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MINUTES OF THE JOINT COUNCIL MEETING WITH VILLAGE OF BRETON AND TOWN OF 
DRAYTON VALLEY HELD IN THE COUNTY ADMINISTRATION BUILDING, COUNCIL 
CHAMBERS IN BRAZEAU COUNTY ON MONDAY, 2015 10 06 

 
CALL TO ORDER  Reeve B. Guyon called the meeting to order at 7:00 pm. 
 
PRESENT    Bart Guyon, Reeve        Janet Young, Deputy Mayor, Breton 
      Maryann Thompson, County Council   Anne Power, Breton Council 
      Kara Westerlund, County Council    Jessica Doucette, Breton 
      Anthony Heinrich, County Council    Kimberly Plaquin, Breton 
      Marc Gressler, County Council    Terry Molenkamp, Breton 
      Shirley, Mahan, County Council 
      Marco Schoeninger, County CAO    Glenn McLean, Town Mayor 
      Karen Robinson, Exec. Asst. County    Dean Shular, Town Council 

Courtney Whalen, Admin. Asst.    Nicole Nadeau, Town Council 
            Brandy Fredrickson, Town Council 
            Graham Long, Town Council 
            Deb Bossert, Town Council 
            Fayrell Wheeler, Town Council 
            Manny Deol, Town Manager     

ADDITIONS TO  
AND ADOPTION 
OF AGENDA    The agenda was adopted as presented. 
 
ADOPTION OF 
MINUTES    The minutes of the March 5, 2015 Joint Council Meeting were adopted as presented. 
 
AGENDA ITEMS  Drayton Valley Hospitality Authority 

Dan Sullivan presented the Terms of Reference by conference call and answered 
questions with regard to changes and amendments to the original Terms of Reference.  
 
M. Schoeninger indicated that County Council would have to consider the changes in 
the mandate, objectives, membership and who the Board reports to. 
 
A lengthy discussion took place regarding the membership of the Board with regard to 
the question of should the Board include members from tourism/recreation community 
business operators. 
 

      Regional Tourism 
Manny Deol presented the Terms of Reference for the Regional Tourism Authority.  He 
reported that there were 3 studies done: one between the County and the Town; the 
one the Town did and a third by Drayton Valley Tourism Hospitality Authority and in 
those studies all the operators input was considered and the recommendations are 
based on their input. Now we need a body to implement those studies and that is what 
this authority is going to do.  There will also be sub‐committees which will give their 
input into policy decisions. 
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      Regional Water Study Status Report 

M. Schoeninger indicated that this item originally came from County Council specifically 
they wanted to see the opportunity if there were options or other ways we could look at 
providing service back and forth to service both the Town and the County.  Specifically 
looking at back filling with some of the issues the Town faced last year, but more 
importantly looking at the regional community by Brazeau County putting the reservoir 
in.  We have a current servicing agreement that refers to any expansion into the Poplar 
Ridge area would be falling under the County’s expenditure, but like we did with other 
agreements, we revisit them with new information to see what other services there are.  
The bigger picture is taking a look at the master plan and how it takes that into 
consideration and what other options are there to provide service to the public. 
 
Reeve B. Guyon stated that the County was applying for a regional grant of some kind to 
help share the cost.  The County is looking at somewhere around 7 million dollars for 
this project and the Rocky Rapids project we got about 3.2 million, so we are looking at 
something similar to that. 
 
M. Deol reported that there are two parts to this.  First of all in 1999 we did the studies 
for water and sewer through ISL and KPMG and the agreement was signed between the 
County and the Town.  At that time it was established that the County would build a 
reservoir and that reservoir is still not built.  So that’s one part of the study.  The second 
part is that we are going to do water and sewer studies which are supposedly finished 
mid‐November and at that time two engineering departments of both the Town and the 
County will meet and they will prepare recommendations for both Councils to look at 
what’s needed in the next 30 years and at that time you can revise those old 
agreements and if you wish to take these other pieces like the Rocky Rapids Water 
Plant, then they can be added to the study to see how the economic and engineering 
works. 
 
G. McLean stated that what he understood from the meeting between ourselves and 
the CAO’s is essentially the historical agreement from 13 years ago did involve an 
undertaking from Brazeau County to build a lift station and reservoir for Poplar Ridge. As 
I understood the request is would the Town be interested in considering providing a 
letter of support if there were another more innovative way to access funding to meet 
that objective and that objective could be both building the reservoir and the lift station 
or some other solution.  Certainly the Town would look at a letter of support to enable 
an access of funding.  Is there a plan to commence that work or are we waiting for some 
other innovative solution? 

 
      Communication and Restructuring Future Joint Council Meetings 

Issues to be considered: 
‐ Two different models – should the meetings be decision making or just 

discussions 
‐ Meetings not always a benefit to Breton 
‐ Meet with two entities together and not as a group of three 
‐ Make the meetings more efficient, more productive with results 

 
ADJOURNMENT  The meeting adjourned at 8:30 pm 
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AGENDA ITEM: Alberta Community Partnership Application to Re-

align Ring Road Connection from 50th Street 
Department: Engineering and Development 

 Presented by:  
   

Ron Fraser, Director of Engineering & Planning, Town 
of Drayton Valley 

Winston Rossouw, Director of Public Works & 
Infrastructure, Brazeau County 

 
BACKGROUND: 
 
The existing connection from 50th Street to Range Road 73 (“Ring Road”) is at 18th Avenue, less 
than 200 meters from the major signalized intersection with Highway 22.  Alberta 
Transportation requires the 18th Avenue intersection to be relocated due to safety reasons.  The 
approval for July 9, 2013 MGB Condition of Subdivision Approval for the Bio-Mile Business Park 
stipulated that the 18th Avenue connection be closed when neighboring development in the 
area occurs.  Various developments have occurred, which now necessitates the closure of this 
intersection. 
 
The Town of Drayton Valley and Brazeau County submitted a joint application on February 29, 
2016, for grant funding under the Alberta Community Partnership (ACP) Program.  The purpose 
was to access potential funding for reviewing and evaluating alternative connections to the Ring 
Road, to replace the intersection at 18th Avenue.  The Town indicated it would be the managing 
partner on this application, whereas the County took the lead as managing partner on other 
joint applications related to trails. 
 
Two possibilities are being identified for review and evaluation. These include a connection at 
20th Avenue, adjacent to “Scotties” and “Tim Hortons”, and an alternative connection further 
north at 26th Avenue. Each location has its benefits and challenges. 
 
Whether the ultimate connection is on the southern alignment from 20th Avenue, or the 
northern alignment at 26th Avenue, roughly half the cost of the connection is attributable to 
land within the Town, and the other half on land within the County. 
 
The total estimated cost of the realignment project, including design and construction, is $7 
million.  The request for ACP funding was for the maximum allowable amount of $350,000, to 
assist the Town and County with respect to the costs of reviewing and evaluating alternatives. 
 
 
 
 
MOTION: 
 
Presented as information only. 
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Introduction

SECTION ONE

The development of a new agriplex in the Drayton Valley  
area has been discussed for several years. In fact in 2012 an 
“Agriplex Feasibility Study” was commissioned by the  
Drayton Valley Community Agriplex Committee. 

In March 2014, Brazeau County Council hosted a public forum 
regarding the potential agriplex. From there a revitalized project 
committee was struck. The committee has commissioned  
RC Strategies to gather more detailed feedback from the public 
and groups in the community regarding the potential agriplex.

Three main components comprised the program of consultation: 

1. A questionnaire was sent out to households in both 
Brazeau County and in the Town of Drayton Valley.

2. Interviews were convened with stakeholders in the area.

3. Community organizations were surveyed.

The findings from each of these elements is presented herein 
and will be utilized by the Project Committee to develop a facility 
program from which estimated capital costs will be developed. 
An estimated operating budget will be developed to accompany 
the facility concept. These items will be included in a separate 
study document.

1
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Household Survey

SECTION TWO

In conjunction with Brazeau County and the Project Committee, 
RC Strategies developed a questionnaire to be fielded with 
households in Brazeau County and the Town of Drayton Valley. 
The questionnaires were sent out accompanied by a postage 
paid addressed envelope that would enable households to mail 
the completed questionnaires directly back to RC Strategies for 
data entry and analysis. 

The survey was promoted through use of a project notice 
on Brazeau County’s website, through word of mouth and 
promotion by Project Committee members, and through the 
consultant’s attendance at the Willey West Campground 25th 
anniversary celebrations (May 30th). As a thanks for completing 
and returning the questionnaire, those who provided a name 
and contact number would be entered into a draw for a $100 
grocery store certificate. The survey was fielded from the end 
of May through to beginning of July 2015.

In total 5,060 questionnaires were sent out and 755 were 
completed and returned. This provides a margin of error of 
± 3.6% 19 times out of 201. The findings are presented for 
all respondents. Where appropriate, findings from County2 
respondents and Town3 respondents will be shared.

1 This means that if the survey was fielded 20 times the findings would be within  
 ± 3.6% on 19 occasions. These findings are considered representative of the area.

2 There are 520 respondents that identified their residence in Brazeau County respondents.  
 This provides a margin of error of ± 4.3% 19 times out of 20.

3 There are 200 respondents that identified their residence in Drayton Valley. This provides  
 a margin of error of ±6.9% 19 times out of 20.

2
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Has a family member participated in any  
agri-recreation activity in the last year?

43%
No

56%
Yes

1%
Not Sure

In which agri-recreational activities did your family participate?
Subset: Those who participated or were unsure.

4%

6%

12%

13%

14%

18%

19%

19%

20%

34%

41%

50%

82%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

K9 events

Other livestock show or sale

Workshops or conventions

Ranch rodeo

Ag related competition (e.g. gymkana, dressage)

Horse show or sale

Vehicle/equipment shows or sales

Cattle show or sale

Ag related programs (e.g. 4H, riding club)

Fair or festival

Trade shows

Rodeo

Farmers Market

To begin survey respondents were provided 
with a definition of agri-recreation. It was 
noted that agri-recreation activities can 
include horseback riding, participation or 
attendance at an event such as a rodeo  
or fair, educational programs such as 4H, 
or commercial activities such as a livestock 
show or farmers market. They were then 
asked whether anyone in their family 
participated in any agri-recreation activities 
within the previous twelve months.  
As illustrated in the graph, 56% of 
households had a member participate in 
agri-recreation activities. (There were no 
significant differences between County 
and Town responses.)

Those respondents who said a household 
member had participated in agri-recreation 
activities (and those who were unsure) 
were then asked to select from a list what 
those activities were. As illustrated in the 
accompanying graph, over three-quarters 
(82%) of participating households visited 
a farmers market. Rodeos (50%), trade 
shows (41%), and fairs or festivals (34%) 
were all attended by at least one-third  
of households.

3
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Do you think a new agriplex facility  
is needed in the Drayton Valley region?

35%
No

36%
Yes

29%
Not Sure

There are some differences worth noting 
from County and Town respondents;  
these are presented in the following table. 

Next, respondents were asked if a new 
agriplex facility is needed in the Drayton 
Valley region. Over one-third (36%) think  
a new agriplex facility is needed while  
a similar proportion (35%) think one is  
not needed. Over one-quarter (29%)  
of respondents were not sure. 

Respondents from Brazeau County 
were more likely to think there is need 
for a new agriplex compared to Town 
respondents (38% vs 29%). Respondents 
from the Town (42%) were more likely 
to say a new agriplex is not needed 
compared to County respondents (34%).

Activity

%
 C

ou
n

ty
 

P
ar

ti
ci

p
at

io
n

%
 T

ow
n

 
P

ar
ti

ci
p

at
io

n

D
if

fe
re

n
ce

Farmers Market 80 88 8

Rodeo 53 39 14

Trade Shows 41 38 3

Fair or Festival 32 39 7

Ag Related Programs (e.g. 4H) 26 7 19

Cattle show/sale 23 10 13

Vehicle/equipment shows/sales 22 10 12

Horse show/sale 23 7 16

Ag-related Competition (e.g. Gymkana) 17 5 12

Ranch Rodeo 16 7 9

Workshops/Conventions 15 5 10

Other Livestock Show/Sale 8 3 5

K9 Events 5 2 3
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If a new indoor agriplex facility was developed in the  
Drayton Valley region, would your household use it?

36%
No

38%
Yes

26%
Not Sure

Which activities would members of your  
household participate in at a new agriplex?

10%

13%

14%

15%

17%

19%

19%

24%

28%

36%

41%

47%

64%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80%

Other livestock show or sale

K9 events

Cattle show or sale

Ag related competition  (e.g. gymkana, dressage)

Ranch rodeo

Horse show or sale

Ag related programs (e.g. 4H, riding club)

Workshops or conventions

Vehicle/equipment shows or sales

Rodeo

Fair or festival

Trade shows

Farmers Market

If a new indoor agriplex facility  
was developed in the Drayton Valley 
region over one-third (38%) said a 
household member would use it.  
A similar proportion (36%) said they  
would not use it while approximately  
one-quarter (26%) were unsure.

County respondents were more likely  
to say their households would use a new 
agriplex compared to respondents  
from Town (41% vs. 32%).

Given a list of activities, events,  
and functions, respondents were asked 
to indicate which ones household 
members would partake in at a new 
agriplex facility. As illustrated in the 
accompanying graph, approximately 
two-thirds (64%) would attend a 
farmers market. Trade shows (47%), 
fair or festival (41%), and rodeo (36%) 
were identified as events a household 
member would attend by more than 
one-third of respondents. 

5
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There are some differences worth noting 
from County and Town respondents;  
these are presented in the following table. 

Activity
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Farmers Market 63 69 6

Trade Shows 49 42 7

Fair or Festival 40 44 4

Rodeo 39 29 10

Vehicle/Equipment Shows/Sales 30 19 11

Workshops/Conventions 25 19 6

Ag-related Programs (e.g. 4H) 22 13 9

Horse Show/Sale 22 9 13

Ranch Rodeo 19 11 8

Ag-related Competition (e.g. Gymkana) 17 10 7

Cattle Show/Sale 17 8 9

K9 Events 14 12 2

Other Livestock Show/Sale 12 4 8

6
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To what degree do you support each element’s  
inclusion in a future agriplex facility?

13%

16%

15%

18%

16%

18%

21%

24%

22%

24%

26%

28%

29%

27%

32%

30%

41%

41%

47%

18%

20%

22%

21%
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19%

22%

13%

16%

12%

19%

26%

25%
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25%

22%

22%

23%

20%

22%

23%

21%

19%

20%

18%

18%

19%

17%

16%

50%

39%

38%

37%

35%

39%

33%

30%

35%

32%

30%

31%

32%

30%

31%

31%

28%

26%

26%
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Storage areas for footings

Indoor stabling

Indoor stock pens

Warm up arena

O�ce space for user groups

Indoor wash rack

Large foyer/vestibule

Camping facilities (serviced)

Storage rooms

Camping facilities (unserviced)

Banquet/lounge areas

Dressing area/change rooms in the arena area

Outdoor practice/show ring

Multipurpose rooms (meetings, classrooms)

Outdoor corrals

Press box/announcers area

Indoor arena

Concession

Spectator seating

Strongly Agree Somewhat Agree Disagree UnsureA list of potential facility and  
site components was presented  
to respondents. For each item they 
were to indicate the extent to which they 
support its inclusion in a future agriplex. 
Over half agreed (strongly and somewhat 
agreed) that spectator seating (58%),  
a concession (57%), an indoor arena 
(53%), a press box/announcers area (52%), 
and outdoor corrals (51%) should be 
included in a future agriplex. Half (50%) 
agreed that multipurpose rooms should 
be included. See the accompanying 
graph for additional responses.

7
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There are some differences worth noting 
from County and Town respondents;  
these are presented in the following table. 

Activity
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Spectator Seating 61 53 8

Concession 60 51 9

Indoor Arena 57 47 10

Press Box/Announcer’s Area 54 45 9

Outdoor Corrals 55 41 14

Multipurpose Rooms 53 43 10

Outdoor Practice/Show Ring 53 39 14

Banquet/Lounge Area 49 40 9

Camping Facilities (Unserviced) 49 39 10

Storage Rooms 48 39 9

Camping Facilities (Serviced) 48 44 4

Large Foyer/Vestibule 47 42 5

Indoor Wash Rack 42 32 10

Office Space for User Groups 42 33 9

Warm-up Arena 42 33 9

Indoor Stock Pens 40 28 12

Indoor Stabling 38 28 10

Storage Areas for Footings 33 26 7
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Respondent Profile

Respondent Characteristics Proportion 

Where do you live?

Brazeau County 70%

Town of Drayton Valley 27%

Wetaskiwin County 1%

Parkland County —

Yellowhead County —

Other 2%

If Brazeau County, which electoral division?

1 17%

2 19%

3 10%

4 17%

5 15%

6 21%

Finally, respondents provided their comments regarding the 
potential development of a new indoor agriplex facility in the 
Drayton Valley region. There were many comments both in 
favour and opposed to the project. The most frequently cited 
comments included the following.

• The facility is needed in the area and would enable  
year round use. It would allow people to participate  
in an activity and keep area residents from having to  
go elsewhere. It would also draw people to the area.  
This keeps money in the area and draws money as well.

• It is simply a basic facility that is needed. The Thorsby 
Haymaker Center was cited as an example.

• Any facility that is developed needs to be complementary 
to the Omniplex and the MacKenzie Conference Centre in 
Drayton Valley. A way to do this is to have a new agriplex 
host all events with dirt.

• A new agriplex should be built in the County.  
Some commented that the Drayton Valley area is  
more of an oil community than farming and that the 
potential ag facility should be built somewhere else  
in the County. Someplace near Breton was suggested.

• Taxes are high enough now and a new facility could  
lead to a tax hike as the facility gets publicly subsidized. 
The economy is not as strong as it has been and financially 
these are difficult times. It is not the time to spend money. 

• The funds would be better used towards a new pool in the 
area. In fact a multiplex with a fieldhouse, fitness, etc. is a 
greater need in the area and a better focus for spending 
than an agriplex. A multiplex would benefit more people  
in the area.

• There are many better places for public funds to go including 
roads and other important municipal infrastructure. Other ideas  
suggested investment in a seniors facility or the hospital.

• The Omniplex and other facilities in the area meet the needs 
already so there is no need to develop a ag specific facility.  
A dedicated facility would just not get used enough.

9
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Stakeholder Interviews

SECTION THREE

Interviews were convened with community stakeholders  
on May 21st. During the interviews, participants provided  
their thoughts about the need for an agriplex facility in the 
Drayton Valley area and potential components. A total of 
fourteen interviews were convened. 

While not unanimous, there was broad support for the 
development of a dedicated agricultural recreation facility in  
the Drayton Valley region. There is a need for the facility and it  
was suggested that between organized groups, event attraction,  
and individual users, a facility would get high usage. A dedicated 
facility would allow year round use, would enable the dirt to 
remain in the building, which would both reduce the strain 
on volunteers setting up and taking down events/activities. 
A dedicated facility would keep people in the area that now 
travel elsewhere to use facilities; it would bring people to 
the area as well thus keeping and bringing new money to 
the community. It was also noted that many other sport and 
recreational interests in the area are supported through the 
provision of facilities and that the agricultural recreational 
enthusiasts should be supported in the same manner. 

While a variety of amenities and components were identified as 
being important in a new agriplex, the list is relatively modest. 
There was not unanimity in the list but those items mentioned 
most frequently included the following. 

• Indoor arena space with permanent dirt floor

• Spectator seating (ranging from 1,200 to 1,800)

• Meeting rooms

• A concession

• Stabling (covered)

• Stock pens

• Wash racks

• Onsite camping

• Pro Rodeo

• Tractor Pulls

• Farmers Market

• Equine Events

• Bowbenders Archery

• Bull Riding

• Stock Dogs

• Brazeau County Fair 

• Town of Drayton Valley

• Horse Shows

• Barrel Racing

• High School and  
Junior Rodeo

• Ranch Rodeo

• Heavy Horse Pulls/
Drayton Valley 
Agricultural Society

The findings from the interviews are presented below in 
aggregate form. No comments are attributed to anyone 
interest rather the findings represent a synthesis of all the 
interviews. Commonalities have been identified and presented 
along with important points as identified by the consultant.

Many of the organizations have used the Drayton Valley 
Omniplex for their activities and events. Generally the 
experiences are quite positive. The facility has “worked” for the 
groups and the staff are considered highly competent and easy 
to work with. The central location is viewed positively as well. 
There are some challenges with using the Omniplex. The facility 
is not built for dirt events—it can be difficult to properly remove 
all the dirt, the air handling system is not built to accommodate 
dirt events, and there are challenges that accrue due to the 
scent from the dirt events. The availability of the Omniplex is 
restricted as well; events and activities need to work around 
the installation and removal of ice. The concrete slab is not built 
to take a heavy load from some of the machinery that may 
accompany some agricultural events. There are some limitations 
on the site as well. It can become quite congested with vehicles 
and trailers (and stock) and its location within Drayton Valley can 
lead to resident dissatisfaction due to sounds and smells from 
stock. Finally some concerns were expressed regarding rental/
booking fees.
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There was some discussion around a potential location for 
a new agriplex. It was generally accepted that a new facility 
should not be built in Drayton Valley but it should be near to 
town. Drayton Valley is the major service centre in the area 
so having it near town is important. Proximity to town would 
also be beneficial to attract town residents to events and 
activities at the facility. A specific location near the County 
Hall was suggested as was some space across the highway 
from the Omniplex. The site should be of sufficient size to 
accommodate the agriplex and the outdoor amenities and 
services and also large enough to accommodate and future 
expansion/development of the site. 

Those interviewed commented on operational aspects of a 
potential agriplex. There were two main ideas regarding the 
entity operating the facility. Several people suggested the 
County should operate the facility while others felt that the 
agriplex should be operated by a board. These two operating 
bodies would ensure that allocation of time and utilization of 
the facility would be fair. Some concern was expressed about 
any favouritism for access to the facility. It was also suggested 
that the facility manager position be filled by someone 
respected in the agri-recreational community. The position is 
seen as critical to being able to attract events and use which,  
in turn, drives revenue. The events were seen (by some) to be 
the primary driver of revenue which would help ensure the 
facility is affordable for community organizations and members. 
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Community Group Survey

SECTION FOUR

Representatives from community organizations were emailed 
with an invitation to participate in a survey on behalf of their 
organization. In total eighteen organizations were contacted to 
provide input; four groups participated in the survey: Drayton 
Valley and District 4H, Two Rivers 4H Beef Club, Drayton Valley 
Indoor Rodeo, and Drayton Valley Pro Rodeo. The responses 
gathered from the four groups are presented below.

A variety of facilities in the region are used by the four 
respondent organizations. The Drayton Valley Omniplex is 
used by each of the organizations 1 to 6 times in the previous 
year. Other facilities used by more than one of the groups was 
the Easyford Hall (2 groups). The Lindale Hall and Buck Creek 
Hall were mentioned. Several private facilities were identified 
as well including Arlene Catt’s arena and Joe Dahm’s arena. 

Three of the four groups said that the current facilities 
in the region are not adequate to meet their needs. They 
commented that they need a purpose built agricultural 
facility—one that is of sufficient size and that can 
accommodate all livestock. Having the ability to store things 
in a facility and access it regularly was seen as important. One 
organization expressed great satisfaction with the Omniplex to 
host its annual event and complimenting the facility’s staff. 

Respondents were presented with a list of potential facility and 
site components and asked to indicate each’s importance to 
include in any potential agriplex facility. Components that all 
groups identified as very important are:

• Spectator seating (one group commented that a new 
agriplex would need more seating than currently available 
in the Omniplex)

• Concession

• Multipurpose rooms

• Banquet/lounge areas

Other components that were considered important (to some 
degree) by all groups are:

• Dressing area/change rooms

• Large foyer/vestibule

• Press box/announcers area

• Outdoor practice/show ring

• Outdoor corrals

At least three of the respondent organizations would use a 
new agriplex facility for:

• Major events or competitions

• Community/recreational event or competition

• Educational programs

• Social functions

• Meetings 

The greatest use for a new facility would come from ongoing 
equine programs or training—2 groups would use it 11 – 20 
times per year. Two groups would also use a new agriplex 
facility 11 – 20 times per year for social functions.
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Ultimately there are other factors that are important for  
groups when considering the frequency of which they would 
use a new agriplex. All groups indicated that very important 
factors included:

• Cost

• Relationship with facility management and staff

• Quality of onsite amenities (e.g. parking for trailers, animal 
stabling, concessions)

The quality of the facility and the availability of on-site 
camping was considered very important for three groups and 
somewhat important by the fourth group. 

The group respondents identified a variety of ways that they 
could help with the development of a new agricultural 
recreation facility in the Drayton Valley Region.

• Help with fundraising (3 groups)

• Input into design (3)

• Promotions (2)

The Drayton Valley Indoor Rodeo indicated that it could 
directly contribute funds (e.g. donations, sponsorships).

Respondent organizations were asked to indicate how much 
they would be willing to pay to use various components of an 
agriplex (if one were developed). One group (Indoor Rodeo) 
provide a response.

Space/Amenity Willing to Pay

Indoor Arena (including warm-up area) $750/day

Multipurpose Room (meetings, classes) $20/hour

Indoor Stock Pens (per box stall) $25/day

Outdoor Practice/Show Ring $250/day

Banquet/Lounge Area $250/day

Finally, respondent groups provided some general comments 
about a new agriplex in the Drayton Valley region. The comments 
were varied. 

• Check out the awesome Ag Facility in Dawson Creek BC.  
I think we could learn a lot from that facility and how 
it is ran. As it always seems to be busy and thriving. 
Lloydminister also has a really great Ag facility. 

• We are a non-profit youth group that is already maxed at 
raising funds to operate. Our group would appreciate the 
opportunity to work off rental fees by helping maintain the 
building/working events etc. 

• Needs large parking area; needs outdoor pens; needs to be 
a little ways from town. 

• Work with the town to build a newer bigger multiple use 
arena and then use the older building for Ag events. As 
a group we could not see our event anywhere but in the 
building we are currently in .It exceeded our needs and 
because it is in the town makes our event successful.
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Conclusions

SECTION FIVE

• Support for a new agriplex is strong amongst potential  
user groups, but mixed amonst the general public (36% said  
a new agriplex facility is needed in the region, 29% were unsure,  
and 35% said a new facility was not needed).

 » Brazeau County resident are more likely to support the 
need for a new agriplex in the Drayton Valley region than 
were Town residents (38% of County residents said a new 
agriplex is needed compared to 29% of Town residents).

• Amenities to include in a new agriplex are:

 » Indoor arena space;

 » Spectator seating (1,200 – 1,800);

 » A concession area; and

 » A multi-purpose room.

• Other strong considerations for amenities to include in a 
new facility include:

 » Outdoor corrals;

 » Stabling;

 » An announcer’s area/press box;

 » Wash racks;

 » Stock pens; and

 » An outdoor ring.

• A year-round facility would be used by individuals and groups.

 » It would keep people and money in the area.

 » It would draw people and money to the area.

• The best location is in the County, but near Drayton Valley.

• A large proportion of people would prefer public funds be 
used for other purposes include a new pool or multiplex.

• A new agriplex should not compete with the Omniplex, 
but should be complementary to it.
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