
WELCOME TO OUR OPEN HOUSE

Brazeau County and the County of Wetaskiwin No. 10 are working together to create an 
Intermunicipal Development Plan (“IDP”).

1. Proposed IDP Goals

  4. An area w

We want to hear from you. 
Tell us how we might be able to improve the IDP!

BRAZEAU COUNTY AND COUNTY OF WETASKIWIN NO. 10121



BRAZEAU COUNTY AND COUNTY OF WETASKIWIN NO. 10

Why is an Intermunicipal Development Plan required?

Municipal Government Act

an IDP.

Provincial Land Use Framework

North Saskatchewan Regional 
Plan

Intermunicipal Development Plan

Municipal Development Plan

Area Structure Plan / Area          
Redevelopment Plan

What is an Intermunicipal Development Plan?
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BRAZEAU COUNTY AND COUNTY OF WETASKIWIN NO. 10

Plan Area

The Plan Area extends 1.6 kilometres (1 mile) from the Brazeau County and 

County of Wetaskiwin No. 10 intermunicipal border. The joint Plan Area covers 

approximately 14, 261 hectares (35, 240 acres).

  

  Develop land use policies to protect prime agricultural lands from premature   

  land for future road network development.

  areas are considered.

  Area to provide for future growth and development of the IDP area.

&

&

IDP Goals
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BRAZEAU COUNTY AND COUNTY OF WETASKIWIN NO. 10

DRAFT  IDP  POLICY  HIGHLIGHTS

Brazeau County and the County of 

Wetaskiwin No. 10 will communicate 

on land use policies to guide and 

coordinate development within the 

statutory documents,  subdivision and 

will be provided to the adjacent 

municipality. IDP Policies ensure land 

 

Brazeau County and the County of 

Wetaskiwin No. 10 recognize the 

and will consider the impacts of 

these types of development on the 

will collaborate on ensuring haul 

route agreements are in place prior to 

deemed complete.

Brazeau County and the County of 

Wetaskiwin No. 10 recognize the 

important role industry and energy 

industry development on lands that 

do not currently permit that type of 

development will be discussed through 

with surrounding land uses.
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BRAZEAU COUNTY AND COUNTY OF WETASKIWIN NO. 10

DRAFT  IDP  POLICY  HIGHLIGHTS

Together, Brazeau County and the 

County of Wetaskiwin No. 10 will 

promote environmental stewardship 

and the health of regional ecosystems. 

appropriate development setbacks and 

encourage  landowners to use water 

 

Brazeau County and the County of 

Wetaskiwin No. 10 agree to work 

together to support the development 

of municipal infrastructure required to 

Brazeau County and the County 

of Wetaskiwin No. 10 will  work 

and maintained. Proposed changes or 

expansions within the Plan Area will be 

corridors will be secured. Each County 

infrastructure.
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BRAZEAU COUNTY AND COUNTY OF WETASKIWIN NO. 10

DRAFT  IDP  POLICY  HIGHLIGHTS
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BRAZEAU COUNTY AND COUNTY OF WETASKIWIN NO. 10

Tell us what you think!

We want to hear from you.

Please take a few minutes to complete our comment sheet and provide your 

feedback on the IDP.

Kathleen Sterling,

Naomi Finseth

Project Start

Project Timeline

IDP Open House

Brazeau County
Bylaw Reading & Public Hearing

County of Wetaskiwin No. 10
Bylaw Reading & Public Hearing

127



BRAZEAU COUNTY AND COUNTY OF WETASKIWIN NO. 10

required?

Municipal Government Act. 

  

An 

An ICF
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BRAZEAU COUNTY AND COUNTY OF WETASKIWIN NO. 10

LAND USE WITHIN THE PLAN AREA
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APPENDIX E: INTERMUNICIPAL DEVELOPMENT PLAN 

DISCLAIMER: Appendix E represents information shared with the public at the Brazeau County & County 

of Wetaskiwin No. 10 IDP Open House and is not a final copy for approval. 
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Appendix C 

Referral and Adjacent Landowner Comments 

 

Brazeau County Agricultural Services Comments 

No comment or concerns. 

Brazeau County Community Services Comments 

No comments or concerns. 

Brazeau County Corporate Services Comments 

No comments or concerns. 

Brazeau County Economic Development Comments 

No concerns. 

Brazeau County Public Works and Infrastructure Comments 

No comments or concerns. 

 

Referral Agency Comments 

 Alberta Health Services - Environmental Public Health Division (AHS-EPH) – Comments 
provided and summarized below: 

o AHS – EPH is able to comment on new or expanding Confined Feeding Operations within 
the Plan Area that require approvals and manure storage facilities requiring 
authorization under the Agriculture Operations Practices Act. 

o AHS - EPH is available to comment on concerns such as air quality and water pollution 
where requested, including any future developments of gravel pits. 

o AHS – EPH also discourages development in flood plains or flood prone areas due risk of 
structural damage and public health impacts (mould growth, power loss). 

o AHS-EPH is able to comment on any subdivision and development applications, Land 
Use Bylaw Amendments, development plans, outline plans and subdivision 
applications that are submitted. 

o AHS - EPH recommends that private water wells and private sewage disposal system 
that serve existing residences is completely contained within the property boundary 
lines and meet all distance setbacks required under provincial legislation. 

o AHS EPH recommends that any future subdivisions or developments are connected to 
existing AEP - approved municipal systems or regional drinking water systems where 
possible. 

o AHS EPH is able to provide guidance on developing private community or small drinking 
water systems where requested. 

o AHS EPH is in support of preservation and access to natural environment because: 
 Ensuring the preservation of environmentally sensitive areas, and connecting 

humans with the natural environment can help protect existing ecosystems and 
promote a healthier human population. 
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 Goals that consider increased access to recreational areas can maximize 
opportunities to access and engage with the natural environment. 

 Research supports a strong relationship between people’s exposure to natural 
areas and the reduction of stress, chronic disease, depression and anxiety as 
well as improved concentration and cognitive function. 

 Communities that are designed to protect and incorporate natural environment 
into their plans can help promote more physical activity and better mental 
health. 

o AHS-EPH is in support of prioritizing local agricultural capacity because: 
 Supporting local agricultural capacity supports access and availability of healthy 

foods for all, and is a form of healthy food system initiative. 
 Land use design decisions may impact accessibility, quality and variety of food 

available to residents. 

 Alberta Environment and Parks – Operations Division – No comments or concerns. 

 Alberta Environment and Parks – Waters Division – No comments or concerns. 

 Alberta Transportation – No comments or concerns. 

 Eagle Point-Blue Rapids Park Council – No comments or concerns. 

 Leduc County – No comments or concerns. 

 North Saskatchewan Watershed Alliance – No comments or concerns. 

 St. Thomas Aquinas Catholic School Div. No 38 – No comments or concerns. 

 Village of Breton – No comments or concerns. 

 Wild Rose School Division No. 66 – No comments or concerns. 

 

Adjacent Landowner Comments  

 Landowner comments: A landowner had concerns about the Plan Area being reduced from 1.6 
kilometres to 800 metres. Discussion with the landowner was primarily around large 
developments such as a hog farm or large gas plant. Staff noted that these types of 
developments have provincial requirements as well as municipal requirements that an individual 
would need to meet. Staff then went over the highlights of each section of the plan and 
answered any questions. At the end of the conversation the landowner noted that they had no 
concerns. 

 Landowner SW 19-47-3 W5M comments: Landowner wanted to understand why an 
Intermunicipal Development Plan was being done with the County of Wetaskiwin and whether it 
was being done with other municipalities. The landowner sees the IDP as a liability and wanted 
to know what the tradeoff was for having these additional regulations on his land. The 
comparison made was a watershed program on land in the County of Wetaskiwin and 
consideration was given to them due to not being able to do certain activities on that property. 
The final concern noted during the conversation was weed control and that the County of 
Wetaskiwin should have a weed control program and perhaps Brazeau County should have an 
agreement with the County of Wetaskiwin for weed control so that the same rules are followed 
and weeds are controlled on either side of the border. The landowner had additional concerns 
that they wanted provided to Council and are provided in the attached letter. 
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BRAZEAU COUNTY 
 
REQUEST FOR COUNCIL DECISION 

 

SUBJECT: Land Use Bylaw Amendment 
Bylaw 1043-19 to Rezone a Portion of NE 32-48-9-W5M from  
Agricultural (AG) to Agricultural Holdings (AGH) 

DATE TO COUNCIL: January 21, 2020 

SUBMITTED BY: Chandra Dyck, Senior Planner 

ENDORSED BY: J. Whaley, CAO 

REVIEWED BY CAO: J. Whaley, CAO 

FILE NO: 19A-016 

 

RECOMMENDED ACTIONS: 

That Council give Second and Third Readings to Bylaw 1043-19 proposing a portion of NE 32-48-9-W5M 
[±6.5 ac (±2.36 ha)] be rezoned from Agricultural (AG) to Agricultural Holdings (AGH) as shown on the 
attached Schedule A.  

1. TOPIC DEFINED 

Executive Summary 

The applicant would like to rezone a portion of NE 32-48-9-W5M [±6.5 ac (±2.36 ha)] from AG to 
AGH as shown on the attached Schedule A to accommodate a subdivision application creating a 
parcel for future residential and agricultural use.  

The property is located immediately south of Highway 621 and west of the Range Road 84 right 
of way. Adjacent land uses are AG to the east and west, with AG and AGH and one Country 
Residential (CR) parcel to the north. The quarter section immediately south of the subject lands 
is zoned Crown Lands (CL). 

Relevant Policy: 

Relevant Policy was provided in the December 17, 2019 Council report. 

The subject property does not fall within any Intermunicipal Development Plan or Area Structure 
Plan. 

Strategic Relevance: 
If rezoning is successful, the subdivision application will be presented to the Municipal Planning 
Commission for decision.   
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2. ANALYSIS OF RECOMMENDED ACTION 

That Council give Second and Third Readings to Bylaw 1043-19 proposing a portion of NE 32-48-
9-W5M [±6.5 ac (±2.36 ha)] be rezoned from Agricultural (AG) to Agricultural Holdings (AGH) as 
shown on the attached Schedule A. 

 

Advantages Disadvantages 

• Ensures that the proposed subdivision, if 
approved, will conform to the zoning 
districts set within the current Land Use 
Bylaw. 

• None Identified. 

3. IMPLICATIONS OF RECOMMENDATION 

Operational: 

No Impact  

Financial: 

No Impact  

Attachments: 
 
Appendix A:  Land Location Map 
 
Appendix B:  Aerial Photograph 
 
Appendix C: Application Form 
 
Appendix D: Bylaw 1043-19 
 
Appendix E: Referral and Adjacent Landowner Comments 
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Municipal Address: n/a

NE 32-49-8-W5M

:

Land Location Map
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NE 32-49-8-W5M
Rural Address: n/a
Current Zoning:
AG to AGH

±

SUBJECT PARCEL

PLANNING FEATURES

PROPOSED SUBDIVISION
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TYPE
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COUNTY ROADS
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COUNTY PAVED
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COUNTY GRAVEL

SCALE 1:4,643

2017 IMAGERY

Appendix B
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BRAZEAU COUNTY 

BYLAW NO: 1043-19 

BEING A BYLAW OF BRAZEAU COUNTY, IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, TO AMEND LAND 
USE BYLAW NO. 1002-18, AS AMENDED 

WHEREAS, Council of Brazeau County deems it expedient and proper, under the authority of 
and in accordance with the Municipal Government Act, RSA 2000, Chapter M-26 and 
amendments thereto, to make certain amendments to Land Use Bylaw No. 1002-18, as 
amended; and 

WHEREAS, the public participation requirements of Section 692 of the Municipal Government 
Act, RSA 2000, Chapter M-26, have been complied with; 

NOW THEREFORE, the Council of Brazeau County, duly assembled, enacts as follows: 

1. That, a portion of NE 32-49-8-W5M, be re-designated from Agricultural District (AG)
to Agricultural Holdings District (AGH), as shown on the attached Schedule ‘A’ (“the
Lands”); and

2. That this Bylaw, and the re-designation of the Lands, shall take effect upon the
registration of the subdivision plan, which corresponds with the Lands shown in the
attached Schedule ‘A’, by the Land Titles Office.

READ a first time this  day of  , 2019, 

READ a second time this  day of    , 2020, 

READ a third time and finally passed this  day of    , 2020. 

_____________________________ 
Reeve 

_____________________________ 
Chief Administrative Officer 

Appendix D 
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Schedule A

Rezoning Area
AG to AGH
NE 32-49-8-W5M
+/- 6.5 ac (+/- 2.63 ha)

Shown Thus

Note:  All measurements are
+/- and in metres

PRODUCED BY BRAZEAU COUNTY

This map is intended for advisory purposes only.
It is based upon data deemed reliable but

Brazeau County is not responsible for errors or omissions.

2
1
6

Bylaw 1043-19
File No.: 19A-016
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Appendix E 

Referral and Adjacent Landowner Comments 

 
Brazeau County Public Works Comments  
Public Works confirmed that there is an existing approach for the proposed remnant parcel, 
however “[t]his approach is off of Hwy 621 and is not within our jurisdiction.” A new approach 
(width of 8 m, gravel) is required for the proposed Lot 1. (This will be included as a recommended 
condition of subdivision, including cost and tree/brush clearing.) 
No concerns regarding low areas/wetlands, drainage, high water table or soil/slope stability. 
Road widening for Range Road 84 for both the proposed Lot 1 and remnant parcel will be required 
at 5.18 m. (This will be included as a recommended condition of subdivision.) 
 
Brazeau County Community Services Comments 
No comments received. 
 
Brazeau County Agricultural Services Comments 
CLI Rating: 3H(8) – 7W(2) 
Orthic gray luvisol on very fine textured water laid sediment. Typic Mesisol on Forest Peat. 
A portion of the quarter is on forest peat so potential for high water table. 
 
Brazeau County Economic Development Comments 
No issues. 
 
Brazeau County Finance Department Comments 
No comments received. 
 
Referral Agency Comments (please see attached) 

• Canada Post – no concerns. 

• ATCO Gas and Pipelines Ltd. – no concerns, subject to conditions (which will be addressed 
at the subdivision and development stages, but which the applicant will be made aware 
of in advance).  

• Fortis Alberta – no easement required.  
 
Adjacent Landowner Comments 
No letters of concern were received from adjacent landowners. 
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BRAZEAU COUNTY 
 
REQUEST FOR COUNCIL DECISION 

 

SUBJECT: Intermunicipal Collaboration Framework between Brazeau County and 
The County of Wetaskiwin No. 10 

DATE TO COUNCIL: January 21, 2020 

SUBMITTED BY: Kathleen Sterling, Senior Long Range Planner 

ENDORSED BY: J. Whaley, CAO 

REVIEWED BY CAO: J. Whaley, CAO 

FILE NO: 19M-010 

 

RECOMMENDED ACTIONS: 

That Council proceed with First, Second, unanimous consent for Third Reading, and Third Reading of 
Bylaw 1032-19, being the Intermunicipal Collaboration Framework between Brazeau County and the 
County of Wetaskiwin No. 10. 

1. TOPIC DEFINED 

Executive Summary 

The Municipal Government Act (MGA) requires all municipalities to complete ICFs with all 
neighbouring municipalities. An ICF is a tool to facilitate cooperation between neighbouring 
municipalities in order to ensure municipal services are provided to residents efficiently. As of 
January 1, 2020 it is no longer a requirement to adopt an Intermunicipal Development Plan (IDP) 
in order to have a complete ICF. The completion of an ICF is now independent of the IDP process. 
The purpose of having both an IDP and ICF is to ensure that both land use planning is compatible 
and the services provided to residents is efficient. ICFs must be completed by April 2020 in 
accordance with the MGA. 

The Intermunicipal Collaboration Framework between Brazeau County and the County of 
Wetaskiwin No. 10 was originally brought to Council for review and information on August 20, 
2019. At that time an IDP had to be completed prior to the ICF bylaw being adopted. Therefore, 
Brazeau County and the County of Wetaskiwin discussed timelines and determined the IDP would 
be presented to each Council and approved prior to bringing forward the ICF for decision. A Public 
Hearing is not required for an ICF.  

Brazeau County’s Administration was informed on January 9, 2020 that the County of 
Wetaskiwin’s Council gave three readings to the Intermunicipal Collaboration Framework 
between Brazeau County and the County of Wetaskiwin No. 10 with no amendments or changes.  
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Highlights from the Proposed ICF 

The ICF provides information regarding intermunicipal cooperation, municipal services offered 
to residents by both Counties, future projects and agreements and a process for dispute 
resolution. The municipal services described in the document include those that the County 
provides, and will continue to provide, to their residents independently as well as those that are 
provided on an intermunicipal bases through agreements. 

Relevant Policy: 

Municipal Government Act Sections 708.26(1) to 708.46. 

Please note that at the time of completing this report the changes to the MGA have not been 
updated in the online version of the MGA and the Bill 25, the Red Tape Reduction Implementation 
Act was reviewed for relevant policy as well. 

Strategic Relevance: 

Approval of the ICF promotes a more integrated and strategic approach to intermunicipal service 
delivery for Brazeau County and its residents.  

 

2. ANALYSIS OF RECOMMENDED ACTION 

That Council proceed with First, Second, unanimous consent for Third Reading, and Third Reading 
of Bylaw 1032-19, being the Intermunicipal Collaboration Framework between Brazeau County 
and the County of Wetaskiwin No. 10. 

 

Advantages Disadvantages 

 Compliance with the MGA 
 

 None identified at this time. 

3. IMPLICATIONS OF RECOMMENDATION 

Operational: N/A 

Financial: N/A 

Attachments: 

Appendix A: Bylaw 1032 Intermunicipal Collaboration Framework between Brazeau County 
and the County of Wetaskiwin No. 10 
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BRAZEAU COUNTY 
 

BYLAW NO: 1032-19 
 

 
BEING A BYLAW OF BRAZEAU COUNTY, IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, TO ADOPT THE 
INTERMUNICIPAL COLLABORATION FRAMEWORK BETWEEN BRAZEAU COUNTY AND THE 
COUNTY OF WETAKIWIN NO. 10. 
 
WHEREAS, the Council of Brazeau County is authorized under the Municipal Government Act, 
RSA 2000, Chapter M-26, as amended, to work collaboratively neighbouring municipalities to 
ensure the efficient provision of municipal services for all residents; and 
 
WHEREAS, Brazeau County and the County of Wetaskiwin No. 10 have worked collaboratively 
on the preparation of an intermunicipal collaboration framework between both 
municipalities; and,  
 
WHEREAS, the Council of Brazeau County deems it desirable and appropriate to adopt the 
Brazeau County and County of Wetaskiwin No. 10 Intermunicipal Collaboration Framework. 
 
NOW THEREFORE, the Council of Brazeau County, duly assembled, enacts as follows: 

 
1. That this Bylaw and the attached Schedule “A” shall be known as the “Intermunicipal 

Collaboration Framework Between Brazeau County and The County of Wetaskiwin 
No. 10”; and  
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2. That this Bylaw shall take effect upon the final passing thereof. 
 
 
READ a first time this______ day of ________________, 2020, 
 
READ a second time this______ day of ________________, 2020, 
 
READ a third time and finally passed this______ day of ________________, 2020. 
 
 
 
_____________________________ 
Reeve 
 
 
 
_____________________________ 
Chief Administrative Officer 
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Intermunicipal Collaboration Framework 
Between  

Brazeau County 
And  

The County of Wetaskiwin No. 10 
 
 

Bylaw 1032-19 (Brazeau County) 
Bylaw 2019/46 (County of Wetaskiwin No. 10)
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DRAFT
WHEREAS, Brazeau County and the County of Wetaskiwin No. 10 share a common 
border; and 
 
WHEREAS, Brazeau County and the County of Wetaskiwin No. 10 share common 
interests and are desirous of working together to provide services to their residents; and 
 
WHEREAS, Brazeau County and the County of Wetaskiwin No. 10 consulted with 
residents of both counties; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Municipal Government Act stipulates that municipalities that have a 
common boundary must create an Intermunicipal Collaboration Framework with each 
other that identifies the services provided by each municipality, which services are best 
provided on an intermunicipal basis, and how services to be provided on an 
intermunicipal basis will be delivered and funded. 
 
NOW THEREFORE, by mutual covenant of the Counties it is agreed as follows: 
 

A. TERM AND REVIEW 

1) In accordance with the Municipal Government Act, this Intermunicipal 
Collaboration Framework is a permanent Agreement and shall come into force 
on the passing of bylaws by both Counties. 

 
2) This Framework may be amended by mutual consent of both Counties unless 

specified otherwise in this Framework. Amended copies of this Framework shall 
come into force on the passing of bylaws by both Counties. 

 
3) Amended versions to this Framework shall supersede and replace all previous 

versions of this Framework. 
 
4) It is agreed by both Counties that the Intermunicipal Committee shall meet at 

least once every four years, or upon request by either party, commencing no 
later than 180 calendar days after a municipal election to review the terms and 
conditions of the agreement. 

B. INTERMUNICIPAL COOPERATION 

1) The Intermunicipal Committee, established under the Intermunicipal 
Development Plan, is the forum for reviewing the Intermunicipal Collaboration 
Framework. 

 
2) The Counties will give thirty (30) calendar days’ notice for a meeting. Meeting 

requests will be directed to the Chief Administrative Officer for the respective 
municipality. 
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C. GENERAL TERMS 

1) Both Counties agree that in respect of the service agreements outlined in Section 
D(2) that residents of the Counties will be afforded the same services at the 
same costs, including user fees when providing these services to the partner 
municipality. 

 

D. MUNICIPAL SERVICES 

1) Both Counties have reviewed the services offered to residents.  Based on the 
review it has been determined that each County will continue to provide the 
following services to their residents independently:   

a. Water and Wastewater 
b. Emergency Services 
c. Recreation 
d. Affordable Housing 
e. Municipal Administration 
f. Agricultural Services  
g. Animal Control 
h. Assessment Services 
i. Bylaw Enforcement 
j. Information Technology 
k. Pest Control 
l. Police Services 
m. Purchasing/Procurement Services 
n. Weed Control 

  
2) The Counties have a history of working together to provide municipal services to 

the residents on an intermunicipal basis, with the following services being 
provided directly or indirectly to their residents: 

 
a. Emergency Services: 

The Counties, with additional partners, have agreements in place to aid in 
the event of emergencies: 

i. Mutual Aid Agreement between Brazeau County and the County 
of Wetaskiwin No. 10.  As a mutual aid agreement there is no 
managing partner. The assisting municipality shall invoice the 
requesting municipality for providing mutual aid.  

ii. Centralized Asset Management System (CAMS) License Shared 
Data Agreement between Brazeau County, County of Wetaskiwin 
No. 10, Leduc County, the City of Leduc, and Camrose County. The 
purpose of this Agreement is to share information as it relates to 
the CAMS operating system.  
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b. Intermunicipal Development Plan 
i. The Counties entered into an Intermunicipal Development Plan in 

accordance with the Municipal Government Act.  The 
Intermunicipal Development Plan will be reviewed in conjunction 
with the Intermunicipal Collaborative Framework.    

 
3) The Counties acknowledge that in addition to the shared service agreements in 

place between the Counties, they each have independent agreements with other 
regional partners.   

 
4) The Counties have reviewed the aforementioned existing agreements and have 

determined that these are the most appropriate municipal services to be 
conducted in a shared manner. 

 

E. FUTURE PROJECTS & AGREEMENTS 

 
1) In the event that either County initiates the development of a new project 

and/or service that may require a new cost-sharing agreement, the initiating 
County’s Chief Administrative Officer will notify the other County’s Chief 
Administrative Officer in writing. 

 
2) The initial notification will include a general description of the project, estimated 

costs and timing of expenditures.  The other party will advise if they have 
objections in principle to provide funding to the project and provide reasons.  An 
opportunity will be provided to discuss the project at the Intermunicipal 
Committee meeting. 
 

3) The following criteria will be used when assessing the desirability of funding new 
projects:  

a. Relationship of the proposed capital project to the Intermunicipal 
Development Plan, or any other regional long term planning document(s) 
prepared by both Counties; 

b. The level of community support; 
c. The nature of the project; 
d. The demonstrated effort by volunteers to raise funds and obtain grants, if 

applicable; 
e. The projected operating costs for new capital projects; 
f. Municipal debt limit; and 
g. Projected utilization by residents of both Counties.    

 
4) Once either County has received written notice of new project, an Intermunicipal 

Committee meeting must be held within thirty (30) calendar days of the date the 
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written notice was received, unless both Chief Administrative Officers agree 
otherwise. 

 
5) The Intermunicipal Committee will be the forum used to address and develop 

future mutual aid agreements and/or cost sharing agreements.  In the event the 
Intermunicipal Committee is unable to reach an agreement, the dispute shall be 
dealt with through the procedure outlined within Section F of this document. 

 
6) Both Counties recognize that the decision to participate in or not participate in a 

project ultimately lies with the respective municipal councils, who in turn must 
rely on the support of their electorate to support the project and any borrowing 
that could be required. 

 

F. DISPUTE RESOLUTION 

 
1) The Counties are committed to resolving any disputes in a non-adversarial, 

informal and cost-efficient manner. 
 
2) In the event of a dispute, the Counties agree that they shall undertake a process 

to promote the resolution of the dispute in the following order: 
a. negotiation; 
b. mediation; and 
c. binding arbitration. 

 
3) The Counties shall make all reasonable efforts to resolve all disputes by 

negotiation and agree to provide, without prejudice, open and timely disclosure 
of relevant facts, information and documents to facilitate negotiations. 

 
4) If any dispute arises between the Counties regarding the interpretation, 

implementation or application of this Framework or any contravention or alleged 
contravention of this Framework, the dispute will be resolved through the 
binding Dispute Resolution Process outlined herein.  

 
5) If the Dispute Resolution Process is invoked, the Counties shall continue to 

perform their obligations described in this Framework until such time as the 
Dispute Resolution Process is complete. 

 
6) Despite F(4), where an existing intermunicipal agreement has a binding dispute 

resolution process included in the existing intermunicipal agreement, that 
agreement shall be used instead of the dispute resolution outlined in this 
Framework. 

 

152



DRAFT
7) Any dispute arising out of the implementation of this Agreement will firstly be 

addressed by the administration of both Brazeau County and the County of 
Wetaskiwin No. 10. Where a dispute cannot be resolved to the satisfaction of 
both parties after thirty (30) calendar days, the dispute will be referred to the 
Chief Administrative Officers of both Counties. 

 
8) Where a dispute cannot be resolved to the satisfaction of both Chief 

Administrative Officers after thirty (30) calendar days, the dispute will be 
referred to the Intermunicipal Committee. 

 
9) A party shall give written notice (“Dispute Notice”) to the other party of a 

dispute and outline in reasonable detail the relevant information concerning the 
dispute. Within thirty (30) calendar days following receipt of the Dispute Notice, 
the Intermunicipal Committee shall meet and attempt to resolve the dispute 
through discussion and negotiation, unless a time extension is mutually agreed 
by the Chief Administrative Officers. If the dispute is not resolved within sixty 
(60) calendar days of the Dispute Notice being issued, the negotiation shall be 
deemed to have failed and shall be referred to mediation. 

 
10) Either party shall be entitled to provide the other party with a written notice 

(“Mediation Notice”) specifying: 
a. The subject matters remaining in dispute, and the details of the matters 

in dispute that are to be mediated; and 
b. The nomination of an independent mediator. 

 
11) The Counties shall, within thirty (30) calendar days of the Mediation Notice, seek 

the assistance of a mediator acceptable by both parties. 
 

12) When a mediator is appointed, the Counties shall submit in writing their dispute 
to the mediator and afford the mediator access to all records, documents and 
information the mediators may reasonably request. The Counties shall meet 
with the mediator at such reasonable times as may be required and shall, 
through the intervention of the mediator, negotiate in good faith to resolve their 
dispute. All proceedings involving a mediator are agreed to be without prejudice 
and the fees and expenses of the mediator and the cost of the facilities required 
for mediation shall be shared equally between the Counties. 

 
13) In the event that: 

a. The Counties do not agree on the appointment of a mediator within 
thirty (30) calendar days of the Mediation Notice; or 

b. The mediation is not completed within sixty (60) calendar days after the 
appointment of the mediator; or 

c. The dispute has not been resolved within ninety (90) calendar days from 
the date of receipt of the Mediation Notice; 
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either party may, by notice to the other, withdraw from the mediation process 
and the mediation shall be deemed to have failed. 

 
14) If mediation fails to resolve the dispute, the dispute shall be submitted to 

binding arbitration. Either of the Counties may provide the other party with 
written notice (“Arbitration Notice”) specifying: 

a. the subject matters remaining in dispute and the details of the matters in 
dispute that are to be arbitrated; and 

b. the nomination of an individual to act as the arbitrator. 
 

15) Within thirty (30) calendar days following receipt of the Arbitration Notice, the 
other party shall, by written notice, advise as to which matters stated in the 
Arbitration Notice it accepts and disagrees with, advise whether it agrees with 
the resolution of the disputed items by arbitration, and advise whether it agrees 
with the arbitrator selected by the initiating party or provide the name of one 
arbitrator nominated by that other party.  
 

16) The Counties shall, within thirty (30) calendar days of the Arbitration Notice, 
jointly nominate or agree upon an arbitrator. 
 

17) Should the Counties fail to agree on a single arbitrator within the prescribed time 
period, then either party may apply to a Justice of the Court of Queen’s Bench of 
Alberta to have the arbitrator appointed. 
 

18) The terms of reference for arbitration shall be those areas of dispute referred to 
in the Arbitration Notice and the receiving party’s response thereto. 
 

19) The Arbitration Act (Alberta) shall apply to arbitration proceedings commenced 
pursuant to this Framework. 
 

20) The arbitrator shall proceed to hear the dispute within sixty (60) calendar days of 
being appointed and proceed to render a written decision. 
 

21) The arbitrator’s decision is final and binding upon the Counties, subject only to a 
party’s right to seek judicial review by the Court of Queen’s Bench on a question 
of jurisdiction.  
 

22) If the Counties do not mutually agree on the procedure to be followed, the 
arbitrator may proceed to conduct the arbitration on the basis of documents or 
may hold hearings for the presentation of evidence and for oral argument.  
 

23) Subject to the arbitrator’s discretion, hearings held for the presentation of 
evidence and for argument are open to the public. 
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24) If the arbitrator establishes that hearings are open to the public in Clause 23, the 

arbitrator, at their sole discretion, may solicit written submissions. If the 
arbitrator requests written submissions they must be considered in the decision. 
 

25) The fees and expenses of the arbitrator and the cost of the facilities required for 
arbitration shall be shared equally between the Counties. 
 

26) On conclusion of the arbitration and issuance of an order, the arbitrator must 
proceed to compile a record of the arbitration and give a copy to each County. 
 

G. CORRESPONDENCE 

 
1) Written notice under this Agreement shall be addressed as follows: 

 
a.  In the case of Brazeau County to:   

Brazeau County 
c/o Chief Administrative Officer 
Box 77, 7401 Twp Rd 494 
Drayton Valley, Alberta T7A 1R1 

 
b.  In the case of the County of Wetaskiwin No. 10 to: 

County of Wetaskiwin No. 10 
c/o Chief Administrative Officer  
Box 6960  
Wetaskiwin, AB T9A 2G5 

 
2) In addition to G(1), notices may be sent by electronic mail to the Chief 

Administrative Officer. 
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BRAZEAU COUNTY 
 
REQUEST FOR COUNCIL DECISION 

 

SUBJECT: Brazeau County and Leduc County – Intermunicipal Development Plan 

DATE TO COUNCIL: January 21, 2020 

SUBMITTED BY: Kathleen Sterling, Senior Long Range Planner 

ENDORSED BY: J. Whaley, CAO 

REVIEWED BY CAO: J. Whaley, CAO 

FILE NO: 20A-001 

 

RECOMMENDED ACTIONS: 

That Brazeau County Council agree that an Intermunicipal Development Plan is not required between 
Brazeau County and Leduc County. 

1. TOPIC DEFINED 

Executive Summary 

On November 28, 2019 the Government of Alberta passed Bill 25, the Red Tape Reduction 
Implementation Act, which impacted a number of pieces of legislation to streamline 
overburdened processes and eliminate outdated rules. The Municipal Government Act (MGA) 
was one of the pieces of legislation that was changed to streamline provisions that were 
hampering administrative efficiencies for municipalities. One of the changes to the MGA provides 
an Intermunicipal Development Plan (IDP) exemption to all municipalities upon mutual 
agreement between the neighbouring municipalities. If in the future either municipality believes 
that an IDP is required, either municipality can revoke its agreement by written notice, in which 
case the municipalities are required to adopt an IDP within one year. In addition to this change, 
there was also a change made that the completion of an Intermunicipal Collaboration Framework 
(ICF) is now independent of the IDP process. This allows for an ICF to be completed in the absence 
of an IDP.  

Administration provided a draft IDP to Leduc County on November 21, 2019 to initiate 
discussions. On December 10, 2019 Brazeau County received an email from Leduc County stating 
that “in their opinion an IDP is not required with Brazeau County.” This email was provided after 
the passing of Bill 25 and the changes to MGA section 631, which state that an IDP is no longer 
required between two municipalities if they mutually agree. Brazeau County reviewed the draft 
IDP provided to Leduc County and the lands located along the border.  

The majority of the land in Brazeau County located along the intermunicipal border is agricultural 
with a few Crown parcels and a few smaller subdivided parcels. A review of the Leduc County 
online land use zoning map showed the majority of Leduc County land located along the border 
is zoned either Agricultural or North Saskatchewan River Valley (NSRV) with a few smaller 
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subdivided parcels. Administration gave consideration to the land uses that are permitted and 
discretionary in these zones along the intermunicipal border and the impact of not having an IDP 
on intermunicipal referrals. 

Administration reviewed the intermunicipal referral process and timeline for both Brazeau 
County and Leduc County and compared it to the standard Intermunicipal Development Plan 
timelines Brazeau County has with other municipalities. The table below shows the timelines for 
each referral type. The referral timelines for Brazeau County are from Policy PD-22 Application 
Referral and for Leduc County are from their Municipal Development Plan. The referral area for 
both Brazeau County and Leduc County without an IDP is 800 metres from the corporate 
boundary (border).  

 

Referral Type Standard IDP  Brazeau County Leduc County 

Municipal Development 
Plan 
(new and amendments) 

21 calendar days 30 calendar days 28 calendar days 

Area Structure Plan 
(new and amendments) 

21 calendar days 30 calendar days 21 calendar days 

Land Use Bylaw 
(new and amendments) 

21 calendar days 30 calendar days 
Rezoning applications 
18 calendar days 

21 calendar days 

Subdivision Application 18 calendar days 18 calendar days 21 calendar days 

Development 
Application 

14 calendar days 14 calendar days 21 calendar days 

Within the Leduc County MDP there is a statement that referral distances may be greater than 
800 metres if the proposed development or subdivision creates off-site impacts that may affect 
the adjacent municipality (section 9.0.0.10).  

The proposed draft IDP provided to Leduc County, based on previous IDPs Brazeau County has 
completed or is completing, had a plan area extending 800 metres from the boundary line. Based 
on the current municipal regulations in place for both municipalities the land use discussion and 
referrals would continue for the proposed Plan Area even without an approved IDP. 

When deciding whether an IDP was required, Administration reviewed the other IDP sections 
including resource extraction, industry and energy development, environmental matters, 
municipal infrastructure, transportation systems and conflict resolution. The majority of the 
items are things that both Counties are currently doing without an IDP and the relationship 
between the two Counties is collaborative and professional. There was nothing within the draft 
version of the IDP that led Administration to believe this document should be required between 
the two Counties.  

Relevant Policy: 

Municipal Government Act 

Section 631(1) Subject to subsections (2) and (3), 2 or more councils of municipalities that have 
common boundaries and that are not members of a growth region as defined in section 708.01 
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must, by each passing a bylaw in accordance with this Part or in accordance with sections 12 and 
692, adopt an intermunicipal development plan to include those areas of land lying within the 
boundaries of the municipalities as they consider necessary.  

Section 631(2) Subsection (1) does not require municipalities to adopt an intermunicipal 
development plan with each other if they agree that they do not require one, but any of the 
municipalities may revoke its agreement at any time by giving written notice to the other or 
others, and where that notice is given the municipalities must comply with subsection (1) within 
one year form the date of the notice unless an exemption is ordered under subsection (3).  

Section 631(3) The Minister may, by order, exempt one or more councils from the requirement 
to adopt an intermunicipal development plan, and the order may contain any terms and 
conditions that the Minister considers necessary.  

The relevant policy including policy from the Municipal Development Plan and Land Use Bylaw 
1002-18 are provided in Appendix A. 

Strategic Relevance: 

2. ANALYSIS OF RECOMMENDED ACTION 

That Brazeau County Council agree that an Intermunicipal Development Plan is not required 
between Brazeau County and Leduc County.  

Advantages Disadvantages 

 Intermunicipal referrals would still occur 
without an IDP in place. 

 Reduce the levels of regulation on 
boundary lands between Brazeau County 
and Leduc County, while still being able 
to understand impacts of land use 
planning applications submitted within 
800 metres of the intermunicipal 
boundary. 

 No formal statutory intermunicipal plan 
between Brazeau County and Leduc 
County. 

 Longer intermunicipal referral timelines 
than proposed in IDPs 

3. IMPLICATIONS OF RECOMMENDATION 

Operational: n/a 

Financial: n/a 

Attachments: 

Appendix A: Relevant Policy 
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Appendix A 
Relevant Policy 

Municipal Government Act 

Section 631(1) Subject to subsections (2) and (3), 2 or more councils of municipalities that 
have common boundaries and that are not members of a growth region as defined in 
section 708.01 must, by each passing a bylaw in accordance with this Part or in 
accordance with sections 12 and 692, adopt an intermunicipal development plan to 
include those areas of land lying within the boundaries of the municipalities as they 
consider necessary.  

Section 631(2) Subsection (1) does not require municipalities to adopt an intermunicipal 
development plan with each other if they agree that they do not require one, but any of 
the municipalities may revoke its agreement at any time by giving written notice to the 
other or others, and where that notice is given the municipalities must comply with 
subsection (1) within one year form the date of the notice unless an exemption is ordered 
under subsection (3).  

Section 631(3) The Minister may, by order, exempt one or more councils from the 
requirement to adopt an intermunicipal development plan, and the order may contain 
any terms and conditions that the Minister considers necessary.  

 

Municipal Development Plan 

Policy 126:  Brazeau County will notify all adjacent rural municipalities of any 
development or subdivision application proposed for lands within 800 
metres (0.5 miles) of the adjacent municipality’s boundary at the receipt 
of the application and will consider responses provided by the municipality 
in decision making processes. 

Policy 127:  Brazeau County may establish fringe area designations on County lands 
that border other adjacent municipalities in order to address existing and 
anticipated growth and development considerations.  

Policy 129:  Brazeau County shall endeavour to prepare intermunicipal development 
plans with other neighbouring municipalities in order to ensure that future 
land use patterns occur in a manner that is both effective and efficient. 

Policy 130:  Brazeau County shall consider the statutory plans of adjacent 
municipalities when coordinating the development of roads, municipal 
services and parks, and when making land use and development decisions 
for lands adjacent to neighbouring municipalities. 

Objective 33:  Seek partnership with neighbouring municipalities to improve the 
efficiency and quality of services, infrastructure and programming.  
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Policy 131:  Brazeau County may enter into partnerships with neighbouring 
municipalities in order to provide local residents with a high quality of 
municipal services, infrastructure and social programming 

Policy 132:  Brazeau County should pursue partnerships with adjacent rural 
municipalities with regards to issues of mutual interest including 
transportation networks, watershed protection and planning, regional 
growth corridors and protecting agricultural lands. 

 

Land Use Bylaw 1002-18 
Section 3.7.3(g) Inter-municipal referrals: The Development Authority may refer the 
application for subdivision, development permit, and rezoning to the adjacent 
municipalities subject to the following criteria: 

 (ii) All subdivision and development applications on parcels within 800 m (0.5 
miles) of the corporate property line of a rural municipality where the main 
use is a discretionary use; and 

(iii) Notwithstanding the above, subdivision and development proposals that may 
have an impact on another municipality or that will require services from 
another municipality or may have an adverse impact on the neighboring 
municipality. 

Section 3.7.5 Development permit applications for Natural Resource Extraction and 
Processing will be circulated, at a minimum, to the following recipients: 

(d) Adjacent municipalities if within 800 m (2625 ft.) or within the referral area of any 
Intermunicipal Development Plans. 
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BRAZEAU COUNTY 

UPDATE REPORT TO COUNCIL 

 

SUBJECT: Municipal Development Plan – Number of parcels per quarter section and 
Concept Plans 

DATE TO COUNCIL: January 21, 2020 

PREPARED BY: Kathleen Sterling, Senior Long Range Planner 

UPDATE 
INFORMATION: 

Files 19A-012 and 19M-016 

 

During the regular Council meeting on December 17, 2019 there was discussion about (1) the list 

defining completely severed land within the Municipal Development Plan, (2) transfer 

development credits (TDC), (3) conceptual schemes and (4) an update on the state of affairs in 

Brazeau County regarding subdivision. This information was provided as research completed 

after discussions at the regular Council meeting on October 1, 2019 regarding the number of 

parcels that can be subdivided within a quarter section prior to requiring an Area Structure Plan 

and how other municipalities are currently addressing subdivision regulations. During the 

December 17, 2019 regular Council meeting, a motion was passed directing staff to develop 

criteria for a conceptual scheme, also known as an Outline Plan or Concept Plan that could be 

incorporated into the Municipal Development Plan for discussion.   

0879/19-12-17 Moved by M. Gressler ask Administration to develop the conceptual 

scheme into our Municipal Development Plan, bearing in mind Area 

Structure Plans and bring back for discussion by February 18, 2020.  

 

Administration has completed a review of a number of other Alberta municipalities Outline Plan 

or Conceptual Scheme criteria to obtain information and wording currently used for these types 

of plans elsewhere in Alberta. Based on the information gathered, Administration has three 

options for the number of parcels within a quarter section prior to an Area Structure Plan (ASP) 

being required. 
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Option A 

Council decides to leave the number of parcels per quarter section prior to an ASP being required 

and no Concept Plan addition. If the number of parcels per quarter section is to remain unaltered 

in the MDP, it is recommended that the language be altered to state the number of “titled” 

parcels per quarter section. Based on review of other municipalities MDPs, it was found that 

other municipalities use the term “titled parcels” to reduce confusion or interpretation issues. By 

adding the word “titled” in front of the number of parcels it would provide clarification as to 

whether the remainder is counted. Below is a recommendation for amending the wording of 

MDP Policy 14 (change is in red).  

MDP Policy 14:  Brazeau County shall require that a proposal to subdivide a quarter section 

with the intent of creating more than four titled parcels on the quarter 

section include the submission of an area structure plan, to the satisfaction 

of the Development Authority. 

Option B 

Council decides that a change to the Municipal Development Plan should occur with the inclusion 

of a Concept Plan option for a set number of titled parcels per quarter section. For this option 

the number of parcels not requiring a Concept Plan or Area Structure Plan would remain at four 

(4) titled parcels per quarter section. The number of parcels requiring a Concept Plan or an Area 

Structure Plan would be determined by Council. The provincial requirement for a hydrological 

report to show that the groundwater can sustain the additional development (water study) 

would still be required at six (6) titled parcels per quarter section.  

Option C 

Council decides that a change to the Municipal Development Plan should occur with the inclusion 

of a Concept Plan option for a set number of titled parcels per quarter section.  

An option would be to change the number of titled parcels per quarter section from four (4) to 

five (5) as the standard and then require a Concept Plan for six (6) to nine (9) title parcels per 

quarter section. If there are more than nine (9) title parcels per quarter section an Area Structure 

Plan would be required.  

One reason for opting to increase the number of titled parcels per quarter section prior to 

requiring any type of additional plan is that at six (6) parcels per quarter section, a hydrological 

report (water study) is required to show that the groundwater can sustain the additional 

development.  

The second reason is based on a review of Yellowhead County’s MDP that permits up to five (5) 

parcels per quarter section in the hamlet policy area and the rural policy area as long as the land 

is not designated as “better agricultural land.” Since Brazeau County does not have a designation 
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for “better agricultural land” this maximum number of parcels would apply to the entire County. 

Below is a comparison table between this option for Brazeau County and the current standards 

in Yellowhead County. 

Requirements for 
Subdivision 

Option C Yellowhead County 

Standard a total of five (5) titled 
parcels per quarter 
section 

1 parcel subdivided out per quarter on lands 
designated “Better Agricultural Land” 

Rural Policy Area: a total of five (5) parcels 
per quarter section, as long as the land is 
not designated as “better agricultural land” 
OR a total of five (5) parcels per quarter 
section in “better agricultural land” if land is 
within 0.8 kilometres of the right of way of a 
paved, oiled road or road proposed to be 
paved or oiled and within 3 kilometres of a 
designated hamlet 

Conceptual Scheme 
/ Concept Plan 

6 to 9 titled parcels per 
quarter section 

6 to 11 parcels per quarter section 

Area Structure Plan 10+ titled parcels per 
quarter section 

12+ parcels per quarter section 

 

Concept Plan 

Both Options B and C would require the addition of Concept Plans into the Brazeau County MDP. 

The use of Concept Plans allows for a better understanding of the history of the parcel and the 

future development of the parcel without requiring an Area Structure Plan, which is a statutory 

plan with set legislative requirements. 

As part of the review of other municipalities’ approach to Conceptual Schemes, Outline Plans and 

Concept Plans, Administration noted who the decision makers were. In Parkland County, 

Conceptual Schemes (Outline Plans) can be for urban industrial or multi-parcel rural 

development. Urban industrial conceptual schemes must be approved by Council resolution, 

while rural conceptual schemes are approved by the Director of Planning and Development 

Services. The City of Leduc, the Municipal District of Bighorn, Yellowhead County, and Leduc 

County approve Concept Plans by Council resolution. 

If Concept Plans are to be incorporated into the Brazeau County MDP, the following 

information is an example of what could be included in the MDP to provide an explanation of 

what a Concept Plan is and the requirements for completing a Concept Plan. 
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Concept Plans: 

Concept Plans provide a framework for growth by identifying future land uses, road networks, 

and other challenges and opportunities for growth within these areas, while maintaining a 

balanced approach to planning that addresses the interests of the county. Concept Plans must 

include a full quarter section, and must not include portions thereof from neighbouring parcels.  

 

Concept Plans identify: 

 opportunities and challenges for development; 

 environmental and heritage features; 

 existing land uses; 

 existing and proposed infrastructure and services (servicing); and 

 subdivision and development within an 800 meter radius. 
 

Concept Plans are non-statutory plans meaning they are not approved by a bylaw.  Instead, they 

are approved by a Council resolution to adopt the plan.  Once approved, these plans form the 

foundation upon which subdivision and/or development may occur within the subject area. 

 

Concept Plan requirements: 

Section 5 (e) of the Subdivision and Development Regulations, Alberta Regulation 43/2002, allows 

a Subdivision Authority to require an Concept Plan as a condition of a subdivision application. 

Where required, the Concept Plan must include:  

 The purpose and proposal of the Concept plan, including sequence of development 
proposed for the area. 

 History of the parcel 

 Surrounding land uses 

 Text explaining how the proposed development will be integrated with adjacent land uses 
or potential impacts and mitigation on adjacent land uses. 

 Opportunities and constraints (e.g. topography, environmentally sensitive areas, hazard 
lands) 

 Environmental / historical factors 

 Servicing requirements/plans including storm water management, water, sewer, and 
transportation (if required)  

 Provincially mandated studies, if required 

 Any other matter deemed necessary by Brazeau County 

 Maps of: 
o Existing land use 
o Future Concept – including preliminary lot layout, parcel size, and storm water 

management and transportation information 
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Next Steps: 
The inclusion of Concept Plans into the Brazeau County MDP will require an amendment to the 
current MDP, as well as changes to the current Land Use Bylaw 1002-18 and Policy PD-13 Area 
Structure Plans.  
 
The next steps would include: 
 

 

MDP Review and 
Draft Concept Plan 

Amendment

•Based on feedback received from Council, Administration would draft wording for text to 
include in the MDP regarding Concept Plans.

•Review the MDP to ensure any impacted policies will also be updated.

Public 

Consultation

•Determine the best way to engage landowners and residents of Brazeau County in the 
Concept Plan discussion.

•Circulate the amendment information and Concept Plan requirments to landowners, 
agencies, including adjacent municipalities, and internal departments

Present  Bylaw to 
Council

• Present a Bylaw to Council with the MDP amendments for first reading and schedule a 
public hearing. 

Public Hearing

• Hold a public hearing for MDP amendments and proceed to Second and Third reading if 
applicable based on public input.

Update Land Use 
Bylaw and Policy

•IF MDP AMENDMENT APPROVED.

•Update sections of the Land Use Bylaw that refer to four (4) parcels, for example the 
definition of a "Multi-Lot Subdivision"

•Update Policy PD-13 Area Structure Plans to remove the number of parcels and update 
any additional information

•Potentially update Policy PD-13 or create a new policy for Concept Plans
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Information Administration requires, if Council decides to proceed with Concept Plans 

Administration is requesting direction from Council regarding the following if the decision is to 

add Concept Plans to the MDP: 

1. Number of titled parcels per quarter section prior to requiring a Concept Plan. 

2. Number of titled parcels per quarter section requiring a Concept Plan. 

3. Number of titled parcels per quarter section requiring an Area Structure Plan. 

4. Confirmation on the requirements of Concept Plans. 

5. Are changes required to the MDP policy statement about commercial and industrial lands 
requiring an ASP? 

Updates to Policy – PD-13 Area Structure Plan 

Administration would like to request that Council directs Administration to prioritize the review 

of Policy PD-13 Area Structure Plans, even if the decision is to not change the Municipal 

Development Plan. This policy has duplication of information from the MDP and Administration 

would like to simplify and clarify the information within this policy.  

Relevant Policy: 

See attached Appendix “A” 

Municipal Development Plan 
Land Use Bylaw 1002-18 
Policy PD-13 – Area Structure Plans 
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Appendix A 

Relevant Policy  
 

Municipal Government Act 
Definitions 
 616 In this Part, 

(dd) “statutory plan” means an intermunicipal development plan, a municipal 
development plan, an area structure plan and an area redevelopment plan 
adopted by a municipality under Division 4; 

Area Structure Plans 
Area structure plan 

633(1)  For the purpose of providing a framework for subsequent subdivision and 
development of an area of land, a council may by bylaw adopt an area structure 
plan. 

(2) An area structure plan 
   (a)   must describe 
    (i) the sequence of development proposed for the area, 

(ii) the land uses proposed for the area, either generally or with 
respect to specific parts of the area, 

(iii) the density of population proposed for the area either generally 
or with respect to specific parts of the area, and 

(iv)  the general location of major transportation routes and public 
utilities, and  

(b)   may contain any other matters, including matters relating to reserves, as the 
council considers necessary. 

(3) An area structure plan must be consistent with  
(a)   any intermunicipal development plan in respect of land that is identified in 

both the area structure plan and the intermunicipal development plan, and  
(b)   any municipal development plan. 

 

Statutory plan preparation 
636(1) (f) in the case of an area structure plan, where the land that is the subject of the 

plan is within 1.6 kilometres of a provincial highway, notify the Minister 
responsible for the Highways Development and Protection Act of the plan 
preparation and provide opportunities for the Minister to make suggestions and 
representations, 
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Municipal Development Plan 
 
2.5 Area Structure Plans 
 
An area structure plan is a statutory plan that provides a detailed land use concept and 
policies for a particular area of a municipality. Guided by the policies and objectives of the 
municipal development plan, area structure plan are intended to demonstrate how 
certain lands will develop in the future. Area structure plans in Brazeau County range in 
scale from plans that address the form of specific developments on a quarter section to 
comprehensive future land use concepts for major growth and development nodes in 
Brazeau County. 
 

Objective 2: Provide for the orderly subdivision of agricultural lands 
 
Policy 9:  Brazeau County does not permit a ‘first parcel out’ of a previously 
 unsubdivided quarter section by right, but shall be generally supported 

by the Development Authority for the creation of one additional 
agricultural lot subject to subdivision application, the policies of 
applicable area structure plans, the provisions of the Brazeau County 
Land Use Bylaw and the policies of this plan. 
 

Policy 11: Brazeau County may consider the subdivision of a quarter section if the 
proposal seeks to create: 

 

 A farm site with existing improvements; 

 A parcel for future agricultural development; or 

 A total of four parcels per quarter section, including parcels created 
from previous subdivisions. 

 

Policy 13:  Brazeau County shall consider the subdivision of a fragmented parcel if: 

 There is a significant permanent feature that severs the parcel of 
land including, but not limited to, a major water body, ravine, road, 
provincial highway or railway; 

 The proposed subdivision will not exceed the maximum allowable 
parcel density (four per quarter section); 

 The significant permanent feature makes it impractical to farm the 
land in conjunction with the remainder of the quarter section; 

 The parcel can accommodate a safe and suitable building site; 
 Road access is available; and 
 Water and sanitary services can be accommodated onsite 

 
Policy 14:  Brazeau County shall require that a proposal to subdivide a quarter 

section with the intent of creating more than four parcels on the quarter 
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section include the submission of an area structure plan, to the 
satisfaction of the Development Authority.  

  
 Brazeau County may require that a proposal to subdivide a quarter 

section with the intent of creating more than one commercial or 
industrial parcels on the quarter section include the submission of an 
area structure plan, to the satisfaction of the Development Authority 

 

Policy 16: Brazeau County may require proposals for the subdivision of agricultural 
lands to incorporate the location or potential location of existing clusters 
of residential parcels on adjacent quarter sections to create residential 
nodes at roadway intersections in order to maximize the delivery of 
infrastructure and services.   

 
Objective 5: Identify opportunities for higher density residential development 
 
Policy 29:  Brazeau County shall require that the development of higher density 

residential developments shall be guided by the preparation of an area 
structure plan or area structure plan amendment. 

 
6.10 Local Planning 
Part 17 of the Municipal Government Act allows municipalities to adopt area structure 
plans to guide the subsequent subdivision and development of an area of land. Brazeau 
County has adopted a number of area structure plans for hamlet and major growth areas 
in the County to provide direction for the future growth and development of these lands. 
In the future, notwithstanding the policies of this plan, new area structure plans (or area 
structure plan amendments) will be required for all developments that represent a 
significant amount of future development for an area of land that is undeveloped or is 
proposed to undergo development expansion. This may include smaller-scale 
developments proposed for only a portion of a quarter section, as well as larger-scale 
developments that address a much greater area of land. In consultation with Alberta 
Transportation, area structure plans may also be required for developments that 
propose commercial or industrial land uses adjacent to provincial highways.  
 
Brazeau County is committed to establishing an orderly planning policy framework that 
promotes sound planning principles and serviceable rates of growth through the use of 
area structure plans to guide site specific developments. In considering future area 
structure plans, Brazeau County Council will have regard for the cumulative effects of 
development applications including requests for subdivision. 
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Objective 35: Establish criteria for the preparation of area structure plans 
 

Policy 134:  Brazeau County may, notwithstanding the policies of this plan, require 
area structure plans and area structure plan amendments to address 
issues such as (but not limited to): 

 The requirements of applicable provincial legislation and regulations, 
Brazeau County subdivision and development regulations, the 
Brazeau County Land Use Bylaw, applicable intermunicipal plans and 
servicing agreements, and the policies of this plan; 

 Existing and planned land use developments; 
 Density, siting, environmental protection, transportation access and 

municipal servicing standards; 
 Soil and agricultural capabilities; 
 Historical, cultural and archaeological resources; 
 Hazardous and environmentally sensitive areas; 
 Setbacks for natural resource extraction sites, sewage lagoons, 

landfills or any other development that may require buffering or 
space separation; 

 The dedication and creation of municipal reserve, municipal school 
reserve, environmental reserve and environmental reserve 
easements; 

 

7 Public Information and Participation 

Brazeau County Council recognizes that good land use planning practices include 
opportunities for public participation and education. All new area structure plans, area 
structure plan amendments and amendments to this plan must include at least one 
forum for public engagement, in addition to a public hearing, which is required by the 
Municipal Government Act. 
 
The public engagement forum: 
 Can include a workshop, presentation, open house, or any other methods 

considered acceptable by County Council; and 
 Shall be held at a location, date and time that the Development Authority 

considers acceptable. 
 
Residents directly affected by the plan or plan amendment (owners of land that is 
included in the amendment area or directly adjacent) must be notified of the public 
engagement forum directly through the delivery of a letter explaining the amendment 
and the purpose of the public information forum. The proponent of the plan or plan 
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amendment must provide a notice of the public information forum in a newspaper or 
other information source considered acceptable by the Development Authority that 
notifies other members of the public that they are invited to attend the public 
information forum. 
 
All forms of notification, including letters, newspaper notices, radio advertisements and 
other methods of communication must be made publically available a minimum of one 
week before the public information forum and a maximum of three weeks before the 
event. The Development Authority may request the use of multiple notification sources 
and multiple notification dates in the advertisement of a public information forum. 

 

 
Land Use Bylaw 

Land Use Bylaw 1002-18 
Definitions: “Multi-lot Subdivision” – means subdivision in a quarter section containing more 
than four (4) parcels. 
 
8.15 Home Occupations 
8.15.1 No adverse variation from the external appearance and residential character of land or 
buildings shall be permitted, in multi-lot subdivisions or hamlets. 
 
8.23 Storage Containers 
8.23.1(b) Be permitted uses in the Agricultural Holdings and Country Residential Districts 
unless within a multi-lot subdivision or hamlet boundary where they shall be discretionary.  

 
 

POLICY – PD-13 
Area Structure Plans  

See attached policy.  
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Policy Name

Area Structure Plans

Policy Number

PD-13

Policy Statement

Brazeau
County

An Area Structure Plan is a valuable decision making tool to establish a planning
framew/ork for subdivisions on undeveloped land. The Area Structure Plan process
allows the opportunity for residents and stakeholders to provide input into the plan and
gives certainty that land will be developed according to the Plan.

The Area Structure Plan process proactively identifies and solves potential development

problems, and ensures land is suitable for development. The Plan is a pre-cursor for
some re-designation, subdivision and development permit applications. An Area
Structure Plan is specific in nature and provides detailed information on how a particular

Plan Area shall be developed.

When a parcel of land will be subdivided past the fourth title in that quarter and is

contained within an approved larger scaled Area Structure Plan that contains numerous

quarters, a more detailed Area Structure Plan for the parcel of land in question must be
provided following the requirements in this policy, it must also conform to the
applicable larger scaled Area Structure Plan.

Policy

1. Requirements for an Area Structure Plan

The need for an Area Structure Plan is determined by the Municipal Development Plan

Policy 14 which states, "Brazeau County shall require that a proposal to subdivide a
quarter section with the intent of creating more than 4 parcels on the quarter section
include the submission of an area structure plan, to the satisfaction of the Development

Authority."

Chief Administrative Officer;

Approved By Council: 11/04/19
Revision Dates:

Reviewed:

PD-13 Area Structure Plans

Page 1 of 5
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2. Costs

The applicant/developer must pay all costs associated with Area Structure Plan
preparation.

3. The Size of an Area Structure Plan Area

The Plan Area will vary depending on the proposal. Most Area Structure Plans pertain to

a specific development proposal, on a single quarter section, with only one title. It may
pertain to an entire quarter section or to a small lot within the quarter section.
Regardless of the size of the subdivision, the fifth parcel out of the quarter section
triggers the requirement of the Area Structure Plan as set out in the Municipal
Development Plan.

4. The scope or contents of an Area Structure Plan

The contents of the Area Structure Plan are listed below however the complexity of an
Area Structure Plan will vary depending on the development proposal:

• Legal framework and the relation to existing planning documents;

• Site Analysis - existing uses, instruments registered against the title, restrictive
covenants, rights of way, form-giving elements, strengths and weaknesses, etc.

• Development Concept - density, suitable building sites, park, trail and open
space, reserve dedications, road system and access, infrastructure and servicing
standards, development phasing shown within a tentative plan, setbacks for
natural resource extraction sites, sewage lagoons, landfills, wellsites or any other
development that may require buffering or space separation, etc.

Protection of hazardous and environmental areas;

Mitigation of historical, cultural and archaeological resources;

Fire Smart principles;
Emergency Response Plans;

Dedication of reserves;

Public participation - concerns raised and how they are addressed;
List of maps and diagrams;
Discussion of supportive studies such as:

• High Water Table Study;

• Storm Water Management Plan;

• Geotechnical Reports;

• Groundwater Evaluation>^at'er Study;

Chief Administrative Officer:

Approved By Council: 11/04/19.
Revision Dates:

Reviewed:

PD-13 Area Structure Plans

Page 2 of 5
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Soil Analysis Testing;
Slope Stability;

Floodplain Study;

Environmental Assessment (EA);

Identification of Hazard Areas;

Traffic Impact Assessment (TIA);

Servicing Study;

• any other relevant information/studies deemed necessary for the development

5. Community Involvement

As the Area Structure Plan is a statutory document, a means must be provided for any
person v^ho may be affected by it to make suggestions and representations. The
applicant/developer must notify the public of the plan preparation process and of the
means to make suggestions and representations; notify the school authorities with
jurisdiction in the area; and notify the adjacent municipality if the land is adjacent to
that municipality.

County residents in the vicinity of a proposed development must be involved in the Area
Structure Planning process and the applicant must host at least one Open House.

6. The following process will be followed:

a) The applicant/developer shall prepare an Area Structure Plan in accordance v^ith
the requirements of this Policy.

b) The applicant/developer is responsible for soliciting input and policy direction
from relevant government departments. The applicant must solicit input from
the Fire Marshall, the Public Works and the Planning and Development

Department and must, if applicable, solicit input from any other applicable
Provincial Agencies. Such as Alberta Transportation (AT), the Energy Resources
Conservation Board (ERCB) and Sustainable Resource Development (SRD) etc.

c) The applicant/developer shall submit the draft Area Structure Plan that includes
the required contents in digital format {text and plan - word .doc; not .pdf
format) with the fee as dictated in the Schedule of Fees. The plan will be
circulated to the Public Works Department and the Fire Department for their
comment. Comments will be provided to the applicant/developer.

Chief Administrative Officer:
Approved By Cour^cil: 11/04/19
Revision Dates:

Reviewed:

PD-13 Area Structure Plans

Page 3 of 5
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d) The applicant/developer must advertise the Open House in the local newspaper
for two consecutive weeks and communicate the date, time and location. The

applicant/developer must submit a copy of the newspaper advertisement. The
applicant/development must notify the adjacent landowners to the subject land
in writing. The Planning and Development Department will provide the list of

the adjacent landowners to the applicant/developer. If the Planning and
Development Department is present at the meeting, they will observe and
explain planning procedures only. The applicant/developer will answer all other
questions relating to the proposal.

e) The applicant/developer must review public comments and describe within the
plan how legitimate concerns from the public and the Public Works Department
and Fire Department will be mitigated or addressed.

f) 1) The applicant/developer must make the necessary revisions and resubmit
the Area Structure Plan. The Planning and Development Department will
then present the Area Structure Plan to Council for consideration for First
Reading. If First Reading is granted the Area Structure Plan will be
circulated for one month to adjacent land owners and external agencies.

A Public Hearing will also be scheduled followed by the Second and
Third Reading.

2) Once the Planning and Development Department receives the final draft,
(in digital and hard copy - word .doc; not .pdf format). The Area Structure
Plan will be circulated for one month to adjacent land owners and

external agencies.

7. Submitting the Area Structure Plan and other potential applications

a) Combining the circulation of the Area Structure Plan and Re-designation
application

The applicant may choose to submit the re-designation application after the
Area Structure Plan Open House and before the one month formal circulation
period of the Area Structure Plan commences. In such a case, both of these
applications can be circulated together. A combined submission saves the
applicant/developer time but they risk^ losing the re-designation fee
(nonrefundable) should the Area Str^ture^an be rejected by council.

Chief Administrative Officer;

Approved By Council: 11/04/19
Revision Dates:

Reviewed:

PD-13 Area Structure Plans

Page 4 of 5
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b) Submitting applications separately

The applicant/developer may choose to submit the Area Structure Plan, re-
designation and subdivision, or development permit applications {if applicable)
separately. In such a case, each application must be approved before the next is
submitted and the applicant risks losing only the fee paid for the new
submission.

c) Subdivision and Development Permit applications

Under no circumstances will the Planning and Development Department accept

a subdivision and/or development permit application {ifapplicable), until Council
has approved the Area Structure Plan (outright or conditionally); and will accept
the applications only after third reading of the Land Use Bylaw amendment for
the re-designation has been approved approved.

By doing so, the County avoids having to re-fund fees paid should the Area
Structure Plan be refused; and/ or the re-designation application not be
approved.

Chief Administrative Officer:

Approved By Council: 11/04/19
Revision Dates:

Review/ed:

PD-13 Area Structure Plans

Page 5 of 5
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January 6'*^, 2020

DRAYTON VALLEY/BRAZEAU COUNTY

FIRE SERVICES

Office of the Fire Chief
P.O. Box 6685

5120-52 Street

Drayton Valley, Alberta
T7A-1S1

fireaclmin@dravtonvallev.ca

Main: (780)514-2216
Fax: (780)514-2244
www.dravtonvallev.ca

Reeve Bart Guyon
Brazeau County
Box 77

Drajdion Valley, AB
T7A IRl

Attention; Reeve Bart Guyon
Re: Alberta Firefighters Provincial Curling Bonspiel Championship

Dear Mr. Reeve,

I am writing this letter to officially invite you to join us at the opening ceremoney of the Alberta Firefighters
Provincial Curling Bonspiel Championships that will be held on Thursday, January 30"^, 2020 at 10:30 am at
the curling rink located at 5737 45 Avenue in Drayton Valley. The bonspiel which runs from Wednesday,
January 29, 2020 to Saturday February 1, 2020 will host firefighters from all over Alberta to compete for the
ultimate prize of going to the Canadian Firefighters Curling Championship in Charlottetown, FBI in March,
2020.

I know your schedule is very busy but we would he honored if you could join us for the opening ceremony to
say a few opening words.

If you could please RSVP at your earliest convenience to my administrative assistant Carla Roy at 780-514-
2216 that would be appreciated.

Respectfully,

Tom Thomson

Fire Chief

Drayton Valley/Brazeau County
Fire Services

Tom Thomson

Fire Chief

fircchief'a)dravtonvaHev.ca

Murray Galavan
Deputy Fire Chief

dfcto/dravtonvallev.ca

Kamil Lasek

Deputy Fire Chief
fire.tso@dravtonvailev.ca

Carla Appleby
Administrative Assistant

fireadmin@dravtonvallev.ca

Mike Gramlich

Training Officer
mikegramlich@dravtonvallev.ca

177



1

Tina Kwirant

Subject: 2020 Annual Conference: Registration and hotel accommodations to launch January 20
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2020 Annual Conference: 
Registration and hotel accommodations to launch 
January 20 

 

 

Mark your calendar 

FCM’s 2020 Annual Conference and Trade Show is taking place from June 4 to 7 in Toronto. 

Online registration and hotel accommodations for the conference will launch on Monday, January 
20, at 1 p.m. ET, 10 a.m. PT. We will send a reminder on Friday, January 17 with the link to register for 
the conference and the link to the hotel listing web page, which will only be live at 1 p.m. ET on January 
20. Hotels will not be accepting reservations until then. 

Online Portal Registration 

In order to register for the conference, a portal account is required. 

For new portal users. The validation process will take between 24 and 48 hours to be completed.  You 
will not be able to proceed with your registration until your profile has been validated. To avoid delays on 
the day of the registration launch, we strongly recommend that you create your profile now in preparation 
for January 20. 

For existing portal users. Please be sure to retrieve your username and password prior to the launch. If 
you do not remember your login information, please contact the registration desk for assistance.  Do not 
create a new profile. 

 * New registration process for study tours * 

Based on delegate feedback from the 2019 annual conference, we are taking a new approach for the 
Annual Conference 2020 study tours. Details of the tours are available now to help you begin planning 
your participation. 
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Advance registration for the study tours will then open at the same time as details for the 
workshops are released. 

We are making this small change to our registration process to ensure delegates can plan ahead and make 
their selections with more knowledge of the full program. This change will also help prevent study tours 
from being sold-out too quickly.  

The list of workshops will be available sometime in March 2020. We will send an advance notice to 
everyone one week before the registration for study tours opens. 

We look forward to welcoming you to Toronto! 
                

 

 

 

 
This newsletter was sent to 
kwesterlund@rmalberta.com. 
To opt-out, follow this link: Unsubscribe 

24 Clarence Street 
Ottawa, Ontario K1N 5P3 
 
fcm.ca 

 
T. 613-241-5221 
F. 613-241-7440 
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