
COMPOSITE ASSESSMENT REVIEW BOARD 
MUNICIPAL DISTRICT OF FOOTHILLS NO. 31 

NOTICE OF DECISION 

ORDER 1Hl4-2012 
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IN TllE MATTER OF A COMPLAINT against the assessment of property pursuant to the Municipal 
Government Act RSA 2000, Chapter M-26, January I, 2010 and Amendments Thereto and Matters 
Relating to Assessment Complaints RegulaOon AR 3 I 0/2009. 

betvveen: 

Don Green Holdings Ltd., Complainant 

and 

Municipal District of Foothms NO. 31, Respondent 

before: 

C. J. Griffin, Presiding Officer 

David Anderson & Roger Taylor, Board Members 

This is the decision of the Composite Assessment Review Board regarding a complaint filed respecting: 

ROLL #1928042510 

PLAN 6437 HR, BLOCK A 

ASSESSED VALUE: $802,070. 

This complaint was heard on the 5th day of November, 2012 at the M.D. of Foothills Administration 
Building, 309 MacLeod Trail in High River, AB. 

Present on behalf of the Complainant: 

Present on behalf of the Respondent: 

BACKGROUND/SUMMARY: 

Don Green 

Susan Staley 
Diane Fraser 

The subject property is a 6.4 acre parcel of unimproved land that has been assessed at Market Value 
based upon its Land Use Designation of Highway Commercial. In the past the parcel has been assessed 
as fann la11d; however, there having been no evidence of fanning activity in the assessment year (2011), 
the farm status of the parcel was removed. 

ISSUES: 

The issues to be considered by the Composite Assessment Review Board (CARE) are: 

l. Should the subject property be categorised as fann land or not and 
2. Is the assessed value of the propetiy fair and equitable in comparison to similar properties within 

the Municipal District of Foothills No. 31? 
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st::nu::< <)i' Uw land to "Elflll 0 and n:instuk lhe prcYinu:.. ~ssesscd Yaloc (:f' Sl2BO established under that 
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parcel. Tl11..· Respondent provid"~d (Fxhibit R~ 1) an '-~xccrpl from the Jialll!'rs !?eht!ing io Assessment anrl 
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PERSONS WHO WERE IN ATTENDANCE, MADE SUBMISSIONS OR GAVE EVIDENCE AT 
THE HEARING: 

NAME CAPACITY 
I. Don Green Complainant 
2. Susan Staley Respondent 
3. Diane Fraser Respondent 
4. C. J. Griffin Presiding Officer 
5. Roger Taylor Board Member 
6. Dave Anderson Board Member 
7. Sherri Barrett Board Clerk 

APPENDIX "B" 

EXHIBITS 

NO. ITEM 
1. Assessment Review Board Complaint & Complainant's Disclosure Statement 

C-1 "Fann Lease" 
2. Hearing Notice 
3. Respondent's Disclosure Statement 

R-1 Page 14 "Declaration Re: Farming Operations" 
4. Co!Yespondence with the Municipality ''C-2" 
5. LARB Consent to Abridge Time 

Procedure for Appeal 

An appeal may be made to the Court of Queen's Bench on a question of law or jurisdiction with respect 
to a decision of an assessment review board. 

Any of the following may appeal the decision of an assessment review board: 
a) the complainant; 
b) an assessed person, other than the complainant, who is affected by the decision; 
c) the municipality, if the decision being appealed relates to property that is within the 

boundaries of that municipality; 
d) the assessor for a municipality refened to in clause c. 

An application fOr leave to appeal must be tiled with the Court of Queen's Bench within 30 days after the 
persons notified of the hearing receive the decision, and notice of the application for leave to appeal must 
be given to: 

a) the assessment review board, and 
b) any other persons as the judge directs. 


