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  CITY COUNCIL MINUTES

Monday, November 15, 1999

PRESENT:
B. Smith; B. Anderson, A. Bolstad, T. Cavanagh, L. Chahley, 
W. Kinsella, L. Langley, B. Mason, R. Noce, M. Phair, 
R. Rosenberger, J. Taylor, D. Thiele.

ALSO IN ATTENDANCE:

B.E. Thom, Q.C., City Manager.
D.H. Edey, City Clerk.

A.
CALL TO ORDER AND RELATED BUSINESS
A.1.
CALL TO ORDER

Mayor B. Smith called the meeting to order at 9:30 a.m. 

Councillors R. Rosenberger and J. Taylor were absent.

TRIBUTE TO FORMER MAYOR LAURENCE DECORE

Councillors J. Taylor and R. Rosenberger entered the meeting.

Mayor B. Smith, on behalf of Members of Council and the people of Edmonton, made the following statement: 

This past week has been a sad one in our City …. As we said farewell to a great man …. Laurence Decore.

I offer condolences on behalf of City Council and the people of Edmonton to Laurence’s family especially to his wife, Anne-Marie, his children, Andrea and Michael, his brother, Leighton, and his sister-in-laws, Bev and Maureen.  I want them to know our thoughts are with them as they are going through this difficult time. 

A former business owner, Alderman, Mayor, MLA, Leader of the Alberta Liberal party, Laurence Decore left a lasting mark on Edmonton, Alberta and Canada.  He was a leader, who got results, who had a knack for selling an idea to colleagues and citizens alike.  As a politician, Laurence Decore built consensus and got everyone working towards a common goal.  A fact that was especially clear in the City’s successful campaign to get its share of long-distance toll revenue.  Laurence Decore knew the importance of the bottom line.

In his time in Office, he came up with a long-term plan to pay down the City’s debt and to reduce costs.  However his fiscal restraint was always complemented by a concern for people and the community.  His contribution to the 1982 Charter of Rights and Freedoms and his lifelong promotion of multiculturalism are proof of that.  Edmontonians value what Laurence Decore accomplished …. But, I think that even more of us admired the courage and conviction behind his actions.

His ten-year battle with cancer showed us just how tough he could be.

In recognition of former Mayor Laurence Decore, a moment of silence was observed in his memory.

OPENING PRAYER

Dr. Zohra Husaini, Past President of the Muslim Research Foundation, led the assembly in the special prayers that are said for the departed soul.

A.2.
ADOPTION OF AGENDA

MOVED M. Phair – R. Noce

That the City Council Agenda for the November 15, 1999 meeting be adopted with the addition of the following items:

E.1.c.
Project Germany – Participation in EXPO 2000 in Hanover Germany.

E.1.d.
Auditor General Review of the Personnel and Payroll Functions.

CARRIED

FOR THE MOTION:
B. Smith; B. Anderson, A. Bolstad, T. Cavanagh, 
L. Chahley, W. Kinsella, L. Langley, B. Mason, 
R. Noce, M. Phair, R. Rosenberger, J. Taylor, D. Thiele.

OPPOSED:
.

MOVED M. Phair – W. Kinsella

That the following items be added to Council’s agenda to be dealt with in public:

J.1.a.
Regional Governance.

J.1.b
Governance and Service Delivery Problems and Issues.

AMENDMENT MOVED  L. Chahley – J. Taylor

That the words “in public” be replaced with the words “in private”.

CARRIED

FOR THE AMENDMENT:
B. Smith; T. Cavanagh, L. Chahley, L. Langley,
R. Noce, R. Rosenberger, J. Taylor.

OPPOSED:
B. Anderson, A. Bolstad, W. Kinsella, B. Mason, 
M. Phair, D. Thiele.

MOTION AS AMENDED put:

That the following items be added to Council’s agenda to be dealt with in private:

J.1.a.
Regional Governance.

J.1.b
Governance and Service Delivery Problems and Issues.

CARRIED

FOR THE MOTION

AS AMENDED:
B. Smith; B. Anderson, A. Bolstad, T. Cavanagh, 
L. Chahley, W. Kinsella, L. Langley, R. Noce, 
R. Rosenberger, J. Taylor, D. Thiele.

OPPOSED:
B. Mason, M. Phair.

A.3.
ADOPTION OF MINUTES

MOVED  R. Noce – M. Phair

That the Minutes of the November 2 and November 8, 1999 City Council meetings be adopted.

CARRIED

FOR THE MOTION:
B. Smith; B. Anderson, A. Bolstad, T. Cavanagh, 
L. Chahley, W. Kinsella, L. Langley, B. Mason, 
R. Noce, M. Phair, R. Rosenberger, J. Taylor, D. Thiele.

B.1.
URGENT MATTERS - PROTOCOL ITEMS
B.1.a.

Luncheon to Recognize Sponsors of the 1999 Speedo FINA Swimming World Cup (W. Kinsella).

_____________________________________________________________

Councillor W. Kinsella stated that last Wednesday, she attended a luncheon to recognize sponsors of the 1999 Speedo FINA Swimming Cup which will be held in Edmonton for the second year next weekend.  

The City of Edmonton was recognized by the organizers of the World Cup for its tremendous support for this international championship.  Councillor W. Kinsella presented Mayor B. Smith with a framed copy of the official 1999 poster.

Members of Council warmly acknowledged this recognition.

B.1.b.

Grade 6 Students from Norwood School (B. Smith).

_____________________________________________________________

Mayor B. Smith, on behalf of City Council, welcomed the Grade 6 students from Norwood School and their teacher, D. Betkowski.

Members of Council warmly welcomed the students.

B.1.c.

“Celebrating Religious Diversity Within a Municipality” (B. Smith).

_____________________________________________________________

Mayor B. Smith welcomed the film crew from Vision T.V., who are filming a documentary for their skylight news program. The documentary focuses on the City’s model of “Celebrating Religious Diversity Within a Municipality”, which will be included in presenting Edmonton’s millennium gift of service to the world during the 1999 Parliament of the World’s Religions in Capetown, South Africa next month.

Edmonton is the only government in the world to have a gift accepted by the Parliament of the World’s Religions.  

The Edmonton District Council of Churches, The Edmonton Interfaith Centre, The City of Edmonton’s Chaplain Support Committee, the partners in this gift, were congratulated for their vision and commitment to the people of Edmonton.

Members of Council warmly congratulated the partners in this gift.

B.1.d.

“The Distinguished Budget Presentation Award” for the City’s 1999 Budget (B. Smith).

_____________________________________________________________

The employees of the Corporate Services Department were recognized for their receipt of  “The Distinguished Budget Presentation Award” from the Government Finance Officers Association of Canada and the United States.  This is the second year in a row that the City of Edmonton has received this Award.

A.B. Maurer, General Manager, Corporate Services Department, and R. Garvey, Corporate Services Department, accepted the framed certificate.

Members of Council warmly congratulated all the employees who were involved in the City being chosen for this prestigious Award.

B.2.

EXEMPTIONS AND VOTE ON ALL OTHER ITEMS

MOVED  R. Noce – L. Langley

That items D.2.a., D.2.b., E.1.a., E.1.c., E.1.d., F.1.a., H.1.a. and in-private items J.1.a. and J.1.b. be exempted for debate; and 

D.2.
REPORTS ON ADMINISTRATIVE INQUIRIES

D.2.c.

The Infrastructure Gap (W. Kinsella).

	That the November 4, 1999 Corporate Services Department report be received for information.
	Corporate Svcs.


D.3.
STATUS OF REPORTS

D.3.a.
Edmonton:  A Smart City (R. Noce).

	That the revised due date of Nov. 30, 1999 be approved.
	Planning & Dev.
Due: Nov. 30, 1999


E.
REPORTS RELATED TO EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE MATTERS
E.1.b.

Civic Agencies – Externally-Nominated Appointment to the Edmonton Historical Board.

____________________________________________________________

	That Enid Fitzsimonds be appointed to the Edmonton Historical Board as the Edmonton and District Historical Society representative for a term ending December 31, 2000.
	Corporate Svcs.




F.
REPORTS RELATED TO COMMUNITY SERVICES COMMITTEE MATTERS
F.1.b.

Citizens-at-Large Appointment/Re-Appointment Recommendations to Various Civic Agencies from Community Services Committee.

____________________________________________________________

	That the appointment and re-appointment recommendations from Community Services Committee, as outlined in the attachment, be approved for the term January 1, 2000 to December 31, 2000, except for the Greater Edmonton Foundation appointees whose terms will expire December 31, 2002. 
	Corporate Svcs.




CARRIED

FOR THE MOTION:
B. Smith; B. Anderson, A. Bolstad, T. Cavanagh, 
L. Chahley, W. Kinsella, L. Langley, B. Mason, 
R. Noce, M. Phair, R. Rosenberger, J. Taylor, D. Thiele.
B.3.
DECISION TO HEAR AND TIME SPECIFICS
MOVED  R. Noce – A. Bolstad

That the following item be dealt immediately following Item H.1.a.

E.1.c. 

Project Germany – Participation in EXPO 2000 in Hanover Germany.

CARRIED

FOR THE MOTION:
B. Smith; B. Anderson, A. Bolstad, T. Cavanagh, 
L. Chahley, W. Kinsella, L. Langley, B. Mason, 
R. Noce, M. Phair, R. Rosenberger, J. Taylor, D. Thiele.

D.
ADMINISTRATIVE INQUIRIES AND RESPONSES

D.1.
ADMINISTRATIVE INQUIRIES

D.1.a.

Alberta Capital Region Alliance (“ACRA”)(R. Noce).

__________________________________________________________________

	“At the November 5, 1999, Alberta Capital Region Governance Review Workshop, it became evident that the governance model of choice for surrounding municipalities was the “enhanced” Alberta Capital Region Alliance (“ACRA”).  In my opinion, the “enhanced” ACRA would be the worst governance model for the City of Edmonton.

I would be obliged if the City Manager would answer the following questions:

1) What amount does the City of Edmonton provide ACRA on a yearly basis?

2) Are there any notice requirements that the City of Edmonton would have to provide in order to remove itself from ACRA?

3) Edmonton’s Municipal Development Plan which was approved by City Council in August 1998, identified leadership and regional co-operation as a priority for the City of Edmonton.  Would it be possible to use the funds as described in question #1 in some other way to promote regional co-operation instead of providing same to ACRA?


I would appreciate a response for the November 25, 1999, City Council 2000 Budget meeting.
	City Manager

Due: Nov. 26, 1999




D.1.b.

Discontinuation of Animal Control Services by the S.P.C.A. (R. Noce).

__________________________________________________________________

	“On November 12, 1999, the Edmonton SPCA announced that, beginning in 2000, it would discontinue animal control services for the City of Edmonton.

I would be obliged if the City Manager would answer the following questions:

1. What does the Edmonton S.P.C.A.’s decision with respect to animal control mean for the City of Edmonton?

2. Are there budget implications for the City of Edmonton as a result of the decision of the Edmonton S.P.C.A.?

3. Will the City have to construct additional facilities or hire additional staff to handle stray animals; and furthermore, are there other courses of action the City might take, such as, contracting the operation to a non-profit agency or private-sector company as opposed to doing it itself?

I would appreciate a response for the January 10, 2000, Community Services Committee meeting.
	Police Service

CS Committee

Due: Jan. 10, 2000


D.1.c.

Lodge Program of the Greater Edmonton Foundation (M. Phair).

__________________________________________________________________

	“I would like the following information from the Administration regarding the lodge program of the Greater Edmonton Foundation and its short term and long term financial status.

1. Investigate the different per diem rates from the Province for lodges and indicate how the lower rates impact the Greater Edmonton Foundation and its results.

2. Does the Greater Edmonton Foundation have a cost for additional services for health care in senior citizen lodges?

3. Indicate the main points of the Broda Report and how this may impact the Greater Edmonton Foundation.

4. Review the Greater Edmonton Foundation’s projections on numbers and costs in their budget submission.

5. A suggested strategy that may involve the City, the Regional Health Authority and the Province to address the funding shortfall over the long term.”
	Community Svcs.

Due:  Jan. 18, 2000




D.1.d.

Year 2000 Triathalon (M. Phair).

__________________________________________________________________

	“I would like the following information regarding the year 2000 Triathlon:

1. Will Hawrelak Park be closed for a week to set up for the event?

2. What is the length of this summer’s event?

3. How will this event impact the Riverside Player’s Summer in the Park Shakespeare Festival?

I would like this inquiry to return to the Community Services Committee.”
	Community Svcs.

CS Committee

Due: Jan. 10, 2000


D.1.e.

House in the Boyle Street Area (M. Phair).

__________________________________________________________________

	“On Friday, a house in the Boyle Street area was declared structurally unsound and residents were ordered to leave within twenty-four hours.

1. In a situation like this, what plan and resources are in place to assist the tenants with the relocation and immediate housing?

2. What responsibility does the landlord/landowner bear?

3. Will the tenants get their November rent and deposit returned to them?

4. How and why is the way these residents were treated different than the residents on Whitemud Road?”
	Community Svcs.

Due: Jan. 18, 2000


H.
OTHER REPORTS

H.1.a.

River Valley Alliance – Advisory Committee Update.

MOVED  J. Taylor – L. Langley

	That the November 4, 1999 River Valley Alliance report be received for information.
	River Valley Alliance


Councillor J. Duncan, City of Fort Saskatchewan, made a presentation on behalf of the River Valley Alliance, and answered Council’s questions.

A copy of the map of  “Alberta’s Capital River Valley ….nature at our doorstep” was distributed to all Members of Council and was filed with the Office of the City Clerk.

CARRIED

FOR THE MOTION: 
B. Smith; B. Anderson, A. Bolstad, T. Cavanagh, 
L. Chahley, W. Kinsella, L. Langley, B. Mason, 
R. Noce, M. Phair, R. Rosenberger, J. Taylor, D. Thiele.
E.
REPORTS RELATED TO EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE MATTERS
E.1.c.

Project Germany – Participation in EXPO 2000 in Hanover, Germany.

__________________________________________________________________

MOVED  R. Rosenberger – B. Smith

	That Edmonton City Council contribute $50,000 toward Team Alberta’s involvement in EXPO 2000 in Hanover, Germany.  (Source of Funding:  City Council’s Economic Initiatives Fund).
	Mayor




J. Edwards, Economic Development Edmonton, and M. Everett, Government of Alberta, answered Council’s questions.

CARRIED

FOR THE MOTION: 
B. Smith; B. Anderson, A. Bolstad, T. Cavanagh, 
L. Chahley, W. Kinsella, L. Langley, B. Mason, 
R. Noce, M. Phair, R. Rosenberger, J. Taylor, D. Thiele.

MOVED  R. Noce – R. Rosenberger

	That Economic Development Edmonton and the Administration prepare a report for November 2000 setting out an overview of EXPO 2000 with specific reference to The City of Edmonton’s involvement.
	EDE
Corporate Services
Due: Nov. 21, 2000


CARRIED

FOR THE MOTION: 
B. Smith; B. Anderson, A. Bolstad, T. Cavanagh, 
L. Chahley, W. Kinsella, L. Langley, B. Mason, 
R. Noce, M. Phair, R. Rosenberger, J. Taylor, D. Thiele.

D.2.
REPORTS ON ADMINISTRATIVE INQUIRIES

D.2.a.

Flexhousing (M. Phair).

____________________________________________________________
MOVED  M. Phair – J. Taylor

	That the October 21, 1999 Planning and Development Department report be referred to the Executive Committee.
	Planning & Dev.
Exec. Committee
Due:
 Nov. 24, 1999


CARRIED

FOR THE MOTION: 
B. Smith; B. Anderson, A. Bolstad, W. Kinsella, 
L. Langley, B. Mason, R. Noce, M. Phair, 
J. Taylor, D. Thiele.

OPPOSED:
T. Cavanagh, L. Chahley, R. Rosenberger.

D.2.b.

Motorola Cellular Telephone (B. Smith).

_________________________________________________________
MOVED  M. Phair – W. Kinsella

	That the October 26, 1999 Corporate Services Department report be referred to the Executive Committee.
	Corporate Svcs.
Exec. Committee
Due:
 Nov. 24, 1999


CARRIED

FOR THE MOTION: 
B. Smith; B. Anderson, A. Bolstad, W. Kinsella, 
 R. Noce, M. Phair, D. Thiele.

OPPOSED:
T. Cavanagh, L. Chahley, L. Langley, B. Mason, 
R. Rosenberger, J. Taylor.

L.
BYLAWS

L.1.a.

Bylaw 12178 - Boxing and Wrestling Commission Amendment Bylaw.

PURPOSE

To amend Bylaw 5821, a Bylaw to Regulate, Govern and Control Boxing and Wrestling, to authorize the Commission to make grants to amateur boxing and wrestling organizations without the need to go through City Council.

MOVED  M. Phair – W. Kinsella

That item L.1.a. be dealt with now.

CARRIED

FOR THE MOTION: 
B. Smith; B. Anderson, A. Bolstad, T. Cavanagh, 
L. Chahley, W. Kinsella, L. Langley, B. Mason, 
R. Noce, M. Phair, R. Rosenberger, J. Taylor, D. Thiele.

MOVED  M. Phair – W. Kinsella

That Bylaw 12178 be read a first time.

CARRIED

FOR THE MOTION:
B. Smith; B. Anderson, A. Bolstad, T. Cavanagh, 
L. Chahley, W. Kinsella, L. Langley, B. Mason, 
R. Noce, M. Phair, R. Rosenberger, J. Taylor, D. Thiele.

MOVED M. Phair – W. Kinsella

That Bylaw 12178 be read a second time.

CARRIED

FOR THE MOTION:
B. Smith; B. Anderson, A. Bolstad, T. Cavanagh, 
L. Chahley, W. Kinsella, L. Langley, B. Mason, 
R. Noce, M. Phair, R. Rosenberger, J. Taylor, D. Thiele.

MOVED M. Phair – W. Kinsella

That Bylaw 12178 be considered for third reading.

CARRIED

FOR THE MOTION:
B. Smith; B. Anderson, A. Bolstad, T. Cavanagh, 
L. Chahley, W. Kinsella, L. Langley, B. Mason, 
R. Noce, M. Phair, R. Rosenberger, J. Taylor, D. Thiele.

MOVED M. Phair – W. Kinsella

	That Bylaw 12178 be read a third time.
	Distribution List


CARRIED

FOR THE MOTION:
B. Smith; B. Anderson, A. Bolstad, T. Cavanagh, 
L. Chahley, W. Kinsella, L. Langley, B. Mason, 
R. Noce, M. Phair, R. Rosenberger, J. Taylor, D. Thiele.

MOVED R. Noce – B. Smith

That Council recess now and reconvene at 11:00 a.m.

CARRIED

FOR THE MOTION: 
B. Smith; B. Anderson, A. Bolstad, T. Cavanagh, 
L. Chahley, W. Kinsella, L. Langley, R. Noce, 
M. Phair, R. Rosenberger, J. Taylor, D. Thiele.

OPPOSED:
B. Mason.

Council recessed at 10:55 a.m.

Council reconvened at 11:03 a.m.

Councillors T. Cavanagh and B. Mason was absent.

E.
REPORTS RELATED TO EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE MATTERS
E.1.a.

City of Edmonton’s 2000 Budgets.

B.E. Thom, Q.C., City Manager, made his opening remarks.

Councillors B. Mason and T. Cavanagh entered the meeting.

R. Garvey, Corporate Services Department, made a presentation, a copy of which was distributed to all Members of Council and was filed with the Office of the City Clerk.

R. Rosychuk and R. Garvey, Corporate Services Department, answered Council’s questions.

B.E. Thom, Q.C., City Manager, answered Council’s questions.

Orders of the Day were called.  Council recessed at noon.

Council reconvened at 1:30 p.m.

Councillor R. Rosenberger was absent.

R. Garvey, Corporate Services Department, answered Council’s questions.

Councillor R. Rosenberger entered the meeting.

R. Rosychuk and A.B. Maurer, General Manager, Corporate Services Department; R. Millican, General Manager, Transportation and Streets Department; W.D. Burn, Asset Management and Public Works Department;  R. Garvey, Corporate Services Department; and B.E. Thom, Q.C., City Manager, answered Council’s questions.

*Attachment 1 appended – Councillors’ questions in writing.

E.1.d.

Auditor General Review of the Personnel and Payroll Functions.

________________________________________________________

MOVED W. Kinsella - L. Chahley (made at the November 2, 1999 City Council meeting):

That the Auditor General review the personnel and payroll functions of the City to determine:

i. If the payroll function could more efficiently and cost-effectively be handled by an external agency as is used by many public and private sector organizations.

1. If our software could more efficiently and cost effectively be operated and maintained by an external agency, as is the case with many public and private sector organizations.

WITHDRAWN

With the unanimous consent of City Council, Councillor W. Kinsella withdrew her motion.

F.
REPORTS RELATED TO COMMUNITY SERVICES COMMITTEE MATTERS

F.1.a.

Draft Policy for Selling Names of City Facilities.

MOVED M. Phair – R. Noce (made at the September 14, 1999 Council meeting):

That City Council adopt the Facility Name Sale Policy contained in Attachment 2 of the August 23, 1999 Community Services Department report, which means that selling the name of a City of Edmonton facility to an external organization or corporation is not acceptable.

AMENDMENT MOVED  J. Taylor – R. Rosenberger (made at the September 14, 1999 Council meeting):

That City Council adopt the Facility Name Sale Policy contained in Attachment 1 of the August 23, 1999 Community Services Department report, and that the Administration be directed not to actively solicit proposals.

L. Cochrane, Acting General Manager, Community Services Department; and B.E. Thom, Q.C., City Manager, answered Council’s questions.

AMENDMENT TO THE AMENDMENT MOVED  L. Chahley – W. Kinsella

That the words “Attachment 2 of the August 23, 1999 Community Services Department report, and that the Administration be directed not to actively solicit proposals” be deleted and replaced with “Attachment 3 of the October 13, 1999 Community Services Department report”.

CARRIED

FOR THE AMENDMENT

TO THE AMENDMENT: 
B. Smith; B. Anderson, T. Cavanagh, 
L. Chahley, W. Kinsella, L. Langley, 
R. Noce, R. Rosenberger, J. Taylor.

OPPOSED:
A. Bolstad, B. Mason, M. Phair, D. Thiele.

AMENDMENT AS AMENDED put:

That the words “Attachment 2 of the August 23, 1999 Community Services Department report, and that the Administration be directed not to actively solicit proposals” be deleted and replaced with “Attachment 3 of the October 13, 1999 Community Services Department report”.

CARRIED

FOR THE AMENDMENT

AS AMENDED: 
B. Smith; B. Anderson, T. Cavanagh, 
L. Chahley, W. Kinsella, L. Langley, 
R. Noce, R. Rosenberger, J. Taylor.

OPPOSED:
A. Bolstad, B. Mason, M. Phair, D. Thiele.

MOTION ON ITEM F.1.a. AS AMENDED put:

	That City Council adopt the Facility Name Sale Policy contained in Attachment 3 of the October 13, 1999 Community Services Department report.
	Community Svcs.


CARRIED

FOR THE MOTION: 
B. Smith; B. Anderson, T. Cavanagh, 
L. Chahley, W. Kinsella, L. Langley, 
R. Noce, R. Rosenberger, J. Taylor.

OPPOSED:
A. Bolstad, B. Mason, M. Phair, D. Thiele.

N.
NOTICES OF MOTION

Mayor B. Smith asked whether there were any Notices of Motion.  There were none.

(Sec. 100. B.L. 9999, as amended)

MOVED W. Kinsella – B. Smith

That Council meet in private.

CARRIED

FOR THE MOTION:
B. Smith; B. Anderson, T. Cavanagh, L. Chahley, 
W. Kinsella, L. Langley, R. Noce, M. Phair, 
R. Rosenberger, J. Taylor, D. Thiele.

OPPOSED:
A. Bolstad, M. Phair.

Council met in private at 2:25 p.m.

MOVED  R. Noce – T. Cavanagh

That Council meet in public.

CARRIED

FOR THE MOTION:
B. Smith; B. Anderson, A. Bolstad, T. Cavanagh, 
L. Chahley, W. Kinsella, L. Langley, B. Mason, 
R. Noce, M. Phair, R. Rosenberger, J. Taylor, D. Thiele.

Council met in public at 4:05 p.m.

J.
OTHER COMMITTEE REPORTS

Items J.1.a. and J.1.b. were dealt with together.

J.1.a.

Regional Governance.

J.1.b.

Governance and Service Delivery Problems and Issues.

MOVED  R. Noce – W. Kinsella

1. That the November 8, 1999 Office of the City Manager report be approved.

2. That the November 8, 1999 Office of the City Manager report be forwarded to the Alberta Capital Region Governance Review at the November 19, 1999 CEO Network meeting.

3. That the November 8, 1999 Office of the City Manager report remain in private (s.22(1)/23(1) of the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act).

4. That the November 4, 1999 Office of the City Manager report be approved.

5. That the November 4, 1999 Office of the City Manager report be forwarded to the Alberta Capital Region Governance Review at the November 19, 1999 CEO Network meeting.

6. That the November 4, 1999 Office of the City Manager report remain in private (s.22(1)/23(1) of the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act).

AMENDMENT MOVED  L. Chahley – R. Noce

That the following be added to the end of part 2 “and that they be informed”:

a)
That The City of Edmonton does not support the ACRA model, either evolved or mandated.

AMENDMENT TO THE AMENDMENT MOVED  B. Mason – D. Thiele

That a subsection b) be added:

b)
That Edmonton City Council does not support any mandatory regional government in which:  

i) 
voting representation does not reflect the population and financial contribution of member municipalities; and

ii) 
the regional entity does not provide some significant level of services to the region.

CARRIED

FOR THE AMENDMENT 

TO THE AMENDMENT:
B. Smith; B. Anderson, A. Bolstad, T. Cavanagh, 
L. Chahley, W. Kinsella, L. Langley, B. Mason, 
R. Noce, M. Phair, R. Rosenberger, J. Taylor, D. Thiele.

AMENDMENT TO THE AMENDMENT MOVED  J. Taylor – D. Thiele

That a subsection c) be added:

c)
That other options, including mandated regional service delivery would still be considered.

J. Bellinger, Office of the City Manager, answered Council’s questions.

MOVED  R. Noce – W. Kinsella

That Council recess for five minutes.

CARRIED

FOR THE MOTION:
B. Smith; B. Anderson, A. Bolstad, T. Cavanagh, 
L. Chahley, W. Kinsella, L. Langley, B. Mason, 
R. Noce, M. Phair, R. Rosenberger, J. Taylor, D. Thiele.

Council recessed at 4:35 p.m.

Council reconvened at 4:41 p.m.

Councillors L. Chahley and D. Thiele were absent.

J. Bellinger, Office of the City Manager, answered Council’s questions.

Councillors D. Thiele and L. Chahley entered the meeting.

AMENDMENT TO THE AMENDMENT put:

That a subsection c) be added to part 2:

c)
That other options, including mandated regional service delivery would still be considered.

CARRIED

FOR THE AMENDMENT 

TO THE AMENDMENT:
B. Anderson, A. Bolstad, L. Chahley, W. Kinsella, 
L. Langley, B. Mason, J. Taylor, D. Thiele.

OPPOSED:
B. Smith; T. Cavanagh, R. Noce, M. Phair, R. Rosenberger.
AMENDMENT AS AMENDED put:

That the following be added to the end of part 2 “and that they be informed”:

a)
That The City of Edmonton does not support the ACRA model, either evolved or mandated.

a)
That The City of Edmonton does not support the ACRA model, either evolved or mandated.

b)
That Edmonton City Council does not support any mandatory regional government in which:  

i) 
voting representation does not reflect the population and financial contribution of member municipalities; and


ii) 
the regional entity that does not provide some significant level of services to the region.

c)
That other options, including mandated regional service delivery would still be considered.

CARRIED

FOR THE AMENDMENT 

AS AMENDED:
B. Smith; B. Anderson, T. Cavanagh, L. Chahley, 
W. Kinsella, L. Langley, B. Mason, R. Noce, 
J. Taylor, R. Rosenberger, D. Thiele.

OPPOSED:
A. Bolstad, M. Phair.

AMENDMENT MOVED  A. Bolstad – M. Phair

That the following two sentences (Attachment 1 – Page 6 of 8) “The City of Edmonton has supported the Alliance’s structure ……. receives one vote at the Alliance.  This level of representation ……… under-represented at the Alliance” be replaced with the following sentences:

The City of Edmonton has supported the Alliance's structure, business plan and funding formula.  It also recognizes the consensus model adopted by the association has been useful in bringing forward regional initiatives.  However, the fact remains that Edmonton represents over 70 percent of the region and as such is vastly under-represented at the Alliance.

LOST

FOR THE AMENDMENT:
B. Anderson, A. Bolstad, W. Kinsella, 
B. Mason, M. Phair, D. Thiele.

OPPOSED:
B. Smith; T. Cavanagh, L. Chahley, L. Langley, 
R. Noce, R. Rosenberger, J. Taylor.

Members of Council requested that the motion as amended be split for voting purposes.

MOTION ON PART 1 put:

That the November 8, 1999 Office of the City Manager report be approved.

CARRIED

FOR THE MOTION:
B. Smith; T. Cavanagh, L. Chahley, L. Langley, 
B. Mason, R. Noce, R. Rosenberger, J. Taylor, D. Thiele.

OPPOSED:
B. Anderson, A. Bolstad, W. Kinsella, M. Phair.

MOTION ON PART 2 AS AMENDED put:

That the November 8, 1999 Office of the City Manager report be forwarded to the Alberta Capital Region Governance Review at the November 19, 1999 CEO Network meeting and that they be informed:

CARRIED

FOR THE MOTION

AS AMENDED:
B. Smith; B. Anderson, T. Cavanagh, L. Chahley,
W. Kinsella, L. Langley, B. Mason, R. Noce, M. Phair,
R. Rosenberger, J. Taylor, D. Thiele.

OPPOSED:
A. Bolstad.

MOTION ON PART 2.a) AS AMENDED put:

a)
That The City of Edmonton does not support the ACRA model, either evolved or mandated.

CARRIED

FOR THE MOTION

AS AMENDED:
B. Smith; B. Anderson, T. Cavanagh, L. Chahley,
W. Kinsella, L. Langley, B. Mason, R. Noce, M. Phair 
R. Rosenberger, J. Taylor, D. Thiele.

OPPOSED:
A. Bolstad, M. Phair.

MOTION ON PART 2.b) AS AMENDED put:

2.b)
That Edmonton City Council does not support any mandatory            regional government which:

i.   voting representation does not reflect the population and financial contribution of member municipalities; and

ii. the regional entity that does not provide some significant level of services to the region.

  carried

FOR THE MOTION

AS AMENDED:
B. Smith; B. Anderson, A. Bolstad, T. Cavanagh, 
L. Chahley, W. Kinsella, L. Langley, B. Mason, 
R. Noce, M. Phair, R. Rosenberger, J. Taylor, D. Thiele.

MOTION ON PART 2.c) put:

2.c)
That other options, including mandated regional service delivery would still be considered.

carRied

FOR THE MOTION

AS AMENDED: 
B. Smith; B. Anderson, A. Bolstad, L. Chahley, 
W. Kinsella, L. Langley, B. Mason, J. Taylor, D. Thiele.

OPPOSED:
T. Cavanagh, R. Noce, M. Phair, R. Rosenberger.

MOTION ON PART 3 put:

That the November 8, 1999 Office of the City Manager report remain in private (s.22(1)/23(1) of the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act).

carRied

FOR THE MOTION: 
B. Smith; T. Cavanagh, L. Chahley, L. Langley, 
R. Noce, R. Rosenberger, J. Taylor.

OPPOSED:
B. Anderson, A. Bolstad, W. Kinsella, 
B. Mason, M. Phair, D. Thiele.

MOTION ON PART 4 put:

That the November 4, 1999 Office of the City Manager report be approved.

CARRIED

FOR THE MOTION: 
B. Smith; B. Anderson, A. Bolstad, T. Cavanagh, 
L. Chahley, W. Kinsella, L. Langley, B. Mason, 
R. Noce, M. Phair, R. Rosenberger, J. Taylor, D. Thiele.

MOTION ON PART 5 put:

That the November 4, 1999 Office of the City Manager report be forwarded to the Alberta Capital Region Governance Review at the November 19, 1999 CEO Network meeting.

CARRIED

FOR THE MOTION: 
B. Smith; B. Anderson, A. Bolstad, T. Cavanagh, 
L. Chahley, W. Kinsella, L. Langley, B. Mason, 
R. Noce, M. Phair, R. Rosenberger, J. Taylor, D. Thiele.

MOTION ON PART 6 put:

That the November 4, 1999 Office of the City Manager report remain in private (s.22(1)/23(1) of the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act).

CARRIED

FOR THE MOTION: 
B. Smith; T. Cavanagh, L. Chahley, W. Kinsella, 
L. Langley, R. Noce, R. Rosenberger, J. Taylor.

OPPOSED:
B. Anderson, A. Bolstad, B. Mason, M. Phair, D. Thiele.

MOVED  B. Mason – D. Thiele

That the November 8, 1999 (item J.1.a.) and the November 4, 1999 (item J.1.b.) Office of the City Manager reports be made public following their presentation to the CEO Network on November 19, 1999.

CARRIED

FOR THE MOTION: 
B. Smith; B. Anderson, A. Bolstad, T. Cavanagh, 
W. Kinsella, L. Langley, B. Mason, R. Noce, M. Phair, 
R. Rosenberger, J. Taylor, D. Thiele.

OPPOSED:
L. Chahley.

SUMMARY OF COUNCIL’S DECISION ON ITEMS J.1.a. and J.1.b.

	1. That the November 8, 1999 Office of the City Manager report be approved. 

2. That the November 8, 1999 Office of the City Manager report be forwarded to the Alberta Capital Region Governance Review at the November 19, 1999 CEO Network meeting and that they be informed:

a)
That The City of Edmonton does not support the 

ACRA model, either evolved or mandated.

b)
That Edmonton City Council does not support any 

mandatory regional government which:

i.   voting representation does not reflect the population and financial contribution of member municipalities; and

ii.   the regional entity that does not provide some significant level of services to the region.


c)
That other options, including mandated regional service

delivery would still be considered.

3. That the November 8, 1999 Office of the City Manager report remain in private (s.22(1)/23(1) of the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act).

4. That the November 4, 1999 Office of the City Manager report be approved.

5. That the November 4, 1999 Office of the City Manager report be forwarded to the Alberta Capital Region Governance Review at the November 19, 1999 CEO Network meeting.

6. That the November 4, 1999 Office of the City Manager report remain in private (s.22(1)/23(1) of the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act).

7. That the November 8, 1999 (item J.1.a.) and the November 4, 1999 (item J.1.b.) Office of the City Manager reports be made public following their presentation to the CEO Network on November 19, 1999.
	City Manager

J.1.a./b. Cont’d.

City Manager


O.
ADJOURNMENT

The meeting adjourned at  5:30 p.m.

______________________________

______________________________

MAYOR
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City Council Minutes

Attachment 1

CITY OF EDMONTON 2000 BUDGETS

HISTORY

At the October 19, 1999 City Council meeting, the following motion was passed:

"That immediately following the City Manager's presentation on the City of Edmonton's 2000 Budgets on November 15th, 1999, that Councillors be given one five (5) minute round to ask general questions on the Budget and that any further questions be forwarded, in writing, to the Office of the City Clerk by Friday, November 19th, 1999 in order for responses to come back to the November 26th, 1999 Special City Council meeting."

QUESTIONS

Councillor A. Bolstad

1. A couple of months ago City Council instructed the administration to work with        EPCOR to include information about the company in key city documents, such as         our “Budget in Brief” brochure.  Why is there no information about the EPCOR         dividend, the EPCOR financial outlook and the impact the company has on the         City’s finances in this year’s document?  Will it be included next time?

2. Could we have some information about the funds we receive from EPCOR and whether this can be adjusted in any way this year?

3. Could we have some information about the EdTel fund and whether there is a         possibility of dipping into the investment income that has accumulated?  Secondly,         if we decide to borrow funds this year, could we not borrow from this fund and pay         interest to it instead of the bank?

4. Does the City intend to drop the mill rate so we do not simply collect more tax as         property values increase, which is likely to happen this year.  If so, could we make         a point of announcing this move so that more people will understand that the City only hiked the mill rate in 1997 and 1998 to accommodate a drop in assessment,         not as a means of raising property tax revenue?

5. Why do we see a 5 per cent hike in tax levy support for ERD (Page 24 of budget        highlights)?

6. What is the reason for the large hike in corporate expenditures (Page 27 of budget        highlights)?

7. Should we set aside more money for animal control, in response to the SPCA        announcement, or is this already contemplated on page 31 of budget highlights?

8. Are we predicting an overall increase in investment earnings in the year 2000?  Is        that what we refer to at the top of page 44 in budget highlights?

Councillor L. Langley

9. What are the reasons for increased spending of $87.4 million in the 2000 budget over 1999?  Be specific please.

10. What has been the impact on transit ridership when transit fares have been increased?  Numbers or a percentage would make the response clear.

11. If the Waste Management fee increase were to come from the tax levy, how would that compute re property tax increase?  Instead of a $30 increase in property tax, what would it be?

12. I was informed that the Riverbend fire station was recommended as "funded" for 2000!  What happened?  How is it now UNFUNDED?

13. How much revenue has been collected since the garbage fee was instituted in 1994?  Why is this service not considered a core service and funded from the tax levy?  How has that revenue been used?

14. What, by Department, are the budget surpluses for 1999?  Which Department spent beyond their budgets and by how much?

15. How is it that through the City 97 process the City has saved $23 million and yet we are still being asked to increase taxes?  How many employees (FTE’s) were let go due to City 97 and how much savings has this realized?

16. We already get a number of citizens complaining each year about the number of potholes we have in the City.  Why is the Transportation and Streets Department recommending reductions in patch paving etc.  Have other areas been considered? (p26 Budget Highlights)

17. Unfunded for 2000 in EPS budget is a Y2K item.  Given that December 31, 1999 is fast approaching why would EPS need to spend $513,000 on a Y2K project?  Is this project imperative to ensuring the safety of our citizens?

18. In dollar terms how much money is generated in lieu of paying taxes (from the Federal and Provincial Governments)? (p.40 Budget Highlights)

19. On p. 44 of the Budget Highlights a statement is made regarding a change in policy for funds received by the City and not immediately required for payment of expenditures will be invested in higher performing asset classes.  What type of higher performing investments will the City consider?  How much risk will be involved?  Is it possible that this plan could pose potential financial risks?

20. Why does EDE have 222.0 FTE’s in comparison with EMS, which has only 204.9 FTE’s?  Why do we have fewer ambulance workers than employees working for EDE? (p.55 Budget Highlights).  How many FTE’s are working as part of the Shaw Convention Centre operations? 

21. Why is $6 mil needed to study the extension of the LRT?  What do we get for the $6 mil?  How much money have we spent on studying the extension of the LRT to Southgate/Heritage Mall?

Councillor B. Mason

22. Provide a summary detailing the current financing position of the Waste Management program, along with an explanation of those factors that have contributed to the need for the increase in fees.  The financial magnitude of each factor should be clearly articulated.  In addition, alternative funding strategies should be presented based upon tax levy funding, a volume sensitive fee structure or some combination thereof.  The tax impact of each alternative strategy should be shown.

Councillor M. Phair

23. The proposed budget would see the operating budget increase by 2.7% with a 2.5% tax increase. What is the proposed increase in the capital budget and on what tax increase is that built on?

24. Compared to 1999, what is the change between the operating and capital portions of the total City budget?

25. The policy on fees indicates that the largest part of any increase would come from volume as opposed to hikes in rates. However, in most areas where citizens are charged an admission (social/recreational services and transit), most increases seem to come from fee hikes while in areas of fines/permits most comes from volume. Why is this? Are we not indirectly penalizing certain population groups who will now pay more?

26. Under the City's policy on Ed Tel Funds, where did the figure of an $0.7 million increase for 2000 come from? What is the expected rate of return for Ed Tel Funds for 1999? How is that "increase" divided up?

27. As I recall, to redo and to move to Market Value Assessment, the City spent quite a bit of additional dollars on staffing. Is there a comparable reduction in the 2000 budget as I thought that once the new system was in place it would be fairly simple to maintain and not so labour intensive?

28. It is suggested that the fare increases to transit will result in $500,000 less in transit revenue riders per year. How much is the expected revenue from the fare increases?

29. The budget does not recommend any increased DATS rides. What is the projected demand in DATS rides for 2000? What would be the cost to cover 30% of the expected increase? 50%?

30. Does the 2000 budget provide the same severence package for positions eliminated because of City '97 or other positions that are being terminated as had happened as part of City '97 and that, I believe had been extended into the 1999 budget?

Councillor D. Thiele

31. How much money would be available in a 5-year time-frame if City Council maintained a 1% tax increase for 3 years with no borrowing? What projects could this address in the infrastructure gap in the first and second year and how in the long term would this compounding affect our “pay-as-you-go” policy?

32. Budget 2000 identifies two Centres of Excellence --- one each for Waste Management and Drainage. What portions of the expenses for these Centres belong to the City of Edmonton, and what portions of these expenses will be borne by the Provincial and Federal governments? What is the state of negotiations between the City and senior levels of government on these? What revenue benefits can the City derive from having these Centres here (eg. Training, tourism, education, marketing the technology, etc.)?

33. What kind of contact process is in place to identify projects that may occur in the same location in different years (eg.: Gateway Boulevard Landscaping [XX-21-0070] is identified in the 2000 Budget, while a gas pipeline may be constructed along this corridor by ATCO in the near future)? Does the City of Edmonton coordinate its own capital plans with those of EPCOR or other organizations externally, or with other Departments internally? What is the process involved?

34. User fee increases for building permits, mechanical fees, etc. are identified in the 2000 Budget. Can the Planning and Development Department provide some justification for some of the large increases proposed? What are the fee increases for the development industry (eg.: Bylaws, ASP’s, etc.)?

35. Is there an opportunity within the budget for the Planning and Development Department to provide education to the general community or citizens regarding the planning process?

36. Where is the Community Services Department at in regards to replacement of the existing Gold Bar playground, in terms of partnership funding for 2000? (Program XX-21-5220).

37. Is street cleaning available on an as-needed basis for problem areas even with fall clean-up eliminated?

38. City Council has previously directed the Administration to prepare a civic budget for 2000 that would take changes to the Consumer Price Index (CPI) into account. Can the Administration indicate what the changes to the CPI have been for the past twelve months, on federal, provincial, and municipal levels?

39. The Budget in Brief document identifies $3.7 million in additional funding to maintain existing transit service and DATS trip levels. Can the Administration please provide details on the proposed allocation of these funds?

40. The Budget in Brief document identifies $5.7 million in increased expenditures for Roads and Transit. Can the Administration please provide details on the proposed allocation of these funds?

41. The 2000 Budget identifies funding towards an additional 400 Out-of-School-Care spaces to June, 2000. What is the City doing to ensure that we have appropriate provincial funding (F.C.S.S. grants) in this area? What are the funding needs, and sources of this funding, for the period between June and December, 2000?

42. What are the specific costs involved in the $2.9 million expenditure identified to provide sewage sludge processing? What, if any, are the expected sources and amounts of revenues to offset the costs associated with the co-composter?

43. Budget 2000 is being presented according to program and service areas for the first time, as described in a memo from Al Maurer dated October 18th (2000 Budget Structure: Programs). This makes it difficult to assess and compare the impacts of previous budgets upon these program and service areas. It would be valuable to know what the expenditures and FTEs have been for each of these program and service areas for the years 1995, 1996, 1997, 1998 and 1999. However, in the time available for the Administration to respond to these inquiries, could it provide this information in regards to the program and service areas of the Human Resources Department?
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