
County of Painteanh No. I R CARB Board Order 2012-4 

IN TilE I\ I A TIER OF A COMPI.Air\l filed with the County ofPaintearth No. I X Composite 
Assl'Ssmcnt Review Board (CARB) pursuunt to Part I I of the Municipal Col'ernment Act. being 
Chapter \!1-~6 of the Revised Statut~:s of Alberta :woo 

Alberta power :woo l.td . c/o AEC lntcrnatinnal Inc. (AEC) rcprcscntc:d by Wilson Lnycraft Ll.P 
- Complainant 

-and-

County of Paintcarth No. I 8 ( Paintcarth) represented hy Reynolds Mirth Richards & Farmer l .LP 
-· Respondent 

BEFORE: 

Chris GrifTin. Presiding Olliccr 

floard Counsel: 
G. Stewan-Palmer. Barrister & Solicitor 

StaJT: 

T. Peach. Composite Assessment Review Board Clerk 

A preliminary hearing was held on December 7. 2012 by conference call to consider pnx:cdural 
mattt:rs relating to a complaint ahout the assessment of the fol101ving propet1y tax roll number: 

7200059!!0 Assessment $58.542.840 

PART A: BACKGROUND AN D DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY UNDER COMI'LA INT 

]I] This appeul relates to a pmperty assessment fi.ll' buildings and structures. The Cumplaint 
has tiled its complaint alleging 4 grounds of complaint. 

PART B: PJWCEDLIRAL OR JURJSDI CTIONA L M ATTERS 

121 The CARB derives its authority to make decisions under Part II of the Municipal 
Uun.!l'/1111!'111 A<'l, R.S.:'\. :!000. c.l\1-:!6 ("MGA"). The Complainant has lllcd its compliam and 
the C/\RB comcncd a hearing to scheduk the merit hearing and disclosure dates. 
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Count) ofPaintenrth No. IH CARB Board Order 2012-4 

Position of the Parties 

[3] On December 3. 2012. the Complainant tiled a letter with the CARB requesting a change 
to the disclosurl! dates previously ordcred by the CI\RB in its decision C ARH Board Order 2012-
3. 

[4] At the wmrncncemelll of the preliminary hcaring. the parties presented a joint 
recommendation regarding n change to the disclosure dates set out bcluw: 

I. Determining the market value. 

An updated 2012 Marshall & Swift costing prepared hy Kevin Zeiner will fom1 the 
bm:kdrop oft he issues ad,·anced before the C ARB. The issues huve hcen set out in a 
"Whit..: Book" prepared hy AEC International and previously pnwid..:d 10 the Respondent. 
and '~hich ''i ll form the Complainant's cvidcnee. along with an) other evidence pw,·ided 
for filing on Decemhcr 28,2012. Those issues an.-: 

a. Th..: application of d..:preciation to the updated 2012 Marshall & Swift report 
including: 

i. Nonnal depreciation. 
11 . Adjustments for observed condition. and 
111. Sclc~.: t ion of age-life. 

b. The application of adjustments to various buildings for: 

1. Lighting, electrical and plumbing adjustments. and 
u. Flooring and grating adjustments. 

c. Comparison to other M&S cost approaches. 

2. Linear property within the assessment. 

a. This issue deals with various stand-alon..: improvements that the Complaint 
submits an:! linear property. These include conv..:yor enclosures) tanks. tunnds, 
fencing. paving and cranagc. 

b. The issue of whether linear property exists in the boiler house and turbine hall as 
put heJorc the:: CARBin the 2011 tax year will not be advat1~.:cd in the 2012 tax 
year complaint. l\TCO r..:scrves the right to mis..: this issue in future years. 

The Parties will not be calling cxpcrt engineering L'videnc..: at th..: hearing. 

The Partit:s ugrt.'c to amend the Complainant's initial disclosure date from Dc~.:cmber 17. 
2012 to December 28. ::w 12 and to January 21, 20 13 for tiling of the Complainant's legal 
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argument and evidence on issue l(cl a~lWC. Dates for thl' Rc~pondent's tiling <~nd 
Rebuttal remain the same. 

The Complainant hen:hy requests its leuer dated Decem her 3. 20 I 2 he \\ithdrawn from 
the Board's record and the Respondent consents to ~arne. 

The Parties will continue to meet with a vie'' to further relining rmd narrowing the issw.:s 
li1r hearing further. It is anticipated that the time n:quired fm hearing \Viii be shortened to 
3 to 4 days. 

DECISION ANL> REASONS 

ii.Jerit hearing ami Disclosure Datc•s 

[5 J The diselnsun: daks arc revised as follows: 

Complainant's Disclosure date for a ll I D1->cembcr 28. 2012 
disclosure except: 

• <!Vidence for the issue id~.:tllilied in item J 

I (c) ahov~.: and 
• filing of legal argument 

Complainant's Disclosur~.: IC.1r: January 21. 2013 
• evidence on the issue id~.:ntilicd in item 

l(e) above and 
• filing of legal argument 

!-R~e~s~p~o-n~d~e~n~t"~s~D~i~s~cl~o~s~u~r~-· --~~~-------------+~F~e_b_rt~ta_r~v_l_5_.~~~0_1_3 ____________________ ~ 
Complainant "s Rebuttal March I. 2013 

' llcnr~~~ _ March I 1-14. 2013 

[6] There will b~: no chang~: to the hearing location or start time. 

[7] The CAR!3 has heard the pat1ies· joint recommendation I(H the change to the disclosun: 
dates. The CARI3 notes that the changes arc not substantial and that both parties have agreed tn 
the changes. The changes to the disclosure dates do not a fleet the timing or the hearing and the 
CARB 1inds no pr~:judice has arisen lrom the changes. Therefore. it is prepared to accept the 
joint n:commcndation of the parties. 

IS] The CARB notes that the discussions between thc parties has resulted in a shortened 
hearing. and commcnds the parties fo r their dTorts in this regard. lhc CARB is pkascd that the 
panics havt: utilized the tim..: to discuss the issucs. 

(9] The CARB notes the joint n:ttuest of the parties to remove the Dcc..:mhcr 3. 2012 leiter 
from the Complainant tram the record. In light of the joint recommendation of the panics, th~.: 
CARB is prepared to n:movc the letter as its exclusion docs not atTcct the h<!aring in any manner. 

Page 3 of ~ 



County of Paintcarth No. 18 CARO Board Order 20 12-..t 

[I OJ It is so ordered. , 
Dated at the Cit~ qf Calgary. in the Province off\lhena. this _ da) ofDecl!mber. 2012. 

rlffih,- Pres ding Ollicer 

APPENDIX 'A" 

ORAL REPRESENTATIONS 

PERSON APPEAIUNG 

I. 
2. 

-'· 
4. 

B. Dell, 
C. llall 
C. M. Zukiwski 
B. Hepp 

APPENDIX 'B" 

CAPACITY 

Counsel lor the Complainant 
Rl!presentative of the Complainant 
Counsel for the Respondent 
Representative of the Respondent 

DOCUMENTS REFERENCED IN TilE HEARING 

1 
Joint lctLcr of Wilson l.aycraft LLP ru1d Reynolds Mirth Richards 1 Decem he;?. 2012 l 
and Farmer LLP .:..::..:...="----

For MGB Usc Only 

I Subject I Type Issue Sub-issue l CAR B elect ric pow-.:r--+-~-,"-.n--=c:.:rn:.:tc..i n::.g·..a:..::- -r-1 -::P-r.:"""'•l.,..i n-=1=. -=- - -+,-4:--:6-::8-(.:::1.:::) ;::.(b...::)=::.::__-1 

I ____ L! "-pl"-a_lll___ ~)·"-"· s..;..te:.....n_, ___ j Sche.c.cd..c.u..:..li--'n,.g __ _..l _ __ . 
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