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 46 According to McLeod, the City assisted in the development through survey work.
 47 Board of Commissioners Papers, Series IV, Box 189, file folder 393, Commissioners’ 

Office to John McLeod, May 21, 1954.
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 16 Board of Commissioners Papers, Series IV, Box 89, “Metropolitan File, 1955–1957,” 
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Lawn.
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 31 Calgary Herald, October 9, 1958.
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 33 Board of Commissioners Papers, Series VI, Box 18, file folder “Annexations 1974.” 
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