
 
 
 

COUNCIL MEETING
AGENDA

 
July 4, 2023

1:00 pm

COUNCIL CHAMBERS

400 Main Street SE
Pages

1. CALL TO ORDER

2. CLOSED MEETING - 1:00 PM

2.1 Civic Lands Update - Section 24 (Advice from officials) Freedom of Information and
Protection of Privacy Act

2.1.1 Civic Lands Update - Section 24 (Advice from officials) Freedom of
information and Protection of Privacy Act

2.2 Civic Facility Lease Update - Section 16 (Disclosure harmful to business interests of a
third party) Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act

2.3 Council Committee Appointments - Section 29 (Information that is or will be available to
the public) Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act

2.4 Administration Feedback - Section 24 (Advice from officials) Freedom of Information and
Protection of Privacy Act

2.5 Notes

3. PUBLIC HEARING

There are no items

4. BYLAWS - Requiring Public Hearing

There are no items

5. PUBLIC AGENDA  - Immediately following the Closed Meeting

6. MINUTES

6.1 Regular Meeting of June 19, 2023 1



6.2 Acknowledgement of Other Minutes 9

Minutes of the Airdrie public Library Board of May 30, 2023

7. CONSENT AGENDA

There are no items

8. NOTICE OF MOTION

8.1 Anti-abortion Flyers  (Mayor Brown  and Council) 14

Mayor  Brown  and  Council  are  giving  notice  that  a  motion  will  be  made  directing
Administration to amend Community Standards Bylaw No. B-09/2012 to regulate how
unsolicited  flyers  showing  or  claiming  to  show,  graphic  images  of  fetuses  can  be
delivered to any premises to include that they be concealed in an opaque envelope,
have a graphic content warning and include the name and address of the sender, when
delivered to a home and schedule a Public Input Session for the September 6, 2023
Council meeting to allow Council to hear submissions directly from residents pertaining
to the proposed changes to the Community Standards Bylaw.

9. PRESENTATIONS - Items for information only

9.1 Presentation - Volunteer Airdrie Society (Dave Maffitt, Chair) 16

Council is being presented with information on Volunteer Airdrie Society's volunteer
appreciation  program,  Seniors'  Assisted  Transportation  program  and  succession
planning  needs  and  is  being  asked  to  provide  municipal  funds  to  support  these
programs.

9.2 Beaver Assessment and Management Plan (Phil McNeil, Team Leader Parks
Operations)

52

Council is being presented with the completed North American Beaver Assessment and
Management Plan prepared by EBB Environmental Consulting Inc.

9.3 2023 Municipal Census Results (Lynn Penney, Legislative Services Technician) 123

Council is being presented with the official results of the 2023 municipal census.

10. BYLAWS - Not Requiring Public Hearing

10.1 Bylaw No. B-30/2023 - New Traffic Bylaw (Brian Rayner, Team Leader Municipal
Enforcement)

125

Council is being asked to give three readings to Bylaw No. B-30/2023, being the new
Traffic Bylaw.

11. FINANCIAL POSITION

12. BUSINESS ARISING



12.1 Veteran’s Memorial Project Update (Jennifer Lutz, Team Leader Community
Development)

198

Council is being provided with a project approach and plan to memorialize veterans on
Veterans Boulevard.

13. AGENDA REPORTS

13.1 Artificial Turf Field – Project Update Q2 2023 (Eugene Lund, Manager of Public Works
and Parks Operations and Brad Anderson, Manager of Genesis Place and Arenas)

203

Council is being provided with information regarding the Ed Eggerer Athletic Park site
suitability for an outdoor artificial turf field and potential for a seasonal air supported
dome.

13.2 Airdrie Public Library Board AppointmentsReconfirmation and Approval (Karen Jiang,
Senior Legislative Officer)

214

Council  is  being  asked  to  reconfirm the  appointment  terms  of  all  current  Citizen
Members who serve on the Airdrie Public Library (APL) Board for the purposes of
providing clarity of appointment terms, start and end dates.

13.3 New Policy - Naming City Assets Policy P-ADM-18-C (Jennifer Bayley-Atkin, Senior
Legislative Officer)

217

Council is being asked to endorse the Naming City Assets Policy P-ADM-18-C which
provides a process for the City of Airdrie to name and rename City-owned assets and is
being asked to repeal the existing Recreation Facilities Naming Policy No. P-06/2008.

14. CORRESPONDENCE

14.1 Request for Proclamation - Canadian Lung Cancer Screening Initiative (Charlotte
Satink, Manager of Legislative Services and IGM/City Clerk)

225

Council is being asked to proclaim the month of July 2023 as Lung Cancer Awareness
month in Airdrie to raise awareness of lung cancer screening rates and help high-risk
individuals get screened.

15. RESOLUTIONS ARISING

15.1 From Council Budget Committee

15.2 From Closed Meeting

16. BOARD/MEMBER REPORTS

17. REVIEW OF COUNCIL FOLLOW UP

17.1 Council follow up to July 4, 2023 226

18. PUBLIC QUESTION PERIOD - 4:45 PM



19. PUBLIC INPUT SESSION

There are no items

20. BUSINESS ARISING FROM PUBLIC QUESTION PERIOD AND PRESENTATIONS

21. ADJOURNMENT



 

 

 

COUNCIL MEETING 

MINUTES 

June 19, 2023 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS 

400 Main Street SE 

 
PRESENT 
Mayor P. Brown 
Deputy Mayor C. Kolson (via MS Teams) 
Councillor D. Belyk 
Councillor R. Chapman 
Councillor A. Jones 
Councillor T. Petrow 
Councillor H. Spearman 
  
STAFF  
H. Galanti, CAO  
C. Aragon, Manager Recreation, Culture and Social Planning  
M. Labait, Manager, Revenue and Assessment Services  
B. Neale, Manager of Capital Projects and Infrastructure  
C. Satink, Manager of Legislative Services & IGM/City Clerk  
T. Belsham, Team Leader of Legislative Services/Assistant City Clerk  
J. DeVreeze, Affordable Housing Strategist, Business Unit Leader  
T. Tester, Planner II  
K. Spence, Council Technician  
K. Rushford, Recording Technician  

1. CALL TO ORDER 

Mayor Brown called the meeting to order at 1:36 p.m. 

2. MINUTES 

1. Regular Meeting of June 5, 2023 

2023-C-216 

Moved By Councillor Belyk 

That Council adopts the minutes of the regular meeting of Council of June 5, 2023, as 

presented. 

Carried 

2. Acknowledgement of Other Minutes  

2023-C-217 

Moved By Councillor Petrow 

That Council acknowledges the minutes of the Airdrie Public Library Board of April 25, 

2023. 

Carried 
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3. PUBLIC HEARING - 1:00 PM 

A Public Hearing is being held on Bylaw No. B-18/2023, being a bylaw to amend the C3, Regional 

Commercial District of Land Use Bylaw No. B-01/2016 by adding Storage Facility, Public as a 

Discretionary Use specific to lands legally described as Lot 3, Block 1, Plan 0512433 (2731 Main 

Street SW).   

Mayor Brown declared the Public Hearing for Bylaw No. B-18/2023 open at 1:40 p.m. 

Tracey Tester, Planner II, presented Bylaw No. B-18/2023. In response to questions, she advised 

that no outdoor storage of boats or vehicles will be permitted. Traffic details will be dealt with at 

development permit stage. The City is not a party to any of the restrictive covenants and the 

covenants will remain on title in perpetuity until removed by the interested party. 

Mayor Brown asked if there was anyone present who wished to speak in favour of Bylaw No. 

B-18/2023. Mr. Grant Milhalcheon, Planner, B&A Planning, presented a PowerPoint in support of 

the application. Mr. Milhalcheon confirmed that there will be no outside storage of boats or cars.  

Mr. Layne Gardner, StoreWest Bluebird Partners, confirmed that Walmart is in support of the 

application and has relaxed their height restriction for the application.  

Mr. Milhalcheon advised that the building will be 90,000 square feet on 3 stories plus 8,000 square 

feet for the car wash. While moving trucks may occasionally come to the building, there will typically 

be half ton trucks or cars because of the size of the units.  

In response to a question, Val Cottreau, City Assessor, Team Leader Tax and Assessment, 

confirmed that the tax revenue on a building like this would be comparable to a one story 

commercial building because of the multiple stories and the large footprint.  

It was asked whether the question of traffic lights was identified in the Transportation Master Plan. 

T. Tester advised that it was raised during the pre-application meeting. H. Galanti, CAO, advised 

that the intended use will attract and generate traffic but this will be dealt with at the development 

permit stage. B. Neale, Manager Capital Projects and Infrastructure, advised that this intersection 

would not be included in the Transportation Master Plan. Administration have been monitoring this 

intersection for 5 years and have noted the traffic stacking. 

Mayor Brown asked for a second and third time if there was anyone else present who wished to 
speak in favour of Bylaw No. B-18/2023. There were no responses. 

Mayor Brown asked if any submissions regarding Bylaw No. B-18/2023 had been received online. 
The City Clerk advised that no email correspondence had been received. 

Mayor Brown asked three times if there was anyone present who wished to speak in opposition to 

Bylaw No. B-18/2023.  There were no responses. 

Mr. Milhalcheon advised that 2 access points are intended for the site and approximately 4 trips 

per hour to and from the storage facility are anticipated.  

Mayor Brown closed the public hearing for Bylaw No. B-18/2023 at 2:40 p.m. 

T. Tester concluded the Staff presentation by reviewing alternatives for Council’s consideration and 
presenting the Staff recommendation.  
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4. BYLAWS - Requiring Public Hearing 

1. Bylaw No. B-18/2023 - Land Use Bylaw Amendment (Tracey Tester, 

Planner II) 

2023-C-218 

Moved By Councillor Belyk 

That Council gives First Reading to Bylaw No. B-18/2023, being a bylaw to amend Land 

Use Bylaw No. B-01/2016 by revising the C3, Regional Commercial District to allow 

Storage Facility, Public as a discretionary use specific to land legally described as Lot 3, 

Block 1, Plan 0512433, as outlined and illustrated in the attached Schedule "A". 

Carried by vote of 6 in favour, 1 opposed 

Opposed: Deputy Mayor Kolson 

2023-C-219 

Moved By Deputy Mayor Kolson 

That Council gives Second Reading to Bylaw No. B-18/2023. 

Carried by vote of 6 in favour, 1 opposed 

Opposed: Deputy Mayor Kolson 

2023-C-220 

Moved By Councillor Jones 

That Council grants permission for Third Reading of Bylaw No. B-18/2023. 

Carried Unanimously 

2023-C-221 

Moved By Councillor Petrow 

That Council gives Third Reading to Bylaw No. B-18/2023. 

Carried by vote of 6 in favour, 1 opposed 

Opposed: Deputy Mayor Kolson 

 RECESS 

 Mayor Brown called a recess at 2:52 p.m. The meeting reconvened at 3:03 p.m. 

5. PUBLIC AGENDA Regular Session - Immediately following Public Hearing 

6. CONSENT AGENDA 

There are no items. 
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7. PRESENTATIONS - Items for information only 

1. Airdrie Francophone High School – Potential for City of Airdrie Investment 

in a Community Use Component   (Clay Aragon, Manager Recreation, 

Culture and Social Planning)   

Council is being asked to direct Administration to engage in exploratory conversations with 

Conseil scolaire Francosud on a shared community use recreation amenity within a 

planned high school site in Reunion and return in late 2023 with options for Council’s 

consideration. 

C. Aragon, Manager Recreation, Culture and Social Planning, provided a brief introduction 

and background information. 

Mr. Stephan Deloof, Executive Director Facility Services, Planning and Transportation 

Conseil scolaire Francosud, was present via Teams. 

In response to a question, Mr. Deloof advised that the money available from the Province 

will give the school an appropriate sized gym for their students. A larger gym with a 

mezzanine and bleachers, or a second gym, would be supplemental to what is required 

and would benefit both the school and the community at large.  

A comment was made that there is naturally occurring arsenic on the site. Mr. Deloof 

advised that if there is an addition to the building, it will cover the naturally occurring 

arsenic. 

2023-C-222 

Moved By Councillor Chapman 

That Council directs Administration to engage in exploratory conversations with Conseil 

scolaire Francosud on a shared community use recreation amenity within a planned high 

school site in Reunion and return in late 2023 with options for Council’s consideration. 

Carried 

8. BYLAWS - Not Requiring Public Hearing 

1. Bylaw No. B-29/2023 Clean Energy Improvement Program in 

Airdrie (Monica Labait, Manager, Revenue and Assessment Services) 

2023-C-223 

Moved By Councillor Spearman 

That Council gives first reading to Bylaw No. B-29/2023, being the Clean Energy 

Improvement Bylaw. 

Carried 

9. FINANCIAL POSITION 

There are no items. 
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10. BUSINESS ARISING 

There are no items. 

11. AGENDA REPORTS 

1. 2024 – 2030 Affordable Housing Principled Action Plan and CMHC Housing 

Accelerator Fund (Jessica DeVreeze, Affordable Housing Strategist, 

Business Unit Leader) 

2023-C-224 

Moved By Councillor Chapman 

That Council: 

1. endorses the 2024 – 2030 Affordable Housing Principled Action Plan; and 

2. directs Administration to investigate options for establishing and capitalizing an 

Affordable Housing Reserve Fund and report back to Council with the options; 

and 

3. directs Administration to pursue an application to the CMHC Housing Accelerator 

Fund (HAF) that will include a Council approved HAF 7 Item Plan that is based 

on the 2024 – 2030 Affordable Housing Principled Action Plan. 

Carried 

12. CORRESPONDENCE 

1. Request for Flag Raising/Illumination - Gapyeong War Memorial Unveiling 

Event (Charlotte Satink, Manager of Legislative Services and IGM/City 

Clerk) 

2023-C-225 

Moved By Councillor  Belyk 

That Council  approves raising two Gapyeong flags, one in Council Chambers at City Hall 

and one at the cenotaph, between July 6 and July 9, 2023 and illuminates City Hall in red 

and blue lights on July 7 in honour of the unveiling of the gifted Korean War monument 

event being held on July 8 at the cenotaph site. 

Carried 

2. Correspondence - Alberta Culture (Charlotte Satink, Manager of Legislative 

Services and IGM/City Clerk) 

2023-C-226 

Moved By Councillor Chapman 

That Council moves to file the correspondence. 

Carried 
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13. RESOLUTIONS ARISING 

1. From Council Budget Committee 

2023-C-227 

Moved By Deputy Mayor Kolson 

That Council endorses the recommendation of the Council Budget Committee to use the 

General Operating Reserve to fund an Operating Budget amendment up to an amount as 

outlined in the staff report to better understand Airdrie’s financial health and development 

patterns. 

Carried 

2. From Closed Meeting 

2023-C-228 

Moved By Councillor Jones 

That Council moves to proceed as discussed in the Closed Meeting.  

Carried 

14. BOARD/MEMBER REPORTS 

There were no resolutions arising from board member reports. 

15. REVIEW OF COUNCIL FOLLOW UP 

1. Council follow up to June 19, 2023 

H. Galanti advised that Item 1 was presented today, so this can be removed from the list. 

Item 3 will be presented at the next Council meeting. The other items are in progress. 

16. PUBLIC QUESTION PERIOD - 4:45 PM 

Mr. Michael Radziwon, Bayside, had a question about group homes. There seems to be a lot of 

misinformation in his community about what a group home is. How can we limit the misinformation 

coming out about what a group home is and what can we, as citizens, do to support group homes 

in our community? 

Mayor Brown advised that he was at Everbright’s grand opening and met one of the youth that they 

worked with from Inuit. He has created an entire life, where before he had nothing and no future. 

The young person talked about the importance of the home and how it helped him to get where he 

needed to go. 

A comment was made that there are multiple conversations out there about specific group homes 

and their functionality. Those conversations need to be separated out. There are wonderful benefits 

to group homes. It would be beneficial for Mr. Radziwon to spread the story that he has about group 

homes. The more people are educated with the right information, the more people will be 

understanding and the more advocates there will be for the group home. Council commended Mr. 

Radziwon for coming today and speaking about this in the public realm. 
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Mr. Radziwon advised that the main focus of people’s concern is that this group home will become 

more like a halfway house. Will Council have to approve the change if it changes from a group 

home to a halfway house? It was noted that the City has created a website to help get information 

out and he is welcome to use the website. 

17. PUBLIC INPUT SESSION 

There are no items. 

18. BUSINESS ARISING FROM PUBLIC QUESTION PERIOD AND 

PRESENTATIONS 

There are no items. 

 RECESS 

 Mayor Brown called a recess at 4:47 p.m. The meeting reconvened at 5:05 p.m. 

19. CLOSED MEETING 

2023-C-229 

Moved By Councillor Spearman 

That Council enters the Closed Meeting at 5:05 p.m. to discuss the following items: 

19.1 Intergovernmental Update – Sections 21 and 29 (Disclosure harmful to intergovernmental 

relations and information that is or will be available to the public) Freedom of Information 

and Protection of Privacy Act 

19.2 Board Appointment – Sections 24 and 29 (Advice from officials and information that is or 

will be made available to the public) Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act 

With the following: 

PRESENT 

Mayor P. Brown  

Deputy Mayor C. Kolson (via Teams) 

Councillor R. Chapman 

Councillor A. Jones 

Councillor T. Petrow 

Councillor D. Belyk 

Councillor H. Spearman 

The following staff members were present to provide advice to officials: 

STAFF 

H. Galanti, CAO, 

 L. Mackenzie, Manager of ME ad RCMP Support Services, 

C. Satink, Manager of Legislative Services and IGM/City Clerk, 

T. Belsham, Team Leader of Legislative Services/Assistant City Clerk, 

 S. Hope, Senior Legislative Officer, 
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K. Spence, Council Technician, and 

K. Rushford, who recorded the meeting. 

Carried 

2023-C-230 

 Moved by Deputy Mayor Spearman 

That Council leaves the Closed Session at 6:25 p.m. 

Carried 

20. ADJOURNMENT  

Mayor Brown adjourned the meeting at 6:26 p.m. 

 
 

_________________________ 
Mayor 

 
 
 

_________________________ 
City Clerk 
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NOTICE OF MOTION 

 

Submitted in accordance with Procedure Bylaw No. B-45/2022 
 

Presented By:  Mayor Peter Brown, Deputy Mayor Chapman, Councillor Kolson, 

Councillor Belyk, Councillor Jones, Councillor Petrow, and Councillor 

Spearman 

 
TITLE: Regulating the Distribution of Graphic Images in Airdrie 

Communities 

WHEREAS pursuant to sections 7 and 8 of the Municipal Government Act, 

Council may pass a bylaw to regulate or prohibit and respecting the 

safety, health and welfare of people and protection of people and 

property; 

AND WHEREAS pursuant to section 3(c) of the Municipal Government Act, the purpose 

of a municipality is to develop and maintain safe and viable 

communities; 

AND WHEREAS flyers containing graphic, alleged images of aborted fetuses have 

been distributed in many Airdrie communities; 

AND WHEREAS when flyers with graphic imagery are left at residences in Airdrie, 

occupants are unable to meaningfully consent to viewing these 

graphic images prior to doing so; 

AND WHEREAS members of Council have received correspondence from residents in 

Airdrie reporting the harmful and traumatizing impacts of viewing 

flyers with alleged images of aborted fetuses, particularly to those with 

experience of pregnancy loss; 

AND WHEREAS children viewing graphic imagery such as the above may pre-empt 

certain sensitive conversations within families; 

AND WHEREAS  the City of Airdrie Council wish to protect its residents from being 

exposed to potentially disturbing images unwillingly; 

AND WHEREAS  the City of Airdrie Council wish to provide its residents with the ability 

to decide whether they want to view flyers showing graphic images; 

AND WHEREAS the City of Airdrie Council wish to protect its residents from harm 

associated with viewing of graphic images, including in particular, 

protecting children and individuals who have experienced pregnancy 

loss; 
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THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT  

Administration be directed to bring forward an amendment to the Community Standards Bylaw 

No. B-09/2012 on September 6, 2023 that regulates how unsolicited flyers showing or claiming 

to show, graphic images of fetuses can be delivered to any premises, to include the following: 

 be concealed in an opaque envelope; 

 have a graphic content warning; and 

 include the name and address of the sender, when delivered to a home. 
 

AND THAT Administration be further directed to schedule a public input session for the 

September 6, 2023 Council meeting to allow Council to hear submissions directly from residents 

pertaining to the proposed changes to the Community Standards Bylaw as noted above.  

 
 
 
Respectfully Submitted: 

 
The City of Airdrie Mayor and Council 
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Volunteer Airdrie Update
Airdrie City Council Presentation

July 4, 2023
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Outline

• Volunteer Appreciation Program

• Drive Happiness Seniors Assisted Transportation Program

• Succession Planning & Need for Executive Director (Staff)
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Volunteer Appreciation Program

• In 2019, VA participated in a review of the Volunteer of the Year Award 
Program (City program with $24k/year budget)

• Program was redesigned based on feedback from nonprofits and a 
survey (see 2019 “Volunteer Program Research Briefing”)

• VA was retained to manage the program by the Community 
Development

• First event was hosted in December, 2019 (CrossIron Mills Movie Event)

• In 2020, COVID-19 triggered a suspension of the new program
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Volunteer Appreciation Program

• Key Findings of Research
• Over 76% of volunteers prefer to be recognized privately

• Over 85% of volunteers prefer to be recognized in an informal setting

• Nearly 64% of volunteers prefer to be recognized as part of a group

• Key Takeaways
• “Authenticity” – preference for authentic engagement & recognition

• “Group Recognition” – gathering with other volunteers to celebrate

• “Media Announcements” – need for better communication to build awareness

• “Impact Reporting” – address desire to know the impact of their work
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Volunteer Appreciation Program

• VA requests City Council approval of $20,000 of municipal funding in 
2024 to restart the 2019 Volunteer Program:
• Pop Up Group Lunches (2/month) = $3,000

• Volunteer of the Month Gift Cards = $2,000 (Individual & Group Winners)

• Quarterly Events (swim/bowl/skate) = $4,000

• Promotional & Awareness (decals, etc)= $1,000

• International Volunteer Day Movie = $5,000

• Impact Measurement & Reporting = $2,000

• Non-Profit Educational Workshops = $3,000 (appreciation best practices)
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Drive Happiness Airdrie SAT Program

• 153 Clients currently registered in program, 130 are 60+ years old

• 4 dialysis patients (3x/week)

• 25 volunteer drivers

• 154 trips in May (5/day average), 5,300 km, 27 seniors served

• 228 appointments booked for future rides

• Drivers receive $8 out ever $10 ride ticket for gasoline expense, which 
does not cover actual cost of a round trip to Calgary (est. $9-10)

• No reimbursement for “wear & tear”, maintenance, insurance, etc.

• Calgary Seniors Resource Society program is free to seniors
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Drive Happiness Airdrie SAT Program
• Challenge #1 – Attracting New Volunteer Drivers

• Provide more compensation for “wear & tear” (@$0.60/km = $36,000/year)

• Acquire & maintain a fleet of vehicles for drivers to use for DH trips

• Challenge #2 – Making DH Airdrie Accessible & Inclusive for All
• Funding for Cost of Ride Tickets to Seniors (60+) and Very Low Income Clients

• 150-200 trips per month = $18,000-$24,000/year

• Challenge #3 – Managing DH Airdrie Daily Operations
• Approximately 2 hours/day to connect drivers with riders

• Cost of Part-Time Staffing estimated at $40/day or $15,000/year
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Drive Happiness Airdrie SAT Program

• VA requests City Council approval of $75,000 of municipal funding in 
2024 to support the Drive Happiness Seniors Assisted Transportation 
Program
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Succession Planning & Need for Executive Director

• VA has been operating without a paid staff Executive Director since 2017

• Lack of a paid Executive Director was a factor in GoA’s decision not to 
approve VA’s ECAP 3-year funding application

• Current Chair of VA BoD has been acting as Executive Director on a 
volunteer basis (100+ hours/month)

• Current Chair of VA BoD is scheduled to retire in June, 2024

• Funding for an Executive Director was also recently rejected by Canadian 
Red Cross Community Services (Pandemic) Recovery Fund & Alberta Civil 
Society Fund
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Succession Planning & Need for Executive Director

• VA has evolved into a much larger organization providing significant 
community impact since 2014

• Reliance on a volunteer “Executive Director” is not sustainable & VA 
risks a major setback in 2024 unless funding for staff is found

• VA requests City Council approval of $100,000 of annual municipal 
funding in 2024 & 2025 to support the hiring of a full-time Executive 
Director
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Questions?
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VOLUNTEER PROGRAM  

Research Briefing  
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Research Briefing 

Research Methodology 

Committee Formation: Community Development worked with core agencies that 
recognize and work with volunteers within the City to determine the scope of the 
research and the broader project. These agencies volunteer to assist in the project, and 
were selected because of their work with volunteers and the volume of volunteer 
engagement.  

 Volunteer Airdrie 

 Airdrie & District Victim Assistance Society 

 Boys and Girls Club 

 Community Links 

 Big Brothers Big Sisters 

 Meals on Wheels 

Committee Scope: Research and develop a new volunteer program for delivery in 2019 

 Survey 

 Literature Review 

 Best Practice Research 
 

Objectives and Timeline:  

 April-June – Committee formation scope, and project planning 

 May – Survey design 

 June/July – Survey intake and Review 

 July – Literature Review & other research 

 July/August – Committee Work – analysis and program design  

 August/Sept. – Research Findings, Recommendations and Draft preparation 

Survey 

The Committee decided the most comprehensive means of mining data from Airdrie’s 
Volunteer community would be via a survey.  The survey was designed by the 
Committee in collaboration with City of Airdrie Corporate Communications.  The survey 
work started in May and closed in June. 

Four-hundred-four (404) surveys were completed and submitted (Appendix A).  
Compare this level of interest and participation to a recent ‘Alberta Volunteers’ survey, 
which only garnered 400 responses provincially. 

The results are conclusive in terms of recognition.   
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What we heard 

1. Private or public: 76.37% of volunteers prefer to be recognized privately opposed to 
23.63% publicly. 

 
2. Formal or informal: 85.76% of volunteers prefer to be recognized in an informal 

setting compared to 14.25% formally. 
 

3. Group or individually: 63.90% of volunteers want to be recognized as a part of a 
group compare to 36.10%of volunteers who would like to be recognized individually. 

 

Key Takeaways (Verbatim) 

Themes identified:  

 Authenticity –  preference for authentic engagement and recognition 

 Group recognition – gathering with other volunteers to celebrate 

 Media announcements (print/online) – develop better communications   

 Impact reporting – desire to know the impacts (individual and holistic) 
 

Literature Review 

The literature review was completed by staff.  The scope included: Alberta wide study 
(Propellus); Volunteer Canada research and documentation; academic journals. 

  *Materials can be made available on request. Links were provided when possible. 
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https://volunteer.ca/vdemo/engagingvolunteers_docs/2013%20Volunteer%20Recognition%20St
udy.pdf  
 
Volunteer Canada (2017) Canadian Code For Volunteer Involvement 
https://volunteer.ca/vdemo/ResearchAndResources_DOCS/Volunteer_Canada_Canadian_Code_
for_Volunteer_Involvement_2017.pdf 

Diane Zievinger & Frans Swint (2018) Retention of festival volunteers: Management practices and 
volunteer motivation, Research in Hospitality Management, 8:2, 107-114, 
DOI: 10.1080/22243534.2018.1553374 

 Key Takeaways 

 Recognition should be a key component of all volunteer programming 

 The contributions of volunteers should be regularly acknowledged both formally 

and informally.  

 The organization must communicate the value and impact of volunteer 

contributions to the volunteers. 

o How can you show volunteers that they’ve truly made a difference? 

 Utilize a variety of volunteer recognition tools  

 The organization should identify how volunteers want to be recognized by 

learning about their motivations and interests.  

o Recognition should be appropriate to the volunteer role and respects the 

volunteer’s wishes. 

  Volunteers and organizations alike have identified a need to redefine 

perceptions of volunteer recognition. 

 Volunteers want recognition that is sincere and authentic. 

 Volunteers are looking for positions they can start asap, not months from now. 

 Volunteers want flexible volunteer activities on their own schedule. 

 Ensure that volunteers are filling roles that are meaningful to them. 

Best Practice Review   

The Committee review the practice for eight municipalities, one Federal and two 
Provincial initiatives.  The findings were that the researched jurisdictions continue to 
utilize an award-based event.    

This type of recognition does not align with what research shows that communities 
desire in Airdrie, The Province of Alberta and Canada.*  As such, it would be a 
misrepresentation to classify it as a best practice, but rather lost opportunities.  
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It was the hope of the Committee to find a best practice to model, and develop a new 
system.   

As a result of posting on the Alberta Recreation Parks website inquiring about best 
practices from other municipalities, several municipalities have reached out to the City 
of Airdrie and are keenly interested in our findings. 

*Calgary, Edmonton, Medicine Hat, Okotoks, Red Deer, Fort Saskatchewan, St. Albert, Lethbridge, Alberta 
Culture (Stars of Alberta), Canada’s Volunteer Awards, Ontario Annual Municipal Awards. 

Conclusion  

Based on the research, the Committee has concluded that The City of Airdrie’s existing 
volunteer program (specifically: Volunteer of the Year Awards) does not meet 
community expectations and desires.  Additionally, it does not meet accepted Canadian 
Standards, Canadian Code for Volunteer Involvement. 

Considerations 

Based on the research findings of the Committee, Administration is presenting Four 
Considerations, which can help guide the future work of the City and our not-for-profits. 

Consideration #1 – Impact (reporting & metrics) 

Volunteers and organizations both want to know the impact of their work.  Develop an 
annual report on the State of Volunteerism in Airdrie – measuring overall health and 
impact of volunteerism. 

 Develop baseline 

 Update annually 

Consideration #2 – Tools (standards & assessment) 

Tools are available.  Encourage the adoption of the Canadian Code for Volunteer 
Involvement (CCVI), and annual assessment using the CCVI Code Audit Tool (Volunteer 
Canada membership required) 

 Encourage all not-for-profits to adopt the CCVI 

 Encourage all not-for-profits to conduct an annual assessment via the CCVI 
Code Audit Tool 

Consideration  # 3 – Recognition 

Recognition, based on community expectations and desires, is fundamental to volunteer 
programming. 

 Research briefing can guide future recognition efforts 
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 Recognition is regular (formal and informal), acknowledges impact and is 
appropriate to volunteer roles.  

 Consideration #4 - Collaboration 

Collaboration can build capacity.  Organizations can leverage resources to meet 
goals and outcomes. 

 Collaboration should be explored for: 
o Metrics collection and reporting 
o Volunteer recognition programming 

 

2019 Volunteer Program Guidelines DRAFT   

The City of Airdrie and Volunteer Airdrie will work collaboratively to implement an improved, 
inclusive approach to volunteer recognition in Q4, 2019.   

o Monthly and Quarterly recognition with City component throughout the remainder of 
2019  

o City Inputs – total: $3,000 
 Council connection – no cost 

 Letter  

 Certificate 
 Press Release – no cost 
 Gift Cards (3 months) $600 
 Pop-up Lunch $400 
 Quarterly Event (swim/bowl/skate) $1,000 
 Awareness (decals, print materials, etc.) $1,000 

o A collective event on Giving Tuesday (December 3) or International Day of Volunteers 
(December 5). Details TBA 

o City Inputs – total: $3,000 
 Venue rental $2,000 (cost-shared 5,000) 
 Food $500 
 Entertainment $500 
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92.33% 373

7.67% 31

Q1 A basic definition of a volunteer is someone who gives time, effort and
talent to a need or cause without financial gain.With this in mind, have

you volunteered in the past year?
Answered: 404 Skipped: 6

TOTAL 404

Yes

No

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Yes

No

1 / 14

Volunteer Recognition
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21.94% 77

22.79% 80

66.10% 232

16.81% 59

24.79% 87

9.69% 34

21.08% 74

Q2 Where have you volunteered in the past year? Please select all that
apply:

Answered: 351 Skipped: 59

Through my work

At a school

With a local
non-profit...

Through my
church or...

For a sport
organization

In the health
care sector

With a service
organization...

At a local
community event

With the City
of Airdrie

With a
cultural...

Nothing
official, ju...

Other (please
specify)

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Through my work

At a school

With a local non-profit organization

Through my church or religious group

For a sport organization

In the health care sector

With a service organization (e.g., Rotary Club, Airdrie Lioness, etc.)

2 / 14

Volunteer Recognition

35



29.63% 104

12.82% 45

4.56% 16

24.50% 86

17.38% 61

Total Respondents: 351  

At a local community event

With the City of Airdrie

With a cultural association

Nothing official, just helping where I can (e.g., shoveling a neighbour's sidewalk)

Other (please specify)

3 / 14

Volunteer Recognition
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68.47% 241

73.58% 259

80.40% 283

23.01% 81

31.25% 110

59.09% 208

51.14% 180

12.22% 43

1.70% 6

3.98% 14

Q3 Why did you decide to volunteer? Please select all that apply:
Answered: 352 Skipped: 58

Total Respondents: 352  

It’s a cause
that is...

I like helping
others

I want to
contribute t...

Because my
family is...

To build or
develop my...

I want to make
a difference...

To connect
with others...

For employment
purposes (to...

Because of an
offered...

Other (please
specify)

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

It’s a cause that is important to me

I like helping others

I want to contribute to my community

Because my family is involved (sports, fundraising)

To build or develop my skills and/or knowledge

I want to make a difference (socially, environmentally)

To connect with others (networking, making friends)

For employment purposes (to gain experience, to improve my résumé)

Because of an offered incentive 

Other (please specify)

4 / 14

Volunteer Recognition
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23.63% 82

76.37% 265

Q4 I prefer to be recognized:
Answered: 347 Skipped: 63

TOTAL 347

Publicly

Privately

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Publicly

Privately

5 / 14

Volunteer Recognition
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14.24% 49

85.76% 295

Q5 I prefer to be recognized:
Answered: 344 Skipped: 66

TOTAL 344

In a formal
setting

In an informal
setting

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

In a formal setting

In an informal setting

6 / 14

Volunteer Recognition
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36.10% 126

63.90% 223

Q6 I prefer to be recognized:
Answered: 349 Skipped: 61

TOTAL 349

Individually

As part of a
group

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Individually

As part of a group

7 / 14

Volunteer Recognition
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16.00% 56

42.86% 150

31.14% 109

38.57% 135

45.14% 158

17.14% 60

30.29% 106

43.71% 153

Q7 Our steering committee has come up with a initial few ideas they'd like
to run by you. Do any of these recognition examples appeal to you?

Please select all that apply.
Answered: 350 Skipped: 60

During a City
Council meeting

A pop-up
lunch/coffee...

Individual
volunteer...

Group
accomplishme...

A large,
informal...

A formal
volunteer...

A smaller
volunteer...

A small gift
or token of...

A verbal thank
you

A certificate
or letter fr...

A handwritten
thank you card

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

During a City Council meeting

A pop-up lunch/coffee stand for event volunteers

Individual volunteer stories shared on the web or through social media

Group accomplishments shared on the web or through social media

A large, informal volunteer recognition event (e.g., a free movie, skate night, picnic, etc.)

A formal volunteer recognition event

A smaller volunteer appreciation afternoon tea

A small gift or token of recognition (gift card, coupon, t-shirt, plaque, etc.)

8 / 14

Volunteer Recognition
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48.86% 171

34.86% 122

42.57% 149

Total Respondents: 350  

A verbal thank you

A certificate or letter from City Council

A handwritten thank you card

9 / 14

Volunteer Recognition
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3.46% 12

4.90% 17

33.72% 117

29.11% 101

27.38% 95

1.44% 5

Q9 What is your age?
Answered: 347 Skipped: 63

TOTAL 347

Under 19

20-29

30-44

45-59

60+

Prefer not to
answer

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Under 19

20-29

30-44

45-59

60+

Prefer not to answer

11 / 14

Volunteer Recognition
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86.89% 305

5.41% 19

6.55% 23

1.14% 4

Q10 Are you a resident of...?
Answered: 351 Skipped: 59

TOTAL 351

Airdrie

Rocky View
County

Calgary

Other

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Airdrie

Rocky View County

Calgary

Other

12 / 14

Volunteer Recognition
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82.00% 287

18.00% 63

Q11 I would like to be entered into a draw for a $100 donation to be made
to a local non-profit organization of my choice.

Answered: 350 Skipped: 60

TOTAL 350

Yes

No

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Yes

No

13 / 14

Volunteer Recognition
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Those were a few of our ideas, now we'd really appreciate yours. What suggestions do you have for 

recognizing or showing appreciation to the volunteers in our City?

Open-Ended Response

I don't know

City could recognize work groups do with financial contributions instead of recognition events. 

Planting a tree, shrub or flowers in there name

Don't need recognition events . 

As mentioned before a thank you card.

Provide financial assistance to those organizations who recognize volunteers and let them do what they feel is 

no other ideas

Impact Reports, VIP Parking, Service/Time Saver Auction 

Teens speeding the community

A letter or card from the organization would be nice. 

I think if someone really goes above and beyond they should be called out on an individual basis, otherwise a 

group "thank you" is sufficient. I struggle with big productions because I think while it's a nice way to show 

Have a day were  coordanadrer comes to a commmunity cente and have a to have a bornercuew

Thank you note is personal  That's my reccomendation

Any and every way of encouraging local business and government to support those activities that are volunteer 

driven with resources.  It could be a space given rent free (or reduced) for an event, items given for a fundraiser, 

Just a general acknowledgement. A simple thank you goes a long way!  Also a way to acknowledge the money 

most volunteers spend personally. Perhaps offering a discount on services elsewhere for those who accumulate 

I think it is done fairly well already.

Thank you’s

by not acknowledging our good deeds, we are already gaining by developing skills and learning humility

Loved the free movie in past.  Gift cards are nice; free coffee, 2 for 1 coupons.  See if a local store/restaurant 

would be willing to give 10% discount to volunteers once every six months or whatever.

I don't have any, over and above your suggestions

The ways in which each organization that I volunteer with recognize their volunteers satisfies my expectations:) 

I really don't volunteer for the recognition I might get.  I enjoy knowing I can help make a difference.  It gets me 

involved in the community, and truly that's enough.   An informal Wine/cheese event or a gift certificate 

none

Maybe publishing an article in the newspaper that kind of acknowledges all the volunteers, so that those who 

aren’t officially recognized know that they are still appreciated.

A note posted at the city hall as a thank you for making it a better community by volunteering.  Or a plaque.

I think you have covered them.

none

perennial plant that will last year after years...  and  remind us how volunteerism embellishes life

Verbal Thank you 😊

A sign/banner at city hall thanking volunteers and perhaps showing the total # of hours and/the monetary value 

Notice in the paper.

 I think if there is any kind of recognition, I personally would prefer it to be smaller, like a thank you card or 

verbal thank you. I also think the idea of an informal recognition event, like a free movie, is a good idea for 

If someone takes the time to stop and personally acknowledges someone time and effort to the community. It’s 

nice when someone takes time out of their day to pause and thank someone for a job well done

Nothing more than a thank you 
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NA

NA

I don’t volunteer to get some sort of recognition. I do it to help others. 

An acknowledgement from the City that we do what we do. Not even necessary to include a thank you as that 

would be a given. I would like to see a complete list of ALL the volunteer organizations active in Airdrie.

Discounts for local events.  Wear a limited edition ‘service’ pin as a appreciated volunteer.   

To be recognized in newspapers and or magazines. 

A thanks you to Airdrie volunteers in the paper?

A personal face to face thank you and a token keepsake, (ie a t-shirt, hat, key ring etc.)

At a one on one meeting, gift cards and a thank you note, team meeting

I think all of these are great ideas. 

Dependent on how much work is put in.

I can't think of anything else at the moment.

Providing a choice of rewards or coupons that can be used in the community

Same ideas as were given. 

Whatever you do  just make it special to show that you truly appreciate the people that take the time from their 

day to day lives to volunteer.  "Those who can, do. Those who can do more VOLUNTEER

A gathering, games events, food and drinks. Everyone together celebrating the games

I feel that most volunteers wouldn’t want a large individual recognition and group setting would be ideal.

Discount on something small like coffee or Tim Hortons gift card. A specific email thanking volunteers is also 

Your suggestions are perfect. I have nothing to add.

Recognition throughout the process   This is a one year commitment and there hasn’t even been an email 

I really think the sharing online/ via social media is a great option, it is easy fast & can be frequent

May be in a volunteer magazine, if we have one?  Unlike some volunteers I don't need to be rewarded. I think if you are appreciated and a genuine "thank you" is 

given for me personally is how volunteers should be recognized. That said, some volunteers give a lot of their 

time compared to someone who volunteers 1 or 2 x per year. I'd suggest those people who commit a lot to 

volunteering should be more formally recognized. 

Great ideas above! Those events connect volunteers as well : )There should be some recognition of the many "unsung"  volunteers rather than a few nominated so called 

popular ones who always seem to have to have there names in the forefront. A volunteer evening social event 

at the T&C would be a nice gesture, and a volunteer section in the local papers depicting groups and individual 

names once a year would be an idea.

acknowledge group efforts publicly

those are good

Liked the handwritten thank you card

A volunteer "brick" on a public plaza built by the City.

I like the shout outs to thank you are super nice. Volunteer teas and such are nice but I think when others 

outside of the event see you volunteering it may inspire them to do so as well.  I belong to a ladies group and 

the handwritten note is always great

I get recognized from the amazing people I help. 

I think that the above ideas are really good.  Personally, I believe that recognizing a person's or group's specific 

contribution is more important than simply a blanket thank you (i.e. what exactly did they do that was 

‘Volunteer of the Month’ award to an outstanding initiative 

Showing the effects. 

Let them pie peter

Thank you card, gift cards, shirt that recognizes their work 

Social media shoutouts as recognition 

Above covers the ideas I have.
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Volunteer dinner dance party or an activity night such as skating, bowling, etc. 

A lunch, incentive (gift card), letter from the city

Expand the definitions of what you give awards for and let people self recognize there contributions for awards

Honestly all of the previous ideas were perfect! Social media is a really great way 

I am not sure 

I feel every option on the previous page are sufficient

Even just a volunteer of the week post on social media. 

Discounts at places like genesis for active registered volunteers I have filled this form as I received it from another organization I volunteer with  but just wanted to ad another 

comment .The movie that is put on through volunteer week is great for families but for adults with no family it 

doesn't really work...also it doesn't allow for mingling with other people. The luncheon that Volunteer Airdrie 

and local organizations put on with representatives at tables to talk about their needs was a great idea .I 

enjoyed the opportunity to talk with other volunteers to see where everyone helps out .  

Volunteer of the month

Not sure

Recognize volunteers in the moment for parades, fireworks, events. Announce the number of volunteers it took 

to put event in and that people need to appreciate the ones that stepped forward. 

I think the city does a great job.  Volunteer week was fabulous

have a volunteer free day or week or month pass to Genesis place?

Celebration event 

Gift card for a coffee would be lovely.

Volunteer in Profile on city website or social media, canvas local groups for nominations for awesome volunteers 

Not sure 

a distinct certificate from the city or a small gift such as a Tim's gift card

l

I like all of the above ideas, and for questions 4-6 I would have picked both answers if that option was available.  

The most important part of recognition is the effort to make it rather than the form it takes.   

The ideas in your list are great!

More advertising to allow more people to volunteer, i think a gift card for volunteers is a good use of money 

something that I can share on social media - like a "badge" to share with my network

I don't have any ideas.

Gift cards

Not sure

You covered it.

a simple thank you 

haven't done a lot of volunteering in Airdrie yet, except for the Airdrie Rodeo a few years ago, so not really sure 

Al of the previous suggestions we're great!Spotlights monthly on volunteers from various organizations, discounts on city facilities such as Genesis Place (if 

you can produce proof of volunteer hours or affiliation with an organization, more media coverage/information 

deseminated by the City about the various volunteer/non profits in our community so the public can see just 

how much of a difference we make and understand what we do. The City should recognize Goldenfields Girl 

Guides, they have over 600 members here in Airdrie and many of their adult volunteers put in hundreds of 

N/A

I love the letter and better yet, the certificate idea

I have enjoyed attending the volunteer event hosted by the city but there were so few spots to be “won”. An 

ever like that with loooooots of spots would be neat. It would bring out more people as well. 

Very casual. Don’t need recognition. Even just a coffee after an event is nice. 

Simple thank you is good enough for me.
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I am very new!  First shift this evening, looking forward to that!  The White Hat Volunteer office sends out via e-

mail a Monday Memo, which has information regarding upcoming events.  It also has a 'Kudos section'  

Not sure

1. Calculating & communicating the amount of impact on the community that my time has provided.  2. Bumper 

stickers, rear window decal award i.e. "Elite Volunteer"  3. Tickets to a local music or theatre event similar to 

Happy with what has been done

I'm happy with what is being done. 

Show appreciation and support for the cause, for example I was surprised to hear that the meals on wheels 

program is not fully funded and the organization is heavily dependent on fund raising.

A volunteer brunch with snacks and light food :)

How about some form of discount program  for local attractions or businesses - encourage volunteers to shop 

local & provide them with an ongoing  tangible benefit, even if it’s small

Recognition through the media. Local paper and radio station

A simple weekly volunteer organization acknowledgement on social media would be good. It dual serves as 

letting Airdrie residents know about the volunteer opportunities available. 

Thank you cards are more than enough.

By being asked to come back again and help more

Thank You can be said Many ways. That initial thanks with a smile at the event is so meaningful. Your 

Get together and appreciate on certain occasions

None really

I can't think of anything offhand

Maybe volunteer mayors breakfast? 

Hard for me because what I do and why is private to me.  I know lots like a bigger recognition than I do.

Plaque, letter from council

none to add

We have been recognized and thanked very often. I think  the organization is doing great. 

No suggestions as all is organized fine with me.

"thank you"  will be fine 

none

Not really sure as I don’t do it for the recognition 

Bethany gives great gifts. Bags,cups etc. They are a great thank you!,

just by realizing we are helping out 

I don’t volunteer to be recognized 

By using thank you by the organization

I don’t really need anything... maybe a private way of thanks

Bethany have given us a mug, another time a t shirt and other special gifts. They were very thoughtful. Church  

has a tea , always busy but it was available to all volunteers. 

Maybe an afternoon tea ,and getting to meet other volunteers ,gift cards.

Stories from people that we have helped, that it mattered to them.

I think the volunteer appreciation movie in April during volunteer week is a great idea. Keeping that up is 

I am thanked each time I volunteer and made to know that I make a difference - I hope that all volunteers 

I really can't think of anything else... 

Year round recognition by way of coffee parties with an educational/training component.

None really, i volunteer because  things need to be done and I am able to do what I can

No other ideas

The organization that I volunteer for should own the responsibility for appreciation of volunteers, not the City or 

Stories in local papers.
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?

all your ideas seem good. 

Possibly an event at either Nose Creek Park or Chinook Winds Park, a bbq, music event, a tree planting event?

Message collage from the people that have been impacted by the volunteers.

Anything 

Airdrie life does features on individuals and groups. Group or individual stories on the different organizations 

A certificate or letter from City Council 

volunteer get together 

Working with the seniors, entertaining them, helping and making suggestions for different forms they have to 

fill out.  Just being a friend and having someone they can talk to.  They City Lights News presented me with a 

Just say "Thank You".

e-mail thank-you

Everything was covered for recognition 

Recognizing each group of volunteers

Believe you have given enough suggestions

The volunteers who put in alot of hours and hard work should be recognized publicly

If the City carries through with these ideas it should be sufficient award for current volunteers and will probably 

generate more activities and benefits to the community.

Verbal thank you

I’m really not sure when I volunteered  at CL. I just enjoyed going there to do what sue needed me to do and to 

connect with everyone there. It gave me something positive and enjoyeabl to do. I think CL. Is a neat place to 

A large, informal volunteer recognition event,  snacks, a chance to go as a group. But not a movie or an event 

Nothing formal or large. The success of the Airdrie Curling Club is more important to me.

Nothing at this time.Volunteer Week is a great way volunteers are recognized.Often organizations host their own small event which 

is very nice .Maybe have volunteers submit their name and a few lines on where they enjoy helping and feature 

all bios in the local papers through Volunteer Week .It may also encourage others to volunteer if they are not 

aware of some of the places  that need help.

An orientation or educational event to discuss the best possible ways to improve volunteering within our 

Nothing additional to add

Possibly a little write up in the local newspaper 

N/A

N/ARemove the On Line volunteer sign up system, as we feel it removes any personal contact or appreciation 

intended.  Both Airdrie Food Bank and Community Links rely heavily on on line sign up for events.  My 

appreciation is not necessary on line or in any media other than person to person contact.  Too much reliance 

on computers to do our work for us.  No personal touch!!

Gift/recognition through the city for the whole organisation. The skating club works closely with City staff

As mentioned above, I like to volunteer and personally don't feel the need for recognition.  

N/A

Happy to be part of the group.

Don't really have any other ideas.

I really appreciate the short classes offered to volunteers. personal development type of classes or just general 

I would like to see something outside the City Hall showing a dollar value to the Volunteer Hours donated to the 

City per year.  If the average wage in Alberta is $28.00/hr., then what is the dollar value to what is contributed 
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Spreading the good work that a volunteer group does in the community...not just one cause...but the broader 

scope. An in-depth story...in the paper, Airdrie Life mag etc. ( this info is easily obtained from the group).   

Perhaps a monthly expose in the paper...select a group or individual each month.     Considering that most ( 

certainly not all) are seniors, social media on websites etc, isn’t always the way to go.   Newspapers ( the hard 

Verbal thank you 

As above

During council meetings

group photo in the newspaper or Facebook 

Names of all Volunteers to be listed in the City's archives recognising them wit appreciation and encourage 

As per above

A page ad in the local papers published during Volunteer Week    A selection of volunteers pictured with the 

Small gift, appreciation in the newspaper, volunteer of the month 

More appreciated 

List names in local paper or City magazine

n/a

I think you already have some great ideas

Social media would have been my choice
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COUNCIL – AGENDA REPORT  

 

Meeting Date:   4 July 2023 
 

Subject:    Beaver Assessment & Management Plan 

 

Boards Routed Through:          N/A 

 

Date:            N/A  

 

 

Issue: 

 

Council is being presented with the completed North American Beaver (Castor canadensis) 
Assessment and Management Plan prepared by EBB Environmental Consulting Inc.   
 

Background: 

 

For decades, beavers have taken up residence at several locations along the Nose Creek 
corridor. In 2021, a colony of beaver took up residence in a den located in the 
Summerhill/Waterstone which resulted in a higher level of both tree damage and tree loss to 
the urban forest in the vicinity of this den. In response to this, the City undertook a variety of 
measures to provide an increased level of protection to the urban forest in this area, but in 
2022 ultimately determined that the removal of the beaver was necessary. Throughout the 
course of these activities, there was a very high level of increased public scrutiny of the City’s 
beaver management practices.   

Consequently, in November 2022, Council passed a motion directing Administration to 
conduct an assessment to determine the viability of maintaining a beaver population within 
the City along the nose creek corridor. 

In March 2023, the City retained the services of EBB Environmental to prepare a Beaver 
Assessment and Management Plan. The objectives of this plan are summarized as follows: 

1. Assess the Nose Creek Corridor from Yankee Valley Boulevard north to where Main 
Street South intersects with Nose Creek corridor and recommend whether or not this 
section of the Nose Creek corridor can sustain a viable beaver population; taking into 
account the City wishes to maintain a viable urban forest along this portion of the 
Nose Creek corridor and our desire to minimize the risk of damage and loss 
attributable to beavers on private property along this portion of the Nose Creek 
corridor.   

52



 

2. Assess the remainder of the Nose Creek corridor within City limits to identify those 
areas where it is feasible to allow beaver colonies to become established and be 
maintained. 

3. Assess the City’s Stormwater management ponds and infrastructure and make 
recommendations on how best to manage beaver populations that take up residence 
in this infrastructure. 

4. Provide insight as to the impacts that should be expected and make 
recommendations on methods or measures that can be utilized by the City to 
minimize the risk of human/beaver conflict along portions of the Nose-Creek corridor 
where it may be feasible to allow the beaver colonies.  

5. Develop a balanced decision-making framework that can be utilized to guide future 
decisions with respect to the management of the beaver population within City limits 
that can be incorporated into the City’s Integrated Pest Management (IPM) plan. 

6. Review the proposed framework for the entirety of the Nose Creek corridor in the 
context of other wildlife that is at risk of conflict with humans (E.g.; coyotes and other 
large predators) and make recommendations that the City can utilize to minimize the 
risk of these conflicts occurring. 

 

Upon review of the recommendations of the consultant’s report. Parks was able to source 
estimated costs of implementing these co-existence strategies. 

 Exclusion fencing $85 per meter. (Fully fencing the along creek in the Waterstone 
community is estimated to cost $65,000) 

 Culvert fencing $3000-$5000. 

 Flow conveyance devices $6000-$8000. 

 Den removal $3000-$5000. 

 Diversionary plantings $10,000 year. 

 Tree wrapping $20 per tree.  

Later this summer, as part of a successful a grant application to the 2 Billion Tree’s program 
10,000 trees and shrubs will be planted along Nose creek in Sierra Springs. This planting will 
consist of native aspen, poplar and willow species.  The plantings will be in groupings and will 
be protected by fencing. After these plantings have become established, they could be utilized 
as diversionary plantings.  

  

Next Steps: 

The completion of the Assessment and Management will allow Administration to incorporate 
the recommendations into an update of the City’s Integrated Pest Management (IPM) Plan. 
Once these updates are complete, it is Administration’s intent to present the updated IPM to 
the Environmental Advisory Board, the Community Services Advisory Board and Council in 
September 2023, with implementation of the updated IPM plan occurring immediately 
thereafter. 
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Alignment with South Saskatchewan Regional Plan and AirdrieONE: 

 

The Sustainable Natural Environment section of the AirdrieONE plan reads “Natural Areas 
along the Nose Creek watershed are particularly valued in the City and are considered to be 
one of the City’s greatest amenities”. The recommendations being provided in the Beaver 
Assessment and Management Plan are consistent with the stated goals of environmental, 
social, and fiscal sustainability.  

 

Boards Routed Through: 

 

N/A 
 

Administration Recommendation: 

 
That Council accepts the North American Beaver Assessment and Management Plan for 
information and directs Administration to incorporate its recommendations into the City’s 
Integrated Pest Management Plan. 
 

Alternatives/Implications: 

 
1. Council could choose to request additional information. 

Any requests by the Council would need to be reviewed by Administration and may 
also require additional engagement with our consultant. The implication of this would 
be the additional time required to complete this work and the full incorporation of the 
Plan’s recommendations into the City’s IPM Plan. 

2. Council could choose not to accept the plan for information. 

Communications Plan: 

 

N/A 
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Recommendation:   

 
That Council accepts the North American Beaver Assessment and Management Plan for 
information and directs Administration to incorporate the Plan recommendations into the City’s 
Integrated Pest Management Plan. 
 
 
 

 
_____________________________ 

Phil McNeil 
Park Operations Team Leader 

 
Presenter: Phil McNeil/Goeff Smart  
Department: Community Infrastructure 
Reviewed by: Lorne Stevens 
Attachments: #1: EBB Report 
  
Appointment: Click here to enter external appointment. 
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Document Limitations 

This document was prepared exclusively for the City of Airdrie, for the assessment of sustainable management 

and co-existence strategies beavers within the Nose Creek corridor. No aspect of this report shall be reproduced 

by any third-party without the express written consent of EBB Environmental Consulting Inc. (EBB). The findings, 

conclusions, and recommendations in this document are based on the expertise and experience of EBB 

personnel based on 1) information available at the time of preparation; 2) data supplied by outside sources; and 

3) assumptions, conditions, and qualifications set forth in this document. While professional judgement and 

standard practices were used in interpreting third-party external data, EBB did not verify the accuracy and quality 

of externally provided data.  

 

Respectfully submitted;  
 

 

 

 

 

Geoff Smart, MSc, RPBio 

Senior Biologist 

 
I certify that the work described herein fulfills standards acceptable of a Professional 

Biologist. 

Oliver Busby, MBA, RPBio, PAg 

Principal 

 
I certify that the work described herein fulfills standards acceptable of a Professional 

Biologist. 
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1 Introduction 

EBB Environmental Consulting Inc. (EBB) was retained by the City of Airdrie to evaluate several locations within 

and adjacent to the Nose Creek corridor for the potential to establish and maintain viable beave populations, to 

evaluate existing beaver impact mitigation and provide recommendations for improvement where warranted, to 

develop a high-level decision-matrix to guide beaver management within the City.  

 

Assessments occurred within three broad areas within the Nose Creek corridor, including the Waterstone-

Summerhill Area located between Yankee Boulevard and Main Street, North of Main Street (North Area) 

including the Edgewater, Ridgegate Downtown, Willowbrook, Silver Creek and Williamstown neighbourhoods, 

and south of Yankee Boulevard (South Area), including the Sierra Springs and South Point neighbourhoods.  

 

Assessed stormwater infrastructure included: 

 

• Bayside Stormwater Retention Ponds 

• Willow Stormwater Retention Pond 

• Jarvis’ Stormwater Retention Pond 

• King’s Height Stormwater Retention Pond 

• Southwinds Stormwater Retention Pond 

• Chinook Stormwater Retention Pond 

• Sagewood Stormwater Retention Pond 

• Reunion Stormwater Retention Pond 

• East Lake 

1.1 Location of Assessment 

The assessment of beavers within the City of Airdrie was limited to the urban boundaries of the city (Figure 1-1). 

While assessments did not extend into the agricultural properties to the north and south of the current urban 

boundaries, the principles and mitigation strategies presented in this assessment will be applicable to any future 

urban expansion and development.  
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Figure 1-1. General boundaries of the assessed area within the City of Airdrie.   

2 Beaver Ecology 

The North American beaver, herein referred to as beaver, is the largest semi-aquatic mammal in North America 

(Baker and Hill, 2003) and one of two global extant beaver species, the other being the European beaver (C. 

fiber Linnaeus, 1758, Collen and Gibson, 2001).  Beavers are considered to be keystone species, broadly defined 

as organisms with a disproportionate effect on their habitat and ecological community (Mills and Doak, 1993), 

and ecosystem engineers, defined as organisms that actively modify the environment to meet species  ecological 

needs (Jones, Lawton and Shachak, 1994). As a keystone species, beavers are known for their ability to alter 

their environment (Naiman, Melillo and Hobbie, 1986). Beaver driven alterations of their environment can occur 

at magnitudes beyond their immediate food and habitat requirements (Naiman and Melillo, 1984) and can involve 

construction of dams on streams creating deep-water wetland complexes (Touihri et al., 2017).  As ecosystem 

engineers beavers modify their environment to meet the species ecological needs and to increase habitat 

suitability (Brazier et al., 2020; Gurnell, 1998). These ecosystem engineering activities serve an immediate 

purpose for food and security (Baker and Hill, 2003) and creates wetland habitats (Brazier et al., 2020; Stoffyn-

Egli and Willison, 2011).  
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2.1 Population and Distribution 

Historically, beaver populations in North America have been estimated between 60 and 400 million (Seton, 

1929).  Estimates of the North American population are between 6 and 12 million individuals (Naiman, Johnston 

and Kelley, 1988); however, contemporary estimates are not available. Using published studies as a surrogate 

(e.g.,  Bailey, Dittbrenner and Yocom, 2018; Dittbrenner et al., 2018; Landholt and Genoways, 2006; Smith and 

Tyers, 2012), it has been suggested that beaver populations within North America are increasing, and are likely 

trending towards or beyond the upper threshold of the 1988 estimates.  

2.2 Habitat and Home Ranges 

2.2.1 Habitat 

Beavers modify their habitats through the impoundment of water (damming), tunnelling (Baker and Hill, 2003) 

and foraging on herbaceous and woody vegetation (Brzyski and Schulte, 2009; Rosell et al., 2005). The 

impoundment of water serves to increase the safety of the individual by keeping the lodge entrance underwater, 

maintaining deep water conditions, permitting logs and branches to be floated, and facilitates safe travel to 

feeding areas (Müller-Schwarze, 2011).  Beavers influence several physical characteristics of a stream, including 

hydrology, geomorphology, water chemistry, water temperatures, and alter plant communities through foraging 

behaviour and altering plant succession regimes (Rosell et al., 2005).  

 

Habitat utilization by beavers is complex, species use of habitat depends on how the individual beaver perceives 

the habitat (i.e., individual habitat preferences) and the interactions between the broader landscape and local 

habitats (Holland et al., 2019). Habitat characteristics include geomorphological variables, food availability and 

composition and, anthropogenic infrastructure (Touihri et al., 2017).   Beavers are semi-aquatic species, 

therefore, colonized habitats are dependent on the presence of a permanent source of water with a stable water 

depth (Allen, 1983). Colonization of a stream is also dependant on geomorphological characteristics, including 

stream gradients between 0 and 6 % (Allen, 1983), with a preference towards gradients between 0 and 2 % 

(Beier and Barrett, 1987), stream widths between 2 and 10 m, with those between 3 and 4 m preferred (Suzuki 

and McComb, 1998), and valley widths < 42 m (Dittbrenner et al., 2018).  Beavers require a reliable supply of 

food (Müller-Schwarze, 2011) and will select habitats to maximize energetic inputs (Gallant et al., 2016). Optimal 

habitat, therefore, is the combination of preferred stream gradients and widths, valley widths, and the availability 

of energetically efficient and reliable forage. Alternatively, sub-optimal habitats represent habitats that do not 

satisfy habitat requirements and may, presumably, contribute to reduced fitness (Smith and Jenkins, 1997). 

Within areas exhibiting population saturation, colony establishment regularly occurs within sub-optimal 

conditions, including areas with narrower floodplains, steeper stream gradients, and a lower proportion of 

preferred forage species (Ritter, Gower and McNew, 2020).   

 

Habitat quality is an indicator of colonization, and the presence of suitable forage species and composition, is 

important in establishing long-term colonies (Mumma et al., 2018). In areas where optimal habitat is occupied, 

beavers may need to select sub-optimal habitat to establish new colonies (Ritter, Gower and McNew, 2020), 

which may impact their overall fitness (Smith and Jenkins, 1997), productivity (Severud et al., 2013b) and 

influence a higher frequency of site abandonment (Fryxell, 2001; Ritter, Gower and McNew, 2020).  
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Table 2-1. Summary of stream geomorphological features for beaver dam site selection and habitat occupancy, 

adapted from Allen, 1983; Dittbrenner et al., 2018; Rosell and Campbell-Palmer, 2022; Suzuki and McComb, 

1998; Swinnen et al., 2018.  

Geomorphological Parameter Range Preference 

Watercourse Width 2 to 10 m 3 to 4 m 

Watercourse Depth 0.7 to 1.5 m 0.6 to 1.0 m 

Watercourse Gradient 0 to 6 % < 3 % 

Valley Floor Width - > 25 m 

Bank Slope (%) < 36 % < 32 % 

Bank Height - < 1.8 m 

Flow Velocity - ≤ 0.12 cm/s 

2.2.2 Home Ranges 

Home ranges of beaver depend on several variables, including sex, age and composition of the colony, habitat 

conditions, and seasonal limitations (Baker and Hill, 2003). Home ranges are variable and expand and contract 

seasonally based on food availability (McClintic et al., 2014). Beaver abundance is related to food availability 

(Fryxell, 2001; Wang, McClintic and Taylor, 2019) and beavers are more likely to establish colonies with a higher 

proportion of riparian vegetative cover within 10 m of the wetted edge (Breck, Goldstein and Pyare, 2012).  

2.2.3 Colony Density 

Reports of, colony densities, expressed as the density of colonies per kilometre of stream, is varied, ranging 

from one colony per 480 to 800 m (Allen, 1983; Bailey, Dittbrenner and Yocom, 2018; Boyce, 1981; Havens, 

Crawford and Nelson, 2013; Loates and Hvenegaard, 2008; McClintic et al., 2014). Urban home ranges have 

been reported as one colony per 500 m of stream length (Bailey, Dittbrenner and Yocom, 2018; Loates and 

Hvenegaard, 2008). Colony densities within heavily managed areas, including both lethal management and 

extensive tree protection measures and higher urban influence tend to be lower, 0.38 colonies per kilometer, 

compared to unmanaged landscapes (England and Westbrook, 2021). 

2.3 Life History and Biology 

2.3.1 Physiology, Lifecycle and Reproduction 

A North American beaver adult typically weighs between 16 and 32 kg and reaches up to 120 cm in length (Baker 

and Hill, 2003). The family unit (colony), size varies, though generally consist of 2 and 7 individuals (Gurnell, 

1998; Mayer, Zedrosser and Rosell, 2017; Müller-Schwarze and Schulte, 1992). Colonies are typically comprised 

of two breeding adults, one to two yearlings, and two kits (Baker and Hill, 2003; McTaggart and Nelson, 2003). 

In saturated populations, beavers may delay their dispersal (Mayer, Zedrosser and Rosell, 2017), resulting in 

colonies with sub-adults (≥ two-year-old) (Baker and Hill, 2003). Second-year beavers typically disperse between 

April and June following spring breakup to establish new territories (Baker and Hill, 2003; Destefano et al., 2006). 

In northern latitudes, where ice breakup occurs later in the year, dispersal is commonly between mid-May and 
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June. New territories are typically established within 5 km of the natal colony (Sun, Müller-Schwarze and Schulte, 

2000). The life expectancy of a beaver is 10 years (McTaggart and Nelson, 2003).  

2.3.2 Dispersal 

Beaver dispersal broadly occurs under four scenarios; (1) entire colony movement between ponds in a territory, 

(2) short-term movements of yearlings, (3) dispersal of two-year-olds to establish new territories, and (4) 

miscellaneous movements, typically associated with the loss of a mate (Bergerud and Miller, 1977). Dispersal of 

two-year-old beavers generally occurs between April and June (Destefano et al., 2006) and can occur upstream 

or downstream within a watershed or several kilometres across watersheds, with demonstrated preferences to 

downstream dispersal (Baker and Hill, 2003; Sun, Müller-Schwarze and Schulte, 2000). Sun, Müller-Schwarze 

and Schulte (2000) documented that beavers disperse upstream of their natal territory 56% of the time, at 

distances between 0.3 and 16.6 kilometres disperse laterally to neighbouring sites 35 % of the time.  The 

directionality of dispersal is likely attributed to water availability, and that downstream dispersal is generally less 

energetically costly (Sun, Müller-Schwarze and Schulte, 2000). 

2.3.3 Foraging Behaviours and Diet 

Beavers are classified as generalist herbivores (Busher, 1996; Rosell et al., 2005), and their diet consists of 

woody, including the bark, twigs and leaves of trees and shrubs (Jenkins, 1980), terrestrial, emergent and floating 

aquatic vegetation (Severud et al., 2013a). Woody forage is comprised mainly of deciduous species, with aspen 

(Populus sp.), alder (Alnus sp.), and willow (Salix sp.) as preferred forage species (Doucet and Fryxell, 1993; 

Müller-Schwarze, 2011). Beavers prefer to forage on trees with a diameter at breast height (DBH) of < 10 cm, 

with stems between 2 and 5 cm (Mahoney and Stella, 2020). Foraging typically occurs between 0 and 10 m from 

the wetted edge of the aquatic habitat and decreases as the distance from the aquatic habitat increases (Donkor 

and Fryxell, 1999; Salandre et al., 2017). When foraging, trees felled by beavers are often (83 %) directionally 

felled towards the dam and occur between a window of 270° to 90°  (Samways et al., 2004). While woody species 

are commonly attributed to beaver foraging, aquatic plants have been shown to play an important role in 

supplementing beaver diets, and can be an important source of nutrient during the winter (Bergman, Bump and 

Romanski, 2018).  

 

Forage widths, measured perpendicular to the wetted edge of stream or wetland, have been reported as between 

20 m to 100 m (Allen, 1983; Gallant et al., 2004; Hood, 2020; Jenkins, 1980; Johnston and Naiman, 1987; 

McGinley and Whitham, 1985; Salandre et al., 2017). Within this range, it has been reported that upwards of 

95% of foraging occurs within a 50 m proximity of aquatic habitat (Gallant et al., 2004; Hood, 2020; Stoffyn-Egli 

and Willison, 2011).  Tree diameters become larger the further from the edge of the habitat and preferred tree 

species are selected to maximize energetic input (Gallant et al., 2016; Raffel et al., 2009).  

 

As central place foragers, beavers disperse from a central lodge to forage and construct winter food caches 

(Fryxell and Doucet, 1991; Johnston and Naiman, 1987; McGinley and Whitham, 1985). Forage caching is a 

strategy used by beavers to ensure a supply of food during the winter months; the size of cache progressively 

becomes smaller within the ice-free areas of its range (Smith and Jenkins, 1997), likely attributed to the increased 

availability of forage during the winter months.   
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3 Beavers and Urban Interactions 

3.1 Beneficial Interactions 

3.1.1 Ecosystem Services 

The ecological benefits of beavers have been well established within the literature extending not only to 

ecological processes and biodiversity but also to the benefit of humans and built infrastructures, such as the 

moderation of flooding events (Nyssen, Pontzeele and Billi, 2011), improvement of conditions for ranging and 

livestock (Charnley et al., 2020), and the provision of non-consumptive recreational and tourism opportunities 

(Auster, Barr and Brazier, 2020; Thompson et al., 2020). Recent monetary valuation of the ecosystem services 

provided by beavers within the Northern Hemisphere places the combined services at 332.6 million USD per 

year (Thompson et al., 2020). With urban habitat under increasing pressures, beavers can provide a high level 

of benefit to the urban ecosystem (Bailey, Dittbrenner and Yocom, 2018).  

 
Table 3-1. Summary of the ecosystem benefits and services which are commonly attributed to beaver activity.  

Ecosystem 
Service 

Category 
Ecosystem Services of Beavers Ecosystem Benefits of Beavers 

Regulating 
 Moderation of flooding events 

Beaver dams attenuate peak flows [1] and moderate the release of 
water (delayed transmission of peak flows), reducing the magnitude 
of flood events [2][3] 

Drought resiliency 
Beaver damming maximizes retention of water and buffers the 
drying effects of drought [4]  

Climate resiliency  Mitigates the effect of climate change at the local scale [5] 

Wildfire resiliency  Protection of riparian vegetation during wildfires [6]  

Water quality 
Moderation of stream temperature [7], turbidity [8], metals retention [9], 
water chemistry [10]  

Moderate and protect groundwater  
Increase groundwater elevations and lateral extent of the watertable 
[11][12][13] 

Provisioning 
Sediment storage 

Increases the storage of sediment immediately upstream of dams 
[14][15] 

Carbon sequestration Store organic carbon [16]  

Nutrient cycling Retains nutrients and acts as a sink within beaver ponds [17]  

Surface water storage 
Increases the area of water storage and slows the downstream 
movement of water [18][19]  

 Increased water availability for livestock [20]  
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Table 2. (Con’t) 

Ecosystem 
Service 

Category 
Ecosystem Services of Beavers Ecosystem Benefits of Beavers 

Supporting 
Species diversity and richness  

Increases habitat availability for fish [21], amphibians [22], birds 
[23][24][34], mammals [25], benefits aquatic biodiversity [26] and supports 
a larger and distinct species richness [27] 

Habitat creation and complexity 
Increases instream complexity for fish [28][29][30] creation of landscape 
heterogeneity [31] 

Cultural Non-consumptive recreation  Provides opportunities for bird-watching, recreation, tourism [32][33]  

[1] Puttock et al., 2020; [2] Puttock et al., 2017; [3] Westbrook, Ronnquist and Bedard‐Haughn, 2020; [4] Fairfax and Small, 2018; [5] 
Hood and Bayley, 2008; [6] Fairfax and Whittle, 2020; [7] Weber et al., 2017; [8] Błȩdzki et al., 2011; [9] Shepherd and Nairn, 2020;  
[10] Smith et al., 2020; [11] DeStefano and Deblinger, 2005; [12] Johnston and Naiman, 1987; [13] Westbrook, Cooper and Baker, 2006; 
[14] Janzen and Westbrook, 2011; [15] Butler and Malanson, 1995; [16] Laurel and Wohl, 2019; [17] Brazier et al., 2020; [18] Gurnell, 1998; 
[19] Wegener, Covino and Wohl, 2017; [20] Charnley et al., 2020; [21] Collen and Gibson, 2001; [22] Stevens, Paszkowski and Foote, 
2007; [23] Aznar and Desrochers, 2008; [24] Beard, 1953; [25] Sundell, Liao and Nummi, 2020; [26] Law, McLean and Willby, 2016;  
[27] Law et al., 2019; [28] Dauwalter and Walrath, 2018; [29] Wathen et al., 2019; [30] Kemp et al., 2012; [31] Naiman, Melillo and Hobbie, 
1986; [32] Thompson et al., 2020; [33] Auster, Barr and Brazier, 2020; [34] Nummi and Holopainen, 2014 

 

3.1.2 Riparian and Aquatic Health and Structure 

Scientific literature indicates that beavers play an important role in shaping landscape complexity and biodiversity 

of freshwater environments (Rosell et al., 2005). The contribution of woody materials and beaver dams within 

aquatic and riparian habitat provides a wide range of benefits (Table 3-2). Positive benefits of beavers on riparian 

and aquatic health include wetland creation and floodplain reconnection (Law et al., 2017), water storage 

(Gurnell, 1998; Puttock et al., 2017), erosion and sediment traps (Butler and Malanson, 1995, 2005), storm flow 

attenuation (Graham et al., 2022), water quality (Dewey et al., 2022; Shepherd and Nairn, 2020), nutrient cycling 

(Naiman, Johnston and Kelley, 1988) and regulates water temperature (Dittbrenner et al., 2022). 

 

Table 3-2. Summary of the influences of coarse woody debris within riverine systems, adapted from Rosell and 

Campbell-Palmer (2022).  

 
Influence of Coarse Woody Debris 

Wood within Channel • Increased hydraulic diversity and roughness. 

 

Beaver Dams within the Channel • Reduces the downstream velocity of peak flows. 

• Reduces bed and bank erosion. 

• Enhances the storage of sediments. 

• Enhances the retention of organic matter and nutrients, 

• Enhances the interaction and exchange between surface water and ground water. 

• Increases instream habitat diversity. 

• Increases biodiversity and biomass of aquatic communities. 

• Increase the magnitude, duration, and frequency of overbank flows. 
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Table 3. (Con’t) 

 
Influence of Coarse Woody Debris 

Wood within the Floodplain 

• Increases hydraulic roughness for overbank flows. 

• Creates erosionally resistant hard points that influences the rate of floodplain turnover. 

• Increases habitat diversity and abundance for amphibians, reptiles, birds, and small 
mammals, and during overbank flows, for aquatic macroinvertebrates and fish. 

• Provides germination sites for plants. 

Beaver Dams on the Floodplain 

• Reduces the velocity of overbank flows and increases floodplain sediment storage. 

• Increases habitat abundance and diversity. 

• Increases retention and biological uptake of nutrients. 

• Increase biodiversity and biomass floodplain communities.  

3.1.3 Biodiversity 

Beaver-influenced landscapes have been well documented within scientific research, with levels of biodiversity, 

and biomass higher within beaver landscapes compared to where they are absent (Bashinskiy, 2020; Rosell et 

al., 2005). Broadly, the influence of beaver activities on biodiversity includes the creation of spatial heterogeneity 

and habitat complexity (Bush and Wissinger, 2016) and increased diversity of plants and animals (Little, 

Guntenspergen and Allen, 2012). 

 

Foraging behaviours on riparian vegetation promotes a greater increase in plant species richness (Rosell and 

Campbell-Palmer, 2022) and influence plant communities, succession, and plant species composition and 

diversity (Rosell et al., 2005). Beaver-created wetlands can also benefit both vertebrate and invertebrate species 

richness and diversity, creating higher habitat diversity (Rosell and Campbell-Palmer, 2022). Notable benefits to 

biodiversity include increasing invertebrate richness and diversity (Bush and Wissinger, 2016), creation of 

overwintering habitats and forage opportunities for fish (Kemp et al., 2012; Malison et al., 2014; Pollock, Heim 

and Werner, 2003), increasing amphibian abundance and species richness (Romansic et al., 2021; Semlitsch 

and Bodie, 2003; Stevens, Paszkowski and Foote, 2007), increased reptile diversity (Russell et al., 1999), 

positive increases on the diversity, density, and abundance of bird species (Nummi, Arzel and Sauramo, 2021; 

Nummi and Holopainen, 2014; Rosell et al., 2005) and mammals (Nummi et al., 2011; Nummi et al., 2019; Tye 

et al., 2021).  
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3.1.4 Summary of Ecological Benefits Attributed to Beaver Activities 

The following table provides a broad summary of the ecological benefits associated with beaver damming, 

foraging, and building.  

 

Table 3-3. Summary of beaver activities and the benefits to ecological functions, plants, and animals, adapted 

from Rosell and Campbell-Palmer (2022).  

Area 

Beaver Activities 

Burrowing/Building Foraging Damming 

Hydrology and 
Biochemistry 

• Add sediment and nutrients to 
watercourses. 

• Provide debris 
accumulation/infilling. 

• Alters organic materials. 

• Increases leaf litter/detritus 
in watercourses. 

• Fallen wood influences 
nutrient cycles. 

• Can create anerobic zones 
in ponds. 

• Ponds recharge 
groundwater. 

• Dams trap sediment, 
contaminants, and 
pollutants, improving water 
quality. 

• Dams provide more 
sustained flows year-round, 
increasing water storage 
and attenuating flows. 

• Supplement low stream 
flows during dry periods. 

• Provides groundwater 
increase and storage and 
cooler groundwater 
released downstream of 
dams. 

• Provide open-water source 
for other wildlife and 
livestock. 

Wetlands • Create, enhance, and maintain 
wetland habitats, increasing 
complexity and biodiversity. 

• Provide habitat for rare species. 

• Create, enhance, and 
maintain wetland habitats, 
increasing complexity and 
biodiversity. 

 

 

Plants 

• Dredged and newly exposed 
sediment provides new ground for 
colonization. 

• Promotes growth of riparian 
vegetation. 

• Creates a mosaic 
microhabitat structure. 

•  

Promotes growth of aquatic, 
semi-emergent, and riparian 
vegetation.  

Invertebrates 

• Additional woody debris creates 
shelter and feeding opportunities 
and increases microhabitats for 
higher biodiversity. 

• Creates habitats. 

• Generates dead wood for 
feeding. 

• Ponds provide more stable 
habitats. 

• Creates drought-resistant 
refuges.  
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Table 5. (Con’t). 

Area 

Beaver Activities 

Burrowing/Building Foraging Damming 

Fish 

• Creates new habitats and 
connectivity between 
waterbodies. 

• Addition of plant material 
into the watercourse 
provides biodiversity and 
microhabitats, including 
shelter and foraging 
opportunities. 

• Improves habitat quality. 

• Increases invertebrate and 
other prey abundance. 

• Dams not a barrier to native 
fish passage. 

• Ponds provide overwintering 
habitat. 

• Downstream of dams 
provide sediment and free 
spawning habitat. 

Amphibians 

• Burrowing creates spawning 
habitats. 

• Lodges, dams, and burrows 
provide habitat for larval food 
production, shelter, predator 
avoidance and hibernation. 

• Beaver-dug channels aid in 
dispersal and connectivity. 

• Submerged vegetation and 
increased woody debris 
provide shelter and predator 
avoidance. 

• Tree felling creates sunlight 
corridors for dispersal, 
reduces habitat 
fragmentation, and 
increased habitat for open-
land species. 

• Creates new ponds in 
previously dry areas. 

• Increases the size, number, 
and diversity of lentic zones. 

• Increases pond productivity. 

Reptiles 

• Lodges, dams, and burrows 
provide habitat for feeding, 
basking, shelter, predator 
avoidance and hibernation.  

• Felled trees provide habitat 
for feeding, basking, shelter, 
predator avoidance, and 
hibernation. 

• Dead wood provides habitat 
for prey. 

• Habitat changes provides 
foraging opportunities. 

Birds 

• Disturbance can expose foraging 
opportunities. 

• Increases plant diversity and 
promotes riparian 
communities.  

• Increases density of 
breeding opportunities. 

• Felled trees provide habitat 
for feeding, shelter, predator 
avoidance and hibernation. 

• Dead wood provides habitat 
for prey. 

• Habitat for prey. 

• Ponds provide more stable 
habitats. 

• Creates drought-resistant 
refuges. 
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Table 5. (Con’t). 

Area 

Beaver Activities 

Burrowing/Building Foraging Damming 

Mammals 

• Lodges, dams, and burrows 
provide habitat for feeding, 
basking, shelter, predator 
avoidance and hibernation. 

• Increases plant diversity and 
promotes riparian 
communities.  

• Increases plant biomass. 

• Felled trees provide habitat 
for feeding, shelter, predator 
avoidance and hibernation. 

• Dead wood provides habitat 
for prey. 

• Ponds provide more stable 
habitats. 

• Creates drought-resistant 
refuges. 

3.2 Adverse Interactions 

Beavers alter their environment by constructing dams on streams (Touihri et al., 2017). While these activities 

provide benefits, they can also create conflict with human activities. This is especially true in urban centres, 

where the concentration of habitat increases the interactions with humans (Soulsbury and White, 2015). Conflicts 

with wildlife typically arise when there is a real or perceived impact on human infrastructure (Goodale, Parsons 

and Sherren, 2015), rarely occurs randomly (Nyhus, 2016), and arises where interactions with wildlife, real or 

perceived, threaten human safety, health, food, and property (Nyhus, 2016; Peterson et al., 2010; Treves and 

Santiago-Avila, 2020). For beavers, conflict is commonly associated with flooding and tree felling (Pollock et al., 

2023). Within the urban environment, conflict is strongly associated with a gradient of urbanization, with the 

highest occurrences of conflict occurring within the suburban environments (Soulsbury and White, 2015). While 

there is a noted benefit of beavers to ecosystems, it is important to acknowledge that costs (i.e., impacts) are 

often accrued by small groups of individuals (Brazier et al., 2020; Thompson et al., 2020). Positive gains 

associated with beavers in the urban environment arise when the ecosystem services of beavers are integrated 

while the impacts are constrained (Thompson et al., 2020). 

3.3 Urban Beaver Management  

Urban beaver management, is a multi-faceted approach comprised of social, cultural, economic and political 

influences and ecological components (McCance et al., 2017). Wildlife management has been defined as “the 

guidance of decision-making processes and implementation of practices to influence interactions among people 

and between people, wildlife, and wildlife habitat, to achieve impacts valued by stakeholders” (Decker, Riley and 

Siemer, 2012). Within the urban environment, wildlife management, including beavers, has been viewed as the 

management or control of animal damage (McCance et al., 2017), and this viewpoint is pervasive in 

contemporary management strategies.  

 

Urban beaver management is complicated by the secondary effects of urbanization, notably the loss of predation 

risk (Robins et al., 2019). Within rural and remote regions, beaver populations are predated by wolves, upwards 

of 42 % (Gable and Windels, 2018) and the reduction of predator pressures, including population management, 

can have a profound effect on beaver populations (Bailey, Dittbrenner and Yocom, 2018; DeStefano and 

Deblinger, 2005). 
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3.3.1 Perceptions of Beaver Management 

The management of urban beavers becomes notably complicated in an urban environment, particularly with the 

shift in the public mindset towards wildlife management, from a traditional focus (i.e., population management) 

towards a mutualistic (i.e., coexistence) focus (Manfredo et al., 2020a; Manfredo et al., 2020b). This has 

generally resulted in lethal management seen as an unacceptable management approach (Morzillo and 

Needham, 2015; Whittaker, Vaske and Manfredo, 2006). Nevertheless, people that are impacted by beavers 

have a decreasing tolerance with increasing densities (Siemer, Decker and Organ, 2013). Likewise, as 

population management in urban areas (i.e., trapping) is reduced, beaver populations can grow exponentially 

(Bailey, Dittbrenner and Yocom, 2018; DeStefano and Deblinger, 2005). With the increasing pressures arising 

from public viewpoints and the expected potential for adverse impacts within the urban environment, there is a 

need to develop better proactive planning strategies and management approaches that minimize impacts and 

encourage a stronger balance between humans and beavers.   

3.3.2 Approaches to Impact Management 

Beaver activities often conflict with human infrastructure, including culverts, trails, roads, railways, aircraft 

runways (Curtis and Jensen, 2004; Hood, Manaloor and Dzioba, 2017; Taylor and Singleton, 2014; Touihri et 

al., 2017), agricultural crops, trees, and property (Baker and Hill, 2003), often necessitating management 

strategies.  Within the urban landscape, beaver management is commonly associated with solving the problems 

associated with poor decision making (McCance et al., 2017), predominately associated with the design and 

placement of urban infrastructure. Adverse impacts associated with beaver activities are generally associated 

with flooding resulting from dam construction and elevated water levels and impacts to infrastructure attributed 

to tree felling (Table 3-4; Mckinstry, 1999; Pollock et al., 2023). 

 

As the views of traditional wildlife management are shifting away from the acceptance of lethal management 

approaches and towards coexistence, many non-lethal mitigative strategies have been developed to address 

the impacts associated with beavers and include flow conveyance devices and fencing (Hood, Manaloor and 

Dzioba, 2017; Pollock et al., 2023; Taylor and Singleton, 2014). 
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Table 3-4. Identified adverse interactions and risks associated with beaver-related activities within the urban 

landscape.  

Activity Impact Risk 
Non-Lethal Mitigative 

Measures 

Dam construction Ponding and blocked culverts Flooding potential of agricultural 
fields and infrastructure [1], roads 
and buildings,[2] impede irrigation 
infrastructure,[3] impede fish 
access,[2] block culverts, [4] 

decreased capacity for stormwater 
detention facilities, destabilize 
railway ballast.   

Culvert protection fencing [5][6] 

Pond levelling devices [5][6][7] 

Appropriately sized culverts [6] 

Tree cutting and felling Removal of ornamental and 
fruit orchard trees 

 

Trees falling onto infrastructure 
(e.g., buildings, roads and railways) 
[8] 

Wire mesh caging [6] 

Riparian fencing [6] 

Paint and sand mixture [6] 

Digging canals and 
burrows 

Burrowing into dikes and flood 
protection structures 

Excavated burrows can lead to 
failure of flood protection works [9] 

Buried wire mesh [9] 

Vegetation management [9] 

[1] Yarmey and Hood, 2020; [2]  Collen and Gibson, 2001; [3] Charnley et al., 2020; [4] Curtis and Jensen, 2004; [5] Taylor and Singleton, 2014; 
[6] Pollock et al., 2023; [7] Hood, Manaloor and Dzioba, 2017; [8] Wróbel and Krysztofiak-Kaniewska, 2020; [9] Pașca et al., 2019 

 

While approaches such as those identified in Table 3-4 are routinely used to mitigate the impacts of beavers and 

promote greater coexistence, the reality is that these continue to focus on the symptoms and not the cause of 

conflict within urban areas. In many ways, we are at a transitional point between the traditional guiding principles 

of wildlife conservation, specifically the management of populations through harvest (e.g., hunting and lethal 

trapping) and the protection or enhancement of habitats (McCance et al., 2017; Wittmann et al., 1998), and the 

sociocultural shift in values towards coexistence and mutualism (Manfredo et al., 2020a; Manfredo et al., 2020b). 

Shifting from a mindset of management and impact mitigation to facilitating the reintegration of beavers into the 

urban landscape can benefit the urban environment (Auster, Barr and Brazier, 2020) and minimize long-term 

management costs (Hood, Manaloor and Dzioba, 2017). 

4 Impact Management Strategies  

Numerous strategies are available for the management of beaver and resolving conflict within their infrastructure. 

Management strategies range from taking no action (acceptance and monitoring), passively management and 

habitat modifications, to relocation and lethal management. Each of these management strategies are briefly 

described in the sections below. 

4.1 Acceptance and Monitoring 

In areas where no adverse effects are currently observed or anticipated, beaver activities should be monitored. 

Activities are recorded in GIS mapping and observation logs. 

4.2 Passive Management 

Passive management refers to the implementation of impact management strategies to alleviate impacts 

associated with beaver activities, while promoting co-existence with the species.  
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4.2.1 Tree Protection 

In areas where the felling of trees by beavers is not desired, or threatens public safety, trees and shrubs should 

be protect from gnawing and felling by wrapping the tree with a welded wire mesh fence around the stem of the 

tree or shrubs. This co-existence strategy has been used extensively throughout the Nose Creek corridor and is 

considered effective. The use of wire mesh to protect trees does require periodic maintenance and ongoing 

monitoring to ensure that the mitigation measures remain effective. For effective tree protection, caging should 

consist of the following: 

 

• The gauge of the wire used to construct the fencing should be 14 gauge or heavier to balance between 

longevity and flexibility.  

• Mesh size should be 6 x 6 inches or smaller.  

• The cage should be 1 to 2 feet (30 to 60 cm) in diameter larger than the tree trunk, so that beaver is not 

able to contact the tree. For newly planted trees and young trees a wider 18-inch (45 cm) gap should be 

used.  

• The cage should extend 3 to 4 feet (90 to 120 m) above the ground or, in colder climates, above the 

anticipated snow line.  

• Wire fencing can be used to encircle multiple trees. 

• Cages should be securely anchored to the ground, utilizing wooden stakes (e.g., 1x2x24 inch wood 

stakes woven into mesh) or t-posts. 

• For clusters of shrubs, encircle priority area with single, larger diameter fence as needed.  

• Cages require monitoring, maintenance, removal, and reinstallation as trees grow. 

4.2.2 Exclusion Fencing 

Exclusionary fencing can be utilized to prevent beavers from accessing upland areas. While designed primarily 

for the captive management of beavers in the U.K., Campbell-Palmer et al. (2013) have developed guidelines 

for the construction of exclusion fencing intended for the management of beaver access. These guidelines 

include the following elements: 

 

• Fencing posts should be lengths of ~ 2 m (8 feet) or greater and placed outside (away from the water) of 

the fencing. Posts are to be set roughly 90 cm (3 feet) into the ground with a minimum of 1.2 m (4 feet) 

above the ground.  

• Fencing must be constructed with two components, the above ground fencing and buried skirting to 

discourage burrowing.  

o The above ground fencing is to be constructed of heavy gauge (e.g., 4- or 6-gauge) wire with 2-

inch mesh opening and is connected to each post to the top of the fence (~ 1.2 m).  

o The “anti-digging” skirting, constructed of 1-inch welded wire mesh, is attached at the base of the 

fence, with approximately 30 cm (12 inches) secured to the above ground fence, and 90 cm (3 

feet) extending towards the water. This skirting can be buried into the ground or top-dressed with 

topsoil for better aesthetics.  
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In some circumstances, soils that are wet or peaty, an additional trenched fence panel can be 

installed to prevent beavers from burrowing under the exclusion fence. The fence is to be placed 

within  

• Access gates can be installed as necessary along the fencing to facilitate access. These gates should 

be constructed with self-closing springs to ensure that gates are not inadvertently left open.   

 

  
Figure 4-1. Example of exclusion fencing with skirting to discourage digging  (left, from Campbell-Palmer et al., 

2013) and trenched fencing, prior to backfilling and installation of fence skirting (right, from 

https://www.sanctusltd.co.uk/) 

4.2.3 Barriers to Limit Burrowing 

Burrowing activities associated with beavers can create weaknesses in streambanks, undermine flood control 

structures (i.e., dikes), can contribute to the presence of sinkholes, which can damage public and private 

infrastructure. Approaches to limiting the impacts of burrowing involve either the creation of a hardened surface 

(e.g., rip-rap) or the installation of vertical barrier to prevent upslope burrowing. 

 

For the application of rip-rap bank protection, Rosell and Campbell-Palmer (2022) suggest the following: 

 

• Rip-rap barriers are to be constructed of medium or coarse stone. 

• The barrier is to be constructed to a depth of 400 mm. 

• Galvanized welded wire mesh can be placed between the ground and the rip-rap to provide an additional 

layer of protection.  

• The barrier must extend well below the waterline to prevent beavers from extending burrows from below 

the point of protection.  

Where the placement of riprap is not feasible, or is incongruent with land uses, aesthetics, or aquatic habitat 

values, buried vertical barriers may be preferred. Pașca et al. (2019) evaluated several methods for preventing 

burrowing associated with beavers, including rip-rap, repellants, steel piles, buried wire mesh, vegetation 
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management, and electric fences, and suggests that the use of either a galvanized metal mesh fencing or 

fiberglass nets were effective in discouraging burrowing by beavers. Specifications for the trenched wire mesh 

were: 

 

• The barrier is to be constructed of a galvanized wire mesh, with a minimum wire thickness of 13-gauge, 

or fiberglass nets, with a minimum thickness of 8 mm. Both the welded site and fiberglass netting is to 

have a mesh opening of no more than 4 x 4”. 

• The barrier is to be trenched to a minimum depth of 1.2 m (4 feet) below the surface of the ground, with 

a preference towards depth of ~1.5 to 1.7 m (5 to 6 feet).  

• The excavated materials are to be carefully compacted to protect the integrity of the mesh.  

4.2.4 Vegetation Modification 

Where beavers are not anticipated to be an issue with infrastructure, pockets of suitable forage plants can be 

either maintained or established to reduce pressures within areas where beaver foraging impacts are not desired. 

The establishment of supplemental diversionary forage assists in preventing damage to valued trees and 

encourages beavers to make use of the supplemental planted materials rather than cutting down valued trees. 

Avoidance of planting high-valued tree species, such as aspens, which are preferred forage species for beavers 

will also assist in limiting the impacts of planted trees.  

4.2.5 Dam Breaching and Removal 

Dam breaching should occur only under two general scenarios. The first is when there is a risk of upstream 

flooding resulting from water impoundment behind the dam. Beavers will rapidly repair damage to dams to 

maintain upstream water depths, and therefore, dam breaching to alleviate upstream water impoundment should 

only be seen as a short-term approach to alleviate immediate risk to property or infrastructure. The second 

scenario is where a site has been abandoned, but the remaining dams and associated water impoundment are 

continuing to represent unacceptable risk to infrastructure. In these instances, dams should only be breached 

such that the risk to infrastructure is removed, while aiming to retain the ecological benefits associated with 

beaver ponds.  

 

All beaver dam removals are to be done in manner that reduced the impact to downstream fish populations (i.e., 

limiting sediment plumes) and at staged high drops (e.g., 20 cm / 6-inch drop in pond height over 20 minutes). 

All provincial and federal legislation and guidelines, such as Fisheries and Oceans Canada’s code of practice: 

Beaver dam breaching and removal and the provincial Wildlife Act, are to be followed.  

4.2.6 Culvert Protection 

Culverts represents a point of high probability of damming as these represent flow constructions which are easily 

dammed and require less energetic costs. Tremblay, Valeria and Imbeau (2017) suggest that the probability of 

dam presence with road crossing culverts is greater than 50%. Impacts associated with beavers and culverts 

can be managed through a range of different techniques including both commercially build devices (e.g., 

Beavercone™, Beaverstop™, and Beaver-proof addon). Culvert fencing, constructed of heavy gauge welded 

wire fencing can be constructed to isolate the culvert and either discourage beavers from damming, as is the 
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case with trapezoidal beaver fencing, where a long (≥ 12 feet, 3.6 m) exclusion fence is installed above the 

culvert intake to exclude beavers and discourage damming.  

 

  

  
Figure 4-2. Examples of commercially available culvert protection, Beaver Stop (top-left, photo: armtec.com), 

Beavercone (top-right, photo: beavercone.com), beaverproof add-on (bottom-left, photo: 

beaverproofaddon.com) and trapezoidal culvert fencing (bottom-right, photo: beaversolution.com) 

4.2.7 Flow Conveyance Devices 

Where water impoundment arising form beaver dams are not considered a risk to infrastructure, but where pond 

levels should not rise above a certain threshold, flexible pond levellers can be installed. These devices consist 

of a pipe placed through the dam at a desired elevation and extends upstream with a wire mesh cage to protect 

the intake. Each pond leveller must be designed in a manner that best fits the site, but generally is constructed 

of the following: 

 

• 40 feet (12 m) of 12” or 15” doublewalled HDPE pipe. 

• Intake caging is constructed of 6-gauge welded wire mesh, with a 6” x 6” mesh opening or smaller. 

• T-posts to anchor the pipe to the bed of the pond or stream.  
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Pond levellers do require bi-annual monitoring and periodic cleaning might be necessary to clear the cage of 

obstructions. 

 
Figure 4-3. An example of a flexible pond leveller. Image from Shockey (2023).  

4.3 Active Management 

4.3.1 Relocation 

Relocation involves the trapping and movement of beavers from the site of conflict to areas where they can be 

released and colonize new habitats, that are not in conflict with human uses.  

 

Beaver relocations are not always successful, and often see beavers move from the release site, with 

movements off-site often occurring following release (McKinstry and Anderson, 2002; Petro, Taylor and 

Sanchez, 2015). Relocated beavers will routinely move some distance away from the release site, ranging from 

3.3 km (Petro, Taylor and Sanchez, 2015) to distance greater than 10 km. Survival rates of released beavers 

have been reported at around 50 % (McKinstry and Anderson, 2002). Beaver relocations are further complicated 

by regulatory restrictions and may not be viewed as a feasible management strategy.  

4.3.2 Lethal Removal 

In instances where repeated habitat modification and management techniques have not been successful, lethal 

removal might be appropriate. If removed beaver are in a pipe or other item of infrastructure, use measures to 

prevent re-entry by other beavers, if possible. 
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5 Assessment Methodology 

5.1 Desktop Analysis 

5.1.1 Beaver Occupancy Potential 

To assess the potential for beavers to colonize other areas within the Nose Creek corridor, the beaver intrinsic 

potential (BIP) model developed by Dittbrenner et al. (2018) was utilized to evaluate the Nose Creek Corridor for 

beaver occupancy potential (Table 5-1). To support the analysis of Nose Creek and its intrinsic potential for 

supporting beaver populations, the creek was divided into 200 m segments to provide a finer detail in areas that 

could have the potential to support beaver populations. Light detection and ranging (LiDAR) data captured in 

2022, provided by the city was analyzed and converted into a digital elevation model (DEM) to support the 

determination of average slopes of Nose Creek. Channel widths associated with Nose Creek were calculated 

through XToolsPro 22 and averaged to apply the appropriate scoring. All spatial analysis was completed using 

ArcGIS Pro 3.1.1 (Environmental Systems Research Institute, Inc. (ESRI), Redland, CA).   

 

Table 5-1. Scoring criteria for the beaver intrinsic potential (BIP) model, from Dittbrenner et al. (2018).  

Stream Slope Stream Width Valley Width 
Cumulative 

Score 

Adjusted 

Score 
Categories Slope 

Category 
Score 

Average 

Width 
Score 

Average 

Width 
Score 

< 1 % 4 < 7 m 4 > 30 m 4 11-12 3 High 

< 2 % 3 < 10 m 3 < 30 m 2 10-11 2 Medium 

< 4 % 2 < 18 m 2 < 20 m 0 8-10 1 Low 

< 6 % 1 < 24 m 1   < 8 0 None 

< 10 % 0.5 > 24 m 0      

> 10 % 0        

5.1.2 Habitat Availability 

To evaluate the long-term sustainability of beavers presently residing within the Nose Creek corridor, specifically 

within the Summerhill and Waterstone neighbourhoods, recent (2022) aerial imagery was reviewed to determine 

the footprint of development and encroachment into core foraging habitats for beavers. Habitat was divided into 

two classes, including core habitat where the bulk of foraging typically occurs (10 m, Severud et al., 2013b) and 

secondary habitat within 50 m of aquatic habitat where upwards of 95% of foraging occurs (Gallant et al., 2004; 

Hood, 2020; Stoffyn-Egli and Willison, 2011).   

5.2 Field Assessment 

Field assessments were undertaken between April 19 and 22, 2023, and focussed on several areas. Within the 

Nose Creek corridor, assessments were undertaken within the Waterstone-Summerhill Area located between 

Yankee Boulevard and Main Street, North of Main Street (North Area) including the Edgewater, Ridgegate 

Downtown, Willowbrook, Silver Creek and Williamstown neighbourhoods, and south of Yankee Boulevard (South 

Area), including the Sierra Springs and South Point neighbourhoods. Assessed stormwater infrastructure 

included: 

 

• Bayside Stormwater Retention Ponds 
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• Willow Stormwater Retention Pond 

• Jarvis’ Stormwater Retention Pond 

• King’s Height Stormwater Retention Pond 

• Southwinds Stormwater Retention Pond 

• Chinook Stormwater Retention Pond 

• Sagewood Stormwater Retention Pond 

• Reunion Stormwater Retention Pond 

• East Lake 

 

 
Figure 5-1. Overview of the assessed areas within the Nose Creek corridor and peripheral stormwater 

infrastructure.  

 

 The focus of the field assessment was to: 

 

(1) support the evaluation of the Waterstone-Summerhill Area and whether beaver populations can be 

sustained. 

(2) to identify areas within the North and South Areas of the Nose Creek corridor where beaver colonies can 

be established and maintained. 

(3) to assess the stormwater retention ponds to inform population and risk management. 
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(4) To evaluate existing beaver mitigation strategies.  

5.2.1 Population Viability Assessment 

The viability of beavers within the Nose Creek corridor focussed on the availability of quality forage, the 

availability of upland foraging habitat, the presence of aquatic vegetation, and the inventory of lodge structures 

indicating activity (i.e., the presence of food caches, evidence of active dam maintenance).  

5.2.2 Evaluation of Existing Mitigation Strategies 

The Nose Creek corridor was visually observed to evaluate materials used and installation techniques. Observed 

mitigation strategies were evaluated against both best management practices (e.g.) and professional expertise.   

5.2.3 Stormwater Infrastructure  

The stormwater infrastructure was reviewed to assess the broad suitability of the sites to accommodate beaver 

populations and identify the potential risk associated with beaver occupancy. Two stormwater retention ponds 

were identified as priority sites, including Cooper’s Crossing and the Bayside Channels.  

6 Results 

6.1 Occupancy Potential 

Analysis of the BIP model indicates that within the Nose Creek corridor habitat was rated as having low potential 

(8000 m, 50%), moderate potential (4987 m, 31%) and no potential (3153 m, 19%).  Overall, the Nose Creek 

corridor contains upwards of 81% of habitat, based on geomorphological features alone, that can support beaver 

occupancy.  

6.2 Population Distribution and Occupancy 

Field assessment of the Nose Creek corridor identified three bank lodge structures. Based on the observation of 

activity associated with each of the identified lodges, it is probable that two active populations are present within 

the Nose Creek corridor. Within the Nose Creek Regional Park, signs of lodge maintenance and repair (i.e., 

recent evidence of mud packing) was present. South of Yankee Boulevard, within Sierra Springs, evidence of 

recent forage (e.g., downed tree and clippings of sandbar willow) was observed within proximity to an existing 

bank lodge structure on the left bank. While no evidence of ledge maintenance was observed, the proximity of 

the lodge to recent foraging activities is suggestive of an active colony. Within the Waterstone-Summerhill area, 

a single bank lodge structure was noted on the left bank, close to Yankee Boulevard. No evidence of active 

foraging or lodge maintenance or repair was noted. It is likely that the lodge is not currently being utilized.  

 

The two active lodges observed within the Nose Creek corridor are distributed across 2.6 kilometers of stream 

habitat, and linear separation between the three observed lodge structures aere1300 m between BL2 and BL1, 

and 1245 m between BL1 and BL3.  
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Figure 6-1. Observed lodges along the Nose Creek corridor. Bank lodge within the Waterstone-Summerhill Area 

(top-left), within the Nose Creek Regional Park (top-right), and within the southern area (Sierra Springs, bottom-

left).  
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Figure 6-2. Distribution of observed lodges within the Nose Creek corridor, generally concentrated around the 

Waterstone-Summerhill Area.  

6.3 Waterstone-Summerhill Area 

6.3.1 Occupancy 

As indicated within Section 6.2, field observations made do not support the current presence of beavers within 

the Waterstone-Summerhill Area. This assertion is based on the several variables, including the absence of 

active lodge maintenance, the absence of recent foraging activities and the absence of a food cache associated 

with the lodge structure. Notwithstanding, the presence of the lodge structure and deep-water pools are suitable 

for beavers, and it is probable that the area can, and will, be occupied in the future.  

6.3.2 Foraging Impacts 

Historic forging impacts were noted throughout the Waterstone-Summerhill Area; however, recent foraging 

activities was not present during field assessments. Foraging opportunities are limit as most of the trees within 

the greenway are wrapped. Aquatic and emergent vegetation, which are routinely utilized as forage, were not 

observed in high abundance, which suggests limited forging opportunities present within the area.  
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6.3.3 Damming Impacts 

No evidence of damming, historical or contemporary were observed within Waterstone-Summerhill Area. 

However, damming within this area is restricted due to several variables, including (1) the presence of channel-

spanning rock weirs which has created permanent upstream ponds with water depths expected to be greater 

than 0.7 m. and (2) woody material for damming is not readily available to construct dam structures.   

 

  
Figure 6-3. Overview photos of the rock weir structures within the Waterstone-Summerhill Area that have 

created deepwater pools within Nose Creek.  

6.4 Nose Creek Corridor – North Area 

6.4.1 Occupancy 

Beaver activity was noted within the Nose Creek Regional Park, within the vicinity of the Airdrie Pond, notably 

lodge repair and maintenance and intact dams. Observations of the lodge are suggestive of a burrow lodge, or 

a newly constructed lodge structure. Furthermore, a review of aerial imagery suggests that beaver dams have 

been present within the site since 2015, indicating that beaver are, and have been active within the Nose Creek 

Regional Park. Beyond the boundaries of the Nose Creek Regional Park no evidence of beaver occupancy was 

observed.  

6.4.2 Foraging Impacts 

No present year foraging on woody materials was observed within the entire northern area. The absence of 

observable forage is attributed to two factors, (1) the extensive tree wrapping that has occurred within the 

northern area is largely precluding forage availability and (2) beavers may be focussing foraging on aquatic 

plants (e.g., cattails).  

6.4.3 Damming Impacts 

Three minor dams were observed within the vicinity of the observed lodge structure, with two of the three dams 

damaged and not impounding water. Water impoundment by the one intact dam was minimal (< 50 cm) and was 

contained within the streambank width of Nose Creek.  
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Figure 6-4. Overview photos of the two dams observed adjacent to the observed lodge in the Nose Creek 

Regional Park.  

6.5 Nose Creek Corridor – South Area 

6.5.1 Occupancy 

Field assessments identified the presence of beavers within the Sierra Springs neighbourhood, downstream of 

where Sierra Springs Drive SE crosses Nose Creek. No food cache was observed associated with the dam, 

which would typically indicate beaver occupancy, however, given evidence of recent foraging activities 

downstream of the lodge, it is believe that the lodge is active.  

6.5.2 Foraging Impacts 

Foraging activity within the southern area of the Nose Creek corridor exhibited the highest occurrence of recent 

forage. Cuttings of sandbar willow (Salix interior) was the most common woody species taken within the area 

and was generally restricted to approximately 350 m downstream of the lodge structure.  

6.5.3 Damming Impacts 

Observations of the Nose Creek corridor throughout the southern area failed to identify any active or historical 

dam structures within the creek.  

6.6 Stormwater Infrastructure 

6.6.1 Occupancy 

A review of the assessed stormwater infrastructure did not result in the identification of any historical or 

contemporary evidence of beaver occupancy. Except for the Bayside Retention Ponds, none of the stormwater 

retention ponds assessed were hydrologically connected by surface water flows to Nose Creek. Historical 

observations of beavers, based on forage impacts, were noted within the Bayside Retention Ponds, however no 

evidence of permanent occupancy (i.e., burrows or bank lodges were observed). For the remaining stormwater 
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ponds, no evidence of beaver occupancy (contemporary or historical) was observed. Limited opportunities for 

lodge establishment were observed within any of the stormwater facilities.  

6.6.2 Foraging Impacts 

Foraging impacts were limited to the Bayside Retention Ponds, with some limited evidence of historical browsing 

notes. Tree wrapping, particularly within the new build sections of Bayside, was extensive, limiting both the 

potential for foraging impacts and the availability of forage for beavers.  

6.6.3 Damming Impacts 

No evidence of recent or historical dams were observed within any of the assessed stormwater retention ponds.  

7 Discussion 

7.1 Waterstone-Summerhill Area Population Viability 

7.1.1 Habitat Occupancy and Suitability 

Field assessments did not identify evidence of current habitat occupancy by beavers within the Waterstone-

Summerhill Area; however, the occurrence of the intact bank lodge and constructed rock weirs within Nose Creek 

provides suitable and stable deep-water habitat for beavers. Recurring habitat occupancy is closely tied to the 

presence of both suitable geomorphologic features (i.e., stream width, stream depth, stream gradient, valley floor 

width, bank slope, bank height, and flow velocity) and forage availability. Impact mitigation strategies (tree 

wrapping) has been extensively employed throughout the Waterstone-Summerhill Area. While on one hand, this 

is a recommended method for preventing tree loss, the near complete employment of this strategy has limited 

the foraging opportunities and may restrict the long-term occupancy potential of the site.  

 

The population of beavers within the Waterstone-Summerhill Area is highly influenced by anthropogenic 

activities, including both permanent developments and recreational uses. Settlement locations subject to high 

human disturbances often do not support long-term settlement of beaver colonies (Rosell and Campbell-Palmer, 

2022). Beaver occupancy within the Waterstone-Summerhill Area is anticipated to be driven primarily by both 

(1) transient dispersers and (2) short-term colonies. This assertion is influenced by both the availability of habitat 

and availability of forage, discussed further below.  

7.1.1.1 Habitat Availability 

In undeveloped habitats, beavers typically utilize upslope habitat between 20 m to 100 m (Allen, 1983; Gallant 

et al., 2004; Hood, 2020; Jenkins, 1980; Johnston and Naiman, 1987; McGinley and Whitham, 1985; Salandre 

et al., 2017), with  of 95% of foraging occurs within a 50 m proximity of aquatic habitat (Gallant et al., 2004; Hood, 

2020; Stoffyn-Egli and Willison, 2011).   

 

The Waterstone-Summerhill Area is representative of a highly modified, urban landscape which has resulted in 

the loss of habitat available for beaver utilization. Analysis of the habitat availability suggests that within 50 m of 

the Nose Creek, 83% (5.8 ha) has been lost to urban infrastructure. Similarly, within the primary foraging zone 

(0 to 10 m), 55 % (2.1 ha) has been converted (Table 7-1).  This reduction in the habitat availability is likely 
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contributing to wider home ranges and smaller colony densities (England and Westbrook, 2021), increased 

pressure on remaining forage, and increased likelihood of adverse interactions with human land uses. 

 

Table 7-1. Calculated area of available and preferred habitat within the primary and secondary foraging zones 

for beavers.  

Zone Preferred Habitat Actual Habitat Available Difference Percent Difference 

Primary (10 m) 38361 m2 17210.2519 - 21151 m2 - 55 % 

Secondary (50 m) 69741 m2 11662.02327 - 58079 m2 - 83 % 

7.1.1.2 Forage Availability 

Beavers require a reliable and varied source of both woody and non-woody plant species to obtain both 

nutritional requirements and to maintain their teeth. During spring and summer, foraging is focussed primarily on 

herbs, forbs, grasses and riparian and aquatic plants (Rosell and Campbell-Palmer, 2022), and shifts to woody 

materials during the autumn and winter where alternate food sources are not available. Within the Waterstone-

Summerhill Area, suitable forage is not readily available with most woody species protected with wire fencing 

and smaller herbaceous plants not generally present along the banks of the creek. No evidence of substantial 

patches of emergent or aquatic plants were observed during field assessments.  

 

The limited access to forage species, particularly those with high nutritional values, such as aspens (Doucet and 

Fryxell, 1993), will likely limit long-term suitability for sustaining a stable beaver population. It is likely that, in its 

present condition, the Waterstone-Summerhill Area will continue to experience occupancy by both transient 

dispersers and short-term occupancy, and it is likely that the area will experience higher rates of abandonment 

and re-colonization. Colony establishment within suboptimal habitats tend to be more dynamic, with beavers 

moving within the stream overtime or completely abandoning the site (František, Shaun and Vlastimil, 2010; 

Howard and Larson, 1985; Scrafford et al., 2018).  

 

 

Figure 7-1. Overview photo of the typical habitat 

conditions observed within the Waterstone-

Summerhill Area 
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7.1.2 Risk to Public and Private Infrastructure 

Given the proximity of Nose Creek to residential dwellings within the Waterstone-Summerhill Area, the primary 

concern communicated by the City is the desire to minimize the risk of damage and loss attributable to beavers 

on private property.  

7.1.2.1 Tree Felling 

A select number of trees within the Waterstone-Summerhill Area were measured to assess the height of trees 

within the greenway, and to evaluate the potential risk of tree felling on private property. On average, the mature 

trees, including both deciduous and coniferous species, measures 15.6 m, with many of the trees occurring 

within 15 m of private properties. All trees observed within proximity of private properties were wrapped with wire 

fencing. Beavers typically directionally fall trees, with a high proportion (83%) of trees being directionally felled 

towards the water, within a window of 270° to 90°  (Samways et al., 2004). Furthermore, the further beavers 

must travel to access forage, the diameter of the tree felled is often smaller (Jenkins, 1980; Mahoney and Stella, 

2020; Salandre et al., 2017), likely driven by the energetic costs associated with moving larger woody materials 

(Fryxell and Doucet, 1991).  

 

Another consideration is the potential for beavers to access private property and fell trees. Field observations 

indicated that most of the properties within the Waterstone-Summerhill Area were behind fences or retaining 

walls. While beavers can burrow, these activities are not typical, and not likely to routinely occur.   

 

Considering both the higher probability of trees being felled way from and the limited availability of trees within 

the greenway, the risk of tree felling and damaging private property is limited. Notwithstanding, routine monitoring 

and maintenance of wire wrapped trees will be integral to managing risk from tree felling.  

7.1.2.2 Damming and Water Impoundment 

Based on field observations, the likelihood of damming and the impoundment of water is unlikely to occur. This 

is based on several variables, (1) the presence of the rock weirs and their associated deep-water pools maintain 

water depths greater than 0.7 m, which is considered the minimum depths required for beavers (Swinnen et al., 

2018), (2) Nose Creek is relatively constrained within the Waterstone-Summerhill Area with wide channel widths 

that limit both the opportunity to establish dams and impact upslope areas, and (3) there is a general absence 

of both woody material and cattail stems to construct dam structures. The risk of damming and water 

impoundment is considered low.  

7.1.2.3 Burrowing 

Burrowing has been noted as a concern, particularly with concerns over the potential for destabilisation of the 

banks and pathway and undermining the residential structures. Underground burrows associated with bank 

lodge structures can range from 0.8 to 11 m (Rosell and Campbell-Palmer, 2022); however, as the extent of the 

bank lodge structure is limited from the top-of-bank to the wetted perimeter of Nose Creek and it is expected that 

the extend of the burrowing associated with the bank lodge is limited to this area. Notwithstanding, visual 

observations are limited, and the true extent of burrowing can only be determined through destructive 

investigations.  
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The removal of the bank lodge has been suggested as a potential option for alleviating further burrowing activities 

and risks associated with the lodge structure. While the removal of the lodge may discourage immediate 

recolonization of habitat within the Waterstone-Summerhill Area, recolonization of habitat within the area remains 

likely. It also remains possible that, even following the removal of the lodge structure, that a new lodge is re-

established within the same footprint of the existing lodge. There also remains the possibility that the removal of 

the existing bank lodge will result in the establishment of a new lodge within other areas within the Waterstone-

Summerhill Area, which may perpetuate issues related to beaver burrowing, as much of the Nose Creek banks 

are unprotected.  

 

One option to prevent further burrowing associated with the bank lodge structure is to install a vertical barrier 

into the bank to prevent burrowing past a specific point (Rosell and Campbell-Palmer, 2022). Pașca et al. (2019) 

evaluated several methods for preventing burrowing associated with beavers, including rip-rap, repellants, steel 

piles, buried wire mesh, vegetation management, and electric fences, and suggests that the use of either a 

galvanized metal mesh fencing (minimum 13 -gauge wire thickness) or fiberglass nets (minimum 8 mm 

thickness) with a maximum 4 x 4” mesh opening, buried to a depth of ~1.5 to 1.7 m (5 to 6 feet) below the surface 

of the ground, is effective in discouraging burrowing by beavers.  

 

Given the vulnerability of the banks along Nose Creek within the Waterstone-Summerhill Area, the use of 

physical barriers to deter beaver-associated burrowing is a preferred option over lodge removals.  

7.1.3 Long-term Population Viability 

A key component of this assessment is to determine whether the Waterstone-Summerhill Area can sustain a 

long-term, stable beaver population. Analysis and observations of the Waterstone-Summerhill Area suggest that 

the area does present several features that are likely to support beaver populations, notably existing lodge 

infrastructure and rock weirs that maintain stable deep-water habitats. On the other hand, habitat availability is 

highly constricted, and foraging opportunities are limited, particularly given the prominence of tree wrapping and 

the general absence of emergent and aquatic vegetation. In its present condition, it is unlikely that the 

Waterstone-Summerhill Area can support a long-term beaver population and is likely to experience a higher rate 

of colonization and abandonment. Notwithstanding, anecdotal information provided by City staff suggests that 

beavers have persisted within the Nose Creek corridor for several decades. Furthermore, Ritter, Gower and 

McNew (2020) suggests that beavers will routinely re-colonize previously occupied habitats.  Therefore, it is 

anticipated that the Waterstone-Summerhill Area will continue to support both transient dispersers and short-

term beaver populations and is expected to continue to support beaver occupancy.  

7.2 Nose Creek Corridor – North Area Population Feasibility 

7.2.1 Existing Habitat Occupancy 

Evidence of beaver activity within the Northern Area was generally restricted to the Nose Creek Regional Park, 

including aquatic and riparian habitats between Ridgegate Way Southeast and Main Street. Within this are, 

evidence of foraging, denning, and dam structures were observed. Most of the beaver-related infrastructure was 

noted within the southern half of the park, within proximity to the amphitheatre. A review of historical aerial 

imagery suggests that these features have been presence in their currently location since 2015. Observation of 

the lodge structure suggests recent activity, with evidence of maintenance and repair observed. No evidence of 

current, or historical lodge structures were observed upstream of the Nose Creek Regional Park. Based on field 
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observations, it is likely that beaver occupancy is generally restricted to habitat within the Nose Creek Regional 

Park.  

7.2.2 Habitat Suitability for Long-term Occupancy  

Field observations identified two areas within the northern area of the Nose Creek corridor that exhibited broad 

suitability for beaver presence. These areas include: 

 

(1) Nose Creek Regional Park 

(2) Williamstown, north of 8th Avenue Northwest and Veterans Boulevard Northwest.  

 

BIP modelling ranked habitat within these areas as containing both low and moderate habitat potential, and field 

observations support the identification of these areas as suitable sites for beavers (Figure 7-2).  A subjective 

ranking, based on field observations was undertaken to evaluate the suitability of the identified sites in supporting 

a long-term beaver population. Rankings, and justifications for the rankings are detailed in Table 7-2.   

 

Given the current presence of beavers within the Nose Creek Regional Park, and the presence of beaver 

infrastructure, it is likely that this area will continue to provide suitable habitat for beavers. Habitat upstream 

contained within the inside bends of Nose Creek provide opportunities to establish supplemental “food banks” 

for beavers, specifically the planting of aspens and sandbar willows, to supplement resident beavers and limit 

the potential for adverse interactions (e.g., tree felling) adjacent to private properties. Foraging pressures within 

the downstream Waterstone-Summerhill Area associated with any long-term beaver populations established 

within the Nose Creek Regional Park is likely to be limited as beavers tend to forage upstream of their main 

lodge, and the forage impacts may also extent further upstream as compared to downstream, as it is easier to 

float woody materials downstream (Boyce, 1981).  
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Figure 7-2. Location of areas identified with good suitability for maintaining beaver populations while limiting 

adverse interactions.  
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Table 7-2. Assessment and suitability ranking based on professional judgement for beaver occupancy within 

the Northern Area of the Nose Creek corridor.  

ID Area 
Suitability 

Ranking 
Justification 

1 

Nose Creek Regional 

Park 

 

High 

• Beaver infrastructure is already present within the site, suggestive of existing 

geomorphic conditions that are suitable for beaver occupancy.  

• Higher probability of re-colonization within areas that have pre-existing beaver 

features. 

• Less interactions with private properties and opportunities within the inside 

bends of Nose Creek to provide supplemental plantings of preferred forage 

species that would contribute to limiting adverse interactions.   

2 

Williamstown, north of 8th 

Avenue Northwest and 

Veterans Boulevard 

Northwest. 

Moderate 

• Habitat occurs within the Williamstown Nature Reserve, where setbacks 

between the private residential dwellings and the wetted edge of Nose Creek is 

wide, ranging from 75 to > 200 m.  

• Geomorphic features (e.g., stream widths, gradient, flows) are suitable for the 

establishment of beaver dams.  

• Reduced risk of flooding attributed to beaver activities due to the wider 

floodplain. 

• Higher proportion of cattails which can be utilized for foraging.  

• Limiting variables include the absence of woody materials and higher exposure 

to predation risk (e.g., coyotes).  

• No evidence of historical beaver occupancy.  

7.3 Nose Creek Corridor – South Area Population Feasibility 

7.3.1 Existing Habitat Occupancy 

Evidence of beaver activity within the Southern Area was observed within the Sierra Springs neighbourhood, 

downstream of Sierra Springs Drive Southeast. A bank lodge was observed along the left bank of Nose Creek, 

and recent foraging of sandbar willow was noted downstream of the lodge. Beaver activity was not observed 

downstream of where Nose Creek becomes channelized along the western easement of the southbound lanes 

of Highway 2. The potential for beaver occupancy of habitat within the southern reaches of Nose Creek has been 

impacted by capital infrastructure development, including channel re-alignment of Nose Creek and the ongoing 

construction of the Highway 2 Airdrie Half Interchange (40th Avenue) overpass.  
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Figure 7-3. Example of observed foraging 

downstream of the identified bank lodge 

within the Southern Area of the Nose Creek 

Corridor.  

7.3.2 Habitat Suitability for Long-term Occupancy  

BIP modelling ranked habitat within Sierra Springs as both low and moderate, based solely of geomorphological 

features. Based on both field observations and the confirmed presence of beavers within the habitat, it is likely 

that the habitat will continue to support beavers. Habitat within the Sierra Springs area does exhibit good potential 

for the long-term establishment of beavers, notably with the presence of existing beaver infrastructure and the 

prevalence of suitable forage, particularly within the downstream reaches.  

 

Table 7-3. Assessment and suitability ranking based on professional judgement for beaver occupancy within 

the Southern Area of the Nose Creek corridor. 

ID Area 
Suitability 

Ranking 
Justification 

3 
Sierra Springs 

 
High 

• Beaver infrastructure is already present within the site, suggestive of existing geomorphic 

conditions that are suitable for beaver occupancy.  

• Higher probability of re-colonization within areas that have pre-existing beaver features. 

• Less interactions with private properties and opportunities within the inside bends of Nose 

Creek to provide supplemental plantings of preferred forage species that would contribute 

to limiting adverse interactions.   

• Potential for establishing supplemental (diversionary) planting zones to limit beaver foraging 

impacts on valued trees.  

 

 

96



 

CITY OF AIRDRIE  34 

NORTH AMERICAN BEAVER (CASTOR CANADENSIS) ASSESSMENT AND MANAGEMENT WITHIN THE NOSE CREEK CORRIDOR JUNE 2023 

 
Figure 7-4. Location of areas identified with good suitability for maintaining beaver populations while limiting 

adverse interactions within the southern area of the Nose Creek corridor.  

7.4 Beaver Impacts within the Nose Creek Corridor 

7.4.1 Foraging and Tree Felling 

Beaver-associated impacts within the Nose Creek corridor are restricted to foraging activities (i.e., tree felling 

and undesired loss of both native and ornamental vegetation) and damming.  

 

Foraging impacts were concentrated within three areas, the Nose Creek Regional Park, the Waterstone-

Summerhill Area, and within Sierra Springs. No evidence of recent foraging was observed outside of these areas. 

Tree felling is likely to remain the primary impact associated with beaver activity. Tree felling is likely to remain 

the primary concern and risk to adverse impacts, as tree wrapping within the greenway is extensive. This is likely 

contributing to beavers travelling further away from Nose Creek to access trees, similar to observations made 

by England and Westbrook (2021). The limited access to forage within the city-managed greenway is likely 

pushing beavers to access unprotected trees within the bordering private residential properties. 

 

While upwards of 83% of felled trees fall downslope towards the water (Samways et al., 2004), there remains 

an increased risk of impacts to private infrastructure (i.e., upslope felling of trees into residential dwellings and 

outbuildings), particularly as there will be increased forage pressures on unprotected trees within private 
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properties. Increased pressures on trees within private properties may also be undesirable from an aesthetics 

and human values perspective, as many people appreciate shading and visual aesthetics of trees on their 

properties.  

7.4.2 Damming and Water Impoundment 

Beaver damming within the Nose Creek corridor was absence within the Waterstone-Summerhill Area and the 

South Area. While dams were noted within the North Area, these were restricted to the Nose Creek Regional 

Park. As woody material is generally unavailable to beavers within the Nose Creek corridor, it is expected that 

many of the dams will be constructed of cattails and streambed substrates. The dam constituent material controls 

the probability of major damage during low flood magnitudes, with dams constructed of cattail stems exhibiting 

the highest likelihood of failure due to higher initial buoyancy, lowest initial strength, and fastest rates of decay  

(Andersen and Shafroth, 2010). Intact dams observed within the Nose Creek corridor were constructed of cattail 

stems, and evidence of dam failures were noted during field assessments. A review of the nearby hydrometric 

data for Nose Creek (Nose Creek above Airdrie, 05BH014) suggests that peak flows between 2012 and 2020 

averaged of 9.41 m3/s (range between 9.017 and 9.973 m3/s). Major damage to dams constructed of cattail 

stems have been reported at streamflow of 5 m3/s (Andersen and Shafroth, 2010), which suggests that dams 

within the Nose Creek corridor are unlikely to persist as they are susceptible to major damage on a yearly basis.  

 

While some evidence of dams constructed of woody materials were observed within the Nose Creek corridor, 

these were generally constructed of a higher proportion of smaller diameter twigs and cattail stems with few 

interspersed thicker stems. In resource-limited environments, beaver dams may not be routinely maintained and 

are therefore less likely to persist (Rosell et al., 2005). Based on the observed dams and the general absence 

of suitable woody material for dam construction, long-term damming and water impoundment is unlikely to occur.  
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Figure 7-5. Overview photos of dam structures (active and failed) observed along the Nose Creek corridor, 

within the Nose Creek Regional Park.  

7.4.3 Evaluation of Implemented Beaver Impact Mitigation Strategies 

Beaver impact mitigation throughout the Nose Creek corridor focusses on wire wrapping valued trees. These 

predominately include larch, poplar, pine, spruce, and birch. Within the Waterstone-Summerhill Area, tree 

wrapping was extensive, with few trees within the area available for foraging. Of those that were not wrapped, 

the majority (40 of the 45 observed unwrapped trees) were coniferous species (larch, pine and spruce) which 

represent suboptimal forage.  

 

In general, the wrapping of trees did follow best practices and utilized appropriate materials to protect the trees. 

These best practices, summarized by Pollock et al. (2023) include: 

• Wire mesh with a reasonably heavy gauge wire (e.g., 6 gauge). 

• Mesh size should be 6 x 6 inches or smaller.  

• The cage should be 1 to 2 feet (30 to 60 cm) in diameter larger than the tree trunk.  
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• The cage should extend 3 to 4 feet (90 to 120 m) above the ground or, in colder climates, above the 

anticipated snow line.  

• Wire fencing can be used to encircle multiple trees. 

Observations of the installed wire wrapping note that most of the trees were wrapped with heavier gauge 1” x 1” 

galvanized welded wire fencing, 4 feet high. Additional measures to secure the caging and promote improved 

longevity of the mitigative measure included the use of hog rings to secure the wire fencing together and a 

combination of cable tethers and ground clips to anchor the caging to the ground. 

 

A few dispersed trees were observed with finer mesh (e.g., ¼” and 2” x 4” welded wire fencing). While these 

were generally functional, the lighter gauge fencing may be susceptible to being compromised and the tree 

available to beavers. In addition to the infrequent observation of lighter gauge wire fencing, the following 

observations were made during the field assessments.  

• Where tree branches were within 120 cm of the ground, the protective fencing was observed to be folded 

over. Shortening the height of the fencing may put the tree at risk of being foraged by beavers, particularly 

during winter and early spring where snow accumulation may allow beavers to access the upper portion 

of the tree trunks.  

• The fencing was often wrapped close (e.g., 15 cm/6 in or less) to the trees. This can become problematic 

over the long-term, as it can impact the trees (e.g., trees growing into the fencing) and may not suitably 

exclude beavers from accessing the trees. 

• Within the Sierra Springs Area, several newly planted trees were observed to be impacted by improperly 

supported wire fencing. Specifically, the fencing has fallen over and was preventing proper growth of the 

tree and the stem of the tree was accessible to beavers. To overcome this, the fencing should be 

supported by and secured to 2” round pencil posts or t-posts. 

• Maintenance of the tree wrapping is the primary concern based on field observations, notably on trees 

that are multi-stemmed or that have low branches as these are readily climbable. The fencing on several 

trees, particularly within the Nose Creek Regional Park, were misshaped, presumably by young park 

users climbing the trees.  
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Figure 7-6. Examples of deficiencies observed with wire wrapped trees, including improper material and fence 

height (top-left), collapsed caging (top-right and bottom-left) and shorted fence height (bottom-right).  

7.4.4 Evaluation of Existing Supplemental Feeding 

Conversations with the City indicates that there is a present practice of disposing of woody material/trimmings 

within proximity of the beaver lodges. The continuation of this practice is dependant on the long-term objectives 

for beaver occupancy. As previously indicated, the Waterstone-Summerhill Area is likely to exhibit a high 

frequency of colonization and abandonment, and the provision of supplemental forage within this will serve to 

artificially prolong the presence of beavers within this area. As the Waterstone-Summerhill Area does represent 

an area of higher interaction between beavers and public and private infrastructure, supplemental feeding 

through the disposal of woody material/trimmings within this area should be discouraged.  

 

Within the northern and southern areas, where beavers can be integrated into the landscape for long-term 

occupancy, the provision of supplemental woody material/trimmings can function to encourage beavers to 

remain within the preferred habitats, particularly if supplemental/diversionary planting has not occurred or the 

plants have not matured sufficiently to provide suitable forage.  
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7.4.5 Anticipated Future Impacts 

Tree felling is expected to remain the primary impact associated with beaver activities occurring within the Nose 

Creek corridor. These impacts are expected to occur more within the boundaries between public and private 

properties given the extensive tree wrapping, notably within the Waterstone-Summerhill Area. As suggested by 

England and Westbrook (2021) within foraging habitat that has been extensively protected, beavers can be 

expected to increase forage travel distances. It is expected that beavers within the Nose Creek corridor will 

continue to extend foraging beyond the primary foraging zone (10 m from edge of aquatic habitat) and increase 

interactions along the boundary between the public greenway and private properties. 

 

Within the South Area, several were identified as having potential to be impacted by beaver damming within the 

active channel of Nose Creek. Notably, several transitions between pools and riffles were observed, which do 

represent areas that may act as anchor points for new beaver dams. Similarly, channel realignment and instream 

habitat complexity features (i.e., channel restrictions) can similarly act as anchor points for new dam 

establishment (Figure 7-7).  

  
Figure 7-7. Representative examples of a constructed channel restriction (left) and pool-riffle transitions 

which may act as an anchor point for future beaver dams. 

7.4.6 Recommendations 

7.4.6.1 Management of Beavers within the Waterstone-Summerhill Area 

Given that beaver infrastructure is present within the Waterstone-Summerhill Area and that beavers have 

historically persisted within area, it is expected that beavers will persist within the area. This will likely result in 

increased adverse interactions within the interface between private properties and the public greenway.  

R1:  To the extent feasible, supplemental (diversionary) plantings should be established in areas where 

beaver activities have less potential for impacting private properties and public infrastructure. The 

presence of accessible and preferred plants will limit the need to encroach on the interface between 

private properties and the public greenway. 

R2: Maintain and repair existing tree protection that has either been installed incorrectly or is compromised 

to continue to properly protect valued trees.  
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7.4.6.2 Establishment of Beaver Colonies within the Northern and Southern Areas 

As with the Waterstone-Summerhill Area, beavers are expected to occupy suitable habitats within both the 

northern and southern areas of the Nose Creek corridor, notably within the Nose Creek Regional Park and Sierra 

Springs. These areas do provide an opportunity to establish beaver colonies outside of the Waterstone-

Summerhill Area which will assist in precluding beaver occupancy within the residential area. Furthermore, both 

areas show opportunities for riparian restoration (planting) which would benefit both beavers and improve 

riparian health of Nose Creek.  

 

R3:  Consider promoting, actively or passively, beaver occupancy within the Nose Creek Regional Park 

and/or Sierra Springs. These areas represent habitat that have greater setback distances and will 

minimize adverse impacts within the interface between beavers and private properties.  

R4: Consider integrating supplemental (diversionary) plantings within the Nose Creek Regional Park and/or 

Sierra Spring to reduce the impact of foraging on valued trees and focus foraging impacts within areas 

that are less likely to adversely impact private properties and public infrastructure.  

R5: Consistent with the Waterstone-Summerhill Area, all existing tree protection should be routinely 

maintained and repaired to continue to properly protect valued trees.  

A concern with promoting beaver occupancy, particularly with the provision of supplemental/diversionary forage 

is the potential for beaver dams to exhibit higher structural integrity with the addition of woody materials. The 

strength of the dam is dependant on the ability of the beavers to overcome the buoyancy of new wood (Andersen 

and Shafroth, 2010). The strength of the dam is dependant on how well the materials are secured to the 

streambed, and the weight of the material within the dam to overcome hydrostatic pressures.  

An aspect of the recommended sites for potential beaver occupancy within the Northern and Southern Areas 

was the potential to accommodate additional water in the event of damming. Both locations exhibit an elevational 

difference between the surface of Nose Creek to the top-of-bank, of roughly 1 m. Any potential damming is 

anticipated to be restricted to the top-of-bank, and unlikely to impound any water beyond this elevation, Secondly 

the recommended locations are within locations that are lower than the surrounding landscape, which reduces 

the risk of flooding and public and private infrastructure tends to be 3 to 4 m higher. Additionally, the 

recommended sites represent areas that maximize the distance between Nose Creek and public and private 

infrastructure.  
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Figure 7-8. Areas within the Nose Creek corridor that exhibit suitability for diversionary planting. 

7.5 Management of Beavers within Stormwater Infrastructure 

7.5.1 Overview of Management 

Beavers can adversely affect stormwater infrastructure, notably through blocking or damming outflow structures 

and the impacts on stormwater management infrastructure is a common concern associated with beaver 

activities and stormwater management. In reviewing the stormwater ponds, which the majority do occur within a 

1.7 km distance of the Nose Creek corridor, the prevalence of transportation infrastructure (road and rail), 

development, and other barriers to overland migration (e.g., chainlink fences) will likely limit the potential for 

beavers to access the ponds. Ongoing monitoring should be undertaken to proactively identify the presence of 

beavers within any of the stormwater retention ponds and implement mitigation measures as necessary.  

 

The Bayside Retention Ponds are the only hydrologically connected stormwater infrastructure that could, and 

have, seen beavers within the stormwater infrastructure. Potential impacts are anticipated to be limited to tree 

felling. Damming and lodge construction, while always possible, are unlikely given channel widths and depths, 

and the prevalence of armoured banks which will hinder the construction of bank lodges and burrows and limit 

the potential for entrances to be below water (Figure 7-9).  
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Figure 7-9. Example of constructed bank armouring 

within the Bayside Retention Ponds.  

 

Based on information provided by the city, the inlets of the outflow pipes within both Bayside and Cooper’s, and 

presumed throughout the city, are open pipe. These open culverts can potentially be blocked by beavers; 

however, the depth of the retention ponds is likely sufficiently deep and stable, such that beavers are less likely 

to focus on damming and blocking of the outflow pipes, and more likely to focus on overflow discharge channels.  

 

Water level fluctuations within the city’s stormwater infrastructure is typically less than 0.3 m, with peak elevations 

during significant storm events (i.e., 1 in 100-year storm events) increase to 1.56 m for Coopers Crossing and 

0.92 m for Bayside. Ensuring that the designed storm capacity of the infrastructure is important in limiting the 

risk of flooding to properties draining into the stormwater infrastructure. To the extent feasible, high-flow outflow 

channels should be protected using culvert protection (e.g., wire fencing) to exclude beavers from damming the 

outflow channels and maintaining unobstructed flows.  

7.5.2 Recommendations 

Risks associated with the potential for flooding and reduced stormwater conveyance capacity associated with 

beaver activities within the stormwater infrastructure has been expressed by the City as a substantial concern, 

particularly with the potential for plugging culverts, which are integral to the function of the designed stormwater 

systems.  

 

Where beavers can be tolerated, or the probability of colonization of limited (such as stormwater ponds not 

connected by surface water or greater than 2 kilometers from Nose Creek) the following are recommended: 

 

R6:  Monitor the stormwater retention ponds, particularly during spring/early dispersal, generally between 

April and June, to determine whether beavers are present (Müller-Schwarze, 2011; Rosell and 

Campbell-Palmer, 2022). 

R7: Should beavers be observed within any of the stormwater retention ponds, city staff should inspect the 

condition of the pond and evaluate the impact associated with beaver activity. Should no adverse 

impacts to stormwater infrastructure be observed and there is no additional risk of localize flooding, 

beavers should be permitted to remain within the pond.  
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R8:  Where beavers can be tolerated within stormwater retention ponds, tree wrapping, and other 

preventative mitigation measures, such as culvert protection, should be implemented to limit the damage 

to public and private infrastructure while allowing for beavers to remain.  

 

Where impacts of beaver activities cannot be tolerated, measures to prevent access should be taken to 

proactively avoid potential conflicts with beaver activities, in addition to monitoring, as described in R6, above.  

 

R9:  For isolated stormwater ponds, such as Jervis’ and Willow Pond, exclusion fencing may be installed to 

prevent overland access into the ponds. For the Bayside canals, upland and instream exclusion fencing 

may be installed within the Luxstone channel to prohibit upstream movement of beavers. Based on 

existing infrastructure, the CP Rail crossing is a suitable candidate site, as the existing chainlink fencing 

can be modified to include an “anti-digging” skirt and the instream fencing would only need to span the 

width of the existing box culvert. 

7.6 Management Strategies 

7.6.1 Decision Matrix for Informed Management  

Wherever feasible, beaver management strategies should promote passive management strategies (i.e., co-

existence and impact management) overactive management as these strategies aim to promote long-term 

impact management over short-term relief. To guide the decision-making process for the City of Airdrie staff, a 

decision matrix has been developed. This tool is intended to provide a process for city staff to determine the best 

approach to managing beavers where impacts are occurring.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

106



 

CITY OF AIRDRIE  44 

NORTH AMERICAN BEAVER (CASTOR CANADENSIS) ASSESSMENT AND MANAGEMENT WITHIN THE NOSE CREEK CORRIDOR JUNE 2023 

 
Figure 7-10. Decision-matrix to guide the determination management approach for beaver-related impacts.  
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7.6.2 Removal of Beavers 

7.6.2.1 Relocation Strategies 

Live trapping and relocation are often proposed as a viable option for resolving conflict with beaver activities. 

While successful relocation of beavers does occur (e.g., reinductions of beavers within the United Kingdom, the 

Methow Beaver Project in Washington state), relocations are not routinely successful, and survival rates of 

released beavers are low (< 50%).  

 

Within the Alberta, there is no clear policy specific to the translocation of beavers; and any proposal to relocation 

beavers must follow the International Union of Conservation of Nature’s (IUCN) Guidelines for Reintroductions 

and Other Conservation Translocations. The criteria for translocation feasibility and risk assessment and 

monitoring translocated beavers can be extensive, and the proposed release sites not always suitable for the 

establishment of the colony, forcing the relocated beavers to travel away from the release site. Which has the 

potential to result in the increased risk of death through starvation, exposure, or territorial aggression between 

the relocated beaver and established colonies. Any proposal to relocate beavers must be authorized Alberta 

Ministry of Environment and Protected Areas.  

 

Given the typical dispersal patterns from release site, ranging from 3.3 km to greater than 10 km, the release of 

beavers within the City of Airdrie is not considered a feasible management strategy as the relocated beavers will 

either disperse back to the Nose Creek corridor, or face increased risk of depredation. The use of relocation as 

a primary impact mitigation strategy is not considered an effective, long-term management strategy and efforts 

to discourage colony establishment in undesired area, such as vegetation management, and promote 

coexistence where the impacts of beavers can be effectively managed should be encouraged.  

7.6.2.2 Lethal Control 

It is understood that circumstances will, and do occur, where beavers and their activities result in unacceptable 

risk to public and private infrastructure, increased flood risk, and risks to human health. Wherever possible, 

strategies that promote coexistence should be implemented over lethal control strategies. However, in situations 

where either (1) mitigative (i.e., coexistence) strategies have not been effective in addressing the risk of impact, 

or (2) the risk to human health or infrastructure is immediate, lethal control may be used.  

 

The trigger for the use of lethal control should only be used where the risk of impact is imminent or likely to occur.  

 

Under the Alberta Trapping Regulations, beavers may be trapped using following provisions under the 

Agreement on International Humane Trapping Standards (AIHTS), which allows for the use of certified killing 

traps and underwater snares.  

 

Where lethal control has been determined to be necessary, the following lethal control options should be 

implemented. 

 

(1) Use of certified cage (live restraint) traps, and off-site euthanasia. Any off-site euthanasia must follow 

appropriate methods as described under Canadian Council on Animal Care Guidelines for Wildlife.  
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(2) Use of certified killing traps, placed only within water to protect park users, dogs and other wildlife, and 

are to be checked daily.  

(3) The use of signage is recommended to inform park users of the presence of traps to discourage adverse 

interactions.  

 

Lethal control must also consider undertaken measures to discourage or prevent beavers from re-entry, 

otherwise, dispersing beavers will quickly re-occupy the vacant habitat.  

7.6.2.3 Limitations to Beaver Removal 

Regardless of how beavers are removed from a site, the removal of beavers will rarely represent a long-term 

solution and represents a short-term reduction in their presence. Recolonization of previously occupied habitat 

occurs frequently, particularly where beaver infrastructure (i.e., dams, bank burrows and bank lodges) persist. 

As the Nose Creek corridor does exhibit geomorphological features suitable for the establishment of dams and 

exhibits habitat suitability, dispersing and displaced beavers from habitats beyond the city will result in frequent 

occupancy and will perpetuate the ongoing removal of beavers.  

7.6.3 Integrated Pest Management Plan 

Under the existing Integrated Pest Management Plan (IPMP), the management framework for beavers is limited, 

focussing largely on the management of impacts to trees. The broad management strategies detail in Section 4 

and the decision-matrix above should be integrated into the IPMP to inform decisions regarding the management 

of beavers within the Nose Creek corridor.  

7.6.4 Mitigation and other Conflict Wildlife 

In implementing co-existence strategies, city managers may be concerns about the potential for increased 

conflict with other wildlife species within the city, such as coyotes. Wurth, Ellington and Gehrt (2020) suggest 

that in urban environments, coyotes shift their diets to a higher proportion of anthropogenic food sources. Given 

that the Nose Creek corridor functions as a public footpath through the city, it is likely that conflict with coyotes 

is driven by food availability. Alteration of the aquatic and riparian habitats by beavers are unlikely to increase 

the risk of adverse interactions with coyotes, or other conflict wildlife species occurring within the city. 

7.6.5 Recommendations 

R11:  The city should define what unacceptable damage to the natural environment and/or infrastructure 

related to beaver activities and establish threshold criteria that triggers decisions from each level of 

beaver management. In other words, what conditions would shift beaver management decisions from 

Acceptance and Tolerance to Passive Management and from Passive Management to Active 

Management. 

 

Potential thresholds triggering the implementation of management strategies, indicating the movement 

from acceptance and tolerance to passive management, may include variables such as threshold 

surface water elevations, height of trees and their proximity to public and private infrastructure, and 

tolerance of beaver occupancy within stormwater infrastructure. Table 7-4 below provides a summary 

of potential threshold criteria.  
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 The shift from passive management to active management should only be triggered if (1) passive 

mitigation strategies has failed to resolve impact following modifications or (2) the risk of impact, such 

as flooding of private and public infrastructure is imminent and cannot be resolved by mitigative 

strategies (e.g., beavers denning within manholes and impacting stormwater conveyance).  

 

Table 7-4. Summary of potential impacts, possible threshold criteria, and associated mitigative strategies.  

Potential Impact 
Impact 

Concern 

Potential 

Threshold 

Criteria 

Description of Threshold Criteria 

Potential 

Mitigation 

Strategies 

Elevated Surface 

Water Levels 
Flooding 

Water level 

elevations 

upstream of 

culverts and dams. 

 

Threshold water surface elevations should 

be identified for stormwater infrastructure 

and occupied habitat within the Nose 

Creek corridor to determine the 

acceptable elevation of water 

impoundment. Where a threshold criterion 

has been exceeded, mitigative measures 

can be implemented. 

Pond levellers 

Tree Felling Tree Felling 

Tree heights 

greater than linear 

distance to private 

and public 

infrastructure. 

For tree felling and the risk of impacting 

private and public infrastructure, height 

and distance measurements can be 

determined to evaluate the potential risk of 

the tree falling onto the infrastructure. 

Where the tree is of a height such that it 

could impact infrastructure, mitigative 

measures can be implemented. 

Tree wrapping 

Plugged Culverts Flooding 

Dam or blockage 

not exceeding 

15% of the culvert 

diameter. 

Blockages of culverts, particularly those 

associated with stormwater conveyance 

can increase the risk of flooding damage 

by preventing adequate flows and 

discharge of stormwater. Sensitive 

culverts should be identified and 

proactively protected, or flow restrictions 

may not exceed determined flow 

capacities of the culvert (e.g., 15%).  

Culvert 

protection 

Burrowing Burrowing 

Proximity of bank 

lodge or burrowing 

to private and 

public 

infrastructure 

within 10 m. 

As burrowing can extend upwards of 11 m 

from a lodge, where public or private 

infrastructure is within proximity of a lodge. 

Where lodges and evidence of burrowing 

(e.g., burrow collapse, bank erosion) are 

likely to impact private and public 

infrastructure, mitigative measures can be 

implemented. 

Bank protection 

or barriers. 
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Table 10. (Con’t) 

Potential Impact 
Impact 

Concern 

Potential 

Threshold 

Criteria 

Description of Threshold Criteria 

Potential 

Mitigation 

Strategies 

Sensitive 

Stormwater 

Infrastructure 

Occupancy 

Potential for 

occupancy in 

sensitive 

infrastructure. 

An evaluation of the stormwater 

infrastructure should be undertaken by the 

city to determine the risk of adverse 

impact associated with beaver activities 

(e.g., flooding and tree felling) to 

determine where beavers may be 

tolerated. Where the potential for 

occupancy is high and risk levels are high, 

mitigative measures to exclude beavers 

can be implemented. 

Exclusion 

fencing 

Flooding 

Water levels 

exceed acceptable 

elevations  

The stormwater ponds should be 

evaluated to determine the level of 

acceptable risk associated with additional 

beaver impoundments. Where the risk of 

watering being impounded at elevations 

that impede stormwater discharge and 

overflows, mitigative measures to protect 

culverts and overflow channels may be 

implemented. 

Culvert 

protection 

8 Conclusions 

Historically, management of beaver impacts within the City of Airdrie have focused on the protection of valued 

trees and the removal of beavers where the risk of unacceptable impacts was present. While traditional 

approaches to beaver management (i.e., population management) is an effective tool in moderating population 

densities, particularly in the absence of high predation risk, the broader views of traditional wildlife management 

are shifting away from the acceptance of lethal management approaches and towards coexistence and the 

implementation of many non-lethal mitigative strategies to address the impacts associated with beavers. 

 

Current management of beaver impacts have focussed on the management of tree felling and the removal of 

beavers where the risk of adverse impacts was deemed unacceptable. Field assessments and analysis of the 

Nose Creek corridor suggest that the primary impacts associated with beaver activity within the city is tree felling. 

Risks to the Nose Creek corridor associated with damming and water impoundment is low. Existing dams within 

the corridor have been constructed of cattail stems and are subject to yearly damage and breaching resulting 

from elevated streamflow within Nose Creek. The absence of available woody material further limits the risk of 

extensive damming and water impoundments.  

 

Tree protection measures have been applied extensively throughout the city, such that beavers are being pushed 

to travel further upland to access suitable foraging materials, which places their activities within the interface 

between the public greenway and private properties. The establishment of supplemental planting areas 

(diversionary planting) will help in providing suitable food sources for beavers in manageable areas, while limiting 

the likelihood of felling trees within and adjacent to private properties. Ongoing monitoring and wire wrapping will 

continue to help in preventing tree loss.  
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Habitat within the Nose Creek corridor is limited with low availability of suitable forage. Furthermore, habitats 

within proximity to areas of high human disturbances are not expected to support long-term settlement of beaver 

colonies (Rosell and Campbell-Palmer, 2022), and suboptimal habitats are expected to experience more 

frequent cycles of colonization-abandonment. Despite this, opportunities exist within the Nose Creek corridor to 

encourage the establishment of long-term beaver colonies, either within the Nose Creek Regional Park, or within 

suitable habitat within Sierra Springs, which will likely reduce conflict with beavers within the Waterstone-

Summerhill Area, notably the felling of trees within the interface between the public greenway and private 

property. The establishment of supplemental feeding areas will further assist in concentrating tree felling within 

managed areas, promote aquatic and riparian benefits, and promote coexistence with beavers. 
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COUNCIL – AGENDA REPORT  

 

Meeting Date:   4 July 2023 
 

Subject:    2023 Municipal Census Results 

 

Boards Routed Through:          N/A 

 

Date:            N/A  

 

 

Issue: 

Council is being presented with the official results of the 2023 municipal census. 
 

Background: 

A municipal census had not been conducted since 2019 due to the coronavirus pandemic. In 
2020 the province’s census regulation was repealed, the regulation changed to estimated 
population count instead of official municipal census count for allocating grant dollars. 

The City of Airdrie conducted a municipal census during the period of April 1 to June 15, 2023.   

The official population for the City of Airdrie is: 

 2023 2023 v. 2019 2019 2019 v. 2018 

Population TBA *% 70,564 3.63% 

Dwellings TBA *% 26,210 3.76 % 

Following the same process implemented since 2008, each household received a secure 
PIN/SAC (personal identification number) allowing the resident to reply online.  Households 
who chose not to or were unable to respond online were visited by an enumerator who 
collected information electronically using an iPad.  The online response rates were as follows. 

Online Census 2023 2019 2018 2017 

Prior to Door-to-Door Collection TBA 55.68%* 51.1% 49.8% 

Number of Dwellings TBA 13,780* 13,035 12,103 

Total Overall TBA 73.22% 73.62% 67.42% 

Number of Dwellings TBA 19,012 18,595 16,376 
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*In 2019, the waiting time prior to door-to-door collection was reduced to 14 days (as compared to 23 

to 26 days for previous years) to reduce overlap with the federal census collection. 

Staff completed the required 385 quality assurance checks in May and June.  The census fact 
sheets with the updated population and dwelling counts, together with age and gender 
information for each community within the City of Airdrie, will be provided at the Council 
meeting. 

Airdrie hosted six other municipalities who requested to use the Online Census.   

 

Alignment with South Saskatchewan Regional Plan and AirdrieONE: 

 

N/A 

 

Boards Routed Through: 

 

N/A 
 

Administration Recommendation: 

 
That Council accepts the presentation of the 2023 Official Census results for information 
 

Alternatives/Implications: 

 
N/A 

 

Communications Plan: 

 

The official census results will be provided to the local media and posted to the City’s website 
immediately following the census result presentation to Council. 

 

Recommendation:   

 
That Council accepts the presentation of the 2023 Official Census results for information.   
 
 
 

 
_____________________________ 

Lynn Penney 
Legislative Services Technician 

 
Presenter: Lynn Penney  
Department: Legislative Services 
Reviewed by: Tammy Belsham 
Attachments: N/A 
Appointment: N/A 
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COUNCIL – AGENDA REPORT  

 

Meeting Date:   4 July 2023 
 

Subject:    Bylaw No. B-30/2023 - New Traffic Bylaw 

 

Boards Routed Through:          Municipal Police Advisory Board 

 

Date:            16 June 2023  

 

 

Issue: 

 

Council is being asked to give three readings to Bylaw No. B-30/2023, being the new 
Traffic Bylaw. 
 

Background: 

 

Traffic Bylaw No. B-14/2016 was adopted by Council in 2016 to replace the antiquated 
Traffic Bylaw 802, which had not been updated since 1982.  At the time of this extensive 
review, input was solicited from Transit, Municipal Enforcement, RCMP, Planning, Risk 
Management, Engineering, Roads, the Traffic Advisory Council and Fire.  As bylaws are 
living documents, the current Traffic Bylaw has been amended and consolidated many 
times to reflect the changing needs of the community. The most recent amendment and 
consolidation was done May 2022 to allow for e-scooters in the community. These 
amendments have resulted in improper numbering, some inaccurate wording of the 
amendments adopted by Council and formatting issues.  
 
Given the number of edits for renumbering, re-wording to ensure plain and consistent 
language and removing definitions that are currently in Provincial Statutes, it is 
recommended that Bylaw No. B-14/2016 be replaced by Traffic Bylaw No. B-30/2023. 
 

The following provides an overview of the proposed changes and subsequent justifications 
for those changes, to the current Traffic Bylaw B-14/2016: 
 
General Changes: 
 

 Modified Traffic Bylaw No. B-14/2016 to adopt and use the meanings as defined in the 
Municipal Government Act, Traffic Safety Act, Dangerous Goods Transportation and 
Handling Act and the City Transportation Act. This reduced the definition section 
considerably, as many of these definitions were duplicated within the bylaw. 
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 All numbering was changed to adopt a consistent numerical format without using 
separate Part numbers to begin each number.  Numbering now goes from 1 through 
173. 

 Wherever possible, used clear language for ease of reading and understanding.  

 Schedule “A” Fines has been updated and amended to reflect proper bylaw 
numbering and violations.   

Specific Changes: 
 

CURRENT BYLAW  
No. B-14/2016 

PROPOSED AMMENDMENT JUSTIFICATION 

Uses both “Commercial Vehicles” 
and “Heavy Vehicles” within the 
bylaw.  
 

 

Use only “Commercial Vehicles”. 
  
Definition (6) states, “commercial 
vehicle” means a vehicle operated 
on a highway by or on behalf of a 
person for the purpose of 
providing transportation and 
includes: 
 
(a) vehicle or a    combination of 
commercial vehicles that is 
registered for a gross weight of 
more than 4,500 kilograms;  
 
(b)tractor, grader, road building or 
road maintenance equipment, or 
construction equipment, other 
than truck-type vehicles, 
regardless of weight and that is 
not a bus; 
 
(c)a truck-type vehicle; or 
 
(d)a bus 

Provides consistency in wording 
and only requires one definition.  
The definition of a “commercial 
vehicle” includes the criteria for a 
“heavy vehicle”, making the need 
for a “heavy vehicle” definition 
redundant.  

Combined bicycles and e-scooters 
together under Part 5 – 
“BICYCLES and E-SCOOTERS”. 

Remove E-Scooters from Part 5 
and move to Part 9 – “Operating 
rules for e-scooters”. 

Having a part dedicated solely to 
e-scooters provides the public with 
clearer rules for e-scooters, and it 
is easier to find in the bylaw.  
 
Bylaw No. B-30/2023 Part 9 was 
reworded into plain language and 
condensed to reduce 
redundancies. 

Not in Bylaw No. B-14/2016. Add 86.1 “A vehicle must not 
actively leak any fluid onto the 
highway. 

Previously, Municipal 
Enforcement could only address 
leaking fluids from a parked car 
on a roadway, when those fluids 
flowed into sewers under the 
Environmental Protection and 
Enhancement Act. 

11.03 “No person while operating 
a heavy vehicle away from the 
Truck Routes established by 
schedule “B” of this Bylaw for any 
of the reasons set forth in 11.04 
shall exceed a speed of thirty (30) 
kilometers per hour. 

Removed. As written in Bylaw B-14/2016, 
commercial (heavy) vehicles on 
non-truck route roads, such as 
East Lake Blvd., would be 
required to drive at 30 Km/hr. on 
the roadway, which would cause 
more traffic issues.   
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Original Bylaw used persons 
and pedestrians 
interchangeably. 

Use the term person when not 
specifically referring to someone 
walking “on foot”. 

Pedestrian has a strict meaning 
of a person on foot, whereas, 
the use of “person” could also 
include roller skating, roller 
blading, etc. 

Not in Bylaw No. B-14/2016. Added 136, allowing school 
busses to park in residential 
areas during school days (7:00 
AM to 4 PM). 

This would allow bus drivers to 
park their vehicle at or near their 
residence during break times 
between picking up and dropping 
off students.  All other parking 
rules must be adhered to. 

 

It is believed that these specific changes will improve overall safety and convenience for the 
citizens of Airdrie, while the general changes will increase the citizens ability to read, 
understand and locate specific rules related to traffic.  
The Traffic Advisory Committee (TAC) had concerns regarding school bus parking in 
residential neighborhoods.  The concern was that parking of such vehicles may interfere with 
emergency vehicles and regular traffic flow in those neighborhoods. It is believed that these 
concerns are addressed through other parts of the Traffic Bylaw, specifically 79(1) “A person 
must not park a vehicle on a traffic lane” and 63(2) “the wheels closest to a curb or edge of 
the roadway not more than 35 centimetres from that curb or edge of the roadway”. 

 

Alignment with South Saskatchewan Regional Plan and AirdrieONE: 

 

N/A 

 

Boards Routed Through: 

 

Municipal Police Advisory Board (MPAB) also had concerns regarding school bus parking in 
residential neighborhoods.  Again, the concern was that parking of such vehicles may interfere 
with emergency vehicles and regular traffic flow in those neighborhoods. It was explained that 
these concerns are addressed through other parts of the Traffic Bylaw, specifically 79(1) “A 
person must not park a vehicle on a traffic lane” and 63(2) “the wheels closest to a curb or 
edge of the roadway not more than 35 centimetres from that curb or edge of the roadway”. 
 
MPAB supported recommending that Bylaw No. B-30/2023being the new Traffic Bylaw, be 
given three reading by Council.   
 

Administration Recommendation: 

 
That Council gives three readings to Bylaw No. B-30/2023, being the new Traffic Bylaw. 
 

Alternatives/Implications: 

 
1. Council can choose to maintain the current Traffic bylaw as is.  This will mean that 

numbering issues and references to certain sections in the bylaw will not be reflected 
properly in schedule “A” fines. 
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2. Council can choose to maintain the current Traffic by and direct staff to make individual 
changes to the bylaw.  Staff will make the changes and return to Council for their 
approval.  This will delay implementing any changes until the Fall. 

 

Communications Plan: 

 

N/A 

 

Recommendation:   

 
That Council gives three readings to Bylaw No. B-30/2023, being the new Traffic Bylaw. 
 
 
 

 
_____________________________ 

Brian Rayner 
Municipal Enforcement Team Lead 

 
Presenter: Brian Rayner, Team Leader, Municipal Enforcement   
Department: Municipal Enforcement 
Reviewed by: Lynn Mackenzie, Municipal Enforcement and RCMP 

Support Services 
Attachments: #1: Draft Traffic Bylaw B-30 2023 
 #2: Current Traffic Bylaw No. B-14 2016   
  June 2022 Consolidation 
Appointment: N/A 
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BYLAW NO. B-30/2023 

CITY OF AIRDRIE 
PROVINCE OF ALBERTA 

 
 BEING A BYLAW TO REGULATE TRAFFIC AND THE USE OF HIGHWAYS, 

SIDEWALKS AND PUBLIC PLACES WITHIN THE CITY OF AIRDRIE. 
 
WHEREAS the Municipal Government Act, RSA 2000, c M-26 (the Municipal 
Government Act) authorizes a municipality to pass bylaws respecting the safety, health, 
and welfare of people and the protection of people and property; activities and things in, 
on or near a public place or place that is open to the public; and transport and 
transportation systems; 
 
AND WHEREAS the Municipal Government Act, RSA 2000, c M-26 provides that a 
municipality has the direction, control and management of all roads within the 
municipality; 
 
AND WHEREAS the Traffic Safety Act, RSA 2000, c T-6, authorizes a municipality to 
pass bylaws which govern, restrict, regulate, and control vehicle, animal, and pedestrian 
traffic; use of highways, streets, lanes and other public places; parking of vehicles; and 
the use of flashing lights and a stop arm by school buses; 
 
NOW THEREFORE the Council of the City of Airdrie enacts as follows: 
 

Part 1 – Title 
 
1 This bylaw may be cited as the “Traffic Bylaw.” 
 

Part 2 - Interpretation 
 
Definitions  
 
2 Words used in this bylaw have the same meaning as defined in the Alberta 

Municipal Government Act, Traffic Safety Act, Dangerous Goods Transportation 
and Handling Act, City Transportation Act, including their amendments and 
regulations, unless defined otherwise in this bylaw. 

 
3 In this bylaw, 

 
(1) “Act” means the Traffic Safety Act, RSA 2000, c T-6, as amended or 

substituted from time to time; 
 
(2) “appeal board” means the General Appeal Board established by Council; 
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(3) “City” means the municipal corporation of the City of Airdrie and the 
geographical area contained within the boundaries of the City;  

 
(4) “City Manager” means the City’s Chief Administrative Officer appointed 

pursuant to the Municipal Government Act or their delegate;   
 
(5) “commercial loading zone” means a portion of a street set aside adjacent 

to a curb designated for the exclusive use of commercial vehicles for the 
loading and unloading of materials and includes an area designated as 
such; 
 

(6) “commercial vehicle” means a vehicle operated on a highway by or on 
behalf of a person for the purpose of providing transportation and 
includes: 
 
(a) vehicle or a combination of commercial vehicles that is registered 

for a gross weight of more than 4,500 kilograms;  
 

(b) tractor, grader, road building or road maintenance equipment, or 
construction equipment, other than truck-type vehicles, regardless 
of weight and that is not a bus; 
 

(c) a truck-type vehicle; or 
 

(d) a bus 
 
but does not include a private passenger vehicle;  
 

(7) “Council” means the Council of the City of Airdrie; 
 

(8) “e-scooter” means a vehicle that: 
 

(a) has a permit to operate granted by the Province of Alberta; 
 
(b) has a permit or licence to operate granted by the City of Airdrie; 
 
(c) has steering handlebars; 
 
(d) consists of a footboard mounted on two or three wheels; and 
 
(e) is capable of being propelled by muscular power, may be propelled 

by one or more electric motors;  
 
(9) “emergency vehicle” means: 

 
(a) a vehicle operated as a gas disconnection unit of a public utility;  
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(b) a vehicle designated by regulation as an emergency response unit; 
and 
 

(c) a tow truck; 
 

(10) “holiday” means a Sunday, or public holiday as defined in the 
Interpretation Act, RSA 2000, c I-8, and a day or portion of a day 
proclaimed by Council as a Civic Holiday; 

 
(11) “Municipal Enforcement” means the City of Airdrie’s Municipal 

Enforcement Unit; 
 

(12) “occupant” means the owner or other person having lawful possession of 
a premises; 
 

(13) “officer” means a person appointed by the City to enforce the provisions of 
this bylaw including a Bylaw Enforcement Officer, Peace Officer, or a 
member of the RCMP;   
 

(14) “owner” means the person or persons registered as the vehicle owner at 
the Motor Vehicles Registry or a person renting a vehicle or having the 
exclusive use of a vehicle under a lease that has a term of more than 30 
days or otherwise having the exclusive use of a vehicle for a period of 
more than 30 days;  
 

(15) “parade” means a procession or march organized for the purpose of 
entertainment of spectators, display, inspection or promotion of a cause or 
purpose; 

 
(16) “park” means, when prohibited, allowing a vehicle to remain stationary in 

one place, except: 
 
(a) while actively engaged in loading or unloading passengers, or 
 
(b) when complying with the direction of an Officer or traffic control 

device;  
 
(17) “park roadway” means a road, including parking lots for vehicles, in a park 

space which is set aside specifically for use by vehicles and other 
transportation devices; 
 

(18) “park space” means a public space controlled by the City and set aside as 
a park to be used for rest, recreation, exercise, pleasure, amusement and 
enjoyment, and includes: 
 
(a) playgrounds, natural areas, sports fields and cemeteries; and  
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(b) pathways, trails and park roadways; 
 
but does not include golf courses; 
 

(19) “pathway” means any multiple-use path, thoroughfare, or trail, whether of 
asphalt, concrete, shale, or gravel surface, which is primarily intended for 
the use of pedestrians, cyclists and e-scooter’s and does not include a 
sidewalk;  
 

(20) “Peace Officer” a person appointed pursuant to City of Airdrie Bylaw No. 
07/97, as amended or replaced, to enforce the provisions of this bylaw 
and other bylaws of the City; 
 

(21) “permit” means a permit issued under this bylaw; 
 

(22) “permit parking zone” means that area of the highway in any location 
where a permit to park is required; 
 

(23) “public loading zone” means a portion of a highway set aside adjacent to a 
curb designated for the exclusive use of vehicles for loading or unloading; 
 

(24) “public place”  means any City-owned, controlled, or managed space to 
which the public is permitted access; 
 

(25) “special roadway event” means an event or competition taking place in 
whole or in part on a roadway involving walking, running, or the use of 
bicycles, motorcycles, cars, or other vehicles, but does not include 
parades or funeral processions;  
 

(26) “violation ticket” means a ticket issued pursuant to Part 2 or 3 of the 
Provincial Offences Procedure Act, RSA 2000, c P-34; and 
 

(27) “voluntary payment tag” means a tag or similar document issued pursuant 
to the Municipal Government Act, RSA 2000, c M-26.  

 
Application  
 
4 This bylaw applies to all vehicle, pedestrian and animal traffic, the use of 

highways, sidewalks, pathways and public places, the parking of vehicles and the 
use of flashing lights and a stop arm by school buses within the City of Airdrie.  
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Part 3 – Traffic Regulations 
 
Speed Limits 
 
5 Unless otherwise posted,  

 
(1) 30 kilometres per hour is the maximum speed limit for a highway; 
 
(2) 30 kilometres per hour is the maximum speed limit in a school zone or 

playground zone; 
 
(3) 20 kilometres per hour is the maximum speed limit for a laned roadway or 

alley; and  
 

(4) 15 kilometres per hour is the maximum speed limit for a parking lot.  
 

School zones 
 

6 School zones are in effect from 7:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. on any day that school is 
held. 

 
Part 4 – Pedestrians 

 
7 A pedestrian must not cross a roadway within one block of a traffic control signal 

or pedestrian corridor other than in a crosswalk. 
 

8 A pedestrian must not crowd or jostle other pedestrians in a way that creates or 
causes discomfort, disturbance, or confusion. 
 

9 (1) A pedestrian must not stand, sit, or lie on any roadway in a way that obstructs 
vehicle or pedestrian traffic or annoys or inconveniences other persons lawfully 
on the roadway. 
 
(2) A group of 3 or more pedestrians must not stand so near to each other on any 
roadway, sidewalk, or boulevard that the group obstructs the entrance to or exit 
from a building or obstructs or prevents other persons from using such roadway, 
sidewalk, or boulevard. 
 
(3) A person or group of 3 found to be in violation of section 9(1) or 9(2) must 
immediately disperse and move away from the area after an Officer requests 
them to do so.  
 

10 A pedestrian must not stand on or walk along a roadway for the purposes of 
soliciting a ride from the driver of a vehicle unless the pedestrian is soliciting a 
ride from a transit vehicle or taxi. 
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11 Section 9 does not apply to pedestrians assembled to watch a parade or special 
roadway event for which a permit has been issued. 
 

12 Section 9 does not prohibit the congregation or assembly of individuals to attend, 
participate, in or listen to public speaking so long as the individuals are 
peaceable and orderly and there is sufficient space is left on the highway, 
sidewalk, or boulevard to allow free and unimpeded movement and travel of 
other pedestrian and vehicle traffic.   
 

13 If a congregation or assembly of individuals results in the obstructions referenced 
in section 9, the individuals causing the obstruction, annoyance, or 
inconvenience must immediately disperse and move away from the area after an 
officer or other authorized person requests them to do so.  

 
Part 5 – Operating rules for bicycles 

 
14 A person operating a bicycle on a highway has all the rights and is subject to all 

the duties that any vehicle operator has under this bylaw unless the context 
otherwise requires.  
 

15 (1) A person must not ride a bicycle on a sidewalk except where expressly 
permitted by a traffic control device or by this bylaw.  
 
(2) Section 15(1) does not apply to a person 12 years old or younger. 
 

16 Unless a traffic control devise otherwise prohibits, a person may ride a bicycle on 
any pathway or sidewalk if the bicycle is ridden in a way that does not interfere 
with a pedestrian lawfully using the pathway. 
 

17 A person riding a bicycle or e-scooter on a sidewalk or pathway must: 
 
(1) yield the right of way to slower moving persons or cyclists; 

 
(2) alert a person about to be overtaken by sounding a bell with a reasonable 

amount of time before overtaking; 
 

(3) use reasonable care when overtaking another person or passing on the 
left; and 
 

(4) travel under control and at a reasonable rate of speed having regard to the 
nature, condition and use of the sidewalk or pathway including the amount 
of pedestrian traffic. 
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Part 6 – Use of Sidewalks, Pathways and Boulevards 
 
18 Part 6 of this bylaw does not apply to pathways governed by Parks Bylaw No. B-

13/2009. 
 

19 A person must not: 
 
(1) drive, lead, or allow a hoofed animal to walk; 
 
(2) drive, draw, or push any vehicle; 
 
(3) ride a horse; or 
 
(4) draw, push, propel, or ride a wheeled vehicle; 
 
on or along a sidewalk, pathway, or boulevard, unless allowed otherwise in this 
bylaw. 

 
20 Despite section 21, a person may draw, push, propel, or ride: 

 
(1) a two-wheeled cart or other personal grocery carrier; 

 
(2) a baby carriage, or a wheeled device for carrying a child or a disabled 

person; 
 

(3) an e-scooter or mobility aid; or  
 
(4) a child’s tricycle; 

 
 on or along a sidewalk or pathway in such a way that it does not interfere with 

other users of the sidewalk or pathway. 
 
21 A person must not use rollerblades, scooters, two-wheeled self-balancing stand-

up personal transportation devices, or skateboard on a sidewalk of the block 
where the City Manager has posted a traffic control device prohibiting 
skateboarding or rollerblades. 
 

22 A person must not ice skate, rollerblade, or skateboard on a roadway. 
 

23 (1) A person must not load or unload goods across a sidewalk or boulevard 
where there are designated loading and unloading facilities on the property. 
 
(2) Section 23(1) does not apply to crossing a sidewalk in a place where there is 
a laned roadway or prepared crossing or where permission has been granted for 
such purpose. 
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Part 7 - Parking 
 
24 For the purposes of Part 7, an owner of a vehicle is liable for any offence 

committed by an operator of the vehicle. 
 

25 The City Manager is authorized to designate a permit parking zone anywhere 
within the City. 
 

26 Vehicles parked in a permit parking zone, including a residential parking permit 
zone, must clearly display a valid parking permit.  

 
Residential parking permits 

 
27 Where a residential parking permit zone is designated by installed signs, 

residents who reside within the residential parking permit zone may apply to 
Municipal Enforcement for a total of 3 permits per residence, which includes one 
visitor permit.   
 

28 To apply for a residential parking permit, residents must present valid Alberta 
Vehicle Registration that shows an address within that residential parking permit 
zone or other information that is acceptable to the City Manager.   
 

29 Residential parking permits issued under this bylaw are valid for 5 years.  
 

30 A person with a residential parking permit who moves from the residence must 
immediately return the parking permit to Municipal Enforcement. 
 

31 When a person sells or disposes of a vehicle which has a residential parking 
permit, the person must remove the permit from the vehicle, and either  
 
(1) if the person has obtained another vehicle for which a permit may be 

granted pursuant to this Bylaw, transfer the permit to the new vehicle; or 
 
(2) if the person has not obtained another vehicle for which a permit may be 

granted, the person must return the permit to Municipal Enforcement. 
 

32 A person must not sell, trade, give away, dispose of, or otherwise allow a person 
to obtain their parking permit. 
 

Parking in alleys 
 
33 A person must not park a vehicle in an alley unless a sign otherwise permits. 

 
34 Despite section 33, a person may park a vehicle in an alley: 
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(1) for a maximum of 30 minutes to load or unload goods from a commercial 
vehicle; or  

 
(2) for a maximum of 15 minutes to load or unload goods or passengers from 

a vehicle other than a commercial vehicle.   
 

35 If a vehicle parked in an alley obstructs or prevents other vehicles or persons 
from passing along the alley, the owner or operator of the vehicle is guilty of an 
offence. 

 
Recreational vehicles, trailers, and off-highway vehicles 
 
36 A person must not park a recreational vehicle on a highway except in accordance 

with this bylaw.  
  

37 (1) A person may park a recreational vehicle on the highway immediately 
adjacent to the recreational vehicle’s owner or operator’s residence, as shown in 
the motor vehicle registry, for a maximum of 72 consecutive hours. 
 
(2) Once the maximum time limit in section 37(1) is reached, the recreational 
vehicle must move to an off-highway location for at least 48 consecutive hours 
before it can return to the area specified in section 37(1).  
 

38 An owner or operator of a recreational vehicle must not park the recreational 
vehicle in such a manner as to make a hazard. 
 

39 Recreational vehicles, including attachments, that are parked on a front driveway 
or at the back of the lot adjacent to an alley:  
 
(1) must not extend onto the sidewalk, pathway, or curb of a highway or alley;  
 
(2) must be setback at least 1.5 metres from the curb where no sidewalk or 

pathway exists; and   
 
(3) must not extend past the property line on which the recreational vehicle is 

parked where no sidewalk, pathway, or curb exists.  
 

40 (1) A person must not park a recreational vehicle or trailer, whether designed for 
occupancy by persons or for the carrying of goods or equipment, on a highway. 
 
(2) Despite section 40(1), a person may park a vehicle with a recreational vehicle 
or trailer attached to it if the recreational vehicle or trailer is attached in a way so 
it can be propelled or drawn.  
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(3) When a recreational vehicle or trailer is attached to a vehicle in a way so the 
recreational vehicle or trailer can be propelled or drawn, it is deemed part of the 
vehicle and subject to the regulations that relate to the vehicle.  
 

41 A person must not park a recreational vehicle or trailer in a way that obstructs 
access to or exit from a highway, driveway, or adjacent highway. 
 

42 A person must not park a recreational vehicle within 1.5 metres of an access to a 
highway. 
 

43 It is an offence to occupy a recreational vehicle parked on a highway.  
 

44 A person must not park a vehicle, recreational vehicle, or a vehicle with any type 
of trailer attached on a highway in a residential development if the overall length 
of the vehicle, recreational vehicle, or the vehicle with trailer is greater than 9 
metres.  
 

45 (1) Despite section 44, a person may park a recreational vehicle or a vehicle with 
a trailer attached on a highway for the purpose of cleaning or loading or 
unloading goods to or from premises abutting such highway provided this is 
completed within consecutive 24 hours.  
 
(2) If a person is loading or unloading recreational vehicle or vehicle with a trailer 
attached during a period of restricted visibility, then the recreational vehicle or 
vehicle and its trailer must have all front and rear parking lights illuminated.  
 

46 Recreational vehicles, off-highway vehicles, and trailers must be parked on 
gravel, concrete, or paved parking pad in a residential area.  
 

47 When a vehicle parks in a time restricted parking or stopping area, an officer, or 
other person charged with the enforcement of parking prohibitions and 
restrictions, may place an erasable chalk mark on the tire tread face of the 
vehicle to determine how long the vehicle has been parked or stopped.  
 

48 Officers cannot incur liability for placing chalk on tire tread faces pursuant to 
section 47. 
  

49 A person who removes an erasable chalk mark placed while the vehicle remains 
parked or stopped in the location where it was marked is guilty of an offence.  

 
Unauthorized parking - fire access 
 
50 A person must not park a vehicle: 
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(1) where the vehicle may in any way interfere with the use of a doorway 
intended as a fire or emergency exit from a building adjacent to a highway; 
or 

 
(2) in the entranceway to a fire hall or the ambulance entranceway to fire hall, 

hospital, or urgent care centre. 
 

51 An owner or operator of a vehicle must not stop, park, or permit the stopping or 
parking of the vehicle in a signed fire lane. 
 

52 A person must not park or drive a vehicle over a fire hose laid on a highway. 
 

53 Except as permitted in this bylaw, a vehicle must not stop on a highway within 5 
metres of a fire hydrant. 

 
Unauthorized parking - general 
 
54 Unauthorized parking is not enforced on private property unless the unauthorized 

parking is in relation to fire lanes and parking within a disabled parking zone. 
 

55 An owner or operator of a vehicle or e-scooter must not park in a transit zone 
properly marked by a traffic control device unless that vehicle is a transit vehicle. 
 

56 A person must not park a vehicle on City-owned property that the City uses or 
permits to be used as park space unless the City Manager otherwise allows by 
way of a traffic control device. 
 

57 A person must not park a vehicle in a parking space on City-owned property 
where the space is reserved for a vehicle operated by a City employee unless 
that person is a City employee and displays a clearly visible permit in the vehicle. 
 

58 A person must not park a vehicle on any portion of a highway, including a parking 
lot, marked by traffic control devices as “No Parking”. 
 

59 A person must not drive or park any vehicle on any sidewalk, pathway, or 
boulevard in the City. 
 

60 Section 59 does not apply to e-scooters. 
 

61 A person must not park a vehicle on a driveway or entranceway to any building 
so that any part of that vehicle extends across any portion of a boulevard, 
sidewalk, or pathway. 
 

62 When parking on a two-way roadway, the operator must park the vehicle with: 
 
(1) the sides of the vehicle parallel to the curb or edge of the roadway; and  
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(2) the right wheels thereof not more than 35 centimetres from the right curb 

or edge of the roadway. 
 

63 When parking on a one-way highway where parking on either side of the highway 
is permitted, the operator must park the vehicle with:  
 
(1) the sides of the vehicle parallel to the curb; 

 
(2) the wheels closest to a curb or edge of the roadway not more than 35 

centimetres from that curb or edge of the roadway; and  
 

(3) the vehicle facing the direction of travel authorized for that highway. 
 

64 A person must not park perpendicular to a curb edge in a way that causes a 
hazard to vehicles or pedestrians. 
 

65 A person must not park next to the edge of a roadway unless marked by a sign 
allowing such parking. 

 
66 A person must not park perpendicular to a curb edge or next to the edge of a 

roadway unless marked by a sign allowing such parking. 
 
67 A person must not park a vehicle: 

 
(1) on any portion of a highway marked by a traffic control device that 

prohibits stopping or parking; or  
 
(2) on any portion of a highway marked by a temporary City “No Parking Sign” 

for the purposes of allowing City employees or contractors to repair, clear 
or clean the highway between the hours of 1:00 a.m. and 12:00 midnight 
during any days that the “No Parking Sign” is in effect.   
 

68 Any vehicle parked in violation of section 67(2) may be towed or removed from 
the portion of the highway being cleaned, cleared, or repaired at the owner’s 
expense, and the vehicle may be moved to an adjacent highway. 
 

69 A person must not park a vehicle: 
 

(1) on a crosswalk or any part of a crosswalk; or 
 
(2) within 5 metres of the near side of a marked crosswalk. 
 

70 A person must not park a vehicle within 5 metres of the approach to a stop sign 
or yield sign. 
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71 A person must not park a vehicle: 
 
(1) at an intersection, within 5 metres of the projection of the curb or edge of 

the roadway; 
 

(2) within an intersection, other than immediately next to the curb or edge of 
the roadway in a “T” intersection; 
 

unless a traffic control device otherwise permits or requires. 
 

72 An owner or operator of a vehicle which: 
 
(1) is not equipped in accordance with the Act; or 
 
(2) is not in operable condition; 

 
must not cause or permit such vehicle to be parked or left on a highway. 
 

73 Except in the case of a breakdown or other emergency not allowing the vehicle to 
be moved, the owner or operator of any vehicle must not stand or park it on the 
highway for the purpose of servicing or repairing the vehicle. 
 

74 A vehicle must not be parked on a highway identified as a disabled parking zone 
unless the vehicle: 
 
(1) displays a valid disabled placard or licence plate issued or recognized by 

the Registrar; and 
 
(2) is being used for the transportation of a person with a disability. 
 

75 Where a vehicle parking space is marked out or designated upon a highway, the 
operator of a vehicle making use of the parking space must park their vehicle 
wholly within one marked out or designated parking space. 
 

76 A person must not park on the roadway side of a vehicle parked or stopped at 
the curb of the edge of the roadway. 
 

77 A person must not park a vehicle on a roadway so that it faces in the opposite 
direction of the traffic flow for that side of the roadway. 

 
78 Where angle parking is permitted on a highway, a person must not park a vehicle 

so that the front of the vehicle is more than 35 centimetres from the curb or edge 
of the roadway. 
 

79 (1) A person must not park a vehicle on a traffic lane. 
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(2) Section 79(1) does not apply where the parking is unavoidable due to 
mechanical failure provided the operator promptly takes measures to clear the 
vehicle from the highway. 
 

80 (1) Where a sign restricts the parking of vehicles to a specific time, it is an 
offence to park a vehicle for longer than the permitted time. 
 
(2) After the issuance of a voluntary payment tag concerning a vehicle for the first 
violation of section 80(1) and vehicle remaining parked more than the time 
permitted on the sign for a further period then a second offence is deemed to 
have occurred. 
 
(3) Sections 80(1) and (2) do not apply on a statutory holiday in Alberta. 
 

81 A vehicle that is left standing 
 
(1) on a highway for more than 72 consecutive hours, unless otherwise 

provided for in a bylaw in the case of a highway under the direction, 
control and management of the Council of a municipality, or 

 
(2) on public or private property for more than 72 consecutive hours without 

the consent of the owner or person in possession or control of the 
property,  

 
is deemed to have been abandoned at that location. 
 

82 A person must not park equipment such as zoom booms, cranes, or any other 
construction equipment unattended on a City highway. 
 

83 A person must not park a vehicle within 1.5 metres of a driveway where that 
vehicle blocks the entry or exit of that driveway.  
 

84 An officer is authorized to remove or cause to be removed a vehicle or trailer: 
 
(1) parked in contravention of a provision of this bylaw; or 

 
(2) where emergency conditions may require such removal from a highway. 
 

85 A vehicle removed pursuant to section 84 may be removed to a place designated 
by the City Manager where it will remain until claimed by the vehicle’s owner or 
an agent of the owner.  
 

86 Except for vehicles removed during emergency conditions, towing charges are 
deemed a debt owing to the City and may be in addition to any fine or penalty 
imposed in respect of any such violation, or to any payment made instead of 
prosecution as provided for in Part 19 of this bylaw. 
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86.1 A vehicle must not actively leak any fluid onto a highway. 
 
Exemption from parking provision 

 
87 The provisions in this bylaw relating to stopping or parking of vehicles do not 

apply to: 
 

(1) emergency vehicles; 
 

(2) service vehicles used in conjunction with the servicing of public utilities 
including telephone systems, electric systems, natural gas systems and 
cablevision systems; 
 

(3) municipal and other government public works vehicles; 
 

(4) towing service vehicles; or  
 

(5) a vehicle being used in work requiring that it be stopped or parked at that 
location. 

 
88 Where the owner or operator of a vehicle stops, stands, or parks pursuant to 

section 82 contrary to other provisions of this bylaw, the owner or operator must 
take due precaution to indicate the vehicle’s presence on any highway while so 
parked or stopped. 
 

Part 8 - Transit zones and terminals 
 

89 A person must not operate a vehicle or e-scooter such that it enters a transit 
zone or transit terminal unless: 
 
(1) that vehicle is a transit vehicle; or 

 
(2) the transit zone comprises part of a travelling laned roadway. 
 

90 A person must not use rollerblades, a skateboard, scooters, two-wheeled self-
balancing stand-up personal transportation devices, or a non-motorized scooter 
in a transit zone or transit terminal. 
 

Part 9 – Operating rules for e-scooters 
 

91 A person may only operate an e-scooter on sidewalks, boulevards, pathways, 
crosswalks, lanes and roadways marked a maximum speed of 30 kilometres per 
hour or less.   
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91.1 A person must be at least 16 years old to operate an e-scooter. An e-scooter 
owner must not allow a person less than 16 years old to rent or operate an e-
scooter.   

 
92 A person riding an e-scooter on a sidewalk or pathway must: 

 
(1) yield the right of way to slower moving persons; 

 
(2) alert a person about to be overtaken by sounding a bell with a reasonable 

amount of time before overtaking; 
 

(3) use reasonable care when overtaking another person or passing on the 
left; and 
 

(4) travel under control and at a reasonable rate of speed having regard to the 
nature, condition and use of the sidewalk or pathway including the amount 
of pedestrian traffic. 

 
Part 10 - Securing loads and use of tarpaulins 

 
93 All loads of earth, sand, gravel, or other loose material must be completely 

covered and secured by a tarpaulin or other covering. 
 

94 A person must not drive a vehicle with a load on a highway unless the load has 
been secured to prevent the load from falling onto a highway or adjacent land or 
shifting within the vehicle box or trailer box. 
 

95 If any part of a vehicle’s load becomes loose or detached, or blows, drops, spills 
or falls from any vehicle onto a highway, the operator must: 
 
(1) immediately notify Municipal Enforcement; and  

 
(2) take all reasonable precautions to safeguard traffic and to remove any 

materials from the highway, as soon as practicable. 
 

96 Municipal Enforcement must be notified of any load that spills onto a highway. 
 

Part 11 - Parades and special roadway events 
 

97 A person must not participate in a parade or special roadway event on a highway 
until a permit for the parade or special roadway event is issued.  
 

98 A person or organization wishing to organize a parade or special roadway event 
must, at least 30 days prior to the time they desire to hold the same, make 
application in writing to the City Manager and advise the City Manager of the 
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place of origin, destination, and route to be followed by such a parade or special 
roadway event, along with the time and date thereof.  
 

99 The City Manager may waive the 30-day application period for parades and 
special roadways. 
 

100 Unless Council determines by bylaw otherwise, a $100.00 non-refundable fee 
must accompany a parade or special roadway event application. 
 

101 The City Manager may approve an application for a special roadway event or 
parade, specifying the route to follow, the time the special roadway event or 
parade may take place and the type of vehicles, floats, or other displays that will 
be allowed to take part.   
 

102 The City Manager may set conditions as the City Manager deems appropriate for 
the purposes of ensuring public safety and protection of private and public 
property. 
 

103 When a permit has been granted for a parade or special roadway event: 
 

(1) notwithstanding any provisions of this Bylaw, a person or persons may 
congregate on the sidewalks, or a portion of a highway designated for that 
purpose, to view the parade or special roadway event; and 

 
(2) the City Manager may close all or portions of the highway along the route 

set out in the permit for the anticipated time of the parade or special 
roadway event and for such additional time as necessary to clear the 
highway for normal traffic. 

 
104 When a permit for a parade or special roadway event has been issued, the 

permit holder must not permit any vehicles other than private passenger vehicles, 
animals, or floats to take part in the parade or special event on the highway 
which are not authorized by permit.   
 

105 A person must not operate or bring any vehicle other than private passenger 
vehicles, animals, or floats onto a highway which is the subject of a parade or 
special roadway event permit unless the vehicle, animal, or float is authorized to 
be on the highway pursuant to the permit. 
 

106 Unless the person who receives permission to conduct or arrange for a parade or 
special roadway event has received specific permission to allow animals, 
vehicles, or floats to take part, a person must not allow any vehicles, other than 
private passenger vehicles, animals, or floats over which the person has any 
control to participate or to be placed in the highway on the route during a parade 
or special roadway event. 
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107 The sponsor of a parade or special roadway event involving floats, animals, or 
vehicles other than private passenger vehicles must: 
 
(1) enter into an indemnity agreement with the City subject to the terms and 

conditions that are solely at the City’s discretion, and may include 

provision for the collection of a damage deposit from the permit holder(s); 

(2) obtain liability insurance to the satisfaction of the City. 
 

108 Despite the indemnity or the insurance required by section 108, the owner, 
sponsor, driver or operator of a vehicle, animal, or float and all persons on such 
vehicle, animal, or float taking part in the parade or special roadway event must 
ensure that: 

 
(1) no part of the vehicle, animal, or float will damage the highway, electric or 

telephone poles or wires, streetlights, transit posts, cables or supports, 
traffic signal lights or signs, fire hydrants, or any other property of the City 
or a public utility in a highway; 
 

(2) the vehicle, animal, float, or anything thereon or attached thereto will not 
injure any person or cause damage to any real or personal property; and 
 

(3) no portion of the vehicle, animal, or float or anything erected, placed on, or 
attached to the vehicle, animal, or float contacts any telephone wire or any 
wire charged with or carrying electric current. 

 
109 If there is any damage to public property, or it becomes necessary for the City to 

clean up any debris, garbage, or waste left on public property as a result of an 
approved parade or special roadway event, the permit holder must pay the costs 
incurred in repairing the damage or in the cleanup. 
 

110 If Officers or other City staff are required to assist with the parade or special 
roadway event, including but not limited to controlling and directing traffic, the 
owner permit holder(s) must pay the costs of the assistance. 
 

111 Where approval was granted for a parade or special roadway event, a person 
must not join or otherwise interfere with the parade or special roadway event 
without the permission of the permit holder. 
 

112 A person who joins or otherwise interferes with a parade or special roadway 
event without permission must depart the immediate area of the parade or 
special roadway event immediately after having been directed to do so by an 
Officer. 
 

113 A permit holder must comply with all conditions set out in the permit.   
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114 Where the permit holder fails to comply with the conditions set out by the City 
Manager, the City Manager may cancel the permit. 
 

Part 12 - Truck Routes 
 

115 Commercial vehicles may only operate or park on the highways specified as 
truck routes in Schedule “B”. 
 

116 If the commercial vehicle is on the most direct and practicable route between the 
premises or location concerned and the nearest truck route, the following is not a 
contravention of section 115: 
 
(1) taking the most direct accessible connection between the nearest truck 

route and the destination and then returning to the truck route using the 
shortest accessible connection to the truck route; 
 

(2) delivering or collecting goods or merchandise to or from the premises of 
customers; 
 

(3) moving a house for which the necessary moving permits have been 
issued by the City; or 
 

(4) going to or from premises for the servicing or repairing of the commercial 
vehicles. 
 

117 The following is not contravention of section 115: 
 

(1) driving a transit vehicle; 
 

(2) driving a vehicle owned by or actually in service of the City; 
 

(3) driving an emergency vehicle; and  
 

(4) a commercial vehicle that has broken down. 
 

118 The provisions of Part 12 do not apply to:  
 

(1) vehicles owned or leased by City utilities;   
 

(2) emergency vehicles; 
 

(3) vehicles owned or leased by other utility companies while being used for 
inspection, maintenance, or repair work in respect of the companies' 
utilities;  
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(4) vehicles owned or leased by cable television companies while being used 
for inspection, maintenance, or repair work in respect of the companies' 
cable television facilities;  

 
provided that the vehicle is responding to an emergency from which property 
damage or personal injury might reasonably result. 
 

Commercial carrier permitting 
 

119 The City Manager or delegate may, under circumstances which are considered 
to warrant a permit, issue such permit with associated fees, authorizing the single 
trip movement of a commercial vehicle on all highways and truck routes within 
the City.  
 

120 Any person driving a commercial vehicle on a route authorized by a permit must 
produce the permit for inspection when requested by the Officer. 
 

121 All permits for single-trip commercial movements, including but not limited to 
overweight vehicles, oversize vehicles, or off of truck route travel, must be made 
through the Provincial MJ TRAVIS system as per Bylaw No. B-15/2017, as 
amended or substituted.  

 
122 In the case of multiple loads, the permit applicant under section 122 may be 

required to enter into a road use agreement to the satisfaction of the City. 
 

Identification of truck routes  
 

123 The City Manager may cause signs or other traffic control devices to be erected 
along truck routes to identify the beginning and end of a truck route.  

 
Parking commercial vehicles 

 
124 Parking commercial vehicles on City-owned property is prohibited.  

 
125 A commercial vehicle, with or without a vehicle with a trailer attached, with a 

maximum gross weight exceeding 4500 kg must not park on a highway, except 
when parked on a designated truck route. 
 

126 Section 125 does not apply to:   
 
(1) recreational vehicles; 
 
(2) emergency vehicles or vehicles transporting goods for emergency 

response or highway repair; 
 
(3) school buses loading or unloading passengers; or  
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(4) commercial vehicles with the hazard warning lamps alight and in the 

process of loading or unloading goods.  
   

Part 13 – Miscellaneous Highway Regulations 
 

127 A person must not wash a vehicle on or near a highway so to create mud, slush, 
or ice on a public sidewalk or roadway. 
 

128 A person operating a business premises to which entry or exit for vehicles is 
made by a crossing located between the highway curb and the private property 
line must not allow water, mud, slush, ice, or icy or frozen snow to remain on the 
public sidewalk or roadway portion of such crossing. 
 

129 A person operating a business premises to which entry or exit for vehicles is 
made by a crossing located between the highway curb is responsible to keep the 
same clean and clear of all such matter liquids or substances as may be or 
become a hazard to pedestrians. 
 

130 A person must not drain any fluid associated with the operation of a vehicle upon 
a highway. 
 

131 When requested by an officer:  
 
(1) the driver or operator of a vehicle, or the person in charge of a vehicle on 

a highway, must correctly state their name and address, and the name 
and address of the owner of the vehicle;  

 
(2) a pedestrian or the operator of a bicycle, who, in the opinion of the officer 

has committed an offence under this bylaw, must correctly state their 
name and address. 

 
132 A person must not place any sign, notice, or object upon a highway or boulevard 

or upon abutting property, including sidewalks, unless authorized by the City. 
 

133 The City may remove and immediately dispose of any sign, notice, or object 
placed on or beside a highway or boulevard or upon abutting public lands, 
including sidewalks, without any notice or warning to the owner. 
 

Part 14 – Streets Regulations 
 

134 A person must not operate a vehicle on a highway with: 
 
(1) spikes, lugs, cleats, bands, or other items projecting from the surface of 

the wheel or tire; or 
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(2) skids, unless using flat metal or rubberized tracks. 
 

Part 15 – School Buses 
 

135 The operator of a school bus must not, at any time, activate alternate red or 
yellow flashing lights and stop arms on a school bus while the school bus is 
loading or unloading passengers on a highway within the City except on those 
highways listed in Schedule “C” and mapped on Schedule “D”. 
 

136 School buses may park in residential areas between 7:00 a.m. and 4:00 p.m. on 
school days.  
 

Part 16 – Administration 
 

Powers of the City Manager 
 

137 Without restricting any other power, duty, or function granted by this bylaw, the 
City Manager, or delegate, may: 
 
(1) carry out any inspections to determine compliance with this bylaw; 
 
(2) take any steps or carry out any actions required to enforce this bylaw; 

 
(3) take any steps or carry out any actions required to remedy a contravention 

of this bylaw; 
 

(4) establish forms for the purposes of this bylaw; 
 

(5) designate where traffic control devices are to be erected and for purposes 
of greater certainty, this includes traffic control devices restricting the 
speed of vehicles; 
 

(6) designate any highway or portion thereof for one-way traffic only; 
 

(7) designate any roadway as one to be divided into traffic lanes of such 
number as is proper; 
 

(8) designate “School Zones” and “Playground Zones” as appropriate; 
 

(9) designate highways or any portion thereof as passenger or commercial 
vehicle loading and unloading spaces including disabled and school bus 
loading zones for such time limits as appropriate; 
 

(10) designate transit zones and school bus loading or unloading zones; 
 

(11) designate portions of any highway as taxi zones; 
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(12) close any existing median or divider on a highway; and 

 
(13) temporarily close any highway for the purpose of construction, repairs, 

maintenance, or other valid reason where a hazard exists or would be 
created if the road were not closed. 

 
138 The City Manager is a designated officer for the purposes of section 542 of the 

Municipal Government Act.  
 

Part 17 - Permits 
 

139 A person to whom a permit, other than a parade permit, has been issued 
pursuant to this bylaw, and any person carrying out an activity otherwise 
regulated, restricted, or prohibited by this bylaw pursuant to such permit, must 
comply with any terms or conditions forming part of the permit.  
 

140 A person must not make any false or misleading statement or provide any false 
or misleading information to obtain a permit pursuant to this bylaw.  
 

141 If any term or condition of a permit issued pursuant to this bylaw is contravened, 
or if a false or misleading statement or false or misleading information was 
provided to obtain the permit, the City Manager may immediately cancel the 
permit.  
 

Proof of permit  
 

142 The onus of proving a permit has been issued in relation to any activity otherwise 
regulated, restricted, or prohibited by this Bylaw, is on the person alleging the 
existence of such a permit on a balance of probabilities. 
 

Part 18 - Owner's Liability 
 

143 Where a vehicle is driven, used, parked, or left in contravention of any of the 
provisions of this bylaw, the owner of the vehicle is guilty of the contravention 
and liable to the penalty provided in this bylaw, unless the owner proves to the 
satisfaction of the provincial judge or justice trying the case for contravention of 
this bylaw that at the time of the contravention the vehicle was not driven, used, 
parked, or left by the owner or by another person with the owner’s consent, 
expressed or implied. 
 

Part 19 – Enforcement 
Offence 

 
144 A person who contravenes this bylaw is guilty of an offence.  
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145 Any person who contravenes any provision of this bylaw is guilty of an offence 
and liable on summary conviction to a fine not less than $500 and not more than 
$2,500, and if in default of payment of any fine imposed, to imprisonment for not 
more than 6 months.  
 

146 In the case of an offence that is of a continuing nature, a contravention 
constitutes a separate offence in respect of each day, or part of a day, on which it 
continues, and a person guilty of such an offence is liable to a fine in an amount 
not less than that established by this bylaw for each such day.  
 

147 The specified fines for an offence committed pursuant to this bylaw are set out in 
the attached Schedule “A.”  
 

Voluntary payment tag  
 

148 An officer is authorized and empowered to issue a voluntary payment tag to any 
person who the officer has reasonable and probable grounds to believe has 
contravened any provision of this bylaw. 
 

149 A voluntary payment tag must contain the following: 
 

(1) the date and time of the offence; 
 

(2) the number and description of the violation; 
 

(3) specified penalty option; 
 

(4) date assigned when the voluntary payment option expires, after which a 
provincial ticket is issued; 
 

(5) operator licence number or Motor Vehicle Identification Number (MVID) 
number for vehicle violations; 
 

(6) instructions on where to pay a voluntary payment ticket; 
 

(7) discount information detailing the number of days a discount applies; and 
 

(8) contact information of Municipal Enforcement. 
 

150 A municipal voluntary payment tag may be issued to such person or corporation:  
 

(1) either personally;   
 
(2) by mailing a copy to such person at their last known address; or 

 

(3) left with a person of age who shares the same residence. 
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151 (1) If an e-bike or e-scooter is involved in an offence under the bylaw, the owner 
of that e-bike or e-scooter, is guilty of that offence. 
 
(2) For section 151(1), owner includes any person or corporation issued a 
business licence for e-bike or e-scooter operations. 
 

(3) Section 151(1) does not apply if the owner of the e-bike or e-scooter proves 
to the satisfaction of the provincial judge or justice trying the offence that at the 
time that the vehicle was involved in the offence was not operated or parked with 
the owner’s express or implied consent.  
 

152 Where a contravention of this bylaw is of a continuing nature, further voluntary 
payment tags or summons may be issued by an officer provided that no more 
than one voluntary payment tag or summons is issued for each calendar day that 
the contravention continues.  
 

153 Where any person has been issued a voluntary payment tag for a contravention 
of the same provision of this bylaw twice within a 12-month period, the penalty 
instead of prosecution or specified penalty payable in respect of the second 
contravention is double the amount shown in Schedule “A” of this bylaw for that 
provision.  
 

154 Where any person has been issued a voluntary payment tag for a contravention 
of the same provision of this Bylaw three times within a 12-month period, the 
penalty instead of prosecution or specified penalty payment in respect of the third 
contravention is triple the amount shown in Schedule “A” of this bylaw for that 
provision.   
 

155 Where payment of the penalty is received for the first offence occurring within 
one 12-month period, and the ticket issued for breach of any sections of this 
bylaw is paid within 5 business days from the voluntary payment tag’s date of 
issuance, the penalty for the offence is set out in Schedule “A”.  
 

156 Nothing in this bylaw prevents an officer from issuing a violation ticket for the 
mandatory Court appearance of any person who contravenes any provision of 
this bylaw.  
 

Violation tickets and penalties 
 

157 Where an Officer believes that a person has contravened any provision of this 
bylaw, the officer may commence proceedings by issuing either: 
 
(1) a summons by means of a violation ticket against that person in 

accordance with Part 2 of Offences Procedure Act; or 
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(2) an offence notice by means of a violation ticket against that person in 
accordance with Part 3 of the Offences Procedure Act. 

 
158 Despite any other provision of this bylaw, an officer is authorized and empowered 

to immediately issue a violation ticket to any person who the officer has 
reasonable grounds to believe has contravened any provision of this bylaw. 
 

159 The specified penalty payable in respect of a contravention of a provision of this 
bylaw is the amount shown in Schedule “A” of this bylaw.  
 

160 Despite section 159, where any person has been convicted of a contravention of 
the same provision of this bylaw twice within a 12-month period, the penalty 
instead of prosecution or specified penalty payable in respect of the second 
conviction is double the amount shown in Schedule “A” for that provision; and  
 

161 Despite section 159, where any person has been convicted of a contravention of 
the same provision of this bylaw 3 or more times within a 12-month period, the 
penalty in lieu of prosecution or the specified penalty payable in respect of the 
third or subsequent conviction is triple the amount shown in Schedule “A” for that 
provision.  

 
Towing  

 
162 An officer may cause any vehicle parked contrary to this bylaw to be towed to a 

different location. 
 

163 In addition to towing the vehicle, any information and complaint may be laid 
against the owner or person in charge of the illegally parked vehicle for any 
violation of the provisions of this bylaw. 
 

164 Instead of or in addition to towing the vehicle, an officer or any person designated 
by the City Manager for this purpose may place a voluntary payment tag or 
violation ticket on the vehicle parked in contravention of this bylaw. 
 

Interference with duties  
 

165 It is an offence to interfere, obstruct, or hinder any person authorized by the City 
Manager, including officers and other authorized persons, in the exercise or 
performance of the person’s powers pursuant to this bylaw.  
 

Recovery of enforcement costs  
 

166 The expenses and costs incurred by the City in the enforcement of this bylaw 
may be collected as a civil debt that is the subject of the enforcement 
proceedings under this bylaw.  
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167 Unless Council determines through bylaw otherwise, included in the enforcement 
costs of this bylaw is a minimum administration fee of $25.00 or 10% of the total 
amount owing to a maximum of $150.00, whichever is greater.  
 

Part 20 – Miscellaneous 
 

168 Nothing in this bylaw relieves a person from complying with any federal, 
provincial, or municipal law or regulation, other bylaw or any requirements of any 
lawful permit, order, consent, or other direction.  
 

169 Where this bylaw refers to another act, regulation, or agency, it includes 
reference to any act, regulation, or agency that may be substituted.  
 

170 Every provision of this bylaw is independent of all other provisions. If any 
provision of this bylaw is declared invalid for any reason by a court of competent 
jurisdiction, all other provisions of this bylaw remain valid and enforceable.  
 

171 A permit required by this bylaw may be subject to a permit application fee.  
 

Repeal of bylaws 
 
172 Traffic Bylaw No. B-14/2016 and amendments to Bylaw B-14/2016 are repealed 

upon this bylaw coming into force. 
 

173 This bylaw, being Traffic Bylaw No. B-30/2023, is passed and comes into force 
when it receives third reading and is signed by the Mayor and the City Clerk or 
designate, as per the Municipal Government Act. 

 
 
Read a first time this 4th day of July, 2023. 
 
Read a second time this 4th day of July, 2023.  
 
Read a third time this 4th day of July, 2023. 
 
 
 

______________________ 
Mayor 

 
 

______________________ 
City Clerk 
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Schedule “A” – Fines 
 

Bylaw 
section 

First offence* Penalty instead 
of prosecution 

Specified 
penalty 

7 Failing to use a crosswalk to cross a roadway 50.00 75.00 

8 Crowding 50.00 75.00 

9 Obstruct roadway/sidewalk/boulevard 50.00 75.00 

10 Soliciting a ride 50.00 75.00 

17 Control of bicycle 35.00 50.00 

21 Rollerblade or skateboard where prohibited on sidewalk 35.00 50.00 

22 Ice skate, rollerblade, or skateboard on roadway 35.00 75.00 

26 Parking without a permit 35.00 75.00 

33 Parking in alley 35.00 75.00 

35 Obstructing Vehicle or pedestrian in alley 50.00 75.00 

36 Parking RV on highway 75.00 100.00 

38 Park RV create hazard 75.00 100.00 

39(1) RV extends over sidewalk, highway, curb 50.00 75.00 

39(2) RV 1.5 metres setback 50.00 75.00 

39(3) RV extend pass occupant’s property line 50.00 75.00 

40(1) Unattached Trailer 50.00 75.00 

41 RV obstruct access or exit 50.00 75.00 

42 Park RV within 1.5 metres of access to highway 50.00 75.00 

43 RV on highway occupied 50.00 75.00 

44 Vehicle/with trailer exceeds 9 metres 75.00 100.00 

50(1) Obstruct Fire/Emergency Exit 175.00 250.00 

50(2) Obstruct entranceway to Fire Hall/Hospital 175.00 250.00 

51 Park or stop in fire lane 125.00 170.00 

52 Drive over fire hose 60.00 85.00 

53 Park too close to fire hydrant 75.00 100.00 

55 Park in transit zone 50.00 75.00 
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Bylaw 
section 

First offence* Penalty instead 
of prosecution 

Specified 
penalty 

56 Park on City property 50.00 75.00 

57 Park in City-marked parking space 50.00 75.00 

58 Park where signed No Parking 50.00 75.00 

59 Drive/park on boulevard, sidewalk, or pathway 50.00 75.00 

61 Vehicle extended across sidewalk 50.00 75.00 

62(2) Wheels more than 35cm from curb 50.00 75.00 

66 Park perpendicular to curb edge 50.00 75.00 

67(1) Park Where Prohibited 50.00 75.00 

67(2) Park where street cleaning/repairs 50.00 75.00 

69 Park on or too close to crosswalk 35.00 75.00 

70 Stop/Park within 5 metres of Stop/Yield Sign 35.00 75.00 

71 Park within 5 metres of intersection 50.00 75.00 

72 
Operating or parking vehicle not in compliance with Traffic 
Safety Act 

50.00 75.00 

73 Servicing vehicle on highway 50.00 75.00 

74 Stop/Park in Designated Disabled Zone without Permit 175.00 250.00 

75 Fail to park within marked space 50.00 75.00 

76 Double park 50.00 75.00 

77 Park opposite direction traffic 50.00 75.00 

78 Angle park more than 35cm from curb 50.00 75.00 

79 Park in traffic lane 50.00 75.00 

80 Park for longer than designated time 50.00 75.00 

81 Abandoned vehicles 50.00 75.00 

82 Park construction equipment unattended  50.00 75.00 

83 Park within 1.5 metres of a driveway 50.00 75.00 

89 Operate vehicle in transit zone 50.00 75.00 

90 Prohibited mode of transport in transit zone/terminal 35.00 750.00 

91 Operate e-scooter where prohibited 35.00 50.00 
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Bylaw 
section 

First offence* Penalty instead 
of prosecution 

Specified 
penalty 

92 Control of e-scooter 35.00 50.00 

94 Unsecure load 150.00 250.00 

98 Hold or take part in parade without permit 75.00 100.00 

114 Fail to comply with conditions of a parade permit 75.00 100.00 

116 Operate commercial vehicle off truck route 175.00 250.00 

126 Commercial vehicle parked where prohibited 175.00 250.00 

127 Wash vehicle and deposit mud/slush/ice 35.00 75.00 

128 Mud, slush or ice on sidewalk or roadway 50.00 75.00 

130 Drain fluid on highway 50.00 85.00 

131 Identify to Officer 175.00 250.00 

133 Unauthorized sign/object on highway/City Property 75.00 100.00 

134 Operate vehicle with spikes, lugs 50.00 75.00 

139 Failure to comply with all permits excepting parade permit 75.00 100.00 

 
*Subject to the provisions of the Traffic Bylaw,  
 
(1) in the event of a second offence within a 12-period, the penalty instead of 

prosecution and the specified penalty doubles; and  
 
(2) in the event of a third offence within a 12-month period, the penalty instead of 

prosecution and the specified penalty triple.  
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SCHEDULE B - Year-round and Seasonal Truck Route Bans 
 _  
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SCHEDULE C - Permitted use of flashing school bus lights and stop arms 
 
 Road name From  To 

1. Secondary Road 567 East Lake Road East City Limits 

2. Yankee Valley Boulevard 24th Street West City Limits 

3. Range Road 292 TWP Road 270 South City Limits 

4. 24th Street (Range Rd 12) North City Limits South City Limits 

5. Range Road 11 North end of Silvercreek North City Limits 

6. 8th Street SE1/4 Sec.26-26-1-W5 South City Limits 

7. Dickson Stevenson Trail North end of Stonegate North City Limits 

8. Range Road 293 Highland Park Lane North City Limits 

9. Range Road 292 Highland Park Lane North City Limits 

10. Range Road 291 TWP Road 270 North City Limits 

11. TWP Road 274 Range Road 13 Highway 2 

12. TWP Road 274 Range Road 293 East City Limits 

13. Range Road 13 North City Limits South City Limits 

14. TWP Road 272 24th Street West City Limits 

15. TWP Road 270 Range Road 291 East City Limits 

16. TWP Road 264 Range Road 13 Highway 2 

17. Stewart Road   

18. Pinto Lane   

19. Mustang Lane   

20. Appaloosa Lane   

21. Farries Drive   

22. Buffalo Rub Place   

23. Hamilton Green   

24. Croxford Estates   
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SCHEDULE D - Permitted use of flashing school bus lights and stop arms 
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BYLAW NO. B-14/2016 
OF THE CITY OF AIRDRIE 
PROVINCE OF ALBERTA 

 
OFFICE CONSOLIDATION 

 
Being a bylaw of the City of Airdrie to regulate pedestrian and vehicle traffic and the use of all 

highways, sidewalks, and public places within the corporate limits of the City of Airdrie. 
 

WHEREAS the Municipal Government Act, RSA 2000, c M-26 provides that a municipality has the 
direction, control and management of all roads within the municipality; 
 
AND WHEREAS the Traffic Safety Act, RSA 2000, c T-6, authorizes a municipality to pass bylaws 
which govern, restrict, regulate and control vehicle, animal and pedestrian traffic; use of highways, 
streets, lanes and other public places; parking of vehicles; and the use of flashing lights and a stop arm 
by school buses; 
 
AND WHEREAS the Municipal Government Act, RSA 2000, c M-26, authorizes a municipality to pass 
bylaws respecting the safety, health and welfare of people and the protection of people and property; 
activities and things in, on or near a public place or place that is open to the public; and transport and 
transportation systems; 
 
NOW THEREFORE, the Council of the City of Airdrie enacts as follows: 
 

PART 1 – TITLE 
 
1.01 This Bylaw may be cited as the “Traffic Bylaw.” 
 

PART 2 - DEFINITIONS 
 
2.01 In this Bylaw, unless the context otherwise requires:  
 

(a) “Act” means the Traffic Safety Act, RSA 2000, c T-6 as amended or replaced from time 
to time; 

 
(b) “alley” means a narrow highway intended chiefly to give access to the rear of buildings 

and parcels of land and is a highway for the purposes of this Bylaw; 
 

(c) “Appeal Board” means the General Appeal Board appointed by the City of Airdrie 
Council; 
 

(d) “bicycle” means a cycle propelled by human power on which a person can ride, 
regardless of the number of wheels it has, and includes a vehicle that: 
 

(a) may be propelled by muscular or mechanical power; 
 

(b) is fitted with pedals that are continually operable to propel it; 
 

(c) weighs not more than thirty-five (35) kilograms; 
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(d) has a motor that produces not more than seven hundred fifty (750) watts and that 
is driven by electricity or has an engine displacement of not more than fifty (50) 
cubic centimetres; 
 

(e) has no hand or foot operated clutch or gearbox driven by the motor that transfers 
the power to the driven wheel; and 
 

(f) does not have sufficient power to enable it to obtain a speed greater than thirty-
five (35) kilometres per hour on level ground within a distance of two (2) 
kilometres from a standing start, 

 
and excludes mopeds; 
 

(e) “boulevard” means that part of a highway that: 
 

(a) is not a roadway, and 
 

(b) is that part of a sidewalk that is not especially adapted to the use of or ordinarily 
used by pedestrians;  

 
(f) “Bylaw Enforcement Officer” means a person appointed pursuant to City Bylaw No. 

07/97 to enforce the provisions of this Bylaw and other bylaws of the City; 
 

(g) “centre line” means: 
 

(a) the centre of a roadway measured from the curbs or, in the absence of curbs, 
from the edges of the roadway or, 
 

(b) in the case of a highway designated by traffic control devices: 
 

i. as an offset centre highway, or 
 

ii. as a highway having a certain number of traffic lanes for traffic moving in a 
certain direction at all times or at specified times, the line dividing the lanes 
for traffic moving in opposite directions, or  

 
(c) in the case of a divided highway, that portion of the highway separating the 

roadways for traffic moving in opposite directions; 
 

(h) “City” means the municipal corporation of the City of Airdrie and includes the 
geographical area contained within the boundaries of the City, as the context so requires;  
 

(i) “City Manager” means the Chief Administrative Officer of the City of Airdrie or their 
designate. The City Manager is a designated officer for the purposes of section 542 of the 
Municipal Government Act, carrying out inspections and enforcement of this Bylaw;  
 

(j) “commercial loading zone” means a portion of a street set aside adjacent to a curb 
designated for the exclusive use of commercial vehicles for the loading and unloading of 
materials and includes an area designated as such; 
 

(k) “commercial vehicle“ means a vehicle operated on a highway by or on behalf of a person 
for the purpose of providing transportation and includes: 
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(a) vehicle or a combination of commercial vehicles that is registered for a gross 

weight of more than  four thousand five hundred (4,500) kilograms; or a tractor, 
grader, road building or road maintenance equipment, or construction equipment, 
other than truck-type vehicles, regardless of weight and that is not a bus; 
 

(b) a truck-type vehicle; or 
 

(c) a bus,  
 
 but does not include a private passenger vehicle1;          

 
(l) “Council” means the Council of the City of Airdrie; 

 
(m) “crosswalk” means: 

 
(a) that part of a roadway at an intersection included within the connection of the 

lateral lines of the sidewalks on the opposite sides of the highway measured from 
the curbs or, in the absence of curbs, from the edges of the roadway; or 
 

(b) that part of a roadway at an intersection or elsewhere distinctly indicated for 
pedestrian crossing by traffic control devices or by lines or other markings on the 
road surface; 

 
(n) “curb” means the concrete or asphalt edge of a roadway or the division point between 

the roadway and a boulevard or sidewalk; 
 

(o) “disabled loading zone” means a portion of a highway set aside adjacent to a curb 
designated for the exclusive use of vehicles for the loading or unloading of disabled 
passengers and includes an area designated as such; 
 

(p) “disabled parking zone” means a portion of a highway set aside for the exclusive use of 
disabled persons who operate or travel by motor vehicle; 
 

(q) “driver” or “operator” means a person who drives or is in actual physical control of a 
vehicle; 
 

(r) “emergency condition” means an unexpected event requiring immediate action; 
 

(s) “emergency vehicle” means: 
  
(a) a vehicle operated by a police service as defined in the Police Act, RSA 2000, c P-17; 
 
(b) a fire-fighting or other type of vehicle operated by the fire protection service of a 

municipality; 
 
(c) an ambulance operated by a person or organization providing ambulance services; 

 
(d) a vehicle operated as a gas disconnection unit of a public utility; 

 
1 Bylaw No. B-25/2020 
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(e) a vehicle designated by regulation as an emergency response unit; 

 
(t) “e-scooter” means a motor vehicle that: 
 

(a) has a permit to operate granted by the Province of Alberta; 
 

(b) has a permit or licence to operate granted by the City of Airdrie; 
 

(c) has steering handle bars; 
  

(d) consists of a footboard mounted on two or three wheels; and 
 

(e) is capable of being propelled by muscular power and may be propelled by one or 
more electric motors. 2 

 
(u) “fence” means a vertical barrier which is used to prevent or restrict passage, to provide 

visual screening, sound attenuation, protection from dust or other elements, or to mark a 
boundary;  
 

(v) “fire lane” means an access route for fire department vehicles required by the Alberta 
Fire Code 2006, as amended or replaced, for firefighting purposes and marked by signage 
as a fire lane;  
 

(w) “highway” means any thoroughfare, street, road, trail, avenue, parkway, viaduct, lane, 
alley, square, bridge, causeway, trestleway or other public place and any part of them, 
whether publicly or privately owned, that the public is ordinarily entitled or permitted to use 
for the passage or parking of vehicles, and includes:  

 
(a) a sidewalk (including a boulevard adjacent to the sidewalk); 

 
(b) if a ditch lies adjacent to and parallel with the roadway, the ditch; and 

 
(c) if a highway right-of-way is contained between fences or between a fence and on one 

side of the roadway, all the land between the fences, or all the land between the fence 
and the edge of the roadway, as the case may be;  

 
but does not include a place declared by Provincial regulation not to be a highway;  

 
(x) “holiday” means a Sunday, or public holiday as defined in the Interpretation Act, RSA 

2000, c I-8, and a day or portion of a day proclaimed by Council as a civic holiday; 
 

(y) “implement of husbandry” means: 
 
(a) a tractor designed and used for agricultural purposes, or 

 
(b) a vehicle designed and adapted exclusively for agricultural, horticultural, aquacultural 

or livestock raising operations; 
 

 
2 Bylaw B-23/2022 
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(z) “intersection” means the area comprised within the prolongation or connection of: 
 

(a) the lateral curb lines, or if none 
 

(b) the exterior edged of the roadway; 
 
of two or more highways which join one another at an angle whether or not one highway 
crosses the other and includes connections with driveways and pathways; 

 
(aa) “laned roadway” means a roadway divided into two or more marked lanes for vehicles 

proceeding in the same direction; 
 

(bb) “load” means anything put in or on something for conveyance or transportation; 
 

(cc) “loading zone” includes a public loading zone, disabled loading zone and a commercial 
loading zone or any of them, as the context requires; 
 

(dd) “maximum weight” means: 
 

(a) the maximum weight of a vehicle as recorded on the Official Registration Certificate or 
Interim Registration Certificate for such vehicle issued by the Government of the 
Province of Alberta; or 

 
(b) if there is no such Official Registration Certificate or Interim Registration Certificate for 

the vehicle, then the combined weight of the vehicle and the heaviest load that may be 
carried in accordance with the Motor Transport Board of the Province of Alberta and 
Regulations thereunder; 

 
(ee) “mobility aid” means a device to facilitate the transport, in a normal seated orientation, of 

a person with a physical disability; 
 

(ff) “moped” means a vehicle that: 
 

(a) is propelled by an electric motor or an engine that has a displacement of not more 
than fifty (50) cubic centimetres; and 
 

(b) is a limited-speed motorcycle under the Motor Vehicle Safety Regulations (Canada) 
(CRC, c 1038); 

 
(gg) “motor vehicle” means  

 
(a) a vehicle propelled by any power other than muscular power, or 

 
(b) a moped,  

 
but does not include a bicycle, a power bicycle, an aircraft, an implement of husbandry or 
a motor vehicle that runs only on rails;  

 
(hh) “Municipal Enforcement” means the City’s Municipal Enforcement Unit; 

 
(ii) “occupant” means the owner or other person having lawful possession of a premises; 
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(jj) “off-highway vehicle” means any motorized mode of transportation built for cross-
country travel on land, water, snow, ice or marsh or swamp land or on other natural terrain 
and, without limiting the generality of the foregoing, includes, when specifically designed 
for such travel, 

  
(a) 4-wheel drive vehicle 

 
(b) low pressure tire vehicles; 

 
(c) motorcycles and related 2-wheeled vehicles; 

 
(d) amphibious machines; 

 
(e) all terrain vehicles; 

 
(f) miniature motor vehicles; 

 
(g) snow vehicles; 

 
(h) minibikes; and 

 
(i) any other means of transportation that is propelled by any power other than muscular 

power or wind, 
 
but does not include 

 
(j) motor boats; or 

 
(k) any other vehicle exempted from being an off-highway vehicle by regulation under the 

Traffic Safety Act; 
 

(kk) “operator” includes a person who drives or operates a vehicle as the owner thereof or as 
an agent, employee or servant of the owner; 
 

(ll) “owner” means the person or persons listed on the title of a parcel of Land at the Land 
Titles Office or in the case of a vehicle, the person registered as the vehicle owner at the 
Motor Vehicles Registry or a person renting a vehicle or having the exclusive use of a 
vehicle under a lease that has a term of more than thirty (30) days or otherwise having the 
exclusive use of a vehicle for a period of more than thirty (30) days;  
 

(mm) “Officer” means a person appointed by the City to enforce the provisions of this Bylaw 
including a Bylaw Enforcement Officer, Peace Officer, or a member of the RCMP;   
 

(nn) “parade” means a procession or march organized for the purpose of entertainment of 
spectators, display, inspection or promotion of a cause or purpose; 
 

(oo) “park” means, when prohibited, allowing a vehicle to remain stationary in one place, 
except: 

 
(a) while actually engaged in loading or unloading passengers, or 

 
(b) when complying with the direction of a Officer or traffic control device;  
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(pp) “park roadway” means a road, including parking lots for vehicles, in a park space which 

is set aside specifically for use by vehicles and bicycles; 
 

(qq) “park space” means a public space controlled by the City and set aside as a park to be 
used for rest, recreation, exercise, pleasure, amusement, and enjoyment, and includes: 

 
(a) playgrounds; 

 
(b) cemeteries; 

 
(c) natural areas; 

 
(d) sports fields; 

 
(e) pathways; 

 
(f) trails; and 

 
(g) park roadways; 
 

but does not include golf courses; 
 

(rr) “pathway” means a thoroughfare or trail greater than one point four (1.4) metres in width 
controlled by the City which is primarily intended for the use  of pedestrians, cyclists, and 
e-scooters, and is improved by asphalt, shale or gravel surfaces;3 
 

(ss)  “pedestrian” means 
 

(a) a person on foot 
 

(b) a person in or on a mobility aid, 
 

and includes those persons designated by Provincial regulation as pedestrians; 
 

(tt) “permit” means a permit issued under this Bylaw; 
 

(uu) “permit parking zone” means that area of the highway in any location where a permit to 
park is required; 
 

(vv) “person” means any individual, firm, partnership, association or corporation;  
 

(ww) “playground zone” means that portion of a highway identified as a playground zone by a 
traffic control device; 
 

(xx) “premises” means land, including any buildings erected thereon; 
 

(yy) “private driveway” means a portion of private property used for vehicular traffic and 
parking; 

 
3 Bylaw B-23/2022 
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(zz) “private passenger vehicle” means a vehicle used solely for personal transportation, 

 
(a) including the carriage of goods intended of the use or enjoyment of the owner of the 

vehicle or members of the owner’s household, but 
 

(b) not including, in respect of a person’s business, work or employment, the carriage of 
passengers or of goods, except for sample cases or display goods that are conveyed 
by a salesperson and that are not for delivery or resale;  

 
(aaa) “public loading zone” means a portion of a highway set aside adjacent to a curb 

designated for the exclusive use of vehicles for loading or unloading; 
 

(bbb) “public place” means any City-owned, controlled or managed space to which the public 
is permitted access; 
 

(ccc) “recreational vehicle” means a portable structure designed and built to provide 
temporary living accommodation and to be transported on its own wheels or carried by 
another vehicle or a vehicle designed and intended to be used for recreational purposes; 
examples include motor homes, campers, travel trailers, tent trailers, snowmobiles, jet 
skis, boats or similar types of vehicles but do not include mobile homes;  

 
(ddd) “right of way” means the right to immediate use of the roadway in priority to another 

vehicle or a pedestrian using or wishing to use the same highway; 
 

(eee) “roadway” means that part of a highway intended for use by vehicular traffic; 
 

(fff) “school bus” means a motor vehicle used for transporting persons to and from a school 
and on which are displayed the words “School Bus”; 
 

(ggg) “school zone” means that portion of a highway identified as a school zone by a traffic 
control device; 
 

(hhh) “sidewalk” means that part of the highway especially adapted to the use of or ordinarily 
used by pedestrians, and includes that part of the highway between:  

 
(a) the curb line, or  
 
(b) where there is no curb line, the edge of the roadway,  
 
and the adjacent property line, whether or not it is paved or improved, and includes a 
pathway located within this defined area; 

 
(iii) “special road event” means an event or competition taking place in whole or in part on a 

roadway involving walking, running, or the use of bicycles, motorcycles, cars or other 
vehicles, but does not include parades or funeral processions;  
 

(jjj) “stop” means: 
 

(a) when required, a complete cessation of vehicular movement; and 
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(b) when prohibited, any halting, even momentarily, of a vehicle whether occupied or not 
except when necessary to avoid conflict with other traffic or in compliance with the 
directions of an Officer or a traffic control device; 

 
(kkk) “taxi” means a vehicle equipped with a taximeter used to convey persons for a fee; 

 
(lll) “taxi zone” means a portion of a roadway adjacent to the curb designed for the use of 

taxis while waiting for fares and includes the areas set aside exclusively for the use of 
taxis; 
 

(mmm) “traffic” means pedestrians, animals or vehicles while using the highway for the 
purpose of travel; 
 

(nnn) “traffic control device” means any sign, signal, light, marking or a device marked or 
erected under the authority of the Act or of this Bylaw for the purpose of regulating, 
warning or guiding traffic; 
 

(ooo) “traffic control signal” means a traffic control device, whether manually, electrically or 
mechanically operated, by which traffic is directed to stop and to proceed; 
 

(ppp) “traffic lane” means a longitudinal division of a roadway into a strip of sufficient width to 
accommodate the passage of a single line of vehicles whether or not the division is 
indicated by lines on the road surface; 
 

(qqq) “trailer” means a vehicle so designed that it may be attached to or drawn by a motor 
vehicle and intended to transport property and includes a utility trailer but does not include 
machinery or equipment used in the construction or maintenance of highways; 
 

(rrr) “transit terminal” means an area designated by the City as a transit vehicle terminal 
within which passengers may normally transfer between transit vehicles;  
 

(sss) “transit vehicle” means a City vehicle operated solely for the purpose of providing public 
transit service to passengers and includes a transit service support vehicle normally 
operated by transit service inspectors, supervisors and maintenance personnel;  
 

(ttt) “transit zone” means a place where transit passengers are received for transportation or 
delivered after transportation, which place is marked by “transit zone” or “bus stop” 
signage and continues for twenty (20) metres from such signage along the curb against 
the flow of traffic;  
 

(uuu) “truck route” means a highway which has been designated as a truck route as 
designated in Schedule “B” of this Bylaw; 
 

(vvv) “truck-type vehicle” means a vehicle or a group of attached vehicles, which for the 
purposes of this definition shall be considered a single vehicle, intended for the 
conveyance of goods or materials of any kind and includes any assemblage  of truck 
tractor and trailer; and mobile equipment of any kind4;  
       

 
4 Bylaw No. B-25/2020 
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(www) “vehicle” means a device in, on or by which a person or thing may be transported or 
drawn on a highway and includes a combination of vehicles but does not include a 
mobility aid;  
 

(xxx) “violation ticket” means a ticket issued pursuant to Part 2 or 3 of the Provincial Offences 
Procedure Act, RSA 2000, c. P-34; and 
 

(yyy) “voluntary payment tag” means a tag or similar document issued pursuant to the 
Municipal Government Act, RSA 2000, Chapter M-26.  

 
PART 3 – TRAFFIC REGULATIONS 

 
Speed Limits 
 
3.01 Unless otherwise posted by traffic control devices no person shall: 

 
(a) drive a vehicle at a speed in excess of thirty (30) kilometres per hour on any highway within 

the City; 
 
(b) shall drive a vehicle in a school zone or playground zone on any highway in excess of thirty 

(30) kilometres per hour; 
 

(c) drive a vehicle in any laned roadway or alley in the City at a speed in excess of twenty (20) 
kilometres per hour; or 

 
(d) drive a vehicle in a parking lot at a speed in excess of fifteen (15) kilometres per hour. 

 
School Zones 
 
3.02 The prescribed hours during which a school zone is in effect in the City pursuant to the Act are 

seven thirty o’clock in the morning (7:30 a.m.) to five o’clock in the afternoon (5:00 p.m.) on any 
day on which school is held. 

 
PART 4 – PEDESTRIANS 

 
4.01 A pedestrian shall not cross a roadway within one (1) block in any direction of a traffic control 

signal or pedestrian corridor other than in a crosswalk. 
 
4.02 Pedestrians shall not crowd or jostle other pedestrians in such a manner as to create or cause 

discomfort, disturbance or confusion. 
 
4.03  

(a) three (3) or more persons shall not stand in a group, or so near to each other on any 
roadway, sidewalk or boulevard as to obstruct the entrance to or exit from a building, or to 
obstruct or prevent other persons from using such roadway, sidewalk or boulevard; 

 
(b) immediately after a request has been made by an Officer to do so, persons shall disperse 

and move away; 
 
(c) no person shall stand, sit or lie on any roadway in such a manner as to obstruct vehicular or 

pedestrian traffic or as to annoy or inconvenience any other person lawfully upon the 
roadway; 
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4.04 No person shall stand upon or walk along a roadway for the purposes of soliciting a ride from 

the driver of any vehicle unless the person is soliciting a ride from a transit vehicle or taxi. 
 
4.05 Nothing in Section 4.03(a) and/or (c) shall be construed as prohibiting the assembling of 

persons for the purpose of watching a parade for which a permit has been issued. 
 

4.06 Nothing in section 4.03(a) or (c) shall be construed as prohibiting the congregating of assembly 
of individuals to attend, participate in or listen to public speaking so long as the individuals are 
peaceable and orderly and sufficient space is left on the highway, sidewalk or boulevard to allow 
free and unimpeded movement and travel of other pedestrian and vehicle  traffic. In the event 
that any congregation or assembly of individuals results in the obstructions referenced in ection 
4.03(a) or (c), the individuals causing the obstruction, annoyance or inconvenience shall 
forthwith disperse and move away from the area upon being requested to do so by any Officer 
or other person duly authorized to make the request pursuant to section 4.03(b). 

 
PART 5 – BICYCLES and E-SCOOTERS5 

 
5.01 Unless the context otherwise requires, a person operating a bicycle on a highway has all the 

rights and is subject to all the duties that any vehicle operator has under this Bylaw. 
 

5.02 No person shall ride a bicycle on any sidewalk except where expressly permitted by a traffic 
control device or by this Bylaw. Bicycles operated by persons twelve (12) years old and younger 
are excluded from this provision. 

 
5.03 Further to Section 5.02, a person shall be permitted to ride a bicycle on any pathway or 

sidewalk in excess of one point four (1.4) metres providing it is ridden in a way that does not 
interfere with a pedestrian lawfully on or using such pathway. 
 

5.04 A person riding a bicycle or e-scooter on a sidewalk or pathway, where allowed, shall: 
 

(a)  yield the right of way to slower moving persons or cyclists; 
 

(b) alert a person about to be overtaken by sounding a bell a reasonable amount of time before 
overtaking; 
 

(c) use reasonable care when overtaking another person or passing on the left; and 
 

(d) travel under control and at a reasonable rate of speed having regard to the nature, 
condition and use of the sidewalk or pathway including the amount of pedestrian traffic. 
 

5.05 No person shall operate an e-scooter on or across any highway except on: 
 

(a) a sidewalk or boulevard; 
 

(b) pathways;  
 

(c) roadways where the speed limit is 30 kilometres per hour or less;  
 

 
5 Bylaw B-23/2022 
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(d) a crosswalk; and  
 

(e) a lane.  
 
5.06 Notwithstanding section 5.05, a person may not operate an e-scooter on private property, 

including malls and parking lots, unless the e-scooter owner has obtained permission from the 
owner of the private property.  
 

5.07 A person must be at least 16 years old to operate an e-scooter. An e-scooter owner must not 
allow a person less than 16 years old to rent or operate an e-scooter.  

5.08 A person who is operating an e-scooter must not carry any passengers on that e-scooter. 
5.09 A person must not operate an e-scooter in a reckless manner, having regard to the 

circumstances. 
 

PART 6 – USE OF SIDEWALKS 
 
6.01 This part does not apply to pathways governed by City Bylaw No. B-13/2009, The Parks Bylaw. 
 
6.02 Except as otherwise provided in this part, a person shall not: 
 

(a) drive, lead, or allow a hoofed animal to walk; 
 
(b) drive, draw, or push any motor vehicle; 

 
(c) ride a horse; or 

 
(d) draw, push, propel or ride a wheeled vehicle of any description other than a bicycle, e-

scooter, or mobility aid, 
 
on or along a sidewalk, pathway, or boulevard.6 

 
6.03 Notwithstanding the provisions of subsection 6.02, a person may draw, push, or propel: 
 

(a) a two wheeled cart or other personal grocery carrier; or 
 
(b) a baby carriage, a wheeled device for carrying a child or an invalid; or 
 
(c) an e-scooter or mobility aid; or 
 
(d) a child’s tricycle; 
 
on or along a sidewalk or pathway in such a way as to not interfere with other users of the 
sidewalk or pathway.7 

 
6.04 No person shall use rollerblades, scooters, e-scooters, Segways, or a skateboard on a sidewalk 

if the City Manager has posted a traffic control device indicating that rollerblades, scooters, e-

 
6 Bylaw B-23/2022 
7 Bylaw B-23/2022 
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scooters, Segways, or a skateboard are prohibited on the sidewalk of the block in which the 
traffic control device is posted.8 

 
6.05 No person shall ice skate or rollerblade or skateboard upon a roadway. 
 
6.06 No person shall load or unload goods across a sidewalk or boulevard where there are 

designated loading and unloading facilities on the property. 
 
6.07 Subsection 6.06 does not apply to crossing a sidewalk in a place where there is a laned 

roadway or prepared crossing or where permission has been granted for such purpose. 
 

PART 7 - PARKING 
 
7.01 For the purposes of Part 7, an owner of a vehicle shall be liable for any offence committed by an 

operator of such vehicle. 
 
Parking Permits 
 
7.02 The City Manager is hereby authorized to designate a permit parking zone anywhere within the 

City. 
 
7.03 Where a permit parking zone has been designated and signs designating the permit parking 

zone have been installed, residents who reside with the permit parking zone may apply to 
Municipal Enforcment for a total of two (3) permits per residence, which includes one (1) visitor 
permit.  This permit will only be issued upon presentation of a valid Alberta Vehicle Registration 
showing an address within that permit parking zone or other information that is acceptable to the 
Cith Manager.  Such permits shall be valid for a period of five (5) years. 

 
7.04 A vehicle shall not be parked in a permit parking zone unless a valid and subsisting parking 

permit for that permit parking zone is clearly displayed on the vehicle. 
 
7.05 In the event a person to whom a parking permit has been issued moves from the restricted 

parking area for which the permit was granted, he shall: 
 
(a) remove the permit from the vehicle; and 
 
(b) inform and present the parking permit to Airdrie Municipal Enforcement. 

 
7.06 When a person to whom a permit has been granted sells the motor vehicle in respect of which it 

was granted he shall remove the permit therefrom and: 
 

(a) if he has obtained another motor vehicle for which a permit may be granted pursuant to this 
Bylaw, transfer the permit to the new vehicle; or 

 
(b) if he has not obtained another motor vehicle for which a permit may be granted he shall 

surrender the permit to Municipal Enforcement. 
 
7.07 No person to whom a permit is granted shall sell, trade, give away or otherwise dispose of the 

permit or allow any other person to obtain the same. 
 

8 Bylaw B-23/2022 
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Parking in Alleys 
 
7.08 (a) Unless a sign otherwise permits, no person shall park a motor vehicle in an alley. 
 

(b) Parking a motor vehicle in an alley is permitted: 
 

i) for the purpose of loading or unloading goods from a commercial vehicle for a period not 
to exceed thirty (30) minutes, or 

 
ii) for the purpose of loading or unloading goods or passengers from a  motor vehicle other 

than a commercial vehicle for a period not to exceed fifteen (15) minutes.  
 

(c) If a motor vehicle, while loading or unloading goods or passengers as provided in this 
Section obstructs or prevents other motor vehicles or persons from passing along the 
alley the owner, or operator, of such motor vehicle shall be guilty of an offense. 

 
Recreational Vehicles, Trailers and Off-Highway Vehicles 
 
7.09 No person shall park a recreational vehicle on a highway in the City except in accordance with 

this Section: 
  

(a) recreational vehicles may only be parked on the area of highway which is immediately 
adjacent to the recreational vehicle’s owner or operator’s place of residence; and 

 
(b) recreational vehicles may only be parked on the highway for a maximum of seventy-two (72) 

consecutive hours following which the owner or operator shall move the recreational vehicle 
to an off-highway location for a period of not less than forty-eight (48) consecutive hours 
before the recreational vehicle may be parked again in the same area of the street 
immediately adjoining the owner’s or operator’s place of residence for the allowed period of 
time stated in this Section.  
 

5.10 No owner or operator of a recreational vehicle shall park the recreational vehicle on any 
highway in the City in such a manner as to constitute a hazard to other persons using the 
highway. 

 
5.11 Recreational vehicles including attachments (e.g. hitches, bicycle carriers, etc.) that are parked 

on a front driveway or at the back of the lot adjacent to an alley:  
 

(a) shall not extend onto the sidewalk, pathway, curb or highway or alley; or  
 
(b) shall be setback one and one half (1.5) meters from the curb where no sidewalk or pathway 

exist; or  
 

(c) shall not extend past the occupant’s property line where no sidewalk, pathway or curb exists.  
 
5.12 No person shall park a recreational vehicle or trailer (whether designed for occupancy by 

persons or for the carrying of goods or equipment) upon any highway unless the said 
recreational vehicle or trailer is attached to a vehicle by which it may be propelled or drawn and 
when so attached the recreational vehicle or trailer shall be deemed part of the vehicle and 
subject to the regulations pertaining to the vehicle.  

 

175



Traffic Bylaw No. B-14/2016 
Consolidated as of June 7, 2022   Page 15 of 36 

5.13 No person shall park a recreational vehicle or trailer so as to obstruct access to or exit from a 
highway, from any driveway, or adjacent highway. 

 
5.14 No person shall park a recreational vehicle within one and one half (1.5) meters of an access to 

a highway. 
 
5.15 A recreational vehicle parked on a highway shall not be occupied.  
 
5.16 No person shall park a vehicle, recreational vehicle or any vehicle with any type of trailer 

attached thereto upon any highway in a residential development if the overall length of the 
vehicle, recreational vehicle or the vehicle with trailer exceeds nine (9) metres.  

 
5.17 Section 7.16 shall not apply so as to prohibit such recreational vehicle being parked on a 

highway for the purpose of cleaning, unloading or loading goods to or from premises abutting 
such highway provided this is completed within twenty-four (24) hours. If the loading or 
unloading is taking place during a period of restricted visibility, then the vehicle and its trailer 
shall have all front and rear parking lights illuminated.  

 
7.18 Recreational vehicles, off-highway vehicles and trailers must be parked on gravel, concrete or 

paved parking pad in a residential area when the recreational vehicle is visible to the public from 
the front street unless otherwise approved by a valid Development Permit.  

 
7.19 In order to determine the time which a vehicle or recreational vehicle has been parked in a 

location where parking is restricted to a specific time, an Officer or other person charged with 
the enforcement of parking prohibitions and restrictions may place an erasable chalk mark on 
the tread face of the tire of the parked or stopped vehicle or recreational vehicle without such 
Officer or other person or the City incurring any liability for so doing. No person shall remove an 
erasable chalk mark placed while the vehicle remains parked in the location where it was 
marked.  

 
Unauthorized Parking - Fire Access 
 
7.20 No person shall park a vehicle for any period of time: 
 

(a) where the vehicle may in any way interfere with the use of a doorway intended as a fire or 
emergency exit from any building abutting the highway; or 

 
(b) in the entranceway to any fire hall or the ambulance entranceway to any fire hall or the 

ambulance entranceway to any hospital or urgent care centre. 
 
7.21 No owner or operator of a vehicle shall stop or park, or permit the stopping or parking of the 

vehicle in any signed fire lane. 
 
7.22 No person shall park or drive a vehicle over a fire hose laid on a highway. 
 
7.23 Except as permitted in this Section, a vehicle shall not be stopped on a highway within five (5) 

metres of a fire hydrant. 
 
Unauthorized Parking - General 
 
7.24 Unauthorized parking will not be enforced on private property with the exception of unauthorized 

parking in relation to fire lanes and parking within a disabled parking zone. 
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7.25 No person shall park a vehicle upon any highway in such a manner that any part of the vehicle 

is within four (4) metres of the centre line of the highway whether or not such centre line is 
marked on the highway provided that the foregoing shall only apply to highways where the 
portion thereof intended for vehicular traffic is twelve (12) metres or more in width. 

 
7.26 No owner or operator of a vehicle shall park in any transit zone properly marked by a traffic 

control device unless that vehicle is a transit vehicle. 
 
7.27 No person shall park any vehicle upon any land owned by the City which the City uses or 

permits to be used as park space, except on such part thereof as the City Manager may 
designate by a sign or signs for vehicular parking. 

 
7.28 No person shall park any vehicle in any parking space upon City-owned property where such 

space has been reserved for a vehicle operated by an employee of the City unless that person 
is a City employee and displays a clearly visible permit in the vehicle. 

 
7.29 No person shall park a vehicle on any portion of a highway, including a parking lot, marked by 

traffic control devices as “No Parking”. 
 
7.30 No person shall drive or park any vehicle, ex on any sidewalk, pathway or boulevard in the City. 
 
7.31 No person shall park a vehicle on a driveway or entranceway to any building so that any part of 

that vehicle extends across any portion of a boulevard, sidewalk or pathway. 
 
7.32 When parking on a roadway, a driver shall park his vehicle with the sides thereof parallel to the 

curb or edge of the roadway, and 
 

(a) with the right wheels thereof not more than thirty-five (35) centimetres from the right curb or 
edge of the roadway, or  

 
(b) in the case of a one-way highway where parking on either side of the highway is permitted, 

with the wheels closest to a curb or edge of the roadway not more than thirty-five (35) 
centimetres from that curb or edge of the roadway, and with the vehicle facing the direction 
of travel authorized for that highway. 

 
7.33 No person shall park perpendicular to a curb edge so as to cause a hazard to vehicles and/or 

pedestrians or next to the edge of a roadway unless marked by a sign allowing such parking.9 
 
7.34 No person shall park perpendicular to a curb edge or next to the edge of a roadway unless 

marked by a sign allowing such parking. 
 
7.35 No person shall park a vehicle: 
 

(a) on any portion of a highway marked by a traffic control device that prohibits stopping or 
parking; or  

 
(b) on any portion of a highway marked by a temporary City “No Parking Sign” for the purposes 

of allowing City employees or contractors to repair, clear or clean the highway between the 
hours of one o’clock in the morning (1:00 a.m.) and twelve o’clock midnight (12:00 

 
9 Bylaw No. B-03/2017 

177



Traffic Bylaw No. B-14/2016 
Consolidated as of June 7, 2022   Page 17 of 36 

midnight) during any days that the “No Parking Sign” is in effect.  Any vehicles that are 
parked in violation of this Section may be towed or removed from the portion of the highway 
being cleaned, cleared or repaired, at the owner’s expense, and the vehicles may be 
moved to an adjacent highway. 

 
7.36 No person shall park a truck-tractor unit on any highway in a residential area whether or not a 

trailer is attached to it for loading or unloading. 
 
7.37 A vehicle shall not be parked: 
 

(a) on a crosswalk or any part of a crosswalk; or 
 
(b) within five (5) metres of the near side of a marked crosswalk. 

 
7.38 A vehicle shall not park within five (5) metres of the approach to a stop sign or yield sign. 
 
7.39 A vehicle shall not be parked: 
 

(a) at an intersection, within five (5) metres of the projection of the curb or edge of the 
roadway; 
 

(b) within an intersection, other than immediately next to the curb or edge of the roadway in a 
“T” intersection; 
 

unless a traffic control device permits or requires. 
 

7.40 No owner or operator of any motor vehicle which: 
 
(a) is not equipped in accordance with the Act; or 
 
(b) is not in operable condition; 
 
shall cause or permit such vehicle to be parked or left on any highway. 

 
7.41 Except in the case of a breakdown or other emergency not allowing the motor vehicle to be 

moved, the owner or operator of any motor vehicle shall not stand or park it on the highway for 
the purpose of servicing or repairing the vehicle. 

 
7.42 A vehicle shall not be parked on a highway identified as a disabled parking zone unless the 

vehicle: 
 

(a) displays a valid disabled placard or license plate issued or recognized by the Registrar; and 
 
(b) is being used for the transportation of a person with a disability. 

 
7.43 Where a vehicle parking space is marked out or designated upon a highway, the operator of a 

vehicle making use of the parking space shall park his/her vehicle wholly within one marked out 
or designated parking space. 

 
7.44 No person shall park on the roadway side of a motor vehicle parked or stopped at the curb of 

the edge of the roadway. 
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7.45 No person shall park a motor vehicle on a roadway so that it faces in the opposite direction of 
the traffic flow for that side of the roadway. 
 

7.46 Where angle parking is permitted on a highway, no person shall park a motor vehicle so that the 
front of the motor vehicle is more than thirty-five (35) centimetres from the curb or edge of the 
roadway. 
 

7.47 (a)  No person shall park a vehicle on a traffic lane. 
 

 (b) This Section shall not apply where the parking is unavoidable due to mechanical failure 
provided the operator promptly takes measures to clear the vehicle from the highway. 

 
7.48 (a)  Where a sign restricts the parking of vehicles to a specific time, it shall be an offence to park 

a vehicle in excess of the time so designated and marked on the sign. 
 
(b) After the issuance of a voluntary payment tag concerning a vehicle for the first violation of 

sub-section (1) hereof and vehicle remaining parked in excess of the time permitted on the 
sign for a further period then a second offence shall be deemed to have occurred. 

 
(c) The provisions of this section shall not apply on a holiday. 
 

7.49 A motor vehicle that is: 
 
(a) left standing on a highway for more than seventy-two (72) consecutive hours, unless otherwise 

provided for in a bylaw in the case of a highway under the direction, control and management 
of the Council of a municipality, or 

 
(b) left standing on public or private property for more than seventy-two (72) consecutive hours 

without the consent of the owner or person in possession or control of the property,  
 
is deemed to have been abandoned at that location.10    

 
7.50 No person shall park equipment such as zoom booms, cranes or any other construction 

equipment unattended on a City highway.11      
 
7.51 No parking is allowed within one and one half (1.5) metres from a driveway so as not to block 

the entrance or exit of said driveway.12                   
 
7.52 (a) Any Officer is hereby authorized to remove or cause to be removed any vehicle or trailer: 

 
(i) parked in contravention of a provision of this Bylaw; or 
 
(ii) where emergency conditions may require such removal from a highway. 

 
(b) Such vehicle may be removed to a place designated by the City Manager where it will 

remain until claimed by the owner thereof or his agent. 
 

 
10 Bylaw No. B-25/2020 
11 Bylaw No. B-03/2017 
12 Bylaw No. B-03/2017 
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(c) With the exception of vehicles removed during emergency conditions, towing charges will be 
a debt owing to the City and may be in addition to any fine or penalty imposed in respect of 
any such violation, or to any payment made in lieu to prosecution as provided for in Part 18. 

 
Exemption from Parking Provisions 
 
7.53 Notwithstanding anything elsewhere contained in this Bylaw, the provisions relating to stopping 

or parking of vehicles do not apply to: 
 

(a) emergency vehicles; 
 
(b) service vehicles used in conjunction with the servicing of public utilities including telephone 

systems, electric systems, natural gas systems and cablevision systems; 
 
(c) municipal and other government public works vehicles; or 
 
(d) towing service vehicles; 

 
while any such vehicle is being used in work requiring that it be stopped or parked at that location. 

 
7.54 Where the owner or operator of a vehicle stops, stands or parks pursuant to subsection 7.50 

contrary to other provisions of this Bylaw, he shall take due precaution to indicate the presence 
of such vehicle on any highway while so parked or stopped. 
 

 
PART 8 - TRANSIT ZONES/TRANSIT TERMINAL 

 
8.01 No person shall operate a vehicle or e-scooter, such that it enters a transit zone or transit 

terminal unless: 
 

(a) that vehicle is a transit vehicle; or 
 

(b) the transit zone comprises part of a travelling laned roadway. 
 

 
PART 9 - SECURING LOADS AND USE OF TARPAULINS 

 
9.01 All loads of earth, sand, gravel, or other loose material shall be completely covered and secured 

by a tarpaulin or other covering. 
 
9.02 No person shall drive a vehicle with a load on a highway unless the load has been secured to 

prevent the load from falling onto a highway or land adjacent thereto or shifting within the 
vehicle box or trailer box. 

 
9.03 In the event that any part of a vehicle’s load becomes loose or detached or blows, drops, spills 

or falls from any vehicle onto a highway, the operator shall take all reasonable precautions to 
safeguard traffic and to remove any materials from the highway, as soon as practicable.  
Municipal Enforcement must be notified of any load that spills onto a highway. 

 
PART 10 - PARADES/SPECIAL ROADWAY EVENTS 
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10.01 No person shall participate in any parade or special roadway event of any kind on a city 
highway until a permit for same has been issued by the City Manager.  
 

10.02 Any person or organization wishing to organize a parade or special roadway event shall, at least 
thirty (30) days prior to the time they desire to hold the same, make application in writing to the 
City Manager and advise the City Manager of the place of origin, destination, and route to be 
followed by such a parade or special roadway event, along with the time and date thereof. The 
City Manager has the discretion to waive the thirty (30) day application period. A one hundred 
($100.00) dollar non-refundable fee shall accompany any application. 

 
10.03 The City Manager may approve an application for a special roadway event or parade, specifying 

the route to follow, the time the special roadway event or parade may take place and the type of 
vehicles, floats, or other displays that will be allowed to take part.  Further, the City Manager 
may set conditions as he deems appropriate for the purposes of ensuring public safety and 
protection of private and public property. 

 
10.04 When a permit has been granted for a parade or special roadway event: 
 

(a) notwithstanding any provisions of this Bylaw, a person or persons may congregate on the 
sidewalks or a portion of a highway designated for the purpose in order to view the parade 
or special roadway event; and 

 
(b) the City Manager may close all or portions of the highway along the route set out in the 

permit for the anticipated time of the parade or special roadway event and for such 
additional time as necessary to clear the highway for normal traffic. 

 
10.05 When a permit for a parade or special roadway event has been issued, the permit holder shall 

not permit any vehicles other than private passenger vehicles, animals or floats to take part in 
the parade or special event on the highway which are not authorized by permit.  No person shall 
operate or bring any vehicle other than private passenger vehicles, animals or floats onto a 
highway which is the subject of a parade or special roadway event permit unless the vehicle, 
animal or float is authorized to be on the highway pursuant to the permit. 

 
10.06 Unless the person who receives permission to conduct or arrange for a parade or special 

roadway event has received specific permission to allow animals, vehicles, or floats to take part, 
no person shall allow any vehicles, other than private passenger vehicles, animals, or floats 
over which he has any control to participate or to be placed in the highway on the route during a 
parade or special roadway event. 

 
10.07 Where pursuant to the provisions of Subsection 10.06 permission is obtained allowing floats, 

animals, or vehicles other than private passenger vehicles to be placed in or on the route, the 
person or persons sponsoring the parade or special roadway event shall enter into an 
agreement satisfactory to the City to indemnify and save harmless the City from and against any 
and all claims for injury to any person or persons, and damage to any real or personal property 
arising by reason of or in any way connected with the entry, placing, or operation of the vehicle, 
animals, or float in the parade or special roadway event whether prior to, during, or after the 
parade or special roadway event and whether arising out of or directly or indirectly caused by 
any act, omission or negligence of the City, its employees or agents, and shall furnish a policy of 
liability insurance in an amount required by the City’s Insurance & Risk Management Advisor 
naming the City as an additional insured, and the granting of the permission for allowing 
vehicles, animals or floats to take part in the parade or special roadway event shall be the 
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consideration for such indemnity.  Such agreement may also include provision for the collection 
of a damage deposit from the permit holder(s). 

 
10.08 Notwithstanding the indemnity or the insurance required by Subsection 10.07, the owner, 

sponsor, driver or operator of a vehicle, animal, or float and all persons on such vehicle, animal 
or float taking part in the parade or special roadway event shall ensure that: 

 
(a) no part of the vehicle, animal, or float will damage the highway, electric or telephone poles 

or wires, streetlights, transit posts, cables or supports, traffic signal lights or signs, fire 
hydrants, or any other property of the City or a public utility in a highway, and 

 
(b) the vehicle, animal, float, or anything thereon or attached thereto will not injure any person 

or cause damage to any real or personal property, and 
 
(c) no portion of the vehicle, animal, or float or anything erected, placed on or attached to the 

vehicle, animal, or float will come in contact with any telephone wire or any wire charged 
with or carrying electric current. 

 
10.09 If there is any damage to public property, or it becomes necessary for the City to clean up any 

debris, garbage or waste left on public property as a result of an approved parade or special 
roadway event, then the costs incurred in repairing the damage or in the cleanup will be the 
responsibility of the permit holder(s). 

 
10.10 Should Officers or other City staff be required to assist with the parade or special roadway 

event, including but not limited to controlling and directing traffic, the cost of such assistance 
shall be the responsibility of the permit holders(s). 

 
10.11 Where approval has been granted for a parade or special roadway event, a person must not join 

or otherwise interfere with the parade or special roadway event without the permission of the 
permit holder. 

 
10.12 A person who joins or otherwise interferes with a parade or special roadway event without 

permission must depart the immediate area of the parade or special roadway event immediately 
after having been directed to do so by an Officer. 

 
10.13 A permit holder must comply with all conditions set out in the permit.  Where the permit holder 

fails to comply with the conditions set out by the City Manager, the City Manager may cancel the 
permit. 

 
PART 11 - TRUCK ROUTES 

 
11.01 For the purposes of Part 11, heavy vehicle means: 
 

(a) A vehicle having a gross vehicle weight exceeding four thousand five hundred (4,500) 
kilograms, or 

 
(b) A motor vehicle with a trailer having a gross weight exceeding four thousand five hundred 

(4,500) kilograms. 
 
11.02 No person shall operate or park a heavy vehicle on a highway other than a highway specified in 

Schedule “B”. 
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(a) The following shall not be deemed to be operating a vehicle in contravention of section 
11.02 if the vehicle was being operated on the most direct and practicable route between 
the premises or location concerned and the nearest truck route: 

 
i) Persons delivering or collecting goods or merchandise to or from the premises of bona 

fide customers; 
 
ii) Persons going to or from business premises of the owner of the heavy vehicle 

concerned; 
 

iii) Persons moving a house for which the necessary moving permits have been issued by 
the City; or 

 
iv) Persons going to or from premises for the servicing or repairing of the heavy vehicles. 

 
(b) The following shall not be deemed to be in contravention of Section 11.02: 
 

i) Persons driving a transit vehicle. 
 
ii) Persons driving a vehicle owned by or actually in service of the City. 

 
iii) Persons driving an emergency vehicle. 

 
iv) In the event that a heavy vehicle has broken down. 

 
11.03 No person while operating a heavy vehicle away from the Truck Routes established by 

Schedule “B” of this Bylaw for any of the reasons set forth in 11.04 shall exceed a speed of 
thirty (30) kilometres per hour.13 

 
 
Commercial Carrier Permitting 
 
11.04 The City Manager or his designate may, under circumstances which are considered to warrant a 

commercial haul permit, issue such  permit with associated fees, authorizing the single 
trip  movement of a heavy truck on all highways  and truck routes within the City. Any person 
driving a heavy truck on a route authorized by a permit shall produce the same when required to 
do so by an Officer.14  

 
11.05 All commercial permits for single trip commercial movements including overweight, over 

dimensional, off truck route travel etc. will be made through the Provincial MJ TRAVIS system 
as per Bylaw No. B-15/2017.The permit will include the following: 

 
(a) the date authorized to move; 

 
(b) the proposed route of travel within the City; 

 
(c) any applicable weights and number of axles; and 

 

 
13 Bylaw No. B-25/2020 
14 Bylaw No. B-25/2020 
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(d) all rules applicable to the type of permit.15       
 
11.06 In the case of multiple loads, the applicant may be required to enter into a Road Use Agreement 

to the satisfaction of the City.16         
 
 

Identification of Truck Routes  
 
11.07 The City Manager may cause signs or other traffic control devices to be erected along Truck 

Routes to identify the beginning and end of a Truck Route.  
 
 
Truck Routes - General 
 
11.08 No person shall drive a heavy vehicle on any highway except on the truck routes designated in 

Schedule “B”.17          
 

11.09 The provisions of this Part 11 shall not apply to:  
 

(a) vehicles owned or leased by City utilities;   
 
(b) emergency vehicles; 
 
(c) vehicles owned or leased by other utility companies while being used for inspection, 

maintenance or repair work in respect of the companies' utilities; or 
 
(d) vehicles owned or leased by cable television companies while being used for inspection, 

maintenance or repair work in respect of the companies' cable television facilities;  
 

provided that the vehicle is responding to an emergency situation from which property damage 
or personal injury might reasonably result. 

 
11.10 

(a) A commercial vehicle, with or without a vehicle with a trailer attached, with a maximum gross 
weight exceeding five (5) tonnes shall not be parked on a highway:  
 
(i) in a location not adjoining residential property at any time after seven o’clock (7:00 p.m.) 

in the evening and before seven o’clock (7:00 a.m.) the next morning,  
 
except when parked on a designated truck route.18     

 
(b) This section does not apply if the vehicle:   

 
(i) is a recreational vehicle; or  
 
(ii) is an emergency vehicle or vehicle transporting goods for emergency response or 

highway repair; or  

 
15 Bylaw No. B-25/2020 
16 Bylaw No. B-25/2020 
17 Bylaw No. B-25/2020 
18 Bylaw No. B-25/2020 
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(iii) is a school bus loading or unloading passengers; or  
 
(iv) a commercial vehicle with the hazard warning lamps alight and in the process of loading 

or unloading goods.19           
 

PART 12 – MISCELLANEOUS HIGHWAY REGULATIONS 
 
12.01 No person shall wash a vehicle upon a highway or so near a highway as to result in depositing 

mud or creating slush or ice upon a public sidewalk or roadway. 
 
12.02 No person operating business premises to which entry or exit for vehicles is made by a crossing 

located between the highway curb, and the private property line shall allow water or mud, slush 
or ice or icy or frozen snow to remain on the public sidewalk or roadway portion of such 
crossing, but shall be responsible to keep the same clean and clear of all such matter liquids or 
substances as may be or become a hazard to pedestrians. 

 
12.03 No person shall drain any fluid associated with the operation of a motor vehicle upon a highway. 
 
12.04 When requested by an Officer:  

 
(a) the driver or operator of a vehicle, or the person in charge of a vehicle on a highway, shall 

correctly state his or her name and address and the name and address of the owner of the 
vehicle;  
 

(b) a pedestrian or the operator of a bicycle, who, in the opinion of the Officer has committed an 
offence under this Bylaw, shall correctly state his or her name and address. 

 
12.05  

(a) No person shall place any sign, notice or object upon a highway or boulevard or upon 
abutting property including sidewalks unless authorized by the City. 

 
(b) Any sign, notice of other object placed on or beside a highway or bouevard or upon abutting 

public lands including sidewalks shall be liable to removal and immediate disposal by the 
City without any notice or warning to the owner. 

 
PART 13 – STREETS REGULATIONS 

 
13.01 No person shall operate a vehicle on a highway with: 

 
(a) spikes, lugs, cleats, bands or other items projecting from the surface of the wheel or tire; 

or 
 
(b) skids, unless using flat metal or rubberized tracks. 

 
PART 14 – SCHOOL BUSES 

 
14.01 The operator of a school bus shall not, at any time, activate alternate red or yellow flashing 

lights and stop arms on a school bus while the school bus is loading or unloading passengers 

 
19 Bylaw No. B-25/2020 
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on a highway within the City except on those highways listed in Schedule “C” and mapped on 
Schedule “D”. 

 
PART 15 – ADMINISTRATION  

 
Powers of the City Manager 
 
15.01 Without restricting any other power, duty or function granted by this Bylaw, the City Manager 

may: 
 

(a) carry out any inspections to determine compliance with this Bylaw; 
 
(b) take any steps or carry out any actions required to enforce this Bylaw; 
 
(c) take any steps or carry out any actions required to remedy a contravention of this Bylaw; 
 
(d) establish forms for the purposes of this Bylaw; 
 
(e) designate where traffic control devices are to be erected and for purposes of greater 

certainty, this includes traffic control devices restricting the speed of vehicles; 
 
(f) designate any highway or portion thereof for one-way traffic only; 
 
(g) designate any roadway as one to be divided into traffic lanes of such number as is proper; 
 
(h) designate “School Zones” and “Playground Zones” as appropriate; 

 
(i) designate highways or any portion thereof as passenger or commercial vehicle loading and 

unloading spaces including disabled and school bus loading zones for such time limits as 
appropriate; 
 

(j) designate transit zones and school bus loading or unloading zones; 
 

(k) designate portions of any highway as taxi zones; 
 

(l) close any existing median or divider on a highway; and 
 

(m) temporarily close any highway for the purpose of construction, repairs, maintenance or other 
valid reason where a hazard exist or would be created if the road were not closed. 

 
PART 16 - PERMITS 

 
16.01 A person to whom a permit other than a parade permit has been issued pursuant to this Bylaw, 

and any person carrying out an activity otherwise regulated, restricted or prohibited by this 
Bylaw pursuant to such permit, shall comply with any terms or conditions forming part of the 
permit.  

 
16.02 A person shall not make any false or misleading statement or provide any false or misleading 

information to obtain a permit pursuant to this Bylaw.  
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16.03 If any term or condition of a permit issued pursuant to this Bylaw is contravened, or if a false or 
misleading statement or false or misleading information was provided to obtain the permit, the 
City Manager may immediately cancel the permit.  

 
Proof of Permit  
 
16.04 The onus of proving a permit has been issued in relation to any activity otherwise regulated, 

restricted or prohibited by this Bylaw, is on the person alleging the existence of such a permit on 
a balance of probabilities. 

 
 

PART 17 - OWNER'S LIABILITY 
 
17.01 Where a vehicle is driven, used, parked, or left in contravention of any of the provisions of this 

Bylaw, the owner of the vehicle is guilty of the contravention and liable to the penalty provided in 
this Bylaw, unless he proves to the satisfaction of the provincial judge or justice trying the case 
for contravention of this Bylaw that at the time of the contravention the vehicle was not driven, 
used, parked, or left by him or by any other person with his consent, expressed or implied. 

 
 

PART 18 – ENFORCEMENT 
Offence 
 
18.01 A person who contravenes this Bylaw is guilty of an offence.  
 
18.02 Any person who contravenes any provision of this Bylaw is guilty of an offence and liable on 

summary conviction to a fine not less than Five Hundred ($500.00) Dollars and not more than 
Two Thousand Five Hundred ($2,500.00) Dollars, and if in default of payment of any fine 
imposed, to imprisonment for not more than six (6) months.  

 
18.03 In the case of an offence that is of a continuing nature, a contravention constitutes a separate 

offence in respect of each day, or part of a day, on which it continues, and a person guilty of 
such an offence is liable to a fine in an amount not less than that established by this Bylaw for 
each such day.  

 
18.04 The specified fines for an offence committed pursuant to this Bylaw are set out in the attached 

Schedule “A.”  
 
 
Voluntary Payment Tag  
 
18.05 An Officer is hereby authorized and empowered to issue a voluntary payment tag to any person 

who the Officer has reasonable and probable grounds to believe has contravened any provision 
of this Bylaw. 

 
18.06 A voluntary payment tag shall contain the following: 
 

(a) the date and time of the offence; 
 

(b) the contact information of the accused; 
 

(c) the number and description of the violation; 
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(d) specified penalty option; 

 
(e) date assigned when the voluntary payment option expires (after which a provincial ticket will 

be issued); 
 

(f) operator license number, MVID number for vehicle violations; 
 

(g) instructions on where to pay a voluntary payment ticket; 
 

(h) discount information detailinig the number of days a discount applies; and 
 

(i) contact information of Municipal Enforcment. 
 
18.07 A municipal voluntary payment tag may be issued to such person or corporation:  
 

(a) either personally;   
 
(b) by mailing a copy to such person at his last known address; 

 
(c) left with a person of age who shares the same residence; or 

 
(d) in the case of a parking ticket, leaving the the parking ticket on the vehicle.  

 
18.08 Where a contravention of this Bylaw is of a continuing nature, further voluntary payment tags or 

Summons may be issued by an Officer provided that no more than one (1) voluntary payment 
tag or Summons shall be issued for each calendar day that the contravention continues.  

 
18.09 Where any person has been issued a voluntary payment tag for a contravention of the same 

provision of this Bylaw twice within one twelve (12) month period, the penalty in lieu of 
prosecution or specified penalty payable in respect of the second contravention is double the 
amount shown in Schedule “A” of this Bylaw in respect of that provision.  

 
18.10 Where any person has been issued a voluntary payment tag for a contravention of the same 

provision of this Bylaw three times within one twelve (12) month period, the penalty in lieu of 
prosecution or specified penalty payment in respect of the third contravention is triple the 
amount shown in Schedule “A” of this bylaw in respect of that provision.   

 
18.11 Where payment of the penalty is received for the first offence occurring within one twelve (12) 

month period, and the ticket issued for breach of any sections of this Bylaw is paid within five (5) 
business days from the date of the issuance of the voluntary payment tag to a person 
authorized by the City to receive such payment, the penalty set out in Schedule “A” shall be   as 
outlined in said Schedule “A”. 

 
18.12 Nothing in this Bylaw shall prevent an Officer from issuing a violation ticket for the mandatory 

Court appearance of any person who contravenes any provision of this Bylaw.  
 

18.13 If an e-scooter is involved in an offence under this Bylaw, the owner of that e-scooter is guilty of 
that offence.20 

 
20 Bylaw B-23/2022 

188



Traffic Bylaw No. B-14/2016 
Consolidated as of June 7, 2022   Page 28 of 36 

 
(a) For section 18.13, an owner includes any person or corporation issued a business license 

for e-scooter operations.21 
 

(b) Section 18.13 does not apply if the owner of the e-scooter satisfies the court, that at the time 
the e-scooter was involved in the offence, it was not operated or parked with the owner’s 
express or implied consent.22 

 
 
Violation Tickets and Penalties 
 
18.14  

(a) Where an Officer believes that a person has contravened any provision of this Bylaw, he 
may commence proceedings by issuing a Summons by means of a violation ticket against 
that person in accordance with Part 2 of the Provincial Offences Procedure Act, RSA 2000, 
c P-34, as amended; or 

 
(b) Where an Officer believes that a person has contravened any provision of this Bylaw, he 

may commence proceedings by issuing an Offence Notice by means of a violation ticket 
against that person in accordance with Part 3 of the Provincial Offences Procedure Act, 
RSA 2000, c P-34 as amended. 

 
18.15 Notwithstanding any other provision of this Bylaw, an Officer is hereby authorized and 

empowered to immediately issue a violation ticket to any person who the Officer has reasonable 
grounds to believe has contravened any provision of this Bylaw. 

 
18.16 The specified penalty payable in respect of a contravention of a provision of this Bylaw is the 

amount shown in Schedule “A” of this Bylaw.  
 
18.17 Notwithstanding the preceding subsection:  
 

(a) where any person has been convicted of a contravention of the same provision of this 
Bylaw twice within one twelve (12) month period, the penalty in lieu of prosecution or 
specified penalty payable in respect of the second conviction is double the amount shown 
in Schedule “A” of this Bylaw in respect of that provision; and  

 
(b) where any person has been convicted of a contravention of the same provision of this 

Bylaw three (3) or more times within one twelve (12) month period, the penalty in lieu of 
prosecution or the specified penalty payable in respect of the third or subsequent conviction 
is triple the amount shown in Schedule “A” of this Bylaw in respect of that provision.  

 
 
Towing  
 
18.18 An Officer may cause any vehicle parked contrary to this Bylaw to be removed therefrom and to 

relocated to an adjacent highway. 
 

 
21 Bylaw B-23/2022 
22 Bylaw B-23/2022 
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18.19 In addition to towing the vehicle, any information and complaint may be laid against the owner 
or person in charge of the illegally parked vehicle for the violation of the provisions of this 
Section. 

 
18.20 In lieu of or in addition to the removal of the vehicle, an Officer or any person designated by the 

City Manager for this purpose may place a voluntary payment tag  or violation ticket upon the 
vehicle parked in contravention of this Section. 

 
 
Interference with Duties  
 
18.21 It shall be considered an offence in this Bylaw to interfere, obstruct or hinder any person 

authorized by the City Manager including Officers and other authorized persons in the exercise 
or performance of the person’s powers pursuant to this Bylaw.  

 
 
Recovery of Enforcement Costs  
 
18.22 Pursuant to the Municipal Government Act, RSA 2000, c M-26, and any amendments thereto, 

the expenses and costs incurred by the City in the enforcement of this Bylaw may be collected 
as a civil debt that is the subject of the enforcement proceedings under this Bylaw. Included in 
the costs will be a minimum administration fee of twenty-five ($25.00) dollars or ten percent 
(10%) of the total amount owing to a maximum of one hundred and fifty ($150.00) dollars. 

 
 

PART 19 – MISCELLANEOUS 
 
19.01 Nothing in this Bylaw relieves a person from complying with any Federal, Provincial or Municipal 

law or regulation, other bylaw or any requirements of any lawful permit, order, consent or other 
direction.  

 
19.02 Where this Bylaw refers to another Act, Regulation or agency, it includes reference to any Act, 

Regulation or agency that may be substituted therefor.  
 
19.03 Every provision of this Bylaw is independent of all other provisions. If any provision of this Bylaw 

is declared invalid for any reason by a Court of competent jurisdiction, all other provisions of this 
Bylaw shall remain valid and enforceable.  

 
19.04 The specified fees payable for a permit application as required by this Bylaw shall be those fees 

set by the City Manager. 
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Repeal of Bylaws/Policies 
 
19.05 That Bylaw No. 803 and Bylaw No. 891 and amendments thereto are repealed upon this Bylaw 

coming into force. 
 
 
Read a first time this 4th day of April 2016. 
 
Read a second time this 4th day of April, 2016.  
 
Read a third time this 4th day of April, 2016. 
 

Executed this 4th day of April, 2016. 
 
 
        “Peter Brown”      
            Mayor 
         
 
        “Sharon Pollyck”    
                     City Clerk 
 
 
Consolidated as of the date evidenced 
by digital signature below: 
 
 
___________________________________ 
Assistant City Clerk 

Tammy 
Belsham

Digitally signed by Tammy 
Belsham 
Date: 2022.06.08 
12:28:40 -06'00'
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SCHEDULE “A” – FINES 
 

SECTION FIRST OFFENCE* PENALTY IN LIEU OF 
PROSECUTION 

SPECIFIED 
PENALTY 

4.01 Jaywalking 50.00             75.00 

4.02 Not crowding 50.00 75.00 

4.03 Obstruct roadway/sidewalk/boulevard 50.00 75.00 

4.04 Hitchhiking 50.00 75.00 

5.04 Control of bicycle 35.00 50.00 

5.08 Carry a Passenger on an e-scooter $50.00 $75.0023 

5.09 Operating in a reckless manner, having regard to 
the circumstances $175.00 $250.0024 

6.04 Rollerblade or skateboard where prohibited on 
sidewalk 35.00 50.00 

6.05 Ice skate/rollerblade or skateboard on roadway 35.00 75.00 

7.04 Parking without a permit 35.00 75.00 

7.08(a) Parking in alley 35.00 75.00 
Bylaw No. B-03/2017 

7.08(c) Obstruct Vehicle or pedestrian in alley $50.00 75.00 
Bylaw No. B-03/2017 

7.09 Parking of RV on highway 75.00 100.00 

7.10 Park RV create hazard 75.00 100.00 

7.11(a) RV extend over sidewalk, highway, curb 50.00 75.00 

7.11(b) RV 1.5 metres setback 50.00 75.00 

7.12(c) RV extend pass occupant’s property line 50.00 75.00 

7.12 Unattached Trailer 50.00 75.00 

7.14 RV obstruct access or exit 50.00 75.00 

7.15 RV on highway occupied 50.00 75.00 
Bylaw No. B-25/2020 

7.16 Vehicle/with trailer exceeds 9 metres 75.00 100.00 

7.20(a) Obstruct Fire/Emergency Exit 175.00 250.00 

7.20(b) Obstruct entranceway to Fire Hall/Hospital 175.00 250.00 

7.21 Park or stop in fire lane 125.00 170.00 

7.22 Drive over Fire Hose 60.00 85.00 

 
23 Bylaw B-23/2022 
24 Bylaw B-23/2022 
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SECTION FIRST OFFENCE* PENALTY IN LIEU OF 
PROSECUTION 

SPECIFIED 
PENALTY 

7.23 Park too close to Fire Hydrant 75.00 100.00 

7.25 Park vehicle on within 4 metres of centre line 60.00 85.00 

7.26 Park in transit zone 50.00 75.00 

7.27 Park on City property 50.00 75.00 

7.28 Park in City Marked parking space 50.00 75.00 

7.29 Park where signed No Parking 50.00 75.00 

7.30 Park on Boulevard or Sidewalk 50.00 75.00 

7.31 Vehicle extended across sidewalk 50.00 75.00 

7.32 Wheels more than 35 cm from curb 50.00 75.00 

7.33 Park perpendicular to curb edge 50.00 75.00 

7.35a) Park Where Prohibited 50.00 75.00 

7.35(b) Park where street cleaning/repairs 50.00 75.00 

7.36 Truck Tractor in Residential Area 75.00 100.00 

7.37 Park on or too close to crosswalk 35.00 75.00 

7.38 Stop/Park within 5M of Stop/Yield Sign 35.00 75.00 

7.39 Park within 5M of intersection 50.00 75.00 

7.40 
Operating or parking vehicle not in compliance with 
Traffic Safety Act 50.00 75.00 

7.41 Servicing vehicle on highway 50.00 75.00 

7.42 Stop/Park in Designated Disabled Zone without 
Permit 175.00 250.00 

7.43 Fail to park within marked space 50.00 75.00 

7.44 Double Park 50.00 75.00 

7.45 Park opposite direction traffic 50.00 75.00 

7.46 Angle Park more than 35 cm from curb 50.00 75.00 

7.47(a) Park in traffic lane 50.00 75.00 

7.48(a) Park in excess of designated time 50.00 75.00 

7.49 Abandoned Vehicles 50.00 
 

75.00 
Bylaw No. B-25/2020 

7.50 Park construction equipment unattended  50.00 
 

75.00 
Bylaw No. B-25/2020 
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SECTION FIRST OFFENCE* PENALTY IN LIEU OF 

PROSECUTION 
SPECIFIED 
PENALTY 

7.51 Park within 1.5 m of a driveway 50.00 
 

75.00 
Bylaw No. B-25/2020 

8.01 Operate vehicle in transit zone 50.00 75.00 

8.02 Rollerblade or skateboard where prohibited in 
transit zone/terminal 35.00 75.0025 

9.01 Unsecure Load 150.00 250.00 

10.01 Hold or take part in parade without permit 75.00 100.00 

10.13 Fail to Comply with Conditions of a parade permit 75.00 100.00 

11.02 Operate heavy vehicle off truck route 175.00 250.00 

11.03 Operate Heavy Vehicle off truck route exceed 30 
km/hr 175.00 250.00 

11.08 Operate truck off truck route 175.00 250.00 

11.10 Commercial vehicle parked in residential 175.00 250.00 

12.01 Wash vehicle & deposit mud/slush/ice 35.00 75.00 

12.02 Mud, slush or ice on sidewalk or roadway 50.00 75.00 

12.03 Drain fluid on highway 50.00 85.00 

12.04 Identify to Officer 175.00 250.00 

12.05 Unauthorized sign/object on highway/City Property                   75.00 100.00 

13.01 Operate vehicle with spikes, lugs 50.00 75.00 

16.01 Failure to comply with all permits excepting parade 
permit 75.00 100.00 

 
*In the event of a second offence within a twelve month period, the Penalty in Lieu of Prosecution and the Specified 
Penalty shall double.  In the event of a third offence within a twelve month period, the Penalty in Lieu of Prosecution 
and the Specified Penalty shall triple. 

 
  

 
25 Bylaw No. B-23/2022 
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SCHEDULE "B" 
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SCHEDULE " C" 
 

 
 

1. ROADS 
Secondary Road 567 

FROM 
East Lake Road 

TO 
East City Limits 

2. Yankee Valley Boulevard 24th  Street West City Limits 
3. Range Road 292 TWP Road 270 South City Limits 
4. 24th Street (Range Rd 12) North City Limits South City Limits 
5. Range Road 11 North end of Silvercreek North City Limits 
6. 8th  Street SE1/4 Sec.26-26-1-W5 South City Limits 
7. Dickson Stevenson Trail North end of Stonegate North City Limits 
8. Range Road 293 Highland Park Lane North City Limits 
9. Range Road 292 Highland Park Lane North City Limits 
10. Range Road 291 TWP Road 270 North City Limits 
11. TWP Road 274 Range Road 13 Highway 2 
12. TWP Road 274 Range Road 293 East City Limits 
13. Range Road 13 North City Limits South City Limits 
14. TWP Road 272 24th  Street West City Limits 
15. TWP Road 270 Range Road 291 East City Limits 
16. TWP Road 264 Range Road 13 Highway 2 
17. Stewart Road   
18. Pinto Lane   
19. Mustang Lane   
20. Appalousa Lane   
21. Farries Drive   
22. Buffalo Rub Place   
23. Hamilton Green   
24. Croxford Estates   
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SCHEDULE "D" 
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COUNCIL – AGENDA REPORT  

 

Meeting Date:   4 July 2023 
 

Subject:    Veteran’s Memorial Project Update 

 

Boards Routed Through:          N/A 

 

Date:            N/A  

 

 

Issue: 

 

Council is being provided with a project approach and plan to memorialize veterans on 
Veterans Boulevard. 
 

Background: 

 

At the March 20, 2023 regular meeting, Council directed Administration to work with the Royal 
Canadian Legion and other veterans’ groups to form a planning committee and keep Council 
apprised of the progress made, the location of the memorialization to remain on Veterans 
Boulevard, the planning committee to work with a 2024 timeline and Administration making a 
2024 budget request if required.  
 
Community Development met with the Legion and ANAVET who shared their vision and 
hopes for this project. The concept for Veterans Boulevard (as per Council’s direction) is 
to provide a highly visible series of visual features that act as a reminder of the 
contributions of veterans as people drive by. The project is proposed to be completed in 
June 2024 to coincidence the 80th anniversary of D-Day. With input from these groups, the 
following features from the overall concept for a veterans memorial project: 
 

1. Metal Banners on Light Poles – the addition of 11 metal banners attached to existing 
light poles along each side of Veterans Boulevard from railway tracks west to 8th 
Street. 

 
2. Metal Panels on Railings – the addition of metal silhouette panels to the existing rails 

along the north and south sides of Veterans Boulevard crossing at Nose Creek. The 
style, material and theme of the panels would complement with the metal banners on 
the light poles.  
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3. Poppy Benches – metal “Poppy” benches, with one of the benches having “Royal 
Canadian Legion 288” and the other having “ANAVETS Unit 2” inscribed on them. The 
placement to be determined. 

 
4. Life-sized Silhouette Sculptures - installation of two metal soldiers to be placed by 

the poppy benches in the park areas to the north and to the south of the Veterans 
Boulevard crossing at Nose Creek. The free-standing silhouettes sculptures will be 
anchored to a concrete base with two benches. There is a planned future grade 
separation at this location within the next ten years that may require these sculptures 
to be relocated. 

 
5. Three-Flag Mast – replacement of the existing flagpole location to be determined with 

a Three-Flag Mast (like in front of the Legion building), to raise the Provincial and 
Municipal flags along with the Canadian flag.  

 
The project concept which is themed on metal artwork is durability and requires minimal on-
going maintenance. The preliminary cost estimates of $135,000 include the artwork, design, 
engineering, fabrication and installation. Administration will apply for the Government of 
Canada Community War Memorial and other applicable grant opportunities to help offset the 
cost of the project.  There are no guarantees of receipt of grants. 
 
Proposed Budget: $135,000 
 

 Metal Banners for Light Poles - $8,000 

 Metal Panels on overpass railings - $32,500 

 Two Life-Sized Silhouettes/Statues - $58,500 

 Two Poppy Benches - $5,200 

 Flag Mast for three flags - $15,000 

 Design, installation and contingency - $15,800 

 

Alignment with South Saskatchewan Regional Plan and AirdrieONE: 

 

A permanent Veterans’ Memorial aligns with the following statements within City of Airdrie 
AirdrieONE Sustainability Plan highlighted in the following areas: Built Environment, Socially 
Sustainable Communities, Arts, Culture and Recreation.  

 

Boards Routed Through: 

 

N/A 
 

Administration Recommendation: 

That Council endorses the project concept for the permanent Veterans Memorial with a budget of 
$135,000 to be considered as part of the 2024 budget deliberations. 

If Council endorses this plan, the cost estimate will be included in the 2024 Budget for 
Council’s deliberation. It will require supports from other departments capital projects, public 
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works, parks and corporate communications to successfully install the memorial artwork to 
comply with City standards. 

Alternatives/Implications: 

 
Council could choose to reduce the scope of the project by removing elements of the project 
design to reduce costs which would reduce the over-all impact of the design. 

Communications Plan: 

 

N/A 

 

Recommendation:   

 
That Council endorses the project concept for the permanent Veterans Memorial with a budget of 
$135,000 to be considered as part of the 2024 budget deliberations. 

 
 

_____________________________ 
Jennifer Lutz 

Community Development, Team Leader 
 

Presenter: Jennifer Lutz  
Department: Community Development 
Reviewed by: Clay Aragon 
Attachments: #1: Veterans Boulevard - Example Concept Design Photos  
Appointment: NA 
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COUNCIL – AGENDA REPORT  

 

Meeting Date:   4 July 2023 
 

Subject:    Artificial Turf Field – Project Update Q2 2023 

 

Boards Routed Through:          N/A 

 

Date:            N/A  

 

 

Issue: 

 

Council is being provided with information regarding the Ed Eggerer Athletic Park site 
suitability for an outdoor artificial turf field and potential for a seasonal air supported dome. 
 

Background: 

 

In November 2022, Council passed a motion directing Administration to take the lead on 
exploring the feasibility of constructing an artificial turf field (Football Canada/FIFA sanctioned) 
at the Ed Eggerer Athletic Park. Prior to this motion and in partnership with the Artificial Turf 
Field Society (ATFS), the City of Airdrie had procured an Artificial Turf Sportsfield Feasibility 
Study that outlined recommendations on further work that should be undertaken prior to 
construction commencing at the Ed Eggerer site. These recommendations included: 

1. Detailed investigation of geotechnical conditions at site that impact an artificial turf 
installation. The study in 2021 was limited in scope, leaving the extent of civil work and 
associated costs unclear.   

2. Specifying the suitable artificial turf typology for the site. 

3. Exploring the viability of an air supported “bubble” structure that could allow for year-
round use of the artificial turf.  

Further geotechnical testing was completed in Q1 2023 and the City retained Catherine 
Eiswerth, of Binnie & Associates Ltd to complete the analysis of the aforementioned 
recommendations stemming from the original feasibility study. Binnie’s report, site plan and 
Class D cost estimates are attached to this report. 

Artificial Turf Suitability at Ed Eggerer Athletic Park 

Binnie noted in their report that the Ed Eggerer site is considered feasible and recommended 
for a synthetic turf field (Football Canada/FIFA sanctioned). The suitability for a synthetic turf 
field at Ed Eggerer Athletic Park includes four key considerations: 
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 Earthworks – The additional geotechnical report raises concerns on the types of fill and 
depth of ground water at the Ed Eggerer site. Stripping depth would be recommended 
at 1.5m – 2.3m which could fluctuate based on actual depth required during excavation. 
The extra cost associated with subgrade work at Ed Eggerer, compared to a ‘typical’ 
site, is in the order of ~$1.2 million. While minimal, there exists a risk that the running 
track slumps during excavation which could require a complete replacement at an 
estimated cost of $2.5 million which has not been included in the budget. 

 Existing Infrastructure - While considerable earthworks is required the cost is offset by 
the availability of existing support infrastructure including parking, grandstand, press box, 
washrooms, changerooms, site access, and proximity to Genesis Place. This suite of 
infrastructure would be significantly higher than $1.2 million if positioned at a new site. 

 Timing - Positioning a synthetic turf field at Genesis Place gives the community a new 
recreational asset at a much quicker pace (expected 2024) than if positioned at an 
alternative site (2 to 3 years). The site and soil conditions, at any location including the 
SW recreation centre, remain unknown at this time and it is unclear the amount of 
remediation required at any site to place a turf as well as costs/time associated with 
bringing a field online requiring new support infrastructure.  

 Protecting Options for the SW Recreation Centre Site - A synthetic turf field at Genesis 
Place allows for a lengthier review and analysis of what the second and third phase of 
the SW recreation facility should contain. As without a synthetic turf and supporting 
amenities the roomier site plan will allow for greater flexibility and options to address 
community needs into the future. Additionally, locating a synthetic turf field at Genesis 
Place ensures diversity of use and spread of visitation between the two recreation centre 
sites. 

The Class D cost estimate provided by Binnie presents a total figure of $7.8 million for design 
and construction of a synthetic turf field at Ed Eggerer Athletic Park, whereas the current 
capital budget is set at $6.5 million. In order to proceed, Airdrie Council would need to endorse 
an increase in total budget as part of the 2024 Capital Budget approval. It is Administration’s 
opinion the risks associated with this project are very high, and as a result there may be the 
need for additional project budget adjustments once a Class A price estimate is secured in 
Q4 2023. If approved, an RFP would be developed and posted for design in 2023 and 
construction in 2024. Cost does not include major track restoration should significant 
differential settlement occur. 

Viability of an Air Supported Dome at Ed Eggerer Athletic Park 

Binnie has detailed in their report that the Ed Eggerer site is considered problematic and not 
recommended for a seasonal dome due to a number of conditions and findings. The 
implications were also researched across other providers who operate seasonal domes, 
including the City of Calgary. While there is an ability to satisfy four-season opportunities, there 
are four key implications and risks to the City of Airdrie: 

 Running Track/Athletic Park – Air supported structure maximum widths would not be 
able to span both the synthetic turf and running track at Ed Eggerer Athletic Park. If the 
dome footprint was reduced to fit just overtop of the synthetic turf the field configurations 
within would not facilitate full regulation play for indoor football or soccer. The implications 
of these findings could be mitigated if the running track was removed, which would leave 
Airdrie without an athletic park. 

 Setup/Takedown – The operational expenditures to setup/takedown a seasonal dome 
range from $200,000-$300,000 annually. Additionally, the service is specialized and only 
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a few contractors exist across Western Canada. The scheduling of the setup and 
takedown can fluctuate depending on the availability of the contractors as well as 
weather conditions. It would be expected that four to six weeks of facility booking use 
loss would be experienced annually which could impact he start and end of seasons, 
often with little notice (rainy/inclement weather). 

 Snow Removal – Unlike permanent air supported structures, the base and walls of a 
seasonal dome must be clear of snow loads at all times. It is expected, based on 
conversations with other seasonal dome operators, a crew of 2-3 operators would be 
required to work full time on snow cleaning throughout the winter season. Further, the 
Ed Eggerer site is problematic in that snow clearing equipment would need to maneuver 
on the sensitive surface running track and the site itself is tight to relocate snow due to 
the bleachers.  

Although unsuitable as a seasonal asset at the Ed Eggerer Athletic Park site, the City would 
be wise to consider the installation of a permanent air supported dome at the planned SW 
recreation centre as a component of a second or third phase. 

 

Alignment with South Saskatchewan Regional Plan and AirdrieONE: 

 

The AirdrieONE plan identifies recreational facilities as being vital to making social 
connections between various groups in the community and contribute to Airdrie’s sense of 
identity, place and community. More than just entertainment, recreation provides the means 
for the community to express itself in a variety of ways and in a variety of formal and informal 
venues. 

 

Boards Routed Through: 

 

NA 
 

Administration Recommendation: 

 
That Airdrie City Council endorse the placement and budget of a synthetic turf field at Ed 
Eggerer Athletic Park at a Class D estimate cost of $7.8 million.  
 
A Class A budget update would be provided in Q4 2023 once detailed design is complete. 
 
This option allows for a playable asset to be available to the community within a quick timeline, 
considers the existing support infrastructure at site, and removes the unknowns (soil, site 
access, construction timing) of building at the SW recreation centre site. Administration would 
work to procure design work in 2023 with construction commencing in 2024. An air supported 
structure, while not placed at Ed Eggerer Athletic Park, would be explored as part of the 
phasing approach at the SW recreation facility. 
 

Alternatives/Implications: 

 
1) Council could choose to endorse placement of both synthetic turf field and seasonal air 

supported structure at Ed Eggerer Athletic Park. 
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This option considers both the existing infrastructure at Genesis Place as well as providing 
a 4-season asset to the community, albeit with considerable required operating expenses. 
Council would need to detail, to facilitate this option, whether the running track is to be 
removed or if non-regulation sized fields were desired within the seasonal dome. Detailed 
operational budget impacts would be presented to Council during the 2024 budget 
approval process.  

2) Council could choose the selection of an alternative site. 

Airdrie City Council could choose to review in detail another suitable site for a synthetic 
turf field and/or air supported seasonal dome, including the planned SW recreation centre 
site. Although some of the site and earthworks conditions at Ed Eggerer would no longer 
need to be considered it is unknown what fill remediation, support infrastructure, or site 
access would be required at an alternative site which may actually end up requiring a 
larger overall budget to construct. 

3) Council could choose to request additional information of Administration prior to selecting 
amenities or site. 

A delay in a decision could extend the overall timeline to complete the project. 

Communications Plan: 

 

Once direction is given on a path forward for Ed Eggerer Athletic Park engagement will occur 
with key user groups, including the Artificial Turf Field Society, regarding detailed design and 
fundraising opportunities. Administration will also work with all sport groups in understanding 
community and stakeholder needs throughout the phasing work related to the SW recreation 
facility.  

 

Recommendation:   

 
That Council endorses the placement and budget of a synthetic turf field at Ed Eggerer Athletic 
Park at a Class D estimate cost of $7.8 million – with a Class A update provided in Q4 2023. 
Budget considers minor running track remediation but not major restoration if extensive 
differential settlement occurs.  

 
_____________________________ 

Eugene Lund | Brad Anderson 
Manager, Public Works and Parks Operations | Manager, Genesis Place & Arenas 

 
Presenter: Eugene Lund | Michelle Lock  
Department: Community Infrastructure | Community Services 
Reviewed by: Lorne Stevens 
Attachments: #1: Binnie Report 
Appointment: Catherine Eiswerth - Binnie & Associates Ltd  
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ED EGGERER FIELD AT GENESIS CENTRE
Date:  JUNE 8, 2023

City of Airdrie

FIGURE 1 - SYNTHETIC FIELD & DOME OVERLAY PLAN
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City of Airdrie Ed Eggerer Field at Genesis Place 6/27/2023
Opinion of Probable Cost - Synthetic Turf Field & Seasonal Dome File: 22-0972

Item
No.

               Item Description
Estimated
Quantity

Unit Unit Price Subtotal

1.0 SITE DEMOLITION, MOBILIZATION & DEMOBILIZATION   
1.1 Mobilization & Demobilization (2% of the total budget cost) 1 ls $110,000.00 $110,000.00

TOTAL SECTION $110,000.00

2.0  SITE EARTHWORK
2.1 Supply and install Construction Fencing 550 l.m $27.00 $14,850.00
2.2 Erosion and Sediment Control  During Construction 1 ls $60,000.00 $60,000.00
2.3 Removal and Disposal of Existing Unsuitable Native Material 22,660 m3 $40.00 $906,400.00
2.4 Supply and install Non-Frost Susceptible Structural Fill 44,187 Tonnes $35.00 $1,546,545.00
2.5 Rough and fine grading required in areas of new construction 10,300 sq.m $8.00 $82,400.00

TOTAL SECTION $2,610,195.00

3.0 LANDSCAPING
3.1 Supply and install Sod and 150mm of Topsoil including fine grading 500 sq.m $25.00 $12,500.00

TOTAL SECTION $12,500.00

4.0 SITE SERVICING
4.1 Perforated PVC Pipe (300mm dia.) include all connections per City Stds 400 l.m $330.00 $132,000.00
4.2 Ads-Drain Inlet with 150mm Light Duty Grate per detail 6 each $975.00 $5,850.00
4.3 Misc. Stormwater Service Connections 1 Allowance $50,000.00 $50,000.00

TOTAL SECTION $187,850.00

5.0 SYNTHETIC TURF  - AGGREGATE BASE
5.1 Supply and install perimeter concrete barrier curb 395 l.m $390.00 $154,050.00
5.2 Synthetic Turf Field Granular Base (250mm Thick). 5665 Tonnes $60.00 $339,900.00

TOTAL SECTION $493,950.00

6.0 SYNTHETIC TURF
6.1 Synthetic Turf with Crumb Rubber Infill 10,300 sq.m $95.00 $978,500.00
6.2 Pre-Manufactured Shock Pad (20 mm Thick) 10,300 sq.m $21.00 $216,300.00

TOTAL SECTION $1,194,800.00

7.0 SPORTS FIELD LIGHTING
7.1 Supply and Install Sport Field Lighting Musco LED Lighting (Four Pole) 1 ls $575,000.00 $575,000.00

TOTAL SECTION $575,000.00

8.0 OPTIONAL WORK - ALTERNATIVE INFILL MATERIAL
8.1 Delete Crumb Rubber and Replace with Black EPDM Infill 10,300 sq.m $20.00 $206,000.00

TOTAL SECTION $206,000.00
CONSTRUCTION COST TOTALS - ATF FIELD

SUBTOTAL (ATF Field) $5,390,295.00
Contingency - 35% $1,886,603.25

Design & Administration 8% $431,223.60
GRAND TOTAL (ATF Field) $7,710,000.00

9.0 SEASONAL DOME & ASSOCIATED COSTS

9.1
Air Supported Structure (105 m L x 64 m W x 19.8 m tall) - manufacture, deliver
& erect

1 ls $2,500,000.00 $2,500,000.00

9.2 Concrete for Foundation 1.0 m x 2.5 m  deep) 845 c.m. $500.00 $422,500.00
9.3 Foundation Formwork 1690 sq.m. $150.00 $253,500.00
9.4 Mechanical Equipment Shelter 144 s.f. $450.00 $64,800.00
9.5 Dome Storage (Steel Supported Fabric Bldg, Paved Floor) 1000 s.f. $120.00 $120,000.00
9.6 Allowance for Gas and Electrical Service Upgrade/Extensions 1 ls $300,000.00 $300,000.00
9.7 Pre-Fab Washroom/Storage Building (1,200 sqft) 1200 s.f. $450.00 $540,000.00
9.8 Lit, Paved Parking  (80 stalls based on 0.4 Stalls PP x 200 person occ.) 80 stall $9,500.00 $760,000.00
9.9 Misc. Additional Drainage 1 Allowance $150,000.00 $150,000.00

TOTAL SECTION $5,110,800.00
CONSTRUCTION COST TOTALS - DOME

SUBTOTAL (Seasonal  Dome) $5,110,800.00
Contingency - 35% $1,788,780.00

Design & Administration 8% $408,864.00
GRAND TOTAL (Dome) $7,310,000.00

CONSTRUCTION COST TOTALS - SYNTHETIC FIELD & DOME
Subtotal Construction Costs (ATF + Dome): $10,501,095.00

Contingency Allowance (35%) : $3,675,383.25
Design & Administration 8% $840,087.60

Total Estimated Construction Cost: $15,020,000.00
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COUNCIL – AGENDA REPORT  

 

Meeting Date:   4 July 2023 
 

Subject:    Airdrie Public Library Board Appointments   

    Reconfirmation and Approval 
 

Boards Routed Through:          N/A 

 

Date:            N/A  

 

 

Issue: 

 

Council is asked to reconfirm the appointment terms of all current Citizen Members who serve 
on the Airdrie Public Library (APL) Board for the purposes of providing clarity of appointment 
terms, start and end dates. 
 

Background: 

 

The Libraries Act indicates an appointment term for a library board member is for three years 
and is eligible for reappointment of two additional consecutive terms (for a total of nine 
consecutive years) unless Council passes a Special Resolution (a two-thirds majority vote) 
allowing a member to be reappointed for more than nine years. 

The Council and Committees Procedure Bylaw indicates a Citizen Member’s term begins on 
January 1 and ends on December 31. Where there is a Citizen Member vacancy mid-term, it 
is practice for Council to appoint a new Citizen Member for an interim period for the rest of the 
calendar year till December 31. It is on the January 1 following; the Citizen Member officially 
begins their three-year appointment as per the Libraries Act.   

For administrative clarity and provincial reporting requirements of member terms by APL, 
Administration is recommending Council reconfirm the appointment term, start, and end dates 
of the Citizen Members that currently serve on the APL Board. 

Alignment with South Saskatchewan Regional Plan and AirdrieONE: 

N/A 

 

Boards Routed Through: 

N/A 
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Administration Recommendation: 

 
That Council reconfirms and approves the reappointment of Dan Nelles to the Airdrie Public 
Library Board for an additional term of three (3) years starting January 1, 2023 by a Special 
Resolution vote. 
 
That Council reconfirms and approves the appointments of Citizen Members on the Airdrie 
Public Library Board outlined in Attachment 1 and acknowledges that the appointment terms, 
start and end dates outlined in Attachment 1 prevail over any discrepancies from previous 
Council motions.  
 

Alternatives/Implications: 

 
Council could choose not to provide this administrative alignment regarding the appointment 
terms, start and end dates of current Citizen Members of the APL Board.  

Risk may arise for the City and the APL if an appointee’s appointment terms conflicts, or is 
perceived to conflict from unclear reporting by the APL to the province and the public.The 
likelihood and impact of this risk is mitigated by providing clear and accurate information that 
is approved by Council. 

Communications Plan: 

 

The City and APL websites will be updated with improved information of APL member 
appointment terms, start and end dates. 

 

Recommendation:   

 
That Council reconfirms and approves the reappointment of Dan Nelles to the Airdrie Public 
Library Board for an additional term of three (3) years starting January 1, 2023 by a Special 
Resolution vote. 
 
That Council reconfirms and approves the appointments of Citizen Members on the Airdrie 
Public Library Board outlined in Attachment 1 and acknowledges that the appointment terms, 
start and end dates outlined in Attachment 1 prevail over any discrepancies from previous 
Council motions.  
 
 

 
_____________________________ 

Karen Jiang 
Senior Legislative Officer 

 
Presenter: Karen Jiang  
Department: Legislative Services 
Reviewed by: Charlotte Satink, Tammy Belsham 
Attachments: #1 - Citizen Members Airdrie Public Library Board 
         Appointment Terms, Start and End Dates 
Appointment: N/A 
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Attachment 1  
Citizen Members Airdrie Public Library Board  
Appointment Terms, Start and End Dates 
 
 

Daniel Nelles Start Date End Date 

Term 1 January 1, 2014 December 31, 2016 

Term 2 January 1, 2017 December 31, 2019 

Term 3 January 1, 2020 December 31, 2022 

Term 4 January 1, 2023 December 31, 2015 

 

Leon Cygman Start Date End Date 

Term 1 January 1, 2017 December 31, 2019 

Term 2 January 1, 2020 December 31, 2023 

 

Catherine Buchanan Start Date End Date 

Term 1 January 1, 2018 December 31, 2020 

Term 2 January 1, 2021 December 31, 2023 

 

Natasha Roberts Start Date End Date 

Interim September 4, 2019 December 31, 2019 

Term 1 January 1, 2020 December 31, 2022 

Term 2 January 1, 2023 December 31, 2025 

 

Jeanna Morrissey Start Date End Date 

Term 1 January 1, 2021 December 31, 2023 

 

Renee Summers Start Date End Date 

Term 1 January 1, 2021 December 31, 2023 

 

Sara Winger Start Date End Date 

Interim June 9, 2021 December 31, 2021 

Term 1 January 1, 2022 December 31, 2024 
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COUNCIL – AGENDA REPORT  

 

Meeting Date:   4 July 2023 
 

Subject:    New Policy - Naming City Assets Policy P-ADM-18-C 

 

Boards Routed Through:          N/A 

 

Date:            N/A  

 

 

Issue: 

 

Council is being asked to endorse the Naming City Assets policy P-ADM-18-C which provides 
a process for the City of Airdrie to name and rename City-owned assets and is being asked 
to repeal the existing Recreation Facilities Naming policy P-06/2008. 
 

Background: 

 

The City has named and renamed City-owned assets for many years. Naming City assets 
consistently and clearly communicates an asset’s purpose, lets people know where they are 
in the City and helps people to find places.  

The proposed Naming City Assets policy sets out a naming process, which also allows 
commemorative naming of a City asset, as a way to honour an Airdrie resident or organization 
for doing something of significance. This policy states that Council makes the final decision 
on proposals for naming of City assets, which are brought before Council.  

The existing Recreation Facilities Naming policy No. P-06/2008 that was approved in 2008 
sets out the naming process for recreation facilities, such as Genesis Place and was also 
used to rename the Ed Eggerer Athletic Park and the Ron Ebbesen Arena. The new policy 
will fill the policy gap and also allow Council naming and renaming of new and existing City 
assets, including commemorative naming.  

Before drafting this new policy, Administration reviewed sponsorship policies from the five 
comparable Alberta municipalities as well as Calgary and Edmonton.  

The naming of City-owned assets related to sponsorships provided by external parties, is not 
addressed in this new policy. Administration has started to draft two Council policies related 
to sponsorship, to present to Council in October, 2023. One policy is about sponsorships 
provided to the City, in exchange for naming rights or other recognition, acknowledgement or 
other promotional considerations. The second policy applies to financial or in-kind 
sponsorships given to the City, to be used for a specific City event, program or activity. 
Although these two policies are not yet ready for Council’s review, Administration felt that the 
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Naming City Assets Policy was needed first. The new policy will allow Council to formally 
name City-owned assets, such as the Airdrie Multi-Use Facility and Library (“AMUFL”). 
Council could decide to rename any City-owned asset, in the future. 

If Council passes this new policy, Administration will then draft procedures related to the 
policy. The procedures will give direction to all parties involved in the process on how to apply 
the policy. 

The Naming City Assets policy relates to two of Council’s focus areas: “leisure, recreation and 
culture” and “caring community”. Naming City-owned assets may help shape Airdrie’s identity 
and its community, since those assets may be used for general leisure, for sporting events, 
for arts and culture events and for other purposes. Commemorative naming can also 
contribute to this. Further, the names of City-owned assets may tell visitors what is important 
to the community of Airdrie. 

 

Alignment with South Saskatchewan Regional Plan and AirdrieONE: 

 

The proposed Naming City Assets Policy follows the statement that “[t]he unique arts, cultural 
and recreational aspects of Airdrie contribute to its overall identity, sense of place and quality 
of life”, found on page 15 of the AirdrieONE Sustainability Plan (2012). 

 

Boards Routed Through: 

 

N/A 
 

Administration Recommendation: 

 
That Council endorses the new policy, Naming City Assets P-ADM-18-C, as presented, and 
repeals the Recreation Facilities Naming Policy No. P-06/2008.  

Repealing the 2008 policy would avoid policy overlap. 
 

Alternatives/Implications: 

 
1. Council could choose to maintain the status quo and not endorse the Naming City Assets 

Policy P-ADM-18-C and continue to use the process under the Recreation Facilities 
Naming Policy No. P-06/2008. 

In choosing this option, the current gap in policy would remain and could cause confusion if a 
City-owned asset that is not a recreation facility had to be named. Administration would 
continue to have no direction on reviewing proposed names for City-owned assets.  

2. Council could choose to amend the Naming City Assets Policy P-ADM-18-C, as they wish 
before endorsing it. 

Depending on the nature of the amendments, this could require Administration to revise the 
policy and return to Council with the requested amendments before Council endorses the final 
policy. 
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Communications Plan: 

 

N/A 

 

Recommendation:   

 
That Council endorses the Naming City Assets Policy P-ADM-18-C, as presented, and 
repeals the Recreation Facilities Naming Policy No. P-06/2008. 
 
 
 

 
_____________________________ 

Jennifer Bayly-Atkin 
Senior Legislative Officer 

 
Presenter: Jennifer Bayly-Atkin  
Department: Legislative Services 
Reviewed by: Charlotte Satink 
Attachments: #1: Draft Naming City Assets Policy P-ADM-18-C 
Appointment: N/A 
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1 
 

 

Policy title: Naming City Assets Date adopted:  
Policy number: P-ADM-18-C Effective date:  
Policy owner:  Last amended:  

 

Purpose 
 
1 This policy establishes how the City of Airdrie (the City) names City-owned assets in a 

consistent and clear way to communicate the asset’s purpose, to help people identify 
and find locations and to improve municipal and emergency service delivery.  
 

Scope  
 
2 This policy applies to City-owned assets.  

 
3 This policy does not apply to: 

 
(1) City-owned assets where the name of the asset is a requirement of a of a grant 

agreement or of a sponsorship agreement with an external party; 
 

(2) assets owned by a subsidiary of the City; 
 
(3) City-owned assets that are not commonly used by the public; 
 
(4) City-owned assets that can be replaced in the short term, assets that can no 

longer be used for their original purpose, an asset whose performance is 
impaired, or assets that are not significant enough to meeting naming parameters 
(for example shrub beds, fleet equipment); and  
 

(5) City-owned assets for which the City has established another naming process, 
including the Street Naming Policy P-09/2001 and the Memorial Policy MED-05-
C. 

 

Accountability  

 
4 This policy applies to Council, Council committees, City staff, and any person(s) or 

organization(s) involved in the naming process for a particular City-owned asset. 
 

5 The Chief Administrative Officer (CAO) ensures potential City-owned asset names are 
compiled, reviewed, and recommended to Council in accordance with this policy. The 
CAO may delegate their authority in this policy as they deem fit.   
 

6 Any Council committees responsible for compiling and recommending names for City-
owned assets must follow the requirements and process of this policy.   
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Policy 
 
7 Council approves the names of City-owned assets. 

 
8 Unless Council directs otherwise, the CAO: 

 
(1) compiles a list of recommended names;  

 
(2) reviews naming proposals; and 

 
(3) brings forward recommended names and naming proposals to Council.  
 

9 Council may, by resolution:   
 

(1) direct a Council committee to evaluate proposed names of City-owned assets 
before making recommendations to Council; and  

 
(2) may establish an ad-hoc committee to evaluate and recommend names to 

Council for City-owned assets.   
 

Naming Considerations 
 
10 When naming a City-owned asset, 

 
(1) where possible, avoid using names similar to other names used in the 

municipality;  
 

(2) if possible, the name should reflect the region’s heritage, geographical features, 
community spirit or another attribute that represents the City or the region; and 
 

(3) wayfinding is used, if appropriate. 
 

11 If an individual’s name is proposed, it must be that person’s surname unless that person 
is known mainly by their first name. 
 

12 The City reviews a proposed name based on:  
 

(1) the amount of space available on signage, both total characters and word count; 
 
(2) the possible misuse of the name in a derogatory or profane manner; and 
 
(3) results from any public engagement conducted and feedback from circulation to 

City departments about the name. 
 

13 The following names for a City-owned asset will not be approved: 
 
(1) a name referring, directly or indirectly, to an elected official currently in office; 

 
(2) names that will likely cause confusion to emergency services; 
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(3) names which do not meet the criteria in this policy; or 
 
(4) names which are inconsistent with the City’s mission, vision, or values. 
 

14 Council may by resolution decide to consider, in a closed meeting, the naming a City-
owned asset after an individual or an organization, including naming proposals to 
recognize, honour or commemorate. 

 

Naming Proposals to Recognize, Honour or Commemorate 
 
15 Based on the City’s sole discretion, a City-owned asset may be named to recognize, 

honour, or commemorate: 
 
(1) a person, family, or organization who volunteers and gives extraordinary help or 

care to individuals, families, or groups or supports community services or 
humanitarian causes; 
 

(2) a name that celebrates a significant historic event or moment in time;  
 
(3) a person, family, or organization who demonstrates excellence, courage, or 

exceptional dedication to service in ways that: 
 
(i) bring special credit to the City of Airdrie, to Alberta or to Canada; or 
 
(ii) reflect the heritage and identity of a community in the City; 
 

(4) a person who has risked their life to save or protect others;  
 
(5) a person, family, or organization who has made an outstanding contribution to 

the City of Airdrie; and 
 
(6) a person, family, or organization who achieves a deed or performs an activity in 

an outstanding manner or of an uncommonly high standard that brings 
considerable benefit or great honour to the City, to Alberta, or to Canada. 

 
16 An applicant proposing to name a City-owned asset in order to recognize, honour or 

commemorate a person, family, or organization must submit a written proposal to the 
CAO that includes the following: 
 
(1) the applicant’s name and contact information; 

 
(2) the proposed name and the justification for the name under section 15; 

 
(3) the relevance of the particular City-owned asset to the organization or to the 

person whose name is proposed; 
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(4) a biography of the person whose name is proposed, including: 
 
(i) their date and location of birth; and  
 
(ii) highlights of their career, education, and community service; 
 

(5) acknowledgement of the costs incurred to name the City-owned asset; 
 
(6) the organization’s consent or the family’s consent for use of the proposed name; 

and  
 

(7) letters of support from community members or the organization, if any. 
 

Public input 
 
17 The City may advertise City-owned asset naming opportunities or seek feedback from 

the public on proposed names for City-owned assets. 
 

18 The City advertises public input on City-owned asset naming in accordance with the 
Public Notification Bylaw, B-02/2019.  
 

19 The City does not maintain a pre-approved list of names for any City-owned assets. 
 

Roles and responsibilities 
 

20 Council reviews and approves revisions to this policy. 
 

21 The CAO reviews and approves any administrative policy or procedures related to this 
policy. 
 

22 The City’s departments comply with this policy and any related procedures. 
 

Definitions 
 
23 In this Council policy:  

 
(1) “Chief Administrative Officer” or “CAO” means the duly appointed Chief 

Administrative Officer of the City of Airdrie or their delegate; 
 

(2) “City of Airdrie” or “City” means the City of Airdrie as a municipal corporation and 
the geographical area within its jurisdictional boundaries, as the context requires; 
 

(3) “City-owned asset” means City-owned infrastructure identified and deemed 
appropriate for naming including, but not limited to, a City facility or park, and the 
infrastructure within, including meeting rooms, spaces, bridges, trails, parks, 
playgrounds, and landmarks.  
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(4) “City facility” means a building, structure or area of land owned by or under the 
direction and control of the City, including, but not limited to, recreation centres, 
sports and fitness facilities, libraries and exhibition facilities; 
 

(5) “Council” means the duly elected Council of the City of Airdrie; 
 
(6) “organization” means an organized group of people that has a particular purpose, 

including a business, society, or association; and  
 

(7) “wayfinding” is how people assess where they are and plan a route to follow. 
 
Relevant legislation 
 

 Addressing Bylaw, B-01/2000  

 Recreation Facilities Naming Policy, P-06/2008 

 Memorial Policy, MED-05-C and Memorial Policy Guidelines  

 Street Naming Policy, P-09/2001 
 
History 
 
Date adopted / Motion number:  
 
Council amendments:  
 
Administration reviews:  
 
Date rescinded: 

224



PROCLAMATION 

 

WHEREAS 

 

 

AND WHEREAS 

 

 

AND WHEREAS 

 

 

 

AND WHEREAS 

 

 

AND WHEREAS 

 

 

 

 

AND WHEREAS 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

lung cancer is the leading cause of cancer 

death among men and women in Canada 

accounting for more deaths than colon 

cancer, breast cancer, and prostate cancer 

combined; and 

over 20,000 Canadians are expected to die 

of lung and bronchus cancer in 2023. 

representing nearly one quarter of all cancer 

deaths in Canada; and 

according to research by Canadian 

oncologists, lung cancer is expected to be 

the most commonly diagnosed cancer in 

Canada, with over 30,000 new lung cancer 

cases expected in 2023; and 

the five-year survival rate for localized lung 

cancer is -60%, yet only ~24% of lung 

cancers are diagnosed at this stage; and 

funding for lung cancer research trails far 

behind funding for research of many other 

cancers, and additional research is needed in 

early diagnosis, screening. and treatment for 

lung cancer as well as in lung cancer 

affecting women and lung cancer health 

disparities; and 

organizations working in Canada such as the 

Canadian Lung Cancer Screening Initiative 

are committed to educating about lung 

cancer and lung cancer screening and 

working to increase lung cancer screening 

rates; 

 

NOW THEREFORE, I, Peter Brown, Mayor 

of the City of Airdrie, do hereby proclaim 

the month of July as 

Lung Cancer Awareness Month 
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OUTSTANDING COUNCIL FOLLOW-UP (Updated to July 4, 2023) 
 

 Item 
Director 
Contact 

Councillor 
and 
Date 

Originated 

Expected 
Return Date 

Director Update 

1 

Review alternatives to the current Snow and Ice Control 
Policy that would reflect the growth and demands of a 
city with a 100K population, incorporate technology and 
best practice options from other municipalities (including 
preemptive treatment options) and provide transparency 
on how the City can best integrate with surrounding 
snow removal standards for a more wholistic service. 

L. Stevens 
H. Spearman 
– Feb 6/23 

August 2023 Research is underway with respect to this Council request. 

2 

Direct Administration to work with the Royal Canadian 
Legion and other veterans’ groups to: form a planning 
committee and keep Council apprised of the progress 
made; the location of the memorialization to remain on 
Veterans Boulevard; the planning committee to work 
with a 2024 timeline; and Administration making a 2024 
budget request if required. 

M. Lock 
A. Jones 

Mar 20/23 
July 2023 

Administration is developing the project approach and will be presenting a plan to 
Council. 

3 

Direct Administration to research the benefit of looking 
beyond the minimum requirements contained in the 
MGA pertaining to notification of affected parties, taking 
into more practical consideration the impacts of the 
surrounding properties that a larger or more specific 
catchment area may provide to all affected parties and to 
return with a report to Council. 

K. Weinberger 
DM Kolson 

Apr 3/23 
October 2023 

In 2019 and 2020, Administration provided Council with reports on Development 
Advertising and Notification processes.  This included benchmarking against 
comparison municipalities.  Council determined that the City’s approach to advertising 
and notification should be maintained as is (with the exception of changes to the digital 
advertising on the City’s website – which were implemented). 
A new report back to Council will provide an update to this work and suggestions for 
what changes can be made and implications (e.g., additional time for development 
process, costs for advertising, economic obstacles, etc.). 

4 
Direct Administration to make a secondary garage a 
discretionary use that is inclusive of the second driveway K. Weinberger 

DM Kolson 
Apr 3/23 

September 2023 

The Notice of Motion instructed staff to make secondary garages (inclusive with 
driveways) a discretionary use in the LUB. After careful consideration and review, staff 
will be able to return to Council with a report in September 2023. This will allow us time 
to conduct thorough research and analysis to ensure that any changes made to the 
LUB align with the best interests of the community and meet all legal requirements. 
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 Item Director 
Contact 

Councillor 
and 
Date 

Originated 

Expected 
Return Date 

Director Update 

5 

Direct Administration to hire a consultant to work with the 
landowners located within NE ¼ Section 15, Township 
27, Range 29, W4M to create/explore/prepare a 
justification report for an area redevelopment plan with 
the justification report to be funded by the City of Airdrie 

K. Weinberger 
P Brown  
Apr 3/23 

August 2023 
Administration will provide a justification and recommendation on how to provide a high-
level planning document and steps moving forward on this property to assist the 
landowners for their planning purposes. 

6 

Direct Administration to bring back information on zero 
lot line approvals to date and options on how to 
determine and implement appropriate thresholds for zero 
lot line development, with a proposed timeline to revisit 
these thresholds. 

K. Weinberger 
T Petrow – 
May 15/23 

September 2023 
Administration is gathering information and preparing a report to take back to Council in 
September 2023. 

7. 
Direct Administration to investigate options for 
establishing and capitalizing an Affordable Housing 
Reserve Fund and return to Council with the options. 

S. Schindeler 
R. Chapman – 

Jun 19/23 
January 2024 

Administration has begun investigating options for establishing an Affordable Housing 
Reserve Fund. 

8. 

Direct Administration to engage in exploratory 
conversations with Conseil scolaire Francosud on 
shared community use recreation amenity within a 
planned high school site in Reunion and return in late 
2023 with options for Council’s consideration. 

K. Weinberger 
R. Chapman - 

Jun 19/23 
December 2023  
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