 further recommendations from the 
Environmental Advisory Board pertaining to the above subject matter, received 
consideration with the following motion being passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer hereby approves the 
request from Chiles Development Corporation Ltd. to utilize the City of Red 
Deer VVastewater Treatment Plant to treat the sewage from the proposed 
Chiles Mobile Home Subdivision, subject to the following conditions: 

1. Approval is based on the premise that Mr. Chiles is a customer of 
The County of Red Deer, who is in turn a customer of the Waskasoo 
Regional Services Board. The City of Red Deer would have no 
contractual arrangement with either the County or Mr. Chiles. The 
City would continue to invoice the Board as in the past and the 
Board in turn would collect from the County/Mr. Chiles. 

. .. I 2 
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2. The City agreement with the Board would remain the same as in the 
past. The design, construction, and maintenance of any new lines 
would be the responsibility of the Board. The Board may choose to 
pass this expense and responsibility down to the County/Chiles; 
however, the Board would remain responsible to the City. 

3. The City of Red Deer Engineering Department would work with the 
Board/County/Chiles to determine a mutually acceptable alignment 
for the sewage main running from Mr. Chiles' development to the 
City sewerage system. Location of this main would involve the 
negotiation of easements across City lands. 

4. As with the existing regional line, the City must review and approve 
the design and construction methods prior to commencement. 

5. Escarpment stability should be assured through all surface disturbances 
from excavations for road construction, basements and underground 
utilities. 

6. Submission of a geotechnical evaluation of the escarpment and riverbank 
area as it relates to this development proposal, and a suitable top-of-bank 
setback area. 

7. The acceptance of a connection to the Wastewater Treatment Plant be on 
the condition of a mutually agreeable alignment for the line, inclusive of the 
design, all construction methods, restoration work and necessary 
easements. 

8. That the integrity of Lot R-2 (Municipal Reserve) contained in Waskasoo 
Park, zoned A-2 Environmental Preservation District, not be jeopardized in 
terms of tree loss or escarpment protection. 

9. Any further development on the site beyond the Mobile Home Park be 
referred to Alberta Environmental Protection for the determination of an 
environmental impact assessment study. 
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1 O. That the proposal be referred to the City/County Joint General 
Municipal Planning Committee for inclusion in the Joint General 
Municipal Plan, incorporating the following principles: 

a. that development be allowed only 
above the escarpment; and 

b. that recreational and agricultural 
uses be allowed in the river valley 
below the escarpment; and 

c. that the escarpment itself be 
retained in its natural state. 

11. That the selected alignment not be on the old C.N.R. alignment, due 
to the significant tree loss and escarpment disturbance." 

The above reisolution is the same as the Council resolution of October 12, 1993 except 
that condition #11 has been added, which prohibits the construction of the sewer line 
within the olcl CNR right-of-way. 

In addition, Council passed a further resolution in regard to recommendations from the 
Environmental Advisory Board as outlined in their report dated November 17, 1993: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer hereby 
agrees that the recommendations from the Environmental 
Advisory Board as outlined in the report dated November 17, 
1993 re: Chiles Development Corporation: Proposal for 
Development, be submitted to the City/County Joint General 
Municipal Planning Committee for discussion and 
consideration." 

In this regard, I am enclosing herewith the report from the Environmental Advisory Board 
referred to in the above noted resolution. By way of a copy of this letter we are referring 
the matter to the City/County Joint General Municipal Planning Committee for 
consideration, as directed by Council. 
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Trusting you will find this satisfactory. If you have any questions, please do not hesitate 
to contact the1 undersigned. 

Sincerely, 

CS/cir 

cc: City Commissioners 
Director of Engineering Services 
Director of Community Services 
Parks Manager 
Environmental Advisory Board 
City/C1ounty Joint General Municipal Planning Committee 
Red Deer River Naturalists 
Principal Planner 



PITCH-IN 
ALBERTA 
Waste nnanagement ... in action! 

October 19, 1993 

Ms. Gail Surkan 
Mayor 
City of Red Deer 
P.O. Box 5008 

NO. 1 

Red Deer, AB T4N 3T4 

Dear Mayor and Members of Council: 

106 
CORRESPONDENCE 

Our File: 3P05 

Indiscriminate dumping is on the increase. Most communities, responding to a recent survey by PITCH­
IN, indicated they rely more than ever on PITCH-IN WEEK volunteers to clean-up, to keep their 
community clean and to stay within their maintenance budgets. The results of the 1993 PITCH-INWEEK 
Campaign as well as the research conducted are on the back of, and with, this letter. 

Even though the: provincial government does provide some support, PlTCH-IN ALBERTA is not a 
government program. We represent voluntary groups and our supporters donate their time in your 
community. We motivate and assist your schools and other community groups to get them involved in 
beautification and clean-up projects in your community. But we have ve1ry limited funds to get the job 
done. 

1994 PITCH-IN WEEK is scheduled for May 2 • 8, 1994. However, at this point we are not sure whether 
the Campaign will be held in years to come or what assistance and materials we will be able to provide 
to schools, youth groups and others in your community in 1994. This will depend on the financial support 
which you provide to the Campaign. 

PITCH-IN WEEK will only continue if we work together. Your community is asked to make a small 
contribution towards the cost of PITCH-IN WEEK. We request you contribute $1,000.00 to the 
Campaign. 

We know that the economy is in terrible shape. However, without PITCH-IN WEEK your cost of 
cleaning-up illegal, indiscriminate dumping and other litter would be cm~siderably higher. So it makes 
sense to help PITCH-IN volunteers do the job for you, in your communio/, thereby reducing your costs. 

Please respond to this request at your earliest opportunity. We need to kriow fil!!m how much support we 
will be able to give to the volunteers in your community when they approach us for support of their local 
projects. 

Thanks for PITCHING-IN! 

Kindest regards, 

PITCH-IN ALBERTA 

.' 
-·tt--~· .. -·- .,.._.,.,.. ... -

(N, THIS RECYCLED 
PAPER CONTAINS 

c; 1) ~i¥~~:~~ 
DO CANADA! 

Provlnc:lal Office: 9435 - 47th Street, Edmonton, Alberta T6B 2R7 
Telepho1ne: (403) 466-4621 Fax: (403) 466-4802 
PITCH-llN Is a registered trademark In Canada 
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SURVEY RESULTS OF LOCAL GOVERNMENTS 
MAY, 1993 

We surveyed you, the Municipal Governments of Alberta. This is what you told us about your 
Sold Waste problems and PITCH-IN ALBERTA ..•• 

• Over 97% of Alberta communities surveyed feel that a spnng clean-up campaign is 
worthwhile; 80% also think fall clean-ups are useful. 

• Over 95% feel PITCH-IN WEEK cleans-up litter in their community 

We operate spring and fall campaigns to help clean-up your community and to educate your citizens 
about the littering problem. 

...,.,,,.. 

• Over 90% of Alberta municipalities surveyed feel that waste management issues are becoming 
MORE of a conce1n in their communities. 

• Almost 70% of local governments in Alberta surveyed by PITCH-IN CANADA are 
concerned about the increase in illegal dumping in their community. 

• Almost 80% of communities surveyed in Alberta feel that preventative programs are even 
more important than clean-ups in solving the litter problem. 

.-
. ./ 

Our year-round CWIC PRIDE PROGRAM will help your community deal effective(v with the solid 
waste management problems in your community.CONTACT US FOR MORE DETAILS. 

• Most communities rely on PITCH-IN ALBERTA's volunteers to help clean up. 

• Over 97% of respondents feel that educational programs are an important part of litter 
control. 

Our programs motivate and educate volunteers and the public in controlling and managing their 
community's solid waste problems. 

• Most municipal departments surveyed lack budgets to produce educational materials and to 
promote clean-ups. Most respondents agree that it is useful to purchase such materials from 
PITCH-IN'S MATERIAL ORDER CENTRE. 

Our Material Order Centre offers a wide variety of promotional, educational, and technological tools 
to help your community control its solid waste problem. 

YOU TOLD US THAT OUR PROGRAMS ARE USEFUL AND WANTED IN YOUR 
COMMUNITY. HELP US TO CONTINUE MAKING THEM AVAILABLE TO YOU! 
g!-t1~,~ltur~ YC>UR DONATION TO PITCH-IN ALBERTA TODAY. 
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1993 PITCH-IN WEEK 
HIGHLIGHTS 

Objectives of the Campaign 

• involve a large number of Albertans in environmental enhancement activities 
• clean up litter from urban, rural and wilderness areas 
• encourage voluntary action as a means of resolving the littering problem 
• make Albertans aware of the value of waste as a resource 
• encourage the reduction/re-use/recycling of waste 

The Results 

• 1,749 organizations participated in PITCH-IN WEEK and the Highway 
Clean-Up Campaign 

• 2,697 projects were undertaken throughout the Province 

• 393,000 volunteers were involved in the projects undertaken, some in more than one 
PITCH-IN activity 

• 594 vol1llnteer coordinators directed programs at a local level 

• 36% of all projects separated the waste collected for recycling or educational purposes 

• projects took place in 228 communities 

• donated labour totalled approximately $9.5. million (this excludes donations of 
equipment, supplies, etc.) This was a direct saving to taxpayers. 

• Public Service Advertising donated by print and electronic media towards making 
Albertans aware of their responsibility toward maintaining a clean and healthy 
environment totalled hundreds of thousands of dollars 

The Projects and Number of People 

Description of Clean-Up Proiect 

Schoolyard 
Neighbourhood 
Park/Playground/Churchyard 
Ravine 
River/Stream 
Highway 
Cemetery 
Entire Community 
Lakeshore 
Business 
Beach 
Other 

No. of 
Volunteers 

146,219 
73, 733 

644 
7,400 
5,894 

27,767 
1,555 

35,059 
2,858 

10,394 
1,390 

19,565 
393,498 

No. of 
Organizations 

605 
408 
454 

45 
51 

675 
15 

278 
23 
54 
15 
74 

2,697 
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November 17, 1993 

CITY COUNCIL 

GREG HALL, Chairman 
Environmental Advisory Board 

PITCH-IN '94 

CS·P-4.648 

The Environmental Advisory Board considered a report concerning Pitch-In '94 from the 
Parks ManagHr at their November 16, 1993 meeting, where they approved the following 
resolution: 

"That the Environmental Advisory Board support and recommend to City 
Councill that a donation of $500 be forwarded to Pitch-In Alberta for the 
Pitch-In '94 Program." 

...., 

,- /y){j,;;;_.,,,p /~ ; ·" , ~/ 
Jtt L GREG HALL 
~ 

I DB/ad 
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CS-P-4.618 

DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

November 2, 1993 

CHARLIE SEVCIK 
City Clerk 

DON BATCHELOR 
Parks Manager 

PITCH-IN ALBERTA - 1994 PITCH-IN WEEK 
Your memo of November 1, 1993 refers. 

The City of Hed Deer is in receipt of a request from Pitch-In Alberta to provide a 
contribution to the 1994 Clean Up - Pitch-In Campaign of $1,000. The Pitch-In Program 
relies on contributions from the corporate and local government sectors to fund the 
organization, promotional materials, education literature and garbage bags which have 
contributed to the success of the program in previous years. 

In 1993, the Parks Department again coordinated a very successful Pitch-In Program, 
with over 8,000 volunteers contributing their time to cleaning up the 1700 hectares (4,200 
acres) of parkland in the city. Contributions were made by such individuals and 
organizations as the: 

• Red De~er Public School Board • Parkland Treatment Centre 
• Red Deer Catholic Board of Education • S.P.C.A. 
• Red Deer Fish & Game Association • John Howard Society 
• Red De~er Junior Forest Wardens • Red Deer Christian School 
• Red Deer Special Olympics • Red Deer Scouts 
• Hilltop Estates Residents • Rotary Club 
• Waskasoo Neighbourhood Residents 
• Kerry 'JVood Nature Centre Association 
• Red DE3er Church of Jesus Christ & Latter Day Saints 

The 1993 campaign was conducted May 3-9, 1993 and was very effective in cleaning up 
the city from the debris accumulated over the winter months. In addition, with some 
increase in dumping fees at the landfill site, an increase in indiscriminate dumping on 
vacant city land and parkland was encountered. This trend is anticipated to continue in 
1994. The contribution by the City of Red Deer to this program in 1993 was $500. In 
view of the budgetary guidelines for 1994, I cannot support the increase requested by 
Pitch-In Alberta. 

.../2 
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Appreciating the environmental and community benefit of this program, I support the 
concept of the City providing a financial contribution, but suggest that it be retained at the 
same value as the 1993 program. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

That City Council approve a $500 contribution to the 1994 Pitch-In Program and that this 
be communicated to Pitch-In Alberta as soon as possible. 

~;JJJ . 
DON BATCHELOR 

:ad 

c. Craig Curtis, Director of Community Services 
Neil Evans, Parks Facilities Superintendent 
Pete Wasylyshyn, Parks Planner 
Environmental Advisory Board 

Commissioners' Comments 

We concur with the recommendations of the Parks Manager. 

"G. SURKAN 11 

Mayor 

"M.C. DAY" 
City Commissioner 



A , 
. THE CITY OF RED DEER 

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

City Clerk's Department (403) 342-8132 

November 23, 1993 

Pitch-In Alberta 
9435 - 47 Street 
Edmonton, Alberta 
T6B 2R7 

Att: Mr. Allard van Veen 

Dear Sir: 

RE: 1994 PITCH-IN WEEK 

FILENo. 

FAX: (403) 348-6195 

Your letter of October 19, 1993 pertaining to the above matter was considered at the 
Council Meeting of November 22, 1993, and at which meeting Council passed the 
following motion approving a $500 contribution to the 1994 Pitch-In Program: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer hereby approves a $500 
contribution to the 1994 Pitch-In Program and as recommended to Council 
November 22, 1993." 

The decision aif Council in this instance is submitted for your information and I trust you 
will find same satisfactory. 

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

CS/cir 
cc: Director of Financial Services 

Director of Community Services 
Parks Manager 
Parks Facilities Superintendent 
Parks Planner 
Environmental Advisory Board 
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Roll Number 14-3-3220 

City Clerk 
City of Red Deer· 
4914 - 48 Ave., Box 5008 
Red Deer, Ab. T4N 3T4 
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Harry B. Colquhoun 

35 Rutherford Close 
Red Deer, Ab. r·4.1-1 :~L1 

October 29, l 993 

recently wrote to the Tax Department requesting a refund 
of a property tax penalty of $143.42 that had been imposed upon me. 
<A copy of my letter is enclosed.> My request was refused. I wish to 
appeal the Tax Department decision to City Council. 

rea 11 Y do fee 1 , that g i \Jen the circumstances, the 
assessed penalty is totally inappropriate and should be c~ncelled 
and the money returned. It is such a frustrating thing to pay 
thousands of dollars to move from one part of 1~,)n.nJ., to the 1:i !her 
<Ontario to Alberta>, spend most of one's 1 ife savings in buying and 
furnishing a house in the city to which one has moved, pay a large 
property tax bill <payable on arrival) and then discover that 
$143.42 cents has been added ta the bill as a penalty for failure to 
pay a propi~y tax notice one has not r·He i ved-- indeed cou 1 d not 
receive, s'ince the notice was mailed before I arrived in tor.11n! 

It was my feeling when I wrote to the Tax Department with 
my request that my request ~11oul d probably be turned dor.11n on the 
basis of s<:>me technicality or some fine point in the Tax Act. I was 
not disappointed. My request was apparently to be rejected on the 
strength of Section 114(2). 

I must say, it is really poor comfor·t and totally 
frustrating to someone who is seeking redress for what one feels to 
be a wrong to have one's request dealt with in such an impersonal 
~11ay. One is looking for underst.anding and goodwill, not for 
interpretations of the tax la~11. Surely the town can be flexible 
enough to wave such regulations when the case is 
meritoriou1;--certainly as a gesture of goodwill to ne~11 residents ~11ho 

will be adding to the social and economic welfare of the town. 

Please have the Council review this situation with an eye 
to rescinding the tax penalty. Thank you far your consideration. 

Sincerely, 

/ 

Harry 8. Colquhoun 



Roll Number 14-3-3220 

City of Red Deer 
Tax Department 
4914 - 48 Ave., Box 5008 
Red Deer, Ab. T4N 3T4 

Dear Sir/Madam: 
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1
(-7c (d 

,.......__.._,..,,,. 

35 Rutherford Close 
Red Deer, Ab. T4P 3L1 

October 18, 1993 

I am writing in regards to the tax penalty of $143.42 that 
was assessed me on the property I acquired recently at 35 Rutherford 
Close after· a move from Ontario to Alberta. I feel that the penalb 
is totally inappropriate and should be rescinded. 

In the first place, I was given no indication that the 
taxes were due on the property until I received a "Property Tax 
Reminder tfot ice," in other 1,11ords a de l i nquen t tax notice. (The 
penalty of $143.42 was assessed 01/07/93) After I received the 
notice, I t<1ent carefully thrc)Ugh all the mail I had received upon 
arrival in Red Deer, but no original property tax notice was to be 
found. It may have gone to the previous owner·, but none had been 
sent to me, the new owner. <! took possession of the house June 1, 
1993.) 

Please review this situation. You will appreciate that the 
costs to 01Jr family, in eluding the move from Ontar·io to Red Deer, 
have been significant of late. We will be happy to have our $143.42 
returned to us. Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Rev. Harry 8. Colquhoun 
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DATE: 15 November 1993 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: City Assessor 

RE: HARRY B. COLQUHOUN - TAX PENALTY 

Real estate is sold and transferred during the year on a regular basis. If the sale and transfer 
occurs in the first six months of the year, property tax payment can be confusing to the purchaser 
if the solicitor does not communicate all the terms and conditions or the purchaser does not 
understand all the terms and conditions. 

We assume, without having the documents at our disposal, that, in the statement of adjustments 
prepared by the solicitor in this transaction, a tax adjustment was made crediting Mr. Colquhoun 
with the vendor's share of the property taxes. This credit should have been for 5/12 of the 1993 
taxes, assuming that the stated June 1, 1993, possession date is accurate. When the adjustment 
is made, it then becomes the responsibility of the purchaser to pay the taxes, logically, because 
the vendor has paid his share to the purchaser. As stated, the purchaser may not have understood 
the situation or possibly was not apprised of the situation. At any rate, the taxes were not paid 
on time, and consequently the penalty was levied. 

Revised tax notices are not mailed to new owners when property is sold, and, in this case, even 
if they were, would not have been received in time because notification from Land Titles Office 
was not received until June 25, 1993. 

RECOMMENDATION 

We sympathize with the purchaser of the property, but respectfully recommend that the 
penalty not be~ reduced or cancelled. Perhaps the purchaser should discuss this situation 
with the solicitor who did the legal work, in an effort to resolve the situation. 

l2/;t;-vt~~.~-
( 

Al Knight, A.M.A.A. 
City Assessor 

AK/ngl 

c.c. Director of Finance 
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Commissioners' Comments 

We concur with the recommendation of the City Assessor. As Council is aware 
under normal circumstances all tax adjustments are made at the point of purchase 
through the legal transaction involved in transferring title of the property. Hundreds of 
properties exchange hands in the community under these conditions each year and on 
the odd occasion a purchaser is not made aware of the situation by his realtor or his 
lawyer. While1 we sympathize with the difficulty Mr. Colquhoun has experienced, the 
situation is not different from many other land transactions in the community and we 
cannot support an exception in this instance. 

"G. SURKAN" 
Mayor 

"M.C. DAY" 
City Commissioner 



. TO: 

FROM: 

DATE 21 11 as 

D DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVICES 

D DIRECTOR OF ENGINEERING SERVICES 

GJ DIRECTOR OF FINANCIAL SERVICES 

D BYLAWS & INSPECTIONS MANAGER 

GJ CITY ASSESSOR 

D COMPUTER SERVICES MANAGER 

D ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGER 

D E.L & P. MANAGER 

D ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT MANAGER 

D FIRE CHIEF . 

D PARKS MANAGER 

D PERSONNEL MANAGER 

D PUBLIC WORKS MANAGER 

D A.C.M.P. INSPECTOR 

D RECREATION & CULTURE MANAGER 

D SOCIAL PLANNING MANAGER 

D TRANSIT MANAGER 

D TREASURY SERVICES MANAGER 

D PRINCIPAL PLANNER 

D CITY SOLICITOR 

D-------

CITY CLERK 

RE: Harry B. Colquhoun - Tax Penalty 

Please submit comments on the attached to this office by -=9.;;;..3...;.;M-.ov:.....=1s;;..._ __ _ 

for the Councill Agenda of _93_No_v_2_2_. __ _ 

l. 



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

City Clerk's Dcpaitmcnt (403) 342-8132 

November 23, 1993 

Mr. Harry 8. Colquhoun 
35 Rutherford Close 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4P 3L 1 

Dear Mr. Colquhoun: 

RE: PROPERTY TAX PENALTY $143.42 I ROLL 14-3-3220 

FILE No. 

FAX: (403) 346·8195 

I would advise that your letter of October 29, 1993 pertaining to the above subject matter 
was considered at the Council Meeting of November 22, 1993 and at which meeting 
Council passe,d the following motion denying your request: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer hereby agrees that the 
request from Harry 8. Colquhoun for a refund of a property tax penalty in 
the amount of $143.42 be not approved and as recommended to Council 
November 22, 1993." 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information and I am also 
enclosing herewith the administrative comment which appeared on the agenda relative 
to same (pages 114 and 115}. 

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

CS/cir 
Encls. 

cc: Director of Financial Services 
City Assessor 



STACEY, IAWSON 
ASSOCIATES LTD. 
Wayne A Stacey, P.Eng. 
Robert D.F. Lawson, P.Eng. 

NO. 3 

4 November 1993 

Charlie Sevcik 
City Clerk''s Office 
City of Red Deer 
4914 - 48th Ave 
Red Deer AB T4N 3T4 

Dear Mr. SE~vcik: 
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I· r r• 
l•,; .... 

5-1420 Youville Drive 
Ottawa, Ontario, Canada 
KlC 783 
TEL: (613) 830-6985 
FAX: (613) 830-8124 

Re: Proposed New TV Transmitter Installation at Red Deer, 
Alberta: The Alberta Channel Inc. 

Under provisions of Industry & Science Canada's Broadcast 
Procedures and Rules, Part IV, Section C-5.5.2, we are required 
to give notification to the City of Red Deer that our client, the 
Alberta Channel Inc, has applied to the federal authorities to 
for permission to establish a new TV broadcasting transmitter 
within your zoning jurisdiction. Before implementing the 
facilitiesJr the applicant will require a broadcasting licence 
from the CRTC and a broadcasting technical certificate from 
Industry & Science Canada. 

A map showing the proposed transmitter site is enclosed (Fig. 
14). The antenna will be attached to the side of the existing 
CBC broadcasting tower, already located at that site. The 
proposed installations will not substantially alter the 
appearance of the tower or the site itself. A sketch of the 
antenna elevations is included as Figure 9. 

We are further required to advise the City of Red Deer that the 
operation of this broadcasting facility will produce a signal 
level in excess of 115 dBu within a certain area near the 
transmitter site, as shown on the enclosed Figure 14. Within 
this area, radio receivers and other radiofrequency devices may 
malfunction in the presence of strong signals emanating from the 
proposed transmitter. Should there be any valid complaints of 
interference to radio frequency devices within the area 
described, the Alberta Channel Inc would be responsible for 
correcting them. A list of complaints that would not be 
considered valid is attached for your information. 

. .. 2/ 

Regulatory Affairs • Broadcast Consulting Engineering • Government Relations 
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Please be advised as well of the following: 

1. In areas where broadcast signals are stronq, overload­
ing problems can sometimes occur in consumer electronic 
devices, as a result of design limitations, including 
inadequate or improper shielding. If there are 
complaints of this nature from outside the area 
described above, but within the station's service 
contour, the applicant is required to provide advice to 
complainants and suggest remedial actions. 

2. If the City of Red Deer were to permit future building 
development to occur within the previously-described 
115 dBu contour, the applicant would not be required 
under federal regulations to take any action to correct 
complaints, but may agree to do so voluntarily. 

If the City of Red Deer has any comments regarding this proposal, 
a written response should be made to the Edmonton District Office 
of Industry & Science Canada. The address of this office is 
provided on the attached sheet. 

If you have any questions about the proposed facilities, or the 
contents of this letter, please feel free to contact us. 

Yours truly, 

Wayne A. Stacey, P.Eng 

cc. Mr. Bill Dormer, Broadcasting Regulation Branch, ISC Ottawa 
District Manager, Industry & Science Canada - Edmonton 
Mr. A. Stuart Craig, the Alberta Channel Inc. 
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Sharing of Responsibility ~ 

Within the 120 dBu contour of co-located or near co-located TV stations on channels 2-6 
inclusive, or within the 115 dBu contour of TV stations on channels 7..fJ9 inclusive, should a 
new station experience problems of overloading, blanketing or IM interference or cause such 
problems to the reception of other broadcasting stations, all stations involved shall assume their 
appropriate share of the responsibility to remedy such problems. 

, List of Complaints Judged Not Valid bv 
the Department of Communications 

The following list identifies the types of complaints judged not yalid by the Department and for 
which the broadcaster is not responsible for remedial action: 

(a) where the complaint is attributed to the use of a malfunctioning or mistuned receiver 
or an improperly installed or defective antenna system; 

(b) where the complaint involves non-radio frequency devices such as computers, 
microprocessors, calculators, audio or video tape reco11ders, record or disc players, 
electronic organs, telephones, hi-fi amplifiers, garage door openers, etc.; 

(c) where the complaint is attributed to the desired signal being received at a location 
outside the coverage area of the station; 

(d) 

(e) 

where the complaint is attributed to the desired signal not being favourably reeeived 
because of adverse local propagation conditions or building penetration losses; 

where the complaint involves the reception of signals originating from outside of 
Canada; 

(t) where the complaint involves the malfunction of radio frequency devices that are 
located inside the 120 dBu contour for TV Channels 2-6 inclusive, or inside the 
115 dBu contour for TV Channels 7-69 inclusive, if the devices were introduced 
within the contour after the station started operating with the new facilities; 

(g) where the complaint involves a high gain receiving wenna and/or an antenna booster 
amplifier intended for reception of distant stations which, as a consequence, overloads 
the receiver or creates intermodulation in the amplifier output; 

(h) where the complaint~is attributed to overload interference in radio receivers that are 
located outside the 120 dBu contour for Channels 2-6 inclusive, or outside the 
115 dBu contour for Channels 7-69 inclusive· 

. ' 
(i) h th w ~re e .complaint is attributed to the reception of a first-adjacent TV channel 

~tat1on which, under normal allotment criteria, is not fully protected from 
mterference; 

(j) wh~re the .complaint is attributed to the reception of a second-adjacent TV channel 
station which has .1<:88 .than ?rade A signal strength, providing the applicant's site has 
~n chosen to rmnnm.ze !his problem (typical receivers cannot reject a strong local 
signal when tuned to receive a weak adjacent channel station); 

(k) an~ other complaint which, in the judgement of the Department, is considered !!Qt 
vahd. 
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RED DEER 
REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION 

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

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Charles Sevcik, 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: November 10, 1993 

RE: PROPOSED NEW TV TRANSMITTER INSTALLATION AT RED DEER, AB; 
THE: ALBERTA CHANNEL INC. 

The applicant is proposing to install a new TV transmitter which would be attached to the side of the 
existing CBC broadcasting tower located in the NE 32-38-28-4, which is approximately 4Yz miles west 
of the City (see attached plan). 

The new transmitter will produce a signal level in excess of 115 dBu (radio frequency signal strength) 
up to a certain distance (contour). This signal level of 115 dBu, as plotted on the attached plan, may 
cause interference to electronic devices. The 115 dBu contour ends at approximately 2 miles from the 
City and should not create any problems for the City now or in the future as we do not anticipate the 
City to expand westwards in the foreseeable future. 

Planning staff has taken the liberty of forwarding a copy of the proposal to the County of Red Deer, 
the municipality responsible for the development and zoning around the transmitter site. 

Sincerely, 

FW/eam 

cc. Lome McLeod, County of Red Deer 
Director of Community Services 
Economic Development Manager 
Fire Chief 
R.C.M.P. Inspector 

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

Director of Engineering Services 
Bylaws & Inspectionc; Manager 

E.L. & P. Manager 
Public Works Manager 

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 m:D 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 PENHOL.D •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 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 MOO~I 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 LAKE 
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DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

November 12, 1993 

City Clerk 

Fire Chief 

123 

ALBERTA CHANNEL INC. -
NEW TV BROADCASTING TRANSMITTER 

The proposed new TV transmitter is co-located on an existing CBC transmission 
tower west of the City, and south of Highway 11. 

As the existing facility has not caused transmission problems for City owned mobile 
or portable radios the new facility should not either. 

R. Oscroft 
Fire Chief 

RO/dd 
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FILE: gord\memos\alta-tv.cc 
DATE: November 15, 1993 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: Public Works Manager 

RE: ALaERTA CHANNEL INC. - NEW TV BROADCASTING TRANSMITTER 

The proposed tower site is within the County of Red Deer, approximately 4 miles west 
of The City of Red Deer. 

Provided we can receive assurances that the signal from this tower will not affect the 
radio commun~cation system of The City of Red Deer, we have no objections to this site. 

~-~ 
- Gordon Ste~¥. Eng. 

Public Works Manager 

/blm 

c Director of Community Services 
Director of Engineering Services 
Bylaws & Inspections Manager 
Economic Development Manager 
E.L. & P. Manager 
Fire Chief 
R.C.M.P. Inspector 
Principal Planner 
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DATE: 10 November 1993 FILE NO. 93-1610 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: Bylaws and Inspections Manager 

RE: ALBERT A CHANNEL INC. 

In response to your memo concerning the above, the map included with the application does not 
give us enough information to locate the transmitter; however, as the application is to attach this 
equipment to an existing tower, we would not object to the proposal. 

Yours truly, 

/UL= 
R. Strader 
Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
BUILDING INSPECTION DEPARTMENT 

RS/vs 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

126 

15 NOV 93 

CITY CLERK - C. SEVCIK 

OIC RED DEER CITY RCMP - INSP. R.L BEATON 

ALBERTA CHANNEL INC. -
NEW TV BROADCASTING TRANSMITTER: 

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

In reply to your correspondence of November 9, 1993, I hav~ reviewed Mr. Wayne 
STACEY's letter with our Regional Informatics NCO and h$ assures me that the 
installation of the new TV Transmitter will not have any affect on our police radio system. 
Therefore, we have no objection to the Installation of the TV Transmitter. 

-
-7,?-----~---

J,_, /' ) 
-~di}{_ ---~ 
1"/J / 

{R.L. BEAtON) lnsp. 
0. i/c Red Deer City Detachment 
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DATE: November 10, 1993 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: E. L. & P. Manager 

RE: Alberta Channel Inc. - New TV Broadcasting Transmitter 

The proposed new TV Transmitter installation near Red Deer may have some effect on the 
operation of The City's radio system. 

I would suggest that The City of Red Deer should register this concern iwith Industry and Science 
Canada and, furthermore, that Industry and Science Canada should require the applicant to 
conduct a study into our concern prior to a license being issued. 

A. Roth, 
Manager 

AR/jjd 
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Commissioners' Comments 

We concur with the recommendations of the E.L. & P. Manager that the City 
register a concern with Industry and Science Canada and reque1st that the applicant be 
required to conduct a study addressing our concern prior to the issuance of a license. 
We have recently upgraded our communication system, partly because the old system 
was obsolete, but also to improve our reception in certain areas where reception was 
poor which manifests itself at times of emergency. Having upgraded the system at 
considerable expense to overcome this deficiency, we nee1d assurance that the 
introduction of this transmitter will not reduce the quality of our reception with the new 
system. 

"G. SURKAN" 
Mayor 

"M.C. DAY" 
City Commissioner 



TO: 

FROM: 

DA1rE November 9, 1993 

0 DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVICtS 

0 DIRECTOR OF ENGINEERING SERVICES 

D DIRECTOR OF FINANCIAL SERVICES 

Q] BYLAWS & INSPECTIONS MANAGER: 

D CITY ASSESSOR 

D COMPUTER SERVICES MANAGER 

[!] ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGeR 

~ E.L. & P. MANAGER 

D ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT MANAGER 

[!] FIRE CHIEF 

D PARKS MANAGER 

D PERSONNEL MANAGER 

0 PUBLIC WORKS MANAGER 

0 R.C.M.P. INSPECTOR 

D RECREATION & CULTURE MANAGEIR 

D SOCIAL PLANNING MANAGER 

D TRANSIT MANAGER 

D TREASURY SERVICES MANAGER 

[2J PRINCIPAL PLANNER 

D CITY SOLICl~OR 

D-------

CITY CLERK 

RE: ALBERTA CHANNEL INC. - NEW TV BROADCASTING TRANSMITTER 

Please submit comments on the attached to this office by __.....N+ov:.....:.·---=1:....:.5 ___ _ 

for the Council Agenda of _N_o_v_. _2_21_9_3 __ _ 

l. 
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DATE: November 15, 1993 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: Director of Engineering Services 

RE: ALBERT A CHANNEL INC. 
NEW TV BROADCASTING TRANSMITTER 

BCI 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

November 10, 1993 

CHARLIE SEVCIK 
City Clerk 

CRAIG CURTIS 
Director of Community Services 

CS-4.204 

RE: ALBERTA CHANNEL INC. NEW TV BROADCASiTING TRANSMITTER 
Your memo of November 9, 1993 refers. 

I have discussed this with the Social Planning, Parks and Recreation & Culture Managers 
and we have no comments from a Community Services perspe¢tive. 

:ad 



TO: 

FROM: 

DATE rwvember 9, 1993 

0 DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVICES 

0 DIRECTOR OF ENGINEERING SERVllCES 

D DIRECTOR OF FINANCIAL SERVICE$ 

0 BYLAWS & INSPECTIONS MANAGER 

D CITY ASSESSOR 

D COMPUTER SERVICES MANAGER 

G] ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGIER 

~ E.L. & P. MANAGER 

D ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT MANAGER 

G] FIRE CHIEF 

D PARKS MANAGER 

D PERSONNEL MANAGER 

0 PUBLIC WORKS MANAGER 

0 R.C.M.P. INSPECTOR 

D RECREATION & CULTURE MANAGEffi 

D SOCIAL PLANNING MANAGER. 'j 

D TRANSIT MANAGER 

D TREASURY SERVICES MANAGER 

[!]PRINCIPAL PLANNER 

D CITY SOLICITOR 

D--------

CITY CLERK 

RE: ALBERTA CHANNEL INC. - NEW TV BROADCASTING TRANSMITTER 

Please submit comments on the attached to this office by Nov. 15 

for the Council Agenda of _N_o_v _. _2_21_9_3 __ _ /0 /Cc jEVCIK 
c/;~1erk 
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Addresses and Telephone Numbers of· 
Regional and District Offices - ..I cs.c_ 

PRAIRIES AND NORTHWEST TERRITORIES REGION 

Winnipeg Edmonton 

Manitoba District Office District Office 
Room 200 1610 Canada Place 
386 Broadway 9700 Jasper Avenue 
Winnipeg, Man. Edmonton, Alta. 
R3C3Y9 T5J 4C3 
(204) 983-5590 (403) 495-2470 
Facsimile: (204) 983-3182 Facsimile: (403) 495-6501 

Brandon C.Slgary 

Suh-office District Office 
Room 201 Room 820 
153 - 11th Street 220 Fourth Avenue S.E. 
Brandon, Man. Calgary, Alta. 
R7AOP7 T2G4X3 
(204) 726-7583 (403) 292-4207 
Facsimile: (204) 726-7539 Facsimile: (403) 292-4295 

Saskatoon Grande Prairie 

District Office District Office 
Room 1150 8th Floor 
606 Spadina Crescent East 9909- 102nd Streeit 
Sac;katoon, Sask. Grande Prairie, Alta. 
S7K3H1 T8V2V4 
(306) 975-4893 (403) 532-3533 
Facsimile: (306) 975-4231 Facsimile: (403) 538-3250 

Regina Yellowknire 

District Office District Office 
Room 1020 Precambrian Building, 10th Floor 
2002 Victoria A venue P.O. Box 2700 
Regina, Sask. Yellowknife, N.W.T. 
S4POR7 X1A 2R1 
(306) 780-5007 (403) 920-6603 
Facsimile: (306) 780-6506 Facsimile: (403) 920-6601 

7 

RIC-66 



FILE No. 

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

City Clerk's Department (403) 342-8132 

November 23, 1993 

Industry and Science Canada 
District Office 1610, Canada Place 
9700 Jasper Avenue 
Edmonton, Alberta 
TSJ 4C3 

Dear Sir/Madam: 

FAX: (403) 346·6195 

RE: PROPOSED NEW T.V. TRANSMITTER INSTALLATION AT RED DEER, 
ALBERTA: THE ALBERTA CHANNEL INC. 

We have received notification from Stacey, Lawson Associates Ltd., on behalf of their 
client, The Alberta Channel Inc., of an aJPplication to the Federal ,Authorities for permission 
to establish a new T.V. broadcasting transmitter in the Red Deer area. 

Council of the City of Red Deer, at its meeting held on Novemlber 22, 1993, considered 
this matter with the following motion being passed: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered 
correspondence from Stacey Lawson Associates Ltd. re: Proposed New 
T.V. Transmitter Installation at Red Deer, Alberta; The Alberta Channel Inc., 
hereby agrees that as the proposed new T.V. transmittler installation may 
have some effect on the operation of the City's radio system, the City 
register this concern with Industry and Science Canada with the request 
that the applicant be required to conduct a study addressing our concern, 
prior to the issuance of a license." 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your iinformation and I am also 
enclosing herewith all material which was presented on the November 22nd Council 
agenda (pages 116 - 128). 

. .. I 2 

(!j'j';;tr ..st ReD·DeeR 
=---



Industry and Science Canada 
Page 2 
November 23, 1993 

We thank you for the opportunity to comment on this application and trust that you will 
give appropriate consideration to the concern expressed by Council with the request that 
the applicant undertake a study addressing the City's concerns prior to the issuance of 
a license. 

CS/cir 
Encls. 

cc: City Commissioners 
Fire Chief 
Public Works Manager 
Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
lnsp. Beaton 
E. L. & P. Manager 

Stacey, Lawson Associates Ltd. 
5, 142.0 Youville Drive 
Ottawa, Ontario 
K1C 783 
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NO. 4 

November 1, 1993 

City Clerk 
4914-48 Avenue, Box 5008 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 3T4 

I arn writing this letter to canplain about the increase in 

the parking rates that have been applied to the Knox Presbyterian 

Church located at 4718 Ross Street, Red Deer, Alberta. 

The Church was renting 3 lots that are located irrmediately 

west of it in a City Parking Lot. The rental in 1992 was $30.00 

per stall for a total of $90.00 for the three. 

A letter was received by the Church in December, 1992, that the 

rates would be increased to $50.00 per stall for a total of $150.00 

for the three stalls. This is an increase of 60% which I think is 

unrealistic. I am enclosing a list of properties that are presently 

being rented by Empire Parking Inc. in the downtown properties that 

they lease privately. 

As you will note, the only 2 properties that are renting for 

$50. 00 pE~r stall are located in the downtown core. 

The three lots that are the most canparable to the Church parking 

lots are the Old Tomboy's lot which is south of the Remand Centre, 

the Church is north of it and these stalls rent for $30.00 per month. 

The Associate Clinic, which is closer to the downtown core, rents 

for $30.00 per stall and 4815-47 Avenue, next to the Red Deer Daycare 

Centre, is also $30. 00 per stall. 
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I cannot possibly understand the Parking Carrnissions theory 

that a canparable rental for the Church should be $50.00 :per stall. 

I contacted Mr. Doug Kutinsky regarding the Churches parking and 

the only reason I received was that we were fortunate to be able 

to get parking so close to the church so it should be worth $50.00 

:per stall. 

Unfortunately, this theory does not ap:pear to have any reasoning 

or canparable pro:perties to back up this increase, so we are ap:pealing 

the decision to the Council. 

As the Church cannot afford to pay the additional increase, 

they have been forced to give up one stall, which they require. 

I have checked around the City of Red Deer for lot rentals 

and finnly believe the Church is being overcharged. 

Therefore, it is my opjnion that a fair market rental for the 3 stalls 

would still be $90.00 :per month. 

A 60!~ increase is unreasonable but if an increase has to be made I 

am sure the Church would be willing to accept a 10% increase because! 

the parking is close to the Church as the Parking Carrnission stated .. 

This would increase the cost to $99.00 rounded to $100.00 :per month 

for three stalls. 

In my estimation this would be satisfactory to the Church and 

should be satisfactory to the Parking Carrnission. 

Another argurrEnt, or I should say concession, that should be 

considered when deciding about the rental rate is the island that 
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was placed directly in front of the Church when Ross Street was 

realigned. Because of this island, if a funeral is held at the 

Church, the 2 funeral cars no longer have roan to park in front 

of the Church. There is now only roan for one and the other is 

parked in the parking lot which is very inconvenient. The Church 

is mt asking for canpensation for this but as we lost this parking 

facility in front of the Church, we should get sane consideration 

in our other parking. 

c.c Mr. Doug Kutinsky 
c.c. Parking Carrnission 



Lor• 
LOT 10: 
LOT t4: 
LOT 15: 
LOT 21 : 
LOT 23: 
LOT 24: 
LOT 25: 
LOT 26: 
LOT 27: 
LOT 28: 
LOT 29: 
LOT 30 ~ 
LOT 31 : 
LOT 32 :. 
LOT 33: 
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EMPIRE P~ARKING INC. 

LOCATION AND RATES FOR DOWNTOWN PARKING 
CONTACT 347-1990 

SECURED R.V. PARKING AND STORAGE AVALIABLE 
CONTACT 342-4110 SOUTH 

OR 342-5292 NORTH 

DOWNTOWN 
PARKING 

ADDRESS LANDMARKS MONTHLY RA TE DAY RATE 
5115 -48 STREET BEHIND BUMPER TO BUMPER 25 00 
5028 ROSS STREET NE~T TO MINUTE MUFFLER 50 00 
5109 - 39 STREET SOUTH Of HOSPIT Al 14 00 
BAY I ZELLERS LOT BEHIND STC~ES 50 00 3 75" 
4124 GAETZ AVENUE BESIDE DAIRY OUEEN 27 50 1 50 
4616-50TH AVENUE BESIDE THE CASINO 27 50 
47TH ST & 52ND AVE BEHIND CENTRAL T .V. 19 00 
4815 - 47TH AVENUE BESIDE RED DEER DAYCARE 30 00 
4716 0AETZ A VENUE BESIDE HOORl:S 35 00. 
4733 - 49TH STREET OLD TOMBOYS LOT 30 00 
4824-51 STREET BEHIND PARSONS CLINIC 35 00 
51ST AVE & 52ND ST. BEHIND TURBO I BOWLADROME 27 50 2 25 
4921 - 55TH STREET ACROSS FROM THE GREEN APPLE 2000 
4822 - 52 STREET BY FLETCHER'S PRINTING 35 00 
4BTH ST ~4BTH AVE BY AS SOCIA TE CLINIC 30 00 2 00 
MONTHLY RA TES SUBJECT TO 6ST. •PREPAID RATE 
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DATE: 9 November 1993 FILE NO. 93-1610 

TO: City Clerk 

FROM: Bylaws and Inspections Manager 

RE: KNOX PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH 

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

The Parking Administrator has outlined the history of how lease rates for leasing of stalls was 
determined and background on the churches lease of stalls. Several points should be emphasized: 

1. The Parking Commission, when deciding lease rates made a decision to set rates at or 
above rates charged in the private sector. This was done to encourage the private sector 
to develop off-street parking, enabling the Parking Commission to concentrate on 
providing parking in the core area of the City. 

2. The primary purpose of City owned parking spaces is to provide space for short term 
parking. When leased stalls are provided, especially in the core area, then a premium 
price should be assessed to these units. 

Mr. Haldane's argument that there is cheaper parking available is correct; however, it is not as 
convenient as the parking provided by the City, almost at the door of the church. If the church 
wishes to lease stalls at a cheaper rate, but not as convenient to them, there are spaces available 
in lots further from their site. 

The lease prices are consistent with similar privately owned lots, leasing is a convenience that 
should command a premium price and the spaces are convenient to the church site. Also,. the land 
the parking lot is located on has been for sale in smaller parcels for a number of years, with very 
few persons buying. 

Recommendation: That the lease prices not be changed. 

RS/vs 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 
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8 November 1993 

Bylaws & Inspections Manager 

Parking Administrator 

KNOX PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH 
LOT PS ST ALL LEASE 

FILE NO. 93-1610 

Mr. William Haldane, in his November 1, 1993 letter is expressing his concerns regarding the 
rate charged for the stalls leased by the Knox Presbyterian Church in the City's P8 parking lot 
and the lack of parking available for church functions such as funerals. 

The following are the chronological events dealing with the establishment of the current lease 
rates. 

1. February 13, 1978 - Council approved a lease with Knox Presbyterian for 1 stall in the 
City's P8 lot at $25.00/stall/month. 

2. March 1, 1982 ·- Council approved lease rates at $30.00/stall/month. 

3. October 15, 1991 - Council approved a lease of 8 stalls in the City's P8 to Century 21 
for $35.00 + OST/stall/month .. 

4. December 12, 1991 - Knox Presbyterian requested to lease 3-4 stalls. 

5. January 15, 1992 - The Parking Commission recommended leasing Knox Presbyterian 4 
stalls in the City's P8 lot for $35.00 + OST/stall/month. 

6. February 18, 1992 - City Council approved leasing Knox Presbyterian 3 stalls in the 
City's P8 lot for $35.00 +OST/stall/month. 

7. October 21, 1992 -The Parking Commission, having reviewed the parking stall lease rates 
and given consideration to the concern that the City was providing leased stalls at the 
door of businesses cheaper than those of the private sector, recommended to City Council 
that all leased stall rates be $50.00 + OST/stall/month. 

8. February 12, 1993 - Knox Presbyterian was notified that City Council had approved the 
1993 budget, which endorsed the Parking Commission recommendation to increase all 
parking stall lease rates to $50/stall/month. 

9. June 17, 1993 - The Board of Managers of Knox Presbyterian Church wrote the Parking 
Administrator to inform the City they would like to lease only two (2) stalls, starting July 
1, 1993. 



KNOX PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH 
November g, 1993 
Page 2 
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The Parking Administration and Commission have maintained a commitment to provide short 
term and day parking options for the customers and visitors doing business Downtown. Monthly 
parking passes have been offered on lots on the periphery of Downtown satisfy the parking 
requirements of Downtown employees. 

The city is currently leasing stalls in only one parking lot (the pg lot behind Gaetz United Church 
and adjacent to Knox Presbyterian Church). Two (2) stalls are being leased to Knox 
Presbyterian. The stalls are located just outside their side entrance. Eight (g) stalls are being 
leased to Century 21. These stalls are located adjacent to the back door at the rear of their 
office. 

The concern that the lease rates are out of line do not consider that the stalls leased are located 
right outside the door in a high demand area, located next to 4g Avenue and Ross Street and the 
rate is consistent with the $50.00 + OST rate charged by Empire Paarking (see attached) in Lot 
14 (502g Ross Street) and Lot 21 (Bay/Zeller's Lot). 

In response to the concern about unavailable on-street parking for church functions such as 
funerals. The City has always allowed the churches Downtown to barricade off stalls required 
free of charge and Bylaw enforcement is relaxed in the area when a funeral is being conducted. 
Knox Presbyterian has been allowed to barricade off stalls required adjacent to the church in the 
City's pg lot. 

Yours truly, 

L 
j 

Doug W. Kutinsky 
Parking Administrator 
BYLAWS & INSPECTIONS DEPARTMENT 

DWK/vs 
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LOT 10: 
LOT 14: 
LOT 15: 
LOT 21 : 
LOT 23: 
Lor 24: 
Lor 25: 
LOT 26 ! 
LOT 27: 
LOT 28: 
LOT 29: 
LOT 30: 
LOT 31 : 
LOT 32 : .. 
LOT 33: 
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EMPIRE P~ARKING INC. 

LOCATION AND RATES FOR DOWNTOWN PARKING 
CONTACT 347-1990 

SECURED R.V. PARKING AND STORAGE AV.A.LIABLE 
CONTACT 342-4110 SOUTH 

OR 342-5292 NORTH 

DOWNTOWN 
PARKING 

ADDRESS LAHDHARKS MOHTHL Y RATE DAY RATE 
5115 -46 STREET BEHIND BUMPER TO BUMPER 25 00 
5028 ROSS STREET NE~T TO MINUTE MUFFLER 50 00 
5109 - 39 STREET SOUTH OF HOSPITAL 14 00 
BAY I ZELLERS LOT BEHIND ST<~ES 50 00 3 75 11 

4124 GAETZ AVENUE BESIDE DAIRY QUEEN 27 50 1 50 
4616 - SOrH AVENUE BESIDE THE CASINO 27 50 
47rH ST 8.. 52ND AVE BEHIND CENTRAL T.V. 19 00 
4815 - 47TH AVENUE BESIDE RED DEER DAVCARE 30 00 
4716 GAETZ AVENUE BESIDE MOORES 35 00 
4733 - 49TH STREET OLD TOMBOYS LOT 30 00 
4824-5 t STREET BEHIND PARSONS CLINIC 35 00 
5 IST AVE & 52ND ST. BEHIND TURBO I BO'w'LADRCX1E 27 50 2 25 
4921 - 55TH STREET ACROSS FRCX1 THE GREEN APPLE 2000 
4822 - 52 STREET BY FLETCHER'S PRINTING 35 00 
4BTH ST ~48TH AVE BY ASSOC IA Tt CLINIC 30 00 2 00 
HONTllLY RA TES SUBJECT TO GST. •PREPAID JtATE 



138 

Commissioners' Comments 

Technically speaking, Mr. Haldane is correct that our lease rate for the stalls in 
question is above the rate for others which might be considered comparable - such as 
those behind the Parsons Clinic. As pointed out by the Bylaws & Inspections Manager, 
our current policy allows for us to charge at a rate higher than current private rates for 
premium locations, given the fact that we are not in the competitive business of providing 
lease parking and are only dealing with the disposal of some residual properties. 

For these reasons, we concur with the recommendation of the Bylaws & 
Inspections Manager. An alternate would be to move the rate to the $35.00 rate which 
is comparable to the lot behind the Parsons Clinic. We would then have to offer the 
same rate to Century 21 who are currently leasing the other eig1ht stalls in the area. 

"G. SURKAN" 
Mayor 

"M.C. DAY" 
City Commissioner 



TO: 

FROM: 

DATE 93 NOV 02 

D DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVICES 

D DIRECTOR OF ENGINEERING SERVllCES 

GJ DIRECTOR OF FINANCIAL SERVICE$ 

GJ BYLAWS & INSPECTIONS MANAGER 

D CITY ASSESSOR 

D COMPUTER SERVICES MANAGER 

D ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT MANAGER 

D E.L. & P. MANAGER 

D ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT MAN.AJGER 

D FIRE CHIEF 

D PARKS MANAGER 

D PERSONNEL MANAGER 

D PUBLIC WORKS MANAGER 

D R.C.M.P. INSPECTOR 

D RECREATION & CULTURE MANAGER 

D SOCIAL PLANNING MANAGER 

D TRANSIT MANAGER 

D TREASURY SERVICES MANAGER 

D PRINCIPAL PLANNER 

D CITY SOLICITOR 

~ PARKING ADMINISTRATOR, D. KUTINSKY 

**NOTE:: It may be possible that this can be resolved 
administratively but we are circulating it for 
comments in the event it has to go to Council. 

CITY CLERK 

RE: KNOX PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH - Lease of Parking Stalls 

Please submit comments on the attached to this office by -=N=-ov"'-=1"""s ____ _ 

for the Council Agenda of _N_o_v_2_2 ____ _ l.b 
ChY Clerk 



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

City Clerk's Department (403) 342-8132 

November 2, 1993 

Haldane Appraisals Co. Ltd. 
2nd Floor, 4920 Gaetz Avenue 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 4A8 

Att: Mr. William J. Haldane 

Dear Sir: 

FAX: (403) 346·6195 

RE: KNOX PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH· INCREASE IN PARKING RATES 

FILE No. 

I wish to acknowledge with thanks your letter of November 1, 1993, concerning the 
increase in parking rates that have been applied to the Knox Presbyterian Church located 
at #4718 Ross Street, Red Deer, Alberta. 

It may be possible that your concern might be resolved administratively, however, we 
have circulated same for comment in the event it has to go to Council for resolution. In 
the event it is necessary to refer the matter to Council, the item would appear on the 
November 22, 1993 agenda. 

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

Sincerely, 

CS/cir 



. .,,, ,, ' 

DATE: NOVEMBER 23, 1993 

TO: 

FROM: 

BYLAWS AND INSPECTIONS MANAGER 

CITY CLERK 

RE: PARKING STALL RATES· 
PARKING LOT ADJACENT KNOX PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH 

At the Council meeting of November 22, 1993 the following resolution was passed by 
Council pertaining to the rates charged for leasing of parking stalls in the lot referred to 
above: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered 
correspondence from Mr. William J. Haldane pertaining to the parking rates 
applied for the lease of parking stalls to the Knox Presbyterian Church, 
4718 Ross Street, hereby agrees that the rates in this parking lot be 
changed back to $35.00 per stall." 

The decision of Council in this instance is submitted for your information and appropriate 
action. 

ve any questions please do not hesitate to contact the undersigned. 

CS/cir 

cc: Director of Financial Services 
Parking Administrator 
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THE CITY OF RED DEER 
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEER, ALBERTA T4N 3T4 

City Clerk's Dcpanmcnt (403) 342-8132 

November 23, 1993 

Haldane Appraisals Co. Ltd. 
2, 4920 Gaetz Avenue 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 4A8 

Att: Mr. William J. Haldane: 

Dear Sir: 

RE: KNOX PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH - PARKING RATES 

FILE No • 

FAX:(403)348-6195 

Your letter of November 1, 1993 regarding the increase in parking rates applied to the Knox 
Presbyterian Church, located at 4718 Ross Street, received consideration at the Council Meeting 
of November 2:2, 1993 and at which meeting Council passed the following motion: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer, having considered 
correspondence from Mr. William J. Haldane pertaining to the parking rates applied 
for the lease of parking stalls to the Knox Presbyterian Church, 4718 Ross Street, 
hereby agrees that the rates in this parking lot be changed back to $35.00 per 
stall." 

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

We thank you for your presentation in this instance and by way of a copy of this letter we are 
re sting the Parking Administrator to adjust the lease rates as per Council's resolution. 

CS/cir 

cc: Director of Financial Services 
Bylaws and Inspections Manager 
Parking Administrator 
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PETITIONS & DELEGATIONS 

NO. 1 August 31, 1993 

Dear Mrs. Surkan: 

I wrote to you previously on August 23rd. 1993, pertaining 

to our problem in the Pines Subdivision. 

Attached please find a PETITION from residents who dwell 

SOUTH of the Laneway where the barricade was removed. 

I received an excellent response from everyone I approached 

in the concerned area. 

I have also listed several incidents which have occurred in 

this same area. 

24 Page Ave. 

26 Page Ave. = 

34 Page /l.ve. 

36 Page Ave. 

180 Pamely Ave. 

Your~~ruly, ~· / 
' ' ... , . • c ~- (._~,.J ~. /. 

Joari oek 
24 Page Ave. 
346-1876 

-

Twice tried to syphon gas tank last fall. 
two lawn chairs stolen in back yard (one week old) 
(happened in July/93) 
Motion light in back installed last fall. 

Car window on passenger side smashed. 

Vandalism with truck 

Car broken into - have now installed three 
motion lights in back yard. 

Owner away on holidays from Aug.6th. for two 
weeks. House was broken into while they were 
away and everything stolen that the thieves 
could carry. 
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PETITION 

THIS PETITION IS BEING COMPILED WITH REGARD TO THE BARRICADE 
THAT WAS REMOVED AT THE 11 SOUTH1' END OF THE LANEWAY BEHIND 
PAGE AVENUE IN THE PINES SUBDIVISION. 

THE UNDERSIGNED ARE REQUESTING THAT THIS BARRICADE BE 
INSTA1LED AGAIN DUE TO THE FOLLOWING REASONS. 

l. TRAFFIC HAS INCREASED TO A HIGH LEVEL, DAY & NIGHT. 

2. NOISE LEVEL HAS ALSO INCREASED, ESPECIALLY AT NIGHT. 

3. THERE HAVE BEEN SEVERAL CASES OF THEFT AND VANDALISM 
SINCE THE LANEWAY WAS OPENED. 

4. CONDITION OF LANEWAY IS DEPLORABLE IN THIS AREA, LACK 
OF GRAVEL, LOTS OF POTHOLES, DUE MAINLY TO INCREASE IN 
TRAFFIC. 

THESE SIGNATURES ARE FROM RESIDENTS 11 SOUTH 11 OF THE BARRICADE ONLY 
AS THESE ARE THE PEOPLE CONCERNED WITH THE ABOVE. 

a_L+-J#J 
[/24 Page Ave. -

Lot 16, Block 7, Plan 7520506 

ADDRESS PHONE NO. 
("';'"7 /~) ·/ '!1fe J....~ 3"!(-!27KL 

~! 
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Mr. Charles Sevcik, City Clerk 
The City of Red Deer 
P. 0. Box 5008 
Red Deer, Alberta T4N 3T4 

Dear Mr. Sevcik, 
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November 15, 1993 

Further to our conversation, please find enclosed a copy of the survey that was conducted 
amongst those residents that the Pines Community Association deemed to be effected by 
the closure of the lane adjacent to Lot 78, Block 7, Plan 752-0506 and Lot 75, Block 7, 
Plan 752-0506 in the Pines Subdivision in the vicinity of Phelan Crescent. 

As you are aware, this issue was turned over to the Pines Community Association to be 
settled and iit is the opinion of the Association, based on the results of the survey, that the 
barrier be IT-installed with the goal to leave said barrier left in place for good. At a time 
when the City budgets and restraint are of concern to all citizens, the costs of continually 
installing and removing these barriers is both an inconvenience, as well as a waste of 
money. With the barrier in use again, the need for lane grading and gravel should be 
reduced or eliminated. 

I am concerned that this permanent closure will result in increased and illegal use of the 
"bus only" route at the west end of Page A venue. I personally have witnessed vehicles 
using this area as both an entrance and exit to the Pines and we would request that the 
R.C.M.P. be made aware of the proposed closure and our concerns, and enforce the "bus 
only" exit. 

Once again,, the Pines Community Association respectfully requests that the Red Deer City 
Council considers, and approves, our request to re-install the aforementioned barrier. I 
look forward to your reply to this letter. 

~\ y 1:'~7 f I / ...... __ .... 
··,.----....,.y'~ 

len Lds.Jl'K~P:esident 
Pines Community Association 
Home: 340-1126 Bus.: 343-7030 

Enclosure 



Pines Community Association Survey 

Are you in favor of re-installing said barrier in an effort to discourage lane short-cutting? Survey to reach a 
concensus on replacing a lane barrier in the lane adjacent to Lot 78, Block 7 and Lot 75, Block 7 regarding Barrier #3. 
(Please see attached.) 

The Pines Community Association has requested that those who would be affected be surveyed. These areas are 
residents of: 1) South side of Page Avenue to Pamely A~enue; 2) Pamely Avenue from #180 to #156; 3) North side of 
Patterson Crescent up to, and including, Lions Seniors Center, and; 4) Phelan Crescent. 

, 

NAME ADDRESS 
PHONE 

NO. YES I NO 
ec::Pl,:ic£ 

SIGNATURE 
(Over Age 18) 
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DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

15 f) 

September 28, 1993 

City Clerk 

Engineering Department Manager 

PETITION - BARRICADE IN LANE WEST OF PA.GE A VENUE 
PINES SUBDIVISION 

230-030 

The attached drawing shows the three barricades behind Phelan Crescent. In October 9, 1991, 
the President of the Pines Community Association (Mr. Guy Gibson), verbally indicated that the 
Association wanted to have barrier number 3 removed. He was advised that the barriers were 
installed under Council Resolution and, therefore, could only be removed upon authorization of 
the Mayor and\or City Council. 

The background to the barrier installations is summarized as follows: 

1. Barricade 1 was installed December 1980. The barricade was requested by the resident 
of 3 Phelan Close, to stop lane shortcutting. A petition was signed by all but two 
residents of Phelan Close. 

2. Barricade 2 was installed November 1981. The barricade was requested by the Pines 
Community Association in conjunction with the barriers installed at the north end of Page 
A venue. The purpose was to discourage lane shortcutting. 

3. Barricade 3 was installed July 1982. The barrier was requested by the Pines Community 
Association to discourage shortcutting lane traffic. This barrier was not supported by the 
Engineering Department due to the extremely long driving distance (4500 feet) that would 
result for some residents to drive from their front to rear yard. 

On October 15, 1991, City Council considered the request to remove barrier 3 and passed the 
following resolution: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer hereby agrees that the 
barricade in the lane adjacent to Lot 78, Block 7, Plan 752,..0506 and Lot 75, 
Block 7, Plan 752-0506 in the Pines Subdivision in the vicinity of Phelan 
Crescent, be removed." 



City Clerk 
Page 2 
September 28, 1993 
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The attached correspondence shows that the barrier was removed October 28, 1991. 
Subsequently, we received four phone calls within the next few days expressing concern over the 
removal. 

During a field inspection on September 8, 1993, it was noted that the laneway is well travelled 
as evidenced by the spread of gravel onto the paved streets at the entrance and exits, the amount 
of dust accumulated on adjacent fences and trees, and the presence of a large number of potholes. 
Although traffic count information is not available, four vehicles used the lane during the five 
minute inspection. One came from the north end of Page A venue whette barriers prevent normal 
access to the subdivision, one came from the middle of Page A venue just north of Pamely 
A venue, and one entered from Phelan Crescent and parked in the lane. The origin of the fourth 
vehicle is unknown, but likely came from an area rear lot or garage. 

Factors contributing to additional traffic using these laneways are the barriers installed at the 
north end of Page A venue that prohibit normal subdivision access and the lack of a traffic signal 
on Gaetz Avenue at 71 Street. We noted at a recent Engineering Department display at the 
Westerner, the lack of a traffic signal at this location was one of the top concerns expressed by 
the public. 

RECOMMENDATION 

In view of further action affecting and raising concern of other area residents, we would 
respectfully recomme!Jd that Council defer the petition to the Pines Community Association for 
a review of area c°f/rns to decide if there is a solution that the whole community can live with. 

1// 
_,/ -~! 

/ 

~'~¢Q'~·,P. Eng . 
.yo.~...,~,. • .,er' g Department Manager 

Att. 
c.c. Director of Community Services 
c.c. Fire Chief 
c.c. Public Works Manager 
c.c. RCMP Inspector 
c.c. Principal Planner 
c.c. Transit Manager 
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DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

September 10, 1993 

City Clerk 

Public Works Manager 

153 

FILE: gord\memos\page-bar.cc 

RE: PETITION - BARRICADE IN LANE BEHIND PAGE AVENUE 

The Engineering Department will comment on the history and traffic related concerns 
related to the lane and the barriers. 

We received one complaint about this lane, on April 5. This was before we had done our 
regular spring grading. The lane was graded on April 16, 1993 as part of our regular 
spring grading. 

Upon receiving the letter from Joan Hoek, we inspected the lane again. The condition 
warranted grading and this was done September 9, 1993. 

RECOMMENDATION 

Submitted for the information of Council. 

/blm 

c Director of Community Services 
Director of Engineering Services 
Fire Chief 
R.C.M..P. Inspector 
Principal Planner 



Royal 
Canadian 
Mounted 
Police 

Gendarmerie 
royale 
du 
Canada 

September 2, 1993 

The City of Red Deer 
Mayor & Commissioner's Office 
4914 - 48th Avenue 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 3T4 

ATTENTION.: Mary McGARRY 

Dear Ms. llfcGARRY: 

RE: /_,ETTER FROH JOAN HOEK 

154 
Security Classification I Designation 
Classification I Designation securitaire 

Your file Votre reference 

Our file Notn• reference 

Our office has looked into the above noted area of concern. I agree with Mrs. 
HOEK's comments on the heavy traffic gem•rated in the alleyway. It is obvious 
that this part of the alley bears cons:iderably more traffic than the other 
adjoining alley"rays in the same locale. 

This alley is obviously being used as a short cut by a good number of vehicles 
to enter and exit the area. Because of the extended distance of th1:s alley, I 
have no doubt tbat the speeds of vehicles is high. 

I underst.and that a barricade had been erected before and this certaJ[nly helped 
reroute or distribute traff:ic more evenly to other exits. 

My recommendation would be to re-establish the barricades. 

Yours truly, 

/ 

( ,/ .· 

;~~/1-/(L 
:(.~/( d~"1' l. . . - > 

(R.L. BEATON) Insp. 
0 i/c Red Deer City Detachment 

/ls 

Red Deer Clty Detachment 
Bag 5033 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4N 6Al 

Can dl•I a: a 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

September 9, 1993 

City Clerk 

Fire Chief 

155 

RE: PETITION - BARRICADE IN LANE BEHIND PAGE AVENUE 

The Fire Department does not favour the closure of lanes or streets as it affects 
emergency operations should primary accesses be blocked due to traffic or street 
and utility repairs. 

' l"'i /J /J N /:. c ;';,A.''l.·'1 • 

R. Oscroft 
Fire Chief 

RO/dd 



156 

RED DEER 
REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION 

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

DATE: 

TO: 

CC: 

FROM: 

MEMORANDUM 

September 14, 1993 

Charles Sevcik, City Clerk 
City of Red Deer 

Director, Community Services 
Fire Chief 
Director, Engineering Services 
RCMP Inspector 
Transit Manager 
Public Works Manager 

Frank Wong, Planning Assistant 

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

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

SUBJECT: PETITION - BARRICADE IN LANE BEHIND PAGE AVENUE 

The petitioners, residents in the vicinity of Page Avenue, Pamely Avenue and Phelan Crescent are 
requesting that the City reinstall the barricade that was removed on October 28, 1991. They cite that 
since the barrier was removed, there was an increase in traffic, increase in noise, several cases of 
theft and vandalism, and the laneway has deteriorated since then. 

The removal of the subject barricade was the result of a request from the Pines Community 
Association. This group of petitioners should try to express their concerns to their Community 
Association to see if they can work out a compromise. 

Recommendation 

Our recommendation is similar to that of the Engineering Department's. The petitioners should work 
with the Pines Community Association to develop a compromise. 

ing Assistant 

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

CITY OF RED DEER• MUNICIPAL DISTRICT OF CLEARWATER No. 99 •COUNTY OF STETTLER t~o. 6 •COUNTY OF LACOMBE No. 14 •COUNTY OF MOUNTAIN VIEW No. 17 •COUNTY OF 
PAINTEARTH No. 18 •COUNTY OF Rl::D 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 PENHOL.D •TOWN OF ROCKY MOUNTAIN HOUSE• TOWN OF STETTLER 
TOWN OF SUNDRE• TOWN OF SYLVAN LAKE• VIL.LAGE OF ALIX• VILLAGE OF BENTLEY• VILLAGE OF BIG VALLEY• VILLAGE OF BOTHA• VILLAGE OF CAROLINE• VILLAGE OF CLIVE 
VILLAGE OF CREMONA• VILLAGE OF DEL.BURNE• VILLAGE OF DONAL.DA• 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 MOO~ BAY • SUMMER VIL.LP.GE OF JARVIS BAY • SUMMER VILLAGE OF NORGLENWOLD 

SUMME:R VILLAGE OF ROCHON SANDS• SUMMER VILLAGE OF SUNBREAKER COVE• SUMMER VILLAGE OF WHITE SANDS 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

September 9, 1993 

Charlie Sevcik 
City Clerk 

157 

Craig Curtis, Director 
Community Services Division 

Petition: Barricade In Lane Behind Page Avenue 
Your memo dated September 7, 1993 refers. 

CS-4-131 

I have discussed this item with the Parks and Recreation & Culture Managers, and we have no 
comments from a Community Services perspective. 

:dmg 

c Don Batchelor, Parks Manager 
Lowell Hodgson, Recreation & Culture Manager 

Commissioners' Comments 

We concur with the recommendations of the Pines Community Association and 
recommend that the barrier be replaced. 

"G. s1rnKAN" 
Mayor 

"M.Co DAY''' 
City Commissioner 



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

September 21, 1993 

Mr. Guy Gibson 
President 
Pines Community Association 
20 Parsons Close 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4P 2C8 

Dear Sir: 

FAX: (403) 346·6195 

RE: PETITION - BARRICADE IN LANE WEST OF PAGE AVENUE I 
PINES SUBDIVISION 

FILE No. 

I am enclosing herewith correspondence from Joan Hoek and a Petition from residents 
who dwell South of the laneway where the barricade was removed. 

We have circulated this Petition to the various relevant City Departments and upon receipt 
of their comments, it was felt that this matter should be referred to the Pines Community 
Association prior to the matter being placed on a Council agen<!ia. In this regard I am also 
enclosing herewith for your information, all of the Administrative Comments received thus 
far. We would appreciate receiving comments from the Pines Community Association for 
consideration on a future Council agenda and in this regard, I would advise that the next 
Council Meetings in October are the 12th and the 25th. The deadline for said Council 
Meetings is October the 4th and 18th, respectively. 

. .. 12 



Mr. Guy Gibson 
Page 2 

Trusting you will give this matter due consideration and that we will receive your 
comments as soon as possible so that the matter might be re~erred to Council. 

Sincerely, 

C. SEVCIK 
City Clerk 

CS/cir 
Encls. 

cc: Joan Hoek 
24 Page Avenue 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4P 1J8 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

September 10, 1993 

City Clerk 

Engineering Department Manager 

PETITION - BARRICADE IN LANE WEST OF P~GE AVENUE 
PINES SUBDIVISION 

230-030 

The attached report prepared October 9, 1991 by the Engineering DeJl>artment summarizes the 
events leading to barrier placement on the lanes surrounding Phelan Crescent. 

The attached Resolution of Council dated October 15, 1991, authorized the removal of barrier 
#3 which is the item of concern in the current petition. We have attached for the information 
of Council a plan that shows where the petitioners. reside. 

The attached ,correspondence shows that the barrier was removed October 28, 1991. 
Subsequently we received four phone calls within the next few days expressing concern over the 
removal. 

During a field inspection on September 8, 1993, it was noted that the laneway is well travelled 
as evidenced by the spread of gravel onto the paved streets at the entrance and exits, the amount 
of dust accumulated on adjacent fences and trees, and the presenc¢ of significant potholes. 
Although traffic count information is not available, four vehicles use<d the lane during the five 
minute inspection. One came from the north end of Page A venue whete barriers prevent normal 
access to the subdivision, one came from the middle of Page A vemue just north of Pamely 
Avenue, and one entered from Phelan Crescent and parked in the lane. The origin of the fourth 
vehicle is unknown, but likely came from an area rear lot or garage. 

Factors contributing to additional traffic using these laneways are the barriers installed on Page 
A venue at the north end that prohibit normal access and the lack of a traffic signal on Gaetz 
Avenue at 71 Street. We noted at the recent Engineering Departmen~ display at the Westerner, 
the lack of a traffic signal at this location was one of the top concerns expressed by the public. 



City Clerk 
Page 2 
September 10, 1993 

RECOMMENDATION 

In view of further action affecting and raising concern of other a~ea residents, we would 
respectfully recommend that Council defer the petition to the Pines Community Association for 
a review of area concerns to decide if there is a solution that the whole qommunity can live with. 

K~Eng. 
Engineering Department Manager 

KGH/emg 

c.c. Director of Community Services 
c.c. Fire Chief 
c.c. Public Works Manager 
c.c. RCMP Inspector 
c.c. Principal Planner 
c.c. Transit Manager 
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DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

OCT29 t?.31 

October 24, 1991 

i nr•1 2 :; '°1~:~1: I J... " _.., . 

l c·1 i~: it'. : 1.1\;P,1·:.:~ !"'II r::pr J 
, • .... ·-'"-•""' -: , .,. f'\,,;i LI'·- • 

L------
Public \Vorks ~1anager 

Engineering Department Manager 

PHEL.\..~ CRESCE'\"T BACK L4...~"E BARRICADES 
BARRICADE ~O. 3 

Attached is a copy of a plan indicating barricade 3 and a copy of th~ Council resolution for 
the removal of same. Please proceed to have this barricade removed as soon as possible. 

c ,r;~~ 
Ken G:H~, P. Eng. 
Engineering Department :Manager 

/emg 
Att. 



THE CITY OF RED DEER 
P. 0. BOX 5008, RED DEE~. ~LEERiA ii.N ~i4 

City Clerk's Dccanment 3~2·81:32 

October 16, 1991 

Guy Gibson, President 
Pines Community Association 
20 Parsons Close 
RED DEER, Alberta 
T4P 2C8 

Dear Sir: 

~· ,. - I ~ '.;j'"l'I 
L: •. ; ~ C ..... ~11 

FILE No. 

FAX: (403) 346-6195 · 

At the meeting of Council of The City of Red Deer on October 15, 1991 , consideration 
was given to your request for the removal of the barricade located in the lane in the 
vicinity of Phelan Close and Phelan Crescent. 

At the above noted meeting, Council passed the following resolution in accordance with 
your request. 

"RESOLVED that Council of Tne City of Red Deer hereby agrees that the 
barricade in the lane adja::entto Lot 78, Block 7, Plan 752-d506 and Lot 75, 
Block 7, Plan 752-0506 in the Pines Subdivision in the vicinity of Phelan 
Crescent, be removed.• 

The decision of Council in this instan=e is submitted for your information. This office will 
be notifying the Engineering Department to remove said bar~icade at their earliest 
convenience. 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory. If you have any questions, please do not hesitate 
to call. 

Sincerely, 

c.c. Director of Engineering Services 



230-030 

DATE: October 9, 1991 

TO: Mayor 

FROM: Engineering Department Manager 

RE: PHEIAN CRESCENT BACK IANE BARRICADES 

The attached drawing shows the three barricades behind Phelan Crescent. Guy Gibson, 
President of the Pines Community Association previously phoned in a request for the 
removal of barricade number 3. He indicated the Pines Communitf Association wanted the 
barricade removed discretely such that no one other than the adjac¢nt residents would know 
about it. He was advised that these barricades were installed under Council resolution and 
can only be removed with the authorization of the Mayor and/or City Council. 

The background for the installation of the three barricades is as follows: 

1. Barricade 1 was installed in December 1980. The barricade was requested by a 
resident of 3 Phelan Close, to stop back lane bypass traffic. A petition for this 
barricade was signed by all but two residents around Phelain Close. 

2. Barricade 2 was installed in November 1981, in conjunction with the Page Avenue 
road closure. The barricade was requested by the Pines Community Association. 
Residents adjacent to this section of the back lane complained about shortcutting 
traffic at that time. 

3. Barricade 3 was installed in July 1982. The barricade was requested by the Pines 
Community Association. Phelan Close and Phelan Cresc~nt residents wanted the 
barricade installed to eliminate shortcutting traffic, despite an Engineering 
Department report indicating the barricade will result in a. 4500 ft driving distance 
between the residents' front and back yards. 

We would recommend all barricades to be left as is, unless the Pine$ Community Association 
formally requests barricade changes. If th¢ Mayor or City Council Wish any of the barricades 
to be removed, this can be done within two weeks notice at a cost of approximately $500. 

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

RBH/emg 
Att. 



TO: 

FROM: 

DATE 93 SEP 07 

vfil DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY SERVICIES 

/0 DIRECTOR OF ENGINEERING SERVICES 

D DIRECTOR OF FINANCIAL SERVICE$ 

D BYLAWS & INSPECTIONS MANAGEffi 

D CITY ASSESSOR 

D COMPUTER SERVICES MANAGER 

D ECONOMIC OEVELOPMENT MANAGER 

D E.L. & P. MANAGER 

D ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT MANAGER 

v8 FIRE CHIEF 

D PARKS MANAGER 

D PERSONNEL MANAGER 

~ PUBLIC WORKS MANAGER 

vQ R.C.M.P. INSPECTOR 

D RECREATION & CULTURE MANAGBR 

D SOCIAL PLANNING MANAGER 

D TRANSIT MANAGER 

D TREASURY SERVICES MANAGER 

~ PRINCIPAL PLANNER 

D CITY SOLICITOR 

.~~~\])~ 
tU q-s. Ol'.J·'l.-1 

• 

D--------

CITY CLERK 

RE: PETITION - Barricade in lane beh.ind 
Page A venu:e 

Please submit comments on the attached to this office by _§11--E_P _;;;2;.....;..o.._1~93 __ _ 

for the Council Agenda of 5 E P 2 7 I 9 3 

~-



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

MEMORANDUM 

August 30, 1993 

• 
• 

Bryon Jeffers, Director of Engineering 
Inspector Beaton, Officer in Charge 
Red Deer City Detachment 

Mary McGarry 
Mayor and Commissioner's Office 

Letter from Joan Hoek 

We would appreciate receiving your comments on the attached letter so that we 
may respond to Mrs. Hoek. 

May we have your comments by September 10. 

Thank you. 



August 27, 1993 

Mrs. Joan Hoek 
24 Page A venue 
Red Deer. Alberta 
T4P 118 

Dear Mrs. Hoek: 

Thank you for your letter of August 23, 1993, which we received today. 

The Mayor is away from the office today so I have sent your letter to the appropriate City 
departments for review and comment. 

I appreciate your concern and that you took the time to write us. A letter from the Mayor 
will be sent to you once all the comments surrounding this issue have come to her 
attention. 

Sincerely, 

Jlc1~ Jl: (,<Ari 
MARY McGARRY 
Administrative Assistant 
Mayor and Commissioner's Office 

THE CITY OF RED DEER 

Box 5008, Red Deer, Alberta, Canada T4N 3T4 Telephone: ( 403) 342-8155 ,f a:~c ( 403) 346-6195 

,. .. 1, 



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

City Clerk's Dcpal1.mcnt (403) 342-8132 

September 7, ·1993 

Mrs. Joan Hoek 
24 Page Avenue 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4P 1J8 

Dear Mrs. Hoek: 

FAX: (403) 346·6195 

RE: PETITION - BARRICADE IN LAN§ BEHIND PAGE AVENIUE 

FILE No. 

Thank you for your letter in regard to the above. I would adviseithat this matter will be 
presented to Red Deer City Council at its meeting on Septembet 27, 1993. 

In the event you wish to be present, ple1ase call this office on Friday prior to the said 
meeting to determine a suitable time. 

Trusting you will find this satisfactory. 

Sincerely, 

CS/cir 



FILE No. 

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

City Clerk's Depanment (403) 342-8132 

November 23, 1993 

Mrs. Joan Hoek 
24 Page Avenue 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4P 1J8 

Dear Mrs. Hoek: 

FAX: (403) 346·6195 

RE: PETITION - BARRICADE IN LANE WEST OF PAGE AVENUE 
ADJACENT LOTS 78 & 75, BLOCK 7, PLAN 752-0506 

I would advise that your letter and petition requesting that Council reinstall the barricade 
referred to above, received consideration at the Council Meeting of November 22, 1993. 

At the aforesaid meeting, Council passed the following motion denying your request: 

"RESOLVED that Council of The City of Red Deer herelOy agrees that the 
lane barricade adjacent Lots 78 and 75, Block 7, Plan 752-0506, West of 
Page Avenue in the Pines subdivision, be not reinstalled." 

It would appear that some of the reasons for not supporting your request are as follows: 

1. The installation of the barricade results in an extrtemely long 
distance for some residents to drive from their front to rear 
yard; 

2. The placement of the barricade, while appearing to correct a 
problem for some residents, creates problems for other 
residents; 

... I 2 



Mrs. Joan Hoek 
Page 2 
November 23, 1993 

3. The acts of vandalism and theft appear to be more of an 
enforcement problem with little relevance to the e~istence of 
a barricade. This aspect, however, is being refe1rred to the 
R.C.M.P. for their attention. 

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

CS/cir 

cc: City Commissioners 
Director of Engineering Services 
Director of Community Services 
Public Works Manager 
Fire Chief 
Principal Planner 
lnsp. Beaton 

Pines Community Association 
c/o Mr. Glen LaBuc 
164 Pamely Avenue 
Red Deer, Alberta 
T4P 1J2 
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BYLAW NO. 2800/B-93 

Being a Bylaw to amend Bylaw No .. 2800/82, the Traffic Bylaw of The City of Red Deer. 

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

That Bylaw 2800/82 be amended as follows: 

1 Schedule A by deleting Sections 1, 2, and 9 under the heading, "Avenues" 
and substituting therefor the following: 

"1 30 Avenue from 150 metres north of 61 Street to 800 metres south 
of 32 Street." 

"2 40 Avenue from 32 Street to 50 metres south of Alton Street." 

"9 Taylor Drive, from 67 Street to 200 metres south of 43 Street." 

2 Schedule A by deleting Section 1 under the heading, "Streets". 

3 Schedule A, Sections 6 and 8 under the heading, "Avenues" by deleting "64 
Avenue" and substituting therefor "Taylor Drive". 

4 Schedule A by deleting Section 3 under the heading, "Streets" and 
substituting therefor "55 Street, ·from 30 Avenue ta 400 metres west of 20 
Avenue". 

5 Schedule B by adding the following under the heading, "Avenues": 

"1 30 Avenue from 800 metres south of 32 $treet to the South City 
Limit." 

6 Schedule B by adding the following under the heading, "Streets": 

"2 39 Street from 800 west of 20 Avenue to East City Limit. 

3 19 Street from 40 Avenue to 800 metres east of 40 Avenue." 

7 Schedule B by deleting Section 1 under the heading, "Streets" and 
substituting therefor "55 Street (Highway 11 ), from 20 Avenue to 400 metres 
west of 20 Avenue". 



159 

2 Bylaw No. 2800/B-93 

8 Schedule Q by deleting Section 2 under the heading, "Avenues" and 
substituting therefor the following: 

"2 Taylor Drive from 200 metres south of 43 Street to the South City 
Limit." 

9 Schedule Q by adding the following under the heading, "Avenues'": 

"4 40 Avenue from 50 metres south of Alton Street to the South City 
Limit." 

1 O Schedule Q by adding the following under the heading, "Streets": 

"3 19 Street from the West City limit to 40 Avenue." 

11 By adding a new Schedule S as attached hereto. 

12 By adding the following in Part ·1 under the heading, "Speed": 

"SPEED LIMIT RE: SCHEDULE "S" 

11.4 No person shall driv;e a vehicle in excess of 100 kilometres per hour 
on any highway referred to in Schedule "$" annexed hereto and 
made part of this bylaw." 

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

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.O. 1993. 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.O. 1993. 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL this day of A.O. 1993. 

MAYOR CITY CLIERK 



Referred to in Part 1 

STREETS 
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SCHEDULES 

100 km/h 

BYLAW NO. 2800/82 

1 19 Street from 800 east of 40 Avenue to the East City Limit. 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

November 23, 1993 

All Departments 

City Clerk 

PLEASE POST FOR THE INFORMATION OF EMPLOYEES 

SUMMARY OF DECISIONS 

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

FOR THE REGULAR MEETING OF RED DEER CITY COUNCIL 

TO BE HELD IN THE COUNCIL CHAMBERS, CITY HALL, 

MONDAY, NOVEMBER 22, 1993, 

COMMENCING AT 4:30 P.M. 

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

(1) Confirmation of the Minutes of the Regular Meeting of November 8, 1993. 

DECISION - MINUTES CONFIRMED 

PAGE 

(2) UNFINISHED BUSINESS 

1) Land and Economic Development Manager - Re: Applications to Purchase 
Sites B & C - Former Railway Lands . . 1 

DECISION - APPROVED PURCHASE 

2) Director of Community Services·· Re: Central Alberta Sia-Pitch Association: 
Lease of a Portion of Edgar Athletic Park/Request for Extension of Deadline 
for Completion of Lease 

DECISION - APPROVED REQUEST .. 5 



3) Director of Community Services - Re: Towne Centre/Christmas Decoration 
Program . . 9 

DECISION - APPROVED PROGFIAM 

4) City Clerk - Re: Alderman Volk/Notice of Motion: Christmas Light 
Competition . . 15 

DECISION - WITHDRAWN 

5) Recreation, Parks & Culture Board - Re: Grants to Community Service 
Organizations/Revised Council Policy 420 . . 16 

DECISION - APPROVED REVISED POLICY 

(3) PUBLIC HEARINGS 

1) City Clerk- Re: East Hill Area Structure Plan Amendment/Bylaw 3075/B-93 
Public Elementary School Site . . 23 

2) City Clerk - Re: Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/R-93/elimination of 
several exceptions . . 25 

(4) REPORTS 

1) Engineering Department Manager - Re: Speed Study for Annexed 
Roadways/Traffic Bylaw Amendment 2800/B-93 .. 31 

DECISION - BYLAW GIVEN 1ST & 2ND READINGS 

2) Director of Community Services - Re: Claim Process/Distribution of Funds: 
F.C.S.S. Funded Agencies/Revised Council Policy 915 . . 37 

DECISION - APPROVED REVISED POLICY 



3) Land and Economic Development Manager - Re: Request to Lease from 
Mr. W. Pickard/Lot 26 PUL, Block 8, Plan 912-3122 (Doran Crescent) 42 

DECISION - APPROVED LEASE 

4) Land and Economic Development Manager - Re: Application to 
Purchase/Lot 33, Block 3, Plan 902=3044, Riverside Light Industrial/Joly 
Plywood Sales Ltd. (Windsor Plywood) .. 45 

DECISION - APPROVED PURCHASE 

5) Engineering Department Manager - Re: 
Installation/Grandview School 

Request for Sidewalk 
.. 49 

DECISION - AGREED TO DEFER TO 1994 BUDGET MIEETINGS 

6) Land and Economic Development Manager - Re: Architectural 
Controls/Oriole Park Phase 2A . . 52 

DECISION - APPROVED CONTROLS 

7) Director of Community Services - Re: F.C.S.S. Ministerial Review .. 61 

DECISION - ENDORSED F.C.S.S. BOARD'S RESPON$E TO REVIEW 

8) Tim Guilbault - Re: Lot Pricing Trends .. 73 

DECISION - RECEIVED AS INFORMATION 

9) Director of Community Services - Re: Chiles Development Corporation: 
Request to Tie Into the City Sewerage System/Development Proposal 76 

DECISION • AGREED NOT TO ALLOW TIE IN VIA THE OLD C.N.R. 
ALIGNMENT 



~) CORRESPONDENCE 

1) Pitch-In Alberta - Re: 1994 Pitch-In Week/Financial Support .. 106 

DECISION - APPROVED SUPPORT 

2) Harry B. Colquhoun - Re: Request for Refund of !Property Tax Penaltt12 

DECISION - DENIED REQUEST 

3) Stacey, Lawson Associates Ltd. - Re: PropQsed New Transmitter 
Installation at Red Deer, Alberta: The Alberta Channel Inc. . . 116 

DECISION - AGREED TO REQUEST STUDY TO DETERMINE IMPACT ON 
CITY'S RADIO SYSTEM 

4) William J. Haldane - Re: Parking Rates/Knox Presbyterian Church/4718 
Ross Street . . 129 

DECISION - AGREED TO RETAIN RATES AT $35 PER MONTH 

(6) PETITIONS & DELEGATIONS 

1) Residents of the Pines Subdivision - Re: Barricade/South End of Laneway 
behind Page Avenue .. 139 

DECISION - AGREED NOT TO INSTALL BARRICADE 

(7) NOTICES OF MOTION 

(8) WRITTEN ENQUIRIES 



(9) BYLAWS 

1) 2672/R-93 - Re: Land Use Bylaw Amendmentl1Elimination of Several 
Exceptions under the Land Use IBylaw - 2nd & 3rd readings . . 25 

DECISION • GIVEN 2ND & 3RD READINGS 

2) 2800/8-93 - Re: Traffic Bylaw Amendment/Speed Study for Annexed 
Roadways - three readings . . 31, 158 

DECISION • 1ST & 2ND READINGS GIVEN 

3) 3075/8-93 - Re: East Hill Area Structure Plan Amendment/Inclusion of a 
Public Elementary School Site in the NE 11-38-27-W4 - 2nd & 3rd 
readings .. 23 

DECISION - 2ND & 3RD READINGS GIVEN 

ADDITIONAL AGENDA 

1) Principal Planner & Bylaws & Inspections Manager - Re: Location of Liquor 
Retailing Operations in the City of Red Deer 

DECISION - AGREED TO CONSIDER LIQUOR SALES AS FOLLOWS: 
PERMITTED IN C1, C1 A & C4, DISCRETIONARY IN C2, AND NOT PERMITTED 
IN C3 

2) Mayor Surkan - Re: Province-Wide 911 Emergency System 

DECISION - AGREED TO SUPPORT SUBJECT TO CONCERNS EXPRESSED 
BY MAYOR SURKAN RELATIVE TO COST DISTRIBUTION AS WELL AS 
OTHER SALIENT ISSUES 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

November 23, 1993 

All Departments 

City Clerk 

PLEASE POST FOR THE INFORMATION OF EMPLOYEES 

SUMMARY OF DECISIONS 

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

FOR: THE REGULAR MEETING OF RED DEER CITY COUNCIL 

TO BE HELD IN THE COUNCIL CHAMBERS, CITY HALL, 

MONDAY, NOVEMBER 22, 1993, 

COMMENCING AT 4:30 P.M. 

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

(1) Confirmation of the Minutes of the Regular Meeting of November 8, 1993. 

DECISION - MINUTES CONFIRMED 

PAGE 

(2) UNFINISHED BUSINESS 

1) Land and Economic Development Manager - Re: Applications to Purchase 
Sites B & C - Former Railway Lands . . 1 

DECISION - APPROVED PURCHASE 

2) Director of Community Services - Re: Central Alberta Sia-Pitch Association: 
Lease of a Portion of Edgar Athletic Park/Request for Extension of Deadline 
for Completion of Lease 

DECISION - APPROVED REQUEST .. 5 



3) Director of Community Services - Re: Towne Centre/Christmas Decoration 
Program . . 9 

DECISION - APPROVED PROGRAM 

4) City Clerk - Re: Alderman Volk/Notice of Motion: Christmas Light 
Competition . . 15 

DECISION - WITHDRAWN 

5) Recreation, Parks & Culture Board - Re: Grants to Community Service 
Organizations/Revised Council Policy 420 . . 16 

DECISION - APPROVED REVISED POLICY 

(3) PUBLIC HEARlft"GS 

1) City Clerk- Re: East Hill Area Structure Plan Am~ndment/Bylaw 3075/B-93 
Public Elementary School Site . . 23 

2) City Clerk - Re: Land Use Bylaw Amendment 2672/R-93/elimination of 
several exceptions . . 25 

(4) REPORTS 

1) Engineering Department Manag1er - Re: Speed Study for Annexed 
Roadways/Traffic Bylaw Amendment 2800/B-93 .. 31 

DECISION - BYLAW GIVEN 1ST & 2ND READINGS 

2) Director of Community Services - Re: Claim Process/Distribution of Funds: 
F.C.S.S. Funded Agencies/Revised Council Policy 915 . . 37 

DECISION - APPROVED REVISED POLICY 



3) Land and Economic Devel<i>pment Manager - Re: ;Request to Lease from 
Mr. W. Pickard/Lot 26 PUL, Block 8, Plan 912-3122 (Doran Crescent) 42 

DECISION - APPROVED LEASE 

4) Land and Economic Development Manager - Re: Application to 
Purchase/Lot 33, Block 3, Plan 902=3044, Riverside Light Industrial/Joly 
Plywood Sales Ltd. (Windsor Plywood) .. 45 

DECISION - APPROVED PURCHASE 

5) Engineering Department Manager - Re: Request for Sidewalk 
Installation/Grandview School .. 49 

DECISION - AGREED TO DEFER TO 1994 BUDGET MEETINGS 

6) Land and Economic Development Manager - Re: Architectural 
Controls/Oriole Park Phase 2A . . 52 

DECISION - APPROVED CONTROLS 

7) Director of Community Services - Re: F.C.S.S. Ministerial Review .. 61 

DECISION - ENDORSED F.C.S.S. BOARD'S RESPONSE TO REVIEW 

8) Tim Guilbault - Re: Lot Pricing Trends .. 73 

DECISION - RECEIVED AS INFORMATION 

9) Director of Community Services - Re: Chiles Development Corporation: 
!Request to Tie Into the City Sewerage System/Development Proposal 76 

DECISION - AGREED NOT TO ALLOW TIE IN VIA THE OLD C.N.R. 
ALIGNMENT 



(5) CORRESPOND§NCE 

1) Pitch-In Alberta - Re: 1994 Pitch-In Week/Financial Support .. 106 

DECISION - APPROVED SUPPORT 

2) Harry B. Colquhoun - Re: Request for Refund of Property Tax Penaltf12 

DECISION - DENIED REQUEST 

3) Stacey, Lawson Associates Ltd. - Re: Proposed New Transmitter 
Installation at Red Deer, Alberta: The Alberta Channel Inc. . . 116 

DECISION - AG1REED TO REQUEST STUDY TO DETERMINE IMPACT ON 
CITY'S RADIO SYSTEM 

4) William J. Haldane - Re: Parking Rates/Knox Presbyterian Church/4718 
Ross Street . . 129 

DECISION - AGREED TO RETAIN RATES AT $35 PER MONTH 

(6) PETITIONS & D~LEGATIONS 

1) Residents, of the Pines Subdivision - Re: Barricade/South End of Laneway 
behind Page Avenue .. 139 

DECISION -AGREED NOT TO INSTALL BARRICADE 

(7) NOTICES OF MQTION 

(8) WRITTEN ENQljJIRIES 



(9) BYLAWS 

1) 2672/R-93 - Re: Land Use Bylaw Amendment/Elimination of Several 
Exceptions under the Land Use Bylaw - 2nd & 3rd 1readings . . 25 

DECISION • GIVEN 2ND & 3RD READINGS 

2) 2800/B-93 - Re: Traffic Bylaw Amendment/Speed Study for Annexed 
Roadways - three readings .. 31, 158 

DECISION • 1 ST & 2ND READINGS GIVEN 

3) 3075/B-93 - Re: East Hill Area Structure Plan Amandment/lnclusion of a 
Public Elementary School Site in the NE 11-3S-27-W4 - 2nd & 3rd 
readings . . 23 

DECISION - 2ND & 3RD READINGS GIVEN 

ADDITIONAL AGENDA 

1) Principal Planner & Bylaws & Inspections Manager~ Re: Location of Liquor 
Retailing Operations in the City <>f Red Deer 

DECISION • AGREED TO CONSIDER LIQUOR SALES AS FOLLOWS: 
PERMITTED IN C1, C1A & C4, DISCRETIONARY IN C2, AND NOT PERMITTED 
IN C3 

2) Mayor Surkan - Re: Province-Wide 911 Emergen¢y System 

DECISION • AGREED TO SUPPORT SUBJECT TO CO~CERNS EXPRESSED 
BY MAYOR SURKAN RELATIVE TO COST DISTRIBUTION AS WELL AS 
OTHER SALIENT ISSUES 


