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The Urban Design Group is a collection of
individuals who present two awards each month
to examples, in their opinion, of good and bad
design in the urban context. Last month’s
“Black Ribbon Award"’ went to the new
provincial courthouse on Churchill Square; the
““Canadian Champagne Award"’ was given to
Professor Richard Baird for saving two elms
from destruction on 83 avenue. November's
awards will be announced December I.

of his 0

Nominations for future awards are welcome c/o
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