TOWN OF CANMORE
AGENDA
Regular Meeting of Council
Council Chambers at the Canmore Civic Centre, 902 – 7 Avenue
Tuesday, May 7, 2013 at 5:00 p.m.

A. APPROVAL OF AGENDA
1. Agenda for the May 7, 2013 Regular Meeting of Council
B. PUBLIC QUESTION PERIOD
C. DELEGATIONS AND PETITIONS
1. Ron Remple, BOWDA – SSR Process
D. MINUTES
1. Minutes of the April 16, 2013 Regular Meeting of Council
2. Minutes of the April 23, 2013 Special Meeting of Council
E. BUSINESS ARISING FROM THE MINUTES
1. Canmore Museum – Renewal of Lease Agreement
Request: that council direct administration to initiate the process of renewing
the lease agreements for the Canmore Museum and NWMP barracks for a 10year term, finalized by September 30, 2013.
F. UNFINISHED BUSINESS
1. Property Tax Bylaw and Supplementary Property Tax Bylaw
Recommendation:
(1) That council give first, second and third reading to Property Tax Rate
Bylaw 2013-11, and
(2) That council give first, second and third reading to Supplementary
Property Tax Rate Bylaw 2013-10.
G. BYLAW APPROVAL
1. Considered under F-1: Property Tax Bylaw 2013-11 and Supplementary
Property Tax Bylaw 2013-10
2. Considered under H-3: Nominations Bylaw 2013-12
H. NEW BUSINESS
1. Capital Project 1321 Town Centre Transit Stop - Location
Recommendation: That council approve 9th Street between the tourist
information building and the old library as the location for the Town Centre
Transit Stop.
2. South Canmore Road Rehabilitation
Recommendation: that council approve the following new additional scope for
capital project 1318:
(1) 2nd Street rehabilitation from 3rd Avenue to 7th Avenue
(2) Creation of a “Pedestrian Priority Zone” on the 400 and 500 blocks of 4th
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(3) Addition of sidewalk on the north side of the 600 block of 4th Street using
ECO Flex product
(4) Stopping of through traffic from 3rd Avenue on to 4th Street
(5) Pedestrian bridge over Spring Creek and associated pathways at the end of
4th Street
3. 2013 Municipal Election
Recommendation:
(1) That council:
(a) Appoint Cheryl Hyde, municipal clerk, as the returning officer for the
2013 general municipal election.
(b) Authorize the returning officer to hold a minimum of one advance
votes.
(c) Authorize the returning officer to send two deputies to the residence
of an elector, during the hours of the advance vote scheduled closest
to election day, to take the vote of an elector who, because of physical
incapacity, is unable to attend a voting station or an advance voting
station to vote.
(d) Direct administration to prepare an agreement with the Canadian
Rockies School Division to conduct their election for school board
trustees.
(2) That council give first, second and third reading to Nominations Bylaw
2013-12.
4. Request for council representation on the Canadian Mountain Arts
Foundation board
Recommendation: That council appoint ____ as council’s representative on
the Canadian Mountain Arts Foundation board.
I. CORRESPONDENCE/INFORMATION
None
J. REPORTS FROM ADMINISTRATION
1. Local Area Improvement Petition
Purpose: To brief council on the sufficiency of petitions received to bury the
power lines on Rundle Crescent North and Rundle Crescent South.
K. NOTICES OF MOTION
None
L. IN CAMERA
1. Canmore Business and Tourism – Legal Matter
M. ADJOURNMENT
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May 7, 2013
Re: SSR Process
Thank you for Council’s continuing interest allowing BOWDA as a representative
of the building and development industry to share our concerns about the SSR
process. Now that we have had a number of SSR applications in early 2013, we
are seeing some significant issues that need to be addressed. BOWDA’s
members have narrowed down their concerns to two broad areas of discussion.
1. SSR Process
2. SSR Principles
Background:
BOWDA has been supportive of the SSR process as a means of highlighting the
merits of specific developments. In 2010 and prior years BOWDA was opposed
to the subjective nature of the process, leading to uncertainty for developers; and
the lack of an appeals process which took away legal landowner rights.
As a result of our appeal to the Minister of Municipal Affairs, the Municipal
Government Act, Subdivision and Development Regulation was amended in Nov
2010 to state:
o A development authority may not require, as a condition of a
completed development permit application, the submission to and
approval by Council of a report regarding that development.
It was noted that the reason for this amendment is that
o The Government was made aware of a situation where a municipality
required that an applicant, for certain types of development permits,
submit and receive approval of a report from council prior to submitting
the development permit application. This process is not consistent with
the separation of administrative and council processes outlined in Part
17 of the Municipal Government Act.
As a result of this ruling, Town of Canmore Council approved an SSR Task Force
in 2011 to review and revise the SSR process. The new SSR Process was
approved Nov 16, 2011. The process hinges on the “Impact-Offset Matrix”:
o

3.2.4 The Impact – Offset Matrix forms the critical element of the decision
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making process. It will not be the only criterion, but achieving the required
positive Net Score number is considered to be extremely important for the
proposal being assessed.

Recent review of the SSR Process by Administration provided some minor
tweaks to the process. We were pleased that Administration agreed that there
should be the opportunity for the applicant to discuss the application with
Administration. The previous process of no consultation was flawed.
Since there had not been a significant amount of SSR applications in 2012,
BOWDA agreed to monitor SSR applications throughout 2013 to determine if
there are issues that need to be addressed.
Based on what we have seen in the recent SSR applications we believe that the
SSR process continues to be flawed and needs to be re-addressed in order to
not again become an unnecessary hurdle to development applications.
SSR Process:
BOWDA has concerns about the SRR process as it is neither clear nor
understandable to the public, the developers applying the matrix or to the
approving authority accepting the matrix results. As an organization, we felt that
after the implementation of the Impact-Offset Matrix in 2011, there needed to be
sufficient applications run through before we could comment constructively.
BOWDA strongly feels that all impacted parties are confused about the process.
This confusion slows investment, increases costs, and creates public fear and
anxiety because of the lack of clarity.
The intention of the SSR Task Force review, and subsequent implementation of
the Impact-Offset Matrix in 2011 was to make the process more objective.
However recent SSR applications indicate that the decision-making process is
again becoming very subjective. This subjectivity means that developers again
do not know what the expectations are. This uncertainty can drive development
away from our community.
The recent TSMV SSR illustrated the confusion that is created by the need for a
separate SSR application, when the required information would be presented
during the subsequent Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) presentation and
Area Structure Plan application. The public consultation at the TSMV SSR was
extremely confusing and frustrating for the public who attended. Significant time
was spent listening to comments that were valid however were irrelevant to the
SSR application. Adding this additional layer of approvals created confusion and
subsequent anger with the public. It also increases costs for the developer.
It appears that some SSR applications are being treated as a way to identify
gaps that need to be addressed at subsequent approval stages, whereas other
SSR applications the approving authority is questioning land use and zoning
issues, such as the location, size and look of houses. It was our understanding
that the SSR process was not intended for detailed discussion of land use,
subdivision and architectural issues. Rather it was intended to be an overseeing
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document providing a summary of the sustainability of the project. The unclear
application of the SSR process is delaying and discouraging development.
The SSR is not being used as an overseeing document but rather as the only
tool in the tool box to measure a moving target (“sustainability”) based on
subjective views of what “sustainability” is. The SSR was not intended to be a
technical report, and detailed environmental, social and economic reports are not
required at this point. Yet the approving authority appears to be asking for the
detailed information, even though this information is not yet required. The SSR
was intended to be a complimentary tool that shares project vision and how the
project is intended to be sustainable.
BOWDA questions whether the SSR process is necessary to achieve sustainable
development in Canmore.
SSR Principles:
There are some specific issues that BOWDA has identified within the ImpactOffset Matrix which are causing concern, and need to be re-evaluated.
1. Distance to Infrastructure.
Currently the Matrix punishes developments in outlying areas, since the SSR
matrix considers the distance from the development to the downtown core
and to the Wastewater Treatment Plant. BOWDA feels that the matrix should
consider the distance to built infrastructure…where the development will tie
into existing transportation and sewage/water lines. We should be
encouraging development in the outlying areas that are already approved for
development, and not discouraging development. It is not achievable to have
the entire population living in the downtown core.
For instance, a home in an outlying area such as Three Sisters or Silvertip is
being forced to obtain additional offset credits, through, for example, building
to a higher “Built Green” standard in order in order to achieve a positive SSR
score. BOWDA feels that if a house is adequate to be built in downtown
Canmore then it should be able to be approved in an outlying area as well.
2. Brownfield Development.
In many towns and cities redevelopment of brownfield sites is championed, in
Canmore development in a brownfield area is penalized. The accepted
definition of a brownfield site is an underused site that once was used as a
commercial or industrial site, which is available for redevelopment, which may
be complicated by contaminations (proven or perceived). The experience in
Canmore is that once remediation has occurred it is no longer considered by
Administration as a brownfield site - this goes against all accepted planning
and environmental practices.
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3. Weightings.
The weightings are very subjective and indicate that the Matrix is a work in
progress. For instance, a recent SSR application for a Seniors’ Residence
achieved a very high SSR score. While we do not argue the need for the
project or the merits of the development, this indicates the very subjective
nature of the assumptions built into the Matrix, which is intended to be
objective.
Conclusion
The revised SSR Process was intended to be more objective and less subjective.
Recent applications are showing that the process remains far too subjective,
which means that developers are again uncertain regarding the rules and
expectations. This uncertainty creates an unnecessary hurdle to development
and will reduce development opportunities within Canmore.
BOWDA is requesting that Council review the SSR process to ensure that it is
achieving the objectives for which it was established and either eliminate or
change the process to be less confusing for the public, Council and development
community. Council should consider whether the SSR process is necessary in
order to achieve sustainable development.
Thank you for your consideration.
Regards,

Ron Remple
Executive Director
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Unapproved
D-1
TOWN OF CANMORE
MINUTES
Regular Meeting of Council
Council Chambers at the Canmore Civic Centre, 902 – 7 Avenue
Tuesday, April 16, 2013 at 5:00 p.m.

COUNCIL MEMBERS PRESENT
John Borrowman
Mayor
Vi Sandford
Deputy Mayor
Sean Krausert
Councillor
Jim Ridley
Councillor
Joanna McCallum
Councillor
Gordie Miskow
Councillor
Hans Helder
Councillor
COUNCIL MEMBERS ABSENT
None
ADMINISTRATION PRESENT
Lisa deSoto
Chief Administrative Officer
Gary Buxton
General Manager of Municipal Infrastructure
Lorrie O’Brien
General Manager of Municipal Services
Cheryl Hyde
Municipal Clerk (Recorder)
Mayor Borrowman called the April 16, 2013 regular meeting to order at 5:00 p.m.

72-2013

A. APPROVAL OF AGENDA
1. Agenda for the April 16, 2013 Regular Meeting of Council
Moved by Mayor Borrowman that council approve the agenda for the April 16, 2013
regular meeting of council with the following addition:
 Under New Business delete H-4 Bow River Basin Council Grant Request and
add H-4 Volunteer Week Proclamation.
 Under In Camera add L-1 Legal Matter
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
Councillor Ridley arrived at 5:03 p.m.
B. PUBLIC QUESTION PERIOD
None
C. DELEGATIONS AND PETITIONS
None

65-2013

D. MINUTES
1. Minutes of the March 14, 2012 Special Meeting of Council
Motion 65-2013 (postponed from the April 2, 2013 regular meeting): Moved by
Minutes approved by: _______ _______
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Unapproved

Mayor Borrowman that council approve the minutes of the March 14, 2012 special
meeting of council with the following amendments:
 Under section B.2. Questions from Council, add: PricewaterhouseCoopers
suggested that Site 9 would most likely be transferred immediately upon
conclusion of the municipal approval process.
 Under the list of attendees, correct title for the General Manager of
Infrastructure Service.
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
73-2013

2. Minutes of the April 2, 2012 Regular Meeting of Council
Moved by Mayor Borrowman that council approve the minutes of the April 2, 2012
special meeting of council with the following amendment:
 Under H-1 amend the following: Councillor Krausert declared a conflict of
interest because he is on the board of directors for has voting privileges with
CAUSE Canada, and left the meeting at 9:48 p.m.
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
E. BUSINESS ARISING FROM THE MINUTES
None
F. UNFINISHED BUSINESS
None
G. BYLAW APPROVAL
1. Business Registry License Bylaw Amendment 2013-14
Administration spoke to a written report contained in the agenda package for this
meeting. Andrew Nickerson, President and CAO of Canmore Business and Tourism,
was present to answer questions from council.

74-2013

Moved by Mayor Borrowman that council provide first reading to Bylaw 2013-014
and schedule a public hearing for Wednesday May 1, 2013 at 6:00 p.m.

74A-2013

Moved by Councillor Krausert to amend motion 75-2013 by adding the following:
“Bylaw 2103-014 is amended as follows: in the first ‘Whereas’ in the preamble,
remove ‘by Bylaw, do all things’ and replace it with “pass bylaws for a variety of
prescribed municipal purposes’ and add ‘; and’ at the end.”
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

74B-2013

Moved by Councillor Krausert to amend motion 75-2013 by adding the following:
“Bylaw 2103-014 is amended as follows: in clause 32, after ‘All fines are minimum
fines add ‘, and are in addition to payment of the applicable Business Registry
Licence fee as prescribed by this Bylaw.’”
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

74C-2013

Moved by Councillor Krausert to amend motion 75-2013 by adding the following:
“Bylaw 2103-014 is amended as follows: in clause 34, add ‘Notwithstanding clause
32,’ to the beginning of the clause.”
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

75-2013

The vote followed on motion 75-2013 as amended: that council provide first reading
Minutes approved by: _______ _______
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Town of Canmore Regular Council Meeting
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Unapproved

to Bylaw 2013-014 and schedule a public hearing for Wednesday May 1, 2013 at 6:00
p.m. Bylaw 2013-014 is amended as follows:
 in the first ‘Whereas’ in the preamble, remove ‘by Bylaw, do all things’ and
replace it with “pass bylaws for a variety of prescribed municipal purposes’
and add ‘; and’ at the end,
 in clause 32, after ‘All fines are minimum fines add ‘, and are in addition to
payment of the applicable Business Registry Licence fee as prescribed by this
Bylaw, and
 in clause 34, add ‘Notwithstanding clause 32,’ to the beginning of the clause.
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

75-2013

H. NEW BUSINESS
1. Recreation Contribution Agreement
Moved by Mayor Borrowman that council authorize the mayor and CAO to execute
the recreation contribution memorandum of understanding with the MD of Bighorn
as attached.
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
2. Dead Man’s Flats Servicing Agreement
Administration spoke to a written report contained in the agenda package for this
meeting. Ron Remple, Executive Director of BOWDA, was present to answer
questions from council.

76-2013

76A-2013

77-2013

77-2013

78-2013

Moved by Mayor Borrowman that council authorize the Mayor and CAO to execute
the Dead Man’s Flats water and waste water servicing agreement with the MD of
Bighorn as attached.
Moved by Councillor McCallum to amend motion 77-2013 by adding “and refer
the matter of transportation levies to the Inter-municipal Committee for further
discussion on future development.
DEFEATED
In favour: McCallum
Opposed: Sandford, Ridley, Borrowman, Krausert and Helder
The vote followed on motion 77-2013: that council authorize the Mayor and CAO to
execute the Dead Man’s Flats water and waste water servicing agreement with the MD
of Bighorn as attached.
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
3. Town of Canmore Property Tax Task Force
Moved by Mayor Borrowman that council accept the report, A Property Tax Policy
Framework for the Town of Canmore: Analysis and Recommendations, for planning purposes
and direct administration to craft a tax policy based on this report.
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
Moved by Mayor Borrowman that council direct administration to educate ratepayers
on the proposed taxation methodology.
DEFEATED
In favour: Borrowman, McCallum, Krausert
Opposed: Sandford, Ridley, Miskow, Helder
Minutes approved by: _______ _______
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Unapproved

Moved by Councillor Krausert that council direct administration to conduct a review
of classification, assessment use, market dynamics and tax policies relating to the
tourist home residential subclass, visitor accommodation, and hotel non-residential
sector; and recommend municipal property tax and assessment policies and
regulations for these properties prior to setting tax rates for 2014.
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
4. Volunteer Week Proclamation
Whereas volunteers are the lifeblood of Canmore, and
Whereas Canmore would be deprived of numerous programs, services and activities
without the support and involvement of volunteers, and
Whereas the work of volunteer is very much appreciated and valued, and
Whereas every individual in the community benefits from the contribution that
volunteers make,
Therefore, on behalf of town council and the citizens of Canmore, I, Mayor John
Borrowman, do hereby proclaim April 21 – 27, 2013 Volunteer Week in our
community.
I. CORRESPONDENCE/INFORMATION
None
J. REPORTS FROM ADMINISTRATION
None
K. NOTICES OF MOTION
None

80-2013

81-2013

82-2013

L. IN CAMERA
1. Legal Matter
Moved by Mayor Borrowman to go in camera at 9:25 p.m. to protect client-solicitor
privileged information from disclosure.
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
Moved by Mayor Borrowman to return to the public meeting at 9:55 p.m.
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
M. ADJOURNMENT
Moved by Mayor Borrowman that council adjourn the April 16, 2013 regular meeting
at 9:55 p.m.
_________________________
John Borrowman, Mayor
__________________________
Cheryl Hyde, Municipal Clerk
Minutes approved by: _______ _______
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Unapproved
D-2
TOWN OF CANMORE
MINUTES
Special Meeting of Council
Council Chambers at the Canmore Civic Centre, 902 – 7 Avenue
Tuesday, April 23, 2013 at 5:00 p.m.

COUNCIL MEMBERS PRESENT
John Borrowman
Mayor
Vi Sandford
Deputy Mayor
Sean Krausert
Councillor
Jim Ridley
Councillor
Joanna McCallum
Councillor
Gordie Miskow
Councillor
Hans Helder
Councillor
COUNCIL MEMBERS ABSENT
None
ADMINISTRATION PRESENT
Lisa deSoto
Chief Administrative Officer
Gary Buxton
General Manager of Municipal Infrastructure
Terry Holt
Manager of Financial Services
Ric Irwin
Senior Finance Officer
Andreas Comeau
Manager of Public Works
Lorrie O’Brien
General Manager of Municipal Services
Cheryl Hyde
Municipal Clerk (Recorder)
Mayor Borrowman called the April 23, 2013 special meeting to order at 5:00 p.m.

83-2013

A. APPROVAL OF AGENDA
1. Agenda for the April 23, 2013 Special Meeting of Council
Moved by Mayor Borrowman that council approve the agenda for the April 23, 2013
special meeting of council with the following amendments:
 Move item H-3 ahead of G-1
 Move item H-1 to immediately follow H-3, also before G-1.
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
B. PUBLIC QUESTION PERIOD
None
C. DELEGATIONS AND PETITIONS
1. Joanne Brunner – Recreational Fires
Mrs. Brunner made a verbal presentation, requesting that council consider passing
bylaws to regulate outdoor recreational fires in Canmore to protect public health and
safety, protect the environment and protect public and private property.

Minutes approved by: _______ _______
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Unapproved

Council will consider Mrs. Brunner’s request at the June 11, 2013 committee of the
whole meeting, where a review of community standards has been scheduled for
discussion.
2. Canmore Museum – Renewal of Lease Agreement
Richard Green, president of the Centennial Museum Society of Canmore, spoke to a
written submission included in the agenda package for this meeting. Mr. Green
requested that council initiate the process of renewing the lease agreements for the
museum and NWMP barracks for a 10-year term, finalized by September 30, 2013.
This request will be added as Business Arising on the agenda for the next regular
meeting of council.
D. MINUTES
None
E. BUSINESS ARISING FROM THE MINUTES
None
F. UNFINISHED BUSINESS
None
H. NEW BUSINESS
3. 2012 Administrative Financial Report
Moved by Mayor Borrowman that council approve transferring the 2012 operating
surplus of $479,752 to the general capital reserve.

84-2013
84A-2013

84A1-2013

84A-2013

84-2013

Moved by Councillor Helder to amend motion 84-2013 by replacing “general
capital reserve” with “tax stabilization reserve.”
Moved by Councillor Miskow to amend sub-motion 84A-2013 by replacing “tax
stabilization reserve” with “with 50% going to the tax stabilization reserve and
50% going to the general capital reserve.
DEFEATED
In favour: Miskow, Ridley
Opposed: Sandford, Borrowman, McCallum, Krausert, Helder
The vote followed on motion 84A-2013: to amend motion 84-2013 by replacing
“general capital reserve” with “tax stabilization reserve.”
CARRIED
In favour: Sandford, Borrowman, McCallum, Krausert, Helder
Opposed: Miskow, Ridley
The vote followed on motion 84-2013 as amended: that council approve transferring
the 2012 operating surplus of $479,752 to the tax stabilization reserve.
CARRIED
In favour: Sandford, Borrowman, McCallum, Krausert, Helder, Miskow
Opposed: Ridley

Minutes approved by: _______ _______
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85-2013

86-2013

87-2013

Unapproved

Moved by Councillor Krausert to transfer $200,000 from the tax stabilization reserve
to the 2013 operating budget.
CARRIED
In favour: Sandford, Borrowman, Krauser, Helder
Opposed: Ridley, Miskow, McCallum
1. Waste Transfer Station Budget Adjustment
Moved by Mayor Borrowman that council postpone a decision on the waste transfer
station budget adjustment to September 3, 2013, at which time administration will
provide more detailed analysis of alternative #4 (keep current waste transfer station at
Elk Run and build a new materials recycling facility at that site), and will have
conducted some public consultation on that option.
DEFEATED
In favour: Borrowman, Krausert
Opposed: Sandford, Ridley, Miskow, McCallum, Krausert
Moved by Mayor Borrowman to increase the budget for capital project 1344, waste
management infrastructure, by $2,200,000 for a total of $6,055,000, with the additional
amount to be funded from debt.

87A-2013

Moved by Councillor Ridley to amend motion 87-2013 by deleting “with the
additional amount to be funded from debt and adding “with $479,752 to be
funded from the tax stabilization reserve and the balance to be funded by debt.”
DEFEATED
In favour: Ridley, Miskow
Opposed: Sandford, Borrowman, McCallum, Krausert, Helder

87B-2013

Moved by Councillor Helder to amend motion 87-2013 by deleting “by $2,200,000
for a total of $6,055,000, with the additional” with “by $1,900,000 for a total of
$5,755,00, with a minimum.”
DEFEATED
In favour: Helder
Opposed: Sandford, Ridley, Miskow, Borrowman, McCallum, Krausert

87-2013

The vote followed on motion 87-2013: to increase the budget for capital project 1344,
waste management infrastructure, by $2,200,000 for a total of $6,055,000, with the
additional amount to be funded from debt.
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

88-2013

Moved by Mayor Borrowman that council increase the budget for capital project
1336, recycling baler equipment, by $70,000 for a total of $300,000 with the additional
amount to be funded from debt.
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

89-2013

MOTION TO EXTEND COUNCIL MEETING
Moved by Mayor Borrowman that council approve extending the meeting past four
hours, with the meeting to end no later than 11 p.m.
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

Minutes approved by: _______ _______
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Unapproved

2. Town of Canmore Consolidated Financial Statements, for the year ended
December 31, 2012.
Douglas Mundell, senior audit partner for the Town’s auditor, Young Parkyn NcNab
LLP, spoke to a written submission included in the agenda package for this meeting.
90-2013

91-2013

92-2013

93-2013

Moved by Mayor Borrowman that council accept the Town of Canmore’s
consolidated financial statements, for the year ended December 31, 2012, as
presented.
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
K. IN CAMERA
1. Audited Financial Statements – Auditor Interview
Moved by Mayor Borrowman that council go in camera at 10:01 p.m. to protect
advice from officials from disclosure.
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
Moved by Mayor Borrowman that council return to the public meeting at 10:13 p.m.
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
G. BYLAW APPROVAL
1. Downtown Business Revitalization Zone (BRZ) Tax Bylaw 2013-13
Moved by Mayor Borrowman that council give first reading to Bylaw 2013-13.
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

94-2013

Moved by Mayor Borrowman that council give second reading to Bylaw 2013-13.
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

95-2013

Moved by Mayor Borrowman that council go to third reading of Bylaw 2013-13.
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

96-2013

Moved by Mayor Borrowman that council give third reading to Bylaw 2013-13.
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

97-2013

2. Supplementary Assessment Bylaw 2013-09
Moved by Mayor Borrowman that council give first reading to Bylaw 2013-09.
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

98-2013

Moved by Mayor Borrowman that council give second reading to Bylaw 2013-09.
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

99-2013

Moved by Mayor Borrowman that council go to third reading of Bylaw 2013-09.
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

100-2013

Moved by Mayor Borrowman that council give third reading to Bylaw 2013-09.
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
3. Property Tax Bylaw 2013-11 and Supplementary Property Tax Bylaw 2013-10
Administration noted a correction to attachment 3 of the report submitted in the
agenda package. The agenda package has since been updated with the correct
information.
Minutes approved by: _______ _______
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101-2013

102-2013
103-2013

Unapproved

Moved by Councillor McCallum that council direct administration to bring back an
amendment to the Division of Class I Property bylaw in order to apply the residential
mill rate to properties of the tourist home subclass of residential whose owners have
signed at statutory declaration stating that their home is used strictly for residential
purposes, regardless of their permanent address; and that the monies needed to fund
the budget shortfall in 2013 are drawn down from the tax stabilization fund.
CARRIED
In favour: Miskow, Borrowman, McCallum, Krausert, Helder
Opposed: Sandford, Ridley
MOTION TO EXTEND COUNCIL MEETING
Moved by Mayor Borrowman that council approve extending the meeting 11 p.m.
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
Moved by Councillor Krausert that council direct administration to revise the
Property Tax Bylaw to reflect the reduced amount of funds to be raised by general
municipal taxation, as well all of the changes to the number in the bylaw flowing from
this revision, due to the resolution passed by council applying $200,000 from the tax
stabilization fund to the operating budget for 2013; revise the alternative scenarios to
reflect this change; and bring back the bylaw to council for consideration on May 7,
2013.
CARRIED
Opposed: Ridley
H. CORRESPONDENCE/INFORMATION
None
I. REPORTS FROM ADMINISTRATION
None
J. NOTICES OF MOTION
None

104-2013

K. ADJOURNMENT
Moved by Mayor Borrowman to adjourn the April 23, 2013 special meeting of council
at 11:36 p.m.
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
_________________________
John Borrowman, Mayor

__________________________
Cheryl Hyde, Municipal Clerk

Minutes approved by: _______ _______
May 7, 2013 Regular Meeting 5 p.m.
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Request for Decision
DATE OF MEETING:

May 7, 2013

TO:

Council

SUBJECT:

Property Tax Bylaw and Supplementary Property Tax Bylaw

SUBMITTED BY:

Shannon Staple, Treasury Officer
Terry Holt, Manager of Financial Services

RECOMMENDATION:

1)
2)

Agenda #: F-1

That first, second and third reading be given to Bylaw 2013-11,
Property Tax Rate Bylaw.
That first, second and third reading be given to Bylaw 2013-10
Supplementary Property Tax Rate Bylaw.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
Each year Administration reviews the municipal tax requirement and sets the municipal tax rate for the
various residential sub-classes and non-residential property. Administration endeavors to establish tax rates
that will ensure a consistent and equitable percentage increase over the prior year’s municipal taxation
amounts. Administration’s recommendation is that this methodology be maintained for 2013 rate setting.
This results in a municipal tax increase of 3.3% for residential and non-residential under the status quo
methodology.1
MOST RECENT COUNCIL DIRECTION OR POLICY
Resolution 103-2013
Moved by Councilor Krausert that council direct administration to revise the Property Tax Bylaw to reflect the reduced amount of
funds to be raised by general municipal taxation, as well all of the changes to the number in the bylaw flowing from this revision,
due to the resolution passed by council applying $200,000 from the tax stabilization fund to the operating budget for 2013;
revise the alternative scenarios to reflect this change; and bring back the bylaw to council for consideration on May 7, 2013. –
CARRIED (Opposed: Ridley)
PREVIOUS COUNCIL DIRECTION OR POLICY
On December 11, 2012, Town Council approved the 2013 Operating Budget as presented through
Resolutions 483-2012. The Town of Canmore 2013 budget for Municipal Property Tax revenue is
$18,467,385 less $200,000 to be contributed from the Tax Stabilization Reserve for a total requirement of
$18,267,385. This amount includes $525,000 raised through residential and non-residential assessment for
Perpetual Affordable Housing (PAH).
On September 18, 2012, the Town of Canmore Council approved the creation of the Property Tax Taskforce
(337-2012), which sought to engage in a review of municipal tax classifications, mill rate splits, and

1

Based on the approved budget, the total municipal property tax is budgeted to increase by 3.34%. On an individual
level, most property owners will experience a tax change either above or below the average. Only an individual property
owner, whose assessment changes by an amount similar to the overall average, will experience a municipal tax increase
that is also average.
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implications thereof, and to provide advice to Council on an appropriate level of taxation between municipal
tax classifications.
On April 16, 2013, Town of Canmore Council accepted the report, A Property Tax Policy Framework for the
Town of Canmore: Analysis and Recommendations, for planning purposes and directed administration to craft a tax
policy based on this report.
This report proposed a number of objectives and policy statement recommendations. A key objective was,
“Equity and competitiveness in the distribution of the residential and non-residential tax share”. The
proposed policy statement was. “The Town of Canmore will target a tax share split at one-third to two-thirds
between the non-residential to residential sector. This split was determined after a review of taxation levels in
comparable municipalities. The Town of Canmore will phase in any tax shift between classes, and monitor
the other indicators of tax rate ratios and residential taxes per capita of comparable municipalities on an
ongoing basis.”
DISCUSSION
The Town of Canmore only collects enough property taxes to satisfy the previously approved budget
requirements. This is done by adjusting the tax rate and then applying it to the current property assessment.
The Town’s Assessor has provided the assessment values used to establish tax rates for 2013. The total
taxable assessment base of $5,259M decreased by -$13M (-0.2%) over the previous year.
•
•

Real Growth:
+$57M ($43M Residential, $14M Non-residential)
Market Decline: - $70M

For information purposes, average and median assessment changes are provided below. It is important to
note that those properties with assessment changes above or below the average or median will see higher or
lower taxation increases. Average and Median assessment changes for 2013 versus 2012 are as follows:
Residential properties (excluding residential condos)
Residential condo properties
Non-residential properties (excluding Condo & Hotel)
Condo Hotel properties

- Average
- Average
- Average
- Average

+0.4%
-1.0%
+3.2%
-9.9%

Median
Median
Median
Median

+0.1%
-0.3%
+2.1%
-12.4%

* Individual tax increases/decreases are dependent on the individual property.
The 2013 requisition of $893,126 for Bow Valley Regional Housing has been determined by its Management
Body. This includes the final annual debt repayment of $73,591.
Supplementary assessment taxation forms part of this bylaw. A Council that passes a bylaw for property tax
must use the same rates if supplementary tax rates are to be imposed (MGA 369).
ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS
In recognition of the Property Tax Taskforce recommendations, Administration has provided alternatives for
Council consideration. The following alternatives are provided in recognition of a target tax share split at
one-third to two-thirds between the non-residential to residential sector. For a summary of impact analysis,
please see Attachment 3.
1. Alternative #1 - Commercial to Residential tax share adjustment of $100,000.
2. Alternative #2 - Commercial to Residential tax share adjustment of $200,000.
May 7, 2013 Regular Meeting 5 p.m.
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3. Alternative #3 - Commercial to Residential tax share adjustment of $300,000.
FINANCIAL IMPACTS
1) The Town of Canmore 2013 Municipal Property Tax requirement is $18,467,385 (includes PAH).
2) The Town of Canmore 2013 budget for Supplementary Tax revenue is $25,000.
The noted Bylaws will ensure that sufficient funds are generated for the Town’s 2013 budget programs and
requisitions. They will also ensure the Town collects the necessary funds for the provincial education
requisitions for Alberta School Foundation Fund, Christ the Redeemer Catholic School Division.
STAKEHOLDER ENGAGEMENT
1) Property Tax Taskforce (Feb-Apr 2013).
2) Administration will issue tax notices in May.
STRATEGIC ALIGNMENT
Town of Canmore decisions are based on informed and accurate information and deliberated in an open and
transparent fashion.
ATTACHMENTS
1) Attachment 1 - Property Tax Rate Bylaw showing alternative #1
2) Attachment 2 - Supplementary Property Tax Rate Bylaw.
3) Attachment 3 - Commercial to Residential tax share adjustment alternatives.
AUTHORIZATION

Submitted by:

Shannon Staple
Treasury Officer

Date:

Approved by:

Terry Holt
Manager of Financial Services

Date:

April 30, 2013

Approved by:

Lisa de Soto, P.Eng.
Chief Administrative Officer

Date:

May 2, 2013
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Attachm
ment 1

BYL
LAW 2013-111
A BY
YLAW OF THE
T
TOWN
N OF CANM
MORE, IN THE PROV
VINCE OF
F ALBERTA
A,
TO IM
MPOSE A TAX
T
IN RES
SPECT OF PROPERT
TY IN THE
E TOWN OF
F CANMOR
RE
HE YEAR 20013
IN TH
WHEREAS the estimaated municipall expendituress and transferss set out in thhe budget for tthe Town of
Canmore for 2013 totall $39,292,013;
HEREAS the estimated muunicipal revenuues and transffers from all sources other tthan taxation is
AND WH
estimated at $21,024,628, and the ballance of $18,267,385 is to be raised by geeneral municip
pal taxation;
HEREAS the requisitions are:
a
AND WH
AS FF (Albertaa S chool Found
dation Fund)
-Residential
-Non-residential

$144,575,561
11,520,870
3,054,691

CRCS D
(Christ the Reedeemer Cathoolic S chool Diviision)
-Residential
-Non-residential

$545,414
497,390
48,024

ng
Bow Valley Reegional Housin

$893,126

AND WH
HEREAS the assessed valuue of all property in the Tow
wn of Canmorre, as shown o
on the assessm
ment
roll is:
Residentiall
Tourist Hom
me
Vacant Servviced
Senior's Ap
partments
Non-reside
ential
Machinery & Equipment
Linear
Total

Asses
ssment
4,249
9,115,200
126
6,956,460
87
7,335,170
2
2,027,620
783
3,997,390
351,350
9
9,514,140
$5,259,,297,330

NOW TH
HEREFORE
E The Councill of the Town of Canmore, in the Provinnce of Alberta,, duly assemblled,
enacts as follows:
f
1. TITL
LE
1.1. This
T bylaw shaall be known as
a the Propertty Tax Rate 20013 Bylaw
HORIZATIO
ON
2. AUTH
2.1. Council
C
is auth
horized to imp
pose a tax in respect
r
of the property in C
Canmore to raiise revenue to
oward
the
t payment of
o
a))
The expeenditures and transfers
t
set out
o in the Tow
wn of Canmorre budget, andd
b)) The requuisitions.

Bylaw approved by: ____
____ _______
_
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2.2. Tax rates imposed under the bylaw are:

Tax Levy

Assessment

Tax Rate
(in mills)

General Municipal
-Residential
-Tourist Home
-Vacant Serviced
-Non-residential

$17,742,385
9,445,646
873,341
577,764
6,845,634

$5,259,297,330
4,251,142,820
126,956,460
87,335,170
793,862,880

2.22191
6.87906
6.61548
8.62319

AS FF (Alberta S chool Foundation Fund)
-Residential
-Non-residential

$14,575,561
11,520,870
3,054,691

$5,050,546,024
4,278,683,367
771,862,657

2.69262
3.95756

CRCS D (Christ the Redeemer Catholic S chool Division)
-Residential
-Non-residential

$545,414
497,390
48,024

$196,858,196
184,723,463
12,134,733

2.69262
3.95756

PAH (Perpetually Affordable Housing)
-Residential
-Non-residential

$525,000
262,500
262,500

$5,257,269,710
4,463,406,830
793,862,880

0.05881
0.33066

Bow Valley Regional Housing

$893,126

$5,257,269,710

0.16988

3. ENACTMENT/TRANSITION
3.1. If any clause in this bylaw is found to be invalid, it shall be severed from the remainder of the bylaw
and shall not invalidate the whole bylaw.
3.2. Bylaw 2012-06 is repealed.
3.3. This bylaw comes into force on the date it is passed.
FIRST READING:
SECOND READING:
THIRD READING:
Approved on behalf of the Town of Canmore:
John Borrowman
Mayor

Date

Cheryl Hyde
Municipal Clerk

Date

Bylaw approved by: _______ _______
May 7, 2013 Regular Meeting 5 p.m.
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BYLAW 2013-10
A BYLAW OF THE TOWN OF CANMORE, IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA,
TO IMPOSE A SUPPLEMENTARY TAX IN 2013
The Council of the Town of Canmore, in the Province of Alberta, duly assembled, enacts as follows:
1: TITLE
1.1. This bylaw shall be known as the Supplementary Tax Rate 2013 Bylaw.
2: SUPPLEMENTARY TAX
2.1. Council is authorized to impose a supplementary property tax on all properties for which a
supplementary assessment has been prepared in accordance with Supplementary Assessment 2013
Bylaw 09-2013.
3: ENACTMENT/TRANSITION
3.1. If any clause in this bylaw is found to be invalid, it shall be severed from the remainder of the bylaw
and shall not invalidate the whole bylaw.
3.2. Bylaw 2012-07 is repealed.
3.3. This bylaw comes into force on the date it is passed.

FIRST READING:
SECOND READING:
THIRD READING:
Approved on behalf of the Town of Canmore:

John Borrowman
Mayor

Date

Cheryl Hyde
Municipal Clerk

Date

Bylaw approved by: _______ _______
May 7, 2013 Regular Meeting 5 p.m.
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Alternatives Analysis - Commercial to Residential Tax Share Adjustment
1.
2.
3.

Alternative #1 - Commercial to Residential tax share adjustment of $100,000.
Alternative #2 - Commercial to Residential tax share adjustment of $200,000.
Alternative #3 - Commercial to Residential tax share adjustment of $300,000.

Year-over-year Tax Impact

`

Average
Assessments
2012
2013

Original
Budget

REVISED BUDGET

Alternative #1

Alternative #2

Alternative #3

$200k from Tax
Stabilization (103-2013)

Commercial to
Residential Shift

Commercial to
Residential Shift

Commercial to
Residential Shift

4.5%

3.3%

$100,000

$200,000

$300,000

Residential

$751,168

$752,838

$

73

4.5%

$

54

3.3%

$

70

4.3%

$

85

5.3%

$

100

6.2%

Tourist Home

$420,692

$395,544

$

119

4.5%

$

88

3.3%

$

113

4.3%

$

138

5.2%

$

163

6.2%

Vacant Serviced

$573,593

$560,000

$

161

4.5%

$

120

3.3%

$

154

4.3%

$

188

5.2%

$

222

6.2%

Non-Residential

$958,348

$943,326

$

354

4.5%

$

263

3.3%

$

144

1.8%

$

25

0.3%

$

(94)

-1.2%

1

On an individual level, most property owners will experience a tax change either above or below the average. Only an individual
property owner, whose assessment changes by an amount similar to the overall average, will experience a municipal tax increase
that is also average.
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Alternative #1 – Tax Rate Table - Commercial to Residential tax share adjustment of $100,000.

Tax Rate
(in mills)

Tax Levy
$17,742,385
9,532,329
881,356
583,066
6,745,634

Assessment
$5,259,297,330
4,251,142,820
126,956,460
87,335,170
793,862,880

$14,575,561
11,520,870
3,054,691

$5,050,546,024
4,278,683,367
771,862,657

2.69262
3.95756

CRCS D (Christ the Redeemer Catholic S chool Division)
-Residential
-Non-residential

$545,414
497,390
48,024

$196,858,196
184,723,463
12,134,733

2.69262
3.95756

PAH (Perpetually Affordable Housing)
-Residential
-Non-residential

$525,000
262,500
262,500

$5,257,269,710
4,463,406,830
793,862,880

0.05881
0.33066

Bow Valley Regional Housing

$893,126

$5,257,269,710

0.16988

General Municipal
-Residential
-Tourist Home
-Vacant Serviced
-Non-residential
AS FF (Alberta S chool Foundation Fund)
-Residential
-Non-residential

May 7, 2013 Regular Meeting 5 p.m.
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Alternative #2– Tax Rate Table - Commercial to Residential tax share adjustment of $200,000.

Tax Rate
(in mills)

Tax Levy
$17,742,385
9,619,013
889,371
588,368
6,645,634

Assessment
$5,259,297,330
4,251,142,820
126,956,460
87,335,170
793,862,880

$14,575,561
11,520,870
3,054,691

$5,050,546,024
4,278,683,367
771,862,657

2.69262
3.95756

CRCS D (Christ the Redeemer Catholic S chool Division)
-Residential
-Non-residential

$545,414
497,390
48,024

$196,858,196
184,723,463
12,134,733

2.69262
3.95756

PAH (Perpetually Affordable Housing)
-Residential
-Non-residential

$525,000
262,500
262,500

$5,257,269,710
4,463,406,830
793,862,880

0.05881
0.33066

Bow Valley Regional Housing

$893,126

$5,257,269,710

0.16988

General Municipal
-Residential
-Tourist Home
-Vacant Serviced
-Non-residential
AS FF (Alberta S chool Foundation Fund)
-Residential
-Non-residential
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Alternative #3– Tax Rate Table - Commercial to Residential tax share adjustment of $300,000.

Tax Rate
(in mills)

Tax Levy
$17,742,385
9,705,696
897,385
593,670
6,545,634

Assessment
$5,259,297,330
4,251,142,820
126,956,460
87,335,170
793,862,880

$14,575,561
11,520,870
3,054,691

$5,050,546,024
4,278,683,367
771,862,657

2.69262
3.95756

CRCS D (Christ the Redeemer Catholic S chool Division)
-Residential
-Non-residential

$545,414
497,390
48,024

$196,858,196
184,723,463
12,134,733

2.69262
3.95756

PAH (Perpetually Affordable Housing)
-Residential
-Non-residential

$525,000
262,500
262,500

$5,257,269,710
4,463,406,830
793,862,880

0.05881
0.33066

Bow Valley Regional Housing

$893,126

$5,257,269,710

0.16988

General Municipal
-Residential
-Tourist Home
-Vacant Serviced
-Non-residential

AS FF (Alberta S chool Foundation Fund)
-Residential
-Non-residential
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Request for Decision
DATE OF MEETING:

May 7, 2012

Agenda #: H-1

TO:

Council

SUBJECT:

Capital Project 1321 Town Centre Transit Stop - Location

SUBMITTED BY:

Jacob M. Johnson, C.E.T. – Engineering Technologist

RECOMMENDATION:

That Council approve 9th Street between the tourist information building
and the old library as the location for the Town Centre Transit Stop

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
As the most utilized destination for regional public transit (ROAM), and as a large tourism and employment
hub, the town centre is a logical location for a transit stop. Existing use of the town centre by transit
providers, including ROAM, Greyhound, tour couches, and shuttle companies, has created demand for a
transit stop offering a small shelter, site furnishings, and information for waiting users.
The existing bus stop currently located on 10th Street does not meet transit user needs and to improve the
stop Council has approved a Capital Budget for 2013. Through development of the Integrated
Transportation Plan, underway since January 2012, it has been determined that 9th Street, near the tourist
information building, is the most appropriate location for a transit stop.
Administration is seeking Council approval to relocate the ROAM and tour coach stop from 10th Street to 9th
Street, and to construct basic amenities for passenger safety and comfort.
Ultimately the Integrated Transportation Master Plan and Town Centre Enhancement Plan will inform where
future infrastructure is required as transit demands grow.
PREVIOUS COUNCIL DIRECTION OR POLICY
The 2013 Capital Budget was approved by Council December 5, 2013.
DISCUSSION
A town centre transit stop should make visitors feel safe, welcome, and like they have arrived at the heart of
somewhere special. There should be a number of basic amenities provided, such as shelter, garbage/recycle
units, and wayfinding signage. To promote active modes the stop should provide bicycle lockers, covered
bike parking, and good pedestrian connections to destinations. The stop should be central to the amenities
that have drawn visitors to the town centre, and that would be expected of a tourist based town, such as
visitor information, civic buildings, washrooms, shopping, and dining. Additionally there should be
consideration for potential future growth as the success of transit in Canmore may require.
$100,000 funded by the Federal Gas Tax Fund is allocated for design and construction of a small transit stop
in Canmore’s town centre. This available budget will facilitate creation of a concrete pad with lighting,
benches, garbage and recycle units, and a small transit shelter.
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Through recent years Greyhound has utilized an ad hoc stop on 9th Street adjacent to the tourist information
building for more than 60 stops per week. During daytime hours public washrooms are available at the site
and there are two nearby benches. However no shelter or other amenities are provided. This stop is also
utilized by local shuttle companies and tour operators for cycling, rafting, and other activities.
In 2012 Regional Transit began service between Canmore and Banff. The business plan for the Regional
Transit Commission suggests local service within Canmore in the medium term. The Commission approved
bus route currently includes a stop on 10th Street with over 80 stops per week. Tour coaches also use this
stop providing their guests with access to Canmore’s town centre.
The proposed transit stop is intended to support all transit providers as well as the social, cultural and
economic health of the downtown core and its essential role as the heart of the community. While several
potential town centre transit stop locations have been assessed, the recommended 9th Street location provides
the following opportunities and benefits:












Will be consistent with and build on the intent of the 1998 Town Centre Enhancement Plan for
public and pedestrian-oriented space.
The Town owned Civic Corridor presents the greatest flexibility for development of the desired
space without reliance on or significant impacts from any adjacent private developments.
Although 9th Street appears constrained, it presents significant available space for stopping buses as
well as creating a platform for required shelter, amenities, and waiting users.
Provides a “sense of arrival” with its immediate proximity to tourist information building, Civic
Centre, and Main Street. This “sense of arrival” will be enhanced as transit use grows and
corresponding phases of the transit plaza and greater Town Centre Enhancement Plan are realized.
Will provide shelter and services for passengers and visitors utilizing existing Town owned land while
minimizing impacts on parking.
Will accommodate pedestrians by providing an upgraded urban realm that includes lighting, site
furnishings, landscaping and wayfinding,
Supports good pedestrian connectivity
o within the site and beyond (regardless of the future use of the parking lot),
o towards 10th Street and Main Street shopping, services, dining and the downtown core,
o to the visitor information building,
o to the Town’s facilities including; the Civic Centre, Museum, and the future Arts Centre.
Public washrooms for passengers and operators already exist.
Diversion from the main transit desire line is minor. It should be noted that for public transit
services, it is likely that drivers will use the town centre as a point to use the washroom; the proximity
of this location to the appropriate facilities will likely negate any “lost” time.

The concept will begin to transform the parking area between the future Art Centre and tourist information
building into a central meeting area for pedestrians and transit users. It could become the central gateway into
the downtown for transit users.
It is important to note that bus operation on 9th Street has been a contentious issue with residents of
Canmore Place since 2009. Resident concerns include noise, fuel emissions, and the constrained right of way.
Similar complaints have also been brought forward with the existing stop on 10th Street. There needs to be an
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acceptance in the downtown area that commercial traffic will be present and will have impacts. These would
not be expected on local residential streets, but should be expected in the downtown commercial area.
No site is perfect and the recommended 9th Street location has issues that need to be addressed. Enhanced
lighting will need to be provided at the stop to create a safe, comfortable, and inviting space. The 9th Street
alley has not yet been converted to a one way street or upgraded to the pedestrian friendly realm envisioned
in the 1998 Town Centre Enhancement Plan. These improvements are part of the 10 year Capital Plan.
Future development of the Arts Centre will also contribute to creating the space.
Though 9th Street presents an opportunity to create a larger transit plaza that is not the scope of the current
project. Any future expansion or enhancement will be consistent with the directives of the Integrated
Transportation Master Plan and Town Centre Enhancement Plan.
ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS
 Main Street
o Various transit stops could be provided on Main Street, however there is no available space
for amenities such as transit shelters.
o Would result in significant loss of parking on Main Street to accommodate bus bays.
o Sidewalk widths are too narrow to accommodate waiting users without impacting passersby.
o Transit routes would be negatively impacted by Main Street traffic congestion and frequent
event road closures. Maintaining schedules would be very problematic.
 800 Block of 10th Street
o Currently presents no “sense of arrival”, has a residential feel disconnected from Main
Street.
o Is further removed from key services, businesses, and destinations provided in the Civic
Corridor and on Main Street.
o Does not contribute to the place making envisioned for the Civic Corridor in the Town
Centre Enhancement Plan.
o Creation of an appropriate environment on 10th Street is more reliant on and subject to
adjacent private development.
o It is unlikely that a queu of parked buses on 10th Street will be desirable at build-out.
 Elevation Place
o While Elevation Place is a key transit destination and should be serviced accordingly, it does
not support the social, cultural, and economic health of the downtown as the heart of the
community.
o Railway Avenue is not particularly pedestrian or cyclist friendly for accessing transit.
o Roam Buses travel on the opposite side of the road, requiring pedestrians to wait opposite
the building, or to route the Roam bus into the site, affecting its scheduling.
 Bow Valley Trail
o Lack of town land would likely mean land acquisition.
o Would require rerouting of the Roam bus system.
o Lack of amenities for transit users.
o Too far removed from any significant transit user destinations.
 800 block Alley North of (behind) Main Street
o The primary concern with this location is existing heavy use by delivery vehicles that block
the laneway for significant durations.
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Possible transit routes on this block would be blocked by the Mountain Market on
Thursdays throughout the summer months unless busses were also directed down the 700
block laneway.

FINANCIAL IMPACTS
While the existing budget is tight, costs are not expected to be significantly impacted by location selection.
The proximity of the recommended 9th Street location to existing amenities such as the tourist information
building, Civic Centre, and public washrooms will reduce the need for costly duplicate infrastructure.
Additionally Town owned lots within the civic corridor eliminate the need for any costly land redevelopment
or acquisition.
The modular site furnishings such as the transit shelter, benches, garbage/recycle units, bike racks, etc. can be
relocated to other transit stop locations as future planning may recommend.
STAKEHOLDER ENGAGEMENT
Initial internal stakeholder engagement has taken place and will continue with Parks, Streets and Roads,
Facilities, Planning and Development, and Solid Waste Services. Engineering Services will also continue to
consult with External Stakeholders including ROAM, Greyhound, CBT, and the BRZ thru concept
development and design. Affected residents have engaged Administration and Council and some have
participated in the recent Transportation Planning Open House held at Elevation Place. Adjacent residents
and individual businesses will be informed as project details become available.
STRATEGIC ALIGNMENT
Strategic Initiative

Specific Actions

Results Expected Relative to
Business Plan
Goal: The social , cultural and economic health of the downtown is essential to maintaining the downtown as
the heart of the community.
Update and implement the
Review and update 1998 Town
 Complements previous 9th Street
Downtown Enhancement
Centre Enhancement plan in
enhancement planning work
th
Concept for 9 Street, the
conjunction with ongoing work
lanes north of Main Street,
on the Integrated Transportation
 Connections to the existing plazas in
and the Policeman’s Creek
Master Plan
front of Tourism Canmore and the
Pond.
Civic Centre
Foster a diversity of essential
Partner with Canmore Business
 Creates new and inviting entrance
services in the downtown
and Tourism and the BRZ to
for public transit and other bus
area.
define the essential services and
services
implement options for how these
services can be fostered in the
 Strong connection to the rest of
downtown.
downtown Canmore
Goal: Canmore’s services and programs meet the needs of a diverse socioeconomic population
Through the Bow Valley
Create a downtown transit stop /
 Supports previous local transit planning
Regional Transit
shelter integrated with private
work
Commission, create regional
and tourist operators
and local transit systems
 Provides a stop for the regional service
that is in the downtown core – creates a
strong connection to the downtown
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ATTACHMENTS
Attachment #1: Town Centre Transit Stop - Preliminary Concept
AUTHORIZATION
Submitted by:

Jacob M. Johnson, C.E.T.
Engineering Technologist

Date:

April 23, 2013

Approved by:

Terry Holt
Manager of Financial Services

Date:

n/a

Approved by:

Andy Esarte, P.Eng.
Manager of Engineering Services

Date

April 30, 2013

Approved by:

Gary Buxton
GM of Municipal Infrastructure

Date:

May 2, 2013

Approved by:

Lisa de Soto, P.Eng.
Chief Administrative Officer

Date:

May 2, 2013
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Request for Decision
DATE OF MEETING:

May 7, 2013

TO:

Council

SUBJECT:

South Canmore Road Rehabilitation

SUBMITTED BY:

Andy Esarte, Manager of Engineering

RECOMMENDATION:

That Council approve the following new additional scope for capital project
1318:






Agenda #: H-2

2nd Street rehabilitation from 3rd Avenue to 7th Avenue
Creation of a “Pedestrian Priority Zone” on the 400 and 500
blocks of 4th
Addition of sidewalk on the north side of the 600 block of 4th
Street using ECO Flex product
Stopping of through traffic from 3rd Avenue on to 4th Street
Pedestrian bridge over Spring Creek and associated pathways at
the end of 4th Street

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
A five year street and drainage rehabilitation plan was included as part of the 2013 capital budget. The
rehabilitation of 3rd Street and 4th Street and associated utility work was approved for construction in 2013.
The approved project budget is $2,500,000.
A competitive bidding process yielded seven bids with a low bid at 70% of our four-year averages. As a
result, our current estimate at completion for the projects is $1,700,000.
Current favorable tender prices provide an opportunity to not only regain schedule on our street and drainage
rehabilitation program, but to also improve key pedestrian and cyclist links. The projects outlined in the staff
recommendation are proposed to be added to the existing scope.
PREVIOUS COUNCIL DIRECTION OR POLICY
In December 2013, Council approved a $2,500,000 budget for South Canmore Rehabilitation.
On November 17, 2009, Council approved a rehabilitation plan for South Canmore. Direction was given to
repair existing sidewalks and to fill in missing sections. Roadway widths for 4th Street were approved at 5.0m
with no additional sidewalks being proposed.
DISCUSSION
2nd Street is a natural addition to the current year’s work, as it is adjacent to the current construction area, is in
very poor condition, and requires the same rehabilitation as 3rd and 4th Street. This is the logical area for
inclusion in this year’s program. Other than spot repairs, no deep utility work is planned for the street.
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Administration is proposing several improvements to accommodate improved pedestrian connectivity along
4th Street. 4th Street is identified in the 2006 Transportation Master Plan as an important pedestrian and cycle
link between South Canmore and Spring Creek. The community has demonstrated a desire for the
connection, having recently constructed a bridge crossing over Spring Creek at 4th Street, which, due to a lack
of permits and planning, was later removed. The current Integrated Transportation Master planning has
again highlighted the importance of this route. We anticipate that this connection will form part of both a
Commuter Trail Network, and be designated as a “Safe Route to School”.
As a first step in formalizing this link, Engineering recommends construction of a “Pedestrian Priority Zone”
along the 400 and 500 blocks of 4th Street. Developed during a design charrette with a number of 4th street
residents, a Pedestrian Priority Zone would facilitate traffic to a new pedestrian bridge crossing Spring Creek
at 4th Street. This zone would permit pedestrian and cyclist travel on the road, limit vehicles to 20km/hr, and
will require vehicles to yield to pedestrians and cyclists. To create this space only subtle differences from the
approved 2009 plan are required, and sidewalks are no longer needed. The changes include: maintaining a 5.0
meter wide asphalt surface, however the road will have slight curvature to reduce travel speeds; the
intersection at 5th Avenue will be narrowed to calm traffic and allow for pedestrians to safely transition on
and off nearby sidewalks to the 4th Street roadway, signage will be added at each of the three entry points to
the “Pedestrian Priority Zone”. To further limit traffic volumes, and speeds, traffic will no longer be
permitted to turn the corner onto 4th Street from 3rd Avenue – a currently identified conflict area.
A resident proposed that a study be undertaken to understand the effects of the 4th Street Pedestrian Priority
Zone on adjacent streets. Further assessment has suggested impacts will be minor, however our
transportation consultant has provided a recommendation that traffic calming be implemented at the
entrance to 3rd Street from 5th Avenue to discourage shortcutting by traffic that would have otherwise used 4th
Street to shortcut.
A sidewalk that was originally proposed for the north side of the 600 block of 4th Street is still recommended.
However, to address resident concerns around heaving and cracking we are proposing a trial section of a
product called ECO-Flex Artificial Paving Stone Sidewalk. This recycled tire panel is stamped to look like
paving stones, and is designed to flex to accommodate heaving. Additional benefits of this product are
highlighted in Attachment #3.
Construction of the 4th Street pedestrian bridge is expected to take place in conjunction with construction of
the 5th Street pedestrian bridge by the Spring Creek Mountain Village developer. This work is dependent on
water table levels, and Alberta Environment approvals. We anticipate conditions will permit construction
within three years.
For an overview of all proposed scope changes, please refer to Attachment #2.
ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS
A number of alternatives for safe, and accessible pedestrian connectivity along 4th Street have been
considered in consultation with residents. They include:


Sidewalk on the north side of 4th street along the 400, 500, and 600 blocks. This treatment is the
standard recommended by design professionals and was our initial proposal to residents in March.
There was a strong response – both in favour and against sidewalk. A number of the supporters of
sidewalk, and very few of those opposed, reside on the 600 block of 4th street. We therefore
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continue to propose sidewalk along that block as the appropriate solution. A number of residents on
the 400 and 500 blocks of 4th Street were strongly opposed to sidewalk and a few residents were in
favour. We ultimately determined that the “Pedestrian Priority Zone” compromise was appropriate
for this area.
Road widening with a segregated bicycle/pedestrian lane. This option did not address speeds – one
of the primary concerns on the block. Wider roads promote faster speeds and in turn more serious
injuries in vehicle collisions with pedestrians. This option was therefore not selected.
Sticking to the 2009 plan – 5.0 meter road width and no pedestrian accommodation. This is at the
opposite end of the solution spectrum versus providing sidewalks. This is not consistent with our
values (Mining the Future), business plan goals, Integrated Transportation Plan principals, or spirit of
our community. Since a solution that is acceptable for the majority of residents has been found,
administration strongly discourages consideration of this option.
ECO Flex sidewalk for the 400, 500, and 600 blocks of 4th Street. This option addressed concerns
around heaving and cracking but did not improve the aesthetics in a way that was favoured by
residents of the 400 and 500 blocks. Residents of the 600 block that attended the charrettes were in
favour of the ECO Flex product. We therefore propose to use the ECO Flex product along only
that block.
Speed bumps were suggested to slow speeds. Speed bumps are not appropriate as speed control
measures. Drivers tend to speed between them. They also cause problems for emergency vehicles
and plows.

FINANCIAL IMPACTS
The existing capital project was tendered in March and awarded in April. No budget increase is required to
accommodate the proposed additional scope. All costs will fall within the current approved budget of
$2,500,000. This is possible based on tender rates coming in at 70% of the 4-year moving average used in
estimating.
The additional scope permits construction of essential rehabilitation and transportation infrastructure, takes
advantage of current favorable market conditions, and reduces future costs to taxpayers.
The following are estimated costs for the additional scope of work:
2nd Street rehabilitation from 3rd Avenue to 7th
$550,000
Avenue
Creation of a “Pedestrian Priority Zone” on 4th
$100,000
Street between 3rd Avenue and 5th Avenue including
turnarounds at the intersection of 3rd Avenue and
4th Street.
Addition of 140m of sidewalk on the north side of
$40,000-$50,000. Costs may be offset by a provincial
4th Street between 5th Avenue and 6th Avenue using
grant of up to $20,000 for using recycled asphalt. This
ECO Flex product
cost is a premium to concrete sidewalks but would be
comparable if a grant is received.
Pedestrian bridge over Spring Creek and associated
$100,000. This estimate is based limited information.
pathways
It is possible that costs for the bridge structure could
be lower depending on the span permitted by Alberta
Environment.
Total
$800,000
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The revised estimate at completion for the project is $2,500,000.
STAKEHOLDER ENGAGEMENT
A mail-out to all residents of South Canmore was initially completed on March 20th. We received roughly
equal feedback for and against sidewalks. Those opposed were strongly against the idea of sidewalks.
An open house was held for the integrated transportation master plan on April 18th. Invitations were
extended to all residents on 4th street. A number of residents attended where we discussed pedestrian
connectivity, and community goals and principals.
Based on the strong opposition to sidewalks on 4th Street (in particular from the 400 and 500 blocks) a design
charrette was held with 4th Street residents on April 25th with 14 residents attending. Roughly half the
residents were in favour of sidewalks and half were opposed. The main points of opposition were aesthetics,
impact to the character of the street, concerns about maintenance (heaving and cracking) and concerns about
safety (people will just use the road anyway). At that charrette all options were considered. The option
presented in this report was generally agreed upon as the preferred solution.
The revised plan was mailed to all homeowners along 4th Street the week of April 29th. Residents were asked
to provide feedback in advance of the May 7th Council meeting.
STRATEGIC ALIGNMENT
The initiatives in this recommendation adhere to the following goals and strategic initiatives of the Town of
Canmore Strategic Plan:
Goal
1. Canmore has a unique sense of place
4. Canmore is a safe community

Strategic Initiative
 Improve town-wide bicycle and pedestrian route
system and decrease the reliance on car use
 Implement infrastructure upgrades to improve
bicycle and pedestrian safety

These initiatives also align with several of the proposed principals of the Integrated Transportation Plan:






Create a multi-modal transportation network to connect neighborhoods and places of interest.
Active travel options will be available for all trips, year-round.
The cycling network will build on the existing trail system and provide safe and convenient
connections for all skill levels.
The street network will retain a hierarchy, but all streets will serve multiple functions.
A highly connected active transportation system will support a walkable urban form that minimizes
the need for new road crossings of waterways.

The proposed integrated transportation plan principals have been well received by the community throughout
our engagement.
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ATTACHMENTS
1) Attachment 1 – Copy of letter to residents dated March 20, 2013.
2) Attachment 2 – Plan drawing illustrating proposed changes.
3) Attachment 3 – ECO Flex product description.
AUTHORIZATION
Submitted by:

Andy Esarte
Manager of Engineering

Date:

April 30, 2013

Approved by:

Terry Holt
Manager of Financial Services

Date:

May 2, 2013

Approved by:

Gary Buxton
GM of Municipal Infrastructure

Date:

May 1, 2013

Approved by:

Lisa de Soto, P.Eng.
Chief Administrative Officer

Date:

May 2, 2013
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Attachment 1
Town of Canmore
Engineering Services

907 – 7th Ave
Canmore, AB T1W 3K1
(403) 678-1545

March 20, 2013
Dear Sir of Madam,
RE: South Canmore Street and Drainage Rehabilitation
This spring and summer several streets in South Canmore will be repaved, some sidewalk will be
repaired and in-filled, and drainage rehabilitation will occur. Construction is expected to begin in April
and be complete in early August.
We will aim to minimize the impacts of construction, though we do anticipate there will be periods of
time where residents of a particular street or avenue will be inconvinienced. If your home will be
directly impacted by construction you will receive regular updates on construction activities. Please feel
free to call at any time and we will try to respond to issues as best we can.
The map below outlines the extent of rehabilitation on each street.

The construction plan follows a 2009 council approved Street Rehabilitation Plan, which was based on
resident feedback. The original plan can be viewed on our website at www.canmore.ca/southcanmore.
Our 5-year road rehabilitation plan, which includes the remaining work to be completed in South
Canmore, is also available.
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The goal of this year’s project is to rehabilitate aging infrastructure and to improve pedestrian and
cyclist connectivity. At the April 2nd Council meeting we will be proposing modifications from the 2009
council approved rehabilitation plan including:





6.0m pavement width on 4th Street – increased from 5.0m
A sidewalk added on the north side of 4th Street between 3rd Ave and 6th Ave
A sidewalk added on the west side of 6th Ave between 3rd Street and 4th Street
Pavement markings added along 4th Street to emphasize the road is to be shared with cyclists

These proposed changes will create improved travel corridors for pedestrians and cyclists to
destinations in and around South Canmore, including Elevation Place, by way of a future pedestrian
bridge at the end of 4th Street. This bridge will complement an upgraded pedestrian bridge at the end of
5th Street. Together these changes will provide the backbone for creating key travel links including “Safe
Routes to School” for children at Lawrence Grassi Middle school. Visit saferoutestoschool.ca for more
information on this initiative. The following map illustrates several key pedestrian links.

Currently there are approximately 300 crossings per day on the 5th Street bridge. With a new bridge on
4th Street, we anticipate that 200-300 residents and students will use each of these crossings on a typical
day.
If you feel you will be impacted, either positively or negatively, by the proposed rehabilitation and
pedestrian improvements please contact me at aesarte@canmore.ca or 403.678.1545. Our team is
available to meet with you at your property to review concerns and seek ways to address them through
the design. By working with you directly to review your unique situation we can best determine how we
can minimize impacts while meeting the goals of the project.
Sincerely,

Andy Esarte
Manager of Engineering
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Multi-Brick 4'x5' Rubber Sidewalks & Patio Blocks
Size:60" x 48" (overlap system)
Thickness:2"
Weight:230 lbs
Application:Municipal Sidewalks, Residential Sidewalks
Shipping:15 per 4' x 5' skid = 3500 lbs
Eco-Flex® 4' x 5' rubber sidewalks are both permanent
and portable, and offer the durability required to
withstand bicycles, sidewalk plows, and accommodate
wheel chair, walker, constant pedestrian traffic,
equestrian, and vehicular traffic.











Flexible and will not crack or separate from frost heave like concrete.
Modular slabs can be lifted and re-set as required
Provides instant access once installed
All season, all weather durability including snow plowing and de-icing
Safe, anti-slip surface can reduce liability claims
Allows for instant access to underground utilities without losing investment
Attractive colour options and pattern without the steep price of stamped concrete
Unique over/under lap design to help prevent weed growth while also reinforcing proper
installation
Comfortable to walk on
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Request for Decision
DATE OF MEETING:

May 7, 2013

Agenda #: H-3

TO:

Council

SUBJECT:

2013 Municipal Election

SUBMITTED BY:

Cheryl Hyde, Municipal Clerk

RECOMMENDATION:

1) That council:
a) Appoint Cheryl Hyde, municipal clerk, as the returning officer for
the 2013 general municipal election.
b) Authorize the returning officer to hold a minimum of one advance
votes.
c) Authorize the returning officer to send two deputies to the
residence of an elector, during the hours of the advance vote
scheduled closest to election day, to take the vote of an elector
who, because of physical incapacity, is unable to attend a voting
station or an advance voting station to vote.
d) Direct administration to prepare an agreement with the Canadian
Rockies School Division to conduct their election for school board
trustees.
2) That council give first, second and third reading to Nominations Bylaw
2013-12.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
This report provides council with a summary of discretionary powers available under the Local Authorities
Election Act (LAEA), and recommendations for decisions.
PREVIOUS COUNCIL DIRECTION OR POLICY
Recommendations are based on past council direction and administrative experience.
DISCUSSION
The first four recommendations from administration are housekeeping in nature.





With council’s approval, the municipal clerk will perform the duties of the returning officer for the
2013 election.
The returning officer requires council’s approval to hold advance votes, with the dates and times of
such votes at the discretion of the returning officer. Dates are not confirmed yet, however
administration plans to hold at least two advance votes to accommodate electors who cannot attend
on election day.
Incapacitated voter at home services are typically offered on the date of an advance vote rather than
on election day because it can be challenging to spare two deputies on election day.
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It’s common practice for the Town to conduct the election for the school board if an election is
required. The school board pays 50% of the cost of the election if our services are required.

Recommendation 5 is based on council’s indication at the 2014 strategic planning session that they would like
to consider options available with respect to candidate nominations.
Currently, candidates for municipal office are required to submit a nomination form containing a minimum
of 5 signatures from electors. No deposit is required.
The Local Authorities Election Act allows a council of municipality with a population of at least 10,000 to
specify the minimum number of electors required to sign the nomination of a candidate. The number must
be at least 5 and not more than 100. The LAEA also allows the elected authority to require that every
nomination be accompanied with a deposit, which may not exceed $1000. In accordance with the LAEA,
deposits are returned to candidates who are elected, or who obtain at least ½ of the total number of votes
cast for the candidate elected to office with the least number of votes, or who withdraw in accordance with
the LAEA. The LAEA also provides that deposits from unsuccessful candidates who do not obtain number
of votes described above are paid into the Town’s general revenues.
A bylaw providing for 25 signatures and a $100 deposit is attached for council’s consideration. Should council
approve this bylaw, the candidates information package will be updated to reflect the new requirements,
including the associated provisions from the LAEA.
ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS
Our current practices as well as alternatives to those practices are summarized in attachment 1. Aside from
candidate nomination signatures and deposits, administration is recommending no changes to existing
practices. Below is an analysis of the more significant options not recommended by administration.
Expand or increase the types of identification required
The LAEA was amended late in 2012 to require all electors to produce identification proving their identity
and address. Electors may provide government issued identification or a piece of identification on the list
approved by the Chief Electoral Officer for Alberta (attachment 3 to this report). Council may expand this
list to include other types of identification, increase the number of pieces required and specify what they are,
and require electors to provide identification confirming their age.
Administration recommends making no changes to list provided by the Chief Electoral Officer. These are the
same pieces of identification electors need to produce in provincial elections, and so have been developed to
include all Albertans. We also believe that requiring electors to produce more than one piece of identification
may be a barrier to eligible electors. Finally, we have not identified underage voting as being a concern in
Canmore, and so do not support requiring electors to show proof of age.
If council does wish to expand or increase the types of identification required, administration requires a
motion directing that a bylaw be brought to council before May 24, 2013.
Special ballots
Special ballots are mail-in ballots that electors can use to cast their vote from anywhere in the world, through
the mail. While mail-in ballots may be used by small number of electors, administration does not recommend
offering this service for the following reasons:
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Other small municipalities have found the process is used by very few electors, and administration
feels that good customer service would be difficult to provide. Ballots generally arrive at the
municipality in the first week of October, leaving a limited amount of time for a mail turn-around.
Electors voting by special ballot have no way of knowing if their ballots and voting register are
completed in a form acceptable to the returning officer, and will now have the added responsibility
of, and possible privacy concerns around, including copies of their identification with their ballots.
The special ballot process is relatively costly. The City of St. Albert calculated their cost at $15 per
ballot in 2010, compared to Canmore’s cost of $3.75 per voter casting a vote at the voting station.

If council does wish to provide special ballots, administration requires a motion directing provision of the
service.
FINANCIAL IMPACTS
The recommendations will not result in any increase to the budget approved for the 2013 election.
STAKEHOLDER ENGAGEMENT
None.
STRATEGIC ALIGNMENT
None.
ATTACHMENTS
1) Summary of Discretionary Provisions
2) Candidate Nominations Bylaw 2013-12
3) Authorized Identification
AUTHORIZATION

Submitted by:

Cheryl Hyde
Municipal Clerk

Date:

April 24, 2013

Approved by:

Terry Holt
Manager of Financial Services

Date:

n/a

Approved by:

Lorrie O’Brien
GM of Municipal Services

Date:

Approved by:

Lisa de Soto, P.Eng.
Chief Administrative Officer

Date:
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Attachment 1

Local Authorities Election Act
Summary of Discretionary Provisions
Discretionary Provision

Current Practice

Alternative to Current Practice

Action

Deadline

s.2 Enter into an agreement with the
school board to conduct their election.

Agreement with Canadian
Rockies School Division; school
board pays 50% of costs.

Discontinue election partnership
with school board.

Motion, if
approving
agreement

2013.09.27

s.7 Add a bylaw or question to the ballot.

Hasn’t been done in the past.

Approve a question or bylaw for the
ballot.

Motion, if
approving a
question

2013.09.03

s.11 Hold general election on the
Saturday immediately preceding the 3rd
Monday in October.

Hold general election on the
third Monday in October.

Hold the election the preceding
Saturday.

Motion, if
changing the date

2013.06.30

s.13 Appoint a returning officer.

Appoint the municipal clerk.

Appoint another individual, or
appoint no one and the CAO is
considered appointed.

Motion, if
appointing
someone

2013.06.30

s.27 Specify number of signatures on a
nomination form.

Five signatures required.

Increase number to no more than
100.

Bylaw, if increasing
number

2013.06.30

s.28 Receive nominations earlier than 10
a.m; establish additional locations where
nominations may be received.

Receive nominations between
10 a.m. and noon at the civic
centre.

Receive nominations earlier than 10
a.m; establish additional locations
where nominations may be
received.

Bylaw, if making
changes

2013.06.30

s.29 Require a deposit with nomination
form.

No deposit required.

Require a deposit not exceeding
$1000.

Bylaw, if making
changes

2013.08.23

s.33 Death of a candidate.

Continue with the election in the
event of a candidate death.

Postpone the election.

Bylaw, if changing
practice

2013.09.20
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Discretionary Provision

Current Practice

Alternative to Current Practice

s.43 Print ballots in lots.

Bylaw 2007-34 provides for
ballots to be printed in lots with
rotating order of candidates.

Print all ballots in alphabetical order. Repeal bylaw
2007-34, if making
a change

s.46 Open voting station before 10 a.m.
on election day.

Voting station open from 10 a.m. Open voting station earlier.
to 8 p.m.

Bylaw, if making a
change

2013.06.30

s.50 Prepare list of electors

Voters list not prepared.

Direct returning officer to prepare a
voters list.

Bylaw, if list
required

2013.05.21

s.53 Expand on the types or increase the
pieces of identification required to
confirm verification of name, current
address, or age.

NEW.

Use the list provided by the Chief
Electoral Officer, or expand and/or
increase types of identification
required.

Bylaw, if
expanding.

2013.05.24

s.73 Advance vote

Returning officer is authorized to
hold advance votes.

Hold no advance votes.

Motion, if holding.

2013.08.30

s.77 Special ballots

Special ballots are not provided.

Provide special ballots.

Motion, if
authorizing.

2013.09.20

s.79 Incapacitated voter at home

Incapacitated voter at home
service is available during the
advance vote nearest election
day.

Don’t provide service, or choose a
different day and time.

Motion, if
authorizing.

2013.08.30

s.80 Institutional vote

Bylaw 2009-04 authorizes voting
stations at the hospital and Bow
River Seniors Lodge.

Hold no institutional votes.

Repeal bylaw, if
changing.

2013.08.30




Action

Deadline
2013.09.20

Dates shown in bold are set out in the LAEA.
Dates shown in regular type are administrative deadlines.
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BYLAW 2013-12
A BYLAW OF THE TOWN OF CANMORE, IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, TO
ESTABLISH THE NUMBER OF SIGNATURES AND DEPOSIT REQUIRED FOR
THE NOMINATION OF A CANDIDATE IN THE MUNICIPAL ELECTION
The Council of the Town of Canmore, in the Province of Alberta, duly assembled, enacts as follows:
1: TITLE
1.1. This bylaw shall be known as the “Candidate Nominations Bylaw.”
2: SIGNATURES AND DEPOSITS
2.1. A minimum of 25 electors are required to sign the nomination of a candidate for office.
2.2. Every nomination must be accompanied with a deposit of $100.
3: ENACTMENT/TRANSITION
3.1. If any clause in this bylaw is found to be invalid, it shall be severed from the remainder of the bylaw
and shall not invalidate the whole bylaw.
3.2. This bylaw comes into force on the date it is passed.

FIRST READING:
SECOND READING:
THIRD READING:
Approved on behalf of the Town of Canmore:

John Borrowman
Mayor

Date

Cheryl Hyde
Municipal Clerk

Date

Bylaw approved by: _______ _______
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Attachment 3
Authorized Identification with Elector’s Name and Address


Attestation of Residence issued by the
responsible authority of a First Nations band
or reserve



Pension Plan statement of
contributions or participation





Residential lease or mortgage statement

Attestation of Residence issued by the
responsible authority of a Supportive Living
Facility or Treatment Center





Bank/credit card statement or personal
cheque

Statement of government benefits:
E.g. Employment insurance, old-age
security, social assistance, disability support,
or child tax benefit.



Correspondence issued by a school, college
or university



Government cheque or cheque stub



Income/property tax assessment notice



Insurance policy or coverage card



Letter from a public curator, public guardian
or public trustee



One of the following, issued by the
responsible authority of a shelter or
soup kitchen:
E.g. Attestation of residence, letter of stay,
admission form or statement of benefits.





benefits,



Utility bill:
E.g. Telephone, public utilities commission,
television, hydro, gas or water.
Vehicle ownership, registration or
insurance certificate
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Request for Decision
DATE OF MEETING:

May 7, 2013

Agenda #: H-4

TO:

Council

SUBJECT:

Request for council representation on the Canadian Mountain Arts
Foundation board

SUBMITTED BY:

Cheryl Hyde, Municipal Clerk

RECOMMENDATION:

That council appoint ____ as council’s representative on the Canadian
Mountain Arts Foundation board.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
The Canadian Mountain Arts Foundation (CMAF) has submitted a request for a town council member to
serve on its board as a voting director.
PREVIOUS COUNCIL DIRECTION OR POLICY
On April 2, 2013, council approved a service agreement with CMAF. S.6.3 of the agreement states “Council
shall appoint a member to sit as a voting director on the CMAF board.”
DISCUSSION
A written request from the CMAF secretary is attached for council’s information.
ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS
Either the mayor or a councillor may be appointed to the CMAF board. Refusing the request is only an
option if the parties agree to amend the service agreement.
FINANCIAL IMPACTS None
STAKEHOLDER ENGAGEMENT None
STRATEGIC ALIGNMENT None
ATTACHMENT: Request from the Canadian Mountain Arts Foundation
AUTHORIZATION:
Submitted by:

Cheryl Hyde
Municipal Clerk

Date:

April 30, 2013

Approved by:

Terry Holt
Manager of Financial Services

Date:

n/a

Approved by:

Lorrie O’Brien
GM of Municipal Services

Date

Approved by:

Lisa de Soto, P.Eng.
Chief Administrative Officer

Date:
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Briefing
DATE OF MEETING:

May 7, 2013

Agenda #: J-1

SUBJECT:

Petitions for Local Improvement – Rundle Crescent

SUBMITTED BY:

Lisa de Soto, Chief Administrative Officer

PURPOSE:

To brief council on the sufficiency of petitions received to bury the power
lines on Rundle Crescent North and Rundle Crescent South.

DECLARATION OF SUFFICIENCY
The chief administrative officer declares the local improvement petition for Rundle Crescent North sufficient.
The chief administrative officer declares the local improvement petition for Rundle Crescent South
insufficient.
BACKGROUND
The homeowners of Rundle Crescent North and Rundle Crescent South have submitted two separate
petitions for a local improvement. The local improvement they’re requesting is burial of the power lines on
their street.
In accordance with the Municipal Government Act, within 30 days after a petition is filed, the chief
administrative officer must make a declaration to council on whether or not the petition is sufficient.
The two petitions being presented today were originally received in July 2012. When they were received
administration had to undertake a significant amount of work with Fortis to identify the properties that would
be liable to pay the local improvement tax if the project went forward. Because this information is necessary
for determining the sufficiency of the petitions, administration postponed declaring the petitions filed until
there was a reasonable level of confidence in the design and number of affected properties.
For Rundle Crescent North, nine properties would be liable to pay the local improvement tax. Seven have
signed the petition, which meets the requirement for 2/3 of the owners representing at least half of the total
value of assessments. The local improvement plan to be proposed will involve burial of utility lines across the
frontages of: 154, 155A, 155B, 156A, 156B, 157A, 157B, 158A, and 158B Rundle Crescent. As part of the line
burial the wooden utility poles would be replaced with metal shoebox style street lights.
In response to the anticipated petition for local improvement on Rundle Crescent North, conduit was
proactively installed to minimize or hopefully eliminate any need to trench in the newly reconstructed
roadway.
For Rundle Crescent South, fifteen properties would be liable for the tax. Only six have signed. The
representative for the petitioners have decided not to pursue more signatures at this time.
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THE LOCAL IMPROVEMENT PROCESS
The Municipal Government Act (MGA) sets out the process for local improvements. In summary, the
process is as follows:









A local improvement may be proposed by a council motion or by a petition submitted by a group of
homeowners.
In order for a petition to be sufficient, it must be:
o Signed by 2/3 of the owners who would be liable to pay the local improvement tax, and
o The owners who sign the petition represent at least ½ of the value of the assessments
prepared under Part 9 (of the MGA) for the parcels of land in respect of which the tax will
be imposed.
If a local improvement is proposed, the municipality must prepare a local improvement plan. The
contents of the plan are governed by the MGA.
Once the local improvement plan is prepared, the Town must send a notice to the persons who will
be liable to pay the local improvement tax. Affected homeowners may then file a petition objecting
to the local improvement within 30 days from the notices being sent.
If no objection is received, council may undertake the local improvement and impose the local
improvement tax any time within the following 3 years.
Council may then pass a local improvement tax bylaw in respect of each local improvement.

FINANCIAL IMPACTS
The $18,806.24 costs of conduit installation performed in the fall of 2012 can potentially be recovered as part
of a local improvement plan.
STAKEHOLDER ENGAGEMENT
Affected residents will be informed of costs and impacts, and given the opportunity to meet with engineering
for any clarifications prior to notification of the formal local improvement plan. Once notified of the local
improvement plan residents will have opportunity to petition against the project. Following the petition
period the plan will be brought to council for a decision.
STRATEGIC ALIGNMENT
Town of Canmore decisions are based on informed and accurate information and deliberated in an open and
transparent fashion.
ATTACHMENTS
1) Petition by owners – Rundle Crescent North
2) Petition by owners – Rundle Crescent South
3) Map of Rundle Crescent
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