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Public Hearing held at The Super 8 Mditel, Cochrane

23 Cct ober, 2002, conmencing at 10:00 A M

THE CHAI RVAN: Wel cone everybody to the Cochrane
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public hearing of the Federal Electoral Boundaries
Conmi ssion. W are here to hear your responses and
suggestions relative to our proposal which was
published in this form Unfortunately, we don't have
any nore copies of it here. W had to give them al
away in Calgary. But if anybody doesn't have one and
wi shes one, our secretary, M. Petryshyn, will be glad
to send one to you in the mail, if you | eave her your
address.

The proposal is also contained on the Web and you
can get the Wbsite address from Ms. Petryshsyn as
well, and it also canme out in the major newspapers in
the form of a handout.

My nane is MacCallum |'ma judge of the Court
of Queen's Bench of Alberta. | was appointed by the
Chi ef Justice of Alberta. M. Donald Barry, from
Calgary, is a Political Scientist; Ms. Rita Khullar
from Ednont on, the other Conmi ssioner, is a practicing
Lawer in the Cty of Ednonton. M coll eagues were
appoi nted by the Speaker of the House of Commons.

Qur staff is Ms. Mranda Petryshyn, who just left
monentarily. She is the Secretary of the Conm ssion

Ms. Dawn Mat hews, seated right in front of all the
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equi prent, is our Geography Specialist. The Reporter
for today is Ms. O ga Koval.

The process |l adies and gentlenen, is that we are
an i ndependent Conm ssi on, appoi nted under the Federa
El ectoral Boundari es Readjustment Act. W are
intended to be and we are free entirely from any
i nfl uence, whether political or adm nistrative. W
are expected to interpret the law and to serve the
public interest in a wide sense. In doing that, we
have to deci de and bal ance conpeting interests and
whil e we wel conme constructive suggestions, you nust
understand, | hope, that if your suggestion is not
adopted by us it is not because we didn't take it
seriously. It's sinply because we have to take a
broad view of all subm ssions nmade to us.

| want to assure everyone that any suggestion
made will be carefully evaluated and will receive the
attention that it deserves. The final word in this
process is ours but the process is a consultative one.
We nust follow the | egal guidelines set out in Section
15 of the Act and in Section 3 of the Constitution.

We have done this in producing our proposal, which
represents our best efforts to date but, of course, we
are here to hear constructive suggestions, and if we
deemit advisable, we will change that proposal, in
these public hearings. W are just about finished

with them now. By Thursday of this week we will be



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

finished. After that we will anend our report as
required and send it to the Speaker of the House of
Conmons, where it will go into Conmittee, and the
Menmbers of Parlianment will have their chance to

obj ect .

As a result of what they have to say, we wll
again nodify the report, if we deemit advisable, and
the final report will be sent to the Chief Electora
Oficer, who drafts a Representation Order, and then
it goes for proclamation to the Governor in Council

Al of this nust be done by July of 2003. That's
next year. The new boundaries, thus established
however, are not in effect for a further year, that
is, until July of 2004. So that if an election is
called before that date, it will be contested on the
basis of the existing electoral boundari es.

A word about the nanes that we assign to
boundaries. If you will consult page 5 of your
report -- of our proposal, |I'msorry -- you will read
the following: According to the Geographi cal Nanes
Board of Canada, the best nanes for Federal electora
districts are those that imediately give a sense of
the Province and if possible, the region or part of
the Province in which they are located. For this
reason, the Conmission favours place nanes. The nanes
chosen are intended to reflect the core of the

el ectoral district -- and it goes on
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So if the names that we have chosen initially
seemto be rather prosaic or boring, that's the reason
for it. W, of course, are, as always, open to
suggestions for change. Sone historical nanes now
existing in the Province are very dear to the heart of
the constituents and they object to | osing those nanes
so -- of course, we haven't made the final decision on
that score by any neans.

The object of the subm ssions today | adi es and
gentlermen, is electoral boundary readjustnent and it
is not the redistribution formula which allocates the
nunber of seats to each Province. There is wi despread
interest in this subject of course, and in view of
that, | will give a very brief explanation of it. You
will find it fully explained in a booklet called
Representation in the House of Commons of Canada, a
copy of which you are wel come to take when you | eave
If we don't have enough, again, you can get one
through the nmail fromour Secretary.

What happens is that you start with 282 seats
whi ch was the nunber of seats in the House of Commons
in 1985. Fromthat you take away one seat for each of
the northern territories, the Yukon, the Northwest
Territories and Nunavut. That |eaves you with 279
You divide 279 into the popul ati on of Canada as
established in the 2001 Census. That gives you a

nati onal quotient. Then you take the popul ati on of
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the ten Provinces and divide that by the nationa
qguotient, and you get the quotient for the Provinces.
That's called the electoral quota. 1In Al berta, well,
the anbunt we are working with 106,243. That is

di vided into the popul ati on of Al berta and, presto,
you get 28 seats. We now have 26

There are special exenptions affecting seven of
the ten Provinces, which would give them nore seats
than they woul d otherwi se be entitled to, and the ones
who do not benefit, if you want to say, by that
provision are Ontario, Al berta, and British Col unbia
because their popul ati ons have increased. And so they
gain the seats they have sinply by virtue of the
application of the fornula.

The other Provinces are entitled to no fewer
seats, by virtue of the Senatorial exenption, than
they had Senators in 1915. And they are entitled to
no fewer seats in the House of Commopns than they had
during the 33rd Parlianent in 1976

What we want to renenber for today's purposes is
that our electoral quota is 106,243. That is the
nunber we shoot for for each riding.

And the Statute tells us that we nust devise
ridings which are as close as reasonably possible to
that figure. |In devising the ridings, we nust also
take account of historical pattern, of comunity of

interest or identity and other factors which affect
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ridings in remote regions, which we don't have to
consi der today particularly, unless you wish to refer
to themlater.

The hearing procedure is as follows: Each
speaker will have 15 minutes. W would ask you to
speak fromthat table. |[|f you are unconfortable
standi ng, please help yourself to a chair from behind
and you may sit during your presentation and just nove
the mcrophone down so that it will pick up your
voi ce. Your voice won't be anplified but it will be
recorded however, and a verbatimrecord of your
presentation wll be made.

The Conmi ssioners may intervene at any time
during the course of your remarks to ask you
gquestions. |If you have questions of us, you may
certainly put themduring the course of your remarks
but unl ess you | eave us tine between the concl usion of
your remarks and 15 minutes, we won't answer them
i medi ately. We will sinply take them under
advi senent .

I will have to enforce rel evancy. There are a
nunber of topics people would like to bring up which
are not strictly related to our business today so we
must stick to our business. The presenters may -- oh
I'"'msorry. There will be a 3 mnute warning. The
secretary will hold up a piece of paper. Please don't

be offended. It is just to show you that there is 3
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m nutes left.

We cannot take subm ssions or questions fromthe
floor. | think we have five presenters |isted today,
the first of whomis M. Myron Thonpson.

M. Thonpson, if you would care to take the
floor, please?

MYRON THOVPSON: If I may distribute these
suggest ed maps.

CGood norning, it is a pleasure to be here and
appreci ate the opportunity to discuss the situation
with you in terms of the boundary changes that are
suggest ed and what we have conme up with as a
suggestion that we think would inprove the
Conmi ssion's presentation.

The first thing | would like to do is introduce
Bl ake Richards who is with ne today. | may be calling
on himduring ny presentation for further things as
he's working on this on a regular basis. Blake is ny
Executive Assistant, sitting in the chair there.
Thr ow your hand up and they will know who you are.

Thi s suggested proposal is based on a decision
nmade by five Menbers of Parlianent and their
constituency organi zati ons who net in Red Deer sone
time ago, once your suggestions cane out. They were
the Menmbers from Yel | owhead, Wetaskiwi n, Red Deer
Crowf oot and W/ drose, as we know it now.

We have jointly conme up with what we thought
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woul d focus on keeping one principle in nmind, which we
think is a valuable principle that the Conmm ssion
bases their decision on, and that's the comon
interests of various communities that may be affected
by any suggested changes that are presented.

The first thing | would like to nention, in
regards to the nanme of the riding, Banff-Cochrane, the
majority of the people that we have entertained
believe that this strongly suggests that the nane
itself presents the riding as being basically a park
orientated facility, when indeed that is not the case.
A huge percentage or anmpunt of industry that is
represented in this riding is agriculture, and al ong
with that, the energy industry.

O course, Banff is certainly a major part of our
riding. It is a park that is well-known throughout
the country but we think the nanme sinply neans -- that
is associated with parks and what it is all about but
we woul d i ke to remain under the nane of W|Idrose.
There is a resoundi ng nunber of people that woul d ask
that that renmain the sane.

In terns of the boundaries, the suggestions that
we have on the maps that | have given you are very
mnimal, in our belief, conpared to what was presented
by the Commission -- mnimal in the sense that the
lines don't change a great deal, but it does extend it

in certain areas, with the purpose of keepi ng comon



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

THE

THE

THE

interests as a key factor or a key principle in comng
up with sonme deci sion.

I was wondering if it's all right if | approach

that -- | will be away fromthe m ke but --

KHULLAR: There is a pointer, an electronic
poi nter.

CHAI RVAN: Oh, there's an el ectronic pointer.
MYRON THOMPSON: Ch, | don't know, I"'mfairly old.

Do you think |I can handle this?

CHAI RIVAN: It's quite a lot of fun actually.
MYRON THOVPSON: kay. | would like to address the
northern region to start with where -- on the proposal

fromthe Conmission, it includes the Rocky Mountain
House district and that particular area into Red Deer,
whi ch presently belongs to this particul ar
constituency here.

It's our feeling that when we keep common
interests in place, that indeed the corridor from
Rocky Mountain House to Red Deer has had strong comon
i nterests throughout the years and | think people in
that region have indicated to you, if not already at
the Drumhel l er neeting, that that indeed is not a
favorabl e choice of theirs.

CHAI RVAN: No, they want to stay in Red Deer.
MYRON THOMPSON: They want to stay in Red Deer. O
course, Caroline, which is presently in Red Deer -- |

can't find it on there but -- | believe this is Sundre
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here, if I'"'mnot mistaken. AmIl right? No

KHULLAR: I think that marker, you're just
showi ng Caroline --

MYRON THOVPSON: kay. Caroline, of course, would
be, under your proposal, brought into the suggested
Banf f-Cochrane riding and of course that is -- that
makes a little nore sense in that Cochrane -- or
Caroline and Sundre have a | ot of commpn interests,

i ncluding a |l ocal newspaper, hospital facilities, a
nunber of things, so they fit quite nicely into that
scenari o.

The major problemthat we see in this particul ar
proposal is the division based on H ghway 2. |
believe this is -- there we go -- the Banff-Cochrane
ri ding which would be devel oped woul d be because of
the division line as suggested by H ghway 2. The
bi ggest problemthat all the people throughout this
regi on, up and down Highway 2, is that in this area
here, these are the comunities that deal directly
with the municipalities along H ghway 2. The conmon
interest does begin to dwell nore toward Three Hills
district and Drunhel l er at about this point and this,
of course, is where our suggestion is on the map that
| have given you
CHAI RIVAN: H ghway 21 about?

MYRON THOVPSON: Not Hi ghway 21, but

approximately -- what is that highway, Bl ake?
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MR. BLAKE RI CHARDS: Secondary 791
MR MYRON THOVPSON: 791. Secondary 791
THE CHAlI RVAN: That shoul d be the eastern
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boundary of your riding?

MYRON THOVPSON: That's our suggestion. Minly
because as you can see, the Town of A ds is taken just
out the riding. While we have a huge amount of common
interest in this area, with the Towmn of dds, as well
as to the east, and then as you continue down the
trail of H ghway 2, through Didsbury, Carstairs,
Crossfield, into Airdrie district, all of these people
inthis particular area here would be renoved fromthe
conmon interest factor in conjunction with these towns
al ong the sane |ine.

H ghway 2 sinply puts a nunber of community towns
in the Banff-Cochrane riding, while it takes the
communities that do all their services in those
various towns, in the eastern region, it takes that
conpletely off, losing that factor of comon interest.
Recogni zi ng, of course, that the size of WIldrose, as
it presently is, there has to be sone changes nade.
And what has to -- sonething is going to have to go.
We certainly agree with the -- as you can see from our
map -- by noving it to 791, that we feel that the
areas east of 791 do fit in very nicely with the
Drumhel l er district, including Strathnmore, which is a

| arge centre there and nmany of the communities in that
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district. Lyndon, for exanple, Acne, along those
lines, deal very nicely with the Drunheller region and
Three Hi Il s.

So that, although we hate to | ose them because
they' ve been great people to work with, we understand
that sonething has to happen

Al so, we believe that the district down towards
Calgary, down in this area here, as you can see from
our map, we have brought the division line up to --

what is that?

CHAI RVAN: You are al nmost up to Bal zac on the
south --
MYRON THOVPSON: Going south we're at -- what is

that division line there, Blake, at the south end?
BLAKE RI CHARDS: It's a secondary hi ghway as wel |,

I"mjust trying to renenber --

KHULLAR: 564.
BLAKE RI CHARDS: 564.
MYRON THOVPSON: 564 -- and sort of squared off

that particular district. Keeping in mnd that
popul ation is a factor, after thorough research work,
we have determ ned that our suggestion would be in the
range of 103 to 104,000. |Is that correct?

That woul d nean that the City of Chesternere, or
the Town of Chesternere and some of the further
southern regions of the -- which is presently in

W drose, would be noved out of the WIldrose riding or
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the Banff-Cochrane riding, thus elimnating a major
part of the population growh, and at the sane tine
keeping the common interests in the areas that they
live, where it would not be basically affected.

Anot her major factor in this particul ar proposa
whi ch we have given you, it nmaintains the County, the
entire County of Muwuntain View, which is the core
county of the entire riding. It remains in -- totally
intact by taking it to H ghway 791 and | think that
you will be getting a representation fromthe County
whi ch have felt that that was really an inportant
factor in making this decision.

You had a map, | believe, of the counties, up
earlier? As you can see, going down H ghway 2, it
literally splits the County of Muntain Viewright in
half, right in the nmddle. The County of Mbuntain
View, this area here | believe -- but | think you
probably recognize that, it does split County of
Mountain View conpletely in the mddle, thus creating
a great deal of |oss of comon interest as the entire
county is certainly a very compact county in that
comon interest factor.

Al of the MPs and the organizations that have
cone up with these proposals are united in their
belief that what we have presented to you is an
excel l ent way to go, which requires mniml changes to

your suggestions, and at the sanme tinme keeps the



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

THE

14

popul ation factor intact, and is very satisfactory to
the nunmerous nunmber of residents, particularly the
rural residents, which would be affected the nost.

Airdrie would remain in the riding as the nmjor
city. It is the Gty of Airdrie, which has a main
function. Although there are a ot of comuters to
the City of Calgary, they service a great, huge anount
of rural districts, both east, west, and north of that
city. And I'msure that their presentation wll
indicate their desire to keep those conmon interests
in place as well.

Is there anything else, Blake, that -- | think
that pretty well covers our position and we hope that
the Commission will seriously take these into
consideration as | do believe they are very mnimal in
respect to what you have presented in the beginning,
but we nust re-state, the one thing that we think is
the worst possible scenario, and that is using H ghway
2 as a division line, which is going to create a great
deal of problemw th a nunber of people up and down
that entire corridor

Thank you for your time and | appreciate the
opportunity to be here. | will be |ooking forward to
neeting with the Conmittee when we get to Otawa sone
tinme in the future.

CHAI RVAN: Yes, thanks, M. Thompson. If you

could just stay there. |'msure that we have a few
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remarks.
KHULLAR: M. Thonpson, |'ve got a couple of
things then. 1'll ask themand I'll just also say we

are receiving a nunber of witten submi ssions from
peopl e and we realize the concerns about the Hi ghway 2
comunities. As you know from our proposal, we
struggled with the H ghway 2 communities as well. W
are trying to recognize a conmunity of interest, as
wel | as bal ance popul ation. Qur geography speciali st
has put up something that we have been working with,
trying to take into account some of these suggestions
we've received in witing and would |ike your comments
on it, but before we turn to that, | just have two
guestions for you.

One, with respect to the eastern boundary of
H ghway 791, you nentioned that the entire County of
Rockyvi ew shoul d be taken into account that, as |

understand it, Highway 791 is just short of the county

boundary, and | just wanted to be clear --

MYRON THOVPSON: The County of Muntain View?
KHULLAR: Yes. | just wanted to be clear
MYRON THOMPSON: | believe there is a -- do we

| eave a sliver of the County out of the riding by
goi ng down 791? | don't think it's very huge. But --
KHULLAR: Okay. | just wanted to be clear
the boundary proposed is 791 and not the county

boundary?



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

MR.

VB.

THE

16

MYRON THOVPSON: Yes.

KHULLAR: Ckay. The second question | have
for you is I"'mintrigued by the suggestions about
Rocky Mount ai n House and your comment that the
proposal is based on representations and consultations
with five MPs. One of the things that we had thought
about -- we don't think we're going to be able to get
Rocky Mountain House back into Red Deer but we toyed
with putting it into Wetaskiwin as well, but we
haven't really canvassed that w th people from Rocky
Mount ai n House, and | noticed that's one of your
suggestions and |'mwondering if you have a sense at
al | whet her people from Rocky Muntain House woul d
find that proposal acceptable, being put into the

Wet askiwi n riding?

MYRON THOVPSON: I think, | think that you'll find
that if you renmove Rocky Mountain House fromthe Red

Deer constituency, that there will be an upset group

of peopl e.

KHULLAR: Regar dl ess of where they are?
MYRON THOVPSON: Regardl ess of whether it goes
north or south. | have a strong feeling that would be
t he case.

CHAI RVAN: Wel |, your suggested border seens

to take in Rocky, doesn't it? O does it go right
straight through? | can't tell fromyour map, |I'm

sorry.
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MYRON THOVPSON: No, it's -- Rocky Muntain House

woul d be just out of the riding and remain in Red

Deer.
CHAI RVAN: Ch, | see. Yes
KHULLAR: | see. Deerborn. Wat is up on

the screen now is a proposal that we have been just
kind of working with, as | said, as we received

written subnissions and our eastern boundary is --

MATHEWS: Range Road 290.
KHULLAR: Range Road 290. Highway 791, it's
a bit further over. |'mjust wondering if that

achieves the result of getting AOds back into the
riding with Didsbury and Carstairs. |'mjust
wondering if you have any comments on that, that's the

proposal up here.

MYRON THOMPSON: | don't believe that the Iine of
791 shoul d be noved further west in the slightest. |If
anything, | would prefer to be noved a nile or two to

the east. That's ny personal belief, but |I'msure
that others, particularly the County of Muntain View,
woul d have a conment on that.

CHAI RVAN: M. Thonpson, you realize our

probl em of course, is one of population. The area to
the west of Calgary is experiencing great growh and
if we are not very careful, if we set the popul ation
of the riding even at or near the quota, it is sure to

be way over before the next Census takes place and how
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many el ections in between.

The best scenario would see us setting the riding
somet hi ng bel ow 106, 000 in popul ation, so it follows
that the further east we nove the boundary, the nore
popul ation we are going to get in right away, so that
is what we are guarding against. But we fully
recogni ze the wi shes of the people along the H ghway 2
corridor between Calgary and Red Deer -- between
Cal gary and Bowden, let's say, to be united in one
riding, whichever one it is, and | think probably they
prefer the western direction

So that is our problemw th which we are
struggling and we will see what we can conme up with
but we can't go too far east.

MYRON THOMPSON: | understand that. However, | do
believe that the growh factor, the growh possibility
to the east is not nearly as great because it is mmjor
agricultural district through that entire corridor and
| don't think you will find the expansi on being a
great deal that way.

CHAI RVAN: | know but this population we pick
up right away, sir. That concerns ne. | agree that

it is probably not going to change very much but that
was our concern

MYRON THOMPSON: And, of course, our initia

concern is the extension of the City of Calgary that

is causing a great deal of population growh to the
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Wl drose -- presently, the Wl drose constituency.

beli eve we are up to 180,000 or 160, 000, somewhere in
t here.

CHAI RVAN: Yes, and on that very subject, we
note that your south boundary woul d include Bal zac,
and we have heard on the grapevine that Cal gary
proposes to annex land up to and including Bal zac. So
we don't want to get too far south of Airdrie. To a
degree we have to look into the future, you know. W
need evidence to do so. W can't just go on a guess
or anything, but we are trying to gather that evidence
to nake sure what's going to happen as nearly we can.
MYRON THOVPSON: Well, it's ny understanding
also that the Gty of -- or the Town of Chesternere
could likely be annexed, and other communities on the
outskirts of the city at the present time, which

are -- like, | don't know where those people are

com ng frombut they're comng -- the houses are going
up faster than you can beli eve.

CHAI RVAN: Yes. And tal king of Red Deer, we
had a very lively neeting in Red Deer and the people
to the west on the Hi ghway 11 corridor are very voca
in the desire to remain within the Red Deer
constituency. But Red Deer city is grow ng and
growi ng and growi ng, and necessarily at some point,
the constituency must shrink and shrink and shrink

until finally it gets to include the Cty of Red Deer
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as one constituency. That's not the case at the
nmonent, but it is coming to that and what we have
proposed is probably going to change, particularly to
the east of Red Deer because the boundary, as
proposed, cut off a |ot of acreage people and so on
fromthe city which they by no neans want. So we've
heard representati ons about why not the whole County
of Red Deer, and things |like that, which work out
pretty well in terns of popul ation, but which | eave
out the country to the west, who wishes to remain with
Red Deer.

So we're struggling with that and we have to nail
down the popul ation figures exactly. There is quite a
few people out there in the west, you know, and we
sinmply can't include everybody that wants to be in.
That's the long and the short of it. So we will do
the best we can. Thanks, M. Thonpson, for your --
MYRON THOMPSON: I think, on a final note, | would
just like to stress, once again, that noving the
boundary from H ghway 2 to 791 would not have a mmj or
i mpact on the popul ation, sir.
CHAI RVAN: W will certainly verify that.
Thank you.

M. Ed Eggerer fromAirdrie. M. Eggerer, if |I'm
m spronounci ng your nane, please --
ED EGGERER: No, you're fine.

Thank you very much Menbers of the Comm ssion.



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

21

I"mhere as a private citizen and not as the Returning
Oficer for Wld Rose. | have had the opportunity of
admi ni stering a nunber of electoral districts, first
of all, Bow River and when the WId Rose el ectoral
district was created.

A nunber of things that really came to mind -- |
think M. Thonpson probably highlighted nost of the
things that | was going to say, but | think
M. Thonpson speaks nore fromthe political side,
whereas | woul d probably speak nore fromthe
adnmi ni strative side of what happens once an el ectoral
district is created and what services are provided to
the el ectors and how that boundary woul d affect
el ectors as a whol e.

What | think you have done, you have created an
el ectoral district that not necessarily reflects
totally what your mandate is and that, | guess, is to
| ook at the historical patterns of an el ectoral
district, to preserve the unity of individuals with
conmon interests and to ensure nmanageabl e si ze.

Manageabl e size, froman electoral district and
froman admnistrative point of view, is strictly a
function of manpower, noney, and probably the weather.
Seeing we are not a Schedul e Three district, we don't
have all those problens. But nmanageable size -- and |
know -- and it is not just really a function of just

drawing the |ines around a particular area and trying
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to capture voters or nunber of population, and yet |
think that is what you have done. | think the lines
that you have drawn around the electoral district,

yes, represents a certain anmount of voters or

potential population within that district, but | think
you need to sonehow have sonme flexibility and sone
changes need to be nade.

This is a very diverse electoral district with
tourismto the west, farns and agricultura
comunities, and urban sprawl of Airdrie and Cochrane,
and a | arge indigenous community. M point too is
that Highway No. 2 is a very poor exanple of drawing a
line around an electoral district. It really doesn't
reflect -- the Airdrie area specifically, the patterns
for the people that are imediately east of Airdrie
are nowin a riding that they absolutely should not be
in. The people on the east side, all their -- their
kids go to school there, their traffic patterns are
all towards Airdrie when it conmes to trade -- in other
words, it is alnost like drawing a |ine through
someone's living roomand sayi ng one side goes to vote
sonmewhere other than that's i medi ately across the
street. It is a very poor exanple of drawing a line.

My suggestion -- M. Thonpson suggested that 791
be used. M suggestion is that you probably go to a
Range |ine that woul d enconpass all of Rockview

And | don't know if you can pull that up on the



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

THE

THE

THE

23

screen. | don't know what Range |ine that would be
but just simply follow that Range line and follow it
north. If you do that, | think it enconpasses the
patterns again for those people who go west rather
than east to do their trade. It is one that | think
is very inmportant, especially with the Ads area.
There is absolutely no reason to go around A ds and
include it into the Drunmheller riding, none
what soever. It just doesn't nake sense.
CHAI RVAN: 791 is all right with you t hough?
That's approxi nate --
ED EGGERER: 791 is a very manageable line. It
really wouldn't make any difference if that's the Iine
that you use. | nean, we in the west have the beauty
of having Range lines, which they don't have in the
east .
CHAI RVAN: It would | eave Banff-Cochrane at
seven percent; Drumheller at mnus six.

Go ahead. Sorry, sir.
ED EGGERER: I"'msure it will be a process
where you're going to have to take sone away from sone
el ectoral districts. | mean, when you take a | ook at
what is proposed now, you are going to find electora
districts that are not going to conme anywhere near
your 103 electors in -- or population, | guess. |It's
not el ectors.

CHAI RIVAN: 106.
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MR, ED EGGERER: So, | mean, you are going to have

some disparities there anyway, so -- but | think you
need to reflect that in ternms of where you draw the
li nes.

The other thing that is very interesting in terns
of the area such as Rocky Mountain House, |ots of
times we do create electoral districts where you have
areas that are -- and | have nothing against the
peopl e up in Rocky Mountain House -- but | nean, they
will find thenselves very isolated, not only in terns
of the Menber trying to represent thembut also in
terns of just being in the far corner of an electora
district, really having nothing in common with us, not
only froma transportation point of view-- their
traffic goes east/west, rather than north/south, and
you find yourself -- all of a sudden you're very
isolated in the corner of an electoral district and
really have nothing in common with the rest of it.

The other thing | think would be interesting,
froman administrative point of view, is the
over | appi ng of federal and provincial electora
districts. It was ny belief that you would try,
wherever possible -- and | couldn't do that -- | don't
know i f, again, froma geography point of view,
whet her you can do that or not? The Federa
Covernment has had a mandate to try, with the

per manent voters lists, to create a sal abl e product



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

25

whereas -- where they woul d, of course, sell their
lists to not only provincial electoral districts but
also to municipal electoral districts. Now, | don't
know if there's any consideration being given to that.

Finally, | guess, | too probably want to speak to
the name. | renenber sitting in a neeting of this
sort when the nanme canme up. The present nane
certainly doesn't reflect what the entire electora
district is all about. You' ve elimnated and you've
m ssed the | argest conmunity of Airdrie. | don't know
if it is nore reflective if you say
Ai rdrie-Banff-Cochrane. | guess, we can certainly use
three nanes in the nane. They certainly do out east.
But there is absolutely no reason why you woul d
elimnate the name of WId Rose.

| really don't have anything else to add to it,
other than, as | say, | think you need to be very
cogni zant of the fact that you do not use No. 2 as
your dividing line. | think you need to address the
area of Rocky Mountain House. It is not an area --
froman administrative point of view, it can certainly
be done. There is no question that wouldn't cause a
problemat all but | think for the sake of the people
up there, | think you would give thema rmuch nore
effective way of voting for a Menber that is a lot
closer to their particular area and that they have a

ot nore in common with.
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And again, reflect -- the reflection in the name
itself, | think that needs to be addressed. | have
not hing further to add.

KHULLAR: Thank you, sir. | have one
guestion for you. W struggle with the popul ation
variances. The way we read the legislation is we have
to take into account a number of factors but trying to
get as reasonably close as reasonably possible to the
provincial quotient is very inportant in terns of
pronoting effective representation for all voters in
Al berta. | just want to throw sonething out at you
and hear what you are sayi ng about Hi ghway 2
comunities.

In our original proposal, the reason dds was cut
out was to try and assist in reaching an acceptabl e
popul ati on variance, both in Banff-Cochrane and
Airdrie. Wat would your thoughts be if we kept those
conmunities together, Ads, Didsbury, and Carstairs
but excluded Airdrie and put Airdrie into Drumheller?
We t hought that was appropriate for helping to keep
the popul ation variances at -- |'mjust wondering if
you had sone thoughts on that?

ED EGGERER: It used to be part of Bow R ver
at one tinme but | don't think that would work either
| mean, Airdrie has absolutely nothing in comon with
Drumheller. | nean, you would even create a further

di sparagi ng kind of electoral district than you would



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

THE

MR.

27

have -- in certain areas it is north, south

rel ationship, and in along No. 2 Hi ghway that

rel ati onship exists between Airdrie, and Crossfield,
Carstairs, Didsbury, AOds. It then cones fromthe
west towards Sundre, does sone trade with Ods, but
there are more conmunities along that No. 2 Hi ghway
that are now trading in that particular area, and al so
peopl e who trade east of Airdrie -- Beiseker

Irricana, all those areas have a | ot nobre in common
with Airdrie than they ever will have with AQds. They
just don't go that way. | mean | think there would be
a great injustice if you said that you would cut off
that particular area. | know sonetimes you are
constrained by putting Iines around popul ati ons, and
guess as long as we have rep by popul ati on, sonewhere
that has to happen.

KHULLAR: The line has to be drawn
somewhere, sir. W are trying to struggle with where
to draw it.

ED EGGERER: | realize that, but it just
doesn't make sense and | guess conmmon sense needs to
prevai |l sonewhere.

KHULLAR: | just wanted to hear what your

t hought s woul d be.

CHAI RIVAN: | think you are al nbst preaching
to the converted.

ED EGGERER: |"mpretty sure because, | nean,
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nost other people will probably talk to you a little
bit nore passionately about their own comunity as
they conme up, but | think as a whole --

CHAI RVAN: We have al ways recogni zed t he
conmunity interest in the Hghway 2 towns. It is just
sinmply how to achieve it, howto preserve it while
observing our fair anpbunt factor of equality of vote.
ED EGGERER: From the administrative point of
view, as | said, it is not a problem

BARRY: You haven't nentioned the southern
boundary of Banff-Cochrane. Does Secondary Road 564
work well froman admnistrative standpoint?

ED EGGERER: Yes, yes, it does. If you take a
| ook at MacLeod and WIld Rose and No. 1 H ghway was a
good boundary. Anywhere you came across the top end
of the City of Calgary, | guess the boundary of the
City of Calgary was our southern boundary, and that
extended a couple of mles just south of Balzac. So

anywhere that you pick to go across that southern

boundary would be fine. | see no problemthere at
all.
BARRY: | guess we'll have to find out

what the tinetable for Calgary annexation is as well.
ED EGGERER Wel |, the best case scenari o,

woul d think you are four years away, as long as they
can agree. | nmean, Airdrie has just gone through an

annexation with the MD and that's taken al nost three
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years, so -- and we are still probably another half
year away. | think Crossfield is in the process, are
you?

CHAI RVAN: Just one final remark

M. Eggerer. Speaking of the business of creating
conti guous boundaries with other rmnunicipal or
provinci al boundaries, it is, of course, the case that
there are 83 provincial ridings as opposed to our 28.
There are in excess of 60 counties and MDs so it
follows therefore that we cannot do that. It is
sinply an inmpossibility. The boundaries of Federa
el ectoral districts nust necessarily cross
muni ci pal ity boundaries and they nmust necessarily
cross provincial boundaries. | acknow edge, however,
that both provincial boundaries and municipa
boundaries do create well defined comunities of
interest and identity. So we do take it into account
but you will appreciate that it is inpossible to do so
all the time. Thank you very nuch, sir, for your
contribution.

W will go on to -- madamreporter, are you okay?
Go on to M. Charlie Van Arnan?
CHARLI E VAN ARNAM | do have ten copies of ny
presentation, including sone attachnments. Thank you

Good norning. Thank you for this opportunity.
Excuse nme, my nane is Charlie Van Arnam | am an

el ected councillor for Muntain View County. | had
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i ntended to use sone overheads but your maps are far
superior to mne so, if I may, I'll just use yours.

Mountain View County is an area just 20 or so
mles north on H ghway 22 here, straight north of us,
covering approxi mately 1500 square miles with 12,000
voters. It includes five urban nunicipalities, those
bei ng Sundre, A ds, Didsbury, Carstairs, and the
Village of Crenpna.

Mount ai n Vi ew County has di scussed the
readj ust mnent of the Federal electoral boundaries as
they inmpact Muntain View County at our August and
Sept enber, 2002 Council neetings. The Council has
al so reviewed the boundaries of the current WIld Rose
constituency and the proposed Banff-Cochrane and
Drunmhel | er constituencies as prepared by the Federa
El ectoral Boundaries Conmission. |In addition, we
consi dered sonme of the revisions suggested by the
Menbers of Parliament in the central Al berta area

It is our understanding that the Comm ssion
follow certain criteria when establishing these
boundaries. W would like to suggest that the
following key principals, drawn fromthose criteria,
shoul d be used in establishing revised boundaries and
those being, firstly, that the boundaries should be
established with comon interests, trading districts
and travel routes given priority over strict adherence

to popul ation quotient; and secondly, that boundaries



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

31

shoul d be adjusted while keeping in mnd proportionate
popul ati on and geographi c size.

Firstly speaking to the Banff-Cochrane and
Drumhel | er constituenci es proposal. The Conm ssion's
proposal does include the west side of Muntain View
County, that is the area north and west of the Town of
Sundre, in the proposed Banff Cochrane constituency
instead of in the Red Deer constituency where it is
currently located. This adjustnment would bring the
resi dents north and west of the Town of Sundre into
the sane constituency in which they conduct rmuch of
their business, that being, of course, the Town of
Sundre. And we do see this as an inprovenent over the
current situation.

Qur maj or concern, however, with the
Banf f - Cochrane and Drumhel | er proposal is that it puts
A ds in the Drunheller constituency, and D dsbury and
Carstairs in the Banff-Cochrane constituency. W
believe that all three comunities and the area county
residents should be in the sane constituency due to
their location along the H ghway 2 corridor and the
fact that the residents primarily conduct their
busi ness in a north/south manner and not to the east.
Thi s has been strongly confirmed to us when the
Province of Al berta created Regional Health Authority
No. 5. That health authority includes Didsbury,

Carstairs, and Crossfield and areas to the west with
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the Drunhel l er area, and those boundaries have created
difficulties and great confusion anmong our residents
al ong the Hi ghway 2 corridor.

As for our recomendations, Mountain View County
Counci | unani mously approved the follow ng
reconmendations at its Septenber 25th, 2002, neeting.
Wth reference to the boundary adjustnents, we
reconmend that the comunities and area residents
should remain in the same constituency.

We recomended, secondly, that the town of dds
and its associated rural population should remain in
the WIld Rose constituency because of the H ghway 2
corridor and the neighboring urban centres.

Thirdly, followi ng the principal of conmmon
interests and trading districts, Rocky Muntain House,
we believe, should remain in the Red Deer
consti tuency.

Fourthly, we believe that the residents in the
north and west of Sundre should be included in the
W1 d Rose constituency because of the Town of Sundre
as their primary place of business.

And fifth, that consideration should be given to
noving -- or could be given | guess to noving the
south boundary further to the north if the popul ation
so dictates, and this could allow the east boundary of
the proposed constituency to be noved as far east as

791 or perhaps even to the eastern boundary of
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Mount ai n Vi ew County.

Wth reference to the nane, Council unaninmously
supported staying with the WIld Rose name. The
Banff-Cochrane, or as has been suggest ed,
Banff-Cochrane-Airdrie are all mmjor centres
obviously, but all on the southern boundary of the
constituency, whereas WId Rose, being our provincia
flower, which grows very prolifically throughout the
area, we feel is a very appropriate nane for the area

Mount ai n Vi ew Council devel oped their
recomendati ons following a review of the adjusted
boundari es prepared by the central Al berta Menbers of
Parliament, is included as attachnment D, both in a
map formand in legal |and descriptions. W felt
their proposal addressed the key principals in the
best manner possible. Qur only suggested change from
their proposal would be perhaps to nove the eastern
boundary further to the east, thereby including all of
Mountain View Country in one constituency.

We recogni zes that nmaki ng boundary adjustnents is
not an easy task and that no matter what you do, not
all residents or affected parties will be in agreenent
with the final result. Having said that, we ask that
you gi ve serious consideration to our recomendati ons
as we believe they neet the criteria and principles of
conmon interests, trading districts, travel routes and

whi | e keeping the popul ati on and geographic area in a
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nmanageabl e si ze.

Just this nmorning | received -- although | don't
have copies of it for you -- a letter fromthe Village
of Crenmpna, which is in the area that | represent, a
| etter of support, supporting the position of Muntain
Vi ew County.

At this time | would like to thank you for the
opportunity to nmake this presentation. Thank you
KHULLAR: Thank you very mnuch, sir. Just a
coupl e of questions for you. The fifth suggestion or
recommendati on approved by the County Council suggests
or says that consideration should be given to noving
the south boundary further north if the popul ation so
dictates. |'mjust wondering if you could expand on
that and how far the north and south boundary can go?
CHARLI E VAN ARNAM At the tinme the county considered
this option, we did not have the benefit of the
popul ati on numbers that -- or the conputer you are
playing with here. So we didn't have anything in
mnd. | realize we have to nove those boundaries to
suit certain population sizes. | think it is -- for
us, it is much nore critical that the town of dds and
that area be included in the constituency. Wen many
people in our county talk, they talk A ds, Didsbury
Carstairs. |It's alnost like they're one word. So we
feel it is quite inmportant to nmove it to 791. Sone of

the other areas -- | nean, we are Mountain View
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County. We don't want to make suggestions for other
areas, | guess.

KHULLAR: The other question | have is with
respect to our suggested proposal that was put up on
the screen a little earlier. W had an eastern
boundary of Range Road -- | can't renenber what it

is -- 290, which is not as far east as 791. Wuld
that capture sonme of those, be sufficient to capture
acreages, or the comunity east of the A ds area, the
peopl e that work and go to school in Ods and that
type of thing?

CHARLIE VAN ARNAM It is certainly an inprovenent
over the existing proposed boundary. 791 -- in a
rural area, secondary highways are nore recogni zabl e
boundari es, and so we would prefer 791, but any
novenent to the east -- the further east you go, the
nore |likely, | guess, those residents are to deal nore
in the Lyndon, Acrme, Three Hills and the eastern area.
But primarily, those people, until you get a | ong ways
east, do not deal in Drunmheller. They just don't.

And so certainly that proposal is an inprovenment but

we woul d stick with our recomendati on of 791.

KHULLAR: Thank you very nuch

CHAI RVAN: M. Van Arnam thank you very much
for that presentation. This is very good work. It is
brief and well presented and it will be of great use
to us.
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MR CHARLI E VAN ARNMAN: Thank you
THE CHAlI RVAN: We have three nore. How about a
short break?
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THE CHAI RVAN: Ms. Tennant, if you would care to

present your thoughts to us?

JO TENNANT: Thank you for the invitation and
the opportunity to speak. | would like to thank the
Commi ssion also for all their hard work and | know
it's adifficult task

I''m Mayor Tennant fromthe Town of Crossfield and
we're kind of in the south corner there. The H ghway
2 division certainly doesn't work for the community of
Crossfield, that being that the Hi ghway 2 corridor is
less than a mile to the east of our comunity.

So | would ask that you reconsider that eastern
boundary, and as Myron indicated, that he would |ike
Secondary Road 791 to be that eastern boundary and the
Town of Crossfield and its comunity concurs with that
suggesti on.

If we ook at effective representation for our
conmunity, | think that has to include things such as
our school district, certainly our trading corridor
everything fromfire to nore of our health region and
al so although Crossfield is part of the MD of
Rockyvi ew, extending the boundary to 791 woul d

certainly include nore of the MD as well and give us a
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little nore of our trading partners to be in the sane
riding. The natural community dividing line is
certainly further east than the No. 2 highway, and
this includes our recreation area and pretty well
anything to do with our |ocal comunity -- again, to
reiterate, whether it is schools or health regions or
the MD.

Al so, as had been indicated previous, the
popul ati on considerations to the east are not that
extensive so Crossfield is hopeful that that would
not skewer the popul ation requirenment for the
re-desi gnati on.

In conclusion, | guess, |ike nmany of the other
peopl e that have spoken have indicated the nane of
Banf f - Cochrane, although we don't expect you to
i ncl ude the nanme of Crossfield in there, we believe
that the riding as it is now or as changed w ||
certainly have nore to it than just the Banff-Cochrane
nane indicates, and so we woul d ask that you consi der
keeping the nane as Wl d Rose.

| believe that's all the representation or al
the comments | would like to nake at this tinme but
certainly for the conmmunity of Crossfield and the
H ghway 2 being less than a nile to our east, we would

certainly ask that you extend that to 791. Thank you

M5. KHULLAR: | just have one question,

Ms. Tennant. |'m wondering what your views are if we



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

THE

38

extend the boundary east to Range Road 250? Does that
enconpass -- | understand you want to go to 791 but
what are you thoughts if we decide to go as far as
250 -- or 290, sorry?

JO TENNANT: Again, as | have indicated,

think we would like it to be 791 but, you know,
further east is certainly -- certainly past the No. 2
hi ghway, we would certainly ask for that

consi derati on.

KHULLAR: That woul d capture the inmedi ate
peopl e right on the east there?

JO TENNANT: Certainly. Thank you

CHAI RVAN: Thank you very much, Ms. Tennant.
You have certainly given enphasis to a point of view
whi ch has been repeated to us several tinmes. Thanks a
| ot.

M. Wayne Gent?

WAYNE GENT: | would like to thank you for this
opportunity, Your Honour and fellow chair.

May | first bring out the disclainmer that in the
arny | would have been shot for inpersonating someone
el se and | am not the Mayor of Cochrane, although
wi shed | could receive that renmuneration. | amthe
Mayor of Sundre, which has been nentioned here today.

W are a small community of 2500, and in the past
15 years, this is ny third experience with boundary

divisions -- not federal, both provincial, and when Ed
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suggested we follow the provincial boundaries, |
al nost dropped dead in ny chair, and I will explain
why -- or there was at |east nention nade thereof.

About 15 years ago, | was involved in the
Provi nce dividing up a couple of nunicipalities and
they drove it right down the mddle of a village, the
line. And so after about nine nonths of severe
fighting, we were able to put it back at least to a
reasonabl e di stance and not divide the communities.
This particular year, at our AUMA, which is a body of
all of the Minicipal centers within the Province,
Mayor Dale Barr of R nmby was alnbst in tears because
he was just notified that the Province had redone
their boundary systemand his sitting MLA was a seni or
nmenber of Cabinet, had been there for nore than 20
years as their M.A -- they had taken himand noved him
off to some other direction and divided the town of
Rinby up in half and they now have two new M.As.

So | would l'ike to commend this Conm ssion at

| east for the opportunity to at |east suggest or at

least to participate. It has been ny experience in
both of these others -- and | do appreciate that | see
consi deration, | see understanding in your group and

that is encouraging.
W are a small town and at the nonent we have
four mles to our east, two little communities of

McDougal Fl ats and Bearberry, which are
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i nconsequential nunber wi se, but they are, ironically,
in the Red Deer constituency. So whenever our MP
Myron, who has a town hall neeting, they come to our
town naturally because it is only of their interest to
be within our confines. When you drew the line
through O ds, you again socially and economically cut
the lifeline. dds, Sundre, D dsbury, Carstairs, and
Crenmona work together with anbul ance service, fire
service, nany facilities that we do -- senior housing.

If you cut one off, the only thing that | would
ask is that you add a proviso that being that they are
in the next constituency, we can, as a group, get two
federal grants rather than one. Failing that, | would
ask that you at |east consider that the marketing area
of that area is Ods, Sundre, Didsbury, Carstairs. It
is a viable, functioning entity which is grow ng and
the county also participate in that. So | was
appreci ative of their presentation as well.

Qur council unani nously agreed to our MP's
presentation. W feel his boundary suggestions are
apropos, although they don't normally affect us
whet her they are 791 or any other nunber, other than
the fact that if you take A ds and/or Didsbury out of
our mx, you definitely affect the workings within our
system

So on that, | would like to not take any nore of

your time so that we can all |eave, other than the
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fact that, again, | would like to thank you fol ks for
havi ng an opportunity to voi ce our concerns and
hopefully you will |ook at the human side of the
nunber. Thank you.

KHULLAR: | al ways have a question or two.
You nentioned at the begi nning of your remarks that
the two smaller comunities that were in the Red Deer
constituency that would conme to your town hal
neetings in Sundre. Under our proposed boundaries --
WAYNE GENT: They woul d be incl uded.

KHULLAR: They are included in
Banff-Cochrane, so that problemis taken care of.
WAYNE GENT: The only other thing I would like
to add -- and | like to fly fromthe seat of ny pants
fromwhat | hear at the neetings and our council have
a problemw th Banff-Cochrane, unless you add Sundre.
So perhaps we woul d support WI!ld Rose nmuch better

CHAI RVAN: Sonebody suggested Bow Val | ey.
WAYNE GENT: Anyt hi ng ot her than distinctions
of towns, unless you have a nmjor player such as
Drumheller -- in our area Banff-Cochrane may be mgj or
pl ayers to the south, but we are a |long ways away from
the south. W are an hour away. So our trading
partners are nore inportant to us than Banff-Cochrane
because we will and do function wi th Cochrane but
Banff and Cannobre to us are tourist areas.

CHAI RIVAN: Tell nme, as a natter of interest,
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what is your relationship with the north, like the
Rocky Mount ai n House --

WAYNE GENT: Well, as | said, we function with
Caroline now which is because -- | guess, | can take
some blame or credit for this. H ghway 22 has been
ignored for a long tine. Hghway 2 is the artery of
our Province, as you guys are, |'msure, aware. So
what we are trying to do is generate the tourist
traffic which is our ace. W have it, No. 2 doesn't.
So we should be functioning and circulating in that
area. Rocky, | have to concur with the previous
presenters, it works only prinmarily and al nost
exclusively with Red Deer and some to the north of
Drayton Valley. They do their schooling systens that
way but they have no, other than the County of
Clearwater, functioning to the north of Sundre, we --
| shouldn't say that. Forestry is trying to pull al
of the forestry stations into Rocky so Sundre may be
affected in the forestry area and we nmay be forced to
go that direction, but at the nonent | can suggest
that Rocky and Red Deer are brother and sister and we
are distant cousins, and so what you are narrying here
is cousins rather than brothers and sisters by doing
that. | know you are faced with the situation of
nunbers but | think you have to renmenber who your
brothers and sisters are in each of these areas and it

may require, hopefully, sone serious direction
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changes.

CHAI RVAN: It may indeed, sir, and we want
everybody to understand that we are not married to
these -- to continue with your famlial netaphor -- we

are not married to our proposal either

WAYNE GENT: | understood that and | |iked
t hat.

CHAI RVAN: And we certainly wel come input
fromeverybody. |In fact, we actively sought it by

hol di ng public hearings throughout the Province,
irrespective of the witten responses we received from
people and I'm glad we have because people tend to
wal k in anyway and | et us know, and we inevitably find
sonet hing out of a local nature that sinply was not
known to us and couldn't be learned fromlooking at a
map. So we propose to continue our voyage of
di scovery. As a matter of fact, we're going to go up
to Wetaskiwi n via H ghway 2A instead of Hi ghway 2, so
we will get alittle bit of local flavor along the way
through the towns nost affected.
WAYNE GENT: You coul d al ways cone up 22. It
is beautiful.
CHAI RVAN: | have been there many tines
Thank you, M. Gent.

Now we have Kris Bojda and Terry Peterman.
TERRY PETERMAN: ["'m M. Peterman, M. Bojda.

This is on behalf of Ads. | too amhere
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representing the Town of O ds or | should say am
representing the Town of Ads. | believe --
Terry Peterman is my name, as we already established,
| guess, and | too wish to thank the Comm ssion for
this opportunity to have some input.

And we are |last on the agenda here today to
present but | believe that definitely are not |east.
| think the Town of Ods is the nost affected by the
proposed changes and we strongly wish to get our
opi nion across to you that we prefer to -- we
unani mously endorse, as a Council, speaking for the
citizens of Ads, the proposal by the five area MPs
for the boundary changes. W |ooked at it as a
Council and we couldn't come up with a better division
than they had so we strongly endorse that and we hope
you gi ve that consideration.

We share the comon -- | think just about
everyt hing has been touched on that we oppose this for
but our conmmon interests lie with the area that we are
in. W have nothing really to do with the east
area -- | shouldn't say all of us -- but generally our
travel lines are lifelines in our comunity are
H ghway 2 and Hi ghway 27, which goes west through our
conmunity to Sundre, where ny esteened coll eague is
from And although we aren't far enough west to
endorse marrying brothers and sisters or cousins --

sorry about that -- that is our lifeline. Qur
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conmunity is growi ng substantially and we believe it
is due to the geographical |ocation of our town, which
is right on the major artery of -- the north/south
artery, H ghway 2, and then H ghway 27 west is the
route that most of our traffic goes through, of
course, heading down H ghway 22 south to the Trans
Canada -- large volune of traffic in that area and
thus our trading partners are in that area and our
economi c interests.

Li ke | said, we endorse the proposals of our area
MPs that they put together, and as far as the name
goes, we will reiterate what has been said here today.
VWi | e Banff-Cochrane are inportant players in this
riding or proposed riding, the County of Muntain View
is big as well and so WIld Rose, we think, does
enconpass a |larger area and give it sone broader
connotations than just Banff-Cochrane. Although the
nane issue is not a really big one for us but just
enphasi zing that cutting us out of this area -- we are
a bit like a famly, we have worked on a | ot of
initiatives recently with the county of Muntain View,
wi th our nei ghbouring towns, alliances too nunerous to
mention, but we are opening up a great dial ogue and
starting to work together better than we have in the
past, and to cut us off, | think, would be Iike
cutting off an armor a linb off a major body part

here. So to ne it -- | think in closing then, it just



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

THE

MR.

46

| ooks to nme that the proposed changes you nade, we are
just a victimhere of population nunbers in Ads. It

| ooks like that, you know, with bringing Rocky in,
because they had to get out of Red Deer, it looks to
me that it was just |ooked at to say where can we
gouge of f a maj or chunk of popul ati on and separate it,
and that to us is not acceptable as a comunity. W
seemto be a sacrificial lanmb in the whole picture and
we hope you give strong consideration to the five MPs
proposal for changes.

In conclusion, the town of Ods is definitely not
opposed to change so we are not opposing this for the
sake of wanting to keep things the same. | think our
conmunity in the last four years has shown that we are
ready for change. W have gone through sone dramatic
changes. | think we are in the infancy stages of
transformng froma small town to a |larger centre and
with that goes some hard changes and there's been sone
battles, but | believe our community i s noving that
way, so it is not opposing for the sake of opposing
change. It just nmakes sense to us.

I will conclude on that and thank you again for
the opportunity.

CHAI RVAN: How far north would you say this
H ghway 2 town community -- how far north does it go?
Does it go to Bowden? Does it go to Innisfail?

TERRY PETERMAN: Well, we are on a regional water
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comm ssion with Innisfail and Bowden, and with that we
work together quite a bit, but I would say far nore of
our initiatives do stemfromthe County arrangenent,
the County of Muwuntain View W have Ods, Didsbury,
Carstairs, Crossfield, Sundre. That's basically our
area. W do have sonme commonal ities north but
generally the dividing |ine has been at that County
l'ine.

CHAI RVAN: You woul dn't suggest going as far
as Bowden or Innisfail?

TERRY PETERMAN: | don't think anybody woul d be
opposed to that in our community.

CHAI RVAN: They woul d be in Red Deer, of
course. The gravitational pull of that large centre
seens to extend quite a ways south so we have to draw
the line at sone point, you know W can't get all of

the H ghway 2 satellite tows in in one riding, we

simply can't.

TERRY PETERMAN: Yes, that right. But that seens

to be the way it has worked -- you know, that is the

cutoff line. It seens to be the county line. There
is several things we do work with, like Innisfail and
Bowden on, like | nentioned, the water |ine and RCW

Qur RCWP cover, our detachment in O ds covers the
comunity of Bowden as a satellite detachnent.
KHULLAR: I will just ask the question

asked everybody el se. The five MPs' proposal proposes
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an east boundary of 791 and the revised proposal we
have been working with is eastern boundary of Range
Road 290, and |'mjust wondering what your thoughts
are on that? | understand you endorse having 791 as
your eastern boundary but. ..

TERRY PETERMAN: | don't think that would be a huge
i ssue for us, speaking for myself and council. |1

don't think where that Iine is is as big of an issue

as keeping Ods with the group that we are a part of.

CHAI R\VAN: Wuld it be safe to have lunch in
A ds today?
TERRY PETERMAN: Absolutely. | wll buy. That

woul dn't be seen as a bribe or anything, would it?
CHAI RVAN: That is the end of our Iist.
Thank you all very nmuch for coming. It has been a
very useful exercise, fromour point of view, and

hope you feel the sane.

PRCOCEEDI NGS CONCLUDED
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