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REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES 

MAY 30, 2016 – 5:00 PM 

TOWN COUNCIL CHAMBERS 

PRESENT 

Mayor K. Craig

Councillors J. Van Rijn, B. Chapman, J. Abrey, R. Hohm, S. Duda, B. Martens

Administration/Staff K. Hastings, S. Croil, K. Viergutz, B. Easingwood

Recording Secretary K. Bly

Media J.W. Schnarr

Mayor Craig called the meeting to order at 5:00 p.m. 

ITEM 119 2.0 ADDITIONS TO/ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA 

 None

Motion 199.16 Councillor J. Abrey moved to adopt the agenda as presented. 

6-0 Carried.

Mayor Craig inquired as to any declarations of pecuniary or non-pecuniary interest in the 

meeting. Councillor S. Duda indicated she would be declaring an interest in Item 4.4 and would 

recuse herself at that time. 

ITEM 120 5.1 CP RAIL DELEGATION- WHISTLE CESSATION 

 Mayor Craig welcomed the CP Rail delegation of Mike LoVecchio,

Director Government Affairs; Pete Bayerle, Manager Public Works

and Craig Lencucha, Assistant Superintendent Lethbridge, to the

council meeting.

 M. LoVecchio provided an overview of the movement of trains

through Coaldale. He also reviewed the whistle cessation process

and the safety standards of the railway operation. He noted train

whistles are a safety devise and have to be sounded unless the

community has a whistle cessation in place.
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 If council wishes to proceed with the whistle cessation process it will 

have to hire a professional engineer to complete a safety 

assessment for each of the Coaldale crossings. 

 The Town would also have to engage with the public so they 

understand the process, the whistle cessation and the safety issues. 

The Town would have to pass a resolution for whistle cessation and 

it would be reviewed by transportation. The Town would also be 

required to carry $35 million in liability insurance. 

 Councillor Martens asked if the town would be responsible for the 

installation and cost of the lights and control arms for all the 

crossings. 

 P. Bayerle said it would be at the town’s cost and it would be 

approximately $250,000 to $300,000 each for the lights and another 

$50,000 each for the arms. 

 Councillor Hohm asked if there were any other communities other 

than Fort Macleod who have gone through this process. 

 P. Bayerle said CP Rail is currently working with M.D. of Rocky View 

and is happy to work with Coaldale on the process. Both Canmore 

and Edmonton have the whistle cessation in place. 

 C. Lencucha noted Vulcan, Lacombe and Coalhurst have it in place. 

 Councillor Van Rijn questioned if they would do the whistle 

cessation with the crossing arm or with the lights or both. 

 P. Bayerle said it would depend on the assessment, the speeds and 

traffic. 

 Councillor Van Rijn said once the assessment is done and delivered 

to CP Rail what would be the timeline. 

 P. Bayerle said it would likely be 12 to 15 months before everything 

would be in place. 

 Councillor Chapman asked if the whistle cessation is applied for and 

two of the three crossings are approved, would it be applied to just 

those approved. 

 M. LoVecchio said the whistle is a safety device, and as an operator 

he needs every tool at his disposal. Whistle cessation doesn’t 

prevent them from using the whistle if needed to warn someone 

off. He has never had a fatality but he had three near misses. He 

said he is troubled that anyone would want to eliminate the whistle 

but CP Rail will work with the town if they want to go that route. He 

said the assessment must be completed crossing by crossing, each 

individually, with the criteria applied to each crossing. 

 Councillor Chapman asked if an agreement would be per crossing or 

for all of the crossings in Coaldale. 

 M. LoVecchio said it would be per crossing. 
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 Councillor Martens questioned who would be responsible for 

maintaining the crossing lights and arms. 

 P. Bayerle said it would be at the cost of the municipality and the 

cost would depend on the crossing and whether it has lights, arms 

or gates but it is about $8,600 a year. 

 Mayor Craig asked if Coaldale is within the Taber subdivision and 

rated at 40 miles per hour. 

 C. Lencucha said yes, Coaldale is at 40 miles an hour. He noted train 

speeds will change somewhat with temperatures and if anyone has 

concerns they can report it. CP Rail can check the information and 

track the train’s speed. 

 Mayor Craig asked how likely is it that a train could be going as fast 

as 70 miles an hour through Coaldale. 

 M. LoVecchio said if he is in the conductor’s chair part of his job is to 

monitor the speed of the train. Under the rules he has to notify the 

engineer if they are approaching the track speed for that location. If 

they exceed the track speed he has to give the engineer the 

opportunity to slow down, if he doesn’t he has to hit the emergency 

brake. For CP Rail the track speed is a hard limit. 

 Council Chapman noted, for the record, it is four crossings in 

Coaldale. 

 Councillor Duda asked, as the Director of Emergency Management 

for the town, would they be the ones to work with on emergency 

plans. 

 M. LoVecchio said yes and noted anytime there is a blocked crossing 

CP Rail tries to inform emergency services in the community so they 

are aware. He noted CP Rail has proximity guidelines and he hopes 

the town will take a serious look at these guidelines and adopt them 

in their planning. 

 He added from a safety standpoint Coaldale is a growing community 

and with multiple agencies involved it takes coordination to 

enhance public safety. With the proximity of the tracks to the 

highway the town needs to look at future access and safety. 

 He encouraged the use of the CP Community Connect at 800-766-

7912 and the CP Emergency number at 800-716-9132, noting this is 

the number the town must include in their emergency plan. 

 Councillor Van Rijn said with the town responsible for the cost of 

the assessment, would CP Rail be willing to look over the crossings 

to see if it is even feasible to do before the town invests the money. 

 M. LoVecchio said they could certainly look at the crossings and give 

the town an idea of what they are looking at for an assessment. 
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 Mayor Craig thanked the delegation for their time and their 

presentation to council on an issue that has been before council for 

a time. 

 

ITEM 121 0.1 PUBLIC HEARING PROPOSED BYLAW 712-P-04-16 

 Mayor Kim declared the Public Hearing on Proposed Bylaw 712-P-

04-16 open at 5:45 p.m. The bylaw covers zone re-designation of 

land currently zoned Residential R-1A and Residential Multi-unit 

Limited R-2L to Residential Multi-unit R-2 to accommodate the 

owner’s intended use at 1812-18 Avenue and 1607-20 Street. 

 S. Croil, Director of Planning and Development, asked those in 

attendance to fill out the sign-in sheet if they would like to be 

notified of council’s decision. He noted the applicant has an updated 

proposal which he circulated. He also provided council with an 

updated site plan. 

 He presented an overview of the proposed bylaw including the site 

history and outlined the process for changing the land designation. 

The lands in question are adjacent or proximate to Highway 845 to 

the west and Station Grounds to the east. 

 The development proposal calls for 39 townhouse dwelling units, 

primary access from 20 Street, yard sites of 31m in depth and 6.34m 

in width, two parking stalls per unit, one in driveway, one in garage; 

a 30 foot wide internal private roadway with no sidewalks, a 

playground/park area in the southeast of the subject site and 

private ownership of roads and park space.  

 Councillor Chapman asked if everything in the application complies 

with residential multi-unit R2 in the land use bylaw. 

 S. Croil said yes. In the unlikely event individual lots were subdivided 

off they would require waivers for the slightly narrow lots. 

 Councillor Chapman asked if the units would be stick built on site or 

moved in. 

 S. Croil said he can’t be sure as this is a preliminary plan but he 

believed they would all be site built. 

 Councillor Martens questioned at R-2 what would be the minimum 

road width allowed and are sidewalks required. 

 S. Croil noted the width is 20m for road, parking and sidewalks but 

pointed out it is hard to say what is standardized in the preliminary 

concept as the development is privately owned. 

 Councillor Martens raised a safety concern with the width of the 

road and no sidewalks.  

 Councillor Van Rijn said with the bylaw being proposed, if council 

had more direct control how would that look. 
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 S. Croil said if council would like full authority over a piece of land 

regarding development they could zone it direct control. It would 

give council full control authority to set requirements for and make 

decisions on development proposals on that site. In this case council 

would direct staff to draft a direct control bylaw. 

 Councillor Martens also raised a concern over the one entrance and 

exit creating a safety issue. 

 S. Croil said this was discussed when the preliminary proposal was 

drawn up and, while there is an emergency access provided through 

Station Grounds he is not sure if there is flexibility to provide 

another access within the existing plan. 

 Councillor Duda asked, as council is discussing the zoning, would the 

details as to streets and such, come at another stage or once zoning 

is final would those details be final. 

 S. Croil said the zoning is actually separate from the development 

proposal itself. If the re-zoning is successful then the developer can 

apply for anything that is allowed under R-2. If it is considered a 

discretionary use it would be up to the MPC to rule on it. 

 Councillor Van Rijn questioned ownership of a portion of the 

property under consideration for rezoning. 

 S. Croil said he understands both parcels are under one ownership. 

 Councillor Van Rijn asked if the existing 4-plex could be moved to 

provide another access to the development. 

 S. Croil recommended that question be referred to the applicant. 

 Mayor Craig called on the applicant to address the hearing. 

 Douglas Bergen, on behalf Garry Renkema of Renkema Investments 

Ltd., provided a history of the property and noted an application 

was made in 2011 for the initial parcel in the project. The new 

application now includes additional property that would have been 

left with no legal access had it not been included in this application 

for rezoning. He also noted the number of units has dropped from 

the original 41 to 39. An emergency access to Station Grounds has 

also been added into the plan. There is also new fencing to be 

installed. 

 D. Bergen also noted the units will be contemporary in design with 

extensive landscaping. He acknowledged there have been concerns 

over storm water management but he said the land was part of the 

Station Grounds overall drainage plan. The site has been surveyed 

as to the storm water drainage and has been registered and 

approved by Alberta Environment. 
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 Councillor Martens noted with most people having 2 vehicles, in this 

case, one in the garage, one in the driveway, he asked where 

visitors would be able to park in the development.  

 D. Bergen said he feels there is sufficient parking along the streets 

on the side yards and between some of the driveway entrances. 

 Councillor Van Rijn asked if the street width is 30 feet with 

sidewalks. 

 D. Bergen said there are no sidewalks as this is a dead end 

development with no through streets, it is 30 feet curb to curb. He 

noted with these developments there is very little foot traffic. 

 Councillor Van Rijn said there are problems now in Parkside where 

two vehicles can’t pass when they are traveling in opposite 

directions because of vehicles parked in front of homes. 

 D. Bergen said in this development there will only be parking on one 

side of the street so the lane space would be adequate. 

 Mayor Craig asked if these would be condo strata title. 

 D. Bergen said no there would be 39 properties on one title. 

 Mayor Craig also questioned the target market for the 

development. 

 D. Bergen said as the units have three bedrooms and there are plans 

for a playground it would be young families. 

 Councillor Van Rijn asked if, looking into the future, would these be 

titled or rental units. 

 D. Bergen said rentals. 

 Mayor Craig asked if, given that a waiver would be required, would 

they go to title eventually. 

 D. Bergen said that is not the intention but if the project were to be 

sold in the future, someone could come and apply for that. 

 Councillor Chapman asked if the roads would be similar to those in 

Station Grounds and if it would be the same concept. 

 D. Bergen said they would be the same road width with no 

sidewalks, same as Station Grounds.  

 Councillor Chapman asked if each home would be metered with 

their own utilities. 

 D. Bergen said yes. 

 Mayor Craig asked if there had been any discussion on the existing 

4-plex and if there was any discussion on how it could be removed 

to provide another entrance. 

 D. Bergen said it would be subdivided off and sold, it wouldn’t form 

part of this development. He noted one of the issues has always 

been a lack of legal access to the second, long narrow piece of 

property.  
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 Councillor Van Rijn asked, for increased access, if the developer 

would consider dropping one unit to allow for a second access. 

 D. Bergen said it was discussed but it doesn’t make financial sense 

and emergency access would be through Station Grounds. 

 Councillor Van Rijn said he assumes it will be a locked gate and 

questioned who would have a key. 

 D. Bergen said he believes the firemen don’t carry keys but simply 

cut the lock to gain access in an emergency. 

 Councillor Chapman noted walking trails have been an ongoing issue 

and asked if walking trails were being considered as part of the 

development. 

 D. Bergen said it hasn’t been part of the development but certainly 

a path could be included, registered as a utility lot to provide access. 

 Councillor Chapman asked about the green space on the map and 

could it be an access. 

 D. Bergen said it is not wide enough to be an emergency access but 

it could work for a walking path, something he hadn’t considered 

but could. 

 Councillor Martens questioned if the 2012 plan for storm water 

which was approved by Alberta Environment took into account the 

full development. 

 D. Bergen said yes it did. 

 Mayor Craig opened the public hearing up to anyone who would like 

to speak in opposition to the application. 

 K. Marshall asked where garbage pick-up would be in the 

development. He raised a concern for the increased foot traffic he 

anticipates will take place through his yard because of the 

development. He also noted the development backs on to 

properties with large lots and big trees. Without any alley access he 

questioned how these existing residents will be able to access their 

lots to remove debris. He said existing land owners won’t have 

access to their property as they historically have had in the past. He 

also raised a concern with emergency access. He said with 39 units 

there will be 60 vehicles all trying to enter and exit via 20 Street 

which is extremely congested at 7:30 a.m. and 4:30 p.m. on a daily 

basis. 

 D. Bergen said recycling and garbage pick-up would be handled the 

same as it is anywhere else in town. On the question of an alley 

access, he noted the properties along 20 Street would have to give 

up land for development of an alley and it just doesn’t make sense. 

 K. Marshall also questioned how a fire truck would be able to get in 

with people parking on the street given the width of the road. 
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 D. Bergen said the development meets design standards. 

 Mayor Craig questioned if the units have 2-car garages. 

 D. Bergen said yes and he see no issue with access. 

 B. Gibb asked if the new development would impact property values 

and future sales. 

 D. Bergen noted he has more invested in the North side of Coaldale 

than anyone else and the new development will be well taken care 

of as are his other properties. 

 G. Gibb questioned the visibility when so many vehicles are trying to 

access 20 Street. 

 D. Bergen said the road access was chosen because they sought to 

save as many existing trees and shrubs as possible. It is also 

centrally located for the development and they will deal with any 

sight line issues. 

 Councillor Chapman noted the entrance/exit to the development 

appears to be narrower than the one to Station Grounds. 

 D. Bergen said the entrance off of 20 Street already existed when he 

bought the property but it does narrow as vehicles enter Station 

Grounds. 

 Councillor Chapman said if he lived there he would be concerned. 

 D. Bergen said it could certainly be cleared to provide better 

visibility. 

 M. Federico said the area will become too congested with the 

addition of 2 cars for each home. He said it needs to have more of a 

community approach with less density. 

 D. Bergen said with the original approval in place, the density would 

have been higher but has already been reduced. 

 R. Ockerman said he was told when the land was developed an alley 

would be part of the new development. 

 Mayor Craig questioned if there was a caveat on the land title 

stating such was the case for an alley. 

 D. Bergen said no, it just isn’t feasible. 

 B. Gibb asked if D. Bergen would be the developer. 

 D. Bergen said he is the designer, not the developer. 

 B. Gibb asked if there was an architect. 

 D. Bergen said there is a designer. 

 K. Marshall asked if there will be enough room for the school bus to 

turn around in the development. 

 D. Bergen said the bus pick-up was also an issue for Station Grounds 

and the pick-up point was set at the entrance and such would be 

the case with the new development. 
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 Councillor Martens said the pick-up should be set so children do not 

have to cross the street for pick-up. 

 D. Bergen said that discussion would have to be with Palliser 

Regional Schools. 

 D. Ockerman also raised a concern over street parking in the new 

development and the density of vehicles with 39 units. She said 

there is not enough parking and the turnaround for emergency 

vehicles is part of the area designated for a playground. She said 

there will be too much traffic in the area with multi-family units and 

she would like to see the area under direct control.  

 D. Bergen said he is proud of Station Grounds and this new project 

would be no different. 

 M. Federico questioned what would stop existing homeowners from 

being pushed off their property by higher taxes. He said he 

purchased in Coaldale because he found Lethbridge impersonal and 

he liked the welcoming neighbourhood in this area of Coaldale. 

 D. Bergen said the initial development was already approved when 

M. Federico purchased his property and he didn’t do his homework 

as the new plan is within the density allowed for the area. He said 

this is a stand-alone development. 

 Councillor Martens questioned the street set back. 

 D. Bergen said it is 7.5m and meets the town’s bylaw. 

 R. Ockerman questioned the fence height and how the garbage 

truck will get in and out. He also questioned the new development 

being able to look over the older properties. 

 D. Bergen said the garbage and recycling truck access is a question 

for the future once the re-zoning is approved. He said the fence will 

be 6 feet as is the max allowed in Coaldale. He noted the new 

homes do not have an elevated main floors which means the decks 

will be close to grade so there will be no split entries, so no elevated 

decks to look onto other properties. 

 Councillor Chapman asked if the proposed turnaround was part of 

the 10 per cent green space. 

 D. Bergen said a development such as this does not have to provide 

land for municipal reserve but would instead pay cash in lieu. 

 R. Ockerman questioned the inclusion of the playground in the 

development. 

 D. Bergen said it was included at the request of the town. 

 R. Ockerman raised an issue with the emergency access being just 

into another development. 

 D. Bergen noted Station Grounds has 2 emergency exits which could 

be used if emergency exit was required from the new development. 
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 K. Marshall questioned how residents will get out if the emergency 

access is locked. 

 Councillor Martens questioned if there was an area structure plan 

for this development or just the greater area. 

 S. Croil said he didn’t believe it indicates other sites. 

 D. Bergen said this is a rezoning application and doesn’t require an 

area structure plan. A plan was never done for this area as it was 

developed as sites became available. 

 Mayor Craig asked three times if there were anyone else who 

wished to speak in opposition to the application. 

 B. Ockerman said he would like to see an alley included in the new 

development. 

 K. Marshall also spoke in favour of seeing an alley included in the 

plans. 

 M. Federico said he is not against the development but questioned 

why so many units and why not fewer in order to lessen the density. 

 Mayor Craig made another call for those speaking in opposition. 

 Mayor Craig made a call for anyone speaking in favour of the 

application. 

 D. Bergen said the development is slightly over half of what the 

bylaw allows and is not over densified. 

 K. Marshall said the density shouldn’t be allowed just because it 

meets the bylaw requirements. 

 Mayor Craig declared the public hearing closed at 7:10 p.m. 

 

ITEM 122 3.1 REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES – MAY 9, 2016 

  

Motion 200.16 Councillor R. Hohm moved to accept the May 9, 2016 Regular Council 

Meeting minutes.  

     6-0 Carried. 

 

ITEM 123 3.2 SPECIAL COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES- MAY 16, 2016 

  

Motion 201.16 Councillor Chapman moved to accept the Special Council Meeting 

Minutes of May 16, 2016. 

 

     6-0 Carried. 

 

ITEM 124 4.1 Q & A from May 9, 2016 Council Meeting 

 

Motion 202.16 Councillor Martens moved to accept the Q & A from the May 9, 2016 

Council meeting for information. 
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     6-0 Carried. 

 

ITEM 125 4.2 AUMA CONVENTION OCT. 5-7, 2016 

 

 K. Bly noted in the May 30. 2016 meeting Council approved a 

motion to send the Mayor, Deputy, CAO and one other council 

member to the AUMA Convention. Councillor Duda is currently 

Deputy Mayor but at the time of the convention Councillor Abrey 

will be Deputy Mayor. 

 Councillor Abrey said Councillor Duda could attend in his place. 

 Councillor Martens indicated as a member of the AUMA’s Healthy 

Communities committee he feels he has an obligation to attend. 

 Mayor Craig said he would be willing to pay his own way to the 

convention if another member of council wishes to attend. 

 Councillor Chapman said he would be very interested in going. 

 Councillor Chapman asked if the AUMA would cover a part of the 

Mayor’s attendance as he is on the board of directors. 

 Mayor Craig said there may be some coverage and he would cover 

the rest on his own. 

 

Motion 203.16 Councillor Van Rijn moved Council send Councillors Duda, Chapman 

and Martens to the AUMA at the town’s expense. 

 

     6-0 Carried. 

 

ITEM 126 4.3 WATER RATIONING ACTION PLAN 

    

 CAO K. Hastings reviewed a request for the town to approve the City 

of Lethbridge Water Rationing Action Plan and then direct 

administration to draft an extensive plan for the Town of Coaldale 

for future approval. 

 Councillor Chapman said he was curious and concerned that if the 

town adopted the city plan would it tie the town’s hands for the 

future. The city plan is very comprehensive and he questioned if the 

town is willing to accept that plan as its own. 

 Councillor Hohm, who represents the town on the regional water 

commission, said because the water comes from the city, it is 

prudent for the town to adopt the same plan as the city. He said the 

town can adopt it now and then adopt its own amendment later. 
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 CAO Hastings noted the plan put forth by the city is a strategy that 

would be best adopted by all users of city water so everyone is on 

the same rules. 

 Councillor Abrey questioned the inclusion of private businesses that 

also pull water from Coaldale’s reserve. 

 Councillor Hohm noted if water rationing took place it would involve 

anyone taking water from the city. Businesses would have to follow 

the same restrictions. 

 Councillor Chapman noted so would the water co-ops in the region. 

 CAO Hastings noted under the town’s agreement the town’s water 

needs come before industry. 

 

Motion 204.16 Councillor Hohm moved the town adopt the City of Lethbridge Water 

Rationing Action Plan. 

6-0 Carried. 

 

 

ITEM 127 4.4 YOUTH RECREATION HOCKEY RFI 

 

 Mayor Craig noted 4.4 on the agenda is not a public hearing and 

while the members of the gallery are welcome to observe and listen 

to the council discussion they will not be allowed to address the 

matter. 

 Councillor Duda recused herself and left the meeting at 7:22 p.m. 

 CAO Hastings provided an overview of the Coaldale Youth Recreation 

Hockey League RFI. The purpose of this report is to request that 

Council make a decision on whether to award the Request for 

Interest (RFI) for the operation of a Recreation Ice Hockey program 

to the organization or entity that submitted the most comprehensive 

compliant proposal within the formal deadline established and 

advertised by the Town.   

 At the regular Council meeting of March 29, 2016 Council passed the 

following resolution: Motion 103.16 THAT Council accept the 

recommendation to go to a Request for Interest, as of April 1, 2016, 

for a resident, non-profit Youth Recreational Hockey program to 

operate in Coaldale, commencing in the 2016-17 ice season. Further, 

that Council direct Administration to draft a letter to all level five (5) 

ice users affected, informing them of the changes to their access to 

prime time ice.     6-0          Carried. 

 

 In fulfillment of this directive, three steps took place:   
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 1. Letter to affected ice users: First, on April 13th, all Level 5 ice 

users, who were affected by this change in policy, were notified by 

way of letter that the Town would no longer be renting them prime 

time ice.  By definition, as per Section 4.2.3 of the Ice Allocation 

Policy approved by Council at the Council meeting of October 26, 

2015, a Level 5 ice user is a “commercial, private, or non-resident 

user.”  By extension, and according to the criteria, this included the 

Rec Hockey group led by Ms. Cheryl Neufeld.  Key segments of the 

letter template, which is attached to this report, read as follows: 

Under Ice Allocation Policy CSG-001, you are classified as a Level 5 

Ice user because you have not historically met the minimum 

residency requirement nor are you are non-profit society.  With the 

availability of prime time ice becoming increasingly difficult to come 

by, Council made a resolution providing local youth non-profit users 

first priority of prime time use, effectively ending the usage of prime 

time ice by Level 5 users such as yourself.  To this end, please be 

advised that as a result of the below captured Council resolution, the 

weekly prime time ice allotment that you rented in previous years 

will be turned back over to the Town.  In turn, the Town will 

redistribute the availability of this ice through a competitive 

“Request for Interest” proposal process. The intended goal of this 

policy directive is to secure the operation of a local, non-profit ice 

program provider that in turn will cater to the recreational needs of 

local youth under more defined conditions.   Please note that 

although you will no longer be able to operate your current program 

during prime time ice hours at the Coaldale arena, we encourage 

you to submit a proposal to the Town under the new operating 

guidelines that we have established.  

 In summary, and as we move forward, I want to appraise you of two 

potential options:  

 Should you wish to continue operating as a level 5 ice user, you have 

the option of requesting ice time during non-prime time hours, 

which will be allocated based on availability and in accordance with 

the annual ice scheduling process this upcoming June.  

 When the Request for Interest (RFI) proposal process for a local, 

non-profit Youth Recreational Hockey program is advertised, you 

have the option of submitting an application that will be reviewed, 

scored and evaluated according to the criteria set forth in the RFI 

package. 
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 2. Creation of a Request for Interest proposal package and 
guidelines for those interested in running a Recreational Hockey 
program in Coaldale (hereinafter referred to as the “RFI”) 

 The RFI was sent out to all existing ice users on April 14, 2016.  The 
RFI was also posted on the Town’s website on April 14, 2016.  The 
deadline for interested parties to submit a Request for Interest was 
4:30 pm May 13, 2016. Pertinent sections of the RFI guidelines 
include the following:  

 Minimum 60% residency rate (Coaldale & County) in Year 1; 

 Minimum 70% residency rate (Coaldale & County) in Year 2; 

 Minimum 80% residency rate (Coaldale & County) in Year 3; 

 Proof of non-profit or Society status as defined by Service Alberta. 

 Proof of general liability insurance to operate a youth sport 
organization. 

 An estimated detailed budget to operate the league on an annual 
basis. 

 A general overview of the proposed league philosophy as it pertains 
to youth sport. 

 A management and/or governance plan for the annual operation of 
the youth recreation hockey league. 

 Description of how the league will give back to the community and 
its participants. 

 Declaration of non-contact. 

 Operate program within a 3-hour prime time ice allotment per week, 
with all 3 hours being utilized for recreational purposes only.    

 Evidence and emphasis on “fun”; 

 Minimal to no travel; and 

 Affordability strategies;  
 

 3. Evaluation of the RFI’s 
 Only one (1) proposal was received in response to the RFI posted by 

the Town.  This proposal was submitted by the Coaldale Minor 
Hockey Association under the “recreational pond hockey” umbrella 
and meets the minimum requirements set forth by the Town.   

 Key tenets of the CMH proposal are as follows.  The formal 
submission is attached to this report.    

 Open to all skill levels; 

 1 hour ice weeknight ice session per week for participants, at a 
proposed fee structure of $275.00 per season;   

 No-travel; 

 Declaration of non-contact; 

 Non-competitive hockey program that is not part of the Minor 
Hockey League;  

 Focus on parent involvement and new coach development; 
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 Proposed fee; 

 Registered society and non-profit status; 

 $20 million dollar liability insurance; 

 A series of on-ice games, including ice soccer, tag, dodge ball, and of 
course, inter-squad scrimmages.   

 Proposed goal of 90% residency; and, 

 Proposed max registrant cap of 90 players for the 2016/2017 season. 
 

 OVERARCHING PRINCIPLES: In recent weeks, a frequently asked 
question has been “why the RFI process?”  I think a summary on the 
principles underpinning the action items leading up to this 
presentation is warranted.   

 It begins with two premises:  

 First, that there is a gross shortage of ice, and in particular, prime 
time ice, in Coaldale;  

 Second, that the cost to operate the Coaldale arena is significantly 
offset by Coaldale taxpayers. 

 
 Indeed, Coaldale taxpayers subsidize the Coaldale arena by more 

than $250,000 per year.  This is not uncommon for recreational 
facilities in municipalities. 

 In cases where there are more non-local participants than resident 
participants in prime time ice slots, the following philosophical 
questions emerged before Council:  

   

 If there is a shortage of available prime time ice, and if the ice is 
subsidized by Coaldale taxpayers, does it make sense to give 
Coaldale-resident entities higher priority ice access than non-
Coaldale entities?   

 Similarly, if the arena is a tax-subsidized facility, is it more equitable 
to provide prime time ice to commercial entities who are largely 
comprised of non-local participants, who are not governed by board 
of directors, who do not provide financial statements to the Town 
while utilizing tax-payer subsidized ice, despite numerous attempts 
to get them to do so; or is it more equitable to provide ice to youth 
non-profit organizations? 
 

 With respect to the above, Council determined that in cases of ice 

shortage, it made more principled sense to allow non-profit resident 

groups to use the finite ice that we have.   

 On the flip side, however, Council wished to maintain the provision 

of recreational hockey in this community.   



 Town of Coaldale                                                                                                                                                                                                          16 
    P a g e   
  Regular Council Meeting Minutes – May 30, 2016 
 
  
 

 

 How do you address the local versus non local, the for-profit versus 

non-profit question, and still have rec programming?  How do you 

ensure that taxpayer subsidised ice is not being used by for-profit 

commercial entities?  How do you ensure accountability and still 

achieve the desired end result?  You advertise a competitive proposal 

process, for the provision of a recreational hockey program, in hopes 

that a group steps up to the plate and meets the newly established 

criteria.   

 In larger cities, where there are multiple arenas, scarcity may be less 

of an issue.  In Coaldale, however, there is only 1 arena (for now).   

And until a second sheet of ice is a reality – current demand far 

outweighs supply.  And we have therefore been forced to prioritize 

who get access to this scare commodity.  Council determined that 

local youth who participate under a non-profit banner – whichever 

organization or entity that may be – are first on the priority list.   

 This is not to say that non-local are banned from entering our arena; 

on the contrary.  What it does mean is that the majority will be from 

Coaldale; because the vast majority of the rink is funded by Coaldale.  

 Councillor Van Rijn read from a prepared statement: Concerning the 

youth recreation hockey league, I have been struggling with what 

has been going on, more so since April 14 when the request for 

interest document was circulated out to the user groups. I have 

been inundated with emails, phone calls and visitors at my home 

and my office. I totally understand the passion parents, 

grandparents and coaches have for their program. And I understand 

the tremendous good this program does for the youth, evident by 

the support they have in council chambers this evening. The 

program has been in existence for 28 years and although it will 

continue, possibly under a new provider, I question why fix 

something that is not broken. When looking at the big picture 

concerning the Coaldale youth recreation hockey league I 

understand there may be some internal issues or conflicts within 

the rec program that prevented the original RFI from being 

completed. Why punish an organization for the mistakes made by a 

few? The RFI document clearly states the Town of Coaldale reserves 

the right to accept or reject any or all proposals received as a result 

of the request, to negotiate with all qualified offers or to cancel the 

request if it is in the best interest of the Town to do so. The decision 

of the Town shall be final. The issue for me, over and above the fact 

the RFI was not submitted, is the question if Coaldale Rec Hockey 

would have been able to meet the designated RFI model, as 

outlined, that would only allow organizations that followed Hockey 
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Alberta parameters to apply. To me the way the RFI is written 

Coaldale Rec Hockey was put at a disadvantage and as a result 

would probably not have met the criteria as outlined. Parents don’t 

care if there is another hockey rec provider, they want their rec 

hockey program which has served the needs of the community for 

28 years. We as council have the opportunity to withdraw the RFI, 

work with the current board of the established program and 

hopefully the desired win-win solution for all involved can be 

achieved. Coaldale Minor Hockey currently runs an excellent 

program for their own league but to have them take over rec 

hockey would not be a good fit in my own mind. Considering the 

different philosophies they each hold and more so what they teach 

their players individually. It’s obvious there are personality conflicts 

between the two groups and within the groups themselves. At the 

end of the day it should be about kids and not egos. The clear 

message I received over and over again this past week is that there 

is an excellent program in Coaldale when it comes to the youth 

recreation hockey program. Let us as the Town of Coaldale help 

mend what is broken and move this program forward. 

 

    

Motion 205.16 Councillor Van Rijn moved the Town of Coaldale withdraw the RFI 

concerning the Youth Recreation Hockey League sent out on April 14. 

 

 Mayor Craig called for any questions on the motion. 

 Councillor Martens spoke against the motion noting council has 

received numerous emails with the majority saying they wanted rec 

hockey but not specifying as to who may provide it. He said the 

town put out the RFI and if a submission meets all the criteria he 

doesn’t see how it can be withdrawn. 

 Councillor Abrey said members of council got all the letters and he 

was set on which way to go, but one sentence in one email from Mr. 

Deys made him question if he was actually fully informed. He read 

the sentences with the writer saying “Stephanie Wierl admitted it 

was done because, in a nutshell, the town was tired of dealing with 

Cheryl”. He said as a municipality the town should be treating 

everyone fairly, whether they are difficult or not, and he was 

undecided as to how he would vote on the motion. 

 Councillor Hohm said he also got all of the emails but he doesn’t 

want to put council is in a position of putting out the RFI and 

receiving a qualified application, putting council in a difficult 

position to say, why are we denying this one if it meets all the 



 Town of Coaldale                                                                                                                                                                                                          18 
    P a g e   
  Regular Council Meeting Minutes – May 30, 2016 
 
  
 

 

criteria. He said it would be nice, if council could table the decision 

and go back to minor hockey to see if they would pull their 

application and give the town a year to see if minor hockey and the 

recreation hockey can get together as a single unit and make this 

work so we don’t have fights in our arena between the two groups. 

He said he would like to table the issue to give the two groups a 

year to work it out. 

 Mayor Craig said, speaking against the motion put forward by 

Councillor Van Rijn, the town’s administration clearly listed out all 

the key principles that drove us to this decision, all the foundational 

parts were there and he doesn’t believe anyone on council believes 

the step by step process was flawed in any respect. Council had the 

ability to vet the RFI when it was submitted and questions about 

Alberta Hockey and that, should have been questioned at that time. 

He said in hindsight you could ask all sorts of questions but the 

majority of council approved the RFI process and it’s followed a 

logical set of key questions and he doesn’t feel comfortable 

progressing based on an assumption that a town employee said one 

thing or another. That employee is not in attendance to address 

whether or not that was said and what circumstance it was uttered 

or not. He added, Councillor Hohm has noted there is a qualified 

response to the RFI and this isn’t an issue that doesn’t have merit 

for Coaldale Rec Hockey. It is a tried and true organization but at the 

same time Coaldale Minor Hockey has a proud history of providing 

recreational opportunities to Coaldale youth as well. So the town 

has two very stellar groups who have done well in the community. 

 Councillor Van Rijn said in response to Councillor Hohm’s comments 

that it is clearly defined in the RFI, and he quoted: “The Town of 

Coaldale reserves the right to accept or reject any or all proposals 

received as a result of the request, to negotiate with qualified offers 

or to cancel the request if it is in the best interest of the Town to do 

so. The decision of the Town shall be final.” He noted with that 

being said that answers Councillor Hohm’s questions, if council 

decides to vote down the RFI, they can do that. In response to the 

comment about Hockey Alberta, he said he would be the first 

person, if he makes a mistake or misunderstands something he will 

be the first to admit it. The RFI to him was straight forward and he 

thought it was going to go out to all the ice users and the town 

would receive RFIs back from all the ice users who wanted to 

participate.  

 He said unfortunately Cheryl Neufeld failed to submit that and he 

doesn’t think it’s fair to hold one organization hostage because of 
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one person. He thinks a mistake was made, we’re a community and 

home based here and it is important to show the citizens who 

participate within this program that we want to work with them. 

 Councillor Martens asked if the RFI from Coaldale Minor Hockey was 

now considered public. 

 CAO Hastings said yes as it is part of the council agenda package. 

 Councillor Martens said to withdraw the RFI now would be unfair to 

Coaldale Minor Hockey and would put them at a disadvantage. He 

noted all the groups had the same amount of time to submit an RFI 

and only one did. It would be unfair to not accept it. 

 Councillor Chapman said he was struggling with it and feels he 

should vote in support of the motion. He said the issue has been 

ongoing for quite a period of time and two weeks ago he voted 

against the motion to close the deadline for May 13 with the 

purpose that council look at an extension for the group hoping to 

make a submission. He said with the over 80 emails and letters he 

has received over the past several days it has been a real indication 

to him that Coaldale Rec Hockey has taken this more seriously than 

was supposed before. He apologized for not returning all the calls 

and emails but he did read them all. As Councillor Abrey pointed 

out, there is a lot of emotion in writing letters, and to him, the 

parents that spoke were speaking about hockey, speaking about 

sport but were not speaking about politics. The fact being they 

didn’t realize what was going on behind the scenes. That Coaldale 

Rec Hockey was not taking things as seriously as they should have 

puts council in a bad spot. Chances were given, opportunities were 

given and if that group was not going to take that seriously council 

was going to take action. Those letters reflected the fact there is a 

niche in Coaldale that really is very fitting, that for 3 hours of hockey 

a week these kids really shone and felt like they were at the top of 

their world says something to him. He said the parents spoke very 

loudly about what hockey means to them. It was not about 

personalities or who was the head person behind it. He feels the 

parents who spoke out loudly and clearly about coming to Coaldale, 

whether they drove from Taber, from the County or from West 

Lethbridge. Whether they were professors, college coaches or 

university coaches the importance of what this little program does, 

three hours a week, for kids is something we haven’t seen in 

Coaldale before. 28 years later to have that product going is to him 

a testimony of perseverance and of a person and a group of people 

who really wanted to see something for kids. Minor hockey has its 

own place, a great place as well but there is only one arena and that 
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is really an issue in and of itself. The complication being kids have to 

struggle for that same ice, prime time ice time is really an issue. He 

has asked at the council table before if maybe the town should be 

looking at expanding its ice time, opening up a little later maybe 

closing up a little later. There are lots of towns where the old guys 

are still playing at 11 o’clock at night or coming to play hockey at 5 

in the morning, that’s not a big deal, they do it. They hurt the next 

day but it’s about being with their friends, having a few beers 

afterwards, sport is really important. The fundamental thing for 

kids, is that kids are really the cornerstone of the community and to 

him the 72 per cent residency rate really, really failed in that regard. 

But to him the parents who spoke out about having to drive to 

Coaldale from the West side or having their kid in hockey, probably 

they found a place that fit for their child, whether they had Down 

Syndrome or otherwise some other handicap that prohibited them 

from playing in a competitive league. It brings him to the place that, 

what Cheryl has here is something that is very fitting and for the 

Town of Coaldale to embrace that, the town can be very proud they 

have a product that serves a small niche of the community for three 

hours a week. 

 Mayor Craig said it is very much appreciated that people reached 

out to rise to the defense of rec hockey. He was not sure if the 

letters came as a result of a misunderstanding that recreation 

hockey would be closed off all together. He saw the letter Cheryl 

sent out and it did convey a number of misstatements and 

inaccuracies and when he opened up this section of the council 

meeting he did so with the explanation that it is not a public 

hearing. But in the sense of a public hearing there is a gross 

unfairness in the sense that the people in support of recreation 

hockey had the opportunity to inform council in a letter writing 

campaign, and that is appreciated and understood, but in the same 

virtue, there was no ability for the proponents of the minor hockey 

proposal to convey all the positives they might of felt as well. He felt 

it is a one-sided argument. There is a void of both sides being heard 

and regrettably the RFI deadline is there and there was a lot of 

energy, in the last little while, put into some high quality letters 

from people who were strong champions of the recreational 

hockey. He said his heart breaks at the fact that energy wasn’t put 

in at the front end between asking for the RFI and before the closing 

of the RFI. It would have been of value to council and administration 

to be able to assess both programs but because the deadline was 

missed the opportunity was lost. He said he doesn’t feel that council 
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is punishing the former rec hockey people in the sense of adopting 

the minor hockey. Rec hockey would be offered in Coaldale. 

 Councillor Martens said rec hockey is not being eliminated. If 

council accepts the RFI submitted, it will be provided just under a 

different provider. He hopes it will be just as good, but if it is not it 

will be re-evaluated within a year. The issue is the availability of 

prime time ice. 

 CAO Hastings said if there were town personnel that made 

comments that this was a personality issue, that’s not something 

that was part of the decision. Having just read a six page 

explanation, that was absent. If that was said he apologized and said 

it was not part of any of the discussion of the principles leading up 

to the decision with himself or at the council table. If that was 

stated, he offered his apologies but that was not the driving force. 

 Councillor Van Rijn said he wanted to make sure Coaldale Rec 

Hockey understands the fact that if this motion goes forward, that 

he is proposing, that it is a wake-up call, that the organization needs 

to get together and get organized, need to have a proper board of 

directors, need to be willing to communicate and it is important that 

you communicate with minor hockey, you have to stop this little 

bickering that goes on, that is the only reason he is supporting and 

bringing forth the motion, he hopes it is a wake-up call not only for 

rec hockey but for minor hockey. At the end of the day everyone 

has to play in the sandbox together. 

 Mayor Craig called for the vote on the motion. 

 

In favour: B. Chapman, R. Hohm, J. Van Rijn 

Opposed: J. Abrey, K. Craig, B. Martens 

Motion Lost 3-3 

 

Motion 206.16 Councillor Martens moved the town accept the Coaldale Hockey RFI for 

recreational hockey. 

 

In favour: J. Abrey, B. Chapman, K. Craig, B. Martens, 

Opposed: R. Hohm, J. Van Rijn 

Motion Carried 4-2 

 

 Councillor Duda returned to the meeting at 8:25 p.m. 

 

ITEM 128 6.1 PROPOSED BYLAW NO. 712-P-04-16 
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 Councillor Van Rijn opened the discussion, said he would like to 

rescind first reading of the bylaw in order to go to direct control. 

 Councillor Abrey asked for clarity on the question of the alley that 

residents were requesting and if it would require land from 

everyone, not just the proposed development. 

 S. Croil said it would depend on the willingness of both parties to 

discuss how that could be done. The existing land owner has no 

requirement to provide a laneway. If they were directed to do so by 

the town it could be at the cost of acquiring the land. He noted the 

other land owners would be required to provide land as well. 

 Councillor Abrey said if the property owners were willing to give up 

30 feet for a lane and work with the town, could they build backyard 

access. 

 S. Croil said that would be an option if they all willingly came 

forward to provide the land for a laneway. 

 Councillor Chapman said he is looking at Option 2, that council table 

the item and request administration come back with additional 

information prior to deciding whether to give second reading but he 

asked how direct control would look in this case. He also asked if it 

would be appropriate at this point to ask for an area structure plan. 

 S. Croil said direct control as stated in the Land Use Bylaw is “to 

provide a means whereby Council may regulate and control the use, 

development or subdivision of land or buildings within a specific 

area of the municipality where the circumstances relating to the 

development or subdivision of a site are such that regulation and 

control by use of the other land use districts in this Bylaw is 

inadequate considering long-range planning goals and the greater 

public interest”. If council accepts the concerns of the adjacent 

landowners and questions regarding transportation and servicing by 

the town’s operational staff continue to have, given that a formal 

development proposal has not be submitted to react to; direct 

control could be a suitable use for the land in question. 

 He said it is correct there is not an area structure plan but he was 

referring to it in a general sense. Council can require an area 

structure plan on any land but the issues here could be dealt with by 

other means. 

 Councillor Van Rijn sought clarification on the site plan and the issue 

of a laneway. Expanding on Councillor Abrey’s comment, he 

questioned if the land owners could work with the developer on a 

laneway; would it be do able. 

 S. Croil said that is a directive that could be given by council. 
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 Councillor Martens asked if that was one of the options, with the 

land owners and the developer each giving up 30 feet, would it have 

to be unanimous.  

 S. Croil said the reality is if certain landowners didn’t want to 

participate and council didn’t want to appropriate the land, which is 

extreme and may not be successful or purchase the land, it would 

be left with a situation where it would not be developed. 

 Councillor Martens noted it could be years before a laneway could 

be developed in that case. He said he would be in favour of going to 

direct control. He is willing to make the motion to go to second 

reading but would be voting against the motion because of the 

safety issues of 30 foot streets and a lack of sidewalks and the 

adjacent landowners’ concerns. 

 Mayor Craig sought to clarify what happens if it goes to second 

reading and does not pass. 

 S. Croil said according to section 188 of the MGA if the motion is 

defeated than the bylaw is defeated. 

 Mayor Craig questioned what happens if it receives enough votes to 

be approved. 

 S. Croil said then it will carry on. 

 Mayor Craig asked if there was the option of one of the other 

motions instead of the second reading. 

 S. Croil said it would depend on what council wants to do but the 

only way out of the current bylaw, on the table, is to defeat the 

motion for second reading. 

 Councillor Van Rijn said he would also be voting against the second 

reading. 

 Councillor Chapman said the item can also be tabled. 

 Mayor Craig said not with a motion on the table. 

 

Motion 207.16 Councillor Martens moved second reading of Bylaw No. 712-P-04-16. 

 

In favour: S. Duda 

Opposed: J. Abrey, B. Chapman, R. Hohm, B. Martens, J. Van Rijn 

Motion Lost 5-1 

 

Motion 208.16 Councillor Van Rijn moved staff draft a direct control bylaw for the 

property that was the subject of defeated Bylaw No. 712-P-04-16 that 

allows council to have full authority regarding the development 

proposal at this location and specifically the potential impact of the 

multi-unit development proposals on adjacent properties and the 

transportation infrastructure and servicing required to service this site. 
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In favour: J. Abrey, B. Chapman, R. Hohm, B. Martens, J. Van Rijn 

Opposed: S. Duda 

Motion Carried 5-1 

 

 Councillor Martens questioned if it would now have to go to another 

public hearing. 

 Mayor Craig said yes, to be set after the proposal comes back to council. 

 S. Croil sought clarification for the draft bylaw that the intention has 

been multi-unit dwellings. 

 Council agreed. 

 Councillor Duda asked if the current zoning on the two parcels remains 

in place with the motion defeated. 

 S. Croil said R2L and partial R1A. 

 Councillor Duda asked if it is up to council to initiate the direct control 

or the landowner. 

 S. Croil said it is an interesting proposal, since the bylaw is defeated, 

council has given a directive but it should be drafted in consultation 

with the landowner. 

 

ITEM 129 6.2 PROPOSED BYLAW NO. 570-R-11-06 AMENDMENT 

    

 CAO Hastings provided an overview of the proposed amendment noting 

the town has received some complaints about RV Parking, specifically 

detached RVs, parked in front or on streets not in front of the 

residences they own. Looking at the existing bylaw 570-R-11-06 

administration reviewed subsection 12.15 which states: “No person 

shall park any Trailer (whether designed for occupancy by persons or for 

the carrying of goods and equipment), upon any Highway unless said 

Trailer is attached to a Vehicle, by which it may be propelled or drawn 

when so attached, the Trailer shall be deemed part of the Vehicle and 

subject to the laws and regulations pertaining to Vehicles, except 

recreational trailers designed for occupancy by persons for the periods 

between Victoria Day and Labour Day of any given year”. 

 He noted there are no other restrictions as to where the trailers can 

park. He asked if council is going to further define where trailers can be 

parked as there have been complaints about trailers being parked other 

than in front of the owner’s property. In researching other communities’ 

bylaws, it was determined that Coaldale is the only community that 

allowed the parking of recreational trailers for an extended period. 

Provincial legislation allows a vehicle (trailer being a vehicle by 

definition) to be parked for no more than 72 hours. There is no 
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restrictions that a trailer has to be attached to a motor vehicle, but 

when it is attached, it must follow the regulations set forth by any 

motor vehicle. Other viewpoints to consider include, but not limited to; 

unsightliness, safety factors when it comes to proper vision of the 

roadway, immediate removal of the trailer should it have to be moved 

in the event of a disaster or occurrence, insurance liability when 

unattached to a motor vehicle, taking up parking space on the roadway 

especially in condensed subdivisions or cul-de-sacs, motorhomes should 

be included in this as well as people have parked motor homes for an 

extended period during this time frame. 

 He said the recommendation from administration gives council the 

following options, to remove the exemption for recreational trailers; 

allow the current exemption but tack on a limited time frame as well as 

the stipulation it must be parked in front of the owner’s property or 

leave the existing bylaw as is. 

 Councillor Abrey asked when the bylaw was passed noting there must 

have been a reason why it was passed 10 years ago. 

 CAO Hastings said this is just a portion of a much larger bylaw that 

touches on this one subject under the traffic bylaw.  

 Councillor Duda said it was something that people asked for and was 

one of the reason some people bought in Coaldale because they could 

park their RVs. She noted there is some question of enforcement as to 

where they are parking which could eliminate some of the problems. 

She also asked when a change, if approved, would come into effect as 

people have their trailers out now and might not have a place for them. 

 Councillor Van Rijn said this all started last year during a Malloy Drain 

tour and someone commented about 20 Avenue and how ugly it looked 

with all the RV trailers. He did some door knocking and found out some 

of them weren’t even Coaldale trailers but from Lethbridge. To him, if it 

is parked on the street it has to be in front of their own residence or 

hooked up. And it can only be left for 72 hours. 

 Councillor Abrey questioned the liability to the town, with unattached 

trailers. He said a lot of people don’t insure their trailers. If the trailer is 

attached it is covered by the vehicle’s insurance. 

 B. Easingwood said the town could be liable because it has a bylaw in 

place that allows for the parking of unattached trailers on streets in 

Coaldale. He confirmed as long as a trailer is attached it is covered by 

the vehicle’s insurance. 

 Councillor Chapman said looking at administration’s recommendations, 

he noted it seeks to further define the exemption by prohibiting parking 

of recreational trailers and motorhomes in the areas of Parkside, 

Seasons and Station Grounds, and prohibit the parking of recreational 
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trailers and motorhomes on empty lots. He flagged empty lots and 

asked how many empty lots in the community are being used to park 

one or two or three trailers, in some cases year round. 

 B. Easingwood said there have been cases of people storing their RVs 

and trailers and even friend’s trailers on empty lots in town. Under the 

residential zoning bylaw there is a limit to the number of trailers and 

such and they have been dealt with under this bylaw as opposed to the 

traffic bylaw. 

 Councillor Martens noted he believes Seasons has a specific parking 

area set aside for parking of RVs but he is unaware at Station Grounds. 

 Councillor Duda asked with a private development can the town even 

restrict the parking of RVs. 

 Mayor Craig said he would support, if the parking is allowed, only 

parking in front of your own property. He would want the bylaw 

constructed to limit the liability for the town for unattached trailers. 

 Councillor Duda asked if the bylaw could be amended to read adjacent 

as she doesn’t have a front yard but does have a side yard. She noted 

there are others with corner lots who don’t have room in front but on 

the side of their lot they do. 

 Councillor Hohm suggested sending it back to administration to draft a 

recommendation to bring back to council based on the discussion 

around the table. 

 Councillor Van Rijn asked if it could be amended and passed tonight. 

 Councillor Martens said he’d like to see it go to a public hearing before it 

is passed because it will generate a lot of resident concern. 

 Councillor Hohm said it doesn’t stop people from the 72 hour parking 

from May until September. He said it is covered by the provincial Traffic 

Safety Act. 

 B. Easingwood said the town’s bylaw cannot shorten the time frame 

already specified under the Traffic Safety Act. 

 Councillor Chapman agreed and said for example a motorhome doesn’t 

have to be attached to anything. If the town is going to go with a 72-

hour policy he suggested eliminating the Victoria Day to Labour Day and 

go full year.  

 Councillor Hohm sought to clarify his point, under the current bylaw a 

trailer can be parked unattached between Victoria Day and Labour Day 

the whole time without having to be moved, but attached to a vehicle it 

would have to be moved. 

 B. Easingwood said a trailer attached to a vehicle, under the traffic 

safety act, can’t be parked on a roadway longer than 72 hours. A person 

could keep moving it every 72 hours.  



 Town of Coaldale                                                                                                                                                                                                          27 
    P a g e   
  Regular Council Meeting Minutes – May 30, 2016 
 
  
 

 

 Councillor Chapman questioned if under the bylaw an unattached trailer 

can remain parked on the street between Victoria Day and Labour Day. 

 B. Easingwood said the traffic safety act is very broad, anything can be 

parked on the roadway as long as it is moved every 72 hours. But the 

town’s bylaw has narrowed the scope to just unattached trailers 

between Victoria Day and Labour Day. 

 Councillor Hohm said the amendment to the bylaw should address 

allowing residents to park in front of their homes. 

 Mayor Craig asked if that would deal with people who use Coaldale 

streets as a place to park their trailers. 

 CAO Hastings asked if there was a way to determine ownership of a 

trailer. 

 B. Easingwood said only if the plate is legal and valid as some people 

swap plates. 

 Councillor Abrey asked how the town can write a bylaw that lessens an 

act, he questioned the town’s authority. He said an act is a minimum 

requirement at the provincial level so a town bylaw can’t be written to 

lessen the act. 

 Councillor Duda asked if the bylaw in question is one that has to be 

approved at the provincial level. 

 CAO Hastings said this is the bylaw that has to be approved but the issue 

would only be with provincial highways. A municipality can make 

amendments if it doesn’t apply to a provincial highway. 

 Councillor Van Rijn asked Councillor Abrey how it would be lessening 

the bylaw. 

 Councillor Abrey said the Traffic Safety Act says only 72 hours but the 

town’s bylaw allows it to go beyond that between Victoria Day and 

Labour Day. 

 Councillor Van Rijn said he understood the 72 hours stipulated in the 

Traffic Safety Act applies to vehicles not trailers. 

 Councillor Abrey understood it to mean anything with wheels. 

 B. Easingwood said the enforcement of the town’s bylaw runs in 

conjunction with the Traffic Safety Act. 

 Councillor Chapman noted the word highway would be noted in the 

bylaw as anything such as a street or an alley. 

 B. Easingwood said it would cover anything residents would drive on, 

streets, cul-de-sacs, roadways. 

 Councillor Chapman said if the 72 hours was added it would clear up the 

issue. 

 B. Easingwood said it would streamline the process. 

 Mayor Craig said he feels there is a consensus that council wants to 

modify it so it is compliant with the act and that trailers should be 
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parked in front of the owner’s property. He suggested a direction to 

administration as such and to be brought back to council. 

 Councillor Chapman sought clarification on empty lots. 

 B. Easingwood noted in residential areas with empty lots, they have 

dealt with this issue. Under the bylaw they are only allowed to park 

their own trailers and they are limited in the number. 

 CAO Hastings asked if council would like the amendments council is 

considering advertised in the paper along with the date it will again be 

discussed by council. He said it is best to let the public know what is 

being considered. 

 Councillor Van Rijn said it should also be shared on social media. 

 Councillor Duda said even the enforcement of distances such as from 

alleyways and crosswalks would eliminate a lot of the complaints the 

town is getting on this issue. 

 B. Easingwood said they do get a lot of those complaints. 

 CAO Hastings sought to clarify the 72 hours, the parking of trailers only 

adjacent to the owner’s lot and questioned if council wants to limit the 

parking of recreation vehicles on empty lots. Does council want 

administration to look at further restrictions on areas with narrower 

streets? How comprehensive does council want administration to go on 

the review? 

 Councillor Hohm said council can’t afford to start specifying specific 

areas of town. 

 B. Easingwood said there are also provincial regulations that can help 

with some of the areas of concern. 

 Councillor Chapman asked if the CPOs are already checking trailers on 

private property to ensure they are not encroaching on sidewalks. 

 B. Easingwood said they speak to the owners when these issues arise 

and have them move the vehicles so they are not blocking areas. 

 

Motion 209.16 Councillor Hohm moved to direct administration to review the town’s 

traffic control bylaw 570-R-11-06 in light of council’s discussion and 

bring back a recommendation for amendments at a future meeting. 

  Carried 6-0 

      

ITEM 130 7.1  REGIONAL TRAIL PROJECT 

 Mayor Craig said he was invited to a steering committee meeting in 

May for the regional trail project by Lethbridge County Councillor 

Henry Doeve. From that meeting Coaldale’s renewed support was 

sought, along with a request to issue a joint press release and to go 

public with the project as well as have the mayor appointed to the 

committee. There was also a request to give the committee 
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permission to meet with the Malloy Drain Steering Committee on 

potential synergies. He noted since the meeting the committee has 

made a presentation to County council and to the SMRID. The 

SMRID voted unanimously in support of further dialog on the 

project. He has not heard how County council voted. 

 Councillor Van Rijn said in speaking with some SMRID board 

members he found it interesting that they are going to allow the 

pathway on their easements and some landowners will have to give 

up land for the trail. 

 

Motion 210.16 Councillor Martens moved that council endorse in principle and agree 

to a joint press release to make public the Regional Trail Project 

concept. And that Mayor Kim Craig be appointed to the Regional Trail 

Project Steering Committee. And further that council allow the 

Regional Trail Project Steering Committee to meet with the Malloy 

Drain Steering Committee on potential synergies. 

  Carried 6-0 

 

ITEM 131 7.2  MGA REVIEW, LOCAL MEETING 

 Mayor Craig noted the July 15 date in Lethbridge for the MGA 

Review with other dates all over the province.  

 K. Bly noted it is on the agenda so council members can register for 

the elected officials pre-session. 

 Mayor Craig said members of council can go online and register if 

they are interested. 

 Councillor Van Rijn asked if it is something the CAO should attend. 

 Mayor Craig also noted the AUMA is having a Mayor’s Caucus in 

Olds July 15-17 with July 16 being for town’s the size of Coaldale. He 

said it is open to councillors and the CAO. The MGA is going to be a 

main topic of discussion. He recommends any members of council 

who want to register, do so. He will be attending July 16 and 17. 

 

ITEM 132 7.3  MCC RELIEF AUCTION AND BAZAAR 

 Mayor Craig confirmed he will be bringing greetings on behalf of the 

town and members of council are welcome to join him. 

 Councillor Van Rijn said anytime there is an opportunity, such as the 

recent Coaldale Christian School playground cheque presentation, 

an email should go out to all of council so they can attend. 

 Mayor Craig said the Coaldale Christian School presentation was 

driven by the school and there wasn’t a lot of lead time. 

 

ITEM 133 10.1 CORRESPONDENCE 
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Motion 211.16 Councillor Van Rijn moved the correspondence items 10.1 and 10.2 be 

received for information.                             

 

ITEM      134       11.1 INFORMATIONAL ITEMS 

 

Motion 212.16 Councillor Martens moved council proclaim June 6-12 as Seniors Week. 

 

Carried 6-0 

 

 Councillor Van Rijn, in reference to the invitations to council to 

attend parades and town celebrations, questioned if some type of 

sign up could be created. 

 CAO Hastings asked if it is easier to set up the doodle poll ahead of 

time, as the requests come in, or does council want to discuss who 

can attend at the council meetings.  

 Councillor Van Rijn said it is good to discuss at the meeting. 

 Mayor Craig asked if a doodle poll could be sent out for the ones 

listed in the current council agenda. 

 Councillor Van Rijn asked if the town float is going out to these 

parades and if there is the option to take the antique fire truck to 

close events. 

 Mayor Craig said in an ideal world it would be nice to see both the 

town float and the fire truck in the local parades. 

 Councillor Chapman provided a quick update on the ORRSC AGM in 

May with Ray White; a few municipalities have retained him to look 

into their storm water management and some of their 

infrastructure, as in how to dispose of their water. He noted ORRSC 

had a surplus this year and they still haven’t replaced Spencer. 

 

Motion 213.16 Councillor Abrey moved Information Items 11.1 to 11.10 be received 

for information. 

 

Carried 6-0 

 

 

Motion 214.16 Councillor Van Rijn moved Council send a letter to CP Rail thanking 

them for their time and information. Further, that administration 

follow up with them on the steps associated with the whistle cessation 

matter. 

 

Carried 6-0 
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Motion 215.16  Councillor Hohm moved to go In-Camera at 9:04 p.m. 

 

      6-0 Carried. 

 

Motion 216.16  Councillor Hohm moved to come out of In-Camera at 9:22 p.m. 

 

      6-0 Carried. 

 

ITEM      135      12.1  PAC MARCH 23, 2016 MINUTES 

ITEM      136      12.2  PAC APRIL 27, 2016 MINUTES 

 

 

Motion 217.16 Councillor Abrey moved to accept the PAC Minutes of March 23 and 

April 27, 2016. 

 

      6-0 Carried. 

 

ITEM 137 12.3 CAO REPORT 

 

Motion 218.16 Councillor Chapman moved to receive the CAO Report for information. 

 

      6-0 Carried. 

 

Motion 219.16  Councillor Hohm moved to adjourn the meeting at 9:30 p.m. 

 

      6-0 Carried. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  _________________________    _____________________________ 

         Kim Craig, MAYOR                 Kalen Hastings, CAO 




