
CITY OF MERRITT 

AGENDA FOR THE SPECIAL COUNCIL MEETING OF THE CITY OF MERRITT 
COUNCIL, TUESDAY, JULY 30, 1996 AT 7:00 P.M., WEST AUDITORIUM 
CIVIC CENTRE CITY HALL, 2185 VOGHT STREET, MERRITT, 8.C. 

AGENDA 

1. PRESENT: 

2. CALL TO ORDER: 

3. ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA: 

a) Special Council Meeting, July 30/96 

4. PUBLIC HEARING: Nil. 

5. PETITIONS/DELEGATIONS: Nil. 

6. ADOPTION OF THE MINUTES: Nil. 

7. BUSINESS ARISING FROM THE MINUTES: 

8. UNFINISHED BUSINESS: 

9. REPORTS: 

a) Truck Route 

1. Memo, July 25/96 
2. Jonathan Huggett, July 25/96 

b) Arena Retrofit 

1. Merritt Centennials, July 24/96 
2. Letter, July 29/96 
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CITY OF MERRITT SPECIAL COUNCIL MEETING. TUES .• JULY 30/96 

10. BYLAWS: 

a) City of Merritt Temporary Borrowing (Truck Route Construction) 25-26 
Bylaw No.1574, 1996.- SUBMITTED FOR ADOPTION. 

b) Collettville Zoning Bylaws 

1. 

2. 

City of Merritt Official Community Plan Amendment 
Bylaw No. 1996.- SUBMITTED FOR FIRST, SECOND 
READING. 

City of Merritt Zoning Amendment Bylaw No., 1996. 
• SUBMITTED FOR FIRST, SECOND READING. 

11. CORRESPONDENCE: 

12. NEW BUSINESS: 

a) Appointment of Acting Deputy Clerk (Sukh Gill) 

13. ADJOURNMENT: 
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TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

MEMORANDUM 

MAYOR AND COUNCIL 

ADMINISTRATION 

JULY 25, 1996 

TRUCK ROUTE FINANCES 

If Council decides to proceed with the proposed Truck Route, the expected budgeting 
process is as follows: 

EXPENSE: 

Contract 
Add. Engineering 
Administration & Interest 

REVENUE: 

$3,100,000. 
10,000. 

140.000. 

On hand 
Next year 
Province 

$ 60,000. 
200.000. 
715,000. 
715.000. 
915,000. 
645,000. 

Federal 
Original Estimated Borrowing 

· New Estimated Borrowing 

$ 3.250.000. 

$ 3.250,000. 

Council has budgeted $100,000. per annum in each of the last two budgets to fund this 
project. In subsequent years, starting in 1997, Council will have to budget 
approximately $200,000. to cover the debt payment. 
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Mayor and Council 
July 25, 1996 
Page2 

Council may wish to consider allocating a specific portion of the debt cost to the Heavy 
Industrial tax category as three of the mills were responsible for lengthening the route 
and therefore increasing costs. On the other hand, the truck route will promote 
economic growth, improve safety, traffic flow and aesthetics for everyone using our 
downtown core and keep our City's principal employers economically competitive. In 
addition, the mill's tax rate is already 8.4 times that of the residential rate. 

This decision need not be concluded until next year's annual budget when tax rates are 
determined. 

Respectfully submitted, 
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City of'M.,rrit!, 
2185 Voght s1rcot, 
P.O.Hox 189, 
MCJ.Ti.tt, 
H.C., ·. 
VOK2.UO 

25 July 1996 

Attontion: T,C. Day. Admini$J!•ator. 

l)o,ur Mr. Duy, 

O•t•: 11~_.,pmo: 1~!01:28 PM 

Jtl;~tt~ 

-:-~ ,,.,~, 

:!~~i.~L' 
Merritt Truc4 'Ro1,1tc Dc~ienfRL1Ud PropoKul F,v11lu11,tlon 

lntn,tlL1ction 

I hav;i r1;1ccivtld today, !he detailed ttlchnical evaluation ol' the three proposals li>r !htl 
Me11itt Tmck Route Design/JJuild Project from Urban Systems Ltd and their snucturnl 
suh-c(;nsuhant M.Milligan & Associates Ltd. I huvi:l also received your lo,Her or 17 July 
1996, enclosing the proposals ~ubmittcd and 1he RFP for 1he Mcnitt Truck Route Prqicct. 
Tho, following is my delail<ld asso,ssmo,nl of' tho, lhr"" proposals, togeth"r with a 
recommendation of award for consideration by City Council. 

F.vuluation Process 

The evaluation was conduotcd in two parts, t1n;uioial 11nd tcohnical. 1110 tinancial 
ctvnlL1&1tion nnd Kcoring WllK Lmd11rlnk1m dir11ctly hy mys111J; in nccordnnQ<I v..-i!h th" 
pdncfplcs given in Section US.4 of1hc RFP. ilascd on 1hc low pdcc of $3,370.500,00 
•L1hmiUod hy SCI, u v11IL1" o1'$30,(i41 ~r v~lu11 !,I · 11!.I point WIIK <lK!11hliHh1?~- Pl11111~1 nol!', 
Wbilc . l 11,avc followed 1hc toobni1,Al~l\UP$$1µ · -•••-. _r ~ _· .. · . ·»w1,,14~1~11,ilfil.i&~Mr 
ev11lm11io11, I hav" not (hllow11d lh11ir points Kumrr111ry, which I h11li11w lo h11 incorr11c1. The 
priru,iµlcs dcfino<I in /:iOQtion l.8,3 of tiio Rfl' clearly ~f(Uiro propononts to oam pQint~, 
and ''•.i1lly Hup11rior p11rlbnnunGi.f will h11 uw11rd11d poinlH" T!l lhul 1111d l have 11~~il;lll!ld 
vlllui;; ftildi;;d points gn 1hc bll&i of w<irth to lhc C.:lty, basgd on a v@lug of $10,641 poc 
point. 

l have attached my detailed evaluation meets analy;zing 1hc 1hrcc proposals rocoivcd, and 
lh., linunciul culculutiuns mude. In 1ny•evulu11liun-fi.lhd-r.,comm.,nduliuns lo Council, T huv., 
also been careful to follow exactly 1hc criteria and tCJ.ms which were defined in tile 
Requ.,sl for Pmposuls issued lo lhe pmpon.,nLs. 
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Fro.m: J1~in1th1n R. Huggett To: Tom Da.y Doto: 7/28/Qo Timo: 12:51:28 PM 

Merritt Truck Route PcKlgnfRu!hl. Propo~l!l f;vuh,mt!on - 07/~6/96 

'i'.' 

Tcch•'lk"D.l Rva.lu1;1.tion Issues -~j}:f 
'!ho technical evaluation is11ues broadly tall into the following categodes: 

• Geomeu'ic co11sid01-a1io11s such as grades, aliglll!1011t.~ etc.; 

• llydraulic performance considerations related to water tlow and ice ha11dlin.g 
capahilili1:s; 

• Rnvirommmlal perlbn11ance including such is~l,)!lS as miligalion, impacl, pennits die.; .. ,. • ... , .. 

• Mainlc,nancc, and lifll cychi co~;~#F 
1'<r~ 

• T!lchnical perlbnnanc" issu.,s'''such. 
issues.. 

lJascd 011 lll'ban Systems tccbnic,il evaluation 1 have :issignod points whor¢ I consider 1he 
City iifM11rrit1 would h11 justili11d in puying for stipc!rior lll11tun,s. Th" lbllowing are soine: 
specific issues which have bcOll considered in the technical evaluation tuider each category 
ahov", and appli!ld to th" sp!lcilic RFP evaluation sections: 

Design Functionality <Max 4 points)·•'· 

Geometric Considerations 
In the geomi!tric category I have judged SCT and Neel co lo hil Nl!perior lo Dawson for !hi! 
following reasons: 

• 11ic maximum grades arc 4% for SCI and Ncclco, but 6% for l)a.wson. As grndcs ai:c 
wry imporlanl lo !ruck routes I hav¢l assigned 3 points lo N.,eJco and SCI with zero to 

Uawson. Ui\f,,' ¥ · . ,,, ··"i"" 
• ·n10 Va.wson alignment has niii~pitaj,~, .. .. . . ·. : odor to SCI and ~oclco, , \gain I 

award 0.5 points lo hoth Neelco and SCTwilh"~ern lo Dawson. 

• I l111vi, uw11rd;:d Neelco un 11ddilion11l 0.5 points liir "up;,rior horizonlul 11lig11111.,nt with 
bi.ttcr minimum curve ra4ii, 

1'eclinical Performance 
Under technical performance I have iddlltilied the,4;sues ol'pavemenl design, and ahilily to 
deal with structural set1l01U011ts, ·!be following atQ,-11).e specific evaluation issues: 

• SCI have proposed a sup01ior pavcmOllt con~11:uction over that specified. ·11ic issue of 
ct>urse is whelher that is necessary, 11nd so juslilies M<lrrill paying more for ii. The 
othor proponents have gone with the specified pavement. l have assumed that tho SC.:! 
p~v11mllnt will huve 1.1 longllr lilll span 1.111d h11v11 lherllfori, uw11rdllJ qne v<1IL111 11Jd11d 
p'Oint to SC.:l over 1ho other propononts. 

• 1 be structural advisor has ass.css.ed that -~glc span SCI bddge has bettor 
Si!llleml)nl characteristics in :llj~tfif..:;ts/r: ~t~;~pan versus !he Aiiper three span 
su-ucturcs and it has a common foundationf'Qoridition. Uawson• for example mixes 
pil@K 1111d Kpread lhotingN. 
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From: Jonathan R. Huggott To: Tom Day Dato: 7/26/96 Ttmo: 12:51:26 PM 

'~ 
1110 evaluation cdtcda in 1hc RH' limit 1hc dift~~tial value added poims fol' toQl)llical 
pt,rlbrmun~ lo 4. On lhul huKili I givts Nf#c,,lcq 1,1,0d SCI 4 e:,uph und ;r.c,ro to f}q_w~on. 
Uowovcr in Thil caso, l ftlll ~l\l'idilld 11mt incroMing '!tic UUll~bor of poinj:ii avttilnblo would 
not impact th;, outcon,;, or 1h11 r;,comm11nd11d pr11fllm1d pmpon,ml, !hough ii would hav;, 
boon highly dcsirnblc. 

])csign fip.tionnlp (Mex 4 U!Jipt~) 

, ... ._,_. 

l have inclu~cd fo~ 1hc fallowing iss,i,;!s ill 1hi.s.caif 
• llydi;auli,;; Pi;rtonnMOO ... ,,,,, . 

Tuhl;, :\. 1 or tho RFP ha~ do lined 1h11 hydruulic <.lc~ign cri1ori1t. The rcquinid w111crway 
opening is defined as 65 • l 00 m. and Urban Syjtcms advise me 1hi.s i~ 1hc square as 
opposed to skewed opening. It is very undear."As the three proposals have skewed 
bridges of vru.ying dcgl'CCs, it is difficult to compare. I am taking 1he view at 1hi.s smge 1hat 
this op;,ning is a r;,comm;,nd;,d opening hul not mandatory. 

l am advised by Urban Systems that.1hc SCI Pl1.h?p.t has supciior hydrnuJic pcrfonnancc 
hecaus;, it has no inlenn;,diary suppiirls which ~i:114 !rap icti and dtihris, and it has thti 
largc~1: squru.-c cloru.· span wi1h 1hc lowest skew angle. lt also has 1hc hil:lhc.~t ni.itwnum 
soflill elevation, 4 m hightir than Ntielco and 2 m hightir than Dawson_ 

On 1hi.s basis l have awru.·dod 2 value added points to SCI wi1h zero to 1iw o1hcr 
proporienls. 

Archacplogicnl / Environmcnt~l(Mp,x_t;Dpints) 
' , -,-<,;.·-.,• 

From lhe Urban Systems aMsossmenl SCI hp.s lh~'hest wril!ti11 process approµ.ch to 1h11 
onvu·o1111tonml ponnitting iiisuo. UawsQn havo doiw 1ilO boiit advance work in dctol1ninit1B 
if" lh.:, pi,rmiL~ will he lhrlhcoming. N1i.:,l1Ji> h11w Hpecific11lly <.llmlin~d 10 !11k1i on ;,,)mil or 
1hc risks associated wi1h 1hc cnvii:onmon,ml pomu- p.occss. 

On \hiM huKi~ I huvc, judgc,d n11wMon 1111d SCI t<'1'!1'fi,.t c,qu11I l,111 Nc,11lc,)'s ''pr(1p(,~11fi0°h<1 
interior. l have 1horcfo1'C aw11tdcd Uawson and SCI one point oaob. and Noolco zor.:i. 

' Design /Construction Delivery Program (Mnx 18 points) 
The i~~u;,s evalual;,d under this category wer;,',"'.;ki).;;,; ·' 

• Pmjticl Managemtinl 

• Qua.lily Managemtinl 

• Conslruclion slaging/optiralions 

• Pn~ticl Schtidul;, 

• Projticl R;,porting 
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From: Jonathan R. Huggett To: Tom Day Date: ?r;.6/96 Time: 12:51:28 PM 

From lhc, 'Orban sysiei1ns asseiss111einl and my own evaluation lht, key di (lt,T't,nce heiwec:,n 
the proponents is the quality manascmcnt plan. I have awarded S(;l one point and the 
olh<lrs z,m, on !ht: hasis !hat SCT's quality manag<lmt:nl plan is significantly sup<lrior and 
gives confidence that 1hc finished product will be of 1hc highest possible quality. 

I haw on your advice, ignor.id th11 sch;,dul" option olfor"d hy Dawson Construction, 
because 1l1c site acquisition will not pcm1it the s9)ledule to proceed. Dawson arc,. zjso not 
!h11 pr.,lilrrlld,,pmpornmt has<ld on ll)~i,g~!it;, c1.1s;, c<~ndilions. 

Issues Rcquirinu Rc.~olution 

If Council agrees with the rcconuncndation that Walter &. SCI be dccl11rcd the protb1Tcd 
pmpon•nl, u nilgotialion will h;, r;;q11in1d with lhll 11on1ruclor h11for;, an award is ma!,19. Th.: 
following outsmnding i,si1cs must bo l\ddrcssod: 
1. Th" conlrucl should contu.in lim1 du.!tls hy which lhtl contractor will h<l giv"n a-,c.,ss lo 

1h,c site. °1110 access to the site can be phascc;k•providiug the Cl1n1rnctor know~ clearly 
which purl or lh" siltl h" g"ls on which dal.,s. 

2. Some detail clarification is rcquircd for various rolldwor~. I believe it to b,~ in the 
c,',nlraclor's scop,: of'work, hut wo: n.,,:d lo clarity what h<l has allowo:d for. 

J. '41y other i~sues that may arise fo!lowin1: a facet~) face mee1i111:. 

RECOMMENDATION .. . . , . .. ·. 
' ... ,·.-s-:-:;~::-' . , .. ,,ttJ. ~•}t• __J~ 

THAT Tl:lf, COUNCIL OF~!(E~~JJI' MERRITT ~~E THAT 
WALTER"& SCI CONSTRUC'flON"(CA: , · A) LTD, BEiJ>EC:-:EARED TUE 
PREFERRED PROPONENT FOR TJIE TRUCK ROUTR DESIGN/BUILD 
PROJECT. 
FURTJIER, THAT STAFF AND ITS CONSULTANTS BE AUTHORIZF.D TO 
ENTllR INTO l<'lNAL NEGOTIATIONS WlTll 'l'll.K PREI<'ERRJ!:D 
PROPONENT, LEADING TO TJIE FINALJ7,A TION OF A CONTRACT FOR 
'l'llE_TRUCK ROUTE DESIGN--C'l', .... -,-... _,_, 

I 

Yours truly. 

Jonathan R, lluggctt P.lixljl; 
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1\-lerritt Truck Route 
Evaluation of Proposals 

Ew!inmlim Criteria I Waller & SCI Conslrnction Ltd I Dawson C~ Ltd. Neelco Construction Inc.. 
' ' 

Tot:ill1 Guaranteed SJ,370,500.00 S3,518,481.00 , SJ,825,250.00 
~-faxinmwn Price J 
Calcultlated '<'lliue per poinf S30,641 S30,641 · j' $30,641 ' ,, 
bascll oo Walt,,"!' & SCI Bid , 
Price--, icore based on Walkii 55 points as low bid 50 poit!ls due lo foanula 40 points due to fonnula 
& SCT!Bul 
~-!lllliR!atoty Elements: 
I , Ci:ompleteness 
2, NHi11imun1Desig11 .••· , 

, , ,~,, .. ·' 
CCnh:na )•\\0: ,,.. .. . 

3- Nflillimnm Risk crilm:te·> ·, -·II"'', .,,, la, ·. :"c ,;. ,:,a~ {cl, , 

4, ••-•"-'- ~, .;Ji\'t· !" . ,F W f "11"!,, •h.i£ ' . L·:l\•IIUll!llm.l_\"1-aJUU!Clll~ -~., .. ,.,, --;, -~· , .1.-
Gi:fileria - ''?!·'·' . . ' .,: .. 

5. ftlroposal. Security 10% bid hood submitted I \)<>,,i, bid bonjl submilited- SSOOO certified cheque - _ 
IT~i1 coment of~· I 00,i, Bid Bond + consenfof , 

6. NHobruzaliot1 and ' ' },!;ib. 2.37% (2.5% llliL'I:) :\-ioo. 2.33,i.5'% ma,,.) i~~: 2.27% (2.5% m!) .. 
IDemooifizalion Max. Demob. 0.45% (1.5% max) Demob. 0.91 % (1.5% max) Demob. 0.39% (1.5% max) 

· De~1 CQnstruclion SO's qualily management plan is No operations iiaa picsented. Weak quality assurance plaa 
Delimiy Program (18 significa11lly l>enea- than the other Qualily management plan poorly 
poilrt115) : proponents. There are no otl1er defined. Schedule option not 

•ignif,.,nt differences viable because of site acc.::ss 
dales. 

(1 noints) (0 points) (0 points) 

Jonathan R Hugget.C P.[tg 
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E~aluation Crite1ia 

.mhoology, Environ. Other 
(9 points): 

De.lign Fu11Clionalitv 
(4 points) : 

Design Rationale (4 points) 

Tvle .. ,tt Truck Route 
Evaluation of Proposals 

"'alter & SCI Construction I Dawson CQnstruction L 
Ll~ 

I 
Single splll.l bridge avoids piers in 
riperiau zone. Well defined 
written process for obtaining 
permits 

Discussioos alrelldy in progre.1 to 
obtiliitpennits. Gllod 
1111deistamli.11g of pennitting 

= es, bridge 
11t abilities and pavement 

,ts' 
·di:aulic perfolllllUlce 

o-f highest so:ffilt, widesl 
11.d lowest skew angle. 

required 
1 points 

:s exceed maximum 
,ended 

~,Is 

~pan bridge 

inls 

Exlroordinary Cost Sa"ings I Notte 
(l O points): 

None 
i,J 

Total ooints awarded I 63 
Recommendation Advise that SCI are preferred 

,rop1iJl,\,'lll: and begin ~otiations 

51 
Advise that SC1 are preferred • 
,rovonent 

Jonathan R Huggt>..d P.Ulf. 

l\"eelco Coostnldi&a Inc-

Neelco have declined to accepl 
some em,ironmental pei:mitting 
risk 

44 

'-.ts 
:or grades, and hori7..ontal 
,ent 

'-,ts' 
span bridge . 

ints 

Ad\ise that SCI are prefum:d 
,roponent 

"-J -



From: Jonathan R. Huggett To: Tom Day 

:,',<",,.. 

!:~{­
,:~ .. -

Date: 7/26/96 llme: 12:51 :28 PM 

·:Ii 
DESIGN/ CONSTRVC'TIUN DELlV&RY 

Page 8 of 19 

-----------------------------------
SCl Daw,on 

~ ProjtCt Mna&IIIIIDl 

Pnd- Manft2er • Doug.lo., . §~u,p ButWll 
• 30+ yean .· ·~o,, ... ,-,,,..' .. year.ii 
• lo+ VtUS f\lP«"Vi!IOl'JI '.~''}~..;,;;::· ,. ·: .. 

C__,.._>ion M""II&..- • J:>willU . • ·· · oora .,,,.,,...ors 
• :ZQ--y..,. 

"l",jli!D liaWUIVcmilii i . ; ... mlltt!f.~ 
-u,-11 • li'4i'y GlolO .. 

• l'!!'&•ttllllii • llll!\11/ll!W&W?l~ 
• cli111110 in bridee 

contractor at last 
minute 

Dcswi Manager • s~.ott Andenon . Eric Woins . IS+ •·-i:.8 years 
• ·roads / bridg.,. . little road/bndge 

Overall • well ID.id out • dglltteam 
• good POOil'l'SS traclcine . local . Newport good but 

lesser c:xperience 
• N•WJ>Qrt late addition 
• cost control ... . 

► SCI has well-defined manogeni.cnt structures 

► otllcn ,iood, bU.IPfOposa) lad:ing detail "' S,ivo ~m,r 11;-Ir ;,,(. 
:a. Qualit;r ~ll!IIClllCDt 

Q111ilt): Process 

Do,lp~ • Control 

Constniction Quality 
Cuntrof' 

OnR[nv ,~lll)!IICC 
. , 

City o(Merritt 
Mcrmt Tnaol<Rou~ 
DOC, .,.._Tl,lll!l,N'.'PWII_.....,.., 

··-·· 

• exctP!i,ona!IY W•II• 
deflllo4 p=ss 

• IIOG11111CAted 

• vc,n, well acflned 
• cbecklists 

• excellent 

• V"'"'~ood 

·-

-2-

. fo1111&11ftd intornel 
(Stllnloy) TQM 

•~toqinoer 
• l:111w~11!1 mpon1it:.l• 
.. but StenloY 'IQM? 
• prqjeot procou not 

4~&1o<t 
• ,cµs<, Agra for tasting 
• defined 

res~ties . sDCCifies not olear 
• will forward lests etc . 

at project completion . no rcspu1JOibili1Y 

• weak 

>#· .- ... 

• . 
' . 
• 
• 

. . 
• . . 
• 

• 

. 

. 
• 

• 
• 

• 

N .. i.co 

G.R.Q{lleya. 
DIBc,q,,,,ri<G<>O 

a. VIIJld~!'!JII( · 
mQofJT~~ -~ ...... 
wg~tfll![j 

IL Parsons 
3o+ 
large nmiects 
Tezra 
~,irowost 
CO$! control'? 

•AOh dilijii <ilaoipllM 
mpo111blblc for own 

~~· V~f;r Wwll 

r.viow or "41oulotiOAS 
only 
110 propm/process 

Vf!CYWeak 
no process 

vcu:'y w••..., 

·! 

Urban 5-Ltd. 
July 24, 1!196 

?QHIOO,S 
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From: Jonathan R. H~gett To: Tom Day Date: 7/26/96 Time: 12:51:28 PM 

!l(ll 
''.·~'':?!it'. 

lu.nl!lll 

B. Q11a1ity ~••cc:mipuc. 
(Conwiued) 

IOIPG<idon I · • v«)" good • OU~CtlQll. llOSth)g 
~,11':1911UiliQll • <J-e!lf/11lO!I?? 
Cll)I ~coillli • ci•fUIQO •· tl•iut>le 

• 11n-cnd¢ 
► SCl • ~etomo • fue way It aho11id be -

► SCI llu well defined m111ta-ent 11n1oture1 

► DllWGuA - it' 5 th ..... ht~t r,O(' d«l,n.cl M .U - \UIQloar ~-.... tn~!t{Q$ 

C. Oparaliou Plan 

Site Man""'etncnt 
MiitGl'lW Handliog 

CJThc:t 

► SCI - bulo but oomplm 

► Dawson • did not provide 

► N:Hl-0~ bMiC !iut ~omp!~ 

D. ProJ•t liM1ri1&k: 

-

Cil;yofMcnltl 
Merritt TtuGk Rolan 
UOC;WJIDATA.....,.....,.-M.IUM 

• basic but Cl>!llPl~te 
... 

• !lQlle 
• will pro\'We traffic 

c:an1ro1 
• St~d.n~- nnm( 

• .-:/~ 

Aug. 11197 ···--· Jan :z.t!l6 
(wiittcr ohutdawn \ nit. AUi! IS/97 
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. ., ... - .. -
Nh~ 

• ~bllllAiiimt of -
al!,ook~· 

• llotq,;un,ij 

• .. -d 
g119 . 
' ;:-

_;f. -
V ~ ~_"-' "~l 

' 

September 19191 

Urbmi ll:Yftoml Ltci. 
1wy24, 1996 
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From: Jonathan R. Huggett To: Tom Day 

~.~~ ... 

B, lfyclniwcb1dcal 

c. P11v•••11t 

·•.•, .. , 

I). El..,11'1""1 

Cl~ of Moffitt 
Ment.a TnNlc Roll\c 
IIQC:: 'll'l'DAT..,..._IINiW'r .. arM 

. 

Date: 7/26/96 Time: 12:51:28 PM 

DJJ:liJON l!'UNC'l'JUNAl.d'A'11 

QC~ Ol!WIIOD 

. • 2 ~ 1~111\'! lll!i¥lli- ·• 2 • na m •~ "C.• 

I ;j @O Ill -~•-) • Ii~ fllUIUll &fi(!li 
• .s11, 11:'iCl• '""' :aco m ! s'l'llllioal dip1 
• 4-iip "l.<iok'' .ii. biJdlllf. •ri110 gpinll• . 
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From: Jonathan R. H1,1ggott To: Tom Day 

ftl/ M. 

Dato: 7/26/$5 Tlmo: 12:51:28 PM 

MJUIGAN & ASSOCIATES LTD. 
· ~""''""" i1!1t~1r . · 

203 -.665· Victoria Stroer, tc.mloop1, B.C. V2C 283 
Pho11e: (6041 374-5433 Fax: (604} 374-7022 

Mr- Ste,pb,m. Po-. P. £N. 
UlUSAN SYSTBMS LTD. 
7 St. Pm SlreetWut 
Kam1oop11. a:.c. 
V2C 1E9 
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Ar. ~ wt haw cvalllllld the.~ detailed bfi(Jg~ pt0p0sals from W altff SCI Conmiction 
. ,,iit,'.-",:;,:. . 1 

Ltd.. Dawson Constiuetion Ltd. and N'eelc:q ~~ (1986) Inc. for the I>fflpl:Build Truc;k 

Ro~to fur tho City ofMermt. · Fl'Oll', our convClll&tioN with yo11r Mr. Bri1JP Hol>bl P. Eu¥, it la 

und.ontood. that the Ncelco C'.o~on propo111l iJ ~ ~ve ~ the other tWQ p.oposab­

As a lllSUlt, ~ did not spend a lot · of time cvaluatini. the Ncclco Consttucti.on proposal. 

Funhci:morc, it is also understood that tho SCI and D21\ivson Conmuction proposals are relatively 

close, budget wise. C~tly; M 'COtl\.Cut, eted -,ur uscsrwems on lbese two p1opo5'1ls. 

From ow' eval\lltio1111 ofthii SCI and DIWIOn propo-11, we feel that the SCI brid10 propol&l la 

aupertor to the Dawson F0J!Osal. · ~ ofthe~Uu. aio &ivon belowi 

• the SCI brida;o pmpoPII pmidcl for a.Sim.., IPlll ~ in gompari,oQ to 

the Dr.won 98m :~ whicla iAeolPQr,ICS t11rN IPIID,I, Tho SCI popol&l 

•Uminata 111.e uod·:afpien in~ ri'YW' ~ rnnJrin1 poe.ntial tlQOd/dtbri.t'&GI' jun 
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M. MIUlguw. & .6..-odotes Ltd. 

ptOblllN lw ofil ~II, BAVifO~. Wot C.l tbat tb.o alnalc ~ ~ 

woldd ilm bG mi,n, ~lo • • ~ witb. pim, 

• tb4I SCI br.ldp propo[llll it .:t l ... of a llkow to. Cold.watcr Ri'\'Cl' CM m,qina11y 

laa alppe ~eat dillii 1be D-.m liridae pr,oposal. · Tile :te¢uc:tion i1:.: Ul.e skew 

--1• ~ b: ·1,atter -~ .U--. Bodi bridp ooouil\lMiO'<ili' bavo no 

ntfen:nce to·1his. ~ a crown. on the deck is ipdicated on the dra'WUI&-

foo1inp in 1hG ~-• fllb. It.is;~ that the possibility or. old mine 
' ''' '' '-'i&}, 

'WO~ maybe;p1c;,ieutin this area.. ,. · 

in 1bis--. ho\wvcrr.bilod. oai,ut.-ioix:c m,.d.the vimap of these WC1n,:;i.oas. -

do llOt feel tl,WtW,~ w a~9rpro• 

R.eprdlea, for the allutmem 5111. the SCI Pl!)POial provic!N for th• imtallation of 

?-Acchenir...U;r ,.:wmJiri Earth Tcdmoloo and ~ fills ~ ii a ZPuch 

aupaica ll)IIW!l w ~·;bt,wan englmm-\ fllll. 
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witb tb• Oswaoll ,roPoNI, 11:le pi«9 lrf ,uppol'llld 011 driVft ftNl pU. 'IIVhilo 1M 

. abw:aumt faotmaa - apxad CaotiD&t u dacrit,ed abo"•· For a bridp SlnlCl.uno, 

when di1ferut ~OD ll)'9tem.c !!ff utillir,ed, the potenti,r,I for (lift'eftntial 

Ml:tlcm.nt aero• thi·~ bccomo, moro of a COllCOnL 

• ovo:cflow oulvcm iJt tho ®i;fh ~t fiIII ~a;ipri;<; of 4x1000 ~ pipes and. 

2xROO mm pipes for_tbc SCI and Dawson pmpoaa) 1espwti.,=Jy 

• the rnnnina hti4'1 widtb ii LO.loo mm and 10,000 mm for the SCI and Dawsora 

propol&I nspe,.!ively. 

" 

• 

";th• walkway width~ on~ :na"~~~ i• 1,7.-:gg}GiOO, mm for . . . ' ' . 

1;bG SCI im!10.WIOll-propollill. Rll~Vll)'. 

in tho SCI proporai. 1M ~ deck bu I SOau;si blab dasity c:oQQW owrlay for 

the munin1 iadiKie. Thfs will provi4e better deck durability and also lower lona 

1am mainr«neac:e '"?Stl. IA the Dawsolll. pzopo-1, "rumrias sur:w:e over~ coiu:nte 

deck is - md.iCP!ld. 
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• 'tfMI SIClJWOpoul-..__ lltMl. ~..._... ._~Pftl'IIG■llil _ f_H••HW 

glrd«a. Tlm:c may " IK)IQC .. \IUIII ill COQll11,lc::tiOA time UliQa llle Rduced Ill.Imber of 
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1r1 ib,i ~-.. of'imdu oo~ dll\t Will \!,j: q1vol~ ii\ '1la ~qon c,f tb,a hid ~ 

Wal• SCI Co'llltl"IIOdOl:I Ltd. have 8)ftt« depth mourca 11114 oepabiliUO$ in cotllParisoD to 

N.-wpon Suwturo Lt4. (l)aW10Ap1V1)0illl), CQQMlqW1Ai,ly, w.; ~dcrthat in~ QO~lltiion of 

the bri• comuuction t'ield work and wocuu:i ~ project meaaaemem work. thore would 
~lt. 

be a ~cant -.dvalltlliC with ti» sa m))0$1l. ·\t"' 

Sciotio1 1.11 of* ~1 for P~ wou.ld bt llhoWD ui Teblc: l .O. Thi~ u~olll wu 

~ by Mr. Milllpo and Mr. Wctl!Uld $i1d'tlit ~ •~~ 
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M. Mflu.an 8c ANocfata l.,td. 

Youn, truly, 

M,1, Mtil!illl, P,iila;, 

MFM/Jmb 
FILE:2856A -· 

Pe.go 1$ of 1Q 

$4, .xu,., 



Merritt Centennials 
Jr. A Hockey Club 
Box 1730, Merritt, B.C., VIK-JC! 
Ph: 604-378-3607, Fax: 604-378-3609 

City of Merritt 
Clara R. Norgaard, Mayor 
Box 189 Merritt, B.C., VlK-lCl 

Subject: Nicola Valley Memorial Arena Retrofit 

Your Worship; 

July 24, 1996 

Pete Tambolini, JeffNorburn, and myself spent some time going through the arena 
yesterday and it is apparent that it is considerably behind schedule. From the Merritt 
Centennials perspective, every day that we need to travel to Logan Lake for practice 
(every week day) will cost us about $400.00. Each additional out of town "Home Game" 
will cost us an additional $2500.00 over the cost of games in our own rink. This is cash 
we can ill afford to put out for practice times, or for "Home Games". 

We recognize Action Construction has a contract that allows them to be on site until the 
end of October, and at this speed they certainly will be, however the initial schedule put 
us in the rink about mid-August just for practices, and at the BCJHL AGM held June 
15th, we scheduled our first two "Home Games" in September, for Princeton and 
Karnloops. 

We have scheduled our home opener for October 11th, as we were told the rink was 
considerably ahead of schedule, and would likely be completed by Sept.23, so we 
allowed an extra 3 weeks, convinced this would be ample. For a project of this 
magnitude, there is extremely slow progress, particularly when compared to other 
projects underway in the community. A very small workforce is on site. 

It is a constant financial struggle to keep the Merritt Centennials in town, and it is only 
possible through generous donations from many people in town, that we can maintain the 
longest running team in the province, in the smallest community to host a franchise. 

It would indeed be unfortunate if the retrofit schedule contributed additional unexpected 
losses to a point where our owners and partners were unwilling to continue supporting · 
the club. This would be a tremendous loss to the community. 

Thank you for your concem 

nt, Merritt Centennials 
JVJf>,;uric Weins, Stanley and Associates 



CITY OF MERRITT 
July 29, 1996 

Jerry Sanders 
President, Merritt Centennials Hockey Club 
Box 1730 
Merritt BC 
VIK lCl 

Dear Jerry: 

2185 VOGHT STREET 
P.O.Box189 

MERRITr, B.C. VOK 2BO 
(604) 378-4224 

FAX (604) 378-2600 

1bis letter is in response to your correspondence of July 24, 1996 regarding the 
construction schedule for the Nicola Valley Memorial Arena. While we are aware that 
the arena closure has a financial impact on the operation of the Centennials Hockey Club 
it should be noted that the anticipated opening date for the arena is not currently behind 
schedule. The decision to include the new reheat slab and dasher boards and glass 
extended the project completion date to October 31. 1bis decision was made with the 
support of the design committee, and included representatives from the Merritt 
Centennials organization. 

While construction schedules developed by Action Construction early in the project have 
.shown completion by September 30, they are not contractually required to complete until 
October 31. It is expected that ice will be available for practices by October 14. Action 
Construction acknowledges that completion by the end of September is no longer 
anticipated. 

While we recogniz.e that the unavailability of the arena results in increased costs to 
operate the Centennials, these costs were not unexpected. The project completion date of 
October 31 was accepted by the design committee when the addition work was added to 
the contract. 

We will continue to work with the contractor and engineer to ensure the project is 
completed on schedule. Please feel free to contact JeffNorburn at the Aquatic Centre 
should you have any questions regarding the arena project 

Yours Truly, 

Clara R. Nogaard, 
Mayor 



CITY OF MERRITT 

BYLAW NO. 1574 

BEING A BYLAW TO AUTHORIZE TEMPORARY BORROWING PENDING THE 
SALE OF DEBENTURES. 

WHEREAS, it is provided by Section 342 of the Municipal Act being Chapter 290, 
R.S.B.C., 1979, that the Council may, where it has adopted a loan authorization bylaw, 
without further assents or approvals, borrow temporarily from any person under the 
conditions therein set out; 

AND WHEREAS, the Council has adopted Bylaw No. 1454, cited as "City of Merritt 
Truck Route Loan Authorization Bylaw No. 1454, 1994", authorizing the construction of 
a Truck Route in the amount of Nine Hundred and Fifteen Thousand Dollars 
($915,000.00) 

AND WHEREAS, the sale of the said debentures has been temporarily deferred; 

NOW THEREFORE, the Council of the City of Merritt in open meeting assembled, 
ENACTS AS FOLLOWS: 

1. This bylaw may be cited as "CITY OF MERRITT TEMPORARY 
BORROWING (TRUCK ROUTE CONSTRUCTION) BYLAW NO. 1574, 
1996". 

2. The Council is hereby authorized and empowered to borrow an amount 
or amounts not exceeding the sum of Nine Hundred and Fifteen 
Thousand Dollars ($915,000.00), as the same may be required. 

3. The form of obligation to be given as acknowledgment of the liability 
shall be a promissary note or notes bearing the corporate seal and signed 
by the Mayor and the Treasurer payable on or before the 31st day of 
December, 1998. 

4. The money so borrowed shall be used solely for the purposes set out in 
said Bylaw No. 1454. 

5. The proceeds from the sale of the debentures or so much thereof as may 
be necessary shall be used to repay the money so borrowed. 



CITY OF MERRITT 
BYLAW NO. 1574 
PAGE2 

READ A FIRST TIME this 25th day of 

READ A SECOND TIME this 25th day of 

READ A THIRD TIME this 25th day of 

ADOPTED this day of 

June 

June 

June 

, 1996. 

, 1996. 

, 1996. 

, 1996. 

C.R.Norgaard, MAYOR T.C.Day, ACTING CLERK 
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City of Merritt 

BYLAW NO. 1583, 1996 

A BYLAW TO AMEND THE CITY OF MERRITT OFFICIAL COMMUNITY PLAN 
BYLAWNO. 1460, 1994. 

PAGE 02 

WHEREAS the Council of the City of Merritt has adopted an Official Community Plan pursuant 
to the Municipal Act; 

AND WHEREAS the Thompson-Nicola Regional District has adopted the ''Nicola Valley 
Official Community Plan Bylaw No. 1450,1996" pursuant to the Municipal Act; 

AND WHEREAS the City of Merritt has extended its boundaries, being "Collettville and Other 
Areas" west, east and north of the City, and said areas were incorporated into the City of Merritt 
Supplementary Letters Patent on November 16, 1995; 

AND WHEREAS puxsuant to the City of Merritt Supplementary Letters Patent dated November 
16, 1995, Council has the authority and finds it desirous to rescind these portions of the 
Thompson-Nicola Regional District ''Nicola Valley Official Community Plan Bylaw No. 1450, 
1996" that apply to "Collettville and Other Areas" and replace these with statements and 
designations developed by the City of Merritt; 

AND WHEREAS the Council of the City of Merritt wishes to amend the City of Merritt Official 
Community Plan to include statements and designations for "Collettville and other Areas"; 

AND WHEREAS the Council of the City of Merritt has examined the proposed amendments in 
conjunction with its most recent capital expenditure program under Section 266 of the Municipal 
Act, and any waste management plan or economic strategy plan that is applicable in the 
municipality to ensure consistency between them; 

AND WHEREAS Council has referred the proposed amendments to the Agricultural Land 
Commission for comment; 

AND WH:EREAS Council has referred the proposed amendments to the Board of the Thompson­
Nicola Re~onal District for comment; 

AND WHEREAS the Council of the City of Merritt has held a Public Hearing on the proposed 
amendments to the Official Community Plan; 

NOW TIIEREFORE the Council of the City of Merritt in open meeting assembled, hereby 
enacts as follows: 



l. That this bylaw shall be cited as "CITY OF MERRITI OFFICIAL COMMUNITY 
PLAN AMENDMENTBYLAWNO.1583, 1996". 

rH(,,'.,C. t:.I..J 

2. That the portions of the Thompson-Nicola Regional District's "Nicola Valley Official 
Community Plan Bylaw No. 1450,1996" which apply to those areas of the City of Merritt 
which were brought within City boundaries pumiant to the City of Merritt 
Supplementary Letters Patent dated November 16, 1995 are hereby RESCINDED. 

3. That the City of Merritt Official Community Plan Bylaw No. 1460, 1994 is hereby 
AMENDED as follows: 

a. Schedule "B", the City ofMenitt Official Community Plan Map is hereby 
. AMENDED to include designations shown on Schedule "A" attached hereto and 
· forming part of this bylaw. 

b. Schedule "C", the City ofMenitt Development Permit Areas is hereby AMENDED 
by adding the Development Pennit Area, including basis for designation, justification 
and guidelines, shown on Schedule "B" attached hereto and forming part of this 
bylaw. 

c. Policy 14.5 is REVISED to state "It is the policy of Council to pursue the 
implementation of the future truck route as shown on Schedule "B" of the Official 

· Community Plan". 

4. That the City ofMenitt Official Community Plan Map being Schedule "B" of the City of 
Mc;rritt Official Community Plan Bylaw No. 1460, 1994 is hereby AMENDED to depict 
the changes. 

READ A FIRST TIME nns 

READ A SECOND TIME nns 

PUBLIC HEARING HEID nns --­

READ A TilIRD TIME nns 

DAY OF _______ ~ 1996. 

DAY OF _______ ..., 1996. 

DAY OF _______ _, 1996. 

DAY OF ______ __, 1996. 

ADOPTED nns ____ DAY OF ________ __, 1996 

C.R. Norgaard, Mayor Y.J. Porada, Clerk 
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CiJy of Merritt 

BYLAW NO. 1583, 1996 
SCHEDULE "B" 

1. Description 

Area bordered by Midday Valley Road to the east, Lindley Creek Road to the north and 
the steep hillside to the south and west, as outlined on the sketch above. 

2. Basis for Designation 

3. 

Designate as a development l_)ermit area l_)ursuant to Section 945(4)(b) and 945 (4(e) of 
the Municipal Act. 

Justifu:ation 

This is a light industrial area adjacentto residential lands located to the north. 
Furthermore, there are steep slopes ~butting the Development Permit Area to the south. 
There are four specific concerns which must be addressed to ensure that the industrial and 
residential uses are compatible • dust control, visual impacts, traffic and noise generated . 
by industrial activities. One objective of this designation is to reduce any potential 
conflicts and incompatioilities between adjacent light industrial and residential uses. The 
second objective is to ensure that any future light industrial development is protected 
from hazardous conditions. 

4. GuldeUnes 

.1 No exposed soil suxfaces will be permitted. Asphalt, concrete, gravel, turf or 
landscaped areas must be used in all areas not occupied by buildings. Also, 
storage piles must be located in sheltered areas and properly covered to ensure 
that they do not provide materials which could become airborne . 

. 2 ·, Light industrial areas must be screened from acljacent residential areas by means 
of a solid visual bani.er and landscape butfe,. The landscape buffer must meet the 
following requirements: 
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• Minimum width- 6 metres 
• Consti;u.cted according to B.C. Landscape Standards 
• All plants shall be appropriate to local climate and soil conditions 
• Specific composition and other requirements for the landscape buffer are set 

out in the following table: 

MID.lmum Muimum Minimum la11alled s~ Type of Plant Helghtaad Density Spacing ( oa-
Spread* centre) 

Medium Shrub l.S - 2 mettes 25 plants/100 m2 1.2 metres #2 coatalner 
Tall Shrub 2.S - 4 metres IS plants/100 m1 2.0metres #S container 
Trees Smettes 2 plan1s/l 00 m2 Varied 2.5 m height (conifer) 

Scm calinel' (deriduous) 

•Minimum height and spread at maturity (within S-10 year period) 

• Proper maintenance of the landscape buffer is essential 

.3 Lighting must be of a non-glare variety and designed so as not to fall on adjacent 
residential areas . 

. 4 Signs must be provided based on the following guidelines: 

• free standing signs must not exceed 4 meters; 
• sign bases must be landscaped; 
• fascia signs must be integrated with the building and relate to the building 

design. 

.5 Track traffic will not be permitted within the SUIIOunding residential area.and 
must use the 1ruck route provided. 

.6 A landscaped benn not less than 2 meters in height at its crest must be provided 
on the south side of the road which separates the adjacent residential and light 
industrial uses. If these uses are not separated by a road, the berm will be 
provided on the portion of the light industrial parcel adjoining the residential use . 

. 7 On-site dminage must be managed in a manner which does not result in impacts 
on adjacent properties . 

. 8 If development is proposed for lands abutting the steep slopes at the south I\Ild 
west of the Development Permit Alea and/or if substantial earthworks are 
required to allow development, a detailed report certified by a Professional 
Engineer and pICpared in accordance with good engineering practice will be 
required. 
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City of Merritt 

BYLAW NO. 1584, 1996 

A BYLAW TO AMEND THE CITY OF MERRITT ZONING BYLAW NO. 1530, 1995. 

WHEREAS the Council of the City ofMenitt has adopted the City of Merritt Zoning Bylaw No. 
1530, 1995; 

AND WHEREAS the Thompson Nicola Regional District has adopted "Zoning Bylaw No. 940, 
1985;" 

AND WHEREAS the City of Merritt has extended its boundaries, being "Collettville and Other 
Areas" west, east and north of the City, and said an:as were incorporated into the City of Merritt 
Supplementary Letters Patent on November 16, 1995; 

AND WHEREAS pursuant to the City of Merritt Supplementary Letters Patent dated November 
16, 1995, Council has the authority and finds it desirous to rescind those portions of the 
Thompson Nicola Regional District "Zoning Bylaw No. 940, 1985" that apply to "Collettville 
and Other Areas" and replace these with zones and regulations developed by the City of Merritt; 

AND WHEREAS the Council of the City of Merritt wishes to amend the City of Merritt Zoning 
Bylaw No. 1530. 1995 to include zones and regulations for "Collettville and Other Areas". 

AND WHEREAS the Council of the City of Merritt has held a Public Hearing on the proposed 
amendme11-ts to the Zoning Bylaw No. 1530, 1995; 

NOW TIIBREFORE the Council of the City of Merritt, in open meeting assembled, hereby 
enacts as :follows: 

1. That this bylaw shall be cited as "City of Merritt Zoning Amendment Bylaw No. 1584, 
1996". 

2. That the portions of the Thompson Nicola Regional District's "Zoning Bylaw No. 940, 
1985" which apply to those areas of the City of Merritt which were brought within City 
boundaries pursuant to the City of Merritt Supplementary Letters Patent dated November 
16, 1995 m:e hereby RESCINDED. 

3. That the City ofMemtt Zoning Bylaw No. 1S30, 199S is he{eby AMENDED as follows: 
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a. Section 6.2.8 is ADDED as follows: 

Section 6.2.8 -RB (Special Residential) 

Statement of Purpose 

This zone provides for the use and development of single family dwellings on 
large lots. 

(I) Permitted Uses 

The following uses and no others shall be permitted in the area designated as RS: 

a) Single family dwelling 
b) Modular home 
c) Home occupation 
d) Accessory building 

(2) Regulations 

On a parcel located in an area designated as RS, no building or structure shall be 
constructed, located or altered and no plan of subdivision approved which 
contravenes the regulations set out in.the following table. Column I sets out the 
matter to be regulated and Column II sets out the regulations. 
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Column I 

.1 Maximum number of principal buildings 

2 Minimum floor area requirements dwelling only 

.3 Maximum floor area for accessory buildings 

.4 Maximum hejgb.t 
• principal building 
• accessory building 

.5 Minimum siting from parcel lines: 

Principal Building: 
• front parcel line 
• rear parcel line 
• interior side parcel line 
• exterior side parcel line 

Accessory Building 
• front parcel line 
• interior side parcel line 
• exterior side parcel line 
• i:ear parcel line 

.6 Maximum parcel coverage 

.7 Minimum pan:el size 

.8 Minimum frontage 

~ Minimum width of a single family dwelling and 
modular home 

Column II 

l dwelling unit per parcel 

55 square meters 

Shall not exceed the lesser of 
10 percent of the area of the 
lot or 6S square meters 

IOmeters 
4.85 meters 

6meters 
6meters 
1.5 meters 
3 meters 

6meters 
1.5 meters 
3 meters 

. 1.5 meters 

35. percent of the parcel area 

1,220 square meters 

16.5 meters 

6meters 
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b. Section 6.3.3 (3) is ADDED as follows: 

Section 6.3.3 

(3) Special BeiJI)ations 

Notwithstanding Section 6.3.3(1), the only use permitted on Lot A, Plan 31180, 
TP 91, W6M; Lot 11, Plan 11461, TP 91, W6M; and Lot 33, Plan 707, TP. 91, 
W6M that lie within the C3 Zone is a machine welding shop and associated 
storage. 

c. Section 6.S.4 (3) is added as follows: 

Section 6.4.4 

(3) S,peciaJ R~atjons 

Notwithstanding Section 6.S.4(1), sand and gravel extraction is a pennitted use on 
that portion of the SE 1/4, Section 11, TP 91, W6M shown on the sketch plan 
below. 

I 

SAND AND GRAVEL 
EXTRACTION PERMITTED 

I 
I 
I 
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d. 

e. 
i 

f. 

Section 4.4 is hereby amended to STRIKE the reference to the "C6 (Airport 
Commercial)" zone in the clause ''Except in the C6 (Airport Commercial) zone" 
and REPLACE it with "C5 (Aiiport Co=ercial)". 

The City of Merritt Official Zoning Map being Schedule "A" of the City of 
Merritt Zoning Bylaw No. 1530, 1995 is hereby AMENDED to include zoning 
designations shown on Schedule "A" attached hereto and forming part of this 
bylaw. 

The City of Merritt Floodplain Map being Schedule "C" of the City of Merritt 
Zoning Bylaw No. 1530, 1995 is hereby AMENDED to include the floodplain 
area shown on Schedule "B" attached hereto and fomung part of this bylaw. 

4. That the City of Merritt Official Zoning Map and Floodplain Map being Schedules "A" 
and "C" respectively of the City of Merritt Zoning Bylaw No. 1530, 1995 are hereby 
AMENDED to depict the changes. 

READ A FIRST TIME THIS 

READ A SECOND TIME nus 
PUBLIC HEARING HELD THIS __ _ 

READ A TIIIRD TIME THIS 

DAY OF _______ ~ 1996. 

DAY OF _______ ~ 1996. 

DAY OF _______ ~ 1996. 

DAY OF ______ __, 1996. 

RECEIVED M:INISTRY OF IRANSPORTATION AND HIGHWAYS APPROVAL. 
nus ____ DAY OF _____ __,._.,, 1996. 

ADOPTED nus ____ DAY OF ________ __, 1996 

C.R. Norgaard, Mayor Y.J. Porada, Clerk 
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CITY OF MERRITT 

AGENDA FOR THE SPECIAL IN-CAMERA COUNCIL MEETING OF THE CITY 
OF MERRITT COUNCIL, TUESDAY, JULY 30, 1996 , MEETING ROOM #1, 
CIVIC CENTRE CITY HALL. 2185 VOGHT STREET. MERRITT, B.C. 

AGENDA 
PAGE 

1. PRESENT: 

2. CALL TO ORDER: 

3. ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA: 

a) Special In-Camera Meeting, July 30/96 1 

4. PUBLIC HEARING: Nil. 

5. PETITIONS/DELEGATIONS: Nil. 

6. ADOPTION OF THE MINUTES: 

7. BUSINESS ARISING FROM THE MINUTES: 

8. UNFINISHED BUSINESS: 

9. REPORTS: 

a) A&W Trailer Sign 

10. BYLAWS: 

11. CORRESPONDENCE: 

12. NEW BUSINESS: 

13. ADJOURNMENT: 



/'"' .... - ... ~ 

Active Mountain Entertainment Corp. 
s-tl- 6lJ•l'VllA- N-w-~ B.C: YJMJXJ 

T~ (614JS:5-Ji31 Fa (684JSZH3U 

FAX TRANSMISSION 

July 29, 1996. 

To:TmaDay 
The qty.of .Merritt 
(604)378-2600 

From: Claude Lelievre 

lPageonly 

Re: Acqui!lition of "right ofwgy• fD construct truck route by the City ofMmitt 

DearMr.Day ... 

Following our telephone conversation of this afternoon; I wish to confirm that our Cornpanys Board of 
Dinlctors bad met last Wednesday to discuss the City's offer outlined in your letter dated June 13, 1996. I 
must apologize for my tardiness in conveying their decision; ... blame it on the Festival. 

· Thc.Diiectors of A.M.E.C. hereby agree to the City's offer CODtained in your above weotiooed lctta. 
However, as I mentioned earlier on the phone. there are two points 1bat remain for clarilicatioo: 

1- The cost of main services sta1X:d in our conversalion seems somewhat excessive. Would the City 
provide us with the contractor's final quote once you have secured a fllllll bid and contract pru:e? . 

2-Dwing our JUDe 12th. meeting. you bad discussed the poSSl"bility of including.the cost of main water and 
,ewer services for the first 30 lots in the specified an:a funding u well. We would like to emcise that 
option and are in hopes tha1 it will be made available to us as discussed. 

I want you to know that-the Directors of A.M.E.C. have made this decision based not only on the 
Company& futun: plans but also with the future of the City ofMeaitt in mind. We an- pleased ft) be part 
of Merritt's bright future and look forward to a long and congenial. n:la1ionship with the City's council 
members. 

Sincelely yours, 

Per: Claude Lelievre 
General IIJllll8{!et 

"Mal(.in' MUlic in Mtll1ilt Moke$ Sense " 
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