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MUNICIPAL GOVERNMENT ACT 

LOCAL AUTHORITIES BOARD ORDER 
* 

% .  (O.C. 211/84) ' 

Approved and Ordered, 
F. LYNCH-STAUNTQN', 
Lieutenant Governor. Edmonton, March 14, 1984 

Upon the recommendation of the Honour-able the Minister of Municipal Affairs, the 
Lieutenant Governor in Council, pursuant to section 21 of the Municipal Government 
Act and section 6 of the County Act, approves the Local Autho.rities Board Order 
No. 16670 dated December 8, 1983, annexing to the City of Lethbridge certain 
'territory, effective January 1 ,  1984, pursuant to the petition by the council af the City 
of Let hbridge. B 

Peter Lougheed (Chairman) 

CITY OF LETHBRIDGE 

Order No. 16670 Filc- No. I4( A)Y 

IN THE HATTER OF THE "Municipal Governinrmt Act": 

AND XN THE U T T E R  OF THE "Coynty Act": 

AND IN THE MATTER OF an application by the  Council of the City of Lethbridge, 
in  t h e  ProvQxe of Alberta, . t o  aniicx certa in  territgry lying, iuupediately 
adjacent thereto and thereby i t s  separation from the Cgunty of Lethbridge 
No. 2 6 .  \ 

I ,  

Pursuant t o  Section 20 of the llutiicipal Government Act, the Council of the 
City of Lethbridge, i n  the Province of A1berta;'petitioned t h e  Local 
Authorities Board for the Province of Alberta, for the annexation 'to the C i t y ,  
of a l l  that territory described in Schedule "B" attache-iI"%erscp (hereinafter 
,called "the raid territory") which l i e s  ime,diately adjacent t o  the City of 
Lethbridge, and thereby i t s  separation from the  County of Lethbridge No. 2 6 ,  
and i n  respect t o  which the  Board held a public hearing into the matter on 
October 2S.and 26, 1983. 

Representing the  City of Lethbridpe were Mayor A X .  Anderson; H.F.  Belich, 
So l i c i tor ;  D.S. Hudson, S o l i c i t o r ;  F .  Michna, Planning Director; C.L. Sibbald , 
Agrologist; H .  Harries, Economist aiid S.V.  Hamilton, Direc.tor of Engineering 
Servkuee. , 

Reeve R .  Papporth, M. Welsh, S o l i c i t o r  and S.  Steinke, County Manager, 
appeared ori"beha1f of ,  the County of Letlibridge No. 2 6 .  

L. Smith, Director, presented t h e  pos i t ion  of the Oldman River Regioiial 
Planning Cornnission. 

Owner, Preferred Mortgage 6 Itivestinciit Corporation Ltd.  ? was represented by 
John Haibeck and o w e r  F.W. Malec appeared on h i s  own.behalf., Also 85 of the 
approximately 191 affected owners were poesent but did not make submissions, 
A letter on behalf of 247603 Alberta Ltd, .  was received expressing support for 
the proposed annexation. In a l e t t e r  'received by the Board on June 9 ,  1983, 
S .  Denecky, on behalf of 24 laird owners who own land imrirediately east  of the 
said terr i tory ,  requested that no hearing into  the matter be held unt i l  a 
I t  jo int  , ( s i c )  Hunicipal Plan i s  i n  place". 

! 

807. 



THE ALBERTA GAZETTE. APRIL 14. 1984 
B 

Presentations opposing the annexation of the said territory to  the City of 
.Lethbridge were ,made by the Christian Farmers Federation of Alberta, 
represented by J .  Kolk, Farmer, arid J .  Kolkman, Researcher, and by the 
Lethbridge Branch of the  Alberta Ins t i tu te  of Agrologists,  represented by 
W. Harron, pgro log i s t .  

The City of  Lethbridge's develupmcrct began wi'th the coal  industry i n  the 
1880's. 
Alberta, servicing a reg& extending west t o  the Bri t i sh  Columbia boundary, I 

south t o  the United States  border, east  to  Taber and north to  Vulcan, with an 
estimated trading area population of 128,000 persons. 

In addition to i ts  economic ro le  a s  a regional r e t a i l  and service centre,  the  
City of Lethbridge a c t s  as  a major administrative, cul tural ,  entertainment, 
retirement, educational and .post-secondary educational centre for the region. 
The City i s  a l s o  a production and supply centre for the impartant regional 
agricultural industry. 

Manufacturing production i n  the City. of Lethbridge pas  grown from 
$12.5 mi l l ion  i n  1951 w i t h  46 e s t i~b l i~hments  to  c lose  t o  $1  b i l l i o n  in  1981 
with 82 establishments. The labour Eorce i n  Lethbridge has grown a t  an annual 
rate  of 16 per cent between 1976 nn@1981 t o  approximately 24,000. F i l e  this 
rate of growth bas been slower than that of other Alberta centres,  the 
community i s  spoken of a s  "a re la t ive ly  'job rich'  area" i n  the "Economic 
Study" by Woods Gordon. 

Economic growth is  projected t o  continue and improve for the City of 
Lethbridge and i t s  region. 
development, i ts  production was phased out by 1957. However, because of the 
metaliurgjcal character of somc ot the coal ,  there has been renewed interest  
in the deposits .  
coal operations ' w i l l  again take plnce. 

Improvements to  the region's irrij:nc ion works in storage, conveyance and crop 
delivery of water are projected t o  increase the acreage, yield and, varie.try of 
agricultural production. 
of t h e  region's  agricultural  pTodilce. 
nachinery t o  increase agricultural , e f f i c i ency  i s  a l s o  anticipated..  

' 

. 
The City has s ince evolved a s  the regional centre for sduthwestern 

Wliilr coal  once held a dominant ro le  i n  the City'.s 

I f  the world,economy recovers, there i s  speculation that 

I 

There i s  the potential for local ly  processihg more 
The mgnufacturing of more l h e s  of farm 

' 

... 

Projects planned, or now undcr w a y ,  i n  the C i t y  of Lethbridge that w i 1 , l  
enhance i t s  'econoiny are a regional hospital;  in!prbve&ehts to  the '.&ethbridge 
Cornunity College {and the University'  of Lethbridge; t h e  redevelopment 
result ing from the railway ' rehcat ibn  'proje;c^ts,; the diver.sl,fi:c&;tiob, ' o f - i t s  
industrial  base with the developnicnt of  a new Kawneen 'Compaisy o f  Cana'ha plant 
and one proposed by NorAtel. 

rhe following appraisal of thc C i t y  O C  Lethbridge is given in  the ''Economic 
Study" done for t h e  C i t y  by'tfoods Cordon in  1,982. 

. ,  - *. 6 '  . 

I 

Lethbridge i s  a success story in terms of i t s  urban economy. . I t  has a )I 

, record of growth, job 'creatiun and opportunity. ';The cornunity - i s  
j u s t i f i a b l y  proud of i t s  prosperity, s t a b i l i t y  and its quaLity of 
l i f e .  . *" 

rhe report does, however, go -011 t o  point out Khat the C i t y  of :Lethbridge i s ,  
developing considerably 'below i t s  real potential .  There is  inc'reabing. 
competition for economic developalrnt atid the report recorpmends a vigokdu,s 
comnunity program tu  ensure the  C i t y  maint'ains or increases i t s  share of 
economic development i n  the future: One step'  recommended was to/annex 
suf f i c i ent  land info  the'City'.s  jur isdict ion to  ensure that it  may quickly and 
porit ively respond t o  any industrial  deveJopmunt opportunities that occur. . 

rhe C-ity of Lethbridge hgs been studying t h e  expans'ion of i t s  boundaries s ince 
1977 when the  Oldman River RegiooaL Plannini Comnissipn ,prepared a report 
ent i t l ed  ".Direction of  Gro.wth Pol ic ies".  T h i s  report reco&nded 'that major 
res ident ia l  development take place to  the west and north' of the' Ci ty ' .  
1980, City Council adopted the Cciieral Municipal Plan' b$ By-law No. 3573. A 
study for  developers completed i n  1980 by Stanley AssoFiates Engineering L t d . ,  
e n t i t l e d  "North Lethbridge Urbanization", reviewed the  urbanization o€  l a n d s  

4 ,  
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to  the north of the C i t y .  
l ine  w i l l  be required to  service  th i s  area. 

In 1980 the City of Lethbridge commissioned R e i d ,  Crowther & Partners Limited ' 

t o  conduct a study of the C i t y ' s  tuture t e r r i t o r i a l  requirements. This  
report, ent i t ldd "City of LethbriLtge Annexati0.n Study" was completed in  
September, 1981, and recommended o Larger a'rea for annexation t o  the City than 
that contained within the said terr i tory .  

T h i s  report pointed out that a new sanitary trunk 

Upon rece ipt  of the knnexation Study, contact was qmde by the City of  
bethbridge with the County of  Letlibridge No. 26 and following numerous 
meetings between the two part ies ,  the smaller towns of  the immediate region, 
end public hparinge, an "accord" was arrived a t  by the two municipalities.  
Thi s  bas i ca l ly ,  a s  set out i n  the C i t y ' s  "Petit ion for  Annexation", i s  as 
fol lows : 

"Whereas these meetings betwclen the County and 'the City have concluded 
with an accord i n  which the tollowing matters were agreed upon; namely: 

(1)  'the establishment of a new boundary for the  City which is  that as 
applied for in  t h i s  Pet i t ion;  

the undertaking of o Joint  General Municipal Plan in  order t o  
develop a strategy €or development on the Ci ty ' s  urban fringe; 

a revenue s tab i l i za t ion  agreement for a period of f i v e  years to  

the provision by tire City of 'a water l i n e  to Sunset  Acres country 
res ident ia l  subdivision a t  the expense of the County; 

the  taxation of farmlands OIL the same b a s i s  a u  the County u n t i i  
such time' as  the  lands are proposed for subgivision, or a r e '  
required for future developments;" 

43 
( 2 )  

( 3 )  
I o f f s e t  certa in  revenue losses  by the  County; 

.r 

( 4 )  

( 5 )  

( 

The City of Lethbridge and'ttre Count'y of Lethbridge No. 26 have a l s o  adopted 8 

Joint General Municipal Plan for  lie lands inunediately outside the 'said 
terr i tory  and ex i s t ing  C i t y  boundaries. 

For the purpose of the annexation ;ipplictltion, a pl-qnning horizon of 25 t o  
40 years was used for population prpjections". 
ha8 not received the f u l l  impact of the  energy, ddvelappents eqperienced by 
other communities in  the Provirice of Alberta, qeith,e,r, has i t  experienced t h e  
e f f e c t s  of the  "boom-bitst" cyc1,es. Crowth'in popu"1ation has been re lat ive ly  
steady, from a populat,ion of 22,947 in  1951, to 40,855 persods in  1971, 'to 
54,624 persons i n  1981, to  B population of 58,086 in'1983.  amile the average 
annual population growth rate s ince 1976 was 2.95 per cent ,  theig'robth rate i r  
the l a s t  f i v e  years has exceedcd 3 per cent per annum. 

A variety of methods and scenarios were used i n  estimating future pqpulatiod 
projections.  * The Reid, Crowther ;itid Partners L- imited " C i t y  of Lethbridge 
Annexetion Study" projected a porulntion of 96,000 people residing in th,e C i t j  
of Lithbridge by,.the year 2020. 
Gordon i n  1982 estimated a population of 90,711 persons by the year 2001 ,and, 
a t  a annual growth of 2.6 #kr cent ,  a population,of 137-,880 pereons by t h e '  
year 2021 was projected by the C i t y .  

,- 

While ,the City of Lethbridge 

'l,h "Economic Study" completed by Woods 

I t  i s  estimated that an iqcrease i n  population of 83 ,256  between 1981 and 
2021, a t  an average household s, izr of 2 . 5 5  person.s, would represent 32.,649 
households. 
density,  it i s  estimated that such a population wluld reduire some 
2,239.13 hectare8 (5,533 acres) of land t o  accdmod,ate i t .  ' Consideration, was 
given t o  a lead time requirement o f  6 years and the need f o r - a  further 
380.40 hectares.  (940 acres) to  meet development nekd,s immhdiately follow,ing 
the study period. 
res ident ia l  land of 634.14 hectares (1,567 acres) ( b e  establiahed. 
reserve would help keep land prices  duwn by increasing competition. 
3,253.67 gross hectares (8,040 acres)  of land for res ident ia l  use was' 
requested. 

Adopting an average of 5 . 9  houses per gross  acre as  the future 

The C i t y  a l s o  ,isk,cd that a land barrk\of ten years supply-ol 

In t o t a l ,  
Th i s  land 
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In determining the amount of land required for commercial use,  the City of 
Lethbridge indicated a need for 170.37 hectares (421 acres)  by the-year 2021. 
An additional 28.73 hectares ( 7 1  acres) are required for the 6 year lead time, 
and 48.56 additional he$tares (120 acres) for land bank purposes. 
estimated t o t a l  land requirement to  the year 2021 for commercial use i s  247.66 
gross hectares (612 acres> . 
By using a h is , tor ica l  average annual absorption of 20.23 hectares (50 acres) 
of land required t o  meet the City of Lethbridge's industrial  land use needs, 
considering the 6 year lead time requirements and the des ire  to  provide a land 
bank, it i s  estimated that a to ta l  of 1,133.12 hectares (2,800 acres) of land 
are needed within the  City of Letlibridge's industrial land use requirements t o  
the  year 2021. 

, 

The 

z 

In t o t a l ,  it i s  estimated that for the City of Lethbridge t o  meet i t s  various 

jur isdict ion a t o t a l  of 4,634.45 hectares (1i ,452 acres) of land not currently 
developed for urban purposes. 
following undeveloped lands s u i t a l l c  for development: 

- l a n d  use requirements to  the year 2021, the  City would require w i t h i n  i ts  

The C i t y  has now, within i t s  jurisdict iqn,  the 

Residential 953.44 gross lie&!ares (2,356 acres)  
Commercial 53.41 'I 

Industrial  178.87 I' 

TOTAL 1,185.72 gross hectares (2,930 ac:es) 

( 132 " 

( 442 " 

I t  

I I  

, However, there i s  a constraint to  the development of the above areas. 1 

Approximately 352.08 hectares (870 acres) are undermined by the old coal mines 
and i t ' i s  unknown i f  they may be safe ly  developed for  urban purposes. 

' Taking a l l  the  above factors into cnnsideration, i t  i s  estimated t h e  C i t y  of 
Lethbridge w i l l  require t h e  following amounts of land outside i t s  jurisdiction' 
t o  meet its future land use requircments t o  t h e  year 2021, namely: 

Residential 
Commercial 194.25 " 

2,551.14 gross hectares (6,304 acres) 
( 480 " )* I' 

(2 ,608 'I 1 
3,800.81 gross hectares (9,392 acres)  

Industrial  1,055.42' 'I I' 

TOTAL 

. .  

I 
In addit ion to the abwe,  ' i t  i s  estimated that some 1,456.87 hectares'  
(3,600 acres)  are in  the Oldm+u River val ley and the S ix  Mile Coulee,. 
lands would be protected by and used t o  complete the City of Lethbridge's 
Urban Parks Mastet Plan which was approved by City Council A.pril 27, 1983. 

These ' 

! 

The question of s o i l  types and the ir  urbanization was deal t  with by Alberta 
Agriculture. 

i The sa id  terr i tory ,  containing 5,fj40.87 hectares (13,938.89 .a,c:res),, i s  located: 
i n  three sectors  namely: (a)  the Nest Sector,  ( b )  the North Sector and 
( c )  'the Southeast Sector. For ease of description, each sector w i l l  be  
d iscua'sed separately . 
a) The West Sector: 

The Oldman River follows a inriliidcring cou,rse southward from the Vil lage 
of Coa1,hurst t o  meet the, S t .  ;hry River a t  its  southmost point . '  The 

' 

river then flows northward , through the City 'of Lethbr'id.ge. 
appendage portion to the sputlr of Highway No. 3 has received the local  
designati,on of "the peninsula". 
establ ished its "West Letlibridge" urbanization anti where the University 
of Lethbridge has been establ ished.  

That 

I t  i e  in t h i s  area that th'e'City has 

That portion of  the said territory i n  the West Sector,  containing 
3,154.51 hestares (7,794.96 acres) ,  may be described as those lands to  
the south of Highway No. 3 end between one and one-half sect ions t o  the 
west of the ,present boundaries of the  City. The western border of the 
sa id  territory continues soutliward t o  meet the Oldfnan River. 
southerly border follows the l e f t  bank of the r iver  easterly and 
northerly u n t i l  i t  meets the City boundary. 

The 
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The west border of the said territory roughly follows the height of land 
The topography 

ranges from the r iver ' s  100 year2 flcrod plains,  t o  ste'ep banks, t o  the 
r o l l i n g  agricultural lands a t  the top of the embankmpnt. The land i s  
mainly i n  agricultural production w i t h  some areas having the potential  to 
be irrigated.  Constraints to  development are the r iver  val ley topography 
and flood pla ins ,  and $hose areas in the northeast part that have been 
undermined during past coal  mining operations. 

In 1969 the.City of Lethbridge proceeded with servicing West Lethbridge 
with a sanitary sewerage and water distribution system. The f a c i l i t i e s  
were designed with s u f f i c i e n t  capacity t o  serve t h e  entire drainage 
bgsin. There i s  a small area i n  the northeast o f  the  West Sector,which 
clannot b e  serviced by this sys'tem that would require separate 
consideration. 

A t  present 'the C i t y  of Lethbridge i s  updating i t s  Transportation Study. 
Currently the 6th Avenue bridge crossing the  Oldman River provides s i x  
t r a f f i c  lanes. 

'separating the natural west and east  drainage basins.  t 
' t, 

I> 

Additional r iver  crossings are projected. 

While the majority of the West SEctor i s  proposed for  residential  
development, a small portion i n  the north pgrt has been suggested as an 
"employment centre". 
industrial  uses a t  the "old mine" s i te .  

T h i s  w o u l d  b e  an extension t o  the current 

c 
b) The North Sector: 

The east  border of t h i s  sector  i s  formed by the northerly ext'ension of 
43rd Street  for 3.21 kilometres ( 2  mi l e s ) ,  then west along sect ion l i n e s  
t o  the Oldman River. The eas t  bank of the river upstream to the C i t y  of 
Lethbridge's boundary f o r m  the west border, w h i l e  the north, west and 
e a s t  boundaries of t h e  City provide the south borders. 

T h e  North Sector,  containing 1,320.88 hectares (3,263.97 acres) i s  
r e l a t i v e l y  f l a t  on the  uplairds w i t h  some gently t o l l i n g  areas. 
the Oldman R,iver are f looq p l a i n s  on which a feedlot  i s  located and from 
which gravel i s  being extracred. 
plains t o  the uplands and in areas steep coulees  penetrate the 
escarpment. A t  one time, Coil1 mines were associated w i t h  the western 
portions,  creating undermining and leaving deposits  of orange shale.  
There i s  a divide of water slieds running north/south through Sections 17 
and 20. 
to the east  flow eas t .  

Adjoining 

The land r i s e s  sharply from.the flood 

Ground watefs to the west of t h i s  ridge flow west, w h i l e  those 

Established through the east  h a l f  of Sections 16 and 21 i s  an irrigation 
canal.  Portions of the uplands i n  the North Sector a t e  irrigat'ed-,"with ' 

.&her lands having the p'otential  for irrigation.. 
80 per cent of t h e  area i s  i n  agricultural prodgction. 

Appro&+ely 

The City of ' le thbridge ,  i n  1980, serviced lands' south of and immediately 
abutting the North Sector.  For reasons of economy and t o  log ica l ly  plan 
the future servicing of this area, o f f - s i t e  services  were designed to 
accommodate the ent i re  drainage d i s t r i c t ,  which includes some three 
sect ions  of land within the North Sector. 
trunk services  for sanitary. sewerage and water supply and most of those 
for storm sewers are physical ly  ex,isting to-service  the  North Sector. In 
addit ion,  a f i v e  mi l l ion  gal lon water reservoir t o  serve the ent ire  north 

A s  a r e s u l t ,  a l l  the 'of f - s i te  

drainage basin i s  nearing 'conipletion. . 1 ,  

It  is  proposed that those lands immediately north of the City of  
Lethbridge's ex i s t ing  industrial  park i n  the northeast a l s o  be u t i l i zed  
f o r  industrial  purposes. Ttw remaining uplands would be designated*for 
res ident ia l  uses ,  while the r iver  val ley  would be incorporated into  the 
Parks System. 

c )  The Southeast Sector: 

The Southeast Sector, .  containing 1,165.48 hectares (2,879.96 acres) h a s  
i ts  north and west borders establ ished by the City of Lethbridge's south 

81 1 
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and east boundaries. 
boundaries, . the  southern bordrr'of  the Southeast Sec tor  attempts to  
e s t a b l i s h  the  S i x  Mile Coulee a s  the l i m i t  t o  urban growth i n  t h i s  area. 
This  Coulee i s  proposed a s  m i  open space corridor, extending t o  i t s  
j u n c t i o n  with  the  Oldman River. The east border follbws the west 
boundary of the north/sobth road allowance abutt ing  the  e a s t  s i d e  o f  
S e c t i o n s  15, 22 and 27. 

While JEo1,Jowing e s tab l i shed  s e c t i o n  l i n e  

The topography of the  t a b l e  nreas . o f . t h e  Southeast Sec tor  i s  r e l a t i v e l y  
f l a t ,  wi th  the  except ion of tlic intrus ion o f  the S i x  Mile Coulee. 
Man-made c o n s t r a i n t s  are  Ili'glrwey Nos. 4 and 5 ,  the Canadian P a c i f i c  
Railway l i n e  to  Coutts and i r r i g a t i o n  cana l s .  The Southeast Sector  ha,s 
been subjected to  a number o f  subdiv is ions  f o r  small  holdings o f  varying 
sizes. 
developers .  In that  port iod abutt ing  Highway No. 4 ,  lots have been 
created  on wh'ich there  are  comnercial en terpr i ses .  , 

Only four quarter sectionQremain i n t a c t  and one i s  owned by land 

Y 

i 

Because e x i s t i n g  f a c i l i t i e s  i ~ r e  now a t  capaci ty  and i n  order to provide 
the  Southeast Sec tor  w i t h  san i tary  sewage and water, new u t i l i t y  trunk 
l i n e s  w i l l  have t o  be extended to service the sa id  area. While the 
Southeast Sector  does not  inc lude  a l l  the  lands w i t h i n  the a r e a ' s  
drainage bas in ,  o v e r s i z i n g  would be provided. 
Lethbridge No. 26 i s  cons idcr ing  the development of an i n d u s t r i a l  park i n  
conjunct ion with  the a irport  iiiiinediately t o  the south o f  the Southeast 
S e c t o r ,  the C i t y  o f  Lethbridgu a n t i c i p a t e s  recovery o f  a port ion o f  these  

D 

A s  the  County o f  , 

c o s t s  by extending the u t i l i t i e s  t o  s e r v i c e  such development. 

The C i t y  of Lethbridge pointrd o u t  that there has been a h i s t o r i c a l  
preference for  r e s i d i n g  in tire south port ion of the City  and the lands i n  
the  Southeast Sector  would provide a l t e r n a t i v e  c h o i c e s  of res idences .  - 
Highway Nos. 4 and 5 would  provide t h e , C i t y  w,ith needed highway 
commercial lands and permit tlic City  to control  development of lands that  
abut the  highways t o  ensure that  incompatible uses  do not occur. 

The economic 'impact o f  the annaxa'Ciori of the s a i d  t e r r i t o r y  on the City  of 
Lethbridge was s tudied with tire coiiclusion .that the e f f e c t s  would be minimal 
t o  both the  C i t y  and the County of Letlibridge No. 26. The C i t y  of Lethbridge 
current ly  i s  i n  a surplus  p o s i t  io!i f i n a n c i a i l y .  The 1982 assessment t o t a l l e d  
$739,123,482.00 with  a s p l i t  of 6h.H3 per cent res ident ia1"and  33.17 per cent  
non-res ident ia l .  While the approvcd pcr cap i ta  debt i s  $1,251.45, t h e  ac tua l  
i s  $840.21 which represents  a year'ly d e b t  charge a s  a percentage of t o t a l  
revenue of 8.98%. I t  was submittcvl that ' the  City  i s  i n , a n  e x c e l l e n t  p o s i t i o n  
t o  assume the increased economic liurdeiis that may b e  as soc ia ted  with the 
addi t ion  of the sa id  t e r r i t o r y  t o  i t s  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  _ -  
The p e t i t i o n  o f  the City  of tetIil)ridge l i s t s  tlre fo l lowing o b j e c t i v e s  f o r  
developing i t s  future growth s tr i l l egy ,  which the  annexation of the  s a i d  
t e r r i t o r y '  would achieve:  

I 

, 

( 1 )  provide an ppportuiiity for choice  o f  l oca t ions  i n  the Ci ty  f o r  
r e s i d e n t i a l ,  commercial and indus tr ia l  growth. 

tv 

( 2 )  ensure l o g i c a l '  re s ident  ial-employment area r e l a t i o n s h i p s  a s  the 
Ci ty  grows, 

( 3 )  ensure the compatibililty of land u s e s  within  the developed and 
developing portioiis of tire City ana i t s  f r i n g e  area;" ,' 

Additional b e n e f i t s ,  such a s  rtwoviiig tire lead time of the annexation process ,  
i l l o g i c a l  boundaries and ensuriirg that the County o f  Lethbridge No. 26 has 
s t a b l e  boundaries so i t  may plan i t s  indus tr ia l  development without concern 
about the  C i t y ' s  future exparisioii are out l ined  in "Tke C i t y  o f  Lethbridge 
Annexation Proposal". Furtlict, this document s ta ted  that  annexation'would 
' a s s i s t  the  City  i n  achieving  the niaitl o b j e c t i v e  of i t s  General Municipal Plan,  . 
which is: 

to encourage the developinenl of I W W  economic and employment I t  

opportun i t i e s ,  and overcoinc? tire overwhelming r e l i a n c e  of the C i t y ' s  
i n d u s t r i a l  s e c t o r  upon i t s  agr icu l tura l  base." 

\ 
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rl It  was a l s o  stated that the  annexation of t h e  saih territory to  t h e  City of  
Lethbridge w i l l  permit the  City t v  provide greater choice,  competition and 
f l e x i b i l i t y  in  the supply of industrial:  commercial and highway exposed lands, 
thus  meeting the General Municipal Plan's object ive and continue and improve 
the long-term economic health of the C i t y  and i t s  sub-region. 

A t  the March 14, 1983, County Council Planning Meeting, Councii for the County 
of Lethbridge No. 26 revkwed the AllneXatiQn Pet i t ion  of  the  C i t y  of 
Lethbridge and the following motion was adopted: 

"MOVED that the annexation pe t i t ion  b e  f i l e d  for information, and that 
the C i t y  of Lethbridge b e  advised t h a t . a  Joint General Municipal Plan has 
to be f inal ized pr ior ' to  annexation taking place; and that there are 
proposals for further changes t o  the Joint  General Municipal Plan 
pending, and that a copy of the. correspondence t o  the C i t y  be forwarded 
t o  our So l i c i tor  Mike Welsh and the Local Authorities Board.'' 

I t  was pointed out by the County of Lethbridge No. 26 that i f  the said 
terr i tory  was annexed t o  the C i t y  of Lethbridge,' the County would lose 
$1,210,000.00 i n  assessment; $19G,ll00.00 i n  taxes,  of which the municipal 
portion i s  $117,0,00.00; and education grants of  $153,500.00. However, t h i s  
would be part ia l ly  o f f s e t  by the &duction i n  expenses such as  road 
maintenance ($32,360.00) and construction ($45,000.00) cos t s .  
l o s ses  i n  revenue, t h e  City of Lethbridge has agreed t o  pay the County f ive#  
annual payments of $75,000.0U. 
buffer strip of 4.82 kilometres ( 3  miles)  and a committee of both 
municipal i t ies  to  ensure i t s '  intent  is  achieved has been realized. The County 
accepted that the City i s  going to  grow and anticipated that t h i s  method would 
permit both i t  and the C i t y  t o  oclricve their  respective goals  i n  a 
conci l iatory manner rather than Llirouglr confrontation. 

TQ o f f s e t  these 

A Joint  General Municipal Plan to  establ ish a 

In support of the annexation of l l i r ?  s a i d  territory to the City of Lethbridge, 
the Council of the County of Letlibridge No. 26 passed the follauing resolution 
on Oqtober 25, 1983: ' 

''NOW THEREFORE tlie County Council duly assembled t h i s  25th  day of 
October , 19'83 hereby eppprovcs : ' 

1) The presentation to  bc mndc to t h e  Local Authorities Board on 
behalf of the County by Hceve R.W. Papworth. 

2 )  In prihciple the Joint  Ccneral Munic.ipa1 Plan dated 
J 

L September, 1983. - -  
3)  That any farm lands ( s i c )  to  be annexed into the C i t y  continue to 

be tgxed in,accordance w i t h  the County's asses'8,ment practices gnd 
m i l l  rates  u n t i l  such time as  tbe lands are subdivided"'& takerr out 
of agricultural production. 

4 )  Th,at in  return, consideration for the Cqunty not opposing the 
City's  annexat'ion p e t i t i o n  and i n  order t o  par t ia l ly  o f f s e t  the 
County's present and future lo s s  of tax assessmentr 'the! County w i l l  
accept the sum of $J75,000.00 t o  be paid in  . f i ve  ( 5 )  equil  annual 
installments commencing on the e f f eo t ive  date of the. order annexing 
the south east  sector of the annexation area." ' - 

The Oldman River. Regional Planning Commission has establ ished a position 
authorizing the Executive Director tv  present h i s  professional opinion on 
annexation apRlications wikhin tlw C;mmission' s jurisdict ipn.  
the  Director made a submissi,on to tlie Iloard opposing tvhe application by the- 
C i t y  of Lethbridge to annex to  t lw  C i t y  a.11 the said territory.  

In the "Conclusion" to  the  presentation, the following points were made on 
behalf of the Commission: 

Accordingly, 

The proposal to  annex epproxirnafely 14,100 acres of land i s ,  per capita,'  I' 

a larger proposal' than t h a t  which occurred in  the Edmonton area i n  1980. 
This proposal appears t o  have l i t t l e  regard for the'protect ion of e i ther 

, irrigated farm land or the l i f e s t y l e s  ( s i c )  of rural people who w i l l  be 
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affected generations before neiessary. 

a l l  the p.rob1ems that t h i s  represents to the region. 

I t  appears that t h i s  proposal 
.I represents,a large amount of land that w i l l  be  prematurely annexed, w i t h  

There are serious questions w i t h  regard t o  the ent i re  process of 
ca lculat ing  the  land requirement, and the  s u i t a b i l i t y  of the time periods 
used. 
plus 6,100 acres of adait ional  developable land? 
acres of r iver  val ley  lands.)  

Annexation bf  such a large sca le  and for such long time periods created a 
number of problems previously discussed, such a s  reduced agricultural 
production. . 
expansion of urban munici’palities,  and that a precedent may be  s e t  
whereby i t  becomes commo,n € o s  municipalities to  annex unreasonable 
amounts of land based on very long time periods. 

. Lo&al Authorities Board appears t o  be using the Edmonton annexation as  a 
precedent. In view of the implication of such a large-scale annexation, 
i t  i s  f e l t  that i t  i s  necessary for the Local Authorities Board to  
re-affirm ( s i c )  i t s  commitmcnt to  annexations of a more modest nature; 
for example, up t o  20 years i n t o g h e  future. 

In  addition to the land required for a 20-year development period, an 
urban municipality can implciiient land use controls t o  protect areas for 
long-term growth through inter-municipal agreements such a s  jo int  general 
municipal plans. 
years,  and an ag,reernent to  protect the fringe area i s  a strategy of 
growth that w i l l  provide for orderly urban growth and protect 
agricultural  land u n t i l  i t  i s  required for  urban conversion.” 

Is i t  legit imate t o  request land for development for  5’6 years, 
(This excludes 3,600 

A majpr regiqnal concern i s  the increased expectation for 

The proposal before t h e  

I 

The two-step approa,ch of praviding land for up to 20 

In correipondence t o  the Board d a t e d  July 22, 1983, Alberta Agriculture made 
the following comments in  respect to  the  application by the .City of Lethbridg- 
to annex the said territory:  

’ 

‘“1 

2. 

3. 

4 .  

5 .  

For comparative purposcs, the lands ident i f ied  for annexation have 
been separated in to  three d iscreet  blocks: 1 )  a l l  lands weat of t h e  , 

Oldman Rher;  2) lands east  of the dldman River but south of the 
e x i s t i n g  c i t y  boundaries; and 3)  lands eas t  of ttie Oldman River and 
north of the  c i t y ,  boundaries. 

Canada Land Inventory ( C L 1 )  dryland qgticultural  capabil i ty  rat ings 
for  the  parcels under consideration are predominantly: 
1) 55% c l a s s  3T, ,202 c l a s s  2 C ,  and 25% c l a s s  6T; 
and, 3) 80% c l a s s  2 C  and 202 c l a s s  ,6T. 

2’) c l a s s  2C; 

1 .  

CLI c l a s s  2 so i l s  have moderately high t o  high l e v e l s  of  
productivity for a f a i r l y  wide range of crops. , CLI c laea 3 s o i l s  
have f a i r  to moderately high l eve l s  of productivity for  a fa i r ,  ‘ I  

rahge of crops. CLI c l a s s  6 s o i l s  provide some sustained grazing 
for farm animals. 

Based on Alberta tiail  and Crop Insurance Corporation data for lands 
under cu l t iva t ion ,  the  areas p~oposqd~ for annex‘ation have the 
following dryland productivity ratings: 1) 60-6342; 2)  70-74%; and 
3 )  70-74%. 
for  possible  annexat ion are recognized as  better agricultural 
lands. 

As ‘such, each of the three blocks of land ident i f ied  

Further, a l l  of the lands i n  question are currentSy in  
agricultural  us,e. 1 > 

Sections 19, 20 and 21, township 9 ,  range 21 are l i t t l e  more than a 
mile from Section 32 ,  township 9 ,  range 21, which i a  occupied by a 
feedlot  and rendering plant,  on which more than $600,000 of  
government funds were spent relocating i t  from Section 27, township 
8 ,  range 21, i n  1973-74. 

1 

No objection i s  offered t o  the anhexation of these la’nds i f  they are 
required for  urban resiJentio1 and industrxgl uses .  
point of view, t h e  lands on the’west side of the r iver  are less 
productive than those on the east .”  

From an agriculture 

. .  

814 
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Alberta Transportation in  correspondence t o  the Board dated 'July 4,  1983, made 
the follow%ng observations: - 

J -& 

"This proposal would incorporate sec t ions  of Highways 3A, 4 and 5 into 
t h e  City 's  corporate limits. Front a highway management point of view, 
the Departmeit would point out that once annexation takes place, the City 
must accept f u l l  responsibi l i ty  for the upgrading and maintenance of 
these sections of highaay wliicli would be subject to the City's direct ion,  
control and management. 

The Department supports the proposal of  not including that sect ion of 
Highway 3 traversing through Section 10-9-22-4. 
Highway 3 should remain under the Department's jur isdict ion a s  long as 
the north-half of Section 10-9-22-4 l i p  outside the City's  limits." 

This section of 

I 

Alberta Environment, i n  a l e t t e r  t o  tbe"Board dated October 21, 1983, 
expressed the following concerns: 
- 

"The annexation lands, w i t h  the poss ib le  exception of the large c a t t l e  
feedlot  in 'Sect ion 12-9-22-W4M, do not appear t o  contain any noxious or 
undesirable agricultural or indus$rial developments that would provide an 
obvious conf l i c t  w i t h  future urban development. 

A majority of the annexation area cons i s t s  of e i ther  dryland or irrigated 
high capability agricultural Land which w i l l  pose few physical 
constraints t o  res ident ia l  or industrial  development. However, in  our 
opinion there i s  no pressing need or  j u s t i f f c a t i o n  for  converting the 
presently irrigated land t o  urban uses i n  Sections 16, 19, 20 and 21, 
Township'9, Range 21, West o l  the 4th Heridian. 

J required i n  the disFant future t o  accomodete City of Lethbridge growth, 
but i n  the foreseeable futurc growth-should be directed to the dryland 
areas in  West Lethbridge. 

The shorelands and escarpntciit areas within the Oldman River Valley have 
very limited development potixitial  due t o  steep, potential ly  ynstable 
glopes and floodplain hazards. 

p o t e n t i a l  for extensive r e c h a t i o n a l  and open space uses .  

The Department would not have any major objection to  the annexation as 
proposed w i t h  the exception pf Sections 16, 19, 20 and 21 i n  Township 9 ,  
Range 21, West of the 4th. Meridian." 

. 

This  land may be 

Itowever, these lands do' have considerable 

F.W. Malec, an owner of lands w i k l t i i i  the North Sector,  made a- presentatipn 
submitting chat h i s  lands should tiot b e  qnnexed to t h e c i t y  of Lethbridge, as  
the  City now has su f f i c i ent  terr i tory  to meet i'ts land use requirements: 

The Lethbridge Branch of the Alberta Iiistit,uge of Agrologista pres<enced a 
br ie f '  et the hearing in  which i t s  poailti.on was sqmmerized a s  f a l $ < w s : .  

t 

1 

I* In summary, t h e  Lethbridge Branch of A . I . A .  i s  concernyd w i d t h ,  the lo s s  of 
prime agricultural land through irrevers ib le  urbais develo-pplent. ' ' 

Expecting t o  reglace good qual i ty  landJthat. is 10s.t now ,wi'th low quhlity 
land i n  the future w i l l  lea+ t o  i n e f f i c i e n t  land use and .higher foo'd 
c o s t s  due t o  higher product'ioii,costs. 

Lethbridge i s  surrounded by good qual i ty  agricu1tur.d land, but c i t y  
growth can be directed t o  preuerve oyr better ,land for  agriculture. 

Urban development"shou1d be directed to  lower quality land of'the West 
Lethbridge Peninsula. 

, 

I 

Secondly the  north Lethbridge area should be develop,ed. 

Further development and frapitentation on t h e  southeast should be 
.discouraged by both the City and the County t o  avoid losing prime 

I i rr igat ion land. 

Land within the boundaries of the c i t y  should be reserved for 
agricultural  use unt i l  needed for development and not l e f t  i d l e .  

815 
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A . I . A .  pupports the use of a comprehensive Joint Municipal Plan area in  
order t o  preserve agricultural  land by orderly development of the urban 

While not o b j e c t h g  t o  the C i t y  of Lethbridge growing, the Christian Farmers 
Federation of Albkrta strongly opposed the urbanization of lands containing 
s o i l s  capable of high &gricuAturaI productivity. 
Federation suggested that urbanization be directed t o  the West Sector where 
the  s o i l s  are poorer. 
into  an urban municipality frequcntly destroys the incentive to  improve such 
lands, a s  urbanization i s  anticipated.  
concentrated population, there.moy be constraints t o  the  type of agricultural 
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f t inge .'I  < I  

In t h i s  r&pect, che 

I t  was subiriitted that the early inclusion of farm lands 

Also because of the proximity to  a 

a c t i v i t y  carried on, such a s  feedlots  and crop spraying. 
that annexation to the City should be on the bas is  of a 20 year projection, 
rather than the longer term requested by the City.  

The Board, having considered the evidence presented at  the  hearing, has 
reached the following conclueions: 

1. 

I t  was suggested 

That although the .City  of Lethbr@ge hes not received the recent impact 

centres  have, i t  has witnessed a sustained growth in  population and 
developwent through the 70's  and into the 8 0 ' s .  
grow from a population of 35 ,500  persona i n  1960 t o  a population of 
56,500 i n  1982, with an annual growth rate  of 3 per cent for the l a s t  
f i v e  years. During t h i s  period the City has developed into a major 
industr ia l ,  agricultural ,  r e t a i l ,  educational and service centre i n  
Western Canada with a record of growth, job creation,  opportunity and 
prosperity,- During t h i s  period, there has been an emphasis on providing 
a "quality of l i f e "  t o  i t s  c i t i z e n s  as represented by i t s  Park Systems 
and the recreational ,  cul tural ,  re l ig ious ,  s o c i a l ,  educational and 
medical f a c i l i t i e s .  The City ,  a s  witnessed by i t s  established urban 
infrastructure and hudgetary surplus, has been wel l  managed and i s  i n  a 
gooa posit ion to undertake future growth without such groyth becodng a 

'burden upon the res iden ts 

That while future growth scenarios w i l l  be dependent t o  a large extent on 
outscde influences such a s  the  world economy,'the City of Lethbridge i s  
w e l l  s i tuated to service  a number of potential major developments i n  i t s  
region, one of which- is  coal  development- 
region's  irr igat ion works and the increase in  the acreage brought 'under 
irr igat ion,  there is  the potential  for growth in  a? intensive 
agricultural  indus'try with additional new products t o  b e  processed 
local ly .  A s  expanding urban populations and industrial  growth 'e.lsewhere 
reduce farm production i n  those areas, greater demands for lo,qa5':--- 
agricultural  products 'of a 1,arger variety should occur. The intpac,t of ' 

t h e  demiee of the "Crow Rates" is  unknown but may make local ly  produced 
agricultural  and processed ,products' more competitive nationally and on a 
world scale;  
influence on the City of Letl!bridge and its growth. 

That while i t  i s  d i f f i c u l t  t o  project what the population of an urban 
centre w i l l  be i n  20 years,  for longer periods i t  i s  mainly conjecture.' 
There is  a rational  comparison t o  be made t o . t h e ' p r a i r i e  City of 
Saskatoon that has had a s imilar soc ia l  and economic base. It  i s  noted 
that from a population of,  approximately 45-50,OOo per'sons i n  the ~ O ' S ,  
Saskatoon's population had grown t o  134,000 persons i n  1976 end an 
estimated population of  154,o'Oo persons in  1982. 
of  137,880 per'aons by the year 2021 for the C i t y  of Lethbridgg does not 
appear unreaeonable. Accordingly, the City of Lethbridge w i l l  requirs 
additional terr i tory  i n  i t s  jur isdict ion to meets its  population and 

' from resoutce developments of o i l  and gas that other Alberta urban 

The City has managed t o  

' 

2. 

With the upgrading of th,e 

' 

A l l  such developments may have a :dirqct , _  or indirect 

. 3 .  

/ The pogulat5on estimate 

, induetrial  growth requirements. 

4 .  'That the said terr i tory  located i n '  t h e  West Secto,r contains ,qainly Class 
3 s o i l s , .  may be  readi ly  serviced w i t h  u t i l i t i e s  by the extenliion of and 
within the capacity of ex i s t ing  fac iL i t i e s .  Land w i l l  become available 
for the extension of the Oldman R'iver Valley Parks System. 
portions i n  the  northeast are undermined, there may be compatible urban 

While 
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uses t o  which thes,e-lands may be put. 
large agricultural  uni ts  and uot affected by the r iver  val ley ,  may be 
readily and economically developed for  urban purposes and should be 
annexed t o  the City of Lethbridge. 

The landg are mainly s t i l l  i n  

5. That that  portion of the said territory located i n  the North Sector 
provides a log ica l  extension of ag i s t ing  res ident ia l  and industrial land 
uses  now within the  City>of L,ethbridge. 
service t h i s  sector readily and i n  an economical manner. 
become avai lable  in the Oldman River- Valley for  t h e  extension and 
protection o f . t h e  City's  urban parks system. The lands on the uplands 
are mainly i n  large agricultural un i t s ,  are not af fected by the river 
val ley  and contain few constraints  t o  urban development. Accordingly, 
the North Sector should be annexed to the City of  Lethbridge. 

U t i l i t y  capacity now e r i s t s  t o  
Lands w i l l  

6 .  That the Southeast Sec'tor prcssnts i t s e l f  as  a conundrum. 
Class 2 s o i l s  that  may b e  irrigated.  
purposes w i l l  mean that a separate u t i l i t y  f a c i l i t y  w i l l  have t o  b e  
b u i l t .  
drainage area not fu l ly  contained in  the Southeast Sector, requiring 
additional cost .  
i n  the  future create a deinaod for&rther urban developmnt to  the 
southeast of the City of Letlibridge and the u t i l i z a t i o n  of good s o i l s .  

Further, i t  i s  doubtful i f  development i n  the Southeast Sector can be 
delayed unt i l  urbanization of the other two sectors  i s  complete. 
demand for u t i l i t i e s  has already been expressed by one developer and as  
t h i s  sector of the C i t y  tias h i s t o r i c a l l y  been preferred for residential  
purposes, i t  i s  to, be anticipated that there w i l l  be a l ike  deinand from 
other developers in the ' sec tor .  

A further factor is  the nuiiibt!r of small hqldings,  of which there ar8 some 
53 pardels of l e s s  than 80 a c r ~ s  mid only 4 f u l l  quarter sections.  
D i f f i c u l t i e s  and delays are anticipated in es tabl i shing  economic units  
for development. 

However, the question of wlicttrcr such'land should be ur.banized may have 
been decided when the lands in this sector were subdivided into parcels 
too small t o  provide an ;economical unit foq farming other than i n  a 
l imited way. 
urbanization. 

I t  contains 
To develop the Sector for urban 

To be economical, such a f a c i l i t y  w i l l  be designed to  serve a 

The ava i lab i l i ty  of the excess  c a p a c i q  w i l l ,  no doubt, 

A 

- 

Commercial developdents a l s o  indicated a trend t o  

I , 

7 .  

The Board further recognizes that t h e  two mknicipal i t ies  involved have 
engaged i n  extensive studies ,  henring,s and ne.got i a t  ions abd have 
concluded that the Southeast Sec'tor'!is a logicar exten'sion,to the C i t y  of 
Lethbridge and should be annaxcd. 

That the Board appreciates tirat much of  the farinlands to be annexed by 
t h i s  Order to  the Cisty'of Lethbridge w i l l  not be urbanized for some time 
and may not be  within the projected time $pan and t o  grant assessment and 
tax considerations for such a period would b e  unwise. 
remain a potential inducement ,,for a land owner w i t h i n  an urban 
municipality to  develop such lands for urban purposes, otherwise poor 
planning and s k i p  developinent may occur. 5 current.practices ,  tax and assessment .considerations will be granted for 
a ppriod of 19 years. 

The Board, eGcepts, t h i s  judgement. 
I *  

There should 

there fore,^ whije in excess of 

i 

8. That while the planning prpccss may proceed in  respect to  the future use 
of land6 outside the jur isdict ion of an urban municipalityv development 
control i s  l imited, there i s  l imited f l e x i b i l i t y  and a lack of assurance 
that current o f f - s i t e  costs  designed t o  serv ice  such lands may be 
recoverable in tire future. I f  agricultural  production is  not curtailed 
u n t i l  urbanization i s  imminent, there would appear to be only l'imited 
reasons why such lands cannot be located i n  an urban municipality. 
establ ishing long term boundaries, t h e  respective municipal jurisdiction4 
w i l l  be  better able to  plan and make permanent improvemencb, .knowing such 
improvements w i l l  not be interfered with during tde improvements' 
ecrtimated l i f e .  
larger municipality, and may be wise. 

By 

A longer pldnning horizon i s  not unreasonable for a 
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9.  That the appl icat ion by the  City o f  Lqthbridge pe t i t ion ing  the Local 
Author i t i e s  Board for  an Order annexing the sa id  t err i tory  t o  the C i t y ,  
and thereby i t s  separation from the County of Lethbridge N,o. 26, should 
be .GRANTED IN FULL. 
c- i 

THEREFORE, eubject t o  the Lieutenant Covernor in  Council approving t h i s ' 0 r d e r  
or prescr ibing  conditioqs that rho Order i s  subject t o  and approving the Orde 
s u b j e c t  t o ' t h o s e  condit ions ,  or  varying the Order and approving> the Order a s  
varied, IT IS ORDERED AS FOLLOWS: 

I. That there be annexed t o  the City of Lethbridge, i n  the Province of 
Alberta,  and thereupon be  scparated '@+W%$& County 'of Lethbr'idge No. ?@ 

&$ that  t e r r i t o r y  described i n  Sclredule "B" attached' hereto.  5 

( P .  sketch showing t h e  general l oca t ion  of the annexed lands i s  attached 
a s  Schedule "A". )* \ 

\ 

I I. That any 'taxes owing t,o the  County o f  Lethbridge No. 26 a s  a t  
'December 31, 1983, i n  reRpectgof the aforementioned properties s h a l l  
t rans fer  to  end become payable t o  t h e ' C i t y  of.Lethbridge together with 

' any lawful pena l t i e s  and c o s t s  l ev ied  thereon ifi respect of any such 
taxes ;  however, upon the City o f  Letlrb.ridge c o l l e c t i n g  any or a l l  a f  such 
t a x e s ,  p e n a l t i e s  or c o s t s ,  such c o l l e c t i o n  s h a l l  forthwith be paid by the 
Ci ty  to the County o f  Lethbridge No. 26.  

XIS. That the a s s e s s o r  for  the Ci ty  of Lethbridge s h a l l ,  i n  the year 1983, f o r  
taxat ion  qurposes i n  the year 1984, reasses s  the#-annexed l i n d s  and, 
a s s e s s a b l e  improvements thereon, whicti 'are  b 9  'this .Order ~ a 6 n e x e d , ' t o . ~ t h e  
C i t y  of LethbriBge so tha,t the assessment t!ierqof s h q l l  be fa ' ir , ind . 
equitable  w i t h  other lands ,and asses sab le  'improvements i n  'the, C i t y  o f  
Lethbridge, and the provis ions  o f  the Municipal Taxat-ion,Act :te;khfdirig 
the .assessment r o l l  s h a l l  mutatis mutandis apply to. such assd'ssmcnt. 

* .  

, I  . I I .  

, I  

I V .  (A) Notwithstanding Clbuse 111, a l l  form bui ld ings  a s  defined i n  the I I 

V .  

. I  I ., 

blunicipal Taxation Act l o c i t e d  ,on a pa.rce1"of land,enne%ed:'by I . ,  , th i ' s  
Order t o  the City  o f  Lettibridge s h a l l  bae ass,esaed and tzlxcd a s  ' . ,  

though they had 'remained i n  thq,'Couii"ty of Le'thbridge f o r  ttae',pcriod 

( i )  that i f  the parcel ,on which the  b u i l d i n g s , a r e  loc'ated . >  i s  
subdivided . t h i s  c iause  s h a , l l  'cease ro  have - e f f e c t  aupon-'re&i'stration 
of the plan o f  subdiv is ion;  

( i i )  
determined by $h,e abqessor f3r the Cj ty .o f  Lethbridge t h i s  c lause  
she'll cegs~e  to  have e f f e c t  i n  re,s,pect of those ,build'ings; 

( i i i )  'that i f  the Counci,l o l  the Cit.y of  Lethbridge,, b y  
Resolution, 'mokes qn,'.appl.ication % e  I to .,the Baard*,and e s t a b l i s h e s  ' 

befor'e the BQard 'tttht ,: f . w  'good . .  dnd"suff. ieient rqason;. the 
provisrions g f '  C.4ause IV .,,' ( A )  I should  be.' var ied ,  prio:r '$0 !he.. :de'ie I 

establistied i n  Clause IV; , ( A ) ,  the  Bbard may,, by Ordeli, :,reduc.e the  
period o f  time. 

The owner o f  I a pgrcel annexed by t h i s  &d@r, ' dr 'other interest,ed 
person, may apply', t o  the,.Board f o r  aq eRtehiion..of th'e 'p$'>iQd o,f 
time . a s  establissfi.ed, i n  Clause 1,V.  (A> and : the  Boa,.rd ,ma?, for godd 
and' su f f i c i en ' t  reasons., order the provisions, , _ ,  'of Clause f;W. b e  
var ied ,  extended or rescinded. 

That the Chief Provincia l  Assessor ,  ippointed' purs,uant' t o  ''he provisions 
of the Munic ipal i t ies  Assessment and Equ.ali,zati\on',Act, s h a l l  for taxation 
or grant purposes commencing i n  the year 1984; 'r.eaksess o,y' revalue, a s  
the  case  may be ,  a l l  propert ies  that are .assess'a,bdk.'or subject to 
va luat ion  under the terms o f  the E1,ectric Power 'and Pipe. Line  Assessment 
Act and the Municipbl and Provirrc,ia,l Properties :Valuatign Act ,  and which- 
l i e  within  the areas that are by t h i s  Order annexed t o  the City of 
Lethbridge, 'so that the ass'assipent or valuation s h a l l  be , fa i r  and 
equ i tab le  w i t h  propertieg o f  a s imi lar  nature. 

1984 t o  1993 i n c l u s i v e ,  pkoviding~~howevor: .. . 
/ I  , ,  . I  

.I . -  I , .  - ,  , 1 ,  
t . ., 

I .  

', ~ ' 
. . .  , , ! 

I :  

, ,  

ttiht i f  &he bui ld ings  no longer: ,quali.fy as  .farm bu.ildjpgs,,,a,s ' 
' 

- A l ~ , a  

I .. . 1 

/ 
< '  

, I .  

( B )  

I , I  , 
,/' 

a /  

. ..' 
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VI. 

DATED and signed a t  the C i t y ' o f  Edmonton, i n  the Province of Alberte,  t h i s  8 t h  

That the e f f e c t i v e  date  o f , t h i s  Order i r  the  First (1st) day of January, I 

1984. f 
i 
i 
j 1 day of Uacember, 1983. 
I \ t 

i G D . )  C. I ,  S H E L L E Y ,  
C HA I RMAN 

; E D . )  JOHN h: H M M O N D ,  
HEHBER & 

S C H ED U L E "A" 

A %ETCH SHOWINO THE GENERIL LOCATION OF THE 
AREAS AFFECTED BY BOARD ORDER WO. 16670 

EFFECTIVE DATE; JANUARY 1.1984 1-1 , .!.....,.*,. !..'*). AFFECTEDAREA(S) 

r---- 1 JOINT CiENEAAL 
L-,,, J MUNICIPAL km  EA 

C E R T I F I E D  A T R U E  COPY:  

I 

r 819 

I 

1 
i 
! 
I 
I 
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SCHEDULE "B" 

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE TERRITORY SOUGHT FOR 
AND ANNEXED 10 THE C I T Y  OF LETHBRIDGE 

1 .  

2 .  

3 .  

4 .  

5 .  

' 6 .  

7. 

,8 . 

9.  ' 

10 . 
11. 

12. 

THE E A S T  HALF O F  S&CTION FOUR ( 4 1 ,  I N  TOWNSHIP N I N E  ( 9 1 ,  RANGE TWENTY-TWO 
(221 ,  WEST O F  THE FOURTH MEHIDLAN. 

ALL THAT PORTION O F  THE SOUTil WEST QUARTER O F  SECTION FOUR (41 ,  I N  
TOWNSHIP N I N E  ( 9 ) ,  RANGE TWENTY-TWO ( 2 2 ) ,  WEST O F  THE FOURTH MERIDIAN,  
DESCR.IBED A S  FOLLOWS : 

' 

COMMENCING,AT THE SOUTll EAST CORNER OF S A I D  QUARTER SECTION;  
THENCE WEST ALONG THE SOUTHERN BOUNDARY THEREOF SIXTY ( 6 0 )  F E E T ;  

HUNDRED ANO THIRTY' ( 3 3 0 )  FEET; THENCE EAST AND PARALLEL WITH THE 
THENCE NORTH AND PARALLEL WITH THE EASTERN BOUNDARY THEREOF THREE 

S A I D  SOUTHERN BOUNDARY S I X T Y  ( 6 0 )  F E E T  MORE OR LESS, TO S A I D  
EASTERN BOUNDARY; THENCE SOUTH ALONG S A I D  EASTERN BOUNDARY TO THE 
P O I N T  O F  COMMENCEMENT.8 

AtL THAT PORTION' O F  WEST HALF O F  SECTION TWO ( 2 )  , I N  TOWNSHIP NINE ( 9 ) ,  
RANGE TWENTY-TWO (221 ,  WEST c)F TIIE FOURTH H E R I D I A N ,  NOT WITHIN THE C I T Y  
OF LETHBRIDCE. 

S E C T I O N  THREE ( 3 )  , I N  TOWNSIIIP NINE ( 9 )  , RANGE TWENTY-TWO (22)  , WEST OF 
THE FOURTH F R I D I A N .  

A L L  THAT PORTION OF SECTION TEN ( l o ) ,  I N  TOWNSHIP NINE ( 9 1 ,  RANGE 
TWENTY-TWO (221 ,  WEST OF THE FOURTH MERIDIAN, DESCRIBED As FOLLOWS:, 

( 8 )  SOUTH HALF OF SECTION UN ( i o )  WHICH LIES TO THE SOUTHWESTERLY OF 
ROAD PLAN 5820 J .K.  

(b )  NORTH WEST QUARTER O F  SECTION TEN (10 )  WHICH L I E S  SOUTHWESTERLY OF 
ROAD PLAN 5820 J . K . ,  EXCEPTING THEREOUT RAILWAY PLANbR.Y. 157.  

A L L  THAT PORTION OF SECTION TWKLVE (121 ,  I N  TOWNSHIP NINE ( 9 )  , RANGE 

THE R I G H T  BANK OF THE BELLY (OLDMAN) R I V E R ,  AND. NrOT WITHIN THE C I T Y  OF 
LETHBRIDCE . 
TWENTY-TWO (221 ,  WEST OF THE FOURTH MERIDIAN WICH LIES TO ?HE EAST OF 

ALL THOSE PORTIONS O F  ,SECTIONS THIRTEE,N (13 )  AND TWENTY-FOUR ( 2 4 )  8 I N  
TOWN6HIP N l N E  ' ( 9 )  , RANGE TWEII'TY-TWO (22)  , WEST O F  THE FOURTH %KIDIAN 
WHICH -LIES TO THE EAST, OF THIS RIGHT BANK OF THE BELLY (OLDHAN) X ~ V E R .  , 

I ,  

A L L  THAT PORTION OF FaORT,Y-TllIRll ( 4 3 )  STREET WITHIN SECTION T H R E E ' ( 3 1 ,  IN 
TOWNSHIP NINE ( 9 1 ,  RANGE TWXNTY-ONE ( 2 1 ) ,  WEST O F  THE FOURTH MERIDIAN,  
CONTAINED, WITHIN PLANS O F  SUdVEY 791 1470 AND 801 1190. 

ALL 'THAT PORTION OF SECTION MNETEEN ( 1 9 )  , IN ;OWNSHIP NINE ( 9 )  , RANGE 
TWENTY-O~E (211 ,  WEST OF THE FUUNH ,@XIDIM NOT WITHIN THE CITY OF 

SECTIONS, SIXTEEN (16) , TM~NTY ( 2 0 )  AND XNTY-ONE ( 2 1 )  , IN TOWSHIP NINE 
(91 ,  RANGE T~ENTY-ONE ( 2 1 )  , WEST OF THE FOURTH MERIDIAN. 

LETRBRIDGE.  

/ 

S E C T I O N  TWENTY-SEVEN ( 2 7 ) ' s  I N  TOWNSHIP E I G H T  (8 )  RANGE TkNTY-ONE.  (21) , 
WEST O F  THE FOURTH MERIDIAN , EXCEPTING THEREOUT 'THAT PORTION ' O F  THE NORTH 
WEST QUARTER WHICH L I E S  NURTII AND EAST O F  THE CANAL RIGHT-OF-WAY ,ON PLAN 
811 0284 AND RAILWAY RIGHT-UF-WAY AS SHOWN'ON PLAN R.Y. 23. \ 

S E C T I O N S  F I F T E E N  (15 )  AND TWENTY-TWO (22)  1 I N  TOWNSHIP E I G H T  (8)  RANGE 
TWENTY-ONE (211 ,  WEST OF THE FOURTH MERIDIAN. 

820 
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13. THE NORTH HALF OF SECTION S I X T E E N  (161, I N  TOWNSHIP E I G H T  ( 8 ) ,  RANGE 
TWENTY-ONE (21) ,  WEST OF THE EOUKTH MERIDIAN. 

14. A L L  THAT PORTION OF SECTION IWKNTY-ONE (211 ,  I N  TOWNSHIP E I G H T  (81 ,  RANGE 
TWENTY-ONE ( 2 1 ) ,  WEST OF TIE FOURTH MERIDIAN NOT WITHIN THE C I T Y  OF 
LETHBRIDCE. z 

THE NORTH HALF OF THE NORTH I1ALF O F  SECTION SEVENTEEN (171, I N  TOWNSHIP 
E I G H T  (81 ,  RANGE TWENTY-ONE (211 ,  WEST O F  THE FOURTH MERIDIAN. 

15. 

16. A L L  THAT PORTION O F  S E C T I O N  KlCHTEEN (181,  I N  TOWNSHIP EIGHT (81 ,  RANGE 
TWENTY-ONE (21) , WEST O F  T l l E  FOUHTH MERIDIAN , DESCRIBED A S  FOLLOWS: 

(a )  LYING NORTHERLY ANU WESTERLY OF THE L E F T  BANK O F  THE BELLY (OLDMAN) ' 

RIVER. 

( b )  ALL THOSE PORTIONS O F  1'1111 NORTH HALF O F  THE NORTH HALF OF SECTION 

(OLDMAN) RIVER.  
4 EIGHTEEN ( 1 8 ) ,  LYING EAS'L'ERLY OF THE L E F T  BANK O F  THE BELLY 

L 

d 
17. A L L  THAT PORTION O F  SECTION NINETEEN (191, I N  TOWNSHIP EIGHT (81 ,  RANGE 

LETHERIDGE. 
TWENTY-ONE (211, WEST O F  THE FOURTI1 MERIDIAN,  NOT WITHIN THE C I T Y  OF 

I 

18. A L L  THAT PORTION O F  FORTY-THIRI) ( 4 3 )  STREET WITHIN SECTION THIRTY-FOUR 

MERIDIAN,  CbNTAINED WXTHLN PLANS O F  SURVEY 791 1470 AND 804 1190. 
(34 )  I N  TOWNSHIP E I G H T  C8) 9 RANGE TWENTY-ONE ( 2 1 )  WEST O F  THE FOURTH 

19. ALL THOSE PORTIONS OF SECTIONS THREE (3 )  , FOUR ( 4 )  , TEN ( i o ) ,  ELEVEN 

AND WESTERLY O F  THE LEFT BANK OF Tl lE  BELLY (OLDMAN) ,RIVER.  

(11)  8 TWELVE (12)  AND T H I H T I X N  (13 )  # I N  TOWNSHIP E I G H T  ( 8 )  e RANGE 
TWENTY-TWO (22)  , WEST OF TI1,E FUUHTl1 MERIDXAN LYING.  GENERALLY NOR IERLY f 

20. A L L  THAT POKTION O F  SECTZONS V I N E  ( 9 )  AND SIXTEEN (16 )  ' IN,TO,WNSHIP 
E I G H T  (81, RANGE TWENTY-TWO ( 2 2 ) ,  WEST OF THE FOURTH MERIDIAN LYING 
GENERALLY EASTERLY O F  THE L t F T  BANK OF THE B E U Y  (OLDMAN) RIVER,  

21. S E C T I O N S  FOURTEEN (14 )  , F I F T E E N  ( 1 5 )  AND TWENTY-TWO (22)  j I N  TOWNSHIP 
E I G H T  (8) '  RANCE'TWENTY-TWO (22) ;WEST O F  TliE FOURTH MERIDIAN. 

22. ALL THAT PORTION OF THE SOUTll k A L F  OF SECTION TWENTY-FOUR' (241,  I N  
TOWNSHIP EIGHT ( 8 1 ,  RANGE TW13NTY-TWO (221, WEST OF THE FOURTH MERIDIAN 

" C' 

NOT WITHIN THE C I T Y  O F  LETHBRIDCE.  

23. THE E A S T  HALVES OF S E C T I O N S  TWENTY-ONE (211,  TWENTY-EIGHT (28) AND 
THIRTY-WREE (331 ,  I N ' T O W N S H I P  E I G H T  (81,  RANGE TWENTY-TWO (221, WEST OF 
THE FOURTH HERIDIAN. 

24. THE WEST HALVES OF S E C T I O N S  TWENTY-SEVEN (27)  ,AND THIRTY-FOUR ( 3 4 1 ,  I N  
TOWNSHIP EIGHT (8) , RANGE TWENTY-TWO (22 )  8 WEST .OF, THE FOURTH d R I D I A N .  

s 
\ 
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ALL GOVERNMENT ROAD ALLOWANCES INTERVENING AND ADJOINING THE ABOVE 
DESCRIBED TERRITORY , INCIIUDINC THAT NORTH SOUTH GOVERNMENT ROAD ALLOWANCE 
A D J O I N I N G  THE WEST BOUNDARlES OF SECTIONS THREE ( 3 )  AND TEN ( L O ) ,  I N  

S E C T I O N  THIRTY-FOUR ( 3 4 1 ,  I N  TOWNSIilP E I G H T  (81,  RANGE TWENTY-ONE (211,  
WEST OF THE FOURTH I G R I D I A N ,  

TOWNSHIP NXNE (9 )  KANGE TWENTY-ONE (21) , WEST OF THE FOURTH MERIDIAN AND 

EXCEPTING THEREOUT: 
% 

(a) THAT EAST WEST ROAD ALI.I)NANCE  JOINING THE NORTH BOUNDARY OF 

TWENTY (20)  AND TWENTY-ONE (211, WITHIN TOWNSHIP N I N E  (91 ,  RANGE 

SECTION TWENTY-FOUK ( 2 4 1 ,  I N  TOWNSHIP N I N E  ~ ( 9 )  , RANGE TWENTY-TWO 
' (22)  8 WEST O F ' T H E  FUUK'I'II EEKIDZAN AND S E C T I O N S  NINETEEN ( 1 9 ) ,  

! .  
TWENTY-ONE (211, WEST OF THE FOURTH MERIDIAN. * 

(b) THAT NORTH SOUTH ROAD ALLOWANCE ADJOINING THE EAST BOUNDARY OF' 
S E C T I O N S  F I F T E E N  (15)  , TWENTY-TWO (22)  AND TWENTY-SEVEN (27)  WITHIN 
TOWNSHIP E I G H T  (81, RANGE TWENTY-ONE (211, WEST OF THE FOURTH 
MERIDIAN. 

THE ABOVE DESC'RIQED TERRITORY COIJTAINS F I V E  THOUSAND S I X  HUNDRED FORTY AND 
EIGHTY-SEVEN HUNDREDTHS (5 ,640 .87)  H 'CTAKES (13,938.89 ACRES) ,  MORE OR L E S S .  

< k! * 
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