COUNCIL MEETING AGENDA

ROCKY VIEW Date: Tuesday, December 22, 2020

COUNTY

Time: 9:00 AM
Location: https://www.rockyview.ca/

CALL MEETING TO ORDER

UPDATES/APPROVAL OF AGENDA

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

1.
2.
3.

November 24, 2020 Council Meeting Minutes
November 30, 2020 Special Council Meeting Minutes

December 1, 2020 Special Council Meeting Minutes

FINANCIAL REPORTS

PUBLIC HEARINGS / APPOINTMENTS

GENERAL BUSINESS

1.

All Divisions - Support for Beiseker Alberta Community Partnership Grant
Application

File: N/A

All Divisions - Regional Transportation Levy

File: N/A

All Divisions - Feasibility of Implementing Restrictions on County Roads
File: 4050-550

All Divisions - Highway 1 and Range Road 33 Overpass Improvement -
Funding Proposal

File: 5011-302

All Divisions - 2020 Water and Waste Water Debt Repayment
File: 0650

Division 3 - Late Tax Payment Penalty Cancellation Request
File: 04605098

Division 3 - Late Tax Payment Penalty Cancellation Request

File: 04619063
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8. Division 2 - Late Tax Payment Penalty Cancellation Request
File: 04721075
9. Division 8 - Late Tax Payment Penalty Cancellation Request
File: 05618462
10. Division 2 - Late Tax Payment Penalty Cancellation Request
File: 05704068
11. Division 7 - Late Tax Payment Penalty Cancellation Request
File: 06404569
12. Division 8 - Late Tax Payment Penalty Cancellation Request
File: 06712074
13. Division 5 - Late Tax Payment Penalty Cancellation Request
File: 04329306
14. All Divisions - Late Tax Payment Penalty Cancellation Request
File: N/A
15. Division 6 - Development Permit Renewal of Aggregate Extraction
File: PRDP20200843 (07134005 / 07134012)
16. All Divisions - Area Structure Plan and Conceptual Scheme Cost Recovery
Policy
File: N/A
17.  All Divisions - High-Speed Internet Services Delivery Policy
File: N/A
18. All Divisions - Fall 2020 Community Recreation Funding Grant
Recommendations
File: N/A
BYLAWS
1. Division 9 - Consideration of three (3) Readings of Bylaw C-8118-2020 to
Revise Road Closure Bylaw C-7902-2019
File: PL20190039 (08802003)
2. Division 2 - First Reading Bylaw - Elbow View Area Structure Plan
File: 1013-220
3. Division 3 - First Reading Bylaw — New Conceptual Scheme

File: PL20200083 (04736002/6011)
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4. Division 2 - First Reading Bylaw - Conceptual Scheme Amendment 365
File: PL20200130 (04722001)

5. Division 3 - First Reading Bylaw — Residential / Commercial Redesignation 445
File: PL20200084 (04736002/6011)

6. Division 3 - First Reading Bylaw - Minor ASP Amendment 460
File: PL20200087 (04736002/6011)

7. Division 4 - First Reading Bylaw - Special Use Redesignation 581
File: PL20200098 (04209001)

8. Division 9 - First Reading Bylaw - Residential and Agricultural Redesignation 590
File: PL20200104 (08922009)

9. Division 2 - First Reading Bylaw - Agricultural and Residential Redesignation 599
File: PL20200107 (04718006)

10. Division 7 - First Reading Bylaw - Residential Redesignation 608
File: PL20200116 (07308011)

11. Division 9 - First Reading Bylaw - Agriculture Redesignation 617
File: PL20200118 (07828003)

H. UNFINISHED BUSINESS
I. COUNCILLOR REPORTS
J. MANAGEMENT REPORTS
1. 2020 Council Priorities and Significant Issues List 626

K. NOTICES OF MOTION

1. All Divisions - Councillor Wright and Councillor Kissel - Voter Identification for 629
Rocky View County Municipal Elections
File: N/A

2. Division 1 - Councillor Kamachi and Deputy Reeve McKylor - To extend the 631

mandatory water/wastewater connection to the Bragg Creek municipal water
and waste water utility system date from December 21, 2020 to December 31,
2021

File: N/A

L. PUBLIC PRESENTATIONS
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M.

N.

CLOSED SESSION

1.

RVC2020-42 - Blazer Water Systems Update

THAT Council move into closed session to consider the confidential item Blazer
Water Systems Update pursuant to the following sections of the Freedom of
Information and Protection of Privacy Act:

Section 16 - Disclosure harmful to business interests of a third party

Section 24 - Advice from officials

Section 25 - Disclosure harmful to the economic or other interests of a public
body

RVC2020-43 - Kissel v Rocky View (County), 2020 ABQB 406

THAT Council move into closed session to consider the confidential item Kissel
v Rocky View (County), 2020 ABQB 406 pursuant to the following sections of
the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act:

Section 23 - Local public body confidences
Section 24 - Advice from officials
Section 27 - Privileged information

RVC2020-44 - Sale of the Cochrane Gravel Pit

THAT Council move into closed session to consider the confidential item Sale
of the Cochrane Gravel Pit pursuant to the following sections of the Freedom
of Information and Protection of Privacy Act:

Section 24 - Advice from officials
Section 25 - Disclosure harmful to the economic or other interests of a public
body

RVC2020-45 - Water and Wastewater Servicing at Cochrane Lakes

THAT Council move into closed session to consider the confidential item Water
and Wastewater Servicing at Cochrane Lakes pursuant to the following
sections of the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act:

Section 24 - Advice from officials
Section 25 - Disclosure harmful to the economic or other interests of a public
body

RVC2020-46 - Chestermere Recreation Centre

THAT Council move into closed session to consider the confidential item
Chestermere Recreation Centre pursuant to the following sections of the
Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act:

Section 24 - Advice from officials
Section 25 - Disclosure harmful to the economic or other interests of a public
body

ADJOURN THE MEETING
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ROCKY VIEW
COUNTY

COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
Tuesday, November 24, 2020
9:00 AM
Council Chambers
262075 Rocky View Point
Rocky View County, AB T4A 0X2

Present:

Also Present:

Reeve D. Henn

Deputy Reeve K. McKylor

Councillor M. Kamachi (left the meeting at 12:32 p.m.)
Councillor K. Hanson

Councillor A. Schule

Councillor J. Gautreau

Councillor G. Boehlke

Councillor S. Wright

Councillor C. Kissel

. Hoggan, Chief Administrative Officer

. Riemann, Executive Director, Operations

. Kaiser, Executive Director, Community and Business

. Robinson, Executive Director, Corporate Services

. Cochran, Executive Director, Community Development Services

. Woods, Manager, Financial Services

. Nijjar, Manager, Planning and Development Services

. Kazmierczak, Manager, Planning Policy

. Satink, Municipal Clerk, Municipal Clerk’s Office

. Andreasen, Deputy Municipal Clerk, Municipal Clerk’s Office

. Deng, Planner, Planning and Development Services

. Panaguiton, Recreation, Parks, and Community Support

I. Smith, Lead Asset Management, Legal and Land Administration

D. Lang, Community Projects Coordinator, Recreation, Parks, and Community
Support

K. Jiang, FOIP and Records Coordinator, Municipal Clerk’s Office

X0 U0OOWARXRO®T >

A Call Meeting to Order

The Chair called the meeting to order at 9:00 a.m. with all members present.

B Updates/Approval of Agenda

MOVED by Councillor Schule that the November 24, 2020 Council meeting agenda be amended

as follows:

Add emergent closed session item M-3 - Rocky View Foundation Letter of Support

Carried
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MOVED by Councillor Wright that the November 24, 2020 Council meeting agenda be amended
as follows:

e Add emergent item F-11 - Discussion on the Accommodating Public Presentations at the
December 1, 2020 Special Council Meeting regarding the Budget Support
Carried

MOVED by Councillor Gautreau that the November 24, 2020 Council meeting agenda be
approved as amended.
Carried

November 10, 2020 Council Meeting Minutes

MOVED by Councillor Gautreau that the November 10, 2020 Council meeting minutes be
approved as presented.

Division 9 - Bylaw C-8075-2020 - Redesignation Item - Residential Use carried
File: PL20200089 (06826039)
MOVED by Councillor Kissel that the public hearing for item E-1 be opened at 9:10 a.m.

Carried
Person(s) who presented: Craig and Carley Zenner (Applicant/Owners)
Person(s) who presented in favour: None
Person(s) who presented in opposition: None
Person(s) who presented rebuttal: Craig and Carley Zenner (Applicant/Owners)
MOVED by Councillor Kissel that the public hearing for item E-1 be closed at 9:39 a.m.

Carried
MOVED by Councillor Kissel that Bylaw C-8075-2020 be given second reading.

Carried
MOVED by Councillor Kissel that Bylaw C-8075-2020 be given third and final reading. Carmied

arrie

Motion Arising:

MOVED by Councillor Hanson that Administration be directed to look into the County’s
emergency secondary access policy, including comparables with similar municipalities and
report back to Council by October 31, 2021.

Defeated

The Chair called for a recess at 9:45 a.m. and called the meeting back to order at 9:50 a.m.
with all previously mentioned members present.

2
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Division 8 - Bylaw C-8034-2020 - Redesignation Item - Residential Use
File: PL20200024 (06701019)

MOVED by Councillor Wright that the public hearing for item E-2 be opened at 9:51 a.m.

Carried
Person(s) who presented: Rene Pahlavan, Studio Inkognito (Applicant)
Person(s) who presented in favour: None
Person(s) who presented in opposition: None
Person(s) who presented rebuttal: None
MOVED by Councillor Wright that the public hearing for item E-2 be closed at 9:59 a.m.

Carried
MOVED by Councillor Wright that Bylaw C-8034-2020 be amended in accordance with
Attachment 'B’.

Carried
MOVED by Councillor Wright that Bylaw C-8034-2020 be given second reading.

Carried
MOVED by Councillor Wright that Bylaw C-8034-2020 be given third and final reading.

Carried

All Divisions - Municipal Stimulus Program Funding- Proposed Pathway Projects
File: 1025-450

MOVED by Councillor Schule that this report be received as information.
Carried

All Divisions - Reserves Termination Agreement
File: N/A

MOVED by Councillor Hanson that the Reserves Termination Agreement between Rocky View
County, the Board of Trustees of Rocky View School Division No. 41 and the Board of Trustees
of the Calgary Roman Catholic Separate School District No.1 be approved.

Carried

MOVED by Councillor Hanson that Administration be directed to release the School Reserve
Funds to the Board of Trustees of Rocky View School Division No. 41 and the Board of Trustees
of the Calgary Roman Catholic Separate School District No.1.

Carried

MOVED by Councillor Hanson that Administration be authorized to work with the school
authorities in the development of a new agreement and provide an update to Council in the
third quarter of 2021.

Carried

The Chair called for a recess at 10:15 a.m. and called the meeting back to order at 10:19 a.m.
with all previously mentioned members present.
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Division 3 - Late Tax Payment Penalty Cancellation Request
File: 04702053

MOVED by Councillor Boehlke that the request for late tax penalty cancellation in the amount of
$603.00 be denied.

Carried
Motion Arising:
MOVED by Councillor Hanson that Late Tax Payment Penalty Cancellation Policy C-204 be
amended by adding a new subsection 10(4) with the following wording:

“Where taxes have been paid in full within the period of September 1 to September 30,
2020, and a penalty has been applied for late payment, Council automatically grants a
late tax payment penalty cancellation.”

Defeated

Division 3 - Late Tax Payment Penalty Cancellation Request
File: 04702100

MOVED by Councillor Gautreau that the request for late tax penalty cancellation in the amount
of $811.98 be denied.
Carried

Division 7 - Late Tax Payment Penalty Cancellation Request
File: 06532004

MOVED by Councillor Boehlke that the request for late tax penalty cancellation in the amount of
$508.50 be denied.
Carried

Division 9 - Late Tax Payment Penalty Cancellation Request
File: 06710015

MOVED by Councillor Gautreau that the request for late tax penalty cancellation in the amount
of $562.60 be denied.
Carried

Division 9 - Late Tax Payment Penalty Cancellation Request
File: 08818003

MOVED by Councillor Boehlke that the request for late tax penalty cancellation in the amount of
$717.87 be denied.
Carried

Division 9 - Late Tax Payment Penalty Cancellation Request
File: 08912011

MOVED by Councillor Boehlke that the request for late tax penalty cancellation in the amount of

$234.88 be denied.
Carried

4
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F-9 All Divisions - Consideration of Motion - Councillor Wright and Councillor Hanson - To
Reinstate Advertising of Public Notices and Service Announcements in the Rocky View

Weekly
File: N/A

MOVED by Councillor Wright that Administration be directed to recommence advertising public
notices and service announcements, such as, but not limited to, public hearings, subdivision
applications, approved development permits and matters of significant concern to County
residents in the Rocky View Weekly starting no later than the January 5th Edition of 2021.
Defeated

F-10 Division 3 - Consideration of Motion - Councillor Hanson and Councillor Kissel -

Mackenas Estates Connection to Rocky View Sewer Utility
File: N/A

MOVED by Councillor Hanson that Administration be directed to initiate discussions with the City
of Calgary to determine the process, timing and costs to expand Rocky View County’s current
sanitary sewer system in the Elbow Valley area to include a tie-in for the homes in the
Mackenas Estates Community;

AND THAT Administration continue to report back on its progress with their negotiation with the
City of Calgary from time to time, but no later than 6-months between status reports.
Carried

The Chair called for a recess at 11:05 a.m. and called the meeting back to order at 11:14 a.m.
with all previously mentioned members present.

F-11 All Divisions — Emergent Item — Discussion on the Accommodating Public
Presentations at the December 1, 2020 Special Council Meeting Regarding the Budget
File: N/A

Main Motion:
MOVED by Councillor Wright that public budget input at the December 1, 2020 special Council
meeting be conducted in accordance with the following procedures:

e Presentations from individuals are limited to a maximum of 5 minutes, which may be
extended by resolution.

e Presentations from groups are limited to a maximum of 10 minutes, which may be
extended by resolution.

e With the capability of having residents phone in or video conference in should COVID-19
protocols require electronic meetings within the County’s capabilities.

e Requests to present at the special Council meeting must be provided no later than 4:00
pm on November 30, 2020.

Carried

5
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Amending Motion:
MOVED by Councillor Hanson that the main motion be amended as follows:

THAT public budget input at the December 1, 2020 special Council meeting be
conducted in accordance with the following procedures:

e Presentations from individuals are limited to a maximum of 5 minutes, which
may be extended by resolution.

e Presentations from groups are limited to a maximum of 10 minutes, which
may be extended by resolution.

e With the capability of having residents phone in or video conference in should
COVID-19 protocols require electronic meetings within the County’s
capabilities.

e Requests to present electronically at the special Council meeting must be
provided no later than 4:00 pm on November 30, 2020.

Carried

Main Motion as Amended:
MOVED by Councillor Wright that public budget input at the December 1, 2020 special Council
meeting be conducted in accordance with the following procedures:

e Presentations from individuals are limited to a maximum of 5 minutes, which may be
extended by resolution.

e Presentations from groups are limited to a maximum of 10 minutes, which may be
extended by resolution.

e With the capability of having residents phone in or video conference in should COVID-19
protocols require electronic meetings within the County’s capabilities.

e Requests to present electronically at the special Council meeting must be provided no

later than 4:00 pm on November 30, 2020.
Carried

Division 5 - Prince of Peace Village Local Improvement Plan
File: 0785

MOVED by Councillor Gautreau that Borrowing Bylaw C-8083-2020 be given second reading.
Carried

MOVED by Councillor Gautreau that Borrowing Bylaw C-8083-2020 be given third and final
reading.
Carried

MOVED by Councillor Gautreau that the budget adjustment as presented in Attachment ‘C’ for
$644,000 be approved.

Carried
All Divisions - Bylaw C-8109-2020 - Election Bylaw
File: N/A
MOVED by Councillor Hanson that Bylaw C-8109-2020 be given first reading.

Carried
MOVED by Deputy Reeve McKylor that Bylaw C-8109-2020 be given second reading.

Carried

6
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MOVED by Councillor Kissel that Bylaw C-8109-2020 be considered for third reading.
Carried

MOVED by Councillor Hanson that Bylaw C-8109-2020 be given third and final reading.
Carried

MOVED by Councillor Hanson that Administration be directed to bring back amendments to
Bylaw C-8109-2020 to authorize the use of special ballots by December 31, 2020.
Defeated

Motion Arising:
MOVED by Councillor Boehlke that special mail in ballots and vote counting machines not be
pursued by Administration for the upcoming municipal election in 2021.

Carried

Closed Session Item - Chestermere Recreation Centre
File: RVC2020-38

Closed Session Item — Elbow Valley West Storm Water Drainage
File: RVC2020-39

Emergent Closed Session Item — Rocky View Foundation Letter of Support
File: RVC2020-42

Main Motion:

MOVED by Deputy Reeve McKylor that Council move into closed session at 12:25 p.m. to
consider the following item under the following sections of the Freedom of Information and
Protection of Privacy Act:

M-1 - Servicing of City of Chestermere Lands

e Section 21 - Disclosure harmful to intergovernmental relations

e Section 24 - Advice from officials

e Section 25 - Disclosure harmful to the economic or other interests of a public body

M-2 - Elbow Valley West Storm Water Drainage

e Section 21 - Disclosure harmful to intergovernmental relations

e Section 24 - Advice from officials

e Section 25 - Disclosure harmful to the economic or other interests of a public body

M-3 - Rocky View Foundation Letter of Support
e Section 21 - Disclosure harmful to intergovernmental relations
e Section 24 - Advice from officials

Tabling Motion:
MOVED by Councillor Boehlke that the main motion be tabled until after the public
hearings.

Carried

The Chair called for a recess at 12:32 p.m. and called the meeting back to order at 1:04 p.m.
with all previously mentioned members present with the exception of Councillor Kamachi.

Councillor Kamachi left the meeting during the recess and did not return to the meeting.

7
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Division 5 - Bylaw C-8046-2020 - Redesignation Item — Business, Live-work District
File: PL20200044 (05232003)

MOVED by Councillor Gautreau that the public hearing for item E-3 be opened at 1:04 p.m.
Carried
Absent: Councillor Kamachi

Person(s) who presented: Steve Grande, Terradigm Development Consultants
(Applicant)

Person(s) who presented in favour: None

Person(s) who presented in opposition: None

Person(s) who presented rebuttal: None

MOVED by Councillor Gautreau that the public hearing for item E-3 be closed at 1:21 p.m.
Carried
Absent: Councillor Kamachi

MOVED by Councillor Gautreau that Bylaw C-8046-2020 be amended in accordance with
Attachment 'B’.
Defeated
Absent: Councillor Kamachi

MOVED by Councillor Gautreau that application PL20200044 be refused.
Carried
Absent: Councillor Kamachi

All Divisions - Bylaw C-8110-2020 - Amendments to the Procedure Bylaw -
Participation in Closed Sessions through Electronic Means

File: N/A

MOVED by Councillor Schule that Bylaw C-8110-2020 be given first reading.
Defeated
Absent: Councillor Kamachi

Closed Session Item - Chestermere Recreation Centre
File: RVC2020-38

Closed Session Item — Elbow Valley West Storm Water Drainage
File: RVC2020-39

Emergent Closed Session Item — Rocky View Foundation Letter of Support
File: RVC2020-42

MOVED by Councillor Hanson that the main motion be lifted from the table.
Carried
Absent: Councillor Kamachi

8
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Main Motion:

MOVED by Deputy Reeve McKylor that Council move into closed session at 1:57 p.m. to
consider the following item under the following sections of the Freedom of Information and
Protection of Privacy Act:

M-1 - Servicing of City of Chestermere Lands

e Section 21 - Disclosure harmful to intergovernmental relations

e Section 24 - Advice from officials

e Section 25 - Disclosure harmful to the economic or other interests of a public body

M-2 - Elbow Valley West Storm Water Drainage

e Section 21 - Disclosure harmful to intergovernmental relations

e Section 24 - Advice from officials

e Section 25 - Disclosure harmful to the economic or other interests of a public body

M-3 - Rocky View Foundation Letter of Support
e Section 21 - Disclosure harmful to intergovernmental relations
e Section 24 - Advice from officials

Carried
Absent: Councillor Kamachi

RVC2020-38 - Closed Session Item - Chestermere Recreation Centre

MOVED by Councillor Gautreau that the Reeve and Chief Administrative Officer be directed to
enter into discussions with the City of Chestermere regarding the Chestermere Regional
Recreational Centre.
Carried
Absent: Councillor Kamachi

RVC2020-39 - Closed Session Item - Elbow Valley West Storm Water Drainage

MOVED by Councillor Hanson that the presentation on Elbow Valley West Storm Water Drainage
be received as information.

Carried

Absent: Councillor Kamachi

RVC2020-42 - Emergent Closed Session Item — Rocky View Foundation Letter of
Support

MOVED by Councillor Schule that the financing package offered to the Rocky View Foundation
by ATB Financial, as discussed in closed session, be approved and Administration be directed to
send a letter of support indicating Rocky View County’s approval.
Carried
Absent: Councillor Kamachi

2020 Council Priorities and Significant Issues List

The 2020 Council Priorities and Significant Issues List for November 24, 2020 was provided as
information.

9
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Adjourn the Meeting

MOVED by Councillor Wright that the November 24, 2020 Council Meeting be adjourned at 3:09
p.m.

Carried
Absent: Councillor Kamachi

Reeve or Deputy Reeve

Chief Administrative Officer or Designate

10
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ROCKY VIEW
COUNTY

SPECIAL COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
Monday, November 30, 2020
9:00 AM
Council Chambers
262075 Rocky View Point
Rocky View County, AB T4A 0X2

C-2
Page 1 of 5

Present:

Also Present:

Reeve D. Henn

Deputy Reeve K. McKylor
Councillor M. Kamachi
Councillor K. Hanson
Councillor A. Schule
Councillor J. Gautreau
Councillor G. Boehlke
Councillor S. Wright
Councillor C. Kissel

AN QErI<PITANOONEOTARO® D

. Hoggan, Chief Administrative Officer

. Riemann, Executive Director, Operations

. Kaiser, Executive Director, Community and Business
. Robinson, Executive Director, Corporate Services

. Cochran, Executive Director, Community Development Services
. Contreras, Director, Corporate and Strategic Planning
. Whitney, Director, Human Resources

. Fleischer, Manager, Agriculture and Environment

. Racz, Manager, Operational Services

. Hulsman, Manager, Transportation Services

. Seroya, Manager, Utility Services

Boyda, Manager, Assessment Services
Woods, Manager, Financial Services

. Loat, Supervisor, Customer Care and Support

. Smith, Fire Chief, Emergency Management & Fire Chief
. Bernier, Manager, Information Technology

. Goemans, Manager, Marketing and Communications

. Wesley-Riley, Manager, Enforcement Services

. Beach, Manager, Building Services

. Nijjar, Manager, Planning and Development

Cortada, Manager, Recreation, Parks, and Community Support

. Andreasen, Legislative Officer, Legislative Services

M. Mitton, Legislative Coordinator, Legislative Services

A Call Meeting to Order

The Chair called the meeting to order at 1:00 p.m. with all members present
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Updates/Approval of the Agenda

MOVED by Councillor Gautreau that the November 30, 2020 special Council meeting be
approved as presented.
Carried

Proposed Rocky View County 2021 Budget
File: N/A

Kent Robinson, Executive Director of Corporate Services, provided a presentation and answered
questions on Rocky View County’s proposed 2021 operating budget.

Council
File: N/A

Kent Robinson, Executive Director of Corporate Services, provided a presentation and answered
questions on the proposed department budge for Council.

Office of the Chief Administrative Officer
File: N/A

Fabian Contreras, Director of Corporate and Strategic Planning, provided a presentation and
answered questions on the proposed department budget for the Office of the Chief
Administrative Officer.

Agriculture and Environment
File: N/A

Jeff Fleischer, Manager of Agriculture and Environment, provided a presentation and answered
questions on the proposed department budget for Agriculture and Environment.

Capital Project Management
File: N/A

The Chair called for a recess at 10:06 a.m. and called the meeting back to order at 10:16 a.m.
with all previously mentioned members present.

Jeff Fleischer, Acting Manager of Capital Project Management, provided a presentation and
answered questions on the proposed department budget for Capital Project Management.

Cemetery Services
File: N/A

Operational Services
File: N/A

Fleet Management
File: N/A

Sheldon Racz, Manager of Operational Services, provided a presentation and answered
questions on the proposed department budget for Operational Services, inclusive of Cemetery
Services and Fleet Management.

2
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Transportation Services
File: N/A

Steve Hulsman, Manager of Transportation Services, provided a presentation and answered
questions on the proposed department budget for Transportation Services.

Utility Services
File: N/A

Councillor Hanson left the meeting at 10:51 a.m. and returned to the meeting at 10:53 a.m.

Steve Seroya, Manager of Utility Services, provided a presentation and answered questions on
the proposed department budget for Utility Services.

Assessment Services
File: N/A

The Chair called for a recess at 11:10 a.m. and called the meeting back to order at 11:17 a.m.
with all previously mentioned members present.

Ted Boyda, Manager of Assessment Services, provided a presentation and answered questions
on the proposed department budget for Assessment Services.

Human Resources
File: N/A

Clayton Whitney, Director of Human Resources, provided a presentation and answered
questions on the proposed department budget for Human Resources.

Financial Services
File: N/A

Barry Woods, Manager of Financial Services, provided a presentation and answered questions
on the proposed department budget for Financial Services.

Legal and Land Administration
File: N/A

Kent Robinson, Executive Director of Corporate Services, provided a presentation and answered
questions on the proposed department budget for Legal and Land Administration.

Municipal Clerk's Office
File: N/A

Kent Robinson, Executive Director of Corporate Services, provided a presentation and answered
questions on the proposed department budget for the Municipal Clerk’s Office.

Customer Care and Support
File: N/A

The Chair called for a recess at 11:53 a.m. and called the meeting back to order at 1:01 p.m.
with all previously mentioned members present, with the exception of Councillor Boehlke who
returned to the meeting at 1:02 p.m.

Rachel Loat, Supervisor of Customer Care and Support, provided a presentation and answered
guestions on the proposed department budget for Customer Care and Support.
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C-19

C-20

C-21

C-22

C-23

c-24

C-2
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Emergency Management and Fire Chief
File: N/A

Randy Smith, Fire Chief, provided a presentation and answered questions on the proposed
department budget for Emergency Management and Fire Services.

Information and Technology
File: N/A

Yusuf Bernier, Manager of Information and Technology, provided a presentation and answered
questions on the proposed department budget for Information Technology.

Marketing and Communications
File: N/A

Bart Goemans, Manager of Marketing and Communications, provided a presentation and
answered questions on the proposed department budget for Marketing and Communications.

Enforcement Services
File: N/A

Lorraine Wesley-Riley, Manager of Enforcement Services, provided a presentation and
answered questions on the proposed department budget for Enforcement Services.

Building Services
File: N/A

The Chair called for a recess at 2:04 p.m. and called the meeting back to order at 2:14 p.m.
with all previously mentioned members present.

Brock Beach, Manager of Building Services, provided a presentation and answered questions on
the proposed department budget for Building Services.

Planning and Development Services
File: N/A

Gurbir Nijjar, Manager of Planning and Development Services, provided a presentation and
answered questions on the proposed department budget for Planning and Development
Services.

Recreation, Parks, and Community Support
File: N/A

Ines Cortada, Manager of Recreation, Parks, and Community Support, provided a presentation
and answered questions on the proposed department budget for Recreation, Parks, and
Community Support.

2021 Capital Plan and Municipal Sustainability Initiative Funding
File: N/A

Kent Robinson, Executive Director of Corporate Services, provided a presentation and answered
questions on Rocky View County’s proposed 2021 capital plan and Municipal Sustainability
Program funding.

The Chair called for a recess at 3:26 p.m. and called the meeting back to order at 3:31 p.m.
with all previously mentioned members present.
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MOVED by Councillor Gautreau that the proposed 2021 Capital Plan be amended as follows:

¢ Remove Range Road 11 (Highway 566 to Twp Rd 264 / Airdrie Boundary)
Carried

MOVED by Councillor Gautreau that Administration be directed to bring back to Council at the
December 1, 2020 special council meeting a funding program for the unfunded capital items as
presented on November 30, 2020 meeting.

Carried
Adjourn the Meeting
MOVED by Councillor Schule that the meeting be adjourned at 3:37 p.m.

Carried

Reeve or Deputy Reeve

Chief Administrative Officer or Desighate

5
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ROCKY VIEW
COUNTY

SPECIAL COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
Tuesday, December 1, 2020
1:00 PM
Council Chambers
262075 Rocky View Point
Rocky View County, AB T4A 0X2

Present: Reeve D. Henn
Deputy Reeve K. McKylor
Councillor K. Hanson
Councillor A. Schule
Councillor J. Gautreau
Councillor G. Boehlke
Councillor S. Wright
Councillor C. Kissel

Absent: Councillor Kamachi

Also Present: A. Hoggan, Chief Administrative Officer

B. Riemann, Executive Director, Operations

G. Kaiser, Executive Director, Community and Business

K. Robinson, Executive Director, Corporate Services

T. Cochran, Executive Director, Community Development Services
B. Woods, Manager, Financial Services

T. Andreasen, Legislative Officer, Legislative Services

M

. Mitton, Legislative Coordinator, Legislative Services

A Call Meeting to Order

The Chair called the meeting to order at 1:00 p.m. with all members present with the exception
of Councillor Kamachi.

B Updates/Approval of the Agenda

MOVED by Councillor Gautreau that the December 1, 2020 special Council meeting be approved

as presented.
Carried

C Administration Budget Presentations
File: N/A

There were no presentations carried over from the November 30, 2020 special Council meeting.
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Public Budget Input
File: N/A

MOVED by Councillor Wright that the presentation time limit be extended to 15 minutes.
Carried

Ken Kachur, on behalf of Neighbours Against High Water, provided a presentation to Council on
the proposed 2021 Rocky View County Operating Budget and Capital Plan.

Council also reviewed written submissions on the proposed 2021 Rocky View County Operating
Budget and Capital Plan from the following:

Janet Ballantyne, on behalf of Rocky View Forward
Wayne Jessee

Kim Magnuson

Gloria Wilkinson

Council Budget Input
File: N/A

The Chair called for a recess at 1:55 p.m. and called the meeting back to order at 2:01 p.m.
with all previously mentioned members present.

The Chair called for a recess at 2:40 p.m. and called the meeting back to order at 2:48 p.m.
with all previously mentioned members present, with the exception of Councillor Hanson who
returned to the meeting at 2:49 p.m.

MOVED by Councillor Wright that the 2021 Draft Operating Budget be amended as follows:

e Add Mosquito Control expense of $52,000, to be funded by municipal property tax
Carried

MOVED by Councillor Wright that the 2021 Draft Operating Budget be amended as follows:

e Add Gravel Program expense be increased by $700,000, to be funded by a $400,000
transfer from the Community Aggregate Levy Reserve and $300,000 municipal property
tax

Carried

Reeve Henn vacated the Chair and left the meeting at 2:58 p.m. Deputy Reeve McKylor
proceeded to assume the Chair.

Reeve Henn returned to the meeting at 3:00 p.m.
MOVED by Councillor Schule that the 2021 Draft Operating Budget be amended as follows:

e Add Roadside Spraying expense of $40,000, to be funded by municipal property tax
Defeated

Deputy Reeve McKylor vacated the Chair at 3:01 p.m. Reeve Henn proceeded to assume the
Chair.

MOVED by Councillor Kissel that the 2021 Draft Operating Budget be approved as amended.
Carried

2
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The Chair called for a recess at 3:20 p.m. and called the meeting back to order at 3:23 p.m.
with all previously mentioned members present.

MOVED by Councillor Gautreau that the 2021 Draft Capital Plan be further amended to include
the unfunded initiatives as presented by Administration at the December 1, 2020 special
Council meeting.

Carried

MOVED by Councillor Gautreau that the 2021 Draft Capital Plan be approved as amended.
Carried

MOVED by Councillor Wright that Administration continue to work with NAHW on the potential
cost recovery solutions to high water in the Bearspaw area, and report back to Council by the
end of March, 2021.

Carried

Adjourn the Meeting

MOVED by Councillor Kissel that the meeting be adjourned at 3:27 p.m.
Carried

Reeve or Deputy Reeve

Chief Administrative Officer or Desighate

3
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LEGISLATIVE SERVICES

TO: Council
DATE: December 22, 2020 DIVISION: All
FILE: N/A APPLICATION: N/A

SUBJECT:  Support for Beiseker Alberta Community Partnership Grant Application

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

Rocky View County has received a request from The Village of Beiseker for support of an Alberta
Community Partnership (ACP) grant application. The ACP grant would provide provincial funding for
studies that are required for a regional stormwater management plan for flood mitigation issues in
Beiseker. This would not require matching funding from the County.

ADMINISTRATION RECOMMENDATION:

Administration recommends approval in accordance with Option #1.

BACKGROUND:

The Village of Beiseker has faced ongoing issues with stormwater drainage, and the County has
supported past efforts to obtain an Alberta Community Partnership (ACP) grant for engineering
studies to find a solution to this issue. The Village has requested the County’s support for a 2020/21
ACP grant application for a Rocky View — Beiseker Regional Stormwater Management Plan project,
which would fund engineering studies and potentially identify required infrastructure to address
stormwater drainage. This would not require matching funds from the County.

BUDGET IMPLICATIONS:

There are no budget implications at this time.

OPTIONS:

Option #1 THAT Rocky View County supports the Village of Beiseker's submission of a 2020/21
Alberta Community Partnership grant application in support of the Rocky View —
Beiseker Regional Stormwater Management Plan project.

Option #2 THAT alternative direction be provided.

Respectfully submitted, Concurrence,

“‘Amy Zaluski” “Al Hoggan”

Director Chief Administrative Officer
Legislative Services

BM/rp

Administration Resources
Ben Manshanden, Legislative Services
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ROCKY VIEW COUNTY

CAPITAL PROJECT MANAGEMENT

TO: Council
DATE: December 22, 2020 DIVISION: All
FILE: N/A APPLICATION: N/A

SUBJECT: Regional Transportation Levy

POLICY DIRECTION:

On June 9, 2020, Council gave third reading to Bylaw C-8007-2020 — Regional Transportation Off-
Site Levy, and the following motion was made:

“MOVED by Deputy Reeve Schule that Administration be directed to bring a report
back to Council regarding 12.5% impact and change bylaw for provincial
infrastructure on where funds could be allocated for best use by the end of October,
2020".

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:
The Regional Transportation Offsite Levy Bylaw was adopted by Council on June 9, 2020.

Council directed Administration to explore updates to the Special Areas to better allocate funds for
provincial infrastructure needs through the collection of 12.5% of costs by the County. The intent is to
create flexibility in utilizing funds to support critical infrastructure regionally, rather than by specific
area under the current levy system.

Administration believes the best path forward is to develop a regional major projects component to
replace the current Special Areas captured in Bylaw C-8007-2020. This approach will support
Council’s strategic plan mandate to manage growth responsibly and ensure the County’s financial
position remains healthy.

Administration has identified a number of scenarios for Council’s consideration and is seeking
Council’s direction on the preferred path forward.

ADMINISTRATION RECOMMENDATION:

Administration recommends approval in accordance with Option #1.

BACKGROUND:

Rocky View County was the first municipality in the region to adopt a levy to collect funding for
provincial transportation infrastructure back in 2009. The County created Special Areas within the
County to address specific needs identified on the Provincial Highway Network that were important to
future new growth in numerous County communities. Currently, the County has eight Special Area
schedules to the current Regional Transportation Offsite Levy Bylaw that identify specific projects and
the associated benefitting areas where collection will occur. Since that time, the County has adopted
growth plans that are not consistent with the Special Area boundaries, and has recently adopted a
new base levy system that considers future traffic to be generated from these growth areas. Further,
Council has accepted as information, the Calgary North and South Regional Transportation Studies
that identify regional transportation priorities that are required to serve growth projects to a 20-year
horizon.

Administration Resources
Byron Riemann, Executive Director Operations
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Pursuant to the direction of Council, Administration evaluated a regional view of the Special Area
contributions and as incorporated new planned growth areas, through the adoption of Area Structure
Plans, as primary benefiting areas. Furthermore, Administration has investigated a fulsome list of the
provincial projects the County may want to consider supporting.

Infrastructure Platform

Beginning in 2016, Rocky View County, the City of Airdrie and the City of Calgary began working with
the province on a project to discuss and articulate transportation network priorities in the North
Calgary region. Since that time, the project has evolved to cover the south and east regional
transportation priorities and also covers the Calgary Metropolitan Regional Board jurisdictional area
which includes the County’s boundaries. Two technical reports were generated, and the consortium
identified the top 20 regional infrastructure needs, summarized as follows:

1. 17th Ave Twinning - 84th to Rainbow Rd

2. 11 Street/ RR11 / 8st Twinning (144" to 40")
3—40th-Avenue-QEH-nterchange

4. SH 566 / QEII Interchange

5. HWY 1la Twinning (HWY 22 to Gleneagles Drive)

6. HWY 22 Twinning (HWY1la to TR264)

7. SH 566 Twinning (RR15 to QEIl)
8—Glenmore-&-Deerfootinterchange-Upgrade

9. Stoney Trail & 11™ Street Interchange

10. Crowchild Trail / 12 Mile Coulee Interchange

11. Stoney Trail & Airport Tr Interchange

12. HWY la/ HWY 22 Interchange

13. QEII 6-8 Lanes (Stoney to Yankee Valley)

14. 40 Ave (Kingsview Blvd to RR 292) 2 Lane Arterial

15. HWY 22 Twinning (HWY1 to HWY1la)
16-338-Ave-&HWY-2 New-Interchange

7 Glenmore TR SW-& 14th Stnterchange

18 210-Ave-&-MacleodTraiHnterchange

19. Peigan Trail / TR 240 Twinning (84th ST to Rainbow Rd)
20. Memorial Drive (Garden Rd - Conrich Rd) 4 Lane Arterial

Of these 20 projects, five have been determined by Administration as not benefitting future growth
areas within the County or have funding in place. The remaining 15 projects are proposed to be
considered in the development of a Regional Major Infrastructure schedule to the Levy Bylaw that
would simplify and replace the existing Special Area collection system.

All major provincial and local projects currently captured in the Special Area sections of the bylaw are
proposed to be retained and the 15 regional infrastructure priorities developed in the North and South
Regional Transportation Studies would be added. The County’s Long Range Transportation Network
is funded through the Base Levy portion of the bylaw and that is not proposed to change.

Benefitting Area

The Municipal Government Act empowers municipalities to develop offsite levies to collect funds from
development to offset the cost of offsite infrastructure. The County must ensure there is a direct and
proportional benefit to the developers in doing so.
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In order to consider a new and expanded regional infrastructure levy program, there is need to re-
examine the approach to the benefitting areas. The new base levy was developed based on traffic
generation utilizing the County’s transportation model. A logical approach to the County’s contribution
to regional priorities is to divide the County’s growth areas based on an east/west geographic location.
The divide proposed as Highway 2, which would allow Council the ability to prioritize expenditures of
future levy funds to specific projects in east or west Rocky View. This would add the flexibility that
Council desires and funding can be directed to priorities on an East/West basis.

Administration has proposed to utilize the same Area Structure Plan (ASP) based growth areas for the
Regional Major Infrastructure schedule as the Base Levy:

East Rocky View Growth Areas West Rocky View Growth Areas
East Balzac Bearspaw

Conrich Bragg Creek

Dalroy Cochrane Lake

Delacour Cochrane North

Indus North Industrial (Crossfield)
Janet Elbow Valley

Langdon Glenbow

Oomni Harmony

North Springbank
Central Springbank
West Balzac

The cumulative planned growth area for the whole County, as considered in the existing base levy
calculations totals 127,358 gross acres, of which, 35,961 acres would be within the East Rocky View
areas and 91,397 acres for the West Rocky View area. Of note, the West Rocky View Region
includes both urban and rural ASP’s that will need some consideration in developing regional levy
rates. Additionally, as new ASP’s are adopted by Council, the land areas planned for growth would
need to be added to the list above, and the levy updated to reflect that growth.

Tentative Costs Included

Additional technical work is required to develop accurate cost estimates to support a future bylaw
schedule; however, using assumed values, Administration is able to generate a value for the 15
regional priorities at $619,735,000. Of this, it is proposed the County’s collection be capped at 12.5%
of the total cost equating to $77,466,875. The current Special Area costs are $392,968,646 and so the
total infrastructure cost used for this evaluation is $470,435,521.

The projects have then been evaluated for geographic location, which results in an East Rocky View
collection amount of $245,067,709 and a West Rocky View collection amount of $194,892,813. Using
the sum of currently adopted ASP’s the forecasted regional levy rates would be $6,815/acre for East
Rocky View and $2,132/acre for West Rocky View.

Next Steps

Administration is seeking Council feedback on the preferred approach forward for the regional
transportation levy discussion. In order to further develop the levy schedule to meet legislated
requirements, defensible cost estimates and technical reporting will be required. In addition,
Administration would need to proceed with a fulsome public and stakeholder engagement process.
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Administration has identified three options for Council consideration:

Scenario #1: Move Forward with Regional Major Infrastructure Levy System

Under this scenario, Rocky View County would proceed with the development of a
regional major infrastructure levy schedule to replace the existing Special Area
collection approach as discussed in this report.

Administration believes that this scenario would take approximately 6 to 8 months to
implement and will require additional resource allocations under the 2021 budget.
Scenario #2: Accept report for Information

Under this scenario, Rocky View County would maintain the status quo and not
undertake the additional work required to develop a Regional Major Infrastructure Levy
Schedule.

Scenario #3: Other Direction

Council can provide alternate direction as desired.

BUDGET IMPLICATIONS:

Option #1 would require consideration for external support for developing cost estimates, a levy
technical report and a public engagement process. It is proposed this be considered as part of 2021
budget deliberations.

OPTIONS:

Option #1 THAT Administration be directed to proceed with developing a new Regional
Transportations Infrastructure Levy System, and report back to Council prior to
the end of 2021.

Option #2 THAT Administration’s report on Regional Transportation Levy System be
received as information.

Option #3 THAT alternative direction be provided.

Respectfully submitted, Concurrence,

“Byron Riemann” “Al Hoggan”
Executive Director of Operations Chief Administrative Officer
BR/bg
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CAPITAL PROJECT MANAGEMENT

TO: Council
DATE: December 22, 2020 DIVISION: All
FILE: 4050-550 APPLICATION: N/A

SUBJECT: Feasibility of Implementing Restrictions on County Roads

POLICY DIRECTION:
On November 26, 2019, Council directed Administration to:

“.assess the feasibility of creating authorized truck haul routes and/or truck haul agreements
to minimize the negative impacts from heavy truck traffic on County roads, both for the safety
of the travelling public and for the on-going maintenance of these County roads, and explore
identifying CERTAIN ROADS in the County as unsuitable for truck traffic. AND, that such
solutions include, but not be limited to, introducing weight restrictions to detour heavy truck
traffic onto the provincial highway network, as well as, sub-regional collaboration with our
municipal neighbours.

The certain roads were identified as follows:
e Burma Road
e Weedon Trail
e Horse Creek Road

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

The Municipal Government Act (MGA), the Traffic Safety Act (TSA), Rocky View County Bylaws
C-8065-2020 “Road Use Agreement” and C-5775-2003 “Roads and Transportation”, allow the County
to restrict heavy vehicles from any road(s) under the County’s control. Using the above mentioned
Acts and Bylaws, the County administers Road Use Permits and enters into Road Use Agreements to
ensure public safety and protect County infrastructure. These processes align with the best practices
identified during a review of other municipalities within Alberta. It is important to understand restricting
truck traffic from specific roads will result in impacts to alternate corridors on the network. Although
Council has identified three specific roadways of concern, the information presented in this report is
applicable to all County roads.

ADMINISTRATION RECOMMENDATION:
Administration recommends approval in accordance with Option #1.

BACKGROUND:
In order to assess the feasibility of managing heavy truck traffic on County roads, Administration has
considered:

Provincial Acts and Regulations

Administration has determined that the Municipal Government Act (MGA) and the Traffic
Safety Act (TSA) do provide Rocky View County with the ability to implement reasonable
restriction(s) to reduce or eliminate specific types of traffic from any County road.

Administration Resources
Byron Riemann, Executive Director Operations
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The MGA states that:

18(1) Subject to this or any other Act, a municipality has the direction, control and
management of all roads within a municipality.

The TSA states that:

13(1) Subject to this Act and the Dangerous Goods Transportation and Handling Act,
the council of a municipality may, with respect to a highway under its direction, control
and management, make bylaws that are not inconsistent with the Act, doing the
following:

(a) Governing the use of highways;

() Classifying motor vehicles and other vehicles and pedestrians for any purpose
involving the use of streets, lanes and other public places;

(n) Governing closing or restricting the use of a highway;

(q) Restricting the use of specific traffic lanes to specific vehicles or classes of
vehicles;

(v) Designating routes for vehicles or classes of vehicles;

(w) Restricting the weight of vehicles or of vehicles and the goods being carried by the
vehicles.

Controls that are currently in place within Rocky View County and/or other Alberta
Municipalities

Other Alberta Municipalities

Administration has reviewed strategies already in place in other jurisdictions, including
Lethbridge County, Thorhild County, Leduc County, Mountain View County, and the City of
Calgary. Several clear themes and / or best practices were identified, including:

Restricting vehicles by number of axles or weight

Restricting vehicles by the days of the week and / or time of day

Designating specific haul routes for specific traffic types

Requiring traffic use the shortest route available to access a designated haul route
Including exceptions for local deliveries and / or collections

Other municipalities have implemented these strategies through a variety of means, including
bylaws, policies, and administrative tools.

Rocky View County

Administration currently uses Road Bans, Road Use Permits and Road Use Agreements to
manage heavy vehicle traffic on County roads so as to promote safety and protect road
infrastructure.

Road Bans and Road Use Permits are implemented through Bylaw C-5775-2003 “Roads and
Transportation”. Road Bans limit heavy vehicle weight on roads that are highly susceptible to
damage under large and heavy vehicles and apply to all commercial vehicles, but not to
passenger or recreational vehicles. Roads Bans are used annually in the spring during thaw
conditions to protect the County’s road infrastructure. Road Use Permits for single or multiple
trips apply to the movement of any heavy haul, over-dimension or over-weight loads and list
the conditions for hauling including prescribed route, road damage and road maintenance.
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Road Use Agreements are administered through Bylaw C-8065-2020 “Road Use
Agreements”. Dependent upon specific haul details, Road Use Agreements may be entered
into with an operator when loaded heavy vehicle movements to or from any location using
County roads exceeds 30 movements in a 7-day period or 5 movements in a one-hour period.
Road Use Agreements apply to transport operations related to natural resources, commercial
agricultural operations, building and infrastructure construction and the film industry.

Operating conditions for the three specific roads identified by Council

The available traffic data for each of the specific roads provided average vehicle volume per
day (VPD), truck percentage and 85" percentile speed as reviewed below.

Burma Road:
2019 2020
85th 85th
Location Truck | Percentile Truck Percentile
WD % Speed YD % Speed
(km/h) (km/h)
West of Bearspaw 1165 8 89 1153 14 85
Rd
East of Bearspaw 1840 10 99 1997 8 93
Rd

Overall traffic volumes have remained consistent, with a minor increase in 2020 east of

Bearspaw Road

Vehicles east of Bearspaw Road routinely exceed the posted speed limit of 80 km/h
The nearest Provincial Highways are Highway 1A to the South, Highway 567 to North,
and Highway 766 to the West.
Roads expected to be affected by truck traffic restrictions, using the County’s
Transportation Model to simulate traffic distribution without using Burma Road, are:

o Highway la (50%)

o Highway 766 (11%)
o Highway 772 (14%)
o Highway 567 (25%)

Weedon Trail:
2014 2015
85th 85th
Location Truck Percentile Truck Percentile
M2 % Speed M2 % Speed
(km/h) (km/h)
East of Range Road 44 - - - 303 10 90
West of Highway 22 380 25 86 - - -

Limited traffic data is currently available

Overall traffic volumes appear consistent (more data required)
Vehicles routinely exceed the posted speed limit of 80 km/h
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e A significant amount of truck traffic is attributable to Oil & Gas activity; Industry uses
Range Road 43 to access Cochrane Lake for water.
The closest Provincial Highways are Highways 22 and 567 to the East.
¢ Roads expected to be affected by truck traffic restrictions, using the County’s
Transportation Model to simulate traffic distribution without using Weedon Trall, are:
o Township Road 272 (66%)
o Cochrane Lake Road/Range Road 43 (33%)

Horse Creek Road:

2016 2018
VPD | Truck 85t VPD | Truck 85t
Location % Percentile % Percentile
Speed Speed
(km/h) (km/h)
North of Highway 1A 726 11 97 811 13 96
North of Weedon Trail 542 13 95 498 11 91
2019 2020
VPD | Truck 85t VPD | Truck 85t
Location % Percentile % Percentile
Speed Speed
(km/h) (km/h)
North of Township 280 579 17 100 585 18 96

¢ Overall traffic volumes have remained consistent along Horse Creek Road
¢ Vehicles routinely exceed the posted speed limit of 80 km/h
e The closest Provincial Highways are Highway 1A to the South, and Highways 22 and
567 to the East.
¢ Roads expected to be affected by truck traffic restrictions, using the County’s
Transportation Model to simulate traffic distribution without using Horse Creek Road,
are:
o Grand Valley Road (81%)
o Highway 22 (19%)

Administration provides the following options for discussion:

Definition for Heavy Vehicle

(3) (j) “Heavy Vehicle” means a vehicle, with or without a load, exceeding any one of the
following:

(). Two axles;
(i). Eleven (11) metres in length;
(iif). A maximum allowable weight of 4,500 kilograms;

Implementation of “No Truck Route” Designation, Except By Permit

Rocky View County could ban all heavy vehicle traffic on select roads except by permit, with
Administration maintaining a regularly updated list of impacted roadways. The County
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currently implements this practice for some roads including Brander Avenue in Langdon and
Mountain View Road.

This would take approximately 4 to 6 months to implement.

Implementation of Year Round Road Bans

Rocky View County could deter industry truck traffic from using select roads by posting year
round Road Bans on the condition that the roads are susceptible to damage. In these
circumstances, local truck traffic could still be permitted to use these roads via issuance of
Road Use Permits.

The County currently uses Road Bans and Road Use Permits as part of its commercial
transportation permitting process.

This would take approximately 9 to 12 months to implement.

Establish Designated Truck Routes

Rocky View County could work with industry to identify mutually acceptable routes, with an
emphasis on directing heavy vehicles to Provincial Highways via the shortest reasonable
route.

This would take approximately 12 to 18 months to implement.

Maintain the Status Quo

Rocky View County continues to utilize Bylaws C-8065-2020 “Road Use Agreement” and C-
5775-2003 “Roads and Transportation”.

BUDGET IMPLICATIONS:
There are no budget impacts.

OPTIONS:
Option #1 THAT the Feasibility of Implementing Restrictions on County Roads report be
received as information.
Option #2 THAT alternative direction be provided.
Respectfully submitted, Concurrence,
“Byron Riemann” “Al Hoggan”
Executive Director of Operations Chief Administrative Officer
BR/bg
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CAPITAL PROJECT MANAGEMENT

TO: Council
DATE: December 22, 2020 DIVISION: All
FILE: 5011-302 APPLICATION: N/A

SUBJECT: Highway 1 and Range Road 33 Overpass Improvement — Funding Proposal

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

As an integral piece of the Transportation Network in the Springbank Area, the Highway 1 and Range
Road 33 Interchange will need to be improved to support future regional transportation needs.
Developers within Division 2 have approached the County with a joint funding proposal for the Phase
2 Interchange (Attachment ‘A’) improvements on Highway 1 and Range Road 33. The proposed
funding model would be 20% Rocky View County, 40% Harmony/Bingham Crossing and 40%
Province. A similar funding arrangement was accepted by Alberta Transportation for the intersection
improvements at Highway 560 (Glenmore Trail) and Garden Road located in the Janet Industrial area.

In March of 2009, Alberta Transportation initiated an Interchange Functional Planning Study. At that
time, the estimated remaining lifespan of the overpass structure was 18 years. Since 2009, Rocky
View County has approved growth in the area. That growth continues to heighten the need to improve
the interchange to ensure service levels are maintained for users of this infrastructure that provides
connection to the Trans Canada Corridor.

Preliminary engineering for the project is complete and the province is negotiating the final remaining
parcel of land required for the improved interchange. Regulatory approvals and construction tendering
could be completed in 2021, and construction ready for 2022.

The projected cost for the Phase 2 improvements are expected to be around $40 million. Should
Council support the initiative, the County’s contribution would be $8 million funded in part from the
Special Area Levy Reserve. Harmony/Bingham Crossing will advance $16 million in funding plus any
County shortfall in its $8 million portion. The County currently has $4.7 million dollars in the Special
Area 4 Levy Reserve. Details of the funding arrangement will be presented to Council for approval.

ADMINISTRATION RECOMMENDATION:

Administration recommends approval in accordance with Option #1.

BACKGROUND:

The developers of Harmony and Bingham Crossing within Division 2 have approached the County
with a joint funding proposal for the Phase 2 Interchange improvements on Highway 1 and Range
Road 33. The proposed funding model would be 20% Rocky View County, 40% Harmony/Bingham
Crossing and 40% Province. The principles of the proposal are similar to that of the recently
approved funding model for the Janet ASP Glenmore Trail and Garden Road intersection
improvement.

The overpass is a regionally significant piece of transportation infrastructure for Rocky View County’s
west side. In addition to residential users, the overpass is also extensively utilized to access services
on both the north and south sides of Highway 1 which include, but are not limited to, all of
Springbank’s schools including the Edge School; Parks for All Seasons; Springbank Airport;

Administration Resources
Byron Riemann, Executive Director Operations
Page 33 of 631



F-4
Page 2 of 3

ROCKY VIEW COUNTY

Mickelson National Golf Club, Calaway Park, Commercial Court and Emergency Medical Services
deployed from Springbank Airport.

In March of 2009, Alberta Transportation initiated a Functional Planning Study for this Interchange. At
that time, the estimated remaining lifespan of the Overpass Structure was 18 years. Since 2009,
Rocky View County has seen the completion of Edge School, further expansion at Springbank Airport,
the launch of Harmony and the approval of Bingham Crossing. In addition to these approved projects
adding volume to regional transportation infrastructure, Administration is aware of several other
pending and potential development in the area.

In order to support continued regional growth for areas that have already been approved by the
County, supportive transportation networks will be required. The proposal, subject to endorsement,
by the County and the Province will accelerate the timing for the improvements and in doing so will
improve the safety and functionality of the infrastructure. The current interchange does not meet
today industry’s standard and have several incidents points due to the tight distance of traffic weaving
into and out of the higher speed lanes. As traffic volumes increase both the functionality and the
safety will diminish. Accelerating the improvements would not only improve safety and functionality, it
would help avoid any potential future risk of increased scarcity for provincial funding given the
challenging economic environment.

Cost projections for the Phase 2 improvement are estimated to be around $40 million. Based on this
value the proposed cost sharing model is outlined below in with the following conditions:

Table 01 — COST BREAKDOWN BY STAKEHOLDER

Stakeholder Responsibility Amount
Harmony /Bingham Crossing 40% $16 million
Rocky View County 20% $8 million
Alberta Government 40% $16 million

$40 million

Exploratory discussions with the province have been positive. The province emphasized the
importance to support projects that will fuel immediate job growth and have a lasting long-term
positive effect on the economy. Included in this report (Attachment ‘B’) is an estimated Economic
Benefits of the Harmony and Bingham Developments. Representatives from those developments will
be in attendance at Council should Council have additional questions. In summary, the following
numbers can be provided:

Producing over $10 Billion in economic activity

Supporting 46,831 jobs through development and 16,359 jobs post development
Generating an annual $12.4 million in property taxes and $9.9 million in school taxes
Approximately $46.8 million in one-time fees to the County.

In addition to the services at Bingham Crossing, the Minister of Economic Development and Tourism
expressed a particular interest in the Mickelson National Golf Club and Harmony’s future Nordic spa.
Both of these features could play an important role in Alberta’s tourism strategy.
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ROCKY VIEW COUNTY

BUDGET IMPLICATIONS:
Administration considers the project to have no budget impacts as it will be funded by the Developers.

OPTIONS:
Option #1 THAT Administration be directed to negotiate, subject to Council approval,
a tri-lateral funding agreement for the Phase 2 Highway 1 and Range Road 33
interchange improvement with local developers.
Option #2 THAT alternative direction be provided.
Respectfully submitted, Concurrence,
“Byron Riemann” “Al Hoggan”
Executive Director of Operations Chief Administrative Officer
BR/bg
ATTACHMENTS

ATTACHMENT ‘A’ - Proposed Phase 2 Interchange Improvements
ATTACHMENT ‘B’ - Estimated Economic Benegfits
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ATTACHMENT 'A’ - PROPOSED PHASE 2 INTERCHANGE IMPROVEMENT4 - Attachment A
Page 1 of 9

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

CastleGlenn Consultants Inc. was retained in December 2008 to undertake a functional planning
study that would determine the "ultimate" configuration of the Highway 1/Range Road 33
interchange and confirm the access management strategy for Range Road 33 (between Township
Road 250 and Township Road 245). The planning study was initiated in response to a request made by
the Rocky View County for Alberta Transportation to specify the property requirements (necessary
to permit development to proceed within the vicinity of the Springbank community) by advancing the
Functional Planning study for the Highway 1/Range Road 33 interchange.

This study included the development of a three phase interchange staging strategy that
accommodates future Highway 1 and Range Road 33 lane requirements by implementing
components of the "ultimate" interchange on an "as-required" basis. The staging plans depict
specific interchange configurations that accommodate a 2-lane, 4-lane and 6-lane Range Road 33
cross-section as well as a 4-lane to "ultimate" 10-core lane Highway 1 configuration (At the time of

detailed design the requirements for accommodating a 10 lane Highway 1 cross-section should be confirmed).

Objectives

The primary objectives of the Highway 1/Range Road 33 (Springbank) Interchange Functional
Planning Study were to:

* identify access management requirements along Range Road 33 within the vicinity of the
interchange;

* develop a recommended plan outlining the interchange infrastructure required to
accommodate a 2-lane, 4-lane and 6-lane Range Road 33 cross-section as well as a 4-lane
to "ultimate" 10-lane Highway 1;

* provide rationale for selecting the recommended Highway 1/Range Road 33 interchange
configuration;

* develop functional plan and profile drawings for each proposed interchange improvement
stage; and

* define basic right-of-way requirements for the recommended improvements.

Existing Highway 1/Range Road 33 Interchange

The existing Highway 1/Range Road 33 interchange (constructed in 1966) is located approximately
6km west of the Calgary City limits and features a diamond configuration on the south side of
Highway 1 and a Parclo "B" configuration on the north side. The four span structure
accommodates two Range Road 33 lanes over a 4-lane Highway 1 cross-section. Generally the
structure is in fairly good condition for a 43 year old bridge, and with proper maintenance and

rehabilitation could have a remaining lifespan of 30 to 35 years. Intersection capacity analysis

Highway 1 & Range Road 33 (Springbank) Interchange Functional Planning Study February 2010
Alberta Transportation Page -ES 1 -
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(using 2008 traffic volumes) indicates that from a traffic operations perspective the interchange is
performing at satisfactory levels-of-service (LOS “C”) and demonstrate efficient traffic
operational characteristics; however, when compared to current interchange design standards the
geometrical features of the interchange (loop/ramp radii, exit/entrance terminal lengths and lane tapers) are
considered to be substandard including:

» short separation distances between existing Range Road 33 accesses/intersections and the
north/south interchange ramp terminals;

* inconsistent lane geometry at the Range Road 33 northbound bridge requires northbound
motorists to make a lane change to maintain their direction of travel over the structure; and

* unconventional yield control at Highway 1 entrance ramps that is required as a result of
short acceleration lane terminals.

Traffic Volumes

Existing (2008) traffic information obtained from AT traffic counts would indicate that peak hour
traffic volumes at the approach to the Highway 1/Range Road 33 are as follows:

* Highway I: 2,335 vehicles-per-hour [vph] (1,140 eastbound and 1,195 westbound) east of Range
Road 33 and 2,075 vph (1,020 eastbound and 1,055 westbound) west of Range Road 33; and

* Range Road 33: 480 vehicles-per-hour [vph] (180 northbound and 300 southbound) north of
Highway 1 and 750 vph (300 northbound and 450 southbound) south of Highway 1.

Traffic Forecasts (20-year and "Ultimate" build-out year horizon periods) were prepared using information
obtained from AT, several traffic/transportation studies completed for future Springbank
developments (Bingham Crossing, Pradera Springs, Harmony Development, Springbank Airport Master Plan)
and the Rocky View County “2008 Emme/2 Transportation Model Update”. The presence of a
potential Regional Ring Road was also addressed in the analysis and assumed a future freeway
corridor would be located west of the Highway 1/Range Road 33 interchange serving Calgary
and the outlying communities. The results of the traffic forecasts indicated that at the "ultimate"
build-out year horizon (50 years plus and assuming implementation of the proposed Regional Ring Road)
traffic volumes at the approach to the Highway 1/Range Road 33 could be as follows:

* Highway I: 8,160 vehicles-per-hour [vph] (4,390 eastbound and 3,770 westbound) east of Range
Road 33 and 6,480 vph (3,030 eastbound and 3,450 westbound) west of Range Road 33; and

* Range Road 33: 8,730 vehicles-per-hour [vph] (4,250 northbound and 4,480 southbound) north of
Highway 1 and 5,890 vph (3,350 northbound and 2,540 southbound) south of Highway 1.
The preferred "ultimate" configuration for the Highway 1/Range Road 33 was based on a
comparative analysis of five primary interchange alternatives (taking into consideration forecast traffic

volumes, intersection capacity, weaving operations and bridge requirements).

Highway 1 & Range Road 33 (Springbank) Interchange Functional Planning Study February 2010

Alberta Transportation Page -ES 2 -
Page 37 of 631




ATTACHMENT 'A’ - PROPOSED PHASE 2 INTERCHANGE IMPROVEMENT4 - Attachment A
Page 3 of 9

The analysis indicated that the “Modified” Parclo “A” (see Exhibit ES-3) was found to be the best

overall interchange configuration given the following:

satisfactory levels-of-service are achieved at each of the ramp terminals;

reduced number of lanes to be supported by bridge structures [no left turn lanes required along
Range Road 33];

reduced separation between ramp terminals; and

decreased weaving conflicts.

Staging Strategy

A staging strategy consisting of three phased interchange configurations was developed for the

Highway 1/Range Road 33 interchange with the objective of:

maximizing the use of the remaining life span of the existing Range Road 33 structure;

staging the widening of the existing 2-lane Range Road 33 cross-section from an “interim”
4-lane configuration to an “ultimate” 6-lane cross-section;

providing a plan that will accommodate future traffic demands for Highway 1 and Range
Road 33 as they are anticipated to occur;

limiting property impacts in the vicinity of the interchange by using components of the
existing interchange (including Range Road 33 alignment, interchange ramps and pavement area) where
possible; and

limiting “throw-away costs” by assuring that to the greatest extent possible infrastructure
built in previous stages, could be used in subsequent stages.

Stage I — 2 lane Range Road 33 Spread Diamond Configuration

Implementation of the "Stage 1" Highway 1/Range Road 33 interchange (See Exhibit ES-1) was

envisioned to occur in the 5-10 year horizon and make use of the existing Range Road 33

alignment/structure by reconfiguring the existing interchange to a spread diamond configuration.

The "Stage I" interchange design:

addresses the safety and operational concerns associated with the existing interchange by
replacing all of the existing ramps and the westbound Highway 1 exit loop;

could be implemented prior to the twinning of Range Road 33 and 6-laning of Highway 1;

proposes signalization of the interchange ramp terminals along Range Road 33 with
dedicated left turn-lanes;

includes widening of Range Road 33 in the vicinity of the north and south ramp terminals
to accommodate a raised median; and

proposes closure of all existing accesses/roads along Range Road 33 between Township
Road 245 and Township Road 250.

Highway 1 & Range Road 33 (Springbank) Interchange Functional Planning Study February 2010
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Stage II — 4 lane RR 33 Spread Diamond Configuration

The necessity for the "Stage II" Highway 1/Range Road 33 interchange was envisioned to occur

in the 20 year horizon once the capacity of the existing 2-lane Range Road 33 is exceeded and/or

continuous 6-laning of Highway 1 is required. The "Stage II" interchange design:

assumes a 4-lane Range Road 33 cross-section with two through lanes in each direction on
two separate Highway 1 overpass structures. Depending on the timeframe for "Stage II"
construction it may be beneficial to temporarily use the existing structure for the
southbound Range Road 33 lanes and construct a new overpass for the northbound lanes
only;

maintains the "Stage 1" spread diamond configuration with generally minor reconstruction
of the interchange ramps constructed in "Stage I’ (some vertical ramp profiles adjustments are
required in the vicinity of the ramp terminals);

maintains signalized ramp terminals (from "Stage I") with proposed double S-E left-turn lanes
at the south ramp terminal;

includes provisions for all new Highway 1 overpass structures to accommodate a 10-core
lane Highway 1 cross-section; and

assumes signalized Township Road 245 and Township Road 250 intersections;

Stage III — 6 lane Range Road 33 Parclo “A” Configuration

The "Stage III" Highway 1/Range Road 33 interchange was envisioned to occur in the 50 year

plus time horizon and culminate in a modified Parclo "A" configuration. The "Stage III"

interchange design:

augments the "Stage II" interchange configuration with the addition of two loops (in the NE
and SW interchange quadrants);

proposes a 6 lane divided Range Road 33 cross-section with lane widening occurring on the
outside of the "Stage II" 4-lane configuration;

accommodates an "ultimate" 10-core lane Highway 1 cross-section;

includes a double S-E loop located on a separate approach and structure that bypasses the
north ramp terminal;

includes 2-lane collector-distributor (CD) road that begins just south of the Township Road
250 intersection providing access to the double S-E loop and single lane S-W ramp; and

requires a single N-W loop in the northeast quadrant of the interchange given that the
northbound left-turn movement at the north ramp terminal is restricted by the median
separated CD road.

Highway 1 & Range Road 33 (Springbank) Interchange Functional Planning Study February 2010
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Cost Estimates

* The cost of constructing each Highway 1/Range Road 33 interchange stage independently
(with no sequential progression from one construction stage to the other) has been estimated at:

o "Stage I" - $6.9M (existing structure in place)
o "Stage II" - $33.7M (new NB and SB Range Road 33 structures)
o "Stage III" - $63.5M (new NB and SB Range Road 33 structures and S-E Loop Structure)

* Incremental costs incurred when constructing the interchange sequentially from "Stage I"
to "Stage 11" and ultimately to "Stage III" were estimated as follows:

o "StageI" to "Stage II" - $28M; and
o "Stage II" to "Stage III" - $37M

It was determined that using the existing structure in the "Stage II" configuration for the
southbound Range Road 33 lanes followed by future replacement results in an estimated $0.9M
premium as compared to constructing a new southbound structure at the onset of "Stage II" (the

premium is incurred as a result of additional traffic control and throw-way costs).

Access Management

Application of Alberta Transportation access management guidelines to the proposed
interchange configurations (all three interchange stages) requires closure of all existing access located
along Range Road 33 between Township Road 250 and Township Road 245. A proposed right-
in/right-out intersection providing access to the future Bingham Development (NE quadrant of the
Highway 1/Range Road 33 Interchange) could potentially be located along Range Road 33
(approximately 160m south of Township Road 250); however, the access location should be reviewed to

ensure that Rocky View County access management, operations and safety standards are met;

Public Consultation Process

The public involvement strategy for the study included:

* atotal of 5 meetings with landowners and developers located within the study area. The
meetings included discussions pertaining to study objectives, existing conditions, proposed
development initiatives, traffic operations and staged designs for the Highway 1/Range
Road 33 interchange (attendance at the meeting varied from 5 to 14 people); and

* two Public Open Houses with presentations given to the general public located within the
greater study area. Public Open House No. 1 was held at the onset of the study with the
purpose of presenting the study objectives,, existing conditions and conceptual Highway
1/Range Road 33 interchange options. Public Open House No. 2 focused on outlining the
proposed staged interchange functional designs and study findings (attendance at the open
houses varied from 20 to 34 people).

Highway 1 & Range Road 33 (Springbank) Interchange Functional Planning Study February 2010
Alberta Transportation Page -ES S -
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Recommendations

It is recommended that.........

1. The infrastructure improvements consistent with the Highway 1 & Range Road 33
(Springbank) Interchange Functional Planning Study be received by Alberta
Transportation;

2. Rocky View County be informed that the Highway 1 & Range Road 33 (Springbank)
Interchange Functional Planning Study represents a planning document and as such
interchange improvements are currently not scheduled;

3. Rocky View County Councils be requested to incorporate the Highway 1 & Range
Road 33 (Springbank) Interchange Functional Planning Study within their area
structure plan and municipal development plans (see Appendix G for Rocky View County
Council Resolution);

4. Subsequent to Alberta Transportations endorsement of the staged Highway 1/Range
Road 33 functional designs as recommended in the Highway I & Range Road 33
(Springbank) Interchange Functional Planning Study; Alberta Transportation is
encouraged to pursue those initiatives necessary to confirm the detailed engineering
feasibility of the proposed interchange configurations. These activities would likely
include, but are not limited to:

a) Presenting to Rocky View County with the goal of seeking endorsement of
those components of the functional plan that would proceed to detailed design;

b) Responding to development driven initiatives [i.e. northeast quadrant of the
Highway 1/Range Road 33 interchange] to assure that access provisions
accordance with the access management strategy;

¢) Monitoring vehicular traffic at critical intersections along the Range Road 33
corridor to enable AT to assess warrants for signalization and/or infrastructure
improvements; and

d) Developing individual detailed interchange construction staging plans that
would offer the flexibility to modify the Highway 1/Range Road 33 interchange
configuration at the appropriate time frames.

Highway 1 & Range Road 33 (Springbank) Interchange Functional Planning Study February 2010
Alberta Transportation Page -ES 6 -
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ATTACHMENT 'B' - ESTIMATED ECONOMIC BENEFITS

Estimated Economic Benefits of a New Community: Construction
and Development Activities, Harmony Residential and Commercial Development

Direct Indirect Induced Total
Economic Activity ($millions) 5,748.4 2,330.2 1,530.5 9,609.1
Gross Domestic Product ($millions) 2,952.9 1,212.4 964.6 5,129.9
Number of Jobs* 24,686 11,185 7,977 43,848
Wages ($millions) 1,971.2 733.7 396.6 3,101.5
Business Earnings ($millions) 810.8 475.8 515.6 1,802.1
Tax Revenue ($millions)
Personal & Business Income Taxes 642.2
CPP & EI 169.7
GST 457.57
Total Fed/Prov Government Revenues 1,269.5
* Person-years of employment
These are PRELIMINARY tables as of 11.23.2020
Source: Altus Group Economic Consulting based on Input / Output Model and Other Sources

F-4 - Attachment B
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Estimated Economic Benefits of a New Community: Construction
and Development Activities, Bingham Crossing Shopping Centre

Direct Indirect Induced Total
Economic Activity ($millions) 408.8 163.0 114.2 685.9
Gross Domestic Product ($millions) 202.8 88.7 72.0 363.6
Number of Jobs* 1,621 781 582 2,983
Wages ($millions) 1424 52.8 396.6 591.8
Business Earnings ($millions) 58.8 35.7 38.5 133.0
Tax Revenue ($millions)
Personal & Business Income Taxes 47.5
CPP & El 11.6
GST 327
Total Fed/Prov Government Revenues 91.7
* Person-years of employment
These are PRELIMINARY tables as of 11.23.2020
Source: Altus Group Economic Consulting based on Input / Output Model and Other Sources

F-4 - Attachment B
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Estimated Economic Benefits of a New Community: Construction

and Development Activities, Harmony and Bingham Crossing Combined

Direct Indirect Induced Total
Economic Activity ($millions) 6,157.1 2,493.2 1,644.7 10,295.0
Gross Domestic Product ($millions) 3,155.7 1,301.2 1,036.6 5,493.5
Number of Jobs* 26,306.9 11,965.5 8,558.6 46,831
Wages ($millions) 2,113.6 786.5 793.1 3,693.3
Business Earnings ($millions) 869.6 511.5 554.0 1,935.1
Tax Revenue ($millions)
Personal & Business Income Taxes 689.7
CPP & El 181.2
GST 490.2
Total Fed/Prov Government Revenues 1,361.2
* Person-years of employment
These are PRELIMINARY tables as of 11.23.2020
Source: Altus Group Economic Consulting based on Input / Output Model and Other Sources

F-4 - Attachment B
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Estimated Economic Benefits of the New Harmony Community:
Stimulus from the On-going Operations (Single-Year)

Direct Indirect Induced Total

Economic Activity ($millions) 742.5 3174 140.8 1,200.7
Gross Domestic Product ($millions) 460.2 189.8 76.1 726.0
Number of Jobs* 7,502 1,466 1,815 10,783
Wages ($millions) 303.3 99.4 26.7 429.3
Business Earnings ($millions) 146.7 86.9 34.3 267.8
Tax Revenue ($millions)

Personal & Business Income Taxes 87.9

CPP & EI 35.0

GST 57.2

Total Fed/Prov Government Revenues 180.0

* Person-years of employment

These are PRELIMINARY tables as of 11.23.2020
Altus Group Economic Consulting based on Input / Output Model and Other Sources
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Estimated Economic Benefits of Bingham Crossing Development: Annual Stimulus
from the On-going Operations (Single-Year)

Direct Indirect Induced Total

Economic Activity ($millions) 376.3 160.4 116.3 653.0
Gross Domestic Product ($millions) 225.9 91.5 73.5 390.9
Number of Jobs* 4,187 770 618 5,575
Wages ($millions) 149.7 47.5 30.2 227.3
Business Earnings ($millions) 69.8 421 39.6 151.6
Tax Revenue ($millions)

Personal & Business Income Taxes 45.7

CPP & EI 201

GST 311

Total Fed/Prov Government Revenues 96.9

* Person-years of employment
These are PRELIMINARY tables as of 11.23.2020
Source: Altus Group Economic Consulting based on Input / Output Model and Other Sources
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Estimated Economic Benefits of Harmony Community and Bingham Crossing
Shopping Centre: On-going Operations (Single-Year)

Direct Indirect Induced Total

Economic Activity ($millions) 1,118.8 477.8 2571 1,853.7
Gross Domestic Product ($millions) 686.0 281.3 149.5 1,116.9
Number of Jobs* 11,689 2,236 2,433 16,359
Wages ($millions) 453.0 146.9 56.8 656.7
Business Earnings ($millions) 216.5 129.0 73.9 419.4
Tax Revenue ($millions)

Personal & Business Income Taxes 133.6

CPP & EI 55.0

GST 88.3

Total Fed/Prov Government Revenues 276.9

* Person-years of employment
These are PRELIMINARY tables as of 11.23.2020
Source: Altus Group Economic Consulting based on Input / Output Model and Other Sources
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§ ROCKY VIEW COUNTY

FINANCIAL SERVICES

TO: Council
DATE: December 22, 2020 DIVISION: All
FILE: 0650 APPLICATION: N/A

SUBJECT: 2020 Water and Wastewater Debt Repayment

POLICY DIRECTION:

Section 242 of the Municipal Government Act prescribes that Council must adopt a budget for each
calendar year. Once the base budget is approved by Council, all subsequent adjustments are
considered and approved by Council.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

Rocky View County is required to make interest and principal payments each year with respect to
capital infrastructure debt (East Balzac water and wastewater systems). Payments are based on
developer levies collected for the year with an additional $1M in tax support. In order to make the
required interest and principal payment for 2020, Administration is requesting that Council consider:

1) directing a transfer from the Tax Stabilization Reserve in the amount of $2,194,519.37 to pay
the off-site levy shortfall; or

2) directing Administration to request a principal payment deferral from Alberta Treasury Branch
(ATB) for the same amount.

ADMINISTRATION RECOMMENDATION:

Administration recommends approval in accordance with Option #1.

BACKGROUND:

Rocky View County started the construction of the East Balzac wastewater system in 2003 and the
East Balzac water system in 2009. These capital projects utilized a combination of grant and debt
financing. The amount borrowed for the wastewater systems was $59,289,537, and for the East
Balzac water system was $21,357,178. Developer levies collected have been used to service the
capital debt for these systems. Since construction of these systems, there have been periods of
slower development resulting in less than anticipated levies required to service the debt. Various
strategies have been employed to ensure minimum amounts have been applied to satisfy banking
agreements, including an additional $1 million of tax support.

At a minimum, interest payments on the debt are required to maintain the credit facilities. Since 2013,
and through a Council motion, Administration has applied $1M of tax-supported payments to ensure
minimum interest payments are met. If sufficient levies are collected to pay the interest payments, the
$1M tax-supported dollars would be used to accelerate the principal payments. In previous years, if
developer levies fell short, the County would request a debt principal payment deferral. Required
principal payments would then be added to the remaining term of the outstanding debt amounts.

Approximate amounts owing for these two systems as at December 31, 2019, were: East Balzac
wastewater system $33M, and East Balzac water system $8M, with the corresponding amount owing
to the Tax Stabilization reserve at $10.3M.

Administration Resources
Barry Woods, Financial Services
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Currently, for 2020, there is a required payment for the water and wastewater systems of
$1,030,358.24 in interest and $3,355,593.13 in principal payments, for a total payment amount of
$4,385,951.37. The County has collected $1,191,432.00 in off-site levy payments in 2020 and will
also apply the tax supported payment amount of $1.0M, leaving a remainder of $2,194,519.37 owing.

Administration is requesting that Council consider directing the amount of $2,194,519.37 to be
transferred from the Tax Stabilization Reserve to make the required debt servicing for the 2020 year.
Alternatively (Option 2), Rocky View County would request from Alberta Treasury Branch that this
amount be deferred for the 2020 year and be added to future water and wastewater debt servicing.

BUDGET IMPLICATIONS:
Option #1: transfer from the Tax Stabilization Reserve in the amount of $2,194,519.37.

Option #2: no budget implications.

OPTIONS:
Option #1: THAT the Budget Adjustment as presented in Attachment ‘A’ be approved
Option #2: THAT Administration be directed to request a principal payment deferral for the
2020 year from Alberta Treasury Branch in the amount of $2,194,519.37.

Option #3: THAT alternative direction be provided.
Respectfully submitted, Concurrence,

“Kent Robinson” “Al Hoggan”
Executive Director Chief Administrative Officer

Corporate Services

BW/rp

ATTACHMENTS:
ATTACHMENT ‘A’: Budget Adjustment Request Form
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F-5 - Attachment A

Page 1 of 1
ROCKY VIEW COUNTY
BUDGET ADJUSTMENT REQUEST FORM
BUDGET YEAR: 2020
Budget
Description Adjustment
EXPENDITURES:
TOTAL EXPENSE: 0
REVENUES:
2020 Water and Wastewater Levies 2,194,500
Transfer from Tax Stabilization Reserve (2,194,500)
TOTAL REVENUE: -
NET BUDGET REVISION: 0

REASON FOR BUDGET REVISION:
Budget adjustment for the 2020 water and wastewater debt repayment

AUTHORIZATION:

Chief Administrative
Officer: Council Meeting

Al Hoggan
Executive Director

Corporate Services: Council Motion Reference:

Kent Robinson

Manager:

Date:

Date:

Budget AJE No:

Posting Date:
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§ ROCKY VIEW COUNTY

FINANCIAL SERVICES

TO: Council
DATE: December 22, 2020 DIVISION: 3
FILE: 04605098 APPLICATION: N/A

SUBJECT: Late Tax Payment Penalty Cancellation Request

POLICY DIRECTION:

This request was evaluated in accordance with the Late Tax Payment Penalty Cancellation Policy
C-204, which establishes a uniform and consistent approach for Council to address late tax payment
cancellation requests in Rocky View County (the County).

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

On October 5, 2020, Administration received a request from the owner of roll 04605098 regarding late
payment penalty cancellation in the amount of $670.51. As of September 29, 2020, the County has
received payment for the 2020 taxes, but not the penalty.

The ratepayer wrote that they had innocently overlooked the due date as they assumed it was the
same with the City of Calgary, September 30, 2020, because the City and the County have historically
set identical dates. As per Tax Penalty Bylaw C-8043-2020, the penalty date had been amended to
September 1, 2020. He is requesting that Council cancel his penalty because of financial hardships
caused by COVID-19, and states that he does not have any funds to pay off the penalty.

This request is not in compliance with the criteria in Policy C-204 (see Attachment ‘B’); Administration
therefore recommends that the request be denied.

ADMINISTRATION RECOMMENDATION:

Administration recommends the request be denied in accordance with Option #1.

BUDGET IMPLICATIONS:

There are no budget implications at this time.

OPTIONS:

Option #1: THAT the request for late tax penalty cancellation in the amount of $670.51 be
denied.

Option #2: THAT alternative direction be provided.

Respectfully submitted, Concurrence,

“Kent Robinson” “Al Hoggan”

Executive Director Chief Administrative Officer
Corporate Services

Administration Resources
Barry Woods, Manager Financial Services
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ATTACHMENT 'A": Request Letter 04605098 F-6 - Attachment A
Page 1 of 1

To: County of Rocky View Council Members
Date: October 5, 2020
Re: 2020 Property Taxes

Roll # 04605098

Dear Council Members,

I am writing council members today to ask for leniency in the penalty accessed ($670.51)
for late payment on my current year (2020) property taxes due.

My County of Rocky View property taxes of $5,587.57 were paid off on Sept. 28" 2020.
The reasons for my late payment of taxes are stated below.

e I had only opened my County of Rocky View tax bill on Sept. 27" 2020 when I
was totally surprised to learn it was past due. My mistake!

e On another note, I own property in Calgary and had opened the City of Calgary
tax bill a full month earlier and noticed the extension due date for property taxes
was set as Sept. 30™ 2020. This tax due date was highly publicized in the media
numerous times throughout the summer months. This date stayed in my head, as
the date for when all property taxes were due. My mistake!

e Asin previous years both the County of Rocky View and City of Calgary had
always set identical property tax due dates as June 30" every year. Very easy to
assume the extension tax due dates would be the same this year as well. My
mistake!

The points above all contributed to my tardiness this year with my County of Rocky
View property taxes. | do understand this was my mistake and no one else.

In summary I like so many other property dwellers, in both the county and city have
suffered financial hardships and continue to do so throughout this corona virus epidemic.

In past years I have always paid my County of Rocky View property taxes when due.
This year’s tax extension due date was innocently overlooked by me and since then I
have made good on the 2020 property taxes owing.

I do not have any additional funds to pay off this $670.51 accessed penalty.

As stated earlier I ask for clemency in erasing this debt with the information I have
provided.

Yours truly,

Roll # 04605098
Tax Year 2020
County of Rocky View property tax owner in good standing.
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LATE TAX PAYMENT PENALTY
CANCELLATION

§ ROCKY VIEW COUNTY

Council Policy

C-204
Policy Number: C-204
Policy Owner: Financial Services
Adopted By: Council
Adoption Date: 2003 October 07
Effective Date: 2003 October 07
Date Last Amended: 2019 November 26
Date Last Reviewed: 2019 November 20

Purpose

1 This policy establishes a uniform and consistent approach for Council to address late tax
payment penalty cancellation requests in Rocky View County (the County).

o0®

Policy Statement

2 Council may cancel, reduce, refund, or defer property tax if it is equitable to do so pursuant
section 347(1) of the Municipal Government Act. Municipal Government Act section 203
prohibits Council from delegating this power to administration.

3 Council recognizes the need to be fair and equitable to all County taxpayers in its effort to
address late tax payment penalty cancellation requests.

4 This policy does not apply to exempt tax accounts held under the jurisdiction of the provincial
or federal governments.

o000

Policy

5 Council considers and balances the interests of County’s property owners when responding to
any penalty cancellation request.

6 The County must provide sufficient notice of property tax payment due date, the terms of
payment for remitting property taxes, and the penalties for late or non-payment of property
taxes.

7 The County endeavors to be consistent from year to year in setting its due dates for payment of
property taxes.

UNCONTROLLED IF PRINTED Page 10f 4
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§ ROCKY VIEW COUNTY LATE TAX PAYMENT PENALTY
CANCELLATION

Council Policy

C-204
8 Property owners seeking late tax payment penalty cancellation must submit a written request
to the County within 120 days of the date when the related penalty was applied to the tax
account.
9 Administration must present late tax payment penalty cancellation requests during public

meetings of Council, as Council’s decisions on these matters have an impact on all property
owners. The report regarding the request includes the information provided by the requesting
property owner.

Tax Relief Categories

10 When Council grants a late tax payment penalty cancellation request, the late tax payment
penalty cancellation is only available for the penalties in the current taxation year:

(2) where a death in the immediate family of the property owner occurred within seven
days prior to the due date;

(2) where the tax notice has been sent to an incorrect address as a result of the County’s
error in recording an address change on the tax roll; or

(3) where a late tax payment has been processed by a financial institution and either the
Financial Institution or the property owner provides documentation indicating the

payment was processed on or before the due dates.

11 Council may consider penalty adjustments or cancellations for types of requests not set out in
this policy.

Tax Relief Not Available

12 A property owner may not seek tax relief under this policy for:

(1) taxes imposed under section 326(1)(a)(vi) of the Municipal Government Act relating to
designated industrial property;

(2) taxes or penalties relating to more than one prior taxation year; or

(3) amounts added to the tax roll that do not relate to the annual property assessment and
taxation process, including but not limited to:

(a) charges arising from the tax recovery process;
(b) unpaid violation charges;
UNCONTROLLED IF PRINTED Page 2 of 4
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§ ROCKY VIEW COUNTY

LATE TAX PAYMENT PENALTY
CANCELLATION

Council Policy

C-204
(c) utility consumption or installation charges; or
(d) any penalties, interests or other charges related to those amounts.
o090
References

Legal Authorities
Related Plans, Bylaws, Policies, etc.

Related Procedures

Other

Policy History
Amendment Date(s) — Amendment
Description

Review Date(s) — Review Outcome

Municipal Government Act, RSA 2000, ¢ M-26
Rocky View County Tax Penalty Bylaw C-4727-96
N/A

N/A

2019 November 26 — Council amended to reflect changes to
the MGA, keep penalty cancellations to current tax year, set
consideration criteria, and align with new policy standards
2011 November 01 — Amended by Council

2009 December 15 — Amended by Council

2004 September 07 — Amended by Council

2003 October 07 — Amended by Council

2019 November 20: Minor changes recommended in light

Description of MGA amendments and current County processes and
standards
o0
Definitions
13 In this policy:
(1) “administration” means the operations and staff of Rocky View County under the

direction of the Chief Administrative Officer;

(2) “Council” means the duly elected Council of Rocky View County;

UNCONTROLLED IF PRINTED

Page 3 of 4
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§ ROCKY VIEW COUNTY LATE TAX PAYMENT PENALTY

CANCELLATION

Council Policy

C-204
(3) “County” means Rocky View County;
(4) “immediate family” means spouse, a parent, child, or sibling;
(5) “Municipal Government Act” means the Province of Alberta’s Municipal Government
Act, RSA 2000, c M-26, as amended or replaced from time to time; and
(6) “Rocky View County” means Rocky View County as a municipal corporation and the
geographical area within its jurisdictional boundaries, as the context requires.
UNCONTROLLED IF PRINTED Page 4 of 4
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§ ROCKY VIEW COUNTY

FINANCIAL SERVICES

TO: Council
DATE: December 22, 2020 DIVISION: 3
FILE: 04619063 APPLICATION: N/A

SUBJECT: Late Tax Payment Penalty Cancellation Request

POLICY DIRECTION:

This request was evaluated in accordance with the Late Tax Payment Penalty Cancellation Policy
C-204, which establishes a uniform and consistent approach for Council to address late tax payment
cancellation requests in Rocky View County (the County).

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

On October 5, 2020, Administration received a request from the owner of roll 04619063 regarding late
payment penalty cancellation in the amount of $748.92. The County has not received payment for the
2020 taxes.

The ratepayer wrote that they had switched their mortgage provider, which caused confusion with
payment of property taxes. They are asking Council to waive the penalty because of this and other
unforeseen reasons this year.

This request is not in compliance with the criteria in Policy C-204 (see Attachment ‘B’); Administration
therefore recommends that the request be denied.

ADMINISTRATION RECOMMENDATION:

Administration recommends the request be denied in accordance with Option #1.

BUDGET IMPLICATIONS:

There are no budget implications at this time.

OPTIONS:

Option #1: THAT the request for late tax penalty cancellation in the amount of $748.92 be
denied.

Option #2: THAT alternative direction be provided.

Respectfully submitted, Concurrence,

“Kent Robinson” “Al Hoggan”

Executive Director Chief Administrative Officer
Corporate Services

Administration Resources
Barry Woods, Manager Financial Services
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ATTACHMENT 'A": Request Letter 04619063 F-7 - Attachment A
Page 1 of 1

Adrienne Wilson

From:

Sent: Monday, October 5, 2020 12:09 PM
To: Rocky View Tax Section

Subject: [EXTERNAL] - Tax Roll#04619063

Do not open links or attachments unless sender and content are known.

We are writing to appeal for a review of the 12% penalties applied on the taxes. Please note we had a few
changes this year to our mortgage provider ( in the past taxes were paid by the mortgage company) that switch
left us with some confusion as well as some other unforeseen reasons this year. Our account has always been in
good standing and we will certainly make sure that it stays that way in the future, however at this time

we kindly request a one time adjustment to waive the 12% penalty. This adjustment will help us tremendously
given our circumstances this year.

We can submit a payment for the entire amount of taxes before penalties $6241 as soon we hear back from you
and would like to sign up on TIPP going forward.

Your time and consideration is much appreciated in advance.

Kind regards,
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LATE TAX PAYMENT PENALTY
CANCELLATION

§ ROCKY VIEW COUNTY

Council Policy

C-204
Policy Number: C-204
Policy Owner: Financial Services
Adopted By: Council
Adoption Date: 2003 October 07
Effective Date: 2003 October 07
Date Last Amended: 2019 November 26
Date Last Reviewed: 2019 November 20

Purpose

1 This policy establishes a uniform and consistent approach for Council to address late tax
payment penalty cancellation requests in Rocky View County (the County).

o0®

Policy Statement

2 Council may cancel, reduce, refund, or defer property tax if it is equitable to do so pursuant
section 347(1) of the Municipal Government Act. Municipal Government Act section 203
prohibits Council from delegating this power to administration.

3 Council recognizes the need to be fair and equitable to all County taxpayers in its effort to
address late tax payment penalty cancellation requests.

4 This policy does not apply to exempt tax accounts held under the jurisdiction of the provincial
or federal governments.

o000

Policy

5 Council considers and balances the interests of County’s property owners when responding to
any penalty cancellation request.

6 The County must provide sufficient notice of property tax payment due date, the terms of
payment for remitting property taxes, and the penalties for late or non-payment of property
taxes.

7 The County endeavors to be consistent from year to year in setting its due dates for payment of
property taxes.

UNCONTROLLED IF PRINTED Page 10f 4
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§ ROCKY VIEW COUNTY LATE TAX PAYMENT PENALTY
CANCELLATION

Council Policy

C-204
8 Property owners seeking late tax payment penalty cancellation must submit a written request
to the County within 120 days of the date when the related penalty was applied to the tax
account.
9 Administration must present late tax payment penalty cancellation requests during public

meetings of Council, as Council’s decisions on these matters have an impact on all property
owners. The report regarding the request includes the information provided by the requesting
property owner.

Tax Relief Categories

10 When Council grants a late tax payment penalty cancellation request, the late tax payment
penalty cancellation is only available for the penalties in the current taxation year:

(2) where a death in the immediate family of the property owner occurred within seven
days prior to the due date;

(2) where the tax notice has been sent to an incorrect address as a result of the County’s
error in recording an address change on the tax roll; or

(3) where a late tax payment has been processed by a financial institution and either the
Financial Institution or the property owner provides documentation indicating the

payment was processed on or before the due dates.

11 Council may consider penalty adjustments or cancellations for types of requests not set out in
this policy.

Tax Relief Not Available

12 A property owner may not seek tax relief under this policy for:

(1) taxes imposed under section 326(1)(a)(vi) of the Municipal Government Act relating to
designated industrial property;

(2) taxes or penalties relating to more than one prior taxation year; or

(3) amounts added to the tax roll that do not relate to the annual property assessment and
taxation process, including but not limited to:

(a) charges arising from the tax recovery process;
(b) unpaid violation charges;
UNCONTROLLED IF PRINTED Page 2 of 4
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§ ROCKY VIEW COUNTY

LATE TAX PAYMENT PENALTY
CANCELLATION

Council Policy

C-204
(c) utility consumption or installation charges; or
(d) any penalties, interests or other charges related to those amounts.
o090
References

Legal Authorities
Related Plans, Bylaws, Policies, etc.

Related Procedures

Other

Policy History
Amendment Date(s) — Amendment
Description

Review Date(s) — Review Outcome

Municipal Government Act, RSA 2000, ¢ M-26
Rocky View County Tax Penalty Bylaw C-4727-96
N/A

N/A

2019 November 26 — Council amended to reflect changes to
the MGA, keep penalty cancellations to current tax year, set
consideration criteria, and align with new policy standards
2011 November 01 — Amended by Council

2009 December 15 — Amended by Council

2004 September 07 — Amended by Council

2003 October 07 — Amended by Council

2019 November 20: Minor changes recommended in light

Description of MGA amendments and current County processes and
standards
o0
Definitions
13 In this policy:
(1) “administration” means the operations and staff of Rocky View County under the

direction of the Chief Administrative Officer;

(2) “Council” means the duly elected Council of Rocky View County;

UNCONTROLLED IF PRINTED

Page 3 of 4
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§ ROCKY VIEW COUNTY LATE TAX PAYMENT PENALTY

CANCELLATION

Council Policy

C-204
(3) “County” means Rocky View County;
(4) “immediate family” means spouse, a parent, child, or sibling;
(5) “Municipal Government Act” means the Province of Alberta’s Municipal Government
Act, RSA 2000, c M-26, as amended or replaced from time to time; and
(6) “Rocky View County” means Rocky View County as a municipal corporation and the
geographical area within its jurisdictional boundaries, as the context requires.
UNCONTROLLED IF PRINTED Page 4 of 4
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FINANCIAL SERVICES

TO: Council
DATE: December 22, 2020 DIVISION: 2
FILE: 04721075 APPLICATION: N/A

SUBJECT: Late Tax Payment Penalty Cancellation Request

POLICY DIRECTION:

This request was evaluated in accordance with the Late Tax Payment Penalty Cancellation Policy
C-204, which establishes a uniform and consistent approach for Council to address late tax payment
cancellation requests in Rocky View County (the County).

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

On October 5, 2020, Administration received a request from the owner of roll 04721075 regarding late
payment penalty cancellation in the amount of $783.95.The County received payment for the 2020
taxes on September 2, 2020.

The ratepayer wrote that she had misread the letter sent out with the tax notice and had erroneously
taken it that she had until September 1, 2020, to make payment without incurring a penalty. She had
set the payment date for September 1, 2020, on her calendar and the payment was made that day.
As per Tax Penalty Bylaw C-8043-2020, the penalty date had been amended to September 1, 2020,
making the due date August 31, 2020. She is requesting that penalty be waived by Council as she
was laid off from her job and got rehired at a reduced rate.

This request is not in compliance with the criteria in Policy C-204 (see Attachment ‘B’); Administration
therefore recommends that the request be denied.

ADMINISTRATION RECOMMENDATION:

Administration recommends the request be denied in accordance with Option #1.

BUDGET IMPLICATIONS:

There are no budget implications at this time.

OPTIONS:

Option #1: THAT the request for late tax penalty cancellation in the amount of $783.95 be
denied.

Option #2: THAT alternative direction be provided.

Administration Resources
Barry Woods, Manager Financial Services
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Respectfully submitted, Concurrence,
“Kent Robinson” “Al Hoggan”
Executive Director Chief Administrative Officer

Corporate Services

BW/aw

ATTACHMENTS:

ATTACHMENT ‘A’: Request Letter 04721075
ATTACHMENT ‘B’: Policy C-204
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ATTACHMENT 'A": Request Letter 04721075 F-8 - Attachment A
Page 1 of 1
Adrienne Wilson

From:

Date: October 4, 2020 at 9:11:38 AM MDT

To: "Division 2, Kim McKylor"

Subject: [EXTERNAL] - Property Tax Account

Do not open links or attachments unless sender and content are known.

Kim McKylor
Councilor, Division 2
Rocky View County

October 4, 2020
Dear Ms. McKylor,

I am writing today in response to an overdue tax account reminder that I received in the mail last
week. I was quite shocked as we always pay our taxes in full, on time. A quick check of our tax
roll number, 04721075 will confirm. Checking back on my records, I noticed that I paid in full
on September 1%, 2020 as noted by attached bank statement. It quickly became obvious to me
that due to the change in date this year due to the pandemic, and my misreading of the letter, I
noted in my calendar to pay the taxes on September 1. This is my error. However, I was one
day late, with no intention of being late.

I am writing to you for consideration of reversal of the penalty. We took advantage of the
deferral of payment of property tax this year as I was laid off from my job. Although I was
eventually re-hired, it was at a reduced rate. We are facing many unknowns in 2021.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Best reiards,
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LATE TAX PAYMENT PENALTY
CANCELLATION

§ ROCKY VIEW COUNTY

Council Policy

C-204
Policy Number: C-204
Policy Owner: Financial Services
Adopted By: Council
Adoption Date: 2003 October 07
Effective Date: 2003 October 07
Date Last Amended: 2019 November 26
Date Last Reviewed: 2019 November 20

Purpose

1 This policy establishes a uniform and consistent approach for Council to address late tax
payment penalty cancellation requests in Rocky View County (the County).

o0®

Policy Statement

2 Council may cancel, reduce, refund, or defer property tax if it is equitable to do so pursuant
section 347(1) of the Municipal Government Act. Municipal Government Act section 203
prohibits Council from delegating this power to administration.

3 Council recognizes the need to be fair and equitable to all County taxpayers in its effort to
address late tax payment penalty cancellation requests.

4 This policy does not apply to exempt tax accounts held under the jurisdiction of the provincial
or federal governments.

o000

Policy

5 Council considers and balances the interests of County’s property owners when responding to
any penalty cancellation request.

6 The County must provide sufficient notice of property tax payment due date, the terms of
payment for remitting property taxes, and the penalties for late or non-payment of property
taxes.

7 The County endeavors to be consistent from year to year in setting its due dates for payment of
property taxes.

UNCONTROLLED IF PRINTED Page 10f 4
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§ ROCKY VIEW COUNTY LATE TAX PAYMENT PENALTY
CANCELLATION

Council Policy

C-204
8 Property owners seeking late tax payment penalty cancellation must submit a written request
to the County within 120 days of the date when the related penalty was applied to the tax
account.
9 Administration must present late tax payment penalty cancellation requests during public

meetings of Council, as Council’s decisions on these matters have an impact on all property
owners. The report regarding the request includes the information provided by the requesting
property owner.

Tax Relief Categories

10 When Council grants a late tax payment penalty cancellation request, the late tax payment
penalty cancellation is only available for the penalties in the current taxation year:

(2) where a death in the immediate family of the property owner occurred within seven
days prior to the due date;

(2) where the tax notice has been sent to an incorrect address as a result of the County’s
error in recording an address change on the tax roll; or

(3) where a late tax payment has been processed by a financial institution and either the
Financial Institution or the property owner provides documentation indicating the

payment was processed on or before the due dates.

11 Council may consider penalty adjustments or cancellations for types of requests not set out in
this policy.

Tax Relief Not Available

12 A property owner may not seek tax relief under this policy for:

(1) taxes imposed under section 326(1)(a)(vi) of the Municipal Government Act relating to
designated industrial property;

(2) taxes or penalties relating to more than one prior taxation year; or

(3) amounts added to the tax roll that do not relate to the annual property assessment and
taxation process, including but not limited to:

(a) charges arising from the tax recovery process;
(b) unpaid violation charges;
UNCONTROLLED IF PRINTED Page 2 of 4

Page 72 of 631



§ ROCKY VIEW COUNTY

LATE TAX PAYMENT PENALTY
CANCELLATION

Council Policy

C-204
(c) utility consumption or installation charges; or
(d) any penalties, interests or other charges related to those amounts.
o090
References

Legal Authorities
Related Plans, Bylaws, Policies, etc.

Related Procedures

Other

Policy History
Amendment Date(s) — Amendment
Description

Review Date(s) — Review Outcome

Municipal Government Act, RSA 2000, ¢ M-26
Rocky View County Tax Penalty Bylaw C-4727-96
N/A

N/A

2019 November 26 — Council amended to reflect changes to
the MGA, keep penalty cancellations to current tax year, set
consideration criteria, and align with new policy standards
2011 November 01 — Amended by Council

2009 December 15 — Amended by Council

2004 September 07 — Amended by Council

2003 October 07 — Amended by Council

2019 November 20: Minor changes recommended in light

Description of MGA amendments and current County processes and
standards
o0
Definitions
13 In this policy:
(1) “administration” means the operations and staff of Rocky View County under the

direction of the Chief Administrative Officer;

(2) “Council” means the duly elected Council of Rocky View County;

UNCONTROLLED IF PRINTED
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§ ROCKY VIEW COUNTY LATE TAX PAYMENT PENALTY

CANCELLATION

Council Policy

C-204
(3) “County” means Rocky View County;
(4) “immediate family” means spouse, a parent, child, or sibling;
(5) “Municipal Government Act” means the Province of Alberta’s Municipal Government
Act, RSA 2000, c M-26, as amended or replaced from time to time; and
(6) “Rocky View County” means Rocky View County as a municipal corporation and the
geographical area within its jurisdictional boundaries, as the context requires.
UNCONTROLLED IF PRINTED Page 4 of 4
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§ ROCKY VIEW COUNTY

FINANCIAL SERVICES

TO: Council
DATE: December 22, 2020 DIVISION: 8
FILE: 05618462 APPLICATION: N/A

SUBJECT: Late Tax Payment Penalty Cancellation Request

POLICY DIRECTION:

This request was evaluated in accordance with the Late Tax Payment Penalty Cancellation Policy
C-204, which establishes a uniform and consistent approach for Council to address late tax payment
cancellation requests in Rocky View County (the County).

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

On October 6, 2020, Administration received a request from the owner of roll 05618462 regarding late
payment penalty cancellation in the amount of $837.88. The County has received payment for the
2020 taxes, but not for the penalty.

The ratepayer wrote that he had assumed that the due date before penalty was the same with the City
of Calgary’s: September 30, 2020. He further stated that he has been financially affected by COVID-
19 as he has not received a pay cheque since March 15, 2020. As per the Tax Penalty Bylaw C-8043-
2020, the penalty date had been amended to September 1, 2020. He is requesting that Council
cancel his penalty because he cannot afford to pay it.

This request is not in compliance with the criteria in Policy C-204 (see Attachment ‘B’); Administration
therefore recommends that the request be denied.

ADMINISTRATION RECOMMENDATION:

Administration recommends the request be denied in accordance with Option #1.

BUDGET IMPLICATIONS:

There are no budget implications at this time.

OPTIONS:

Option #1: THAT the request for late tax penalty cancellation in the amount of $837.88 be
denied.

Option #2: THAT alternative direction be provided.

Administration Resources
Barry Woods, Manager Financial Services
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Respectfully submitted, Concurrence,
“Kent Robinson” “Al Hoggan”
Executive Director Chief Administrative Officer

Corporate Services

BW/aw

ATTACHMENTS:

ATTACHMENT ‘A’: Request Letter 05618462
ATTACHMENT ‘B’: Policy C-204
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Adrienne Wilson

ATTACHMENT 'A": Request Letter 05618462 F-9 - Attachment A

Page 1 of 3

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Monday, October 5, 2020 9:15 AM

Adrienne Wilson

Brenda McBeth; Christine Harrison; Rocky View Tax Section; Barry
RE: [EXTERNAL] - Tax Roll # 05618462

Good morning Adrienne, thank you for getting back to me on this.

As | mentioned below, we were under the impression that the taxes were due on September 30" (same as the City of
Calgary) and are now well aware that it was actually September 1 (since we have now received the letter advising that

we owe the penalty).

| work in the travel industry and unfortunately have not collected a pay cheque since March due to the Covid-19
pandemic. Financially, we simply are not in a position to pay this penalty and we would greatly appreciate it if you could

help us out with this.

I am kindly asking you to consider our situation and waive the penalty given the honest mistake on our part and that we
made the payment only 7 days past the deadline.

Thank you in advance for any assistance you can provide with this.

Take care,

Please think of the environment before printing this message.

From: AWilson@rockyview.ca <AWilson@rockyview.ca>

Sent: Monday, October 5, 2020 9:05 AM

To:

Cc: BMcBeth@rockyview.ca; CHarrison@rockyview.ca; PTax@rockyview.ca
Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] - Tax Roll # 05618462
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ATTACHMENT 'A": Request Letter 05618462 F-9 - Attachment A
Page 2 of 3
Courriel d’une source externe: Ne cliquer sur aucun lien et aucune piéece jointe sauf si vous faites
confiance a I'expéditeur et que le contenu est légitime.

Email from an external source: Don't open links and attachments unless you trust the sender and
know the content is safe.

Good morning,

Thank you for email, the penalty was deferred by Council till September 1, 2020 due to Covid-19, making taxes due on or
before August 31, 2020. This was passed as a bylaw on April 28, 2020.

The 12% penalty is part of the penalty bylaw, it is to make sure that all ratepayers are treated fairly and equitable.

ADRIENNE WILSON
Lead Tax Representative | Financial Services

RocKY VIEW COUNTY

262075 Rocky View Point | Rocky View County | AB | T4A 0X2
Phone: 403-520-3915 | Fax: 403-276-5372
awilson@rockyview.ca | www.rockyview.ca

This e-mail, including any attachments, may contain information that is privileged and confidential. If you are not the intended recipient, any
dissemination, distribution or copying of this information is prohibited and unlawful. If you received this communication in error, please reply
immediately to let me know and then delete this e-mail. Thank you.

From:

Sent: October 1, 2020 12:04 PM

To: Questions <questions@rockyview.ca>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] - Tax Roll # 05618462

Do not open links or attachments unless sender and content are known.

ietlo,my name is SN =nc e ive = I

I'm sorry to bother you, but it would appear as though that we have made a huge mistake with our recent property tax
payment. We were under the impression that the property tax was due on/before September 30" (same as the City of
Calgary), but we just received the attached letter from you stating that it was actually due at the end of August.

This was clearly an oversight on our part and it was an honest mistake. We have lived in Rockyview for several years
(our previous address was_ and as you will see from our previous tax filings, we have never been
late on a payment for as long as we have lived in Rockyview. If I’'m not mistaken, | believe our payment was made on
September 8™ and in our mind, we were actually early!

The point of this email is not to blame Rocky View for anything, but to kindly ask you to remove this late payment
penalty from our account given that we have never missed a payment deadline in the past and that this was an honest

mistake on our part (since we thought the payment was due on September 30™").

Please let me know and if you need to discuss this further, please call me anytime at_.
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Page 3 of 3

Thank you in advance for your help with this and | will look forward to hearing back from you.

Take care,

Please think of the environment before printing this message.

Avertissement de confidentialité:

Ce message, ainsi que son contenu et ses pieces jointes, sont exclusivement destinés au(x) destinataire(s)
indiqué(s), sont confidentiels et peuvent contenir des renseignements privilégiés. Si vous n’€tes pas un
destinataire indiqué, soyez avisé que tout examen, divulgation, copie, impression, reproduction, distribution, ou
autre utilisation de ce message et de ses pieces jointes est strictement interdit. Si vous avez regu ce message
alors que vous n'étes pas un destinataire désigné, veuillez en aviser immédiatement 1'émetteur et détruire ce
message et les pieces jointes.

Confidentiality Warning:

This message, its content and any attachments are intended only for the use of the intended recipient(s), are
confidential, and may be privileged. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any
review, retransmission, conversion to hard copy, copying, circulation or other use of this message and any
attachments is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please notify the sender immediately by
return e-mail, and delete this message and any attachments from your system.
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LATE TAX PAYMENT PENALTY
CANCELLATION

§ ROCKY VIEW COUNTY

Council Policy

C-204
Policy Number: C-204
Policy Owner: Financial Services
Adopted By: Council
Adoption Date: 2003 October 07
Effective Date: 2003 October 07
Date Last Amended: 2019 November 26
Date Last Reviewed: 2019 November 20

Purpose

1 This policy establishes a uniform and consistent approach for Council to address late tax
payment penalty cancellation requests in Rocky View County (the County).

o0®

Policy Statement

2 Council may cancel, reduce, refund, or defer property tax if it is equitable to do so pursuant
section 347(1) of the Municipal Government Act. Municipal Government Act section 203
prohibits Council from delegating this power to administration.

3 Council recognizes the need to be fair and equitable to all County taxpayers in its effort to
address late tax payment penalty cancellation requests.

4 This policy does not apply to exempt tax accounts held under the jurisdiction of the provincial
or federal governments.

o000

Policy

5 Council considers and balances the interests of County’s property owners when responding to
any penalty cancellation request.

6 The County must provide sufficient notice of property tax payment due date, the terms of
payment for remitting property taxes, and the penalties for late or non-payment of property
taxes.

7 The County endeavors to be consistent from year to year in setting its due dates for payment of
property taxes.

UNCONTROLLED IF PRINTED Page 10f 4
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§ ROCKY VIEW COUNTY LATE TAX PAYMENT PENALTY
CANCELLATION

Council Policy

C-204
8 Property owners seeking late tax payment penalty cancellation must submit a written request
to the County within 120 days of the date when the related penalty was applied to the tax
account.
9 Administration must present late tax payment penalty cancellation requests during public

meetings of Council, as Council’s decisions on these matters have an impact on all property
owners. The report regarding the request includes the information provided by the requesting
property owner.

Tax Relief Categories

10 When Council grants a late tax payment penalty cancellation request, the late tax payment
penalty cancellation is only available for the penalties in the current taxation year:

(2) where a death in the immediate family of the property owner occurred within seven
days prior to the due date;

(2) where the tax notice has been sent to an incorrect address as a result of the County’s
error in recording an address change on the tax roll; or

(3) where a late tax payment has been processed by a financial institution and either the
Financial Institution or the property owner provides documentation indicating the

payment was processed on or before the due dates.

11 Council may consider penalty adjustments or cancellations for types of requests not set out in
this policy.

Tax Relief Not Available

12 A property owner may not seek tax relief under this policy for:

(1) taxes imposed under section 326(1)(a)(vi) of the Municipal Government Act relating to
designated industrial property;

(2) taxes or penalties relating to more than one prior taxation year; or

(3) amounts added to the tax roll that do not relate to the annual property assessment and
taxation process, including but not limited to:

(a) charges arising from the tax recovery process;
(b) unpaid violation charges;
UNCONTROLLED IF PRINTED Page 2 of 4
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§ ROCKY VIEW COUNTY

LATE TAX PAYMENT PENALTY
CANCELLATION

Council Policy

C-204
(c) utility consumption or installation charges; or
(d) any penalties, interests or other charges related to those amounts.
o090
References

Legal Authorities
Related Plans, Bylaws, Policies, etc.

Related Procedures

Other

Policy History
Amendment Date(s) — Amendment
Description

Review Date(s) — Review Outcome

Municipal Government Act, RSA 2000, ¢ M-26
Rocky View County Tax Penalty Bylaw C-4727-96
N/A

N/A

2019 November 26 — Council amended to reflect changes to
the MGA, keep penalty cancellations to current tax year, set
consideration criteria, and align with new policy standards
2011 November 01 — Amended by Council

2009 December 15 — Amended by Council

2004 September 07 — Amended by Council

2003 October 07 — Amended by Council

2019 November 20: Minor changes recommended in light

Description of MGA amendments and current County processes and
standards
o0
Definitions
13 In this policy:
(1) “administration” means the operations and staff of Rocky View County under the

direction of the Chief Administrative Officer;

(2) “Council” means the duly elected Council of Rocky View County;

UNCONTROLLED IF PRINTED
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§ ROCKY VIEW COUNTY LATE TAX PAYMENT PENALTY

CANCELLATION

Council Policy

C-204
(3) “County” means Rocky View County;
(4) “immediate family” means spouse, a parent, child, or sibling;
(5) “Municipal Government Act” means the Province of Alberta’s Municipal Government
Act, RSA 2000, c M-26, as amended or replaced from time to time; and
(6) “Rocky View County” means Rocky View County as a municipal corporation and the
geographical area within its jurisdictional boundaries, as the context requires.
UNCONTROLLED IF PRINTED Page 4 of 4
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§ ROCKY VIEW COUNTY

FINANCIAL SERVICES

TO: Council
DATE: December 22, 2020 DIVISION: 2
FILE: 05704068 APPLICATION: N/A

SUBJECT: Late Tax Payment Penalty Cancellation Request

POLICY DIRECTION:

This request was evaluated in accordance with the Late Tax Payment Penalty Cancellation Policy
C-204, which establishes a uniform and consistent approach for Council to address late tax payment
cancellation requests in Rocky View County (the County).

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

On October 6, 2020, Administration received a request from the property manager of roll 05704068
regarding late payment penalty cancellation in the amount of $1,947.89. In an effort to preserve cash
flow at the start of COVID-19, they had cancelled the TIPP program after the April 1, 2020, payment;
due to their dealings with multiple municipalities, they had confused the due dates and had marked
the due date as September 30, 2020, missing the deadline to re-instate the TIPP program. As per Tax
Penalty Bylaw C-8043-2020, the penalty date for the County had been amended to September 1,
2020.The property manager has now re-enrolled in the TIPP Program.

This request is not in compliance with the criteria in Policy C-204 (see Attachment ‘B’); Administration
therefore recommends that the request be denied.

ADMINISTRATION RECOMMENDATION:

Administration recommends the request be denied in accordance with Option #1.

BUDGET IMPLICATIONS:

There are no budget implications at this time.

OPTIONS:

Option #1: THAT the request for late tax penalty cancellation in the amount of $1,947.89
be denied.

Option #2: THAT alternative direction be provided.

Administration Resources
Barry Woods, Manager Financial Services
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§ ROCKY VIEW COUNTY

Respectfully submitted, Concurrence,
“Kent Robinson” “Al Hoggan”
Executive Director Chief Administrative Officer

Corporate Services

BW/aw

ATTACHMENTS:

ATTACHMENT ‘A’: Request Letter 05704068
ATTACHMENT ‘B’: Policy C-204
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Adrienne Wilson

ATTACHMENT 'A': Request Letter 05704068 F-10 - Attachment A
Page 1 of 1

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Importance:

Tuesday, October 6, 2020 9:11 AM
Rocky View Tax Section
[EXTERNAL] - Tax Roll 05704068

High

Do not open links or attachments unless sender and content are known.

Good morning,

I’'m reaching out today to ask for your consideration in waiving the late fee charged to our client — tax roll number
05704068. We were trying to use all reasonable efforts to preserve cash in the initial stages of COVID-19. Due to the
several other municipalities we deal with, our team had mistakenly earmarked the tax deadline for September 30th,
rather than September 1% and we missed the window to reinstate our TIPP payment. We absolutely own the error, but
are hopeful that there is some flexibility based on our client still facing significant challenges as we navigate through
these uncertain and difficult times. Your assistance would be greatly appreciated and huge benefit moving forward.

I’d be more than willing to jump on a call to discuss further and | look forward to hearing from you.

Best regards,
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LATE TAX PAYMENT PENALTY
CANCELLATION

§ ROCKY VIEW COUNTY

Council Policy

C-204
Policy Number: C-204
Policy Owner: Financial Services
Adopted By: Council
Adoption Date: 2003 October 07
Effective Date: 2003 October 07
Date Last Amended: 2019 November 26
Date Last Reviewed: 2019 November 20

Purpose

1 This policy establishes a uniform and consistent approach for Council to address late tax
payment penalty cancellation requests in Rocky View County (the County).

o0®

Policy Statement

2 Council may cancel, reduce, refund, or defer property tax if it is equitable to do so pursuant
section 347(1) of the Municipal Government Act. Municipal Government Act section 203
prohibits Council from delegating this power to administration.

3 Council recognizes the need to be fair and equitable to all County taxpayers in its effort to
address late tax payment penalty cancellation requests.

4 This policy does not apply to exempt tax accounts held under the jurisdiction of the provincial
or federal governments.

o000

Policy

5 Council considers and balances the interests of County’s property owners when responding to
any penalty cancellation request.

6 The County must provide sufficient notice of property tax payment due date, the terms of
payment for remitting property taxes, and the penalties for late or non-payment of property
taxes.

7 The County endeavors to be consistent from year to year in setting its due dates for payment of
property taxes.

UNCONTROLLED IF PRINTED Page 10f 4
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§ ROCKY VIEW COUNTY LATE TAX PAYMENT PENALTY
CANCELLATION

Council Policy

C-204
8 Property owners seeking late tax payment penalty cancellation must submit a written request
to the County within 120 days of the date when the related penalty was applied to the tax
account.
9 Administration must present late tax payment penalty cancellation requests during public

meetings of Council, as Council’s decisions on these matters have an impact on all property
owners. The report regarding the request includes the information provided by the requesting
property owner.

Tax Relief Categories

10 When Council grants a late tax payment penalty cancellation request, the late tax payment
penalty cancellation is only available for the penalties in the current taxation year:

(2) where a death in the immediate family of the property owner occurred within seven
days prior to the due date;

(2) where the tax notice has been sent to an incorrect address as a result of the County’s
error in recording an address change on the tax roll; or

(3) where a late tax payment has been processed by a financial institution and either the
Financial Institution or the property owner provides documentation indicating the

payment was processed on or before the due dates.

11 Council may consider penalty adjustments or cancellations for types of requests not set out in
this policy.

Tax Relief Not Available

12 A property owner may not seek tax relief under this policy for:

(1) taxes imposed under section 326(1)(a)(vi) of the Municipal Government Act relating to
designated industrial property;

(2) taxes or penalties relating to more than one prior taxation year; or

(3) amounts added to the tax roll that do not relate to the annual property assessment and
taxation process, including but not limited to:

(a) charges arising from the tax recovery process;
(b) unpaid violation charges;
UNCONTROLLED IF PRINTED Page 2 of 4
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§ ROCKY VIEW COUNTY

LATE TAX PAYMENT PENALTY
CANCELLATION

Council Policy

C-204
(c) utility consumption or installation charges; or
(d) any penalties, interests or other charges related to those amounts.
o090
References

Legal Authorities
Related Plans, Bylaws, Policies, etc.

Related Procedures

Other

Policy History
Amendment Date(s) — Amendment
Description

Review Date(s) — Review Outcome

Municipal Government Act, RSA 2000, ¢ M-26
Rocky View County Tax Penalty Bylaw C-4727-96
N/A

N/A

2019 November 26 — Council amended to reflect changes to
the MGA, keep penalty cancellations to current tax year, set
consideration criteria, and align with new policy standards
2011 November 01 — Amended by Council

2009 December 15 — Amended by Council

2004 September 07 — Amended by Council

2003 October 07 — Amended by Council

2019 November 20: Minor changes recommended in light

Description of MGA amendments and current County processes and
standards
o0
Definitions
13 In this policy:
(1) “administration” means the operations and staff of Rocky View County under the

direction of the Chief Administrative Officer;

(2) “Council” means the duly elected Council of Rocky View County;

UNCONTROLLED IF PRINTED
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§ ROCKY VIEW COUNTY LATE TAX PAYMENT PENALTY

CANCELLATION

Council Policy

C-204
(3) “County” means Rocky View County;
(4) “immediate family” means spouse, a parent, child, or sibling;
(5) “Municipal Government Act” means the Province of Alberta’s Municipal Government
Act, RSA 2000, c M-26, as amended or replaced from time to time; and
(6) “Rocky View County” means Rocky View County as a municipal corporation and the
geographical area within its jurisdictional boundaries, as the context requires.
UNCONTROLLED IF PRINTED Page 4 of 4
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§ ROCKY VIEW COUNTY

FINANCIAL SERVICES

TO: Council
DATE: December 22, 2020 DIVISION: 7
FILE: 06404569 APPLICATION: N/A

SUBJECT: Late Tax Payment Penalty Cancellation Request

POLICY DIRECTION:

This request was evaluated in accordance with the Late Tax Payment Penalty Cancellation Policy
C-204, which establishes a uniform and consistent approach for Council to address late tax payment
cancellation requests in Rocky View County (the County).

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

On October 8, 2020, Administration received a request from the owner of roll 06404569 regarding late
payment penalty cancellation in the amount of $158.43. Payment was received on September 9,
2020, for the property taxes.

The owner confused the due date of the taxes with that of the City of Calgary. As per Tax Penalty
Bylaw C-8043-2020, the penalty date for the County had been amended to September 1, 2020.

This request is not in compliance with the criteria in Policy C-204 (see Attachment ‘B’); Administration
therefore recommends that the request be denied.

ADMINISTRATION RECOMMENDATION:

Administration recommends the request be denied in accordance with Option #1.

BUDGET IMPLICATIONS:

There are no budget implications at this time.

OPTIONS:
Option #1: THAT the request for late tax penalty cancellation in the amount of $158.43 be

denied.
Option #2: THAT alternative direction be provided.

Respectfully submitted, Concurrence,

“Kent Robinson” “Al Hoggan”

Executive Director Chief Administrative Officer
Corporate Services

BW/aw

Administration Resources
Barry Woods, Manager Financial Services
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ATTACHMENTS:

ATTACHMENT ‘A’: Request Letter 06404569
ATTACHMENT ‘B’: Policy C-204
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ATTACHMENT 'A": Request Letter 06404569 F-11 - Attachment A
Page 1 of 2

Adrienne Wilson

From: Christine Harrison

Sent: Thursday, October 8, 2020 2:22 PM

To: Taxes

Cc: Brenda McBeth

Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] - Questions for TaxRoll 06404569
Attachments: Overdue Tax Account Reminder.pdf; Payment Sept08.png
Hello,

We have received this email in our general mailbox for your department, please respond to this inquiry.

We respectfully request you include us in your response or confirm contact when this inquiry is
completed.

Thank you.

CHRISTINE HARRISON
Call Centre Representative | | Customer Care and Support

Rocky ViIEw COUNTY

262075 Rocky View Point | AB | T4A 0X2
Phone: 403-230-1401 charrison@rockyview.ca
| www.rockyview.ca

This e-mail, including any attachments, may contain information that is privileged and confidential. If you are not the intended recipient, any
dissemination, distribution or copying of this information is prohibited and unlawful. If you received this communication in error, please reply
immediately to let me know and then delete this e-mail. Thank you.

From:

Sent: October 8, 2020 2:18 PM

To: Questions <questions@rockyview.ca>

Subject: [EXTERNAL] - Questions for TaxRoll 06404569

Do not open links or attachments unless sender and content are known.
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ATTACHMENT 'A": Request Letter 06404569 F-11 - Attachment A

Page 2 of 2
Dear Sir/ Madam,

This is -, the owner of . I received a letter from you today, says a 12%
penalty ($158.43) applied to my tax account (TaxRoll: 06404569).

In fact, I paid a full property tax online for my property on Sept/08/2020, and thought
that the payment is 3 weeks earlier than the deadline. Because the City of Calgary allows property tax paid by
the end of Sept, I never realized that Rocky View County has a different deadline than Calgary.

We all know that New Horizon Mall is not a successful business, especially in the Covid-19 period. My unit
hasn't been rented yet, but I still need to pay monthly management fees, insurance, and property taxes.

I understand that it is my mistake to pay this tax later than the deadline. I would appreciate it if you could waive
the 12% penalty this time. [ will pay this property tax the earliest next year.

Thank you.

| r———
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LATE TAX PAYMENT PENALTY
CANCELLATION

§ ROCKY VIEW COUNTY

Council Policy

C-204
Policy Number: C-204
Policy Owner: Financial Services
Adopted By: Council
Adoption Date: 2003 October 07
Effective Date: 2003 October 07
Date Last Amended: 2019 November 26
Date Last Reviewed: 2019 November 20

Purpose

1 This policy establishes a uniform and consistent approach for Council to address late tax
payment penalty cancellation requests in Rocky View County (the County).

o0®

Policy Statement

2 Council may cancel, reduce, refund, or defer property tax if it is equitable to do so pursuant
section 347(1) of the Municipal Government Act. Municipal Government Act section 203
prohibits Council from delegating this power to administration.

3 Council recognizes the need to be fair and equitable to all County taxpayers in its effort to
address late tax payment penalty cancellation requests.

4 This policy does not apply to exempt tax accounts held under the jurisdiction of the provincial
or federal governments.

o000

Policy

5 Council considers and balances the interests of County’s property owners when responding to
any penalty cancellation request.

6 The County must provide sufficient notice of property tax payment due date, the terms of
payment for remitting property taxes, and the penalties for late or non-payment of property
taxes.

7 The County endeavors to be consistent from year to year in setting its due dates for payment of
property taxes.

UNCONTROLLED IF PRINTED Page 10f 4
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§ ROCKY VIEW COUNTY LATE TAX PAYMENT PENALTY
CANCELLATION

Council Policy

C-204
8 Property owners seeking late tax payment penalty cancellation must submit a written request
to the County within 120 days of the date when the related penalty was applied to the tax
account.
9 Administration must present late tax payment penalty cancellation requests during public

meetings of Council, as Council’s decisions on these matters have an impact on all property
owners. The report regarding the request includes the information provided by the requesting
property owner.

Tax Relief Categories

10 When Council grants a late tax payment penalty cancellation request, the late tax payment
penalty cancellation is only available for the penalties in the current taxation year:

(2) where a death in the immediate family of the property owner occurred within seven
days prior to the due date;

(2) where the tax notice has been sent to an incorrect address as a result of the County’s
error in recording an address change on the tax roll; or

(3) where a late tax payment has been processed by a financial institution and either the
Financial Institution or the property owner provides documentation indicating the

payment was processed on or before the due dates.

11 Council may consider penalty adjustments or cancellations for types of requests not set out in
this policy.

Tax Relief Not Available

12 A property owner may not seek tax relief under this policy for:

(1) taxes imposed under section 326(1)(a)(vi) of the Municipal Government Act relating to
designated industrial property;

(2) taxes or penalties relating to more than one prior taxation year; or

(3) amounts added to the tax roll that do not relate to the annual property assessment and
taxation process, including but not limited to:

(a) charges arising from the tax recovery process;
(b) unpaid violation charges;
UNCONTROLLED IF PRINTED Page 2 of 4
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§ ROCKY VIEW COUNTY

LATE TAX PAYMENT PENALTY
CANCELLATION

Council Policy

C-204
(c) utility consumption or installation charges; or
(d) any penalties, interests or other charges related to those amounts.
o090
References

Legal Authorities
Related Plans, Bylaws, Policies, etc.

Related Procedures

Other

Policy History
Amendment Date(s) — Amendment
Description

Review Date(s) — Review Outcome

Municipal Government Act, RSA 2000, ¢ M-26
Rocky View County Tax Penalty Bylaw C-4727-96
N/A

N/A

2019 November 26 — Council amended to reflect changes to
the MGA, keep penalty cancellations to current tax year, set
consideration criteria, and align with new policy standards
2011 November 01 — Amended by Council

2009 December 15 — Amended by Council

2004 September 07 — Amended by Council

2003 October 07 — Amended by Council

2019 November 20: Minor changes recommended in light

Description of MGA amendments and current County processes and
standards
o0
Definitions
13 In this policy:
(1) “administration” means the operations and staff of Rocky View County under the

direction of the Chief Administrative Officer;

(2) “Council” means the duly elected Council of Rocky View County;

UNCONTROLLED IF PRINTED
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§ ROCKY VIEW COUNTY LATE TAX PAYMENT PENALTY

CANCELLATION

Council Policy

C-204
(3) “County” means Rocky View County;
(4) “immediate family” means spouse, a parent, child, or sibling;
(5) “Municipal Government Act” means the Province of Alberta’s Municipal Government
Act, RSA 2000, c M-26, as amended or replaced from time to time; and
(6) “Rocky View County” means Rocky View County as a municipal corporation and the
geographical area within its jurisdictional boundaries, as the context requires.
UNCONTROLLED IF PRINTED Page 4 of 4
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§ ROCKY VIEW COUNTY

FINANCIAL SERVICES

TO: Council
DATE: December 22, 2020 DIVISION: 8
FILE: 06712074 APPLICATION: N/A

SUBJECT: Late Tax Payment Penalty Cancellation Request

POLICY DIRECTION:

This request was evaluated in accordance with the Late Tax Payment Penalty Cancellation Policy
C-204, which establishes a uniform and consistent approach for Council to address late tax payment
cancellation requests in Rocky View County (the County).

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

On October 7, 2020, Administration received a request from the owner of roll 06712074 regarding late
payment penalty cancellation in the amount of $935.36. Payment was received on September 24,
2020, for the property taxes.

The owner is requesting the penalty to be waived as they had a tough time paying the taxes this year.
The additional cost of the penalty would put them in a difficult situation.

This request is not in compliance with the criteria in Policy C-204 (see Attachment ‘B’); Administration
therefore recommends that the request be denied.

ADMINISTRATION RECOMMENDATION:

Administration recommends the request be denied in accordance with Option #1.

BUDGET IMPLICATIONS:

There are no budget implications at this time.

OPTIONS:

Option #1: THAT the request for late tax penalty cancellation in the amount of $935.36 be
denied.

Option #2: THAT alternative direction be provided.

Respectfully submitted, Concurrence,

“Kent Robinson” “Al Hoggan”

Executive Director Chief Administrative Officer
Corporate Services

Administration Resources
Barry Woods, Manager Financial Services
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BW/aw

ATTACHMENTS:

ATTACHMENT ‘A’: Request Letter 06712074
ATTACHMENT ‘B’: Policy C-204
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ATTACHMENT 'A": Request Letter 06712074 F-12 - Attachment A
Page 1 of 1

Adrienne Wilson

From:
Sent: Wednesday, October 7, 2020 11:17 AM
To: Rocky View Tax Section

Subject: [EXTERNAL] - Property Tax Penalty —_

Do not open links or attachments unless sender and content are known.

Hello,

Please consider waiving the property tax penalty for late payment for property _ With
current times, I was facing difficult circumstances paying the full amount of the property tax but eventually
managed to do so. The penalty of about $900 will again put me in a difficult position. Every year I've paid this
off right away but this year was

I ask to please consider reversing the fee in light of these unusual, one-time circumstances.

Thank you!

Virus-free. www.avg.com
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LATE TAX PAYMENT PENALTY
CANCELLATION

§ ROCKY VIEW COUNTY

Council Policy

C-204
Policy Number: C-204
Policy Owner: Financial Services
Adopted By: Council
Adoption Date: 2003 October 07
Effective Date: 2003 October 07
Date Last Amended: 2019 November 26
Date Last Reviewed: 2019 November 20

Purpose

1 This policy establishes a uniform and consistent approach for Council to address late tax
payment penalty cancellation requests in Rocky View County (the County).

o0®

Policy Statement

2 Council may cancel, reduce, refund, or defer property tax if it is equitable to do so pursuant
section 347(1) of the Municipal Government Act. Municipal Government Act section 203
prohibits Council from delegating this power to administration.

3 Council recognizes the need to be fair and equitable to all County taxpayers in its effort to
address late tax payment penalty cancellation requests.

4 This policy does not apply to exempt tax accounts held under the jurisdiction of the provincial
or federal governments.

o000

Policy

5 Council considers and balances the interests of County’s property owners when responding to
any penalty cancellation request.

6 The County must provide sufficient notice of property tax payment due date, the terms of
payment for remitting property taxes, and the penalties for late or non-payment of property
taxes.

7 The County endeavors to be consistent from year to year in setting its due dates for payment of
property taxes.

UNCONTROLLED IF PRINTED Page 10f 4
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§ ROCKY VIEW COUNTY LATE TAX PAYMENT PENALTY
CANCELLATION

Council Policy

C-204
8 Property owners seeking late tax payment penalty cancellation must submit a written request
to the County within 120 days of the date when the related penalty was applied to the tax
account.
9 Administration must present late tax payment penalty cancellation requests during public

meetings of Council, as Council’s decisions on these matters have an impact on all property
owners. The report regarding the request includes the information provided by the requesting
property owner.

Tax Relief Categories

10 When Council grants a late tax payment penalty cancellation request, the late tax payment
penalty cancellation is only available for the penalties in the current taxation year:

(2) where a death in the immediate family of the property owner occurred within seven
days prior to the due date;

(2) where the tax notice has been sent to an incorrect address as a result of the County’s
error in recording an address change on the tax roll; or

(3) where a late tax payment has been processed by a financial institution and either the
Financial Institution or the property owner provides documentation indicating the

payment was processed on or before the due dates.

11 Council may consider penalty adjustments or cancellations for types of requests not set out in
this policy.

Tax Relief Not Available

12 A property owner may not seek tax relief under this policy for:

(1) taxes imposed under section 326(1)(a)(vi) of the Municipal Government Act relating to
designated industrial property;

(2) taxes or penalties relating to more than one prior taxation year; or

(3) amounts added to the tax roll that do not relate to the annual property assessment and
taxation process, including but not limited to:

(a) charges arising from the tax recovery process;
(b) unpaid violation charges;
UNCONTROLLED IF PRINTED Page 2 of 4
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LATE TAX PAYMENT PENALTY
CANCELLATION

Council Policy

C-204
(c) utility consumption or installation charges; or
(d) any penalties, interests or other charges related to those amounts.
o090
References

Legal Authorities
Related Plans, Bylaws, Policies, etc.

Related Procedures

Other

Policy History
Amendment Date(s) — Amendment
Description

Review Date(s) — Review Outcome

Municipal Government Act, RSA 2000, ¢ M-26
Rocky View County Tax Penalty Bylaw C-4727-96
N/A

N/A

2019 November 26 — Council amended to reflect changes to
the MGA, keep penalty cancellations to current tax year, set
consideration criteria, and align with new policy standards
2011 November 01 — Amended by Council

2009 December 15 — Amended by Council

2004 September 07 — Amended by Council

2003 October 07 — Amended by Council

2019 November 20: Minor changes recommended in light

Description of MGA amendments and current County processes and
standards
o0
Definitions
13 In this policy:
(1) “administration” means the operations and staff of Rocky View County under the

direction of the Chief Administrative Officer;

(2) “Council” means the duly elected Council of Rocky View County;

UNCONTROLLED IF PRINTED
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C-204
(3) “County” means Rocky View County;
(4) “immediate family” means spouse, a parent, child, or sibling;
(5) “Municipal Government Act” means the Province of Alberta’s Municipal Government
Act, RSA 2000, c M-26, as amended or replaced from time to time; and
(6) “Rocky View County” means Rocky View County as a municipal corporation and the
geographical area within its jurisdictional boundaries, as the context requires.
UNCONTROLLED IF PRINTED Page 4 of 4
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§ ROCKY VIEW COUNTY

FINANCIAL SERVICES

TO: Council
DATE: December 22, 2020 DIVISION: 5
FILE: 04329306 APPLICATION: N/A

SUBJECT: Late Tax Payment Penalty Cancellation Request

POLICY DIRECTION:

This request was evaluated in accordance with the Late Tax Payment Penalty Cancellation Policy
C-204, which establishes a uniform and consistent approach for Council to address late tax payment
cancellation requests in Rocky View County (the County).

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

On October 2, 2020, Administration received a request from the owner of roll 04329306 regarding late
payment penalty cancellation in the amount of $712.67. The County received payment of the 2020
taxes on September 2, 2020.

The ratepayer wrote that she had been extremely sick, and was home alone with young children. Her
husband was out of town, so the onus of paying the tax bill laid with her; however, she was unable to
make payment because of her condition. She also claims a family friend had called the County and
was told that she had up until September 1, 2020, to make payment without incurring a penalty. She
therefore made payment online on September 1, 2020. As per Tax Penalty Bylaw C-8043-2020, the
penalty date had been amended to September 1, 2020. She is asking Council to waive the penalty as
she was sick, her husband was away, and there was a confusion with the penalty date.

This request is not in compliance with the criteria in Policy C-204 (see Attachment ‘B’); Administration
therefore recommends that the request be denied.

ADMINISTRATION RECOMMENDATION:

Administration recommends the request be denied in accordance with Option #1.

BUDGET IMPLICATIONS:
There are no budget implications at this time.

OPTIONS:

Option #1: THAT the request for late tax penalty cancellation in the amount of $712.67 be
denied.

Option #2: THAT alternative direction be provided.

Administration Resources
Barry Woods, Manager Financial Services

Page 106 of 631



F-13
Page 2 of 2

§ ROCKY VIEW COUNTY

Respectfully submitted, Concurrence,
“Kent Robinson” “Al Hoggan”
Executive Director Chief Administrative Officer

Corporate Services

BW/aw

ATTACHMENTS:

ATTACHMENT ‘A’: Request Letter 04329306
ATTACHMENT ‘B’: Policy C-204
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Page 1 of 1
Adrienne Wilson
From:
Sent: Friday, October 2, 2020 11:32 AM
To: Rocky View Tax Section
Subject: EXTERNAL] - Appeal Tax Roll- 04329306 - || | Rocview county, AB
Attachments: Screen Shot 2020-10-02 at 11.27.16 AM.png
Follow Up Flag: Flag for follow up
Flag Status: Completed

Do not open links or attachments unless sender and content are known.
To whom it may concern,

| am writing this email to appeal the 12% tax penalty that | have been charged for this year. | called into the
Rockyview office and was recommended to email my appeal as my extenuating circumstances may be
understood by the counsel. | was in a very difficult situation as | had covid-19 in August and was extremely sick
and my husband was out of town. | was the only one who could have paid the taxes but due to my condition |
was unable to do anything. | had received the bill and | knew | needed to pay so | had my family friend call in
to make sure how much time | have before | get charged the penalty. She was told that | had till September to
pay the taxes in order to not be charged the penalty. She made the phone call and confirmed that | had till
September. With this understanding | ensured | paid the taxes on September first online as | was still not able
to go into the bank. Please consider the current circumstances having to pay $712.67 as a penalty is a lot for
me considering what | went through with the virus.

| confirmed the date | paid the taxes online and | have attached a picture of my statement as well. | am hoping
that the situation | was in may please be taken into consideration. This would not have happened if my

husband was here my kids are also young and could not help me in this instance.

Best Regards,
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Council Policy

C-204
Policy Number: C-204
Policy Owner: Financial Services
Adopted By: Council
Adoption Date: 2003 October 07
Effective Date: 2003 October 07
Date Last Amended: 2019 November 26
Date Last Reviewed: 2019 November 20

Purpose

1 This policy establishes a uniform and consistent approach for Council to address late tax
payment penalty cancellation requests in Rocky View County (the County).

o0®

Policy Statement

2 Council may cancel, reduce, refund, or defer property tax if it is equitable to do so pursuant
section 347(1) of the Municipal Government Act. Municipal Government Act section 203
prohibits Council from delegating this power to administration.

3 Council recognizes the need to be fair and equitable to all County taxpayers in its effort to
address late tax payment penalty cancellation requests.

4 This policy does not apply to exempt tax accounts held under the jurisdiction of the provincial
or federal governments.

o000

Policy

5 Council considers and balances the interests of County’s property owners when responding to
any penalty cancellation request.

6 The County must provide sufficient notice of property tax payment due date, the terms of
payment for remitting property taxes, and the penalties for late or non-payment of property
taxes.

7 The County endeavors to be consistent from year to year in setting its due dates for payment of
property taxes.

UNCONTROLLED IF PRINTED Page 10f 4
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CANCELLATION

Council Policy

C-204
8 Property owners seeking late tax payment penalty cancellation must submit a written request
to the County within 120 days of the date when the related penalty was applied to the tax
account.
9 Administration must present late tax payment penalty cancellation requests during public

meetings of Council, as Council’s decisions on these matters have an impact on all property
owners. The report regarding the request includes the information provided by the requesting
property owner.

Tax Relief Categories

10 When Council grants a late tax payment penalty cancellation request, the late tax payment
penalty cancellation is only available for the penalties in the current taxation year:

(2) where a death in the immediate family of the property owner occurred within seven
days prior to the due date;

(2) where the tax notice has been sent to an incorrect address as a result of the County’s
error in recording an address change on the tax roll; or

(3) where a late tax payment has been processed by a financial institution and either the
Financial Institution or the property owner provides documentation indicating the

payment was processed on or before the due dates.

11 Council may consider penalty adjustments or cancellations for types of requests not set out in
this policy.

Tax Relief Not Available

12 A property owner may not seek tax relief under this policy for:

(1) taxes imposed under section 326(1)(a)(vi) of the Municipal Government Act relating to
designated industrial property;

(2) taxes or penalties relating to more than one prior taxation year; or

(3) amounts added to the tax roll that do not relate to the annual property assessment and
taxation process, including but not limited to:

(a) charges arising from the tax recovery process;
(b) unpaid violation charges;
UNCONTROLLED IF PRINTED Page 2 of 4
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C-204
(c) utility consumption or installation charges; or
(d) any penalties, interests or other charges related to those amounts.
o090
References

Legal Authorities
Related Plans, Bylaws, Policies, etc.

Related Procedures

Other

Policy History
Amendment Date(s) — Amendment
Description

Review Date(s) — Review Outcome

Municipal Government Act, RSA 2000, ¢ M-26
Rocky View County Tax Penalty Bylaw C-4727-96
N/A

N/A

2019 November 26 — Council amended to reflect changes to
the MGA, keep penalty cancellations to current tax year, set
consideration criteria, and align with new policy standards
2011 November 01 — Amended by Council

2009 December 15 — Amended by Council

2004 September 07 — Amended by Council

2003 October 07 — Amended by Council

2019 November 20: Minor changes recommended in light

Description of MGA amendments and current County processes and
standards
o0
Definitions
13 In this policy:
(1) “administration” means the operations and staff of Rocky View County under the

direction of the Chief Administrative Officer;

(2) “Council” means the duly elected Council of Rocky View County;

UNCONTROLLED IF PRINTED

Page 3 of 4

Page 111 of 631



§ ROCKY VIEW COUNTY LATE TAX PAYMENT PENALTY

CANCELLATION
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C-204
(3) “County” means Rocky View County;
(4) “immediate family” means spouse, a parent, child, or sibling;
(5) “Municipal Government Act” means the Province of Alberta’s Municipal Government
Act, RSA 2000, c M-26, as amended or replaced from time to time; and
(6) “Rocky View County” means Rocky View County as a municipal corporation and the
geographical area within its jurisdictional boundaries, as the context requires.
UNCONTROLLED IF PRINTED Page 4 of 4
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§ ROCKY VIEW COUNTY

FINANCIAL SERVICES

TO: Council
DATE: December 22, 2020 DIVISION: All
FILE: N/A APPLICATION: N/A

SUBJECT: Late Tax Payment Penalty Cancellation Request

POLICY DIRECTION:

This request was evaluated in accordance with the Late Tax Payment Penalty Cancellation Policy
C-204, which establishes a uniform and consistent approach for Council to address late tax payment
cancellation requests in Rocky View County (the County).

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

On October 20, 2020, Administration received a request from Accounts Payable Manager of CNOOC
Petroleum regarding late payment penalty cancellation in the total amount of $59,849.67 on 49
different tax rolls.

They were aware of the extension giving to the penalty date, but they had assumed that the penalty
date was the same as other municipalities in which they operate; that they had an extension of three
months rather than two months. As per Tax Penalty Bylaw C-8043-2020, the penalty date for the
County had been amended to September 1, 2020.

This request is not in compliance with the criteria in Policy C-204 (see Attachment ‘B’); Administration
therefore recommends that the request be denied.

ADMINISTRATION RECOMMENDATION:

Administration recommends the request be denied in accordance with Option #1.

BUDGET IMPLICATIONS:

There are no budget implications at this time.

OPTIONS:
Option #1: THAT the request for late tax penalty cancellation in the amount of $59,849.67

be denied.
Option #2: THAT alternative direction be provided.

Respectfully submitted, Concurrence,

“Kent Robinson” “Al Hoggan”

Executive Director Chief Administrative Officer
Corporate Services

Administration Resources
Barry Woods, Manager Financial Services
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BW/aw

ATTACHMENTS:

ATTACHMENT ‘A’: Request Letter CNOOC
ATTACHMENT ‘B’: Policy C-204
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\_j""‘ CcCNooC

CNOOC Petroleum North America ULC

Suite 2300, 500 Centre Street SE Calgary AB Canada T2G 1A6

T 403 699.4498 F 403 303.2250 www.cnoocinternational.com
Email Aaron.Lair@intl.cnoocltd.com

SENT ELECTRONICALLY

October 20, 2020

Dear Rocky View County Council:

Re: Property tax penalty cancellation request

On September 1, 2020, Rocky View County (the “County”) levied a penalty for unpaid property
taxes against CNOOC Petroleum North America ULC’s (“CPNA”). CPNA respectfully requests
the Rocky View County Council (the “Council”) cancel this penalty for the reasons set out below.

CPNA strives to pay its property taxes on-time and has an excellent payment record with the
County. This is the first time CPNA has ever missed a payment deadline.! CPNA confirms that it
has since paid the original assessment amount in full.

CPNA recognizes Council’s need to be fair and equitable to all County taxpayers in its effort to
address late tax payment penalty cancellation requests. CPNA respectfully submits that the relief
requested herein is fair and equitable given the circumstances set out below.

Uncertainty Caused bv the COVID-19 Pandemic

As you are aware, due to the ongoing pandemic, Council extended the June 30™ deadline for
property tax payment without penalty to August 31, CPNA appreciates Council’s extension;
however, the revised August 31 deadline did not appear on the invoices CPNA received from the
County. Although CPNA was aware Council’s extension to pay without penalty existed, CPNA
erred when it assumed, based on the extensions of other districts CPNA operates in,? that the
County’s extension was for three, not two, months. CPNA was working towards a three-month
extension date. As a result, given the confusion caused by the pandemic and the differing extension
periods CPNA incorrectly assumed the extension was for three-months.

Penalty Cancellation Request

County Policy C-204: Late Tax Payment Penalty Cancellation (the “Policy”) guides Council’s
decision in this matter. The Policy grants Council broad discretion to cancel a tax penalty for “types
of requests not set out in this policy”.

Per its original assessment, CPNA has paid the County all outstanding property tax amounts set
out in the invoices and submits that there has been no prejudice to the County. Given CPNA’s
history of timely tax payment and the unprecedented uncertainty caused by COVID-19, we

T CPNA (formerly Nexen Energy ULC) has made payments dating back to 2003 with a cumulative value of $18.3
million paid to the County and to CPNA’s knowledge these payments were always made on time.
2 The other districts we operate in offered similar penalty deadline extensions; however, their revised deadlines were

September 30,
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Page 2

respectfully submit that in accordance with the Policy and taking into account the extenuating
circumstances set out above, it would be fair and equitable for Council to grant this request and
cancel the property tax penalty levied on CPNA by the County.

Spreadsheet Detailing Property Tax Roll Numbers

The County has requested a spreadsheet detailing our property tax roll numbers including our 2020
assessment, taxes and penalties. The spreadsheet has been attached hereto as Appendix “A”.

Warm regards,

Aaren Lacs

Aaron Lair
Manager, North America Accounts Payable
CNOOC Petroleum North America ULC
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Roll Number 2020 Assessment 2020 Amount {ax %

00010415
00010502
05331005
05331011
05331012
06304003
06402002
06402003
06425001
06425004
06436001
34331110
35302110
35303110
35305100
35306110
35306111
35307100
356318100
35319110
35330060
35331060
35331140
356332060
36303100
36304060
36307111
36308060
36309080
36318110
36320060
36329100
36333110
36402004
36402005
36402006
36411160
36413070
36423110
37206120
37222070
37303070
37308090
37308100
37309001

37310070
37311070
37311071

37314100

2,021,460.00
51,156,830.00
2,070.00
12,560.00
6,100.00
7,820.00
386,640.00
10,680.00
18,400.00
38,450.00
33,140.00
11,310.00
11,320.00
10,560.00
5,080.00
12,280.00
2,620.00
12,600.00
1,440.00
13,610.00
3,250.00
3,820.00
23,750.00
13,400.00
10,590.00
8,640.00
4,630.00
8,130.00
10,590.00
11,170.00
8,160.00
9,620.00
5,250.00
4,190,320.00
2,231,610.00
357,590.00
4,370.00
4,210.00
4,440.00
1,840.00
5,360.00
11,100.00
11,540.00
22,450.00
6,970.00
11,030.00
9,640.00
3,840.00
14,540.00

22,771.12
390,894.46
20.00
101.78
49.42
64.09
4,293.26
87.53
150.81
315.11
271.60
127.41
127.53
118.96
57.35
138.32
29.51
141.94
20.00
1562.19
36.63
43.02
267.54
150.95
119.29
97.34
52.16
91.59
119.29
125.83
91.92
108.36
59.14
47,202.70
25,138.42
4,028.15
49.23
47.42
50.02
20.73
60.39
125.04
130.00
252.90
78.52
124.25
108.58
43.24
163.79

$498,918.83

1.13%
0.76%
0.97%
0.81%
0.81%
0.82%
1.11%
0.82%
0.82%
0.82%
0.82%
1.13%
A3%
13%
13%
A3%
A3%
13%
.39%
13%
13%
13%
13%
A3%
A3%
A13%
A3%
43%
13%
13%
13%
A3%
13%
13%
13%
13%
13%
13%
13%
13%
13%
13%
A3%
A3%
13%
A13%
A3%
13%
13%
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New charge

25,503.64
437,801.80
20.00
101.78
49.42
71.78
4,808.45
98.03
168.91
352.92
304.19
142.70
142.83
133.24
64.23
154.92
33.05
158.97
22.40
170.45
41.03
48.18
299.64
169.06
133.60
109.02
58.42
102.58
133.60
140.93
102.95
121.36
66.24
52,867.02
28,155.03
4,511.53
55.14
53.11
56.02
23.22
67.64
140.04
145.60
283.25
87.94
139.16
121.61
48.43
183.44

$ 558,768.50

penalty

12.00%
12.00%

0.00%

0.00%

0.00%
12.00%
12.00%
12.00%
12.00%
12.00%
12.00%
12.00%
12.00%
12.00%
12.00%
12.00%
12.00%
12.00%
12.00%
12.00%
12.01%
11.98%
12.00%
12.00%
12.00%
12.00%
12.00%
12.00%
12.00%
12.00%
12.00%
12.00%
12.01%
12.00%
12.00%
12.00%
12.00%
12.00%
12.00%
12.01%
12.01%
12.00%
12.00%
12.00%
12.00%
12.00%
12.00%
12.00%
12.00%

F-14 - Attachment A
Page 3 of 3

Penalty

2,732.52
46,907.34

7.69
515.19
10.50
18.10
37.81
32.59
15.29
15.30
14.28
6.88
16.60
3.54
17.03
2.40
18.26
4.40
5.16
32.10
18.11
14.31
11.68
6.26
10.99
14.31
16.10
11.03
13.00
7.10
5,664.32
3,016.61
483.38
5.91
5.69
6.00
2.49
7.25
15.00
15.60
30.35
9.42
14.91
13.03
5.19
19.65

$59,845.67

Page 117 of 631
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§ ROCKY VIEW COUNTY

Council Policy

C-204
Policy Number: C-204
Policy Owner: Financial Services
Adopted By: Council
Adoption Date: 2003 October 07
Effective Date: 2003 October 07
Date Last Amended: 2019 November 26
Date Last Reviewed: 2019 November 20

Purpose

1 This policy establishes a uniform and consistent approach for Council to address late tax
payment penalty cancellation requests in Rocky View County (the County).

o0®

Policy Statement

2 Council may cancel, reduce, refund, or defer property tax if it is equitable to do so pursuant
section 347(1) of the Municipal Government Act. Municipal Government Act section 203
prohibits Council from delegating this power to administration.

3 Council recognizes the need to be fair and equitable to all County taxpayers in its effort to
address late tax payment penalty cancellation requests.

4 This policy does not apply to exempt tax accounts held under the jurisdiction of the provincial
or federal governments.

o000

Policy

5 Council considers and balances the interests of County’s property owners when responding to
any penalty cancellation request.

6 The County must provide sufficient notice of property tax payment due date, the terms of
payment for remitting property taxes, and the penalties for late or non-payment of property
taxes.

7 The County endeavors to be consistent from year to year in setting its due dates for payment of
property taxes.

UNCONTROLLED IF PRINTED Page 1 0f 4
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8 Property owners seeking late tax payment penalty cancellation must submit a written request
to the County within 120 days of the date when the related penalty was applied to the tax
account.
9 Administration must present late tax payment penalty cancellation requests during public

meetings of Council, as Council’s decisions on these matters have an impact on all property
owners. The report regarding the request includes the information provided by the requesting
property owner.

Tax Relief Categories

10 When Council grants a late tax payment penalty cancellation request, the late tax payment
penalty cancellation is only available for the penalties in the current taxation year:

(2) where a death in the immediate family of the property owner occurred within seven
days prior to the due date;

(2) where the tax notice has been sent to an incorrect address as a result of the County’s
error in recording an address change on the tax roll; or

(3) where a late tax payment has been processed by a financial institution and either the
Financial Institution or the property owner provides documentation indicating the

payment was processed on or before the due dates.

11 Council may consider penalty adjustments or cancellations for types of requests not set out in
this policy.

Tax Relief Not Available

12 A property owner may not seek tax relief under this policy for:

(1) taxes imposed under section 326(1)(a)(vi) of the Municipal Government Act relating to
designated industrial property;

(2) taxes or penalties relating to more than one prior taxation year; or

(3) amounts added to the tax roll that do not relate to the annual property assessment and
taxation process, including but not limited to:

(a) charges arising from the tax recovery process;
(b) unpaid violation charges;
UNCONTROLLED IF PRINTED Page 2 of 4
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C-204
(c) utility consumption or installation charges; or
(d) any penalties, interests or other charges related to those amounts.
o090
References

Legal Authorities
Related Plans, Bylaws, Policies, etc.

Related Procedures

Other

Policy History
Amendment Date(s) — Amendment
Description

Review Date(s) — Review Outcome

Municipal Government Act, RSA 2000, ¢ M-26
Rocky View County Tax Penalty Bylaw C-4727-96
N/A

N/A

2019 November 26 — Council amended to reflect changes to
the MGA, keep penalty cancellations to current tax year, set
consideration criteria, and align with new policy standards
2011 November 01 — Amended by Council

2009 December 15 — Amended by Council

2004 September 07 — Amended by Council

2003 October 07 — Amended by Council

2019 November 20: Minor changes recommended in light

Description of MGA amendments and current County processes and
standards
o0
Definitions
13 In this policy:
(1) “administration” means the operations and staff of Rocky View County under the

direction of the Chief Administrative Officer;

(2) “Council” means the duly elected Council of Rocky View County;

UNCONTROLLED IF PRINTED
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C-204
(3) “County” means Rocky View County;
(4) “immediate family” means spouse, a parent, child, or sibling;
(5) “Municipal Government Act” means the Province of Alberta’s Municipal Government
Act, RSA 2000, c M-26, as amended or replaced from time to time; and
(6) “Rocky View County” means Rocky View County as a municipal corporation and the
geographical area within its jurisdictional boundaries, as the context requires.
UNCONTROLLED IF PRINTED Page 4 of 4
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& J ROCKY VIEW COUNTY
PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT SERVICES
TO: Council
DATE: December 22, 2020 DIVISION: 6
FILE: 07134005 / 07134012 APPLICATION: PRDP20200843

SUBJECT: Development Permit Renewal of Aggregate Extraction

POLICY DIRECTION:
County Plan, Direct Control District 52 Bylaw (C-4876-98) [DC 52] and Land Use Bylaw (C-4841-97).
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

The proposal of this application is to obtain a renewal for Aggregate Processing, Extraction and
Stockpiles, owned by Wheatland County.

Section 15 of the County Plan requires Aggregate Extraction operations be developed in accordance
with a number of requirements that have been satisfied previously though submissions during earlier
stages of development. The proposal is consistent with previous applications with no new changes
proposed at this time.

The proposal meets the development regulations as stated in DC 52, and all previous technical
requirements provided remain adequate for this application and adhere to County requirements. The
extraction of aggregate resources is a necessary component of maintaining municipal infrastructure,
and the continued operation of this site is in the public interest of the residents in the region.

This Development Permit application was circulated to 29 adjacent properties. No letters were
received in support or opposition to this application.

ADMINISTRATION RECOMMENDATION:

Administration recommends Approval in accordance with Option #1.

DISCUSSION:

The parcel size is + 27.23 hectares (+ 67.30 acres), with the current gravel pit size approximately

+ 10.08 hectares (+ 26.80 acres). The gravel extraction operation is located on the east side of Range
Road 263 and is approximately 0.41 km (1/4 mile) north of Highway 9. Surrounding land uses include

a combination of Special, Natural Resources Districts and agricultural properties. The subject property
is within the Beiseker and Irricana Notification Zones. The Village of Beiseker was circulated and have
no comments on the application. The Town of Irricana was circulated and no response was received.

The subject lands consist of the existing gravel operation, which was active prior to Wheatland’s
ownership. The existing infrastructure also consists of an access road that crosses the CN Rail line at
the south end of the site and fencing. There are no permanent water bodies within the subject lands;
however, the Rosebud River binds the north end of the site.

Wheatland County is the exclusive user of this site with the primary purpose to replenish existing
stockpile sites within their boundaries. Stockpiles include raw, uncrushed materials until crushed.
Wheatland County crushes the gravel once every two (2) years, and hauls the gravel stockpiles
during the winter months to sites within their County. No new haul routes are proposed at this time.

Administration Resources
Jacqueline Targett, Planning and Development Services
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It is to be noted that this application is for the Thurn Pit #2 gravel pit and is the fourth renewal request
for this site.
BACKGROUND:

The subject lands are designated Direct Control District 52 (DC 52) which names Council as the
responsible body for the issuance of Development Permits for the lands subject to this bylaw.

The Community Aggregate Payment Levy (CAP) is not applicable for this gravel operation, as the pit
is owned and operated by a government body.

For this renewal application, an updated site plan, existing pit condition cross section drawings, and
an updated activities list were submitted, to the satisfaction of Administration. These plans, as well as
the previously submitted plans, adhere to the regulations and technical requirements of the County.
The Thurn Pit #2 operation has long existed within the County, with no major concerns from
Administration or adjacent landowners. Life expectancy of the operation is expected to last until
approximately 2029.

BUDGET IMPLICATIONS:

There are no budget implications associated to this request.

OPTIONS:

Option #1: THAT Development Permit No. PRD20200843 be approved with the conditions noted
in Attachment ‘A’.

Option #2: THAT Development Permit No. PRD20200843 be refused as per the reasons noted
(as determined by Council).

Option #3: THAT alternative direction be provided.

Respectfully submitted, Concurrence,
“Theresa Cochran” “Al Hoggan”
Executive Director Chief Administrative Officer

Community Development Services

ATTACHMENTS:

ATTACHMENT ‘A’: Development Permit Conditions
ATTACHMENT ‘B’: Application Referrals

ATTACHMENT ‘C’: Alberta Environment and Parks Approval
ATTACHMENT ‘D’: Map Set
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ATTACHMENT ‘A’: DEVELOPMENT PERMIT CONDITIONS

Description:

1.

That Aggregate Extraction for gravel mining, crushing, and storage operation may continue to
operate on the subject site in accordance with the submitted “Wheatland County Thurn Pit, Site
Plan, and Cross-Sections A-A, and C-C” drawings prepared by Wood, dated July 2020, with the
application.

Permanent:

2.

10.

11.

12.

13.

That any plan, technical submission, agreement, matter, or understanding submitted and approved
as part of the application, previous permit approvals [PRDP20153830, 2009-DP-13807, 2004-DP-
10691, 1998-DP-7888], in response to a Prior to Issuance or Occupancy condition, shall be
implemented and adhered to in perpetuity unless amended.

That no stormwater shall leave the subject lands, or be directed to the Rosebud River, without the
written approval from Alberta Environment & Parks. All run-off within the pit shall be retained within
the pit and infiltrated.

That the area of the site that is open and not reclaimed shall not exceed * 4.85 hectares (£ 12.00
acres) at any time.

That no topsoil shall be removed from the site.

That the Development Agreement, previously registered by caveat against the subject property,
shall remain in effect.

That the Applicant/Owner shall prepare and submit to the Development Authority an annual
Operations Report on the state of operations of the development, setting out any relevant
information which might or will affect the continued operation of the development including an
updated Site Plan showing extraction activities and all reclamation activities during the previous
year, and any additional information that the Development Authority deems appropriate.

That the Applicant/Owner shall continue to undertake erosion control measures in accordance with
the recommendations of the Stormwater Management Plan submitted with correspondence from
Torchinsky Engineering Ltd., dated November 6, 1998.

That the management and monitoring of groundwater shall continue to be in accordance with the
approved Hydrogeologic Assessment, prepared by AGRA Earth & Environmental Limited, dated
October 1998.

That all noise and dust control measures shall continue to be in accordance with the permanent
Development Permit conditions, the Activities Plan 2015 (submitted with the current application),
the approved Development Agreement, and in accordance with the recommendations from the
Stormwater Management Plan (submitted with correspondence from Torchinksky Engineering Ltd.,
dated November 6, 1998).

That landscaping and berming shall continue to be in accordance with the approved Site Plan,
previously prepared by Torchinsky Engineering Ltd., dated July 12, 1997.

That all berms, overburden stockpiles, and similar earthworks shall continue to be seeded to grass
and maintained to prevent erosion and dust.

That the Applicant/Owner shall maintain an active Road Use Agreement (RUA) with the County’s
Road Operations. The current active agreement (RUA #19-0012-10) expires December 31, 2024.

Page 124 of 631



ATTACHMENT ‘A’: DEVELOPMENT PERMIT CONDITIONS F-15 - Attachment A
Page 2 of 2

§ ROCKY VIEW COUNTY

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.
20.
21.

22.

That the onsite approaches and approach locations off of County roadways shall continue to be in
accordance with County standards, to the satisfaction of the County’s Road Operations.

That the handling and storage of hazardous or other waste materials shall continue to be in
accordance with the approved Management Plan for the Handling and Storage of Hazardous or
other Waste Materials, as submitted with correspondence from Torchinsky Engineering Ltd. and
dated November 6, 1998.

That in the case of any spillage of hazardous materials, Alberta Environment and the County shall
be notified immediately and the appropriate clean-up procedures shall be implemented
immediately and completed within 72 hours.

That all garbage and waste for the site shall be stored in weatherproof and animal proof
containers in garbage bins and screened from view by all adjacent properties and public
thoroughfares.

That all storage or stockpiling of any aggregate material shall be stored within the subject property
boundaries.

That the hours of operation for the gravel pit shall be from 7:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m.
That aggregate crushing shall not be permitted on Saturdays, Sundays, and Statutory Holidays.

That access and egress to the subject property for gravel hauling trucks and construction
equipment shall be limited to Monday through Saturday from 7:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. inclusive. No
access and egress to the subject property by gravel hauling trucks and construction equipment
shall be permitted on Sundays or Statutory Holidays.

That this Development Permit shall be valid until MAY 4, 2025.

Advisory:

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

That the site shall remain free of restricted and noxious weeds and be maintained in accordance
with the Alberta Weed Control Act [Statutes of Alberta, 2008 Chapter W-5.1; Current as of
December 15, 2017].

That fire suppression and abatement measures shall continue to be implemented, to the
satisfaction of the County’s Fire Services.

That the Rosebud River Riparian Area (60.00 m [196.85 ft.]) shall be protected in accordance
with the County’s Riparian regulations and Alberta Stepping Back requirements.

That the Applicant/Owner is advised that no resource extraction shall occur within 75.00 m
(246.06 ft.) of the Canadian National Railway’s (CN) Right of Way. This shall help avoid any
adverse impacts to the integrity of the track bed.

That the aggregate extraction operation shall adhere to the Alberta Air Quality Objectives at all
times.

That any over government permits, approvals, or compliances are the sole responsibility of the
Applicant/Owner.

i. That the Applicant/Owner shall maintain a valid Registration and Development and
Reclamation Permit, from AEP at all times.
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ATTACHMENT ‘B’: APPLICATION REFERRALS

AGENCY COMMENTS

External

Departments

Alberta Confirmation of registered Pit Registration
Environment and  Confirmation of registered Activities Plan
Parks

Village of Beiseker

Internal
Departments

Agricultural and
Environmental
Services

Development
Compliance

Planning and
Development
Services -
Engineering
Review

We do not have any comments

No agricultural concerns.

It may be of benefit to the applicant to create a Weed Management Plan and
have a contractor available (or be personally prepared) to control any
regulated weeds. The applicant will need to ensure compliance with the
Alberta Weed Control Act.

No comments or concerns related to the attached application.

General

o The review of this file is based upon the application submitted. These
conditions/recommendations may be subject to change to ensure best
practices and procedures

o A previous development permit (PRDP20153830) was issued for
natural resource extraction activities for the subject lands. As a
permanent condition, the applicant will be required to continue to follow
the permanent conditions issued from the previous development permit
and incorporate those conditions into the current permit

¢ As a permanent condition, aggregate extraction for gravel mining,
crushing and storage may continue to operate on the subject site in
accordance with the submitted Wheatland County Thurn Pit Site Plan
and Cross-Sections A-A, and C-C drawings prepared by Wood, dated
July 2020.

¢ As a permanent condition, the applicant is required maintain a current
Development and Reclamation Permit from Alberta Environment at all
times.

o Noise and dust shall be controlled as per the previous permanent DP
conditions, the Activities Plan 2020 submitted with the current DP
application and in accordance with the recommendations from the
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AGENCY

COMMENTS

Planning and
Development
Services -
Engineering
Review (cont...)

Stormwater Management Plan submitted with correspondence from
Torchinsky Engineering Ltd. dated November 6, 1998

¢ As a permanent condition, the Applicant/Owner shall continue to
undertake erosion control measures in accordance with the
recommendations of the Stormwater Management Plan submitted
with correspondence from Torchinsky Engineering Ltd., dated
November 6, 1998.

¢ As a permanent condition, the management and monitoring of
groundwater shall continue to be in accordance with the approved
Hydrogeologic Assessment, prepared by AGRA Earth & Environmental
Limited, dated October 1998.

Geotechnical:

e The 2020 Activities Plan mentions that groundwater from the original
ground level was approximately 4.7m below the surface and
groundwater from the reclaimed ground level will be approx. 1.0m
above the highest recorded reading

Transportation:

e The subject lands are accessed via an internal haul road via a single
access from Range Road 263. All previous haul roads and routes are
to be utilized

e As a permanent condition, the Road Maintenance Agreement entered
into between the Applicant and the County shall remain in effect

Sanitary/Waste Water:

e In accordance with Policy 449, Engineering recommends the use of
holding tanks for all industrial, commercial and institutional
applications. Engineering has no requirements at this time.

Water Supply And Waterworks:

e Engineering recommends the use of cisterns for all industrial,
commercial and institutional applications. Engineering has no
requirements at this time.

Storm Water Management:

¢ As part of the Activities 2020 plan submitted with the application, the
applicant mentions that water may be released from the pit after a
rainfall event or snowmelt. As a permanent condition, no stormwater
shall leave the subject lands or be directed to the Rosebud River
without written approval from Alberta Environment. All run-off
contained within the pit shall be retained within the pit and infiltrated

Environmental:
e Engineering has no requirements at this time.
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AGENCY COMMENTS

Utility Services No concerns

Agency Circulation Period: April 20, 2020 to May 11, 2020

Adjacent
Landowners

Total Number of 29
Adjacent

Landowners

circulated:

Responses No responses received in support
Received in
Support:

Responses No response received in opposition
Received in
Opposition:

Adjacent Landowner Circulation Period: September 9, 2020 to September 30, 2020.
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Government of Alberta m
Environment

REGISTRATION
PROVINCE OF ALBERTA

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AND ENHANCEMENT ACT
R.S.A. 2000, c.E-12, as amended

REGISTRATIONNO.. ... 20848:02:00 ...
APPLICATIONNO.: ... 003:20848 . ...
MAR 1 2 2010

EFFECTIVE DATE:

Registration is issued for the following activity:

The construction, operation or reclamation of a pit located in LSD’s 5,6,11 & 12-34-27-26 W4M

as described in the Activities Plan submitted February 17,2010.
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Operations DivisiolPage 2 of 2
South Saskatchewan Region

Environment  zres roc suies
Lethbridge, AB T1J 4L1
Telephone: 403-381-5322

and Parks — peiesese

http://aep.alberta.ca/

File: 004-20848
EMS: 20848-02-01

February 18, 2016

Luis Monterroso
Wheatland County
Highway 1 RR 1
Strathmore, AB
T1P 1J6

Dear Mr. Monterroso:

Subject: 5 Year Report
Registration No. 20848-02-01
Thurn Pit W1/2 34-27-26-W4M

Thank you for submitting the 5 Year Report (Schedule 4 — Part 1) for the above mentioned pit.
The report has been reviewed and accepted.

The next 5 year update (Schedule 4) will be required in March 2020. Please note, any changes
to the activities plan must be submitted to Environment and Parks for authorization prior to
commencement.

If you have any questions, please call Meghan Nannt at 403-388-3198 or email
meghan.nannt@gov.ab.ca.

Yours truly,

Kathleen Murphy, P. Eng.
District Approvals Manager

cc. Regulatory Approvals Center (RAC)
Rocky View County
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PLANNING POLICY

TO: Council
DATE: December 22, 2020 DIVISION: All
FILE: N/A APPLICATION: N/A

SUBJECT: Area Structure Plan and Conceptual Scheme Cost Recovery Policy

POLICY DIRECTION:

On September 22, 2020, Council directed Administration to review the existing Conceptual Scheme
Cost Recovery Policy (#309) to include cost recovery for County-led and developer-led area structure
plans. It was further directed that Administration present the revised Policy to Council for its
consideration by December 22, 2020.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

The Municipal Government Act allows Council to establish and charge fees for matters under Part 17
(Planning and Development).

The preparation of an area structure plan (ASP) or conceptual scheme requires significant planning
and technical resources to demonstrate the feasibility of a land use strategy and alignment with higher
order statutory plans. In preparing these documents, costs for application of such resources are not
currently recouped by the County or developers, and some landowners may benefit from an ASP or
conceptual scheme without contributing to its initial cost.

Although Council Policy #309 provides a mechanism for development proponents that have prepared
a conceptual scheme to recover costs, no such provision exists for costs incurred in producing an
ASP. As directed by Council, Administration has drafted revisions to the Policy #309 to allow
developers that have funded an ASP adopted by Council to enter into a cost recovery agreement with
the County. In undertaking a comprehensive review of Policy #309, Administration has also made
several revisions to improve the Policy’s effectiveness and clarity. Key revisions are set out below.

e Cost recovery fees would be applied only at the subdivision or development permit stage
through the imposition of conditions. The current Policy also allows for cost recovery at the
redesignation stage, but Administration considers it more appropriate to apply the recovery fee
to subdivision or development permit approvals which facilitate the final development.

e The subdivision or development authority would have discretion on applying the cost recovery
fee according to the type of subdivision or development proposed and would determine
whether the subject lands have actually benefited from the ASP or Conceptual Scheme. The
current Policy #309 is ambiguous on whether all applications within a conceptual scheme area
would have to pay cost recovery fees regardless of whether the landowner has benefited from
the conceptual scheme.

e A proposed maximum amount that can be recovered for developer-funded ASP and
conceptual schemes has been set at $300,000. This amount is reflective of the costs budgeted
for recent ASPs; it would also encourage efficient use of resources on developer-funded
projects and fairness for those landowners required to pay cost recovery fees when applying to
develop their land. No such limit currently applies within Policy #309.

e There is no expiry for a cost recovery agreement stated within the adopted Policy #3009,
although the accompanying Administrative Procedure #309 (see Attachment ‘F’) does state

Administration Resources
Dominic Kazmierczak, Planning Policy
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such agreements expire after 10 years. For clarity, the proposed amended Policy states that
cost recovery agreements expire after 20 years. Although the County generally reviews ASPs
every 10 years after adoption, such reviews can be delayed, or may just lead to minor
amendments to the document. There is also no requirement to review conceptual schemes
following Council adoption. Consequently, it is very possible that a landowner with an ASP or
conceptual scheme area may benefit from the policies and technical work supporting these
documents 20 years after adoption.

¢ Revisions are proposed to a number of definitions and sections in the existing Policy to
simplify implementation and aid interpretation.

To accompany the proposed Policy #309 revisions, amendments to Procedure #309 ‘Conceptual
Scheme Cost Recovery’ are set out within Attachment ‘B’ for Council’s reference; these procedures
add further detail for Administration in implementing the Cost Recovery Policy. If Council adopts the
revised Policy #309, these amendments to the Procedure would be completed by Administration to
align with the Policy.

In addition to cost recovery for developer-funded ASPs, Administration has further reviewed the merits
of incorporating a mechanism within Policy #309 for the County to recover costs from benefiting
landowners for ASP projects which it leads and funds. It has noted the following considerations:

o ASPs are the predominant statutory document that the County uses to implement its priority
growth areas identified within its Municipal Development Plan (County Plan) and supporting
Growth Management Strategy. Potential new County-funded ASPs or ASP amendment
projects are assessed according to criteria outlined within Council Policy #322: Area Structure
Plan Priority Policy, including their ability to contribute to a community’s viability, and their
broader economic, social, and environmental value to the County. Therefore, imposing a cost
recovery fee on landowners within a County-funded ASP area would be a charge for Planning
services that the County is already required by the Municipal Government Act to provide, and
is already part of the County’s implementation of identified growth areas.

e However, developer-funded ASPs often identify additional growth areas previously not
anticipated by the County, or initiate development sooner than could have been possible with
only County resources.

¢ The County does not recover all costs associated with other processes it is required by the
Municipal Government Act to oversee; for example determining planning and development
permit applications. There is an acknowledgement in this that orderly planning of communities
and new development provides a broader public benefit and that costs incurred by users of
Planning services should be reasonable.

Taking the above matters into account, sections providing for cost recovery for County-funded ASPs
or conceptual schemes have not been included in the proposed revisions to Policy #309. However, if
Council wishes to pursue this option, it would be possible to incorporate reference to County-funded

projects without much further amendment to the draft Policy.

ADMINISTRATION RECOMMENDATION:

Administration recommends Option #1.

BUDGET IMPLICATIONS:

There are no budget implications at this time.
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OPTIONS:

Option #1:  THAT Council Policy #309 be amended in accordance with Attachment ‘A’ to provide for
the recovery of costs associated with developer-funded area structure plans and
conceptual schemes.

Option #2:  THAT alternative direction be provided.

Respectfully submitted, Concurrence,
“Theresa Cochran” “Al Hoggan”
Executive Director Chief Administrative Officer

Community Development Services

DKI/IIt

ATTACHMENTS:

ATTACHMENT ‘A’: Amendments to Conceptual Scheme Cost Recovery Policy (#309)

ATTACHMENT ‘B’: Amendments to Conceptual Scheme Cost Recovery Procedure (#PRO-309)

ATTACHMENT ‘C’: Proposed Developer-Funded Area Structure Plan and Conceptual Scheme Cost
Recovery Policy (#309)

ATTACHMENT ‘D’: Proposed Developer-Funded Area Structure Plan and Conceptual Scheme Cost
Recovery Procedure (#PRO-309)

ATTACHMENT ‘E’: Adopted Conceptual Scheme Cost Recovery Policy (#309)

ATTACHMENT ‘F’: Adopted Conceptual Scheme Cost Recovery Procedure (#PRO-309)
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ROCKY VIEW COUNTY

Developer-Funded Area Structure

Plan and Conceptual Scheme

Cost Recovery

Council Policy

C-309
Policy Number: C-309
Policy Owner: Planning and Development Services
Adopted By:
Adoption Date: YYYY Month DD
Effective Date: 2009 July 28
Date Last Amended: TBD
Date Last Reviewed: TBD
Purpose
1 This policy establishes the process for development proponents Fe-providea-mechanism-for

applicants-and-landewners to recover a proportional amount of monies used in preparing a
developer-funded the-preparation-of a-base-decumentof a area structure plan (ASP) and/or a

conceptual scheme (CS) that has been adopted by Council. Fhe-petiey-will-apply-only-to-the

Benefiting Lands-contained-withinthe Conceptual-Scheme-Area:

Policy Statement

2 Rocky View County (the County) recognizes the need to promote cost effective planning for

future development and orderly growth within the County; through the Developer-Funded Area

Structure Plan and Conceptual Scheme Cost Recovery process.

3 The County recognizes that Developer-Funded ASPs or CS may benefit lands in the plan area by

facilitating development that may not have been identified by the County, or by initiating that

development sooner than what would be possible with only County resources.

00
Policy
24 The Developer-Funded Area Structure Plan and Conceptual Scheme Cost Recovery process
applies shal:

UNCONTROLLED IF PRINTED

Printed: 09/12/2020

Page 1 of 7
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§ ROCKY VIEW COUNTY Developer-Funded Area Structure

Plan and Conceptual Scheme
Cost Recovery

Council Policy

C-309
a(1) onhrtothebenefitinglands to the gross area of land contained within the plan area
conceptualschemeplan-area, minus the area of lands held by the County and the area

of lands owned by the development proponents who funded the ASP or CS (total gross

land area - (area of lands held by the County + area of lands owned by development
proponent));

to lands contained within an approved subdivision or development permit, that was
facilitated by an adopted ASP or CS, and only if those lands receive a demonstrable
benefit from the ASP or CS, as determined by the subdivision/development authority;
and

&(3)  Apply only once to the benefitting lands contained within the plan area.-an-identified

conceptualschemearea.

5 This policy applies only to a developer-funded ASP and/or a CS adopted by Council.

46 Council evaluates applications for cost recovery on a case-by-case basis and applies this policy at
its discretion. Fhe 3 o Recovery iev-sha soolied-at-Council’

37
The County and development proponent enter into a Cost Recovery Agreement after Council
passes a resolution to apply this policy to the adopted ASP or CS.

UNCONTROLLED IF PRINTED Page 2 of 7

Printed: 09/12/2020
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Plan and Conceptual Scheme
Cost Recovery

Council Policy
C-309

- The development proponent provides the
County with receipts for all costs associated with preparing an adopted ASP or CS, and applies
for cost recovery as outlined in this policy and procedure 309. Costs eligible for recovery include,
but are not limited to

(1) planning costs for policy drafting, public engagement, research, and
agency/intermunicipal discussions; and

(2) technical costs for completion of all relevant studies (e.g. transportation, servicing,
fiscal analysis, stormwater, environmental and geotechnical) that demonstrate the
feasibility and impacts of the proposed land use strategy.

9 The maximum amount recoverable by the development proponent within a Cost Recovery
Agreement is the lesser of the following:

(1) $300,000; or

(2) the total costs incurred by the development proponent for preparing the adopted ASP
or CS, minus the costs attributed to the development proponent’s own lands (calculated
on a per acre basis).

10 Owners of benefitting lands shall pay costs to the County, in accordance with the Cost Recovery
Agreement signed by the County and development proponent (or their representative), as a
condition of a subdivision or development permit approval, and at the discretion of the
subdivision or development authority, as applicable. Costs are generally calculated on

(1) the gross area of the subdivided lands, or the footprint of a development approved
within the development permit; and

(2) the amount that these lands contribute to the overall benefitting land area, as defined
within the Cost Recovery Agreement.

11 ASP and CS Cost Recovery Agreements are valid for 20 years from the date Council adopted the
ASP or CS and are considered terminated after this period.

12 If a development proponent does not receive the full amount of cost-recovery fees due to a lack
of development, the County is not responsible for paying recovery fees for lands that remain
undeveloped in the plan area.

UNCONTROLLED IF PRINTED Page3of7
Printed: 09/12/2020

Page 141 of 631



§ ROCKY VIEW COUNTY

Developer-Funded Area Structure
Plan and Conceptual Scheme
Cost Recovery

Council Policy

C-309
13 Interest does not apply to the calculated total amount owing in the Cost Recovery Agreement.
14 Any ASP or CS Cost Recovery Agreement is bound to the agreement holder and not to titled

lands.

15 All ASPs and CS shall be within the current boundaries of Rocky View County to qualify for cost

recovery under this policy. Land withdrawn from the boundaries of Rocky View County will no

longer be subject to the policy and procedure and the applicable Cost Recovery Agreement.

16 Once submitted and accepted by the County, the ASP or CS Cost Recovery Agreement is not

reviewed, re-evaluated, or amended to accommodate costs previously unaccounted for.

References

Legal Authorities

Related Plans, Bylaws, Policies, etc.

Related Procedures

Other

Policy History

Amendment Date(s) — Amendment
Description

Review Date(s) — Review Outcome
Description

UNCONTROLLED IF PRINTED
Printed: 09/12/2020

Municipal Government Act, RSA 2000, c M-26
Land Titles Act, RSA 2000, c L-4

Rocky View County Master Rates Bylaw as amended or
replaced from time to time
Rocky View County Policy C-322, Area Structure Plan Priority

Rocky View County Procedure-309 Developer-Funded Area
Structure Plan and Conceptual Scheme Cost Recovery

n/a

TBD

Ameded to include Area Structure Plans as eligible for cost
recovery and update to current policy standards.
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Definitions
17 In this policy:
(1) “agreement holder” referste means the signatory of the Cost Recovery Agreement.

(2)

The intended agreement holder may be the development proponent or an authorized
person acting on their behalf;

“Area Structure Plan (ASP)” means the planning documents prepared, in accordance

with the Municipal Government Act, and technical studies/reports which have been
prepared to provide policy guidance in the event of future applications for
redesignation, subdivision, and development for the specific grouping of lands identified
within the plan area, excluding County owned lands or lands that are under the
direction, control, and management of the County;

“benefitting lands” means all parcel(s) of land, excluding County owned lands or lands
that are under the direction, control, and management of the County, that were
included within the Conceptual Scheme Plan Area, but are not Originating Lands and
have not contributed to the capital costs associated with the preparation of the Base
Document. These lands would typically be the subsequent Appendices to the
Conceptual Schemes Base Document and are not lands held by the development
proponent and have not contributed to the costs associated with preparing the adopted
ASP or CS.

(4) “Cconceptual Sscheme” means planning documents and technical studies/reports which
have been prepared to provide policy guidance in the event of future applications for
redesignation, subdivision, and development for the specific grouping of lands identified
within the Ceneceptual-SchemePlanArea-plan area, excluding County owned lands or
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lands that are under the direction, control, and management of the County. Fhe
D) .

(5) “Cost Recovery Agreement” referste means the agreement that will be signed by the
development proponent responsible for the costs associated with the-drafting-of
preparing the adopted ASP or CS areastructure-planfconceptualscheme identifying the
determined recoverable costs on a per acre basis to be applied to the benefitting lands;

(6) Geneeptualéeheme €cost Rrecovery Ffee” means a fee determined by the County-in
approval of an appllcatlon by such owner for a subdivision or development permit which
is related to that owners' benefitting lands.

(7) “Council” refersto-the-CouncilforRockyMiew-County-means the duly elected Council of
Rocky View County;

(8) “County” refers to the local government known as Rocky View County; means Rocky
View County;

(9) “development proponent” means a landowner within the area structure
plan/conceptual scheme area, or their representative, that incurred wholly, or in part,
the costs of preparing the adopted area structure plan/conceptual scheme. Rocky View
County, or its representatives, cannot be a development proponent;

(10) “lands” means the private titled lands in accordance with the Land Title Act, as amended
or replaced from time to time;

(11) “Municipal Government Act” means the Province of Alberta’s Municipal Government
Act, RSA 2000, c M-26, as amended or replaced from time to time;
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(12) “plan area” means all of the parcels of land guided by the adopted Area Structure Plan
and/or the Conceptual Scheme and excluding County owned lands or lands that are
under the direction, control and management of the County;

(13) “Rocky View County” means Rocky View County as a municipal corporation and the
geographical area within its jurisdictional boundaries, as the context requires; and

(14) “subdivision” means subdivision as defined in the Municipal Government Act.
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Procedure Name: Area Structure Plan and Conceptual Scheme Cost Recovery
Procedure Number:  PRO-309
Procedure Owner: Planning and Development
Adopted By, Date: Executive Director, Community Development Services, 2020 December DD
Effective Date: 2009 July 28

Date Last Amended: 2020 December DD
Date Last Reviewed: 2020 December DD

Purpose

UnderPolicy-30S-on-conceptualscheme—costrecovery; Tthis procedure outlines the steps and

decision-making process for implementing the Developer-Funded Area Structure Plan and
Conceptual Scheme Cost Recovery process-in-Reecky-\iew Policy C-309.

Responsibilities

proponent keeps all receipts relevant to preparing the adopted area structure plan (ASP) or

conceptual scheme (CS).

83 The AgreementHelder development proponent uses their resources to provide all of the
information required to ensure a fair and equitable determination of the Rrecoverable €costs.

The AgreementHeolderwill-berespensibleforproviding development proponent provides
original receipts for all costs selely-asseciated-with-the-creation-efthe Base-Decument

associated with preparing the adopted ASP or CS and provides all other information required by
Administration prior to signing the Cost Recovery Agreement.

4 Council evaluates applications for cost recovery on a case-by-case basis and applies this
procedure and policy C-309 at its discretion.

Statement Instructions
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§ ROCKY VIEW COUNTY

PRO-309

Once the subdivision or development authority (as applicable) approves a subdivision or
development permit application, the relevant authority may impose conditions to collect fees
from benefitting lands associated with an active ASP or CS Cost Recovery Agreement.

26

release the ASP or CS cost recovery fee coIIected from the beneflttmg lands to the agreement
holder until

the subdivision approval affecting the benefitting lands is endorsed by the subdivision
authority; or

(2) the development permit affecting the benefitting lands is issued by the development
authority.

time—In the event that a subdivision or development approval affected bv a Cost Recovery

Agreement is not endorsed or issued, and the approval lapses, any ASP or CS cost recovery fee

paid to the County in relation to the approval is returned to the applicant/owner of the
benefitting lands.
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Page 2 of 12
Printed: 09/12/2020

Page 147 of 631



Developer-Funded Area
Structure Plan and Conceptual

Scheme Cost Recovery
Procedure

§ ROCKY VIEW COUNTY

PRO-309

UNCONTROLLED IF PRINTED Page 3 of 12
Printed: 09/12/2020

Page 148 of 631



Developer-Funded Area
Structure Plan and Conceptual
Scheme Cost Recovery

§ ROCKY VIEW COUNTY

Procedure
PRO-309
8 The ASP or CS cost recovery fee applies once to each benefitting land parcel within the plan
area, as defined in the applicable Cost Recovery Agreement.
9 The development proponent provides the County with receipts for all costs associated with

preparing an adopted ASP or CS, and applies for cost recovery as outlined in this policy and
procedure 309. Costs eligible for recovery include, but are not limited to

(2) planning costs for policy drafting, public engagement, research, and
agency/intermunicipal discussions; and

(2) technical costs for preparing all relevant studies (e.g. transportation, servicing, fiscal
analysis, stormwater, environmental and geotechnical) that demonstrate the feasibility
and impacts of the proposed land use strategy.

10 The County evaluates the application for cost recovery and the receipts submitted by the
development proponent to determine recoverable costs. In reviewing whether costs are
reasonable and relevant to the adopted ASP or CS, the County considers

(1) the Terms of Reference or Council direction for the adopted ASP or CS;

(2) the policies and technical requirements of any relevant statutory plans; and

(3) any applicable County policies or standards guiding the planning process or technical
studies.

11 Interest shall-netbeapplied-orcollected does not apply to the calculated total amount owing in

the Cost Recovery Agreement.

12 The Cost Recovery Agreement and application of this RPpolicy are valid for aperied-often{10}

notmaterialized-due-totack-of-development—20 years from the date Council adopted the ASP

or CS and are considered terminated after this period.
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§ ROCKY VIEW COUNTY

npotte-tittedtands—(moved to Policy)
13 If a development proponent does not receive the full amount of cost-recovery fees due to a

lack of development, the County is not responsible for paying recovery fees for lands that
remain undeveloped in the plan area.

2014

The development proponent provides all receipts within 120 days from Council’s resolution to
enter into the ASP or CS Cost Recovery Agreement for the relevant adopted ASP or CS.
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The development proponent enters into an ASP or CS Cost Recovery Agreement within 180 days
from Council’s resolution to enter into the agreement for the relevant adopted ASP or CS. If the

Agreement is not signed within this timeline, the Area Structure Plan and Conceptual Scheme
Cost Recovery policy is not applied.

for—(moved to Policy)
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16 Once approved by Council to enter into an ASP or CS Cost Recovery Agreement, development
proponents submit

(1) asummary of all valid receipts contributing to the total incurred costs by the
development proponent in preparing the adopted ASP or CS; and

(2) acalculation of the total area of land in acres and hectares covered by the ASP or
CS, and the area of land within the plan area that is held by the development
proponent and other parties that contributed to the costs of the ASP or CS.

17 The County reviews and evaluates the submitted receipts and land area and provides the
following to the development proponent:

(1) aper acre value applied to benefitting lands within the ASP or CS; and

(2) atemplate Cost Recovery Agreement confirming the terms of the cost recovery.

18 The per acre value applied to benefitting lands is calculated using the following formula:

Total Costs Incurred in Preparing the Area Structure Plan or Conceptual Scheme
Divided by:
(Total Plan Area + Gross Area of Benefitting Lands)
Divided by:
Gross Area of Benefitting Lands

Equals:
Per Acre Value to Apply to Benefitting Lands.

2619 If an impasse between the County and the Applicantertandewner development proponent
occurs eeheerning-the-determination-ofthe ASP or CS cost recovery fee, the County’s

Administration has sole discretion in determining the per acre value.

2720 The County wiH collects the €cost Rrecovery feFGeneepieuaJéeheme Ffee on behalf of the
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ect to the

Cost Recovery Agreement.

All ASP or CS Cost Recovery Agreements note that the subdivision authority or development
authority has the sole discretion to determine whether to apply the cost recovery fee to a
subdivision or development permit approval within the plan area. In making a
determination, the subdivision authority/development authority considers whether

(1) the ASP or CS facilitated the approval of the subdivision/development permit; and/or

(2) the lands subject to the subdivision/development permit approval received a
demonstrable benefit from the ASP or CS.
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References and Related Documents

e Municipal Government Act, RSA 2000, c M-26
Legislation e land Titles Act, RSA 2000, c L-4

e Rocky View County Master Rates Bylaw as amended or
replaced from time to time.
e Rocky View County Area Structure Plan Priority Policy C-
Plans, bylaws, policies, etc. 322
e Rocky View County Policy C-309 Developer-Funded Area
Structure Plan and Conceptual Scheme Cost Recovery

Related procedures e n/a
Forms and templates e n/a
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Other e n/a

Revision History

Amendment date(s) —

Amendment Description * 2020 December DD

Review date(s) — Review Outcome e Amended to include Area Structure Plans and to align with
Description the revised policy C-309.

Definitions

22 In this procedure

(1) “agreement holder” refersto-the-signatery-ofthe-Cost-Recovery-Agreement means the

signatory of the Cost Recovery Agreement. the intended agreement holder may be the
development proponent, or an authorized person acting on their behalf;

(2) “area structure plan” means the planning documents prepared in accordance with the
Municipal Government Act and technical studies/reports which have been prepared to
provide policy guidance in the event of future applications for redesignation,
subdivision, and development for the specific grouping of lands identified within the
plan area, excluding County owned lands or lands that are under the direction, control,
and management of the County;

(3) “benefitting lands” referste-allother means all parcel(s) of land excluding County
owned lands or lands that are under the direction, control, and management of the
County, that were included within the plan area that-wereireluded-withinthe
Conceptuat-SchemePlan-Area; but are not OriginatingLtands lands held by the
development proponent and have not contributed to the eapital costs associated with
the preparation of the-Base-Decument: the adopted area structure plan/conceptual
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scheme. 3
Schemes Base Document;
(4) “conceptual scheme” means planning documents and technical studies/reports which

have been prepared to provide policy guidance in the event of future applications for
redesignation, subdivision, and development for the specific grouping of lands identified
within the plan area, excluding County owned lands or lands that are under the
direction, control, and management of the County; Fhe-Conceptual Scheme-iscomposed
sfte-BaseDesurmentand-AosondingDesuments

(5) “cost recovery agreement” referste means the agreement that will be signed by the

Applicantortandowner development proponent responsible for the costs associated
with the drafting of the-Base-Decument adopted area structure plan/conceptual scheme

identifying the determined Rrecoverable €costs on a per acre basis to be applied to the
benefitting lands;

(6) “Coneceptual-Seheme Ecost Rrecovery Ffee” referste means a fee determined by the
County-in-ts-diseretion; based upon the policies herein Receverable-Costs-efthe
Ceneeptvalfeherme, and charged #em—ume—’ee—’ame by the County to the owners of
Bbenefitting Ltlands upon s
te-ernrespectofapproval of an appllcatlon bv such owner for a subd|V|5|on or
development permit which is related to that Sowners' Bbenefitting lands;

(7) “Council” means the duly elected Council of Rocky View County;

(8) “County” referstothelocalgovernment-khown-as-Rocky-View County:-means
Rocky View County;

(9) “development authority” means a body created by Council through bylaw with the
responsibility to make subdivision and development decisions on behalf of the
municipality;

(10) “development proponent” means a landowner within the area structure

plan/conceptual scheme area, or their representative, that incurred wholly, or in part,
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the costs of preparing the adopted area structure plan/conceptual scheme. Rocky View
County, or its representatives, cannot be a development proponent.

§ ROCKY VIEW COUNTY

(12) “lands” means the private titled lands in accordance with the Alberta Land Title Act, as
amended or replaced from time to time;

(12) “plan area” means all of the parcels of land guided by the adopted Area Structure Plan
and/or the Conceptual Scheme and excluding County owned lands or lands that are
under the direction, control, and management of the County;

(13) “Rocky View County” means Rocky View County as a municipal corporation and the
geographical area within its jurisdictional boundaries, as the context requires; and

(14) “subdivision” means subdivision as defined in the Municipal Government Act, as
amended or replaced from time to time.
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Policy Number: C-309
Policy Owner: Planning and Development Services
Adopted By:
Adoption Date: 2009 July 28
Effective Date: 2009 July 28

Date Last Amended: 2020 12 DD

Date Last Reviewed:

Purpose

1 This policy establishes the process for development proponents to recover a proportional
amount of monies used in preparing a developer-funded area structure plan (ASP) and/or a
conceptual scheme (CS) that has been adopted by Council.

o0®
Policy Statement

2 Rocky View County (the County) recognizes the need to promote cost effective planning for
future development and orderly growth within the County through the Developer-Funded Area
Structure Plan and Conceptual Scheme Cost Recovery process.

3 The County recognizes that Developer-Funded ASPs or CS may benefit lands in the plan area by
facilitating development that may not have been identified by the County, or by initiating that
development sooner than what would be possible with only County resources.

o0®
Policy

4 The Developer-Funded Area Structure Plan and Conceptual Scheme Cost Recovery process
applies

(1) to the gross area of land contained within the plan area minus the area of lands held by
the County and the area of lands owned by the development proponent who funded the
ASP or CS (total gross land area - (area of lands held by the County + area of lands owned
by development proponent));

UNCONTROLLED IF PRINTED Page 1 of 5
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(2) to lands contained within an approved subdivision or development permit, that was
facilitated by an adopted ASP or CS, and only if those lands receive a demonstrable
benefit from the ASP or CS, as determined by the subdivision/development authority;

and
(3) only once to the benefitting lands contained within the plan area.
5 This policy applies only to a developer-funded ASP and/or a CS adopted by Council.
6 Council evaluates applications for cost recovery on a case-by-case basis and applies this policy

at its discretion.

7 The County and development proponent enter into a Cost Recovery Agreement after Council
passes a resolution to apply this policy to the adopted ASP or CS.

8 The development proponent provides the County with receipts for all costs associated with
preparing an adopted ASP or CS, and applies for cost recovery as outlined in this policy and
procedure 309. Costs eligible for recovery include, but are not limited to

(1) planning costs for policy drafting, public engagement, research, and
agency/intermunicipal discussions; and

(2) technical costs for preparing all relevant studies (e.g. transportation, servicing, fiscal
analysis, stormwater, environmental and geotechnical) that demonstrate the feasibility
and impacts of the proposed land use strategy.

9 The maximum amount recoverable by the development proponent within a Cost Recovery
Agreement is the lesser of the following:

(1) $300,000; or

(2) the total costs incurred by the development proponent for preparing the adopted ASP
or CS, minus the costs attributed to the development proponent’s own lands
(calculated on a per acre basis).

10 Owners of benefitting lands shall pay costs to the County, in accordance with the Cost Recovery
Agreement signed by the County and development proponent (or their representative), as a
condition of a subdivision or development permit approval, and at the discretion of the
subdivision or development authority, as applicable. Costs are generally calculated on
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(1) the gross area of the subdivided lands, or the footprint of a development approved
within the development permit; and

(2) the amount that these lands contribute to the overall benefitting land area, as defined

within the Cost Recovery Agreement.

11 ASP and CS Cost Recovery Agreements are valid for 20 years from the date Council adopted the
ASP or CS and are considered terminated after this period.

12 If a development proponent does not receive the full amount of cost-recovery fees due to a
lack of development, the County is not responsible for paying recovery fees for lands that
remain undeveloped in the plan area.

13 Interest does not apply to the calculated total amount owing in the Cost Recovery Agreement.

14 Any ASP or CS Cost Recovery Agreement is bound to the agreement holder and not to titled
lands.

15 All ASPs and CS shall be within the current boundaries of Rocky View County to qualify for cost
recovery under this policy. Land withdrawn from the boundaries of Rocky View County will no
longer be subject to the policy and procedure and the applicable Cost Recovery Agreement.

16 Once submitted and accepted by the County, the ASP or CS Cost Recovery Agreement is not
reviewed, re-evaluated, or amended to accommodate costs previously unaccounted for.

o000
References
e  Municipal Government Act, RSA 2000, c M-26
Legal Authorities e Land Titles Act, RSA 2000, c L-4

e Rocky View County Master Rates Bylaw as amended or
Related Plans, Bylaws, Policies, etc. replaced from time to time.
e Rocky View County Policy C-322, Area Structure Plan Priority
e Rocky View County Procedure-309 Developer-Funded Area
Structure Plan and Conceptual Scheme Cost Recovery

Related Procedures

Other e n/a
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00
Policy History
gmen.dn?ent Date(s) — Amendment e 2020 December DD
ESCI’IptIOI’l
Review Date(s) — Review Outcome e Amended to include Area Structure Plans as eligible for cost
Description recovery and update to current policy standards.
00
Definitions
17 In this policy
(1) “agreement holder” means the signatory of the Cost Recovery Agreement. The intended

agreement holder may be the development proponent or an authorized person acting
on their behalf;

(2) “Area Structure Plan (ASP)” means the planning documents prepared, in accordance
with the Municipal Government Act, and technical studies/reports which have been
prepared to provide policy guidance in the event of future applications for
redesignation, subdivision, and development for the specific grouping of lands
identified within the plan area, excluding County owned lands or lands that are under
the direction, control, and management of the County;

(3) “benefitting lands” means all parcel(s) of land in the plan area, excluding County owned
lands or lands that are under the direction, control, and management of the County, and
are not lands held by the development proponent and have not contributed to the costs
associated with preparing the adopted ASP or CS;

(4) “conceptual scheme (CS)” means planning documents and technical studies/reports
which have been prepared to provide policy guidance in the event of future
applications for redesignation, subdivision, and development for the specific grouping
of lands identified within the plan area, excluding County owned lands or lands that are
under the direction, control, and management of the County;

(5) “Cost Recovery Agreement” means the agreement that is signed by the development
proponent responsible for the costs associated with preparing the adopted ASP or CS
identifying the recoverable costs on a per acre basis to be applied to the benefitting
lands;
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(6) “cost recovery fee” means a fee determined by the County based upon the policies
herein, and charged by the County to the owners of benefitting lands upon approval of
an application by such owner for a subdivision or development permit which is related
to that owners’ benefitting lands;

(7) “Council” means the duly elected Council of Rocky View County;
(8) “County” means Rocky View County;
(9) “development proponent” means a landowner within the area structure

plan/conceptual scheme area, or their representative, that incurred wholly, or in part,
the costs of preparing the adopted area structure plan/conceptual scheme. Rocky View
County, or its representatives, cannot be a development proponent.

(10) “lands” means the private titled lands in accordance with the Land Title Act, as
amended or replaced from time to time;

(112) “Municipal Government Act” means the Province of Alberta’s Municipal Government
Act, RSA 2000, c M-26, as amended or replaced from time to time;

(12) “plan area” means all of the parcels of land guided by the adopted ASP or CS and
excluding County owned lands or lands that are under the direction, control, and
management of the County;

(23) “Rocky View County” means Rocky View County as a municipal corporation and the
geographical area within its jurisdictional boundaries, as the context requires; and

(14) “subdivision” means subdivision as defined in the Municipal Government Act, as
amended or replaced from time to time.
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Procedure Name: Area Structure Plan and Conceptual Scheme Cost Recovery
Procedure Number: PRO-309
Procedure Owner: Planning and Development
Adopted By, Date: Executive Director, Community Development Services, 2020 December DD
Effective Date: 2009 July 28
Date Last Amended: 2020 December DD
Date Last Reviewed: 2020 December DD
Purpose
1 This procedure outlines the steps and decision-making process for implementing the Developer-
Funded Area Structure Plan and Conceptual Scheme Cost Recovery policy C-309.
Responsibilities
2 The development proponent keeps all receipts relevant to preparing the adopted area structure
plan (ASP) or conceptual scheme (CS).
3 The development proponent uses their resources to provide all of the information required to

ensure a fair and equitable determination of the recoverable costs. The development proponent
provides original receipts for all costs associated with preparing the adopted ASP or CS and
provides all other information required by Administration prior to signing the Cost Recovery
Agreement.

4 Council evaluates applications for cost recovery on a case-by-case basis and applies this
procedure and policy C-309 at its discretion.

Instructions

5 Once the subdivision or development authority (as applicable) approves a subdivision or
development permit application, the relevant authority may impose conditions to collect fees
from benefitting lands associated with an active ASP or CS Cost Recovery Agreement.
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6 The County does not release the ASP or CS cost recovery fee collected from the benefitting lands
to the agreement holder until

§ ROCKY VIEW COUNTY

(1) the subdivision approval affecting the benefitting lands is endorsed by the subdivision
authority; or

(2) the development permit affecting the benefitting lands is issued by the development
authority.
7 In the event that a subdivision or development approval affected by a Cost Recovery Agreement

is not endorsed or issued, and the approval lapses, any ASP or CS cost recovery fee paid to the
County in relation to the approval is returned to the applicant/owner of the benefitting lands.

8 The ASP or CS cost recovery fee applies once to each benefitting land parcel within the plan
area, as defined in the applicable Cost Recovery Agreement.

9 The development proponent provides the County with receipts for all costs associated with
preparing an adopted ASP or CS, and applies for cost recovery as outlined in this policy and
procedure 309. Costs eligible for recovery include, but are not limited to

(1) planning costs for policy drafting, public engagement, research, and
agency/intermunicipal discussions; and

(2) technical costs for preparing all relevant studies (e.g. transportation, servicing, fiscal
analysis, stormwater, environmental and geotechnical) that demonstrate the feasibility
and impacts of the proposed land use strategy.

10 The County evaluates the application for cost recovery and the receipts submitted by the
development proponent to determine recoverable costs. In reviewing whether costs are
reasonable and relevant to the adopted ASP or CS, the County considers

(1) the Terms of Reference or Council direction for the adopted ASP or CS;
(2) the policies and technical requirements of any relevant statutory plans; and
(3) any applicable County policies or standards guiding the planning process or technical
studies.
11 Interest does not apply to the calculated total amount owing in the Cost Recovery Agreement.
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12

13

14

15

PRO-309
The Cost Recovery Agreement and application of this policy are valid for 20 years from the date
Council adopted the ASP or CS and are considered terminated after this period.

If a development proponent does not receive the full amount of cost-recovery fees due to a
lack of development, the County is not responsible for paying recovery fees for lands that
remain undeveloped in the plan area.

The development proponent provides all receipts within 120 days from Council’s resolution to
enter into the ASP or CS Cost Recovery Agreement for the relevant adopted ASP or CS.

The development proponent enters into an ASP or CS Cost Recovery Agreement within 180 days
from Council’s resolution to enter into the agreement for the relevant adopted ASP or CS. If the
Agreement is not signed within this timeline, the Area Structure Plan and Conceptual Scheme
Cost Recovery policy is not applied.

Implementation

16 Once approved by Council to enter into an ASP or CS Cost Recovery Agreement, development
proponents submit
(1) asummary of all valid receipts contributing to the total incurred costs by the
development proponent in preparing the adopted ASP or CS; and
(2) a calculation of the total area of land in acres and hectares covered by the ASP or
CS, and the area of land within the plan area that is held by the development
proponent and other parties that contributed to the costs of the ASP or CS.
17 The County reviews and evaluates the submitted receipts and land area and provides the
following to the development proponent:
(1) a per acre value applied to benefitting lands within the ASP or CS; and
(2) atemplate Cost Recovery Agreement confirming the terms of the cost recovery.
18 The per acre value applied to benefitting lands is calculated using the following formula:
Total Costs Incurred in Preparing the Area Structure Plan or Conceptual Scheme
Divided by:
(Total Plan Area + Gross Area of Benefitting Lands)
Divided by:
Gross Area of Benefitting Lands
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Equals:
Per Acre Value to Apply to Benefitting Lands.
19 If an impasse between the County and the development proponent occurs concerning the

ASP or CS cost recovery fee, the County’s Administration has sole discretion in determining
the per acre value.

20 The County collects the cost recovery fee on behalf of the agreement holder on benefitting
lands subject to the Cost Recovery Agreement.

21 All ASP or CS Cost Recovery Agreements note that the subdivision authority or development
authority has the sole discretion to determine whether to apply the cost recovery fee to a
subdivision or development permit approval within the plan area. In making a
determination, the subdivision authority/development authority considers whether

(2) the ASP or CS facilitated the approval of the subdivision/development permit; and/or

(2) the lands subject to the subdivision/development permit approval received a
demonstrable benefit from the ASP or CS.

References and Related Documents

e Municipal Government Act, RSA 2000, c M-26
Legislation e [and Titles Act, RSA 2000, c L-4

e Rocky View County Master Rates Bylaw as amended or
replaced from time to time.
e Rocky View County Area Structure Plan Priority Policy C-
Plans, bylaws, policies, etc. 322
e Rocky View County Policy C-309 Developer-Funded Area
Structure Plan and Conceptual Scheme Cost Recovery

Related procedures e n/a
Forms and templates e n/a
Other e n/a
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Revision History
A d t dat -A d t
men_ men ate(s) - Amendmen e 2020 December DD
Description
Review date(s) — Review Outcome e Amended to include Area Structure Plans and to align with
Description the revised policy C-309.
Definitions
22 In this procedure

(1) “agreement holder” means the signatory of the Cost Recovery Agreement. the intended
agreement holder may be the development proponent, or an authorized person acting
on their behalf;

(2) “area structure plan” means the planning documents prepared in accordance with the
Municipal Government Act and technical studies/reports which have been prepared to
provide policy guidance in the event of future applications for redesignation,
subdivision, and development for the specific grouping of lands identified within the
plan area, excluding County owned lands or lands that are under the direction, control,
and management of the County;

(3) “benefitting lands” means all parcel(s) of land in the plan area, excluding County owned
lands or lands that are under the direction, control, and management of the County, but
are not lands held by the development proponent and have not contributed to the costs
associated with the preparation of the adopted area structure plan/conceptual scheme;

(4) “conceptual scheme” means planning documents and technical studies/reports which
have been prepared to provide policy guidance in the event of future applications for
redesignation, subdivision, and development for the specific grouping of lands identified
within the plan area, excluding County owned lands or lands that are under the
direction, control, and management of the County;

(5) “cost recovery agreement” means the agreement that will be signed by the
development proponent responsible for the costs associated with the drafting of the
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adopted area structure plan/conceptual scheme identifying the determined recoverable
costs on a per acre basis to be applied to the benefitting lands;

§ ROCKY VIEW COUNTY

(6) “cost recovery fee” means a fee determined by the County based upon the policies
herein, and charged by the County to the owners of benefitting lands upon approval of
an application by such owner for a subdivision or development permit which is related
to that owners' benefitting lands;

(7) “Council” means the duly elected Council of Rocky View County;

(8) “County” means Rocky View County;

(9) “development authority” means a body created by Council through bylaw with the
responsibility to make subdivision and development decisions on behalf of the
municipality;

(10)  “development proponent” means a landowner within the area structure

plan/conceptual scheme area, or their representative, that incurred wholly, or in part,
the costs of preparing the adopted area structure plan/conceptual scheme. Rocky View
County, or its representatives, cannot be a development proponent.

(11) “lands” means the private titled lands in accordance with the Alberta Land Title Act, as
amended or replaced from time to time;

(12) “plan area” means all of the parcels of land guided by the adopted Area Structure Plan
and/or the Conceptual Scheme and excluding County owned lands or lands that are

under the direction, control, and management of the County;

(13) “Rocky View County” means Rocky View County as a municipal corporation and the
geographical area within its jurisdictional boundaries, as the context requires; and

(14) “subdivision” means subdivision as defined in the Municipal Government Act, as
amended or replaced from time to time.
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Title:
Conceptual Scheme Cost Recovery

Legal References:
Municipal Government Act

Policy Category:
Planning and Community Services

Cross References:

Effective Date: July 28, 2009

Policy:

Procedure: PRO-309

170-1 Revision Date:

Purpose:

To provide a mechanism for applicants and landowners to recover a proportional amount of monies used in the
preparation of a base document of a Conceptual Scheme. The Policy will apply only to the Benefiting Lands
contained within the Conceptual Scheme Area.

Definitions:

“Conceptual Scheme” means planning documents and technical studies/reports which have been
prepared to provide policy guidance in the event of future applications for redesignation, subdivision and
development for the specific grouping of lands identified within the Conceptual Scheme Plan Area,
excluding County owned lands or lands that are under the direction, control and management of the
County. The Conceptual Scheme is composed of a Base Document and Appending Documents;
“Conceptual Scheme Plan Area” means all of the parcels of land which are to be guided by the
Conceptual Scheme policies and is set within the Base Document, excluding County owned lands or
lands that are under the direction, control and management of the County;

“Base Document” means Conceptual Schemes that affect all lands within the established Conceptual
Scheme Plan Area;

“Appending Document” means the specific site policies, designs and requirements affecting a portion of
the total Conceptual Scheme Plan Area and is adopted as an addendum to the Conceptual Scheme;
“Originating Lands” means the parcel(s) of lands that initiated the Conceptual Scheme process or were
given direction to prepare a Conceptual Scheme in and for the Conceptual Scheme Plan Area. These
lands would typically be the first Appendix to the Conceptual Scheme and the owners of these lands are
responsible for the preparation of the Base Document;

“Benefiting Lands” means all parcel(s) of land, excluding County owned lands or lands that are under the
direction, control and management of the County, that were included within the Conceptual Scheme Plan
Area, but are not Originating Lands and have not contributed to the capital costs associated with the
preparation of the Base Document. These lands would typically be the subsequent Appendices to the
Conceptual Schemes Base Document;

“Conceptual Scheme Cost Recovery Fee” means a fee determined by the County, in its discretion, based
upon the Recoverable Costs of a Conceptual Scheme, and charged from time to time by the County to
the Owners of Benefiting Lands upon an application by such Owner for a Redesignation, Subdivision or
Development Permit, or an application to adopt an Appending Document, which is related to or in
respect of that Owners' Benefiting Lands.

“Cost Recovery Agreement” — refers to the agreement that will be signed by the Applicant or Landowner
responsible for the costs associated with the drafting of the Base Document identifying the determined
Recoverable Costs on a per acre basis to be applied to the Benefiting Lands;

“Agreement Holder” — refers to the signatory of the Cost Recovery Agreement;

“Council” — refers to the Council for Rocky View County;

“County” — refers to the local government known as Rocky View County;

“Lands” — means the private titled lands in accordance with the Land Title Act, as amended;

“Subdivision” — means subdivision as defined in the Municipal Government Act;

“Redesignation” — refers to changing the use of land, as prescribed in the Land Use Bylaw (C-4841-97),
as amended by Rocky View County, from the existing land use designation to any other land use
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designation.

“Applicant or Landowner” — Refers to that person or persons acting on behalf of the intended Agreement
Holder of the Cost Recovery for Conceptual Scheme Policy. The intended Agreement Holder may be the
Applicant or Landowner or an authorized person acting on their behalf.

Policy Statements:
1. Rocky View recognizes the need to promote cost effective planning for future development and orderly
growth within the County, through a Conceptual Scheme Cost Recovery process.

2. The Conceptual Scheme Cost Recovery process shall:
a. Only apply to the benefiting lands contained within the Conceptual Scheme area
b. Apply on a per acre basis and be identified as a Conceptual Scheme Cost Recovery fee
c. Apply with an application for redesignation, subdivision, development permit or an application to
adopt an appending document (where Rocky View has required an applicant or landowner to prepare
planning documents and studies that benefit parcels other than the originating lands) is submitted
d. Apply only once to the benefiting lands contained within an identified Conceptual Scheme area.

3. The Conceptual Scheme Cost Recovery process can only be applied to a Conceptual Scheme through a

motion by Council:

a. After the adoption of the Conceptual Scheme by Council, or;

b. Concurrently with a motion of Council for an Applicant to enter into the preparation of a Conceptual
Scheme in support of an Application submitted to the County, or;

c. Through a motion of Council in response for direction brought forth by Administration seeking
Councils recommendation for the Conceptual Scheme Cost Recovery Policy to be applied to a
previously adopted Conceptual Scheme that complies with the policies contained herein;

4. The Conceptual Scheme Cost Recovery process shall be applied at Council’s discretion;

5. Delineating costs and applying for cost recovery for a Conceptual Scheme under this policy shall be the
responsibility of the Applicant or Landowner.

POL-309 Page 2
Page 170 of 631



ATTACHMENT 'F: ADOPTED CONCEPTUAL SCHEME
COST RECOVERY PROCEDURE (#PRO-309)

F-16 - Attachment F

PROCEDURE

ROCKY VIEW COUNTY

Cultivating Communities

Page 1 of 5

#PRO-309

Title:
Conceptual Scheme Cost Recovery

Legal References:
Municipal Government Act

Procedure Category:
Planning and Development

Cross References:
Policy 309

Effective Date:
Revision Date:

July 28, 2009

Purpose:
Under Policy 309 on conceptual scheme cost recovery, this procedure outlines steps and decision-making
guidelines for implementing the conceptual scheme cost recovery process in Rocky View.

Definitions:

“Conceptual Scheme” — refers to planning documents and Technical studies/reports which have been
prepared to provide policy guidance in the event of future applications for redesignation, subdivision and
development for the specific grouping of lands identified within the Conceptual Scheme Plan Area,
excluding County owned lands or lands that are under the direction, control and management of the
County. The Conceptual Scheme is composed of a Base Document and Appending Documents;
“Conceptual Scheme Plan Area” — refers to all of the parcels of land which are to be guided by the
Conceptual Scheme policies and is set within the Base Document, excluding County owned lands or
lands that are under the direction, control and management of the County;

“Base Document” — refers to the Conceptual Schemes policies that affect all lands within the established
Conceptual Scheme Plan Area;

“Appending Document” — refers to the specific site policies, designs and requirements affecting a portion
of the total Conceptual Scheme Plan Area and is adopted as an addendum to the Conceptual Scheme;
“Originating Lands” — refers to the parcel(s) of lands that initiated the Conceptual Scheme process or
were given direction to prepare a Conceptual Scheme in and for the Conceptual Scheme Plan Area.
These lands would typically be the first Appendix to the Conceptual Scheme and the owners of these
lands are responsible for the preparation of the Base Document;

“Benefiting Lands” — refers to all other parcel(s) of land, excluding County owned lands or lands that are
under the direction, control and management of the County, that were included within the Conceptual
Scheme Plan Area, but are not Originating Lands and have not contributed to the capital costs associated
with the preparation of the Base Document. These lands would typically be the subsequent Appendices
to the Conceptual Schemes Base Document;

“Recoverable Costs” — refers to that portion of the total expenditure incurred by the Applicant or
Landowner of the Originating Lands which are solely related to the preparation of the Base Document as
approved by the County in accordance with Table 1, of the Conceptual Scheme Cost Recovery Policy as
determined by the County;

“Conceptual Scheme Cost Recovery Fee” — refers to a fee determined by the County, in its discretion,
based upon the Recoverable Costs of a Conceptual Scheme, and charged from time to time by the
County to the Owners ofBenefiing Landsupon an application by such Owner for a
Redesignation, Subdivision or Development Permit,or an applicationto adopt an Appending
Document, which is related to or in respect of that Owners' Benefiting Lands.

“Cost Recovery Agreement” — refers to the agreement that will be signed by the Applicant or Landowner
responsible for the costs associated with the drafting of the Base Document identifying the determined
Recoverable Costs on a per acre basis to be applied to the Benefiting Lands;

“Agreement Holder” — refers to the signatory of the Cost Recovery Agreement;

“Council” — refers to the Council for Rocky View County;

“County” — refers to the local government known as Rocky View County4;

PRO-309

Page 1

Page 171 of 631




ATTACHMENT 'F': ADOPTED CONCEPTUAL SCHEME
COST RECOVERY PROCEDURE (#PRO-309) F-16 - Attachment F
Page 2 of 5

e “Lands” — means the private titled lands in accordance with the Land Title Act, as amended,;

e “Subdivision” — means subdivision as defined in the Municipal Government Act;

o “Redesignation” — refers to changing the use of land, as prescribed in the Land Use Bylaw (C-4841-97),
as amended by Rocky View County, from the existing land use designation to any other land use
designation.

e “Excluded Costs” — refers to that portion of total expenditures that will not be accepted or included in
determining the Conceptual Scheme Cost Recovery Fee.

e “Personal Costs” — refers to those costs as determined by the County that do not apply to the creation of
the Base Document of a Conceptual Scheme.

o “Marketing Expenses” — refers to those costs associated with the selling of a product which has no
relation to the creation of the Base Document of a Conceptual Scheme.

o ‘“Kilometers/Travel Expenses” — refers to any travel related expenses/costs associated with the
preparation of the Base Document and preparation of any Studies in support of the Base Document of the
Conceptual Scheme.

e “Cost Recovery for Conceptual Scheme Summary” — Refers to a summary document prepared by the
Applicant/Landowner, summarizing all costs associated with the preparation of the Base Document of a
Conceptual Scheme. The Summary shall consist of a table referencing the enclosed original receipts
organized by date, company/consultant, associated costs and an explanation/rationale on how the receipt
applies to the creation of the Base Document of a Conceptual Scheme.

e “Applicant or Landowner” — Refers to that person or persons acting on behalf of the intended Agreement
Holder of the Cost Recovery for Conceptual Scheme Policy. The intended Agreement Holder may be the
Applicant or Landowner or an authorized person acting on their behalf.

Statement:
1. Upon receipt of an application by the County from any landowner of benefiting lands for:
a. Redesignation of;
b. Subdivision of;
c. Development Permit for; or
d. An application to adopt an Appending Document respecting;
Administration may charge and collect the appropriate Conceptual Scheme Cost Recovery Fee.

2. The Conceptual Scheme Cost Recovery Fee collected from the Benefiting Lands will not be released to
the Agreement Holder until Council approves/adopts the proposed Redesignation, Subdivision or
Development Permit, or an application to adopt an Appending Document which the Benefiting Lands
applied for or after any appeal of such a decision.

a. Where Benefiting Lands have previously approved land use changes, subdivision endorsement
and/or adoption of their Appending Document, prior to the adoption of a Conceptual Scheme Cost
Recovery Agreement, Administration will not collect fees retro actively and the fees will be
determined to be outstanding until such time an application for land use, subdivision, development
permit and/or application to adopt an Appending Document for those lands is received by the
County.

3. Where a Conceptual Scheme Cost Recovery Agreement applies, Administration will collect the Cost
Recovery for Conceptual Scheme Fee identified in the Cost Recovery Agreement, at the time the
Applicant or Landowner submits their application to the County.

4. The Conceptual Scheme Cost Recovery Fee collected from the Benefiting Lands will be refunded to the
Applicant/Landowner, should the proposed Redesignation, Subdivision or Development Permit, or
application to adopt an Appending Document not be approved / adopted by Council. The fee will then be
considered outstanding at the time that another application is made to the County to approve/adopt a
Redesignation, Subdivision or Development Permit, or an application to adopt an Appending Document
for the subject Benefiting Lands and will be collected at that time.

5. Recoverable Costs are contained in Table 1, and are intended to recover only the expenditures solely
related to the preparation of the Base Document and are to be paid proportionately by all lands within the
Conceptual Scheme Plan Area, on a per acre basis.

a. Recoverable Costs are to be submitted and evaluated by the County, which at its sole discretion can
approve or refuse a submitted receipt.
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6. Should an item be identified but not listed in Table 1, but used in the preparation of the Base Document,
Administration in its discretion may accommodate a written request to include the document, as long as it
pertains to the preparation of the Base Document.

7. There is no intention that there is a “profit” or cost recovery beyond the actual costs to prepare the Base
Document.

8. The Agreement Holder will use their resources to provide all of the information required to ensure a fair
and equitable determination of the Recoverable Costs. The Agreement Holder will be responsible for
providing original receipts for all costs solely associated with the creation of the Base Document.

9. Where an original receipt shows a cost associated with both the creation of the Base Document and an
Appending Document, that portion of total cost which relates solely to the Base Document will be
determined by the persons or companies that issued the receipt or provided the service.

a. The persons or companies responsible will provide, in writing, to Administration a signed affidavit
confirming the said amount as fair and equitable for the work completed on the Base Document.
Failing receipt of such documentation, Administration may set the Recoverable Costs based upon the
information received pursuant to its discretion provided for herein.

10. The intended Agreement Holder shall provide all applicable original receipts, and other information
required by Administration, prior to signing of the Cost Recovery Agreement.

11. Interest shall not be applied or collected.

12. The Cost Recovery Agreement and application of this Policy will be valid for a period of ten (10) years
from the date the Conceptual Scheme is adopted by Council and will be considered terminated after this
period. The County will not be responsible for any cost recovery that has not materialized due to lack of
development.

13. The applicant will be required to submit in writing to Rocky View a request for extension of the Conceptual
Scheme Cost Recovery thirty (30) calendar days prior to expiry. Administration will evaluate the request
and at its sole discretion grant a maximum of a 10-year extension to apply to those lands for which the
preparation of a Base Document of a Conceptual Scheme has been prepared. Administration will notify
the applicant in writing of the outcome of their request.

14. Within this policy, the Cost Recovery Agreement will be bound to the Agreement Holder and not to titled
lands.

15. Previously adopted Conceptual Schemes will be reviewed by Administration to determine if they meet the
following criteria in order to qualify for the Conceptual Scheme Cost Recovery Policy:

a. The Conceptual Scheme must have been adopted by Council as Municipal Policy, and;

b. The Conceptual Scheme has been adopted by Council within the last 3 years, and;

c. The Applicant or Landowner will provide proof of consent from 51% of all current titled landowners,
and;

d. Any request for review of this policy in relation to adopted Conceptual Schemes shall only be made
by the Applicant or Landowner that paid for the preparation of the Base Document of the
Conceptual Scheme, and;

e. Council must direct Administration through a Motion of Council to apply the Conceptual Scheme
Cost Recovery Policy to the previously adopted Conceptual Scheme, and;

f. The Applicant or Landowner shall provide and submit to the County all original receipts,
accompanied by a Cost Recovery for Conceptual Scheme Summary identifying Recoverable Costs
incurred in the preparation of the Base Document in support of the determined Conceptual Scheme
Cost Recovery Fee in accordance with this policy, and;

g. Final acceptance of a previously adopted Conceptual Scheme, Conceptual Scheme Cost Recovery
Fee, under the Conceptual Scheme Cost Recovery Policy shall be subject to the discretion of
Council.

16. Notwithstanding 15.c, where the Applicant or Landowner is unable to provide proof of consent from 51%
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of all current titled landowners, Council in its discretion may apply Policy/Procedure 309 to all Benefiting
Lands contained within the Conceptual Scheme area where Council deems that the Cost Recovery for
Conceptual Scheme Policy should apply,

17. Disputes on the policy and its implementation will be resolved by the Director of Planning and
Community Services.

18. All Conceptual Plans shall be within the current boundaries of Rocky View County to qualify for
implementation of the policy. Land withdrawn from the County boundaries of Rocky View County will no
longer be subject to this policy and the applicable Cost Recovery Agreement.

19. Once submitted and accepted by the County, the Conceptual Scheme Cost Recovery Agreement will
not be reviewed, re-evaluated or amended to accommodate costs previously unaccounted for.

20. The Applicant or Landowner must provide all receipts within thirty (30) calendar days of;
a. The Motion of Council to enter into the Conceptual Scheme Cost Recovery Agreement for
previously adopted Conceptual Schemes;
b. The adoption of a Conceptual Scheme where the Cost Recovery for Conceptual Scheme Policy
Applies;

21. The Applicant or Landowner must sign the Conceptual Scheme Cost Recovery Policy within;
a. Ninety (90) calendar days of the Motion of Council for and Applicant or Landowner to enter into the
Conceptual Scheme Cost Recovery Policy for previously adopted Conceptual Schemes, or;
b. Ninety (90) calendar days of the Adoption of a Conceptual Scheme where the Cost Recovery for
Conceptual Scheme Policy Applies;

If the agreement is not signed within this timeline the Conceptual Scheme Cost Recovery Policy will not be
applied and thereby, no fees to reimburse the Agreement Holder will be collected by the County and no
Recoverable Costs will be reimbursed to the party or parties which prepared the Base Document;

22. Should an Applicant/Landowner choose not to participate in the Conceptual Scheme Cost Recovery
Policy but is directed by Council, the Applicant/Landowner shall confirm in writing their request to exempt
them from the Conceptual Scheme Cost Recovery Policy.

Implementation
23. The Applicant or Landowner will be required to track and maintain responsibility of all receipts related to
the preparation of the Base Document of the Conceptual Scheme.

24. The Applicant or Landowner is responsible for submitting a satisfactorily completed Cost Recovery for
Conceptual Scheme Summary to the County for review, identifying all monies spent for the creation of
the Base Document identifying an Applicant or Landowner determined Per Acre Recoverable Value, to
be reviewed by the County at its sole discretion

25. Upon submission of the Cost Recovery for Conceptual Scheme Summary which identifies a Cost
Recovery for Conceptual Scheme Fee determined by the Applicant or Landowner, the County will
review and evaluate the Summary for consistency and fairness and provide to the Applicant or
Landowner;

a. A revised Per Acre Value determined by the County at its discretion through the evaluation of the
Cost Recovery for Conceptual Scheme Summary, or;
b. The Cost Recovery Agreement confirming the Cost Recover for Conceptual Scheme Fee.

26. If an impasse between the County and the Applicant or Landowner occurs concerning the
determination of the Cost Recovery for Conceptual Scheme Fee, the County’s Administration has sole
discretion in determining the per acre value.

27. The County will collect the Cost Recovery for Conceptual Scheme Fee on behalf of the Applicant or
Landowner on lands subject to the Cost Recovery Agreement contained within the identified
Conceptual Scheme Plan Area in accordance with the protocols contained within this document, using
the agreed Cost Recovery for Conceptual Scheme Fee agreed upon by the County and the Applicant or
Landowner.
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Submittals
28. The Applicant/Landowner will provide to the County, the Cost Recovery for Conceptual Scheme
Summary, signed by the principle responsible party, declaring that all receipts submitted to the County
represent “Recoverable Fees” associated with the preparation of the Base Document of the Conceptual
Scheme

29. The Applicant/Landowner is to submit to the County a completed Cost Recovery for Conceptual Scheme
Summary, identifying the recoverable dollar amount per gross acre, for all lands contained within the
conceptual scheme area, accompanied by all original receipts identifying “Recoverable Fees”, associated
with the preparation of the Base Document of the Conceptual Scheme

Excluded Costs
e GST/PST and other applicable taxes

e Disbursements/Overhead/Bonuses/Commissions
o Kilometers/Travel Expenses
e Marketing Expenses
o Personal Expenses
Table 1:

Applicable Studies

o Market Analysis (Commercial/lnstitutional)
Stormwater Management Plan
Traffic Impact Assessment
Biophysical Assessment
Geotechnical Assessment
Slope Stability Analysis
Environmental Overview/Review
Environmental Site Assessment — Phase One
Environmental Site Assessment — Phase Two
Environmental Site Assessment — Phase Three
Historical Overview
Hydro Geological Report
Weed Management Plan
Construction Management Plan
Recreation Plan
Supplementary documentation in accordance with Section 6

Other Recoverable Costs
e Consultant/Principle Fees
e Base Document publishing costs
e Air Photos
e Print/Media Advertisements for the purposes of Advertising Open Houses, not for the purposes of
marketing.
Land Owner notification material
Rental Hall Fees
Those costs deemed suitable by Administration, at its discretion, in accordance with Section 6.

PRO-309 Page 5
Page 175 of 631



F-17
Page 1 of 2

§ ROCKY VIEW COUNTY

CORPORATE SERVICES

TO: Council
DATE: December 22, 2020 DIVISION: All
FILE: N/A APPLICATION: N/A

SUBJECT: High-Speed Internet Services Delivery Policy

POLICY DIRECTION:

Council regularly develops and reviews its policies, such as the proposed High-Speed Internet
Services Delivery Policy, to ensure Council’s objectives are represented and the needs of the County
are addressed, in accordance with Council’s responsibilities in the Municipal Government Act.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

As a result of resolutions from May and June of 2020, Council directed that Administration consider
how the County could address the issue of expanding internet infrastructure within the County. One of
the motions specifically directed that Administration seek Council input through a workshop to
determine if there was a shared vision on Council.

Administration did seek Council input, and consideration was given to a spectrum of involvement
ranging from doing nothing to full-scale investment by the County into internet infrastructure. It was
clear from the input provided by Council that most shared a common vision that enhancing the
availability of service in the County was important. Where there was a difference of opinion related to
the County’s investment into infrastructure.

Administration took this input along with information from other jurisdictions and developed a draft
policy for Council’s consideration (Attachment ‘A’). Falling mid-range in the above-noted spectrum of
involvement, this policy, as drafted, would establish the County’s position as a facilitator that would
work with existing internet service providers, both large and small, and communities within the County
to encourage investment into enhanced service provision. The draft policy provides the following
direction:

» States the County’s recognition of the importance of internet service;

+ Sets out how the County will act as a liaison between internet service providers and
communities in the County;

» States that the County will consider installation of internet infrastructure when planning capital
construction;

» Directs that internet servicing be considered when new and existing planning policy is
reviewed and when communities are being developed;

» Sets out some financing options that could be considered, including local improvements where
applicable and appropriate.

ADMINISTRATION RECOMMENDATION:

Administration recommends approval in accordance with Option #1.

BUDGET IMPLICATIONS:

There are no budget implications associated with this report.

Administration Resources
Kent Robinson, Corporate Services
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§ ROCKY VIEW COUNTY

STRATEGIC OBJECTIVES:

Development and approval of this policy would support Council’s strategic objective of ‘Expanding
Community Service Delivery’.

OPTIONS:

Option #1: THAT the High Speed Internet Service Delivery Policy be approved as per
Attachment ‘A’.

Option #2: THAT alternative direction be provided.

Respectfully submitted, Concurrence,

“Kent Robinson” “Al Hoggan”

Executive Director Chief Administrative Officer
Corporate Services

KR/rp

ATTACHMENTS:
ATTACHMENT ‘A’: Proposed High-Speed Internet Service Delivery Policy
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§ ROCKY VIEW COUNTY HIGH-SPEED INTERNET
SERVICE DELIVERY

Council Policy

C-#it#
Policy Number: C-H#it#
Policy Owner:
Adopted By:
Adoption Date: YYYY Month DD
Effective Date: YYYY Month DD
Date Last Amended:  YYYY Month DD
Date Last Reviewed: YYYY Month DD
Purpose
1 This policy provides strategic direction for Rocky View County (the County) to both partner with
and encourage internet service providers (ISPs) to facilitate fast, reliable, and affordable
internet services for the County.
200
Policy Statement
2 The County commits to achieving the objectives established in the Strategic Plan by developing

community services to provide urban and rural communities with the amenities they need to
grow and prosper.

3 The County recognizes that high-speed internet service enhances the County’s ability to attract
and retain business and provides economic, educational, and social benefits for residents.

4 The County recognizes the importance of maintaining relationships with ISPs to facilitate
greater investment and infrastructure development in the internet networks located within
the County.

5 The County encourages a competitive environment in which all qualified ISPs have equal access

to end-users or customers over the same connection at the same time.
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6 The County considers agreements with ISPs to facilitate installation and third party operations of
broadband infrastructure to deliver high-speed internet services to County users.
7 The County encourages strategies that involve co-locating broadband infrastructure with
existing facilities whenever possible.
8 Where applicable, the County considers a “dig once” standard whereby new construction or

rehabilitation projects under the control and direction of the County include installing internet
infrastructure to an acceptable standard as part of the project scope.

9 Guidelines for installing broadband infrastructure are incorporated into the statutory plans for
the area being developed or redeveloped (i.e. Intermunicpal Development Plans, Area Structure
Plans, or Area Redevelopment Plans) and align with the County’s subdivision and development
utility requirements.

10 The County adopts a fiscally responsible approach to provide internet infrastructure at efficient
and effective capital and operating costs. Funding options include project cost sharing
agreements with all levels of government, private partners, and local improvement funds or
grants where applicable.

References
e Municipal Government Act, RSA 2000, ¢ M-26
Legal Authorities e Telecommunications Act S.C. 1993, c 38
e Rocky View County Servicing Standards, approved by Council
Related Plans, Bylaws, Policies, etc. resolution no. 188-13 on 2013 May 28
Related Procedures e n/a
Other e n/a
o0
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Policy History

Amendment Date(s) — Amendment

Description * n/a

Review Date(s) — Review Outcome

.
Description n/a

o00
Definitions

11 In this policy:

(1) “Area Structure Plan/Area Redevelopment Plan” means a statutory plan, adopted by
Bylaw, which provides a policy framework for the evaluation of proposals for
redesignation, subdivision, and development/redevelopment of a specified area of land
in the Municipality.

(2) “broadband infrastructure” means any data transmission technology which provides
high-speed internet access;

(3) “co-locating” means using existing infrastructure to support new or enhanced internet
services;

(4) “Council” means the duly elected Council of Rocky View County;

(5) “County” means Rocky View County;

(6) “County Serving Standards” means Rocky View County’s County Servicing Standards,

approved by Council resolution no. 188-13, as amended or replaced from time to time;

(7) “high-speed internet” means meeting or exceeding the CRTC’s standard (as revised
form time to time) of providing a download speed of 50 megabits per second (Mbps)
and an upload speed of 10 Mbps;

(8) “Municipal Government Act” means the Municipal Government Act, RSA 2000, c M-26,
as amended or replaced from time to time;

(9) “Rocky View County” means Rocky View County as a municipal corporation and the
geographical area within its jurisdictional boundaries, as the context requires; and

(10) “utility” means public or private infrastructure to provide transmission service for (but
not limited to) telecommunications, power, gas, water, storm sewer or sanitary sewer.
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RECREATION, PARKS & COMMUNITY SUPPORT

TO: Council
DATE: December 22, 2020 DIVISION: ALL
FILE: N/A APPLICATION: N/A

SUBJECT: Fall 2020 Community Recreation Funding Grant Recommendations

POLICY DIRECTION:

The fall intake of recreation grant applications were evaluated in accordance with Community
Recreation Funding Policy C-317. As the four applications received from adjacent municipalities do
not meet policy, they have been recommended to Council for approval by the Recreation Governance
Committee (RGC).

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

Rocky View County offers community recreation grant funding opportunities to assist not-for-profit
community organizations with general operating and capital costs associated with providing recreation
services to our residents.

Community Recreation Funding Policy C-317 enables recreational development and ongoing
partnerships, enhancing access to recreational facility services and programs for the greatest
community impact.

In fall 2020, four organizations in adjacent municipalities applied for funding for operational and capital
projects. As these organizations were unable to secure matching funds from the adjacent
municipalities in which they are located, their applications were deemed ineligible as per Policy C-317.

At the December 1, 2020, Recreation Governance Committee meeting, the Committee passed
resolutions to recommend to Council that funding be provided to these applicant groups, as they
provide services to County residents.

ADMINISTRATION RECOMMENDATION:

Administration recommends approval in accordance with Option #1.

BACKGROUND:

RGC evaluates and approves grant applications based on policy and Administration’s review. The
Committee makes strategic decisions to prioritize recreation funding, looking at the needs of the entire
County, including consideration of programs, services, and facilities that the County funds in
neighboring municipalities.

During the fall 2020 application intake, Rocky View County received a total of four requests from
organizations located in adjacent municipalities: two operational funding applications totaling
$17,000.00, and two capital funding applications totaling $10,614.00, for a total request of $27,614.00.

Administration reviewed the application packages for compliance under Policy C-317, and found them
non-compliant as matching funds were not provided to the groups from the municipalities in which
they are located.

At their December 1, 2020 meeting, the RGC passed a motion to recommend to Council that funding
to these groups be approved as they do provide recreation services to County residents.

Administration Resources
Susan de Caen, Recreation, Parks & Community Support

Page 181 of 631



F-18
Page 2 of 3
§ ROCKY VIEW COUNTY

Tables 1 and 2 summarize the submitted applications with the requested amounts, and the amounts
RGC recommends for funding.

Table 1: Community Applications - Operational

Division Organization Funding to support Amount Amount
Requested | Recommended
by RGC
Applications under $100,000
Adjacent Municipalities
Beiseker Beiseker Minor Provide each of the six teams with $11,000.00 $11,000.00
Hockey seven player skill training sessions,
and pay for referees at home games;
to cover 12% of expenses.
Chestermere | Camp Snow removal costs; to cover 1% of $6,000.00 $6,000.00
Chestermere expenses.
Total: $17,000.00 $17,000.00
Table 2: Community Applications - Capital
Division Organization Funding to support Amount Amount
Requested | Recommended
by RGC
Applications under $100,000
Adjacent Municipalities
Cochrane | Cochrane Minor | Assist with purchase of a batting cage, $3,000.00 $1,500.00
Baseball portable pitching mound, and shed.
Cochrane | Extreme Cowboy | Repairs and improvements to $7,614.00 $2,500.00
Alberta Ranchlands Horse Park; install media
Association stands and a storage facility; and
purchase a generator.
Total: | $10,614.00 $4,000.00

A summary of the applications, with funding previously received by the applicant groups, is shown in

Attachment ‘A’. Detailed application reviews are provided in Attachment ‘B’.

BUDGET IMPLICATIONS:

A total of $21,272.00 is available to be distributed to eligible non-profit organizations in 2020 through
the Recreational Tax Levy. Four applications, totaling $21,000.00, are being recommended for
funding, leaving a balance of $272.00 to be carried over to the public reserve for future capital
recreation projects.
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OPTIONS:

Option #1 Motion #1:
Motion #2:
Motion #3:

Motion #4:

THAT the Beiseker Minor Hockey Community Recreation Grant
application be approved for up to $11,000.

THAT the Camp Chestermere Association Community Recreation Grant
application be approved for up to $6,000.

THAT the Cochrane Minor Baseball Association Community Recreation
Grant application be approved for up to $1,500.

THAT the Extreme Cowboy Alberta Association Community Recreation
Grant application be approved for up to $2,500.

Option # 2 THAT alternative direction be provided.

Respectfully submitted,

Concurrence,

“Theresa Cochran” “Al Hoggan”

Executive Director

Chief Administrative Officer

Community Development Services

SdC/rp

ATTACHMENTS:

ATTACHMENT ‘A’ — Summary of fall 2020 applications from groups based in adjacent municipalities
ATTACHMENT ‘B’ — Detailed application reviews
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Summary of Fall 2020 Community Applications From Adjacent Municipalities

F-18 - Attachment A
Page 1 of 1

ADJACENT MUNICIPALITIES

Beiseker Chestermere Cochrane
Beiseker Minor Hockey Camp Chestermere Cochrane Minor Baseball Extreme Com'lbc?y Alberta
Association
Previously Received Funds
Operational $5,000.00
Capital $27,500.00 $8,772.32
Operational $5,000.00 $8,893.50
Operational $5,000.00 $30,832.93
Capital $36,719.64
Total RVC Recreation
Funding Since 2017 $15,000.00 $103,946.07 $0.00 $8,772.32
Fall 2020 Requests
Operational $11,000.00 $6,000.00
Operational Ask For Player skill training sessions, and Snow removal costs.
referees at home games.
Capital $3,000.00 $7,614.00

Capital Ask For

A batting cage, portable
pitching mound, and shed.

Improvements to
Ranchlands Horse Park,
media stands, a storage
facility, and a generator.
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Detailed Application Reviews

Operational Community Applications

Adjacent Municipalities

Beiseker Minor Hockey Association (BMHA)

Request:

$11,000.00 to provide each of the six teams with seven player skill training sessions, and
pay for referees at home games.

Background:

Beiseker Minor Hockey Association (BMHA) is a completely volunteer-run organization
that provides a safe and enjoyable hockey atmosphere for our children aged 5 to 18.
Of the 89 children who take part in BMHA programs, 80 (90%) are County residents.
The decrease in registrations from last year is due to the fact that some players have
decided not to play this year because of COVID 19, and more older players have aged
out of the program than new young players have entered.

Application review:

Anticipated annual operational costs are $94,235.00, and the projected revenue (player
fees and ice rental), is $54,170.00, for a deficit of $40,065.00.

The requested funds from RVC equals 12% of the club’s projected expenses.

The group notes that over 60 hours a week are dedicated in volunteer time by the
coaches, managers, treasurers, and score keepers.

No matching funds have been provided by the Village of Beiseker; BMHA does not
anticipate support from the Village, as most of the players are County residents.

The application meets all other requirements of Policy C-317.

As the application does not align with policy C-317, Administration recommends that the
Beiseker Minor Hockey Association’s funding request be declined.

Camp Chestermere Association (CCA)

Request:

$6,000.00 to assist with snow removal costs.

Background:

Camp Chestermere Association (CCA) is a faith-based, not-for-profit organization
focused on building relationships, creating experiences, and developing people.

During the months of July and August, they run day and overnight camps for children
ages 5 to 18.

Approximately 322 (47.4%) of the total 679 people who access the facility are County
residents.

The organization works with many local community groups and allows access to their
facility during the school year.

A wide range of community-focused events are also hosted by the organization, such as
the Halloween Howler, Family Fun Fair, and Winter Wonderland.
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Application review:

Anticipated annual operational costs are $1,045,286.00, and the projected revenue
(primarily program fees, rental revenue and grants), is $1,036,815.00, for a deficit of
$8,471.00.

Though the official funding request is for snow clearing (the camp’s top priority), CCA
has emphasized that any additional support to help cover insurance costs
($44,000/year) and utilities costs ($74,700/year) would be appreciated.

The requested funds from RVC equals 1% of the camp’s projected expenses.

No matching operational funds have been provided by the City of Chestermere;
matching funding has been received in 2020 for a bike program and for the HVAC
update (also funded by RVC).

The application meets all other requirements of Policy C-317.

As matching funding has not been received from the City of Chestermere for this year’s
operational expenses, Administration recommends that the Camp Chestermere
Association’s funding request be declined.

Community Capital Applications

Adjacent Municipalities

Cochrane Minor Baseball Association (CMBA)

Request:
$3,000.00 to assist with purchase of a batting cage, portable pitching mound, and shed.

Background:

Cochrane Minor Baseball (CMBA) offers baseball for children aged 4 to 16 of all skill
levels, and a Challenger program for children with cognitive and physical disabilities.
CMB rents diamond space from the Town of Cochrane.

Of the 656 participants, 63 (10%) are County residents.

The organization has seen an average growth rate of 21% over the last 5 years.
The grant request will allow the groups to use the diamonds for multiple age groups.

Application review:

The total cost of this project is $12,688.49.

The surplus that the organization has is dedicated towards operations during the
pandemic.

CMBA will be seeking matching funds from Community Facilities Enhancement Program
(GOA), CIP Project Based Grants (GOA), Cochrane Foundation, BREC, Cochrane
Community Grants, UFA Rural Communities Foundation.

The application does not meet policy, as matching funds have not been provided by the
Town of Cochrane.

The application meets all other requirements of Policy C-317.

As matching funding has yet to be confirmed from the Town of Cochrane or any other
sources for this project, Administration recommends that Cochrane Minor Baseball
Association’s funding request be declined.
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Extreme Cowboy Alberta Association (ECAA)

Request:

$7,614.00 to repair and improve Ranchlands Horse Park (in Cochrane), install media stands
and a storage facility, and purchase a generator.

Background:

ECAA is a not for profit club that promotes the sport of Extreme Cowboy Racing, which
is the “Family Cowboy Sport for all riding levels”.

Of their current membership of 133, 113 (85%) are County residents. It is estimated that
roughly 300 County residents that attend events as spectators. Participant numbers
have decreased due to the pandemic. Membership ages range from 7 to 70 years.
ECA events are held primarily at the Cochrane and District Agricultural Society (CDAS)
indoor arena and the outdoor arena at Ranchlands Horse Park (located on leased
County lands in Cochrane).

Ranchlands Horse Park has been recognized as one of the world’s top two or three
outdoor Extreme Cowboy Racing racecourses.

The CDAS lands are currently under lease from the County, but title is in the process of
being transferred to the CDAS.

Application review:

The total cost of this project is $30,456.00.

ECAA will be seeking matching funds from Alberta Equestrian Federation, the
Community Facility Enhancement Program, and the Town of Cochrane.

Due to limited available cash funds, ECAA is depending upon pending grant requests to
fund 75% of this project.

The application does not meet policy, as matching funds have not been provided by the
Town of Cochrane.

The application meets all other requirements of Policy C-317.

As the Town of Cochrane has not provided matching funds, Administration recommends
that Extreme Cowboy Alberta Association’s funding request be declined.
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PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT SERVICES
TO: Council
DATE: December 22, 2020 DIVISION: 9
FILE: 08802003 APPLICATION: PL20190039

SUBJECT: Consideration of Bylaw C-8118-2020 to Revise Road Closure Bylaw C-7902-2019

POLICY DIRECTION:
The road closure application, which was approved at the July 14, 2019 Council meeting, was
evaluated against Rocky View County Policy #443, “Road Allowance Closure and Disposal,” and the
Municipal Government Act and was found to be compliant.
ADMINISTRATION RECOMMENDATION
Administration recommends that this application be given three readings in accordance with Option #1
to allow Administration to complete the road closure and consolidation.
OPTIONS:
Option #1: Motion #1 THAT Bylaw C-8118-2020 be given first reading.
Motion #2 THAT Bylaw C-8118-2020 be given second reading.
Motion #3 THAT Bylaw C-8118-2020 be considered for third reading.
Motion #4 THAT Bylaw C-8118-2020 be given third and final reading.
Option #2: THAT alternative direction be provided.

DISCUSSION:

The Public Hearing for Bylaw C-7902-2019 was held on July 23, 2019. Once closed, Council made
motions to give first reading to the Bylaw and to forward the Bylaw to the Minister of Transportation
for approval. Administration received the signed Bylaw back from the Minister of Transportation on
December 3, 2019.

Administration then obtained an appraisal of the road allowance, which was provided to the applicant
for review and approval to proceed with the closure at the appraised value. The appraisal of the
subject lands provided a value of $15,700.00 for the 3.81 acre portion. At the same meeting, Council
then voted to give second and third readings to Bylaw C-7902-2019 to complete the road closure.

After second and third readings were given, Administration sent Bylaw C-7902-2019 to Land Titles for
registration. The Bylaw was rejected due to the description not being accepted. Land titles advised
they would require a revision to the Bylaw to reflect the correct lands.

Administration Resources
Christina Lombardo, Planning and Development Services
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Bylaw C-7902-2019 requires the following change to the description:

FROM:
PARCEL 2

A PORTION OF ROAD ON ROAD PLAN 2344JK WITHIN THE S.W. 1/4 SEC. 2, TWP. 28, RGE. 4,
W. 5 AND-S-E-1/4-SEC 3, PWMP- 28 RGE4-W-5., CONTAINING 0.253 HECTARES MORE OR
LESS EXCEPTING THEREOUT ALL MINES AND MINERALS, LYING WITHIN PLAN

ATTACHED AS SCHEDULE ‘A’ AND FORMING PART OF THIS BYLAW

TO:

PARCEL 2

A PORTION OF ROAD ON ROAD PLAN 2344JK WITHIN THE S.W. 1/4 SEC. 2, TWP. 28, RGE. 4,
W. 5, CONTAINING 0.253 HECTARES MORE OR LESS EXCEPTING THEREOUT ALL MINES AND
MINERALS, LYING WITHIN PLAN ATTACHED AS SCHEDULE ‘A’ AND FORMING
PART OF THIS BYLAW

Respectfully submitted, Concurrence,
“Theresa Cochran” “Al Hoggan”
Executive Director Chief Administrative Officer

Community Development Services

CL/lit

ATTACHMENTS:

ATTACHMENT ‘A’: Bylaw C-8118-2020 & Schedule A
ATTACHMENT ‘B’: Bylaw C-7902-2019 & Schedule A
ATTACHMENT ‘C’: Map Set

Administration Resources
Christina Lombardo, Planning and Development Services
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BYLAW C-8118-2020

A Bylaw of Rocky View County, in the Province of Alberta, to Revise
Road Closure Bylaw C-7902-2019.

WHEREAS

The Council of Rocky View County is of the opinion that a revision to Bylaw C-7902-2019 is
required to clarify the legal description of the portion of road being closed;

AND WHEREAS
The Municipal Government Act permits changes to the substance of the bylaw to bring out
more clearly what is considered to be the meaning of Bylaw C-7902-2019 Council;

AND WHEREAS

The Chief Administrative Officer of Rocky View County certifies that the proposed revisions have
been prepared in accordance with Section 63(4) of the Municipal Government Act as amended
from time to time.

NOW THEREFORE
The Council of Rocky View County, duly assembled, does hereby revise the legal description
contained in Bylaw C-7902-2019 as follows:

FROM:
PARCEL 1

A PORTION OF THE ORIGINAL GOVERNMENT ROAD ALLOWANCE ADJACENT TO THE S.W. 1/4
SEC. 2, TWP. 28, RGE. 4, W. 5., CONTAINING 1.03 HECTARES MORE OR LESS EXCEPTING
THEREOUT ALL MINES AND MINERALS, LYING WITHIN PLAN ATTACHED AS
SCHEDULE ‘A’ AND FORMING PART OF THIS BYLAW

PARCEL 2

A PORTION OF ROAD ON ROAD PLAN 2344JK WITHIN THE S.W. 1/4 SEC. 2, TWP. 28, RGE. 4, W.
5 AND S.E. 1/4 SEC. 3, TWP. 28, RGE. 4, W. 5., CONTAINING 0.253 HECTARES MORE OR LESS
EXCEPTING THEREOUT ALL MINES AND MINERALS, LYING WITHIN PLAN

ATTACHED AS SCHEDULE ‘A’ AND FORMING PART OF THIS BYLAW

PARCEL 3

A PORTION OF ROAD ON ROAD PLAN 2344JK WITHIN THE S.E. 2 SEC. 3, TWP. 28, RGE. 4, W. 5.,
CONTAINING 0.261 HECTARES MORE OR LESS EXCEPTING THEREOUT ALL MINES AND
MINERALS, LYING WITHIN PLAN ATTACHED AS SCHEDULE ‘A’ AND FORMING PART
OF THIS BYLAW
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TO:

PARCEL 1

A PORTION OF THE ORIGINAL GOVERNMENT ROAD ALLOWANCE ADJACENT TO THE S.W. 1/4
SEC. 2, TWP. 28, RGE. 4, W. 5., CONTAINING 1.03 HECTARES MORE OR LESS EXCEPTING
THEREOUT ALL MINES AND MINERALS, LYING WITHIN PLAN ATTACHED AS
SCHEDULE ‘A’ AND FORMING PART