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Minutes 
Council Meeting | Thursday, March 6, 2025 | 9:00 AM | Council Chambers 

  
The Council Meeting of Lethbridge County was called to order on Thursday, March 6, 2025, at 9:00 AM, in 
the Council Chambers, with the following members present: 
  
PRESENT: Reeve Tory Campbell 

Deputy Reeve John Kuerbis 
Councillor Lorne Hickey 
Councillor Mark Sayers 
Councillor Kevin Slomp 
Councillor Klaas VanderVeen 
Councillor Morris Zeinstra 
Chief Administrative Officer Cole Beck 
Director, Corporate Services Hailey Pinksen 
Director, Operations Ryan Thomson 
Manager, Planning & Development Hilary Janzen 
Executive Assistant Candice Robison 
Senior Planner Steve Harty 
Municipal Intern, Planning Hannah Laberge 

 
A. CALL TO ORDER 

Reeve Tory Campbell called the meeting to order at 9:01 a.m. 
  
Reeve Campbell read the following land acknowledgement: 
In the true spirit of reconciliation, we acknowledge all those who call this land home now and for 
thousands of years in the past. May we respect each other and find understanding together and 
recognize the benefits that this land provides to all of us. 

  
 
B. ADOPTION OF AGENDA 

The following item was added to the agenda:  
F.3 -Stripe Authorization  
J.3 - Closed Session - SAEWA Update (FOIP Section 16 - Disclosure harmful to business interests 
of a third party)  

    
37-2025 Deputy 

Reeve 
Kuerbis 

MOVED that the March 6, 2025 Lethbridge County Council Meeting Agenda 
be adopted as amended. 

CARRIED 
 
 
 
 

  

 
C. ADOPTION OF MINUTES  
 C.1. County Council Meeting Minutes   
38-2025 Deputy 

Reeve 
Kuerbis 

MOVED that the February 6, 2025 Lethbridge County Council Minutes be 
adopted as presented. 

CARRIED 
 
D. DELEGATIONS  
 D.1. 9:15 a.m. - RCMP  

Sgt. Numan and Cpl. MacMillan were present to provide Council the quarterly RCMP 
report.   
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E. SUBDIVISION APPLICATIONS  
 E.1. Subdivision Application #2025-0-002 Lutz  

- Block 1, Plan 9812179 within SE1/4 1-9-21-W4M   
39-2025 Deputy 

Reeve 
Kuerbis 

MOVED that the Country Residential subdivision of Block 1, Plan 9812179 
within SE1/4 1-9-21-W4M (Certificate of Title No. 981 379 325), to 
subdivide a 7.60-acre title and create lots 3.49 and 4.11 acres (1.41 & 1.66 
ha) in size for grouped country residential use; BE APPROVED subject to 
the following:  
  
CONDITIONS:  
1. That, pursuant to Section 654(1)(d) of the Municipal Government Act, all 
outstanding property taxes shall be paid to Lethbridge County.  
2. That, pursuant to Section 655(1)(b) of the Municipal Government Act, the 
applicant or owner or both enter into and comply with a Development 
Agreement with Lethbridge County which shall be registered concurrently 
with the final plan against the title(s) being created.  
3. That the applicant submits a final plan as prepared by an Alberta Land 
Surveyor that certifies the exact location and dimensions of the parcel being 
subdivided along with the road dedication, as approved by the Subdivision 
Authority.   
4. That a professional soils analysis and report be provided for proposed north 
4.11-acre lot (Lot 1) to determine suitability and provide recommendations 
for private septic system installations.  
5. As the land is located within the Malloy Drainage basin, the applicant is 
responsible for receiving final approval from Lethbridge County regarding 
storm water drainage or lot grading with respect to consideration of the 
Malloy Drain Master Drainage Plan.  
6. That an encroachment agreement and shared access easement(s) be 
provided to accommodate the sharing of the dugout pond that straddles the 
common shared property line between the proposed lots and the neighbor to 
the west.  
7. That any easement(s) as required by utility companies, or the municipality 
for drainage or utilities, shall be established.  

CARRIED 
 
 

  

 
 E.2. Subdivision Application #2025-0-003 – Frache  

- SE1/4 1-9-21-W4M   
40-2025 Councillor 

Sayers 
MOVED that the Country Residential (Mixed with Light Industrial) 
subdivision of SE1/4 1-9-21-W4M (Certificate of Title No. 211 110 525, 211 
110 525 +1), to create five lots, ranging in size from 6.00 to 6.25 acres (2.43 
and 2.53 ha) in size, from two titles 11.65 & 27.84 acres (4.71 & 11.23 ha) 
each respectively in size, for country residential (mixed with light industrial) 
use; BE APPROVED subject to the following:  
  
RESERVE:  
The 10% reserve requirement, pursuant to Sections 666 and 667 of the 
Municipal Government Act, be provided as money in place of land on the 
30.86 acres at the market value of $20,000 per acre with the actual acreage 
and amount (approximately $61,720) to be paid to Lethbridge County be 
determined at the final stage, for Municipal Reserve purposes. AND 
FURTHER that any Deferred Reserve caveat registered on title for Municipal 
Reserve purposes with ORRSC File 2024-0-139 if it was finalized prior to 
this application, be discharged in its entirety once payment is provided.  
  
CONDITIONS:  
1. That, pursuant to Section 654(1)(d) of the Municipal Government Act, all 
outstanding property taxes shall be paid to Lethbridge County.  
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2. That, pursuant to Section 655(1)(b) of the Municipal Government Act, the 
applicant or owner or both enter into and comply with a Development 
Agreement with the Lethbridge County which shall be registered 
concurrently with the final plan against the title(s) being created. The 
agreement may address development of the new internal road and cul-de-sac, 
access approaches, storm water management, TIA requirements, to be 
provided in accordance with the ASP Bylaw No. 23-021.   
3. That the applicant submits a final surveyed plan as prepared by an Alberta 
Land Surveyor that certifies the exact location and dimensions of the parcels 
being subdivided as approved.  
4. That the applicant is responsible for receiving final approval from 
Lethbridge County regarding storm water drainage and/or lot grading with 
respect to the proposal and consideration of the Malloy Drain Master 
Drainage Plan. The applicant shall provide any additional engineering details 
or updates to the storm water management plan, as requested by the County 
prior to final endorsement or as outlined in the Development Agreement.  
5. That the applicant shall provide a drainage right-of-way plan to protect 
run-off storage areas and swales in conjunction with a drainage easement 
agreement for concurrent registration on title with the subdivision, as 
permanent buildings and structures and on on-site septic system components 
shall not be installed in areas designated for stormwater conveyance or 
detention of runoff.  
6. That the applicant provides a copy of architectural controls, to be approved 
by the municipality, to ensure quality development occurs and that drainage 
recommendations are registered on title as a restrictive covenant, as required 
by the County in accordance with the ASP Bylaw No. 23-021.   
7. That any requirements or conditions of Alberta Transportation and 
Economic Corridors shall be met. Confirmation that ATEC’s conditions have 
been satisfied must be provided prior to finalization.  
8. That any easement(s) as required by utility companies or the municipality 
shall be established, if deemed necessary 

CARRIED 
    
 E.3. Subdivision Application #2025-0-004 – Golden Sky Ventures  

- Lot 2, Block 1, Plan 1410983 within NE1/4 33-7-20-W4M   
41-2025 Councillor 

Hickey 
MOVED that the Rural Light Industrial and Country Residential subdivision 
of Lot 2, Block 1, Plan 1410983 within NE1/4 33-7-20-W4M (Certificate of 
Title No. 241 146 439), to resubdivide a 10.00 acre (4.05 ha) parcel in half 
and create two 5.00-acre (2.02 ha) lots for rural light industrial and country 
residential use; BE APPROVED subject to the following:  
  
CONDITIONS:  
1. That, pursuant to Section 654(1)(d) of the Municipal Government Act, all 
outstanding property taxes shall be paid to Lethbridge County.  
2. That, pursuant to Section 655(1)(b) of the Municipal Government Act, the 
applicant or owner or both enter into and comply with a Development 
Agreement with Lethbridge County which shall be registered concurrently 
with the final plan against the title(s) being created. This agreement may 
address any access requirements and drainage or grading plans if required by 
the County.  
3. That the applicant submits a copy of a plan from an Alberta Land Surveyor 
that certifies the exact location and dimensions of the lots to be subdivided.  
4. That the applicant has a professional soils analysis and report completed 
for the new 5.00 acre vacant east parcel to demonstrate suitability of a private 
on-site septic treatment system on the land, with results to be as determined 
satisfactory to the Subdivision Authority.  
5. That any easement(s) as required by utility companies or the municipality 
shall be established.  

CARRIED  
   

Reeve Campbell recessed the meeting at 10:00 a.m.  
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Reeve Campbell reconvened the meeting at 10:17 a.m.  
  

 
 
 

 

 
 E.4. Subdivision Application #2025-0-008 – De Jonge  

- SE1/4 1-9-21-W4M   
42-2025 Councillor 

Hickey 
MOVED that the Rural Commercial and Public/Institutional subdivision of 
SE1/4 1-9-21-W4M (Certificate of Title No. 941 140 605), to subdivide a 
78.15-acre (31.63 ha) title into two parcels and create lots 44.15 and 35.00 
acres (17.49 & 14.16 ha) in size for rural commercial use and 
public/institutional use respectively; BE APPROVED subject to the 
following:  
  
RESERVE: 
The 10% reserve requirement, pursuant to Sections 666 and 667 of the 
Municipal Government Act be Deferred by caveat(s) on the 78.15-acre parcel 
and registered on each title proportionately, with the 10% on the 44.15 and 
35.00 acres, with the actual acreage and amount to be provided to Lethbridge 
County be determined at the final stage, for Municipal Reserve purposes.  
  
CONDITIONS:  
 1. That, pursuant to Section 654(1)(d) of the Municipal Government Act, all 
outstanding property taxes shall be paid to Lethbridge County.  
2. That, pursuant to Section 655(1)(b) of the Municipal Government Act, the 
applicant or owner or both enter into and comply with a Development 
Agreement with Lethbridge County which shall be registered concurrently 
with the final plan against the title(s) being created, if required.  
3. That the applicant submits a final plan as prepared by an Alberta Land 
Surveyor that certifies the exact location and dimensions of the parcel being 
subdivided as approved.   
4. That any easement(s) as required by utility companies or the municipality 
shall be established, if deemed necessary.  
5. That any conditions or requirements from Alberta Transportation and 
Economic Corridors must be addressed.   

CARRIED 
    
 E.5. Subdivision Application #2025-0–012 Marti, Sleepy Hollow Et  

- Part of NW1/4 24-9-22-W4M, Block 1, Plan 8110350 and Lot 1, Block 1, Plan 9312354 
and E1/2 24-9-22-W4M   

43-2025 Deputy 
Reeve 
Kuerbis 

MOVED that the Agricultural and Country Residential subdivision of Part of 
NW1/4 24-9-22-W4M, Block 1, Plan 8110350 and Lot 1, Block 1, Plan 
9312354 and E1/2 24-9-22-W4M (Certificate of Title No. 001 005 221 +1, 
231 196 191, 231 327 173, 231 327 173 +1, 001 005 186 (Leasehold)), to 
reconfigure through subdivision and consolidation portions of four titles 
within Section 24-9-22-4M and NW 24-9-22-W4 and create reconfigured 
titles 10.80 and 5.31 acres (4.37 & 2.148 ha) for country residential use, and 
two readjusted agricultural titles 126.11 and 131.54 acres (51.03 and 53.23 
ha) respectively in size; BE APPROVED subject to the following:  
  
RESERVE:  
The 10% reserve requirement, pursuant to Sections 666 and 667 of the 
Municipal Government Act, be provided as money in place of land on the 
5.31 acres at the market value of $ 6,000.00 per acre with the actual acreage 
and amount to be paid to Lethbridge County be determined at the final stage, 
for Municipal Reserve purposes. AND FURTHER that upon payment of the 
reserve, the existing deferred reserve caveat on the adjacent Certificate of 
Title 231 196 191 (Lot 1, Block 1, Plan 9312354), be adjusted accordingly in 
the amount of the 10% on 2.00 acres difference (the portion forming part of 
the 5.31 acres), with the actual acreage and amount (approx. 10.8 acres) to be 
determined at the final stage, upon receipt of the final subdivision plan.  
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CONDITIONS:  
1. That, pursuant to Section 654(1)(d) of the Municipal Government Act, all 
outstanding property taxes shall be paid to Lethbridge County.  
2. That, pursuant to Section 655(1)(b) of the Municipal Government Act, the 
applicant or owner or both enter into and comply with a Development 
Agreement with Lethbridge County which shall be registered concurrently 
with the final plan against the title(s) being created.  
3. That the titles and portions of land to be subdivided to create the 5.31-acre 
yard title and the consolidation of the land areas being swapped with the 
agricultural parcels be done by a plan prepared by a certified Alberta Land 
Surveyor in a manner such that the resulting titles cannot be further 
subdivided without approval of the Subdivision Authority. The consolidation 
is to include the existing C of T No. 231 327 173+1 being consolidated to the 
east Title No. 231 327 173.  
4. That a professional engineered geotechnical analysis for the 5.31 acre 
parcel be provided to the satisfaction of the Subdivision Authority to establish 
safe development setback lines and verify soil/foundation stability, due to the 
coulees and underground coal mining activity in the area. (The report must 
confirm that the AER identified underground coal mining activity will not 
negatively impact development on the 5.31 acre lot.)  
5. That any easement(s) as required by utility companies, or the municipality 
shall be established.  
6. That the applicant is required to meet any conditions of Alberta Culture, 
including obtaining any approval or clearance under the Historical Resources 
Act, prior to final endorsement.  
7. That the applicant is required to meet any requirements of Alberta 
Environment and Protected Areas Water Boundaries Division due to the 
agricultural parcel boundaries adjoining the boundary of the Oldman River.  

CARRIED 
 
 
 
 

  

 
F. DEPARTMENT REPORTS 

 
 F.1. DEVELOPMENT & INFRASTRUCTURE  
 F.1.1. Bylaw 25-003 - Re-designate Plan 2410658 Block 5 Lot 1 in the NE 19-10-23-W4 

from Rural Agriculture to Direct Control - First Reading   
44-2025 Councillor 

Hickey 
MOVED that Bylaw 25-003 be read a first time. 

CARRIED 
    
 F.1.2. Bylaw 25-004 - Re-designate Plan 8811143 Block 1 Lot 7 in the SW 3-10-23-W4 

from Direct Control (Bylaw 17-003) to Direct Control - First Reading   
45-2025 Councillor 

Slomp 
MOVED that Bylaw 25-004 be read a first time. 

CARRIED 
    
 F.1.3. Bylaw 25-006 - Re-designate Plan 0210278 Block 1 Lot 1 in the NW 27-11-20-

W4 from Rural Agriculture to Rural General Industrial - First Reading   
46-2025 Deputy 

Reeve 
Kuerbis 

MOVED that Bylaw 25-006 be read a first time. 
CARRIED 

 
 F.2. CORPORATE SERVICES  
 F.2.1. Gem of the West Museum Society - Donation Request   
47-2025 Councillor 

VanderVeen 
MOVED that County Council provide a donation to the Gem of the West 
Museum Society for their free family event in the amount of $500.00 as per 
Policy #161.   
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CARRIED 
    
 F.2.2. Tax Penalty Waiver Request - Roll #30400933   
48-2025 Deputy 

Reeve 
Kuerbis 

MOVED that Council not waive the tax penalty in the amount of $2,100.00 
as requested for tax roll #30400933.  

CARRIED 
    
 F.2.3. Tax Penalty Waiver Request - Roll #63330600   
49-2025 Deputy 

Reeve 
Kuerbis 

MOVED that Council not waive the tax penalty in the amount of $665.10 as 
requested for tax roll #63330600.  

CARRIED 
    
 F.2.4. Tax Penalty Waiver Request - Roll #'s 30191200, 30220100 & 30160000   
50-2025 Councillor 

VanderVeen 
MOVED that Council not waive tax penalties in the amount of $6,065.19 as 
requested for roll numbers 30191200, 30220100 & 30160000.  

CARRIED 
 
 

  

 
 F.3. ADMINISTRATION  
 F.3.1. Stripe Authorization    
51-2025 Deputy 

Reeve 
Kuerbis 

MOVED that Council authorizes opening a Stripe account and that Hailey 
Pinksen, Director of Corporate Services, and Kurtis Krizsan, Manager of 
Finance to manage the Stripe account for Lethbridge County. 

CARRIED 
 
G. CORRESPONDENCE  
 G.1. Picture Butte Health Professional Recruitment and Retention Committee Invitation  

Council received an invitation from the Picture Butte Health Professional Recruitment and 
Retention Committee to attend their Meet & Greet event on Saturday, March 29, from 1:00 
PM to 4:00 PM at the Picture Butte Community Centre.  

    
 G.2. Sunnyside School Barn Dance  

Council received an invitation from the Sunnyside School to attend their Barn Dance on 
April 26.   

    
 G.3. Lethbridge Polytechnic - Local Producers Gala Dinner  

Council received an invitation from Lethbridge Polytechnic to attend their Local Producers 
Gala Dinner on April 11.   

   
 
H. COUNTY COUNCIL AND COMMITTEE UPDATES  
 H.1. Lethbridge County Council Attendance Update - January 2025 

Council reviewed the highlights from the Lethbridge County Council Attendance Update for 
January 2025. 
  
Division 1 
Councillor Lorne Hickey 
January 6                   Health Professional Recruitment & Retention Committee  
January 15                Green Acres Meeting  
January 17                Foothills Little Bow Municipal Association Meeting   
January 22                Green Acres Finance Committee Meeting 
January 24                Lethbridge County Council Meeting  
January 29                Green Acres Board Meeting   
  
Division 2 
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Reeve Tory Campbell 
January 8                   AEP Water Availability Town Hall  
January 15                EDL Board Meeting, Tecconnect 
January 17                Foothills Little Bow Municipal Association Meeting 
January 24                Lethbridge County Council Meeting 
January 25                State of the Region Address, Town of Taber  
January 27                4th Annual Lethbridge County Nutrient Management Webinar Series  
January 28                Team Lethbridge Wrap Up and Debrief  
  
Division 3 
Councillor Mark Sayers  
January 17                Foothills Little Bow Municipal Association Meeting  
January 24                Lethbridge County Council Meeting 
  
Division 4 
Deputy Reeve John Kuerbis  
January 8                   Community Futures Finance Committee Meeting  
January 14                Weekly Meeting with Community Futures Executive Director  
January 16                State of City Breakfast  
January 17                Foothills Little Bow Municipal Association Meeting  
January 19-23           Provincial ASB Conference  
January 24                Lethbridge County Council Meeting 
January 29                Meeting with Prairies Canada Representative 
January 29                Community Futures Monthly Board Meeting  
  
Division 5 
Councillor Kevin Slomp 
January 8                   AEP Water Availability Town Hall  
January 20-23           Provincial ASB Conference 
  
Division 6  
Councillor Klaas VanderVeen 
January 17                Foothills Little Bow Municipal Association Meeting  
January 20-23           Provincial ASB Conference  
January 24                Lethbridge County Council Meeting  
January 24                SAEWA Board Meeting 
  
Division 7 
Councillor Morris Zeinstra 
January 17                Foothills Little Bow Municipal Association Meeting 
January 19-23           Provincial ASB Conference 
January 24                Lethbridge County Council Meeting 
   

 
I. NEW BUSINESS 

 
J. CLOSED SESSION 

 
J.1. - Association Membership (FOIP Section 21 - Disclosure harmful to intergovernmental 
relations) 
 
J.2. - CAO Report -C. Beck (FOIP Sections 16, 17, 23 and 24)  
 
J.3. - SAEWA Update (FOIP Section 16 - Disclosure harmful to business interests of a third 
party)  
   

    
52-2025 Councillor 

Hickey 
MOVED that the Lethbridge County Council Meeting move into Closed 
Session, pursuant to Section 197 of the Municipal Government Act, the time 
being 11:10 a.m. for the discussion on the following: 
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J.1. - Association Membership (FOIP Section 21 - Disclosure harmful to 
intergovernmental relations)  
J.2. - CAO Report - C. Beck (FOIP Section 16, 17, 23 and 24) 
J.3. - SAEWA Update (FOIP Section 16 - Disclosure harmful to business 
interests of a third party) 
  

Present during the Closed Session: 
Lethbridge County Council 

Chief Administrative Officer 
Senior Management 
Administrative Staff 

CARRIED 
    
53-2025 Councillor 

Hickey 
MOVED that the Lethbridge County Council Meeting move out of the closed 
session at 12:52 p.m. 

CARRIED 
    
 J.1. Association Membership (FOIP Section 21 - Disclosure harmful to intergovernmental 

relations)    
54-2025 Councillor 

VanderVeen 
MOVED that Lethbridge County does not renew its membership with the 
Highway 3 Twinning Development Association.  

CARRIED 
    
 J.2. SAEWA Update (FOIP Section 16 - Disclosure harmful business interests of a third party)    
55-2025 Councillor 

VanderVeen 
MOVED that Lethbridge County does not renew its membership with the 
Southern Alberta Energy from Waste Association.  

CARRIED 
 
K. ADJOURN  
    
56-2025 Councillor 

Zeinstra 
MOVED that the Lethbridge County Council Meeting adjourn at 12:55 p.m. 

CARRIED 
 

Reeve 

CAO 
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AGENDA ITEM REPORT 

 
 
Title: Subdivision Application #2025-0-022 – McCutcheon   

- portion of SE1/4 6-8-20-W4M 
Meeting: Council Meeting - 03 Apr 2025 
Department: ORRSC 
Report Author: Steve Harty 
 
APPROVAL(S):  
  
Hilary Janzen, Manager, Planning & Development Approved - 20 Mar 2025 
Devon Thiele, Director, Development & Infrastructure Approved - 25 Mar 2025 
Cole Beck, Chief Administrative Officer Approved - 25 Mar 2025 
 
STRATEGIC ALIGNMENT: 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 
Governance Relationships Region Prosperity 

 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 
The application is to subdivide a 6.67-acre lot from a title comprised of 44.71-acres for grouped 
country residential use. The proposal meets the subdivision criteria of the Land Use Bylaw. 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
That S.D. Application #2025-0-022 be approved subject to the conditions as outlined in the draft 
resolution. 
 
REASON(S) FOR RECOMMENDATION(S): 

and Subdivision provincial the standards, district use land GCR themeets subdivision The 
Development Regulations, and the municipal subdivision policies as stated in the Land Use Bylaw. 
 
PREVIOUS COUNCIL DIRECTION / POLICY: 

 County Council redesignated the land to the ‘Grouped Country Residential - GCR’land use 
district use in January 2025 (Bylaw 24-021).  

 A Conceptual Design Scheme was prepared in support of the redesignation to enable this 
type of subdivision as applied for. 

 LUB No. 24-007 contains the GCR subdivision criteria and district standards which the 
proposal complies with, and the lots meet and exceed the bylaw’s minimum 2.0-acre size. 

 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION: 
The parcel is located 2-½ miles southeast of the City of Lethbridge boundary, ½-mile west of Highway 
4 and ½-mile north of Highway 508. The proposal is to accommodate the resubdivision of land 
rezoned to GCR use to create one additional title.  
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The lot to be resubdivided is located on the east perimeter adjacent to the municipal road allowance 
(Range Road 20-5). The yard area contains a mobile dwelling, indoor riding arena/barn, shed, several 
shelters and an older mobile home. The 6.67-acre yard portion being subdivided is zoned as GCR 
while the residual is zoned as Rural Agriculture. The remnant 38.04-acre portion is vacant hay land 
with a dugout in the very northeast corner. The intent of the application is to separate the residential 
yard component from the remaining agricultural land. Servicing is in place with water provided by the 
rural water co-op and sewage is treated by individual private on-site field systems. 
  

or wetlands, Historical any contain potential Resources, identifiednot are lands The to 
environmentally significant areas. There are no abandoned gas wells or pipelines that require 
setbacks. The application exceeds the Minimum Distance Separation (MDS) as applied to the closest 
confined feeding operation to the west. 
  
Overall, the proposal conforms to the Conceptual Design Scheme prepared. The application also 
meets the criteria of the County’s Land Use Bylaw in regard to the subdivision of land designated as 
GCR. The application was circulated to the required external agencies with no concerns expressed 
and no utility easements are requested (at time of agenda report).  
 
ALTERNATIVES / PROS / CONS: 
The Subdivision Authority could decide to not approve, and the parcel would remain as is.  
Pros: 

 there are no advantages to denying the subdivision as it meets the subdivision criteria of the 
County and the approved Conceptual Design Scheme. 

Cons: 
 this would undermine the County’s planning processes and contradict Council adopting the 

redesignation to enable this subdivision. 
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT: 
None direct, but the County will benefit from a municipal reserve payment of approximately $11,339.  
 
LEVEL OF PUBLIC PARTICIPATION: 

☒ Inform ☐ Consult ☐ Involve ☐ Collaborate ☐ Empower 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
2025-0-022 Lethbridge County Approval 
Diagrams 2025-0-022 
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2025-0-022 
Page 1 of 2 

RESOLUTION 
 
2025-0-022 
 
Lethbridge County Country Residential subdivision of SE1/4 6-8-20-W4M 

THAT the Country Residential subdivision of SE1/4 6-8-20-W4M (Certificate of Title No. 071 597 878), to 
subdivide a 6.67-acre (2.70 ha) lot from a title comprised of 44.71-acres (18.09 ha) for grouped country 
residential use; BE APPROVED subject to the following: 

RESERVE: The 10% reserve requirement, pursuant to Sections 666 and 667 of the Municipal Government 
Act, be provided as money in place of land on the 6.67-acres at the market value of $17,000 
per acre with the actual acreage and amount to be paid to Lethbridge County be determined 
at the final stage, for Municipal Reserve purposes. 
AND FURTHER that a Deferred Reserve caveat be registered on the remnant 38.04-acre title 
to reflect the 10% reserve requirement, with the actual acreage and amount to be paid to 
Lethbridge County be determined at the final stage, for Municipal Reserve purposes. 

CONDITIONS: 
1. That, pursuant to Section 654(1)(d) of the Municipal Government Act, all outstanding property taxes 

shall be paid to Lethbridge County. 

2. That, pursuant to Section 655(1)(b) of the Municipal Government Act, the applicant or owner or both 
enter into and comply with a Development Agreement with Lethbridge County which shall be registered 
concurrently with the final plan against the title(s) being created, if required. 

3. That the applicant submits a final plan as prepared by an Alberta Land Surveyor that certifies the exact 
location and dimensions of the parcel being subdivided as approved.  

4. That any easement(s) as required by utility companies, or the municipality for drainage or utilities, shall 
be established. 

REASONS: 
1. The proposed subdivision is consistent with the South Saskatchewan Regional Plan and complies with 

both the Municipal Development Plan and Land Use Bylaw. 

2. The Subdivision Authority is satisfied that the proposed subdivision is suitable for the purpose for which 
the subdivision is intended pursuant to Section 9 of the Matters Related to Subdivision and 
Development Regulation. 

3.  The land was rezoned to Grouped Country Residential (GCR) use by County Council in January 2025 
(Bylaw 24-021) to accommodate the proposed subdivision. 

4. The Subdivision Authority has determined the application conforms to the Conceptual Design Scheme 
prepared in support of the rezoning to enable this type of subdivision. 

INFORMATIVE: 
(a) In respect of Section 663 of the Municipal Government Act, the provision of Municipal Reserve is 

required. 

(b) That a legal description for the proposed parcel be approved by the Surveys Branch, Land Titles Office, 
Calgary. 
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2025-0-022 
Page 2 of 2 

(c) The applicant/owner is advised that other municipal, provincial or federal government or agency 
approvals may be required as they relate to the subdivision and the applicant/owner is responsible for 
verifying and obtaining any other approval, permit, authorization, consent or license that may be 
required to subdivide, develop and/or service the affected land (this may include but is not limited to 
Alberta Environment and Protected Areas, Alberta Transportation, and the Department of Fisheries 
and Oceans.) 

(d) Triple W Natural Gas Co-op Ltd. has no objection. 

(e) Alberta Health Services – Kristen Dykstra, Public Health Inspector: 

 “Thank you for the opportunity to comment on File No. 2025-0-022.  Alberta Health Services – 
Environmental Public Health (AHS-EPH) reviews and provides comment on land use applications from 
a public health perspective.  

  It is understood that the purpose of this application is to subdivide a lot for grouped country residential 
use.  The proposed lot that is being subdivided is zoned as Group Country Residential, while the 
remainder is zoned Rural Agriculture.  There is an existing dwelling on the proposed lot, and the 
remainder is vacant land used for agricultural purposes.  Water services for the existing dwelling is 
supplied by a cistern (filled by rural water co-op) and sewer services are an onsite septic field.   

AHS-EPH has reviewed the notification, and has the following comments: 

- Each parcel of residential land should have access to a legal source of potable drinking water as 
designated by the appropriate regulatory authority.  The application indicates a cistern as the 
potable water source.  AHS-EPH recommends that cisterns be completely contained on the 
property being served to avoid future conflicts or access concerns. 

- Where water services are provided, sewer services approved by the appropriate agency must also 
be provided.  AHS-EPH recommends that private sewage disposal systems be completely 
contained on the property being served to avoid future conflicts or access concerns. 

AHS-EPH has no concerns with the application provided that the applicant complies with all pertinent 
regulations, by-laws, and standards.  

Please feel free to contact me with any questions or concerns.”

(f) County of Lethbridge Water Association - Sid Bilcik, Manager: 

 “There is currently one potable water unit being used on the SE ¼ 6-8-20 W4. The County of Lethbridge 
Rural Water Association Ltd. would not be able to service the proposed subdivision.” 

 

 

 

 

 
  _____________________________  ___________________________ 
 MOVER REEVE  
   
  _____________________________  
 DATE 
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AGENDA ITEM REPORT 

 
 
Title: Bylaw 25-003 - Re-designate Plan 2410658 Block 5 Lot 1 in the NE 19-10-23-

W4 from Rural Agriculture  to Direct Control - Public Hearing  
Meeting: Council Meeting - 03 Apr 2025 
Department: Development & Infrastructure 
Report Author: Hilary Janzen 
 
APPROVAL(S):  
  
Devon Thiele, Director, Development & Infrastructure Approved - 25 Mar 2025 
Cole Beck, Chief Administrative Officer Approved - 25 Mar 2025 
 
STRATEGIC ALIGNMENT: 

☐ ☒ ☒ ☐ 
Governance Relationships Region Prosperity 

 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 
An application has been made to re-designate Plan 2410658 Block 5 Lot 1 in the NE 19-10-23-W4 
from Rural Agriculture  to Direct Control.  The applicant wishes allow for the continued operation of 
the existing event centre (Country Side Barn) on the property. 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
That Bylaw 25-003 be read a second time.  
That Bylaw 25-003 be read a third time.  
 
REASON(S) FOR RECOMMENDATION(S): 
The use of the property has been in place since 2020 and appears compatible with the adjacent uses.  
 
PREVIOUS COUNCIL DIRECTION / POLICY: 

 The Municipal Development Plan policy 4.13 states that landowners/developers may apply to 
Lethbridge County to initiate a re-designation process for parcels of land in support of 
development proposals that may not conform to the existing land use  

 Bylaw 25-003 was read a first time on March 6, 2025. 
 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION: 
An application has been made to re-designate Plan 2410658 Block 5 Lot 1 in the NE 19-10-23-W4 
from Rural Agriculture  to Direct Control.  The applicant wishes allow for the continued operation of 
the existing event centre (Country Side Barn) on the property.  The Event Barn is currently permitted 
as a home occupation. Home Occupation permits are only valid if the business is being run by those 
individuals that live on the property.   
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Through out the initial review process it was determined that the future owners do not wish to reside 
on the property and would run the event centre as a stand alone business, as such the Direct Control 
District was determined to the be the best land use district to apply for.  The Direct Control District 
ensures that the uses on the property are limited to what the property is being used for.   
  
The application has been circulated to all County Departments and external agencies for review. No 
concerns were submitted regarding the proposed application.  
  
Lethbridge County Administration has reviewed the proposed bylaws and has the following 
comments: 

 The Lethbridge County Municipal Development Plan requires that lands be re-designated if the 
standards of the Land Use Bylaw cannot be met (Policy 4.14).   

 Within the Municipal Development Plan the proposed use would be considered an isolated 
commercial/industrial development and apply the siting criteria as outlined in Policy 10.21 of 
the Municipal Development Plan:   

o Be located on fragmented or poor agricultural lands 
o An isolated commercial/industrial development shall be adjacent to  a road network that 

can accommodate the development's traffic volume; 
o Have access to services and utilities  
o Be compatible with adjacent land uses or mitigate any negative impacts to adjacent 

landowners 
o Address drainage and storm-water runoff 

 The lands are fragmented and have been previously subdivided and are not used for 
agricultural purposes. 

 The proposed development is not directly adjacent to any provincial highway.  It is 
approximately 1.5km from HWY 23. 

 Regarding services the development would have onsite septic, there is potable water on site 
and all utilities (power and gas) are currently on site. the property is large enough to manage 
any drainage/stormwater without any additional infrastructure (i.e. swales or storm ponds). 

 The use would have off-site impacts to the adjacent parcels including noise and increased 
traffic.  Those impacts can be addressed at the development permitting stage through the 
conditions of the permit.  

 The proposed Direct Control, if approved, would intensify the use of the parcel as the current 
operation is limited to Monday through Saturday. 

 The future landowner of the property will be required to obtain development and safety codes 
permits (as required) as required under the Direct Control District. 

The notice of the public hearing was advertised in the March 11 and 18  editions of the Sunny South 
News and on the County's website and social media accounts. The Notice of Public Hearing and 
application details were also sent to the affected landowners.  
 
ALTERNATIVES / PROS / CONS: 
Option 1:  County Council may refuse second reading of Bylaw 25-003. 
- A refusal of the bylaw would result in the event centre having to close down or find other means to 
continue operation. 
  
Option 2: County Council could amend the Direct Control to have some of the uses as discretionary 
which would require that they submit a development permit application to County Council how would 
be the designated Development Authority.  
- County Council would have the decision making authority over the site and could address any 
concerns expressed by adjacent landowners.  
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FINANCIAL IMPACT: 
If the bylaw was approved, any future development would be taxed at the County's 
commercial/industrial tax rate.   
 
LEVEL OF PUBLIC PARTICIPATION: 

☐ Inform ☐ Consult ☒ Involve ☐ Collaborate ☐ Empower 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
Bylaw 25-003 Application 
25_003_RA_to_DC Rezoning Map 
Bylaw 25-003 Application 
 
Bylaw 25-003 - Signed First Reading 
LNID Comments 
ORRSC Comments 
Bolink - Concerns -Bylaw 25-003_Redacted 
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From: lnid@telus.net
To: Hilary Janzen
Cc: Janet Beck; Gary Burke
Subject: RE: Bylaw 25-003 - Lethbridge County Rezoning Application Referral
Date: Thursday, March 13, 2025 4:09:23 PM
Attachments: image001.png

Good afternoon,
 
On behalf of Janet Beck, Administration and Land Manager, please be advised that the Lethbridge
Northern Irrigation District (LNID) has no objection to Application No. 25-003.
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment.
 
LETHBRIDGE NORTHERN IRRIGATION DISTRICT

2821 18th Avenue North | Lethbridge, AB | T1H 6T5
T  403.327.3302  | F 403.320.2457  | C 403.330.7581
Email: lnid@telus.net  
 

From: Hilary Janzen <hjanzen@lethcounty.ca> 
Sent: January 27, 2025 3:16 PM
To: LNID (lnid@telus.net) <lnid@telus.net>
Subject: Bylaw 25-003 - Lethbridge County Rezoning Application Referral

 
Please see the attached referral from Lethbridge County.  Comments are due no later than
February 21, 2025.

Regards,
 

Hilary Janzen, RPP, MCIP
Manager, Planning and Development
P: 403.380.1580  C: 403.331-5036  E: hjanzen@lethcounty.ca
www.lethcounty.ca
 

In the true spirit of reconciliation, we acknowledge all those who call this land home now and for thousands of years in the

past. May we respect each other and find understanding together and recognize the benefits that this land provides to all of

us.
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Oldman River Regional Services Commission                      
Ph: 329-1344  Email: admin@orrsc.com 

Memo 
To:   Hilary Janzen, Manager of Planning and Development 
From:  Steve Harty – ORRSC Senior Planner      Date: 2025-03-10 

Re:  Bylaw No. 25-003 – Redesignation from Rural Agriculture (RA) to Direct Control (DC)  
Lot 1 Block 5 Plan 2410658 in the NE 19-10-23-W4 (Country Side Barn)  

 

COMMENTS: 
In respect of considering the suitability of the application, the following matters may be considered by 
the County, and ultimately Council in making a decision, on the rezoning proposal:  

• The rezoning process to the Direct Control district for the commercial events centre is the 
necessary step to legitimize the expansion of a commercial development operating on the 
property. The land has the historical barn in place and has been used for public functions with 
a Home Occupation 3 permit previously. With the expanded commercial nature of the 
business and associated other uses such as B&B/Lodging, the Direct Control district may be 
considered a good mechanism to manage the mixed uses for the parcel. 

• The main potential impact to the County and neighbors is likely the increased traffic situation 
during events. However, the use should not significantly impact the adjacent east municipal 
road (Range Road 23-5) as it is a well used road and already experiences some heavy traffic 
with two confined feeding operations located just south down the road within 1-mile. The 
closest neighbors could be affected by noise coming from events, but the County may manage 
such potential instances through conditions imposed on a development permit. 

• It is not anticipated the two CFOs in the area would negatively affect the proposed commercial 
events centre other than it experiencing occasional odours or flies commonly associated with 
livestock operations. However, as the events centre is a type of business that will only be 
operating during certain times when it has bookings, this should not be too much of an issue. 
It is noted that there are no specified minimum distance separation (MDS) requirements that 
are required to be applied to this type of commercial business.  

• The DC bylaw contains important clauses stipulating that the minimum parcel size is 10.6-
acres and “No further subdivision of this parcel is permitted.” This helps clearly outline that 
the parcel cannot be resplit and additional subdivision will not occur in proximity to the CFOs.  

• Since the residence and barn are existing, the developments should have in place the required 
private utilities to service the uses. The developer is responsible to meet any Safety Code 
requirements applicable to operating the business for public use (i.e. washrooms, potable 
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  March 10, 2025 

  Page 2 

water) to accommodate up to 300 people. These are conditions that are typically addressed 
at the development permit stage and through Safety Code permitting.  

• For this type of commercial use (events centre) it is important to establish a maximum density 
or capacity for the use, so it does not become unmanageable if left unspecified. The DC bylaw 
does include a statement that the events centre is used for events up to 300 people. It is 
suggested that this maximum capacity also be made a condition of the development permit. 

• The County has approved other similar type uses that operate in the County (i.e. Noreland 
Historic Estate) which as also designated to a Direct Control district. Therefore, this similar 
DC process is seen as being consistent with the County’s practices to manage such a use. 

Overall, see no major concerns with the proposal and the Direct Control district is considered a good 
method to manage the mixed uses. Dependent on what public comments or concerns may come 
forward and be presented at a public hearing, Council at its prerogative, may approve the application 
to redesignate the parcel to DC. 
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From:
To: planning
Subject: Bylaw 25-003
Date: Wednesday, March 26, 2025 9:45:40 PM

To whom it concerns,
As adjacent property owners to 19-10-23 W4 (Countryside Barn Venue) we have several
concerns with regards to the property:

1.  It has not been a home occupation for several years.  Fine(s) to the owners for operating a
business without proper zoning in place. 
2.  The noise from loud music, yelling in the evenings into the next morning.  Limiting the
noise level at a certain time.
3.  The volume of traffic on our road 23-5 into the next morning.  
4.  The amount of dust created from the volume of traffic.  Dust control provided by the
property owners or county
5.  The Sky to Table service truck going by numerous times back and forth during an event.  

We would like to see enforcement of:
1. Speed on our road 23-5
2.  The potential impaired driving resulting from events

Sincerely,
Chris & Kathleen Bolink
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AGENDA ITEM REPORT 

 
 
Title: Bylaw 25-004 - Re-designate Plan 8811143 Block 1 Lot 7 in the SW 3-10-23-

W4 from Direct Control (Bylaw 17-003)  to Direct Control - Public Hearing 
Meeting: Council Meeting - 03 Apr 2025 
Department: Development & Infrastructure 
Report Author: Hilary Janzen 
 
APPROVAL(S):  
  
Devon Thiele, Director, Development & Infrastructure Approved - 25 Mar 2025 
Cole Beck, Chief Administrative Officer Approved - 25 Mar 2025 
 
STRATEGIC ALIGNMENT: 

☐ ☒ ☒ ☐ 
Governance Relationships Region Prosperity 

 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 
An application has been made to re-designate Plan 8811143 Block 1 Lot 7 in the SW 3-10-23-W4 
from Direct Control (Bylaw 17-003)  to Direct Control.  The applicant wishes amend the Direct Control 
Bylaw to add the use of a retail store to the land use district and adjust the setbacks.  Additional 
amendments were included by County Administration to update the language of the Direct Control 
District.  
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
That Bylaw 25-004 be read a second time, as amended. 
That Bylaw 25-004 be read a third time.  
 
REASON(S) FOR RECOMMENDATION(S): 
The proposed rezoning is compatible with the adjacent institutional land uses and will not materially 
impact the adjacent residential parcels. 
 
PREVIOUS COUNCIL DIRECTION / POLICY: 

 The Municipal Development Plan policy 4.13 states that landowners/developers may apply to 
Lethbridge County to initiate a re-designation process for parcels of land in support of 
development proposals that may not conform to the existing land use  

 Bylaw 25-004 received first reading on March 6, 2025. 
 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION: 
An application has been made to re-designate Plan 8811143 Block 1 Lot 7 in the SW 3-10-23-W4 
from Direct Control (Bylaw 17-003)  to Direct Control.  The applicant wishes amend the Direct Control 
Bylaw to add the use of a retail store to the land use district and adjust the setbacks.  Additional 
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amendments were included by County Administration to update the language of the Direct Control 
District. 
The application has been circulated to all County Departments and external agencies for review.  No 
concerns or objections were raised with regards to the proposed rezoning.   
  
he Planning and Development Department reviewed the application and has the following comments: 

 The applicant was required to submit a rezoning application as per Section 4 of the Municipal 
Development Plan.   

 The best option for rezoning was determined to be an amendment to the existing Direct 
Control District (Bylaw 17-003) as it most appropriately reflects the proposed use of the parcel.   

 The County's Municipal Development Plan does not specifically speak to Institutional or Public 
uses.    

 The additional use proposed by the application (retail store) has been operating in some 
capacity on the adjacent school parcel for approximately 20 years.  To date there have been 
no concerns expressed by adjacent landowners regarding that particular use.   

 The additional use to the parcel appears to be innocuous and would have minimal impacts to 
the adjacent landowners.  

 It was noted in the review period that signage should be included as a discretionary use for the 
parcel to mirror the signage allowed on the adjacent school site.  Attached is a draft of the 
Direct Control showing the addition which can be considered by County Council upon second 
reading of the bylaw.  

  
The notice of the public hearing was advertised in the March 11 and 18 editions of the Sunny South 
News and on the County's website and social media accounts.  Notices were also mailed out to the 
affected landowners. 
  
Letters of support for the rezoning have been submitted by the Calvin Christian School Board and the 
current President of the Country Rose Store. 
 
ALTERNATIVES / PROS / CONS: 
Option 1 - County Council may amend the proposed Direct Control District at their discretion. 
Option 2 - County Council may refuse second reading of Bylaw 25-004. 
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT: 
There would be no financial impacts resulting from the approval of this bylaw.  
 
LEVEL OF PUBLIC PARTICIPATION: 

☐ Inform ☐ Consult ☒ Involve ☐ Collaborate ☐ Empower 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
Bylaw 2025-004 Application 
 
25_004_DC_to_DC Rezoning Map 
Bylaw 2017-003 Amendment to LUB - Calvin Christian School 
 
Bylaw 25-004 - Signed First Reading 
Calvin Christian School Direct Control District DRAFT - MARK UP AS AMENDED 
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Board letter to County 
Country Rose Letter to County 
ATCO Gas Comments - Feb 13 2025 
ATCO Pipelines Comments - Jan 29 2025 
ATEC Comments - Feb 5 2025 
FORTIS Comments Feb 4 2025 
Telus Comments - Jan 30 2025 
ORRSC Comments 
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LETHBRIDGE COUNTY
IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA

BYLAW NO. 17—003

Bylaw 17—003 of Lethbridge County being a Bylaw for the purpose of amending
Land Use Bylaw 1404, in accordance with Sections 230, 606 and 692 of the
Municipal Government Act, R.S.A. 2000, Chapter M—26. >

WHEREAS the purpose of Bylaw 17—003 is to re—designate Plan 8811143 Block
1 Lot 7, containing approximately 3.17 hectares (7.8 acres), from Grouped
Country Residential (G.C.R.) to Direct Control (D.C.);

(As shown in Schedule ‘A‘)

NE 3—10—23—4

NW 2—10—23.4RG
E
RD

23
—
2

Lot 6 .Block 2
Plan 0610873

Lot 9 .Block 1

Plan 9412052

Bylaw# 17—003
§Lot 7 .Blook 1 .Ptan B811143

m Area proposed for rezoning
from Grouped Country Residential (GCR)
to Direct Control (DC)

qoomn———_—»EneeK_____Jve—~
a to vot

i I

AND WHEREAS the purpose of proposed Bylaw 17—003 is to establish the uses
and regulations for a Direct Control district pertaining to the aforementioned land
and are as described in Schedule "B" attached hereto;

AND WHEREAS policies in the Municipal Development Plan Bylaw No 1331
refer to the Direct Control Designation being used by Council to regulate land
use;

AND WHEREAS once an application has been submitted the municipality must
prepare an amending bylaw and provide for its notification and consideration at a
public hearing;

NOW THEREFORE, under the authority of the Municipal Government Act,
RS.A. 2000, C—26, as amended, the Council of Lethbridge County in the
Province of Alberta duly assembled does hereby enact the following:

XAExecutive Files\1 15Bylaws\2017 Bytaws\Bylaw 17—003 — Calvin Christlan Schoot — Amendment to LUB.doc
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1. The uses and regulations for the Direct Control District shall be as
described in Schedule "B" attached hereto and be applied to the lands
described above and identified on the above map.

2. Bylaw No 1404 — The Land Use Bylaw of Lethbridge County is hereby
amended.

3. The Bylaw shall come into effect upon third and final reading hereof.

GIVEN first reading this 17"" day of Augustw flJ
(/7}

Rkeve

CHiet Administrative Ufficer

GIVEN
se;gnd

reading this 07 !F _ day of &pfember— , 20[+.
Ame age X

AL

)4&%)29 yfiief Administrative Officer

GIVEN third reading this df LY% day of &p?lfmbér , 20[+

£

4Cfihj/€hief
Administrative Officer

Notes:

First reading (date) A—u.q 1M h’7
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Bylaw 17—003
Schedule "B"

1. Purpose
To provide a means whereby Council may regulate and control the use and
development on a site specific basis for the following lands:

Plan 8811143 Block 1 Lot 7 within SW 3—10—23—W4 consisting of 3.17 hectares
(7.84 acres)
For the specific purposes of allowing further additions or accessory uses to the
existing institutional operations of Calvin Christian School located on Pian
0610872 Block 2 Lot 6 in SW 3—10—23—W4

2. Uses
Discretionary Uses — Type A

e Accessory Buildings/Structures to an approved permitted use
Dwelling:

o Single—detached Site Built
o Single—detached Manufactured Home 1

o Single—detached Ready—to—Move
Home Occupation 1

Outdoor Storage related to the principle institutional/Education Use
Vehicle Parking
Playfields/Playgrounds

Discretionary Uses — Type B
* Accessory Buildings/Structures to an approved discretionary use
* Institutional / Educational Buildings
e Office Administration

3. Definitions
"Accessory Buildings/ Structure" means a building or structure that is incidental
or subordinate to and customarily found in connection with a primary structure
use, located on the same lot as the principle building or use but does not include
a building or structure for human habitation

"Institutional/Educational Building" means a building for housing a school or
school related activities

"Outdoor Storage" means the open storage of goods, merchandize, materials or
equipment outside a building
"Vehicle Parking" means an outside area designated or reserved on a parcel or
lot for the explicit purpose of parking and storing vehicles associated with an
approved institutional type land use on the same or associated parcel of lands

"Office Administration Building" means a building or office space on—site for the
coordination of all business activities on the premises and acts to serve the
professional, managerial or administrative needs of Calvin Christian School

4. Minimum Lot Size
The minimum lot size shall be 3.17 hectares (7.84 acres)

5. Minimum Setback Requirements
e Side and Rear Yard Setbacks — 6.1 metres (20 feet)
e Setback to Range Road 23—2 — 22.9 metres (75 feet)
e Setback to Township Road 10—0A (Westview Road) — 38.1 metres (125

feet)
e Qutdoor parking areas and fencing may be permitted to project into the

required side and rear yard setback, with fencing allowed on the side and
rear property lines

e Fencing along the road sides shall conform to Part 3 of the Lethbridge
County Land Use Bylaw

XAExecutive Fifes\1 15Bylaws\2017 Bylaws\Bylaw 17—003 — Calvin Christian School — Amendment to LUB.doc

Page 62 of 296



6. Maximum Site Coverage
The Maximum site coverage for all principal and accessory buildings combined is
40 percent.

7. Accessory Buildings and Structures
a) Accessory buildings or structures shall not be located within a required

setback as identified in section 5 or on an easement
b) An accessory building or structure shall only be constructed after or in

conjunction with an approved principal use or building on the parcel.

8. General Standards of Development
At the discretion of Council or the Development Officer acting as the
Development Authority having regarding for Part 3 of the Lethbndge County
Land Use Bylaw

9. Sign Regulations
All signage shall conform to Part 5 of the Lethbridge County Land Use Bylaw.

10. Other Standards
a) All finished lot grading shall be constructed and maintained to the

satisfaction of Lethbridge County and shall be in accordance with the

Engineering Guidelines and Minimum Servicing Standards.
b) Approaches and driveway access shall be in accordance with the

Engineering Guidelines and Minimum Servicing Standards or as
otherwise stipulated by Council.

c) Any additional Standards as required by Council or the Development
Officer acting as the Development Authority.

11. Other Requirements
a) Site, Layout, and Grading Plan — that shows the property dimensions,

building locations, student parking area, outdoor storage areas, employee
parking areas, and utility easements and servicing areas, including the

septic field location and any dugouts or storm ponds.
'

b) Landscaping Plan — that shows landscaping and fencing (height and type)
on the property.

c) Refuse or garbage shall be kept in a suitably sized container or

enclosure, effectively screened and the refuse containers shall be located
in a rear yard only.

d) Servicing — the developer shall be responsible for ensuring all required
servicing is provided to the development, including potable water and

private septic. If an on—site private septic treatment system is used to

handle sewage disposal, then the system and field must be installed by a

certified installer licensed with the provincial department of Municipal
Affairs.

i. Parking and storage or prohibited from being located over any of
the septic system including the disposal field area.

12. Subdivision
a) No additional subdivision of lands contained within this bylaw shall be

permitted.
b) Council, acting in the capacity of the Subdivision Authority, shall make

decisions on subdivision applications.

13. Delegation of Authority
a) The Development Officer, in accordance with Part 1 Section 35 of the

Land Use Bylaw under the direction of County Council, shall act as the

Development Authority and receive and decide upon development permit

applications for Discretionary Uses — Type A provided they conform to

the standards of this Bylaw.
b) Council shall be the Development Authority to decide on development

permit applications for Discretionary Uses — Type B or applications for

wavier of development standards.
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14. Approval Procedure
a) Where the Development Officer, as the Development Authority, has been

delegated the authority to decide upon development permit applications
for Discretionary Uses — Type A and has done so, then immediately upon
issuance of the development permit the Development Officer shall cause
a notice to be published in a newspaper circulating in the area stating the
location of the property for which the application has been made and the
use approved.

b) Before consideration of a permit application for a discretionary use or a
development requiring waivers on the subject property, Council shall:

i. Cause a notice to be issued by the designated officer to any
person likely to be effective.

i. Ensure that the notice contains the date and time that Council will
hear the application for discretionary uses or application for
waivers of development standards.

ii1. Here any persons that claims to be affected by the decision on the

application.
c) Council may then approve the development application with or without

conditions or refuse the application with reasons.
d) Where county has made the decision on a development permit

application, the Development Officer acting on behalf of Council, shall
cause a notice of the decision to be issued to the applicant and post a
copy of the decision in the lobby of the County Office and on the County‘s
website.

e) When applicable, Council should seek comments from other agencies
such as the planning advisor, regional health authority, Alberta
Transportation or any applicable provincial government department.

15. Appeal Procedure
a) Pursuant to Section 641(4)(a) of the Municipal Government Act, if a

decision with respect to a development permit is made by Council, there
is no right to appeal to the Subdivision and Development Appeal Board.

b) If the development Officer has been delegated the authority to decide

upon development permit applications as the Development Authority,
then an appeal to the Subdivision and Development Appeal Board is
limited to whether the Development Officer followed the directions of
Council.
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DRAFT Bylaw 25-004 

Schedule “A” Direct Control District 

1. Purpose 

To provide a means whereby Council may regulate and control the use and development 
on a site specific basis for the following lands: 

Plan 8811143 Block 1 Lot 7 within SW 3-10-23-W4 consisting of 3.17 hectares (7.84 acres) 

For the specific purposes of allowing further additions or accessory uses to the existing 
institutional operations of Calvin Christian School located on Plan 0610872 Block 2 Lot 6 
in SW 3-10-23-W4 

2. Uses 
 

Permitted Uses: 

• Accessory Buildings/Structures to an approved permitted use 
• Dwelling: 

o Single-detached Site Built 
o Single-detached Manufactured Home 1 
o Single-detached Ready-to-Move 

• Home Occupation 1 
• Outdoor Storage related to the principle institutional/Education Use 
• Vehicle Parking  
• Playfields/Playgrounds 

Discretionary Uses: 

• Accessory Buildings/Structures to an approved discretionary use 
• Institutional / Educational Buildings 
• Office Administration 
• Retail Store 
• Signs – Type 1 and 2 
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3. Definitions 

“Accessory Buildings/ Structure” means a building or structure that is incidental or 
subordinate to and customarily found in connection with a primary structure use, located 
on the same lot as the principle building or use but does not include a building or structure 
for human habitation 

“Institutional/Educational Building” means a building for housing a school or school related 
activities 

“Outdoor Storage” means the open storage of goods, merchandize, materials or 
equipment outside a building 

“Vehicle Parking” means an outside area designated or reserved on a parcel or lot for the 
explicit purpose of parking and storing vehicles associated with an approved institutional 
type land use on the same or associated parcel of lands 

“Office Administration Building” means a building or office space on-site for the 
coordination of all business activities on the premises and acts to serve the professional, 
managerial or administrative needs of Calvin Christian School 

“Retail Store” means a not-for-profit retail store on site.  The store is to be a fundraiser for 
the Calvin Christian School.  

All other words or terms have the same meaning as what is specified in the Land Use 
Bylaw.  
 

4. Minimum Lot Size 

The minimum lot size shall be 3.17 hectares (7.84 acres) 

5. Minimum Setback Requirements 
 

• Side and Rear Yard Setbacks – 6.1 metres (20 feet) 
• Setback to Range Road 23-2(west property line) – 15.24 metres (50 feet) 
• Setback from the Centre line of Township Road 10-0A (Westview Road) – 38.1 

metres (125 feet) 
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• Outdoor parking areas and fencing may be permitted to project into the required 
side and rear yard setback 

• Fencing along the road sides shall conform the Lethbridge County Land Use Bylaw 
 

6. Maximum Site Coverage 

The Maximum site coverage for all principal and accessory buildings combined is 40 
percent. 

7. Accessory Buildings and Structures 
 

• Accessory buildings or structures shall not be located within a required setback as 
identified in section 5 or on an easement 

• An accessory building or structure shall only be constructed after or in conjunction 
with an approved principal use or building on the parcel. 

 
8. General Standards of Development  

At the discretion of Council or the Development Officer acting as the Development 
Authority having regarding for Part 3 of the Lethbridge County Land Use Bylaw 

9. Sign Regulations 
 
All signage shall conform to the Lethbridge County Land Use Bylaw. 
 

10. Other Standards 
 

• All finished lot grading shall be constructed and maintained to the satisfaction of 
Lethbridge County and shall be in accordance with the Engineering Guidelines and 
Minimum Servicing Standards. 

• Approaches and driveway access shall be in accordance with the Engineering 
Guidelines and Minimum Servicing Standards or as otherwise stipulated by 
Council. 

• Any additional Standards as required by Council or the Development Officer acting 
as the Development Authority. 
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11. Other Requirements 
 

a) Site, Layout, and Grading Plan – that shows the property dimensions, building 
locations, student parking area, outdoor storage areas, employee parking areas, 
and utility easements and servicing areas, including the septic field location and 
any dugouts or storm ponds.  

b) Landscaping Plan – that shows landscaping and fencing (height and type) on the 
property.   

c) Refuse or garbage shall be kept in a suitably sized container or enclosure, 
effectively screened and the refuse containers shall be located in a rear yard only. 

d) Servicing – the developer shall be responsible for ensuring all required servicing is 
provided to the development, including potable water and private septic.  If an on-
site private septic treatment system is used to handle sewage disposal, then the 
system and field must be installed by a certified installer licensed with the 
provincial department of Municipal Affairs.  

i. Parking and storage or prohibited from being located over any of the septic 
system including the disposal field area. 
 

12. Subdivision 
 

a) No additional subdivision of lands contained within this bylaw shall be permitted. 
 

13. Delegation of Authority 
 

a) The Development Officer, in accordance with the Lethbridge County Land Use 
Bylaw, and pursuant to Section 641(3) of the Municipal Government Act, and under 
the direction of County Council, shall act as the Development Authority and receive 
and decide upon development permit applications for permitted uses provided 
they conform to the standards of this Bylaw. 

b) Council shall be the Development Authority to decide on development permit 
applications for discretionary uses or applications for wavier of development 
standards.  
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14. Approval Procedure 
 

a) Where the Development Officer, as the Development Authority, has been delegated 
the authority to decide upon development permit applications for permitted uses 
and has done so, then immediately upon issuance of the development permit the 
Development Officer shall cause a notice to be published in a newspaper 
circulating in the area stating the location of the property for which the application 
has been made and the use approved.  

b) Before consideration of a permit application for a discretionary use or a 
development requiring waivers on the subject property, Council shall: 

i. Cause a notice to be issued by the designated officer to any person likely to 
be effective. 

ii. Ensure that the notice contains the date and time that Council will hear the 
application for discretionary uses or application for waivers of development 
standards. 

iii. Here any persons that claims to be affected by the decision on the 
application.  

c) Council may then approve the development application with or without conditions 
or refuse the application with reasons. 

d) Where County Council has made the decision on a development permit application, 
the Development Officer acting on behalf of Council, shall cause a notice of the 
decision to be issued to the applicant and post a copy of the decision in the lobby 
of the County Office and on the County’s website. 

e) When applicable, Council should seek comments from other agencies such as the 
planning advisor, regional health authority, Alberta Transportation and Economic 
Corridors, or any applicable provincial government department. 
 

15. Appeal Procedure 
 

a) Pursuant to Section 685(4)(a) of the Municipal Government Act, if a decision with 
respect to a Development Permit Application is made by Lethbridge County 
Council, there is no appeal to the Subdivision and Development Appeal Board. 

b) Pursuant to Section 685(4)(b) of the Municipal Government Act, if the Development 
Officer has been delegated the Authority to decide upon development permit 
applications as the Development Authority, then the appeal to the appropriate 
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Appeal Board is limited to whether the Development Officer followed the directions 
of Lethbridge County Council. 
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To our council members 

 
 
We are reaching out to you as Board of the Calvin Chrisঞan School Society to ask for your 
support in amending our current Direct Control bylaw.  Our School Society was established in 
1975 and sees current enrollment at 805 students, with a majority of our students being 
Lethbridge County residents.  Since 2003 we have operated Country Rose as a fundraising store 
on our current locaঞon.  The store sells a variety of books, Dutch import food and clothing and is 
run strictly by volunteers with all proceeds going to support the school.   
 
In 2015 the School society purchased the property across the road with an eye toward future 
expansion.   In 2017 the Lethbridge County Council has approved our applicaঞon to rezone this 
parcel to Direct Control for the purposes of our school.  As we are in the process of adding a 
gymnasium onto the current school, we will need to move the store.  We propose to locate this 
on the above menঞoned property.  This change will require an request for amendment to the 
current direct control bylaw and we ask for your support. 
 
May you each be given wisdom in leading and governing our Lethbridge County. 
 
Regards,  
 
The Board of Calvin Chrisঞan School.  
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Helen Klok 

Box 26 

Coalhurst, Alberta 

T0L0V0 

February 1. 2025 

County of Lethbridge  

 

 

To whom it may concern:  

I am wriƟng to you in regard to the zoning applicaƟon for Country Rose, a retail store operaƟng for the 
purpose of raising funds to support Calvin ChrisƟan School. We are currently situated on the school 
property. However, with a proposed addiƟon to Calvin ChrisƟan school, the locaƟon we are at now will 
no longer be feasible and we will need to re locate.  

The property adjacent to our school is seemingly the best locaƟon for our store to be moved to; 
however, currently that property is under direct control zoning. Because we are a retail store, direct 
control is not feasible, and we are hoping you will consider our applicaƟon for an amendment to direct 
control zoning and add retail store zoning. 

Our store currently serves our community of approximately 4000 people and is used as a great 
fundraiser for our school.  

Thank you for your Ɵme. 

 

Sincerely yours, 

Helen Klok 

President of Country Rose 
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From: Lahnert, Jessica
To: Hilary Janzen
Subject: RE: Lethbridge County External Referral- Bylaw 25-004
Date: Thursday, February 13, 2025 9:24:36 AM
Attachments: image001.png

Hi Hilary,
 
ATCO Gas has no objection to the proposed.
 
Thanks,
 
Jessica Lahnert (she/her)
Administrative Coordinator, Land
Natural Gas
 
P. 403-245-7443   
 

 
From: Hilary Janzen <hjanzen@lethcounty.ca> 
Sent: Wednesday, January 29, 2025 11:37 AM
To: Circulations, HP <HP.Circulations@atco.com>; South Land Administration
<SouthLandAdministration@atco.cul.ca>; Telus Referrals (All) (circulations@telus.com)
<circulations@telus.com>; FortisAlberta Inc. - Referrals (landserv@fortisalberta.com)
<landserv@fortisalberta.com>
Subject: Lethbridge County External Referral- Bylaw 25-004

 

  CAUTION:  This email originated outside of ATCO. Do not click links or open attachments
unless you trust the sender and know the content is safe. Immediately report suspicious emails
using the Phish Alert Report button.

Please review the attached referral from Lethbridge County.  Comments are due

Regards,
 

Hilary Janzen, RPP, MCIP
Manager, Planning and Development
P: 403.380.1580  C: 403.331-5036  E: hjanzen@lethcounty.ca
www.lethcounty.ca
 

In the true spirit of reconciliation, we acknowledge all those who call this land home now and for thousands of years in the

past. May we respect each other and find understanding together and recognize the benefits that this land provides to all of

us.
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From: Circulations, HP
To: Hilary Janzen
Subject: RESPONSE 25-0366 RE: Lethbridge County External Referral- Bylaw 25-004
Date: Wednesday, January 29, 2025 11:45:16 AM
Attachments: image001.png

ATCO Transmission high pressure pipelines has no objections.

Questions or concerns related to ATCO high pressure pipelines can be forwarded to
hp.circulations@atco.com.

  Thank you,

 
Vicki Porter
Sr. Admin Coordinator, Engineering Ops
Gas Transmission
ATCO Pipelines and Liquids GBU
 
Email: vicki.porter@atco.com
 
 
 
From: Hilary Janzen <hjanzen@lethcounty.ca> 
Sent: Wednesday, January 29, 2025 11:37 AM
To: Circulations, HP <HP.Circulations@atco.com>; South Land Administration
<SouthLandAdministration@atco.cul.ca>; Telus Referrals (All) (circulations@telus.com)
<circulations@telus.com>; FortisAlberta Inc. - Referrals (landserv@fortisalberta.com)
<landserv@fortisalberta.com>
Subject: Lethbridge County External Referral- Bylaw 25-004

 

  CAUTION:  This email originated outside of ATCO. Do not click links or open attachments
unless you trust the sender and know the content is safe. Immediately report suspicious emails
using the Phish Alert Report button.

Please review the attached referral from Lethbridge County.  Comments are due

Regards,
 

Hilary Janzen, RPP, MCIP
Manager, Planning and Development
P: 403.380.1580  C: 403.331-5036  E: hjanzen@lethcounty.ca
www.lethcounty.ca
 

In the true spirit of reconciliation, we acknowledge all those who call this land home now and for thousands of years in the
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past. May we respect each other and find understanding together and recognize the benefits that this land provides to all of

us.
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Classification: Protected A 

  

  

Transportation and Economic Corridors Notice of Referral  

Decision 

Land Use Bylaw Amendment in Proximity of a Provincial Highway 
  

Municipality File Number: Bylaw 25-004 Highway(s): 3, 3X 

Legal Land Location: QS-SW SEC-02 TWP-010  
RGE-23 MER-4 

Municipality: Lethbridge County 

Decision By: Leah Olsen Issuing Office: Southern Region / Lethbridge 

Issued Date: February 5, 2025 AT Reference #: RPATH0048452 

Description of Development: An application has been submitted to re-designate Plan 8811143 Block 1 Lot 7 in the SW 2-10-23W4 

from Direct Control (Bylaw 17-003) to Direct Control (25-004). The intent of the rezoning is to allow 

for a retail store (not-for-profit) on the property and modify some of the setback requirements. The 

current direct control on the property was approved to allow for the expansion of Calvin Christian 

School (CCS) on the property. The proposed use is currently operating in an unpermitted capacity 

on the CCS property across the road. The store is considered a fund-raiser for the school and sells 

several goods ranging from retail clothing, books, perishable and non-perishable goods, toys/games 

etc. The school intends to relocate the store on this property and as such requires that the Direct 

Control be amended to include that specific use. The setbacks have been modified to correlate with 

setbacks typical where there is an internal road network. If you have any comments or concerns 

regarding this application, please respond by February 21, 2025. 
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Classification: Protected A 

This will acknowledge receipt of your circulation regarding the above noted proposal. Transportation and 
Economic Corridors primary concern is protecting the safe and effective operation of provincial highway 
infrastructure, and planning for the future needs of the highway network in proximity to the proposed land use 
amendment(s). 

Transportation and Economic Corridors offers the following comments and observations with respect to the 
proposed land use amendment (s): 

Given the information provided to date and as at this juncture this is merely a change in land use designation.    
Therefore, we do not have any objections to the proposed land use redesignation and/or favorable consideration 
by the Lethbridge County land use authority. 

In reviewing the application, the proposed development falls within the permit area of a provincial highway as 
outlined in the Highways Development and Protection Act/Regulation, and will require a permit from Alberta 
Transportation. 

 

The application can be submitted through the RPATH portal at RPATH Portal and may be subject to additional 
requirements. 

 

1. Pursuant to Section 618.3(1) of the Municipal Government Act (MGA), the department expects that the 
municipality will comply with any applicable items related to provincial highways in an ALSA plan if applicable 

2. Pursuant to 618.4(1) of the Municipal Government Act, the department expects that the Municipality will 
mitigate the impacts of traffic generated by developments approved on the local road connections to the highway 
system, in accordance with Policy 7 of the Provincial Land Use Policies. 
  

Please contact Transportation and Economic Corridors through the RPATH Portal if you have any questions, or 
require additional information 

 

Issued by Leah Olsen, Development and Planning Tech, on February  

5, 2025 on behalf of the Minister of Transportation and Economic  

Corridors pursuant to Ministerial Order 52/20 – Department of  

Transportation and Economic Corridors Delegation of Authority 
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LETHBRIDGE COUNTY
IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA

BYLAW NO. 17—003

Bylaw 17—003 of Lethbridge County being a Bylaw for the purpose of amending
Land Use Bylaw 1404, in accordance with Sections 230, 606 and 692 of the
Municipal Government Act, R.S.A. 2000, Chapter M—26. >

WHEREAS the purpose of Bylaw 17—003 is to re—designate Plan 8811143 Block
1 Lot 7, containing approximately 3.17 hectares (7.8 acres), from Grouped
Country Residential (G.C.R.) to Direct Control (D.C.);

(As shown in Schedule ‘A‘)

NE 3—10—23—4

NW 2—10—23.4RG
E
RD

23
—
2

Lot 6 .Block 2
Plan 0610873

Lot 9 .Block 1

Plan 9412052

Bylaw# 17—003
§Lot 7 .Blook 1 .Ptan B811143

m Area proposed for rezoning
from Grouped Country Residential (GCR)
to Direct Control (DC)

qoomn———_—»EneeK_____Jve—~
a to vot

i I

AND WHEREAS the purpose of proposed Bylaw 17—003 is to establish the uses
and regulations for a Direct Control district pertaining to the aforementioned land
and are as described in Schedule "B" attached hereto;

AND WHEREAS policies in the Municipal Development Plan Bylaw No 1331
refer to the Direct Control Designation being used by Council to regulate land
use;

AND WHEREAS once an application has been submitted the municipality must
prepare an amending bylaw and provide for its notification and consideration at a
public hearing;

NOW THEREFORE, under the authority of the Municipal Government Act,
RS.A. 2000, C—26, as amended, the Council of Lethbridge County in the
Province of Alberta duly assembled does hereby enact the following:

XAExecutive Files\1 15Bylaws\2017 Bytaws\Bylaw 17—003 — Calvin Christlan Schoot — Amendment to LUB.doc
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1. The uses and regulations for the Direct Control District shall be as
described in Schedule "B" attached hereto and be applied to the lands
described above and identified on the above map.

2. Bylaw No 1404 — The Land Use Bylaw of Lethbridge County is hereby
amended.

3. The Bylaw shall come into effect upon third and final reading hereof.

GIVEN first reading this 17"" day of Augustw flJ
(/7}

Rkeve

CHiet Administrative Ufficer

GIVEN
se;gnd

reading this 07 !F _ day of &pfember— , 20[+.
Ame age X

AL

)4&%)29 yfiief Administrative Officer

GIVEN third reading this df LY% day of &p?lfmbér , 20[+

£

4Cfihj/€hief
Administrative Officer

Notes:

First reading (date) A—u.q 1M h’7
Public Hearing (date) Sep}_ 21 | 17
Second Reading (date) |.Sopt .21 [ /+
Third Reading (date) Sfib\l Q/;/ (+

X:\Executive Files\1 15Bylaws\2017 BylawstBylaw 17—003 — Calvin Christian Schoot — Amendment to LUB.doc
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Bylaw 17—003
Schedule "B"

1. Purpose
To provide a means whereby Council may regulate and control the use and
development on a site specific basis for the following lands:

Plan 8811143 Block 1 Lot 7 within SW 3—10—23—W4 consisting of 3.17 hectares
(7.84 acres)
For the specific purposes of allowing further additions or accessory uses to the
existing institutional operations of Calvin Christian School located on Pian
0610872 Block 2 Lot 6 in SW 3—10—23—W4

2. Uses
Discretionary Uses — Type A

e Accessory Buildings/Structures to an approved permitted use
Dwelling:

o Single—detached Site Built
o Single—detached Manufactured Home 1

o Single—detached Ready—to—Move
Home Occupation 1

Outdoor Storage related to the principle institutional/Education Use
Vehicle Parking
Playfields/Playgrounds

Discretionary Uses — Type B
* Accessory Buildings/Structures to an approved discretionary use
* Institutional / Educational Buildings
e Office Administration

3. Definitions
"Accessory Buildings/ Structure" means a building or structure that is incidental
or subordinate to and customarily found in connection with a primary structure
use, located on the same lot as the principle building or use but does not include
a building or structure for human habitation

"Institutional/Educational Building" means a building for housing a school or
school related activities

"Outdoor Storage" means the open storage of goods, merchandize, materials or
equipment outside a building
"Vehicle Parking" means an outside area designated or reserved on a parcel or
lot for the explicit purpose of parking and storing vehicles associated with an
approved institutional type land use on the same or associated parcel of lands

"Office Administration Building" means a building or office space on—site for the
coordination of all business activities on the premises and acts to serve the
professional, managerial or administrative needs of Calvin Christian School

4. Minimum Lot Size
The minimum lot size shall be 3.17 hectares (7.84 acres)

5. Minimum Setback Requirements
e Side and Rear Yard Setbacks — 6.1 metres (20 feet)
e Setback to Range Road 23—2 — 22.9 metres (75 feet)
e Setback to Township Road 10—0A (Westview Road) — 38.1 metres (125

feet)
e Qutdoor parking areas and fencing may be permitted to project into the

required side and rear yard setback, with fencing allowed on the side and
rear property lines

e Fencing along the road sides shall conform to Part 3 of the Lethbridge
County Land Use Bylaw

XAExecutive Fifes\1 15Bylaws\2017 Bylaws\Bylaw 17—003 — Calvin Christian School — Amendment to LUB.doc
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6. Maximum Site Coverage
The Maximum site coverage for all principal and accessory buildings combined is
40 percent.

7. Accessory Buildings and Structures
a) Accessory buildings or structures shall not be located within a required

setback as identified in section 5 or on an easement
b) An accessory building or structure shall only be constructed after or in

conjunction with an approved principal use or building on the parcel.

8. General Standards of Development
At the discretion of Council or the Development Officer acting as the
Development Authority having regarding for Part 3 of the Lethbndge County
Land Use Bylaw

9. Sign Regulations
All signage shall conform to Part 5 of the Lethbridge County Land Use Bylaw.

10. Other Standards
a) All finished lot grading shall be constructed and maintained to the

satisfaction of Lethbridge County and shall be in accordance with the

Engineering Guidelines and Minimum Servicing Standards.
b) Approaches and driveway access shall be in accordance with the

Engineering Guidelines and Minimum Servicing Standards or as
otherwise stipulated by Council.

c) Any additional Standards as required by Council or the Development
Officer acting as the Development Authority.

11. Other Requirements
a) Site, Layout, and Grading Plan — that shows the property dimensions,

building locations, student parking area, outdoor storage areas, employee
parking areas, and utility easements and servicing areas, including the

septic field location and any dugouts or storm ponds.
'

b) Landscaping Plan — that shows landscaping and fencing (height and type)
on the property.

c) Refuse or garbage shall be kept in a suitably sized container or

enclosure, effectively screened and the refuse containers shall be located
in a rear yard only.

d) Servicing — the developer shall be responsible for ensuring all required
servicing is provided to the development, including potable water and

private septic. If an on—site private septic treatment system is used to

handle sewage disposal, then the system and field must be installed by a

certified installer licensed with the provincial department of Municipal
Affairs.

i. Parking and storage or prohibited from being located over any of
the septic system including the disposal field area.

12. Subdivision
a) No additional subdivision of lands contained within this bylaw shall be

permitted.
b) Council, acting in the capacity of the Subdivision Authority, shall make

decisions on subdivision applications.

13. Delegation of Authority
a) The Development Officer, in accordance with Part 1 Section 35 of the

Land Use Bylaw under the direction of County Council, shall act as the

Development Authority and receive and decide upon development permit

applications for Discretionary Uses — Type A provided they conform to

the standards of this Bylaw.
b) Council shall be the Development Authority to decide on development

permit applications for Discretionary Uses — Type B or applications for

wavier of development standards.
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14. Approval Procedure
a) Where the Development Officer, as the Development Authority, has been

delegated the authority to decide upon development permit applications
for Discretionary Uses — Type A and has done so, then immediately upon
issuance of the development permit the Development Officer shall cause
a notice to be published in a newspaper circulating in the area stating the
location of the property for which the application has been made and the
use approved.

b) Before consideration of a permit application for a discretionary use or a
development requiring waivers on the subject property, Council shall:

i. Cause a notice to be issued by the designated officer to any
person likely to be effective.

i. Ensure that the notice contains the date and time that Council will
hear the application for discretionary uses or application for
waivers of development standards.

ii1. Here any persons that claims to be affected by the decision on the

application.
c) Council may then approve the development application with or without

conditions or refuse the application with reasons.
d) Where county has made the decision on a development permit

application, the Development Officer acting on behalf of Council, shall
cause a notice of the decision to be issued to the applicant and post a
copy of the decision in the lobby of the County Office and on the County‘s
website.

e) When applicable, Council should seek comments from other agencies
such as the planning advisor, regional health authority, Alberta
Transportation or any applicable provincial government department.

15. Appeal Procedure
a) Pursuant to Section 641(4)(a) of the Municipal Government Act, if a

decision with respect to a development permit is made by Council, there
is no right to appeal to the Subdivision and Development Appeal Board.

b) If the development Officer has been delegated the authority to decide

upon development permit applications as the Development Authority,
then an appeal to the Subdivision and Development Appeal Board is
limited to whether the Development Officer followed the directions of
Council.
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DRAFT Bylaw 25-004 

Schedule “A” Direct Control District 

1. Purpose 

To provide a means whereby Council may regulate and control the use and development 
on a site specific basis for the following lands: 

Plan 8811143 Block 1 Lot 7 within SW 3-10-23-W4 consisting of 3.17 hectares (7.84 acres) 

For the specific purposes of allowing further additions or accessory uses to the existing 
institutional operations of Calvin Christian School located on Plan 0610872 Block 2 Lot 6 
in SW 3-10-23-W4 

2. Uses 
 
Discretionary Uses – Type APermitted Uses 

• Accessory Buildings/Structures to an approved permitted use 
• Dwelling: 

o Single-detached Site Built 
o Single-detached Manufactured Home 1 
o Single-detached Ready-to-Move 

• Home Occupation 1 
• Outdoor Storage related to the principle institutional/Education Use 
• Vehicle Parking  
• Playfields/Playgrounds 

Discretionary Uses – Type BDiscretionary Uses 

• Accessory Buildings/Structures to an approved discretionary use 
• Institutional / Educational Buildings 
• Office Administration 
• Retail Store 

 
3. Definitions 

“Accessory Buildings/ Structure” means a building or structure that is incidental or 
subordinate to and customarily found in connection with a primary structure use, located 
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on the same lot as the principle building or use but does not include a building or structure 
for human habitation 

“Institutional/Educational Building” means a building for housing a school or school related 
activities 

“Outdoor Storage” means the open storage of goods, merchandize, materials or 
equipment outside a building 

“Vehicle Parking” means an outside area designated or reserved on a parcel or lot for the 
explicit purpose of parking and storing vehicles associated with an approved institutional 
type land use on the same or associated parcel of lands 

“Office Administration Building” means a building or office space on-site for the 
coordination of all business activities on the premises and acts to serve the professional, 
managerial or administrative needs of Calvin Christian School 

“Retail Store” means a not-for-profit retail store on site.  The store is to be a fundraiser for 
the Calvin Christian School.  

 

4. Minimum Lot Size 

The minimum lot size shall be 3.17 hectares (7.84 acres) 

5. Minimum Setback Requirements 
 

• Side and Rear Yard Setbacks – 6.1 metres (20 feet) 
• Setback to Range Road 23-2(west property line) – 22.915.24 metres (75 50 feet) 
• Setback from the Centre line of to Township Road 10-0A (Westview Road) – 38.1 

metres (125 feet) 
 

• Outdoor parking areas and fencing may be permitted to project into the required 
side and rear yard setback, with fencing allowed on the side and rear property lines 

 
• Fencing along the road sides shall conform to Part 3 of the Lethbridge County 

Land Use Bylaw 
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6. Maximum Site Coverage 

The Maximum site coverage for all principal and accessory buildings combined is 40 
percent. 

7. Accessory Buildings and Structures 
 

a) Accessory buildings or structures shall not be located within a required setback  as 
identified in section 5 or on an easement 

b) An accessory building or structure shall only be constructed after or in conjunction 
with an approved principal use or building on the parcel. 

 
8. General Standards of Development  

At the discretion of Council or the Development Officer acting as the Development 
Authority having regarding for Part 3 of the Lethbridge County Land Use Bylaw 

9. Sign Regulations 
 
All signage shall conform to Part 5 of the Lethbridge County Land Use Bylaw. 
 
 
 

10. Other Standards 
 

a) All finished lot grading shall be constructed and maintained to the satisfaction of 
Lethbridge County and shall be in accordance with the Engineering Guidelines and 
Minimum Servicing Standards. 

b) Approaches and driveway access shall be in accordance with the Engineering 
Guidelines and Minimum Servicing Standards or as otherwise stipulated by 
Council. 

c) Any additional Standards as required by Council or the Development Officer acting 
as the Development Authority. 
 

11. Other Requirements 
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a) Site, Layout, and Grading Plan – that shows the property dimensions, building 
locations, student parking area, outdoor storage areas, employee parking areas, 
and utility easements and servicing areas, including the septic field location and 
any dugouts or storm ponds.  

b) Landscaping Plan – that shows landscaping and fencing (height and type) on the 
property.   

c) Refuse or garbage shall be kept in a suitably sized container or enclosure, 
effectively screened and the refuse containers shall be located in a rear yard only. 

d) Servicing – the developer shall be responsible for ensuring all required servicing is 
provided to the development, including potable water and private septic.  If an on-
site private septic treatment system is used to handle sewage disposal, then the 
system and field must be installed by a certified installer licensed with the 
provincial department of Municipal Affairs.  

i. Parking and storage or prohibited from being located over any of the septic 
system including the disposal field area. 
 

12. Subdivision 
 

a) No additional subdivision of lands contained within this bylaw shall be permitted. 
b) Council, acting in the capacity of the Subdivision Authority, shall make decisions on 

subdivision applications.  
 

13. Delegation of Authority 
 

a) The Development Officer, in accordance with Part 1 Section 35 of the Lethbridge 
County Land Use Bylaw, and pursuant to Section 641(3) of the Municipal 
Government Act, and under the direction of County Council, shall act as the 
Development Authority and receive and decide upon development permit 
applications for Discretionary Uses – Type Apermitted uses provided they conform 
to the standards of this Bylaw. 

b) Council shall be the Development Authority to decide on development permit 
applications for Discretionary Uses – Type Bdiscretionary uses or applications for 
wavier of development standards.  
 

14. Approval Procedure 
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a) Where the Development Officer, as the Development Authority, has been delegated 

the authority to decide upon development permit applications for Discretionary 
Uses – Type Apermitted uses and has done so, then immediately upon issuance of 
the development permit the Development Officer shall cause a notice to be 
published in a newspaper circulating in the area stating the location of the property 
for which the application has been made and the use approved.  

b) Before consideration of a permit application for a discretionary use or a 
development requiring waivers on the subject property, Council shall: 

i. Cause a notice to be issued by the designated officer to any person likely to 
be effective. 

ii. Ensure that the notice contains the date and time that Council will hear the 
application for discretionary uses or application for waivers of development 
standards. 

iii. Here any persons that claims to be affected by the decision on the 
application.  

c) Council may then approve the development application with or without conditions 
or refuse the application with reasons. 

d) Where county has made the decision on a development permit application, the 
Development Officer acting on behalf of Council, shall cause a notice of the 
decision to be issued to the applicant and post a copy of the decision in the lobby 
of the County Office and on the County’s website. 

e) When applicable, Council should seek comments from other agencies such as the 
planning advisor, regional health authority, Alberta Transportation and Economic 
Corridors, or any applicable provincial government department. 
 

15. Appeal Procedure 
 

a) Pursuant to Section 641(4)(a) of the Municipal Government Act, if a decision with 
respect to a development permit is made by Council, there is no right to appeal to 
the Subdivision and Development Appeal Board. 

b) If the development Officer has been delegated the authority to decide upon 
development permit applications as the Development Authority, then an appeal to 
the Subdivision and Development Appeal Board is limited to whether the 
Development Officer followed the directions of Council. 
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a) Pursuant to Section 685(4)(a) of the Municipal Government Act, if a decision with 
respect to a Development Permit Application is made by Lethbridge County 
Council, there is no appeal to the Subdivision and Development Appeal Board. 

b) Pursuant to Section 685(4)(b) of the Municipal Government Act, if the Development 
Officer has been delegated the Authority to decide upon development permit 
applications as the Development Authority, then the appeal to the appropriate 
Appeal Board is limited to whether the Development Officer followed the directions 
of Lethbridge County Council. 
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From: Tracy Davidson on behalf of Land Service
To: Hilary Janzen
Subject: FW: [CAUTION] Lethbridge County External Referral- Bylaw 25-004
Date: Tuesday, February 04, 2025 1:27:20 PM
Attachments: image001.png

image002.png
image003.png
External Circulation - Bylaw 25-004.docx
Bylaw 2017-003 Amendment to LUB - Calvin Christian School.pdf
25_004_DC_to_DC Rezoning Map.pdf
LUB Amendment Application Jan 24 2025.pdf
Calvin Christian School Direct Control District DRAFT - Final.docx

Good afternoon,
FortisAlberta Inc. has no concerns regarding this land use bylaw amendment application.
 

 
Thank you,
 
Tracy Davidson  | Land Coordinator
_______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
________

FortisAlberta Inc. | 100 Chippewa Road, Sherwood Park, AB, T8A 4H4 | Direct 780-464-8815
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External Circulation

Lethbridge County Land Use Bylaw Amendment

Bylaws 25-004

Date: January 29, 2025



To: 	Alberta Transportation and Economic Corridors

	Fortis

	ATCO Pipelines 
	ATCO Gas

	Telus



Description: 

An application has been submitted to re-designate Plan 8811143 Block 1 Lot 7 in the SW 2-10-23-W4 from Direct Control (Bylaw 17-003) to Direct Control (25-004).  The intent of the rezoning is to allow for a retail store (not-for-profit) on the property and modify some of the setback requirements.  



The current direct control on the property was approved to allow for the expansion of Calvin Christian School (CCS) on the property. The proposed use is currently operating in an unpermitted capacity on the CCS property across the road. The store is considered a fund-raiser for the school and sells several goods ranging from retail clothing, books, perishable and non-perishable goods, toys/games etc.  The school intends to relocate the store on this property and as such requires that the Direct Control be amended to include that specific use.  



The setbacks have been modified to correlate with setbacks typical where there is an internal road network.



If you have any comments or concerns regarding this application, please respond by February 21, 2025.







Regards, 

__________________________

Hilary Janzen, RPP, MCIP

Manager, Planning and Development




LETHBRIDGE COUNTY
IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA


BYLAW NO. 17—003


Bylaw 17—003 of Lethbridge County being a Bylaw for the purpose of amending
Land Use Bylaw 1404, in accordance with Sections 230, 606 and 692 of the
Municipal Government Act, R.S.A. 2000, Chapter M—26. >


WHEREAS the purpose of Bylaw 17—003 is to re—designate Plan 8811143 Block
1 Lot 7, containing approximately 3.17 hectares (7.8 acres), from Grouped
Country Residential (G.C.R.) to Direct Control (D.C.);


(As shown in Schedule ‘A‘)
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AND WHEREAS the purpose of proposed Bylaw 17—003 is to establish the uses
and regulations for a Direct Control district pertaining to the aforementioned land
and are as described in Schedule "B" attached hereto;


AND WHEREAS policies in the Municipal Development Plan Bylaw No 1331
refer to the Direct Control Designation being used by Council to regulate land
use;


AND WHEREAS once an application has been submitted the municipality must
prepare an amending bylaw and provide for its notification and consideration at a
public hearing;


NOW THEREFORE, under the authority of the Municipal Government Act,
RS.A. 2000, C—26, as amended, the Council of Lethbridge County in the
Province of Alberta duly assembled does hereby enact the following:
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1. The uses and regulations for the Direct Control District shall be as
described in Schedule "B" attached hereto and be applied to the lands
described above and identified on the above map.


2. Bylaw No 1404 — The Land Use Bylaw of Lethbridge County is hereby
amended.


3. The Bylaw shall come into effect upon third and final reading hereof.


GIVEN first reading this 17"" day of Augustw flJ
(/7}


Rkeve


CHiet Administrative Ufficer


GIVEN
se;gnd


reading this 07 !F _ day of &pfember— , 20[+.
Ame age X


AL


)4&%)29 yfiief Administrative Officer


GIVEN third reading this df LY% day of &p?lfmbér , 20[+


£


4Cfihj/€hief
Administrative Officer


Notes:


First reading (date) A—u.q 1M h’7
Public Hearing (date) Sep}_ 21 | 17
Second Reading (date) |.Sopt .21 [ /+
Third Reading (date) Sfib\l Q/;/ (+
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Bylaw 17—003
Schedule "B"


1. Purpose
To provide a means whereby Council may regulate and control the use and
development on a site specific basis for the following lands:


Plan 8811143 Block 1 Lot 7 within SW 3—10—23—W4 consisting of 3.17 hectares
(7.84 acres)
For the specific purposes of allowing further additions or accessory uses to the
existing institutional operations of Calvin Christian School located on Pian
0610872 Block 2 Lot 6 in SW 3—10—23—W4


2. Uses
Discretionary Uses — Type A


e Accessory Buildings/Structures to an approved permitted use
Dwelling:


o Single—detached Site Built
o Single—detached Manufactured Home 1


o Single—detached Ready—to—Move
Home Occupation 1


Outdoor Storage related to the principle institutional/Education Use
Vehicle Parking
Playfields/Playgrounds


Discretionary Uses — Type B
* Accessory Buildings/Structures to an approved discretionary use
* Institutional / Educational Buildings
e Office Administration


3. Definitions
"Accessory Buildings/ Structure" means a building or structure that is incidental
or subordinate to and customarily found in connection with a primary structure
use, located on the same lot as the principle building or use but does not include
a building or structure for human habitation


"Institutional/Educational Building" means a building for housing a school or
school related activities


"Outdoor Storage" means the open storage of goods, merchandize, materials or
equipment outside a building
"Vehicle Parking" means an outside area designated or reserved on a parcel or
lot for the explicit purpose of parking and storing vehicles associated with an
approved institutional type land use on the same or associated parcel of lands


"Office Administration Building" means a building or office space on—site for the
coordination of all business activities on the premises and acts to serve the
professional, managerial or administrative needs of Calvin Christian School


4. Minimum Lot Size
The minimum lot size shall be 3.17 hectares (7.84 acres)


5. Minimum Setback Requirements
e Side and Rear Yard Setbacks — 6.1 metres (20 feet)
e Setback to Range Road 23—2 — 22.9 metres (75 feet)
e Setback to Township Road 10—0A (Westview Road) — 38.1 metres (125


feet)
e Qutdoor parking areas and fencing may be permitted to project into the


required side and rear yard setback, with fencing allowed on the side and
rear property lines


e Fencing along the road sides shall conform to Part 3 of the Lethbridge
County Land Use Bylaw
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6. Maximum Site Coverage
The Maximum site coverage for all principal and accessory buildings combined is
40 percent.


7. Accessory Buildings and Structures
a) Accessory buildings or structures shall not be located within a required


setback as identified in section 5 or on an easement
b) An accessory building or structure shall only be constructed after or in


conjunction with an approved principal use or building on the parcel.


8. General Standards of Development
At the discretion of Council or the Development Officer acting as the
Development Authority having regarding for Part 3 of the Lethbndge County
Land Use Bylaw


9. Sign Regulations
All signage shall conform to Part 5 of the Lethbridge County Land Use Bylaw.


10. Other Standards
a) All finished lot grading shall be constructed and maintained to the


satisfaction of Lethbridge County and shall be in accordance with the


Engineering Guidelines and Minimum Servicing Standards.
b) Approaches and driveway access shall be in accordance with the


Engineering Guidelines and Minimum Servicing Standards or as
otherwise stipulated by Council.


c) Any additional Standards as required by Council or the Development
Officer acting as the Development Authority.


11. Other Requirements
a) Site, Layout, and Grading Plan — that shows the property dimensions,


building locations, student parking area, outdoor storage areas, employee
parking areas, and utility easements and servicing areas, including the


septic field location and any dugouts or storm ponds.
'


b) Landscaping Plan — that shows landscaping and fencing (height and type)
on the property.


c) Refuse or garbage shall be kept in a suitably sized container or


enclosure, effectively screened and the refuse containers shall be located
in a rear yard only.


d) Servicing — the developer shall be responsible for ensuring all required
servicing is provided to the development, including potable water and


private septic. If an on—site private septic treatment system is used to


handle sewage disposal, then the system and field must be installed by a


certified installer licensed with the provincial department of Municipal
Affairs.


i. Parking and storage or prohibited from being located over any of
the septic system including the disposal field area.


12. Subdivision
a) No additional subdivision of lands contained within this bylaw shall be


permitted.
b) Council, acting in the capacity of the Subdivision Authority, shall make


decisions on subdivision applications.


13. Delegation of Authority
a) The Development Officer, in accordance with Part 1 Section 35 of the


Land Use Bylaw under the direction of County Council, shall act as the


Development Authority and receive and decide upon development permit


applications for Discretionary Uses — Type A provided they conform to


the standards of this Bylaw.
b) Council shall be the Development Authority to decide on development


permit applications for Discretionary Uses — Type B or applications for


wavier of development standards.
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14. Approval Procedure
a) Where the Development Officer, as the Development Authority, has been


delegated the authority to decide upon development permit applications
for Discretionary Uses — Type A and has done so, then immediately upon
issuance of the development permit the Development Officer shall cause
a notice to be published in a newspaper circulating in the area stating the
location of the property for which the application has been made and the
use approved.


b) Before consideration of a permit application for a discretionary use or a
development requiring waivers on the subject property, Council shall:


i. Cause a notice to be issued by the designated officer to any
person likely to be effective.


i. Ensure that the notice contains the date and time that Council will
hear the application for discretionary uses or application for
waivers of development standards.


ii1. Here any persons that claims to be affected by the decision on the


application.
c) Council may then approve the development application with or without


conditions or refuse the application with reasons.
d) Where county has made the decision on a development permit


application, the Development Officer acting on behalf of Council, shall
cause a notice of the decision to be issued to the applicant and post a
copy of the decision in the lobby of the County Office and on the County‘s
website.


e) When applicable, Council should seek comments from other agencies
such as the planning advisor, regional health authority, Alberta
Transportation or any applicable provincial government department.


15. Appeal Procedure
a) Pursuant to Section 641(4)(a) of the Municipal Government Act, if a


decision with respect to a development permit is made by Council, there
is no right to appeal to the Subdivision and Development Appeal Board.


b) If the development Officer has been delegated the authority to decide


upon development permit applications as the Development Authority,
then an appeal to the Subdivision and Development Appeal Board is
limited to whether the Development Officer followed the directions of
Council.
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DRAFT Bylaw 25-004

Schedule “A” Direct Control District

1. Purpose

To provide a means whereby Council may regulate and control the use and development on a site specific basis for the following lands:

Plan 8811143 Block 1 Lot 7 within SW 3-10-23-W4 consisting of 3.17 hectares (7.84 acres)

For the specific purposes of allowing further additions or accessory uses to the existing institutional operations of Calvin Christian School located on Plan 0610872 Block 2 Lot 6 in SW 3-10-23-W4

2. Uses



Discretionary Uses – Type APermitted Uses

· Accessory Buildings/Structures to an approved permitted use

· Dwelling:

· Single-detached Site Built

· Single-detached Manufactured Home 1

· Single-detached Ready-to-Move

· Home Occupation 1

· Outdoor Storage related to the principle institutional/Education Use

· Vehicle Parking 

· Playfields/Playgrounds

Discretionary Uses – Type BDiscretionary Uses

· Accessory Buildings/Structures to an approved discretionary use

· Institutional / Educational Buildings

· Office Administration

· Retail Store



3. Definitions

“Accessory Buildings/ Structure” means a building or structure that is incidental or subordinate to and customarily found in connection with a primary structure use, located on the same lot as the principle building or use but does not include a building or structure for human habitation

“Institutional/Educational Building” means a building for housing a school or school related activities

“Outdoor Storage” means the open storage of goods, merchandize, materials or equipment outside a building

“Vehicle Parking” means an outside area designated or reserved on a parcel or lot for the explicit purpose of parking and storing vehicles associated with an approved institutional type land use on the same or associated parcel of lands

“Office Administration Building” means a building or office space on-site for the coordination of all business activities on the premises and acts to serve the professional, managerial or administrative needs of Calvin Christian School

“Retail Store” means a not-for-profit retail store on site.  The store is to be a fundraiser for the Calvin Christian School. 



4. Minimum Lot Size

The minimum lot size shall be 3.17 hectares (7.84 acres)

5. Minimum Setback Requirements



· Side and Rear Yard Setbacks – 6.1 metres (20 feet)

· Setback to Range Road 23-2(west property line) – 22.915.24 metres (75 50 feet)

· Setback from the Centre line of to Township Road 10-0A (Westview Road) – 38.1 metres (125 feet)



· Outdoor parking areas and fencing may be permitted to project into the required side and rear yard setback, with fencing allowed on the side and rear property lines



· Fencing along the road sides shall conform to Part 3 of the Lethbridge County Land Use Bylaw



6. Maximum Site Coverage

The Maximum site coverage for all principal and accessory buildings combined is 40 percent.

7. Accessory Buildings and Structures



a) Accessory buildings or structures shall not be located within a required setback  as identified in section 5 or on an easement

b) An accessory building or structure shall only be constructed after or in conjunction with an approved principal use or building on the parcel.



8. General Standards of Development 

At the discretion of Council or the Development Officer acting as the Development Authority having regarding for Part 3 of the Lethbridge County Land Use Bylaw

9. Sign Regulations



All signage shall conform to Part 5 of the Lethbridge County Land Use Bylaw.







10. Other Standards



a) All finished lot grading shall be constructed and maintained to the satisfaction of Lethbridge County and shall be in accordance with the Engineering Guidelines and Minimum Servicing Standards.

b) Approaches and driveway access shall be in accordance with the Engineering Guidelines and Minimum Servicing Standards or as otherwise stipulated by Council.

c) Any additional Standards as required by Council or the Development Officer acting as the Development Authority.



11. Other Requirements



a) Site, Layout, and Grading Plan – that shows the property dimensions, building locations, student parking area, outdoor storage areas, employee parking areas, and utility easements and servicing areas, including the septic field location and any dugouts or storm ponds. 

b) Landscaping Plan – that shows landscaping and fencing (height and type) on the property.  

c) Refuse or garbage shall be kept in a suitably sized container or enclosure, effectively screened and the refuse containers shall be located in a rear yard only.

d) Servicing – the developer shall be responsible for ensuring all required servicing is provided to the development, including potable water and private septic.  If an on-site private septic treatment system is used to handle sewage disposal, then the system and field must be installed by a certified installer licensed with the provincial department of Municipal Affairs. 

i. Parking and storage or prohibited from being located over any of the septic system including the disposal field area.



12. Subdivision



a) No additional subdivision of lands contained within this bylaw shall be permitted.

b) Council, acting in the capacity of the Subdivision Authority, shall make decisions on subdivision applications. 



13. Delegation of Authority



a) The Development Officer, in accordance with Part 1 Section 35 of the Lethbridge County Land Use Bylaw, and pursuant to Section 641(3) of the Municipal Government Act, and under the direction of County Council, shall act as the Development Authority and receive and decide upon development permit applications for Discretionary Uses – Type Apermitted uses provided they conform to the standards of this Bylaw.

b) Council shall be the Development Authority to decide on development permit applications for Discretionary Uses – Type Bdiscretionary uses or applications for wavier of development standards. 



14. Approval Procedure



a) Where the Development Officer, as the Development Authority, has been delegated the authority to decide upon development permit applications for Discretionary Uses – Type Apermitted uses and has done so, then immediately upon issuance of the development permit the Development Officer shall cause a notice to be published in a newspaper circulating in the area stating the location of the property for which the application has been made and the use approved. 

b) Before consideration of a permit application for a discretionary use or a development requiring waivers on the subject property, Council shall:

i. Cause a notice to be issued by the designated officer to any person likely to be effective.

ii. Ensure that the notice contains the date and time that Council will hear the application for discretionary uses or application for waivers of development standards.

iii. Here any persons that claims to be affected by the decision on the application. 

c) Council may then approve the development application with or without conditions or refuse the application with reasons.

d) Where county has made the decision on a development permit application, the Development Officer acting on behalf of Council, shall cause a notice of the decision to be issued to the applicant and post a copy of the decision in the lobby of the County Office and on the County’s website.

e) When applicable, Council should seek comments from other agencies such as the planning advisor, regional health authority, Alberta Transportation and Economic Corridors, or any applicable provincial government department.



15. Appeal Procedure



a) Pursuant to Section 641(4)(a) of the Municipal Government Act, if a decision with respect to a development permit is made by Council, there is no right to appeal to the Subdivision and Development Appeal Board.

b) If the development Officer has been delegated the authority to decide upon development permit applications as the Development Authority, then an appeal to the Subdivision and Development Appeal Board is limited to whether the Development Officer followed the directions of Council.

c) Pursuant to Section 685(4)(a) of the Municipal Government Act, if a decision with respect to a Development Permit Application is made by Lethbridge County Council, there is no appeal to the Subdivision and Development Appeal Board.

d) Pursuant to Section 685(4)(b) of the Municipal Government Act, if the Development Officer has been delegated the Authority to decide upon development permit applications as the Development Authority, then the appeal to the appropriate Appeal Board is limited to whether the Development Officer followed the directions of Lethbridge County Council.













We are FortisAlberta. We deliver the electricity that empowers Albertans to succeed. We keep the
power on, not just because it’s our job, but because we care about the people we serve. We are
reliable, honest and dedicated to our work because our employees, customers and communities matter
to us.
 

 
 
From: Hilary Janzen <hjanzen@lethcounty.ca> 
Sent: Wednesday, January 29, 2025 11:37 AM
To: ATCO Pipelines - Referrals (HP.Circulations@atco.com) <HP.Circulations@atco.com>; ATCO Gas -
Referrals Lethbridge (southlandadmin@atcogas.com) <southlandadmin@atcogas.com>; Telus
Referrals (All) (circulations@telus.com) <circulations@telus.com>; Land Service
<landserv@fortisalberta.com>
Subject: [CAUTION] Lethbridge County External Referral- Bylaw 25-004

 
THINK BEFORE YOU CLICK:
Before taking any action, please pause and review this message for any Red Flags and signs of phishing.
If this is a suspicious email, before you delete it, use the 'Phish Alert Report' button in Outlook or
contact the Service Desk.

 
Please review the attached referral from Lethbridge County.  Comments are due

Regards,
 

Hilary Janzen, RPP, MCIP
Manager, Planning and Development
P: 403.380.1580  C: 403.331-5036  E: hjanzen@lethcounty.ca
www.lethcounty.ca
 

In the true spirit of reconciliation, we acknowledge all those who call this land home now and for thousands of years in the

past. May we respect each other and find understanding together and recognize the benefits that this land provides to all of

us.
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From: circulations .
To: Hilary Janzen
Subject: Re: Lethbridge County External Referral- Bylaw 25-004
Date: Thursday, January 30, 2025 9:51:09 AM
Attachments: image001.png

Good Day,

Thank you for including TELUS in your circulation.

At this time, TELUS has no concerns with the proposed activities.

Thanks

Jane Willox

Real Estate Specialist | TELUS Land Solutions Team

Customer Network Planning (CNP)

2930 Centre Avenue NE, Calgary, AB  T2A 4Y2

On Wed, Jan 29, 2025 at 11:37 AM Hilary Janzen <hjanzen@lethcounty.ca> wrote:

Please review the attached referral from Lethbridge County.  Comments are due

Regards,

 

Hilary Janzen, RPP, MCIP

Manager, Planning and Development
P: 403.380.1580  C: 403.331-5036  E: hjanzen@lethcounty.ca

www.lethcounty.ca

 
In the true spirit of reconciliation, we acknowledge all those who call this land home now and for thousands of years in

the past. May we respect each other and find understanding together and recognize the benefits that this land provides

to all of us.
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Oldman River Regional Services Commission                      
Ph: 329-1344  Email: admin@orrsc.com 

Memo 
To:   Hilary Janzen, Manager of Planning and Development 
From:  Steve Harty – ORRSC Senior Planner      Date: 2025-03-12 

Re:  Bylaw No. 25-004 – Redesignation from Direct Control (Bylaw 17-003) to Direct Control 
(DC)  Lot 7, Block 1, Plan 8811143 in the SW 3-10-23-W4 (Calvin Christian School)  

 
COMMENTS: 
The application has been reviewed, and the following comments may be considered by the County 
and Council in making a decision on the amended DC proposal:  

• It is recognized the land currently has a Direct Control (DC) district in place and the proposed 
amendment is to accommodate (and legitimize) the uses and standards that are to be applied 
within the DC bylaw itself. This process is required due to the activities occurring on the 
premises that are beyond the scope and parameters of the original DC Bylaw 17-003.  

• Calvin Christian School desires to add the retail store use to the DC district and adjust the 
setbacks. It is uncommon for a typical school to operate a retail component beyond selling the 
school’s swag (hoodies, sweatshirts, water bottles, etc.) that identify or promote the school. 
However, it is understood that the intention is for it to be run as a non-profit by volunteers with 
the profits to be donated to support the school. On that basis, continuing to apply a DC 
designation is important and it is essential that the DC bylaw contains in the definition: “’Retail 
Store’ means a not-for-profit retail store on site. The store is to be a fundraiser for the Calvin 
Christian School,” so that the use does not intensify beyond the expressed purpose. 

• The additional amendments included by County Administration to update the language of the 
previous Direct Control District are warranted and important to clarify the use and standards. 

• Range Road 23-2 can be a busy road with school traffic, busses, and private vehicles 
accessing several acreages in the adjacent east Westview subdivision. The proposed 50-foot 
setback to the west Range Road 23-2 is generally not the most desirable; however, this will 
ensure the use is located further from the adjacent east private residence, the speed limit is 
lower on the road, and the school buildings on the west side of the road have a similar setback. 
Ultimately, the County will need to be satisfied it is an acceptable setback to the public road. 

• As it is apparent the retail use has already been operating, the DC bylaw amendment should 
not impact the closest neighbors if they have not expressed any concerns to date. However, 
the advertising of the bylaw and upcoming public hearing will help confirm if that is the case. 

Overall, dependent on what public comments or concerns may come forward and be presented at a 
public hearing, Council at its prerogative, may approve the application to redesignate the parcel to DC. 
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AGENDA ITEM REPORT 

 
 
Title: Bylaw 25-006 - Re-designate Plan 0210278 Block 1 Lot 1 in the NW 27-11-20-

W4 from Rural Agriculture to Rural General Industrial - Public Hearing 
Meeting: Council Meeting - 03 Apr 2025 
Department: Development & Infrastructure 
Report Author: Hilary Janzen 
 
APPROVAL(S):  
  
Devon Thiele, Director, Development & Infrastructure Approved - 25 Mar 2025 
Cole Beck, Chief Administrative Officer Approved - 25 Mar 2025 
 
STRATEGIC ALIGNMENT: 

☐ ☒ ☒ ☐ 
Governance Relationships Region Prosperity 

 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 
An application has been made to re-designate Plan 0210278 Block 1 Lot 1 in the NW 27-11-20-W4 
from Rural Agriculture to Rural General Industrial.  The applicant wishes to re-designate the lands to 
allow for future subdivision and industrial development on the parcel. 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
That Bylaw 25-006 be read a second time. 
That Bylaw 25-006 be read a third time. 
 
REASON(S) FOR RECOMMENDATION(S): 
The proposed land use bylaw amendment conforms to the policies of the Municipal Development 
Plan and the Industrial-Commercial Land Use Strategy. 
 
PREVIOUS COUNCIL DIRECTION / POLICY: 

 The Municipal Development Plan policy 4.13 states that landowners/developers may apply to 
Lethbridge County to initiate a re-designation process for parcels of land in support of 
development proposals that may not conform to the existing land use  

 Bylaw 25-006 received first reading on March 6, 2025. 
 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION: 
An application has been made to re-designate Plan 0210278 Block 1 Lot 1 in the NW 27-11-20-W4 
from Rural Agriculture to Rural General Industrial.  The applicant wishes to re-designate the lands to 
allow for future subdivision and industrial development on the parcel. 
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The application has been circulated to all County Departments and external agencies for review. The 
following comments were received: 

 Alberta Transportation and Economic Corridors - No concerns 
 ATCO- no concerns 
 Telus - no concerns 
 Fortis - no concerns 
 ORRSC - no concerns 
 LNID - no concerns 

 
Lethbridge County Administration has reviewed the proposed bylaws and has the following 
comments: 

 The Industrial-Commercial Land Use Strategy (Policy 5.3.1) and Municipal Development Plan ( 
Policy 10.21) provides criteria for the approval of an isolated commercial/industrial use 
including:   

o Be located on fragmented or poor agricultural lands 
o An isolated commercial/industrial development shall be adjacent to  a road network that 

can accommodate the development's traffic volume; 
o Have access to services and utilities  
o Be compatible with adjacent land uses or mitigate any negative impacts to adjacent 

landowners 
o Address drainage and storm-water runoff 

 The lands are fragmented by the the irrigation canal and the eastern part of the lands are 
actively being mined for sand/gravel. 

 The proposed development is adjacent to Highway 25 and would have excellent access to the 
highway network.   

 Regarding services the development would have onsite septic, potable water would be hauled 
to the site , utilities (gas, power, phone) are existing on the site. 

 The use may have off-site impacts to the adjacent properties, which are predominantly existing 
farmyards and agricultural lands. The off-site impacts could be increased traffic and potential 
noise related to the businesses. Given the location of the acreages and residences, the 
impacts should be minimal. 

The notice of the public hearing was advertised in the March 11 and 18 editions of the Sunny South 
News and on the County's website and social media accounts. Notices were also mailed out to the 
affected landowners. 
 
 
ALTERNATIVES / PROS / CONS: 
County Council may refuse second reading of Bylaw 25-006. 
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT: 
If the bylaw was approved, any future development would be taxed at the County's 
commercial/industrial tax rate.  
 
LEVEL OF PUBLIC PARTICIPATION: 

☐ Inform ☐ Consult ☒ Involve ☐ Collaborate ☐ Empower 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
Bylaw 25-006 - Application 
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2025_06_RA_to_RGI Rezoning Map (Updated Version) 
Bylaw 25-006 - Independent Crop Inputs Inc - Amendment to LUB 
ORRSC Comments - Feb 26 2025 
ATEC Comments - updated 
ORRSC Comments - Feb 26 2025 
ATCO Gas Comments 
ATCO Pipelines Comments 
FORTIS comments 
LNID Comments 
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LETHBRIDGE COUNTY 

IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA 
 

BYLAW NO. 25-006 
 
Bylaw 25-006 of Lethbridge County being a bylaw for the purpose of amending Land Use 
Bylaw 24-007, in accordance with Sections 230, 606 and 692 of the Municipal 
Government Act, R.S.A. 2000, Chapter M-26. 
 
WHEREAS the purpose of Bylaw 25-006 is to re-designate a portion of Plan 0210278 
Block 1 Lot 1 in the NW 27-11-20-W4 from Rural Agriculture to Rural General Industrial as 
shown 
below;

 
 
AND WHEREAS the re-designation of the lands will allow for uses as allowed in the Rural 
General Industrial District. 
 
AND WHEREAS the municipality must prepare an amending bylaw and provide for its 
notification and consideration at a public hearing; 
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NOW THEREFORE, under the authority of the Municipal Government Act, R.S.A. 2000, C-
26, as amended, the Council of Lethbridge County in the Province of Alberta duly 
assembled does hereby enact the following, with the bylaw only coming into effect upon 
three successful reading thereof;  
 
GIVEN first reading this 6th day of March 2025. 
 
 
         ______________________________ 
         Reeve 
 
 
         _______________________________ 
         Chief Administrative Officer 
 
 
 
GIVEN second reading this _______ day of ____________________, 20___. 
 
 
 ______________________________ 
 Reeve 
 
 
 _______________________________ 
 Chief Administrative Officer 
 
 
 
GIVEN third reading this _______ day of ____________________, 20_____. 
 
 
 
          ______________________________ 
          Reeve 
                  

    
        _______________________________ 

             Chief Administrative Officer 
  
  
  

1st Reading November 21, 2024 
Public 
Hearing  

 

2nd Reading  
3rd Reading  
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Oldman River Regional Services Commission                      
Ph: 329-1344  Email: admin@orrsc.com 

Memo 
To:   Hilary Janzen, Manager of Planning and Development 
From:  Steve Harty – ORRSC Senior Planner      Date: 2025-02-14 

Re:  Bylaw No. 25-006 – Redesignation from Rural Agriculture (RA) to Rural General 
Industrial (RGI)  
Portion of NW 27-11-20-W4   

 

COMMENTS: 
The application indicates the proposed redesignation would be to accommodate two future subdivided 
lots, one of between 10 and 13 acres and one of approximately 20 to 25 acres in size.  In respect of 
considering the suitability of the application, the following matters have been reviewed and may be 
considered in making a decision on the rezoning proposal:  

• There are several confined feeding operations in the area, the closest one just over 400 m to 
the northwest; however, this type of rural industrial operation should not impact the livestock 
operator, nor will it be impacted by it. The minimum distance separation also would not be 
applicable for such a type of use. The eastern portion of the land is being used as  sand and 
gravel operation. Thus, the intended use would appear compatible with adjacent land uses 
and no conflict should occur. 

• There are no provincially identified potential historical resources for this parcel of land or 
adjacent lands.  

• According to the provincial wetland inventory data there area no provincially identified 
wetlands present. From the available contour mapping, it does not appear that the land subject 
to the redesignation proposal is a low spot as the land is fairly level. 

• For the proposed rural agri-business intended for the most westerly lot, this type of rural 
industrial use should not require very much potable water and would be a low volume sewage 
effluent producer. The type of private services proposed for future development should be 
adequate to accommodate the use. 

• The application does not indicate what the volume of trucks and traffic will be for the operation. 
A TIA may be warranted to establish what impact there may be to the west municipal road 
(Range Road 20-3) and also the intersection at Highway 25, if any at all. The local road would 
currently experience some heavy truck traffic due to the confined feeding operation to the 
north. Even if ATEC does not request one for Highway 25, the County may determine if it is 
warranted or not for Range Road 20-3. 
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  February 14, 2025 

  Page 2 

• It is understood that ATEC will require a 30 m service road dedication along the Highway 25 
frontage. The ultimate final size of these parcels at the future subdivision stage will be more 
than adequate in size to accommodate the area required for service road dedication. At the 
subdivision or development stage, a Development Agreement should be required to address 
the construction of the service road. 

• Due to the type of product and storage onsite pertaining to fertilizer, including liquid fertilizer, 
having a prepared emergency/fire response plan acceptable to the municipality may appear 
to be warranted by the County. 

• From a land use perspective, the parent parcel is at a rural agricultural size (exceeds 70-
acres), but it is grassland and there is a sand and gravel business that operates on a portion 
of it. So, although the size is larger than what is often considered to convert to non-agricultural 
uses, in this case the land itself is not the highest quality for agricultural purposes.  The land 
is also adjacent to a paved provincial highway which makes it more advantageous for industry, 
and there will only be a short portion of municipal road (approx. 50 m) that may be impacted. 
It is noted that the County’s MDP and Industrial-Commercial Land Use Strategy direct such 
isolated uses to lands adjacent to highway corridors. 

• The business is a service that caters to the local agricultural community, and it is typical for 
such a use to establish in a rural area. Provided any potential road or traffic impacts are 
properly addressed, it is not foreseen there should be any major concerns with this rural 
industrial proposal proceeding at his location. The proposed use and location would appear 
to support and align with the County’s industrial growth objectives. 

Overall, the proposal may be considered suitable for the location and is deemed to be a compatible 
use for the surrounding agricultural area. Council at it’s prerogative, may approve the application to 
redesignate the parcel to RGI. 
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Classification: Protected A 

  

  

Transportation and Economic Corridors Notice of Referral Decision 

Land Use Bylaw Amendment in Proximity of a Provincial Highway 
  

Municipality File Number: Bylaw 25-006 Highway(s): 25 

Legal Land Location: QS-NW SEC-27 TWP-011  
RGE-20 MER-4 

Municipality: Lethbridge County 

Decision By: Leah Olsen Issuing Office: Southern Region / Lethbridge 

Issued Date: February 12, 2025 AT Reference #: RPATH0048717 

Description of Development: An application has been submitted to re-designate a portion of Plan 0210278 Block 1 Lot 1 in the 

NW 27-11-20-W4 from Rural Agriculture to Rural General Industrial. The intent of the rezoning is to 

allow the future subdivision and development of the area for industrial purposes. 
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Classification: Protected A 

This will acknowledge receipt of your circulation regarding the above noted proposal. Transportation and 

Economic Corridors primary concern is protecting the safe and effective operation of provincial highway 

infrastructure, and planning for the future needs of the highway network in proximity to the proposed land use 

amendment(s). 

Transportation and Economic Corridors offers the following comments and observations with respect to the 

proposed land use amendment (s): 

1. Pursuant to Section 618.3(1) of the Municipal Government Act (MGA), the department expects that the 
municipality will comply with any applicable items related to provincial highways in an ALSA plan if applicable 

2. Pursuant to 618.4(1) of the Municipal Government Act, the department expects that the Municipality will 
mitigate the impacts of traffic generated by developments approved on the local road connections to the highway 
system, in accordance with Policy 7 of the Provincial Land Use Policies. 
  

This will acknowledge receipt of your circulation regarding the above noted proposal. The subsequent subdivision 

application would be subject to the requirements of Sections 18 and 19 of the Matters Related to Subdivision 

and Development Regulation (The Regulation), due to the proximity of Highway(s) 25  

  

Transportation and Economic Corridors offers the following comments with respect to this application:  

  

The requirements of Section 18 of the Regulation are not met. Based on review of the proposal, the department 

is satisfied that the Highway has sufficient capacity to accommodate the proposal. Pursuant to Section 20(1) of 

the Regulation, Transportation and Economic Corridors grants approval for the subdivision authority to vary the 

requirements of Section 18 of the Regulation.  

The requirements of Section 19 of the Regulation are not met. To ensure future access management 

requirements are met a service road is required. Pursuant to Section 20(1) of the Regulation, Transportation and 

Economic Corridors does not grant approval for the subdivision authority to vary the requirements of Section 19 

of the Regulation, Transportation and Economic Corridors will accept service road dedication as described 

below: a 30m wide service road by caveat will be required at the time of subdivision and removal of the direct 

highway access will be required to be removed.  A Roadside Development Application must be submitted and 

accepted prior to subdivision approval. 

FOR INFORMATION PURPOSES ONLY 
Lethbridge County should consider collecting an off-site levy for highway intersection improvements when  
required.  
  

Please contact Transportation and Economic Corridors through the RPATH Portal if you have any questions, or 

require additional information 
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Classification: Protected A 

 

Issued by Leah Olsen, Development and Planning Tech, on February  

12, 2025 on behalf of the Minister of Transportation and Economic  

Corridors pursuant to Ministerial Order 52/20 – Department of  

Transportation and Economic Corridors Delegation of Authority 
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Oldman River Regional Services Commission                      
Ph: 329-1344  Email: admin@orrsc.com 

Memo 
To:   Hilary Janzen, Manager of Planning and Development 
From:  Steve Harty – ORRSC Senior Planner      Date: 2025-02-14 

Re:  Bylaw No. 25-006 – Redesignation from Rural Agriculture (RA) to Rural General 
Industrial (RGI)  
Portion of NW 27-11-20-W4   

 

COMMENTS: 
The application indicates the proposed redesignation would be to accommodate two future subdivided 
lots, one of between 10 and 13 acres and one of approximately 20 to 25 acres in size.  In respect of 
considering the suitability of the application, the following matters have been reviewed and may be 
considered in making a decision on the rezoning proposal:  

• There are several confined feeding operations in the area, the closest one just over 400 m to 
the northwest; however, this type of rural industrial operation should not impact the livestock 
operator, nor will it be impacted by it. The minimum distance separation also would not be 
applicable for such a type of use. The eastern portion of the land is being used as  sand and 
gravel operation. Thus, the intended use would appear compatible with adjacent land uses 
and no conflict should occur. 

• There are no provincially identified potential historical resources for this parcel of land or 
adjacent lands.  

• According to the provincial wetland inventory data there area no provincially identified 
wetlands present. From the available contour mapping, it does not appear that the land subject 
to the redesignation proposal is a low spot as the land is fairly level. 

• For the proposed rural agri-business intended for the most westerly lot, this type of rural 
industrial use should not require very much potable water and would be a low volume sewage 
effluent producer. The type of private services proposed for future development should be 
adequate to accommodate the use. 

• The application does not indicate what the volume of trucks and traffic will be for the operation. 
A TIA may be warranted to establish what impact there may be to the west municipal road 
(Range Road 20-3) and also the intersection at Highway 25, if any at all. The local road would 
currently experience some heavy truck traffic due to the confined feeding operation to the 
north. Even if ATEC does not request one for Highway 25, the County may determine if it is 
warranted or not for Range Road 20-3. 
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  February 14, 2025 

  Page 2 

• It is understood that ATEC will require a 30 m service road dedication along the Highway 25 
frontage. The ultimate final size of these parcels at the future subdivision stage will be more 
than adequate in size to accommodate the area required for service road dedication. At the 
subdivision or development stage, a Development Agreement should be required to address 
the construction of the service road. 

• Due to the type of product and storage onsite pertaining to fertilizer, including liquid fertilizer, 
having a prepared emergency/fire response plan acceptable to the municipality may appear 
to be warranted by the County. 

• From a land use perspective, the parent parcel is at a rural agricultural size (exceeds 70-
acres), but it is grassland and there is a sand and gravel business that operates on a portion 
of it. So, although the size is larger than what is often considered to convert to non-agricultural 
uses, in this case the land itself is not the highest quality for agricultural purposes.  The land 
is also adjacent to a paved provincial highway which makes it more advantageous for industry, 
and there will only be a short portion of municipal road (approx. 50 m) that may be impacted. 
It is noted that the County’s MDP and Industrial-Commercial Land Use Strategy direct such 
isolated uses to lands adjacent to highway corridors. 

• The business is a service that caters to the local agricultural community, and it is typical for 
such a use to establish in a rural area. Provided any potential road or traffic impacts are 
properly addressed, it is not foreseen there should be any major concerns with this rural 
industrial proposal proceeding at his location. The proposed use and location would appear 
to support and align with the County’s industrial growth objectives. 

Overall, the proposal may be considered suitable for the location and is deemed to be a compatible 
use for the surrounding agricultural area. Council at it’s prerogative, may approve the application to 
redesignate the parcel to RGI. 
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From: Lahnert, Jessica
To: Hilary Janzen
Subject: RE: Lethbridge County Referral - Bylaw 25-006 Rezoning Application
Date: Thursday, February 13, 2025 10:12:04 AM
Attachments: image001.png

Hi Hilary,
 
ATCO Gas has no objection to the proposed.
 
Thanks,
 
Jessica Lahnert (she/her)
Administrative Coordinator, Land
Natural Gas
 
P. 403-245-7443   
 

 
From: Hilary Janzen <hjanzen@lethcounty.ca> 
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2025 11:59 AM
To: Circulations, HP <HP.Circulations@atco.com>; South Land Administration
<SouthLandAdministration@atco.cul.ca>; LNID (lnid@telus.net) <lnid@telus.net>; FortisAlberta Inc.
- Referrals (landserv@fortisalberta.com) <landserv@fortisalberta.com>
Subject: Lethbridge County Referral - Bylaw 25-006 Rezoning Application

 

  CAUTION:  This email originated outside of ATCO. Do not click links or open attachments
unless you trust the sender and know the content is safe. Immediately report suspicious emails
using the Phish Alert Report button.

Please review the attached referral from Lethbridge County and provide comments by March
3, 2025.

Regards,
 

Hilary Janzen, RPP, MCIP
Manager, Planning and Development
P: 403.380.1580  C: 403.331-5036  E: hjanzen@lethcounty.ca
www.lethcounty.ca
 

In the true spirit of reconciliation, we acknowledge all those who call this land home now and for thousands of years in the

past. May we respect each other and find understanding together and recognize the benefits that this land provides to all of

us.
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From: Circulations, HP
To: Hilary Janzen
Subject: RESPONSE 25-0569 RE: Lethbridge County Referral - Bylaw 25-006 Rezoning Application
Date: Thursday, February 13, 2025 9:27:10 AM
Attachments: image001.png

ATCO Transmission high pressure pipelines has no objections.

Questions or concerns related to ATCO high pressure pipelines can be forwarded to
hp.circulations@atco.com.

  Thank you,

 
Vicki Porter
Sr. Admin Coordinator, Engineering Ops
Gas Transmission
ATCO Pipelines and Liquids GBU
 
Email: vicki.porter@atco.com
 
 
 
From: Hilary Janzen <hjanzen@lethcounty.ca> 
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2025 11:59 AM
To: Circulations, HP <HP.Circulations@atco.com>; South Land Administration
<SouthLandAdministration@atco.cul.ca>; LNID (lnid@telus.net) <lnid@telus.net>; FortisAlberta Inc.
- Referrals (landserv@fortisalberta.com) <landserv@fortisalberta.com>
Subject: Lethbridge County Referral - Bylaw 25-006 Rezoning Application

 

  CAUTION:  This email originated outside of ATCO. Do not click links or open attachments
unless you trust the sender and know the content is safe. Immediately report suspicious emails
using the Phish Alert Report button.

Please review the attached referral from Lethbridge County and provide comments by March
3, 2025.

Regards,
 

Hilary Janzen, RPP, MCIP
Manager, Planning and Development
P: 403.380.1580  C: 403.331-5036  E: hjanzen@lethcounty.ca
www.lethcounty.ca
 

In the true spirit of reconciliation, we acknowledge all those who call this land home now and for thousands of years in the
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past. May we respect each other and find understanding together and recognize the benefits that this land provides to all of

us.
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From: Tracy Davidson on behalf of Land Service
To: Hilary Janzen
Subject: FW: [CAUTION] Lethbridge County Referral - Bylaw 25-006 Rezoning Application
Date: Tuesday, February 18, 2025 1:18:49 PM
Attachments: image001.png

image002.png
image003.png
External Circulation - Bylaw 25-006.docx
Bylaw 25-006 - Application.pdf
2025_06_RA_to_RGI Rezoning Map.pdf

Good afternoon,
FortisAlberta Inc. has no concerns regarding this land use bylaw amendment.
 

 
Thank you,
 
Tracy Davidson  | Land Coordinator
_______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

FortisAlberta Inc. | 100 Chippewa Road, Sherwood Park, AB, T8A 4H4 | Direct 780-464-8815
 

Page 134 of 296

mailto:tracy.davidson@fortisalberta.com
mailto:landserv@fortisalberta.com
mailto:hjanzen@lethcounty.ca


External Circulation

Lethbridge County Land Use Bylaw Amendment

Bylaws 25-006



Date: February 7, 2025



To: 	Alberta Transportation and Economic Corridors

	ATCO Gas

	ATCO Pipelines

LNID

Fortis



Description: 

		

An application has been submitted to re-designate a portion of Plan 0210278 Block 1 Lot 1 in the NW 27-11-20-W4 from Rural Agriculture to Rural General Industrial.  The intent of the rezoning is to allow the future subdivision and development of the area for industrial purposes.



If you have any comments or concerns regarding this application, please respond by March 3, 2025.



Regards, 



__________________________

Hilary Janzen, RPP, MCIP

Manager, Planning and Development



Enclosures





















































We are FortisAlberta. We deliver the electricity that empowers Albertans to succeed. We keep the power on,
not just because it’s our job, but because we care about the people we serve. We are reliable, honest and
dedicated to our work because our employees, customers and communities matter to us.
 

 
 
From: Hilary Janzen <hjanzen@lethcounty.ca> 
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2025 11:59 AM
To: ATCO Pipelines - Referrals (HP.Circulations@atco.com) <HP.Circulations@atco.com>; ATCO Gas - Referrals
Lethbridge (southlandadmin@atcogas.com) <southlandadmin@atcogas.com>; LNID (lnid@telus.net)
<lnid@telus.net>; Land Service <landserv@fortisalberta.com>
Subject: [CAUTION] Lethbridge County Referral - Bylaw 25-006 Rezoning Application

 
THINK BEFORE YOU CLICK:
Before taking any action, please pause and review this message for any Red Flags and signs of phishing.
If this is a suspicious email, before you delete it, use the 'Phish Alert Report' button in Outlook or contact the
Service Desk.

 
Please review the attached referral from Lethbridge County and provide comments by March 3, 2025.

Regards,
 

Hilary Janzen, RPP, MCIP
Manager, Planning and Development
P: 403.380.1580  C: 403.331-5036  E: hjanzen@lethcounty.ca
www.lethcounty.ca
 

In the true spirit of reconciliation, we acknowledge all those who call this land home now and for thousands of years in the past.

May we respect each other and find understanding together and recognize the benefits that this land provides to all of us.
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From: lnid@telus.net
To: Hilary Janzen
Cc: vaughn@icitaber.com; Janet Beck; Gary Burke
Subject: RE: Lethbridge County Referral - Bylaw 25-006 Rezoning Application
Date: Monday, March 03, 2025 1:25:12 PM
Attachments: image003.png

Good Morning:
 
On behalf of Janet Beck, Administration and Land Manager, please be advised that the
Lethbridge Northern Irrigation District (LNID) has no objection to Application No. 25-006.
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment.
 
LETHBRIDGE NORTHERN IRRIGATION DISTRICT
2821 18th Avenue North | Lethbridge, AB | T1H 6T5
T  403.327.3302  | F 403.320.2457  | C 403.330.7581
Email: lnid@telus.net  
 
 
From: Hilary Janzen <hjanzen@lethcounty.ca> 
Sent: February 10, 2025 11:59 AM
To: ATCO Pipelines - Referrals (HP.Circulations@atco.com) <HP.Circulations@atco.com>; ATCO Gas -
Referrals Lethbridge (southlandadmin@atcogas.com) <southlandadmin@atcogas.com>; LNID
(lnid@telus.net) <lnid@telus.net>; FortisAlberta Inc. - Referrals (landserv@fortisalberta.com)
<landserv@fortisalberta.com>
Subject: Lethbridge County Referral - Bylaw 25-006 Rezoning Application

 
Please review the attached referral from Lethbridge County and provide comments by March
3, 2025.

Regards,
 

Hilary Janzen, RPP, MCIP
Manager, Planning and Development
P: 403.380.1580  C: 403.331-5036  E: hjanzen@lethcounty.ca
www.lethcounty.ca
 

In the true spirit of reconciliation, we acknowledge all those who call this land home now and for thousands of years in the

past. May we respect each other and find understanding together and recognize the benefits that this land provides to all of

us.
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AGENDA ITEM REPORT 

 
 
Title: Bylaw 25-007 - Re-designate a portion of Plan 1910749 Block 1 Lot 9 in the NE 

25-1-20-W4 from Urban Fringe to Hamlet Industrial and Extend the Hamlet of 
Shaughnessy Boundary - First Reading 

Meeting: Council Meeting - 03 Apr 2025 
Department: Development & Infrastructure 
Report Author: Hilary Janzen 
 
APPROVAL(S):  
  
Devon Thiele, Director, Development & Infrastructure Approved - 18 Mar 2025 
Cole Beck, Chief Administrative Officer Approved - 19 Mar 2025 
 
STRATEGIC ALIGNMENT: 

☐ ☒ ☒ ☐ 
Governance Relationships Region Prosperity 

 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 
An application has been made to re-designate a portion of Plan 1910749 Block 1 Lot 9 in the NE 25-
1-20-W4 from Urban Fringe to Hamlet Industrial and Extend the Hamlet of Shaughnessy Boundary.  
The applicant wishes to re-designate the lands to allow for future subdivision and industrial 
development on the parcel. 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
That Bylaw 25-007 be read a first time. 
 
REASON(S) FOR RECOMMENDATION(S): 
First reading of Bylaw 25-007 will allow County Administration to set the date for the Public Hearing 
and send out the notices for the proposed bylaw.  
 
PREVIOUS COUNCIL DIRECTION / POLICY: 

 The Municipal Development Plan policy 4.13 states that landowners/developers may apply to 
Lethbridge County to initiate a re-designation process for parcels of land in support of 
development proposals that may not conform to the existing land use  

 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION: 
  
An application has been made to re-designate a portion of Plan 1910749 Block 1 Lot 9 in the NE 25-
1-20-W4 from Urban Fringe to Hamlet Industrial and Extend the Hamlet of Shaughnessy Boundary.  
The applicant wishes to re-designate the lands to allow for future subdivision and industrial 
development on the parcel. 
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The application has been circulated to all County Departments and external agencies for review and 
their comments as well as any planning/strategic planning considerations will be presented at the 
public hearing.  It is anticipated that the public hearing will be held in May 2025. 
 
ALTERNATIVES / PROS / CONS: 
County Council may refuse first reading of the Bylaw.  Refusing the bylaw would be contrary to legal 
advice which as been that first reading of the bylaw shall be given as the applicant and the public 
have the right to attend and speak at a public hearing which is set upon first reading of the bylaw.  
The public hearing process allows County Council the opportunity to hear all positions (in favour and 
opposed) on the bylaw and make an informed decision.  If first reading of the bylaw is not given the 
applicant could appeal that decision to the Alberta Court of Appeal.  
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT: 
If the bylaw was approved, any future development would be taxed at the County's 
commercial/industrial tax rate.  
 
LEVEL OF PUBLIC PARTICIPATION: 

☐ Inform ☐ Consult ☒ Involve ☐ Collaborate ☐ Empower 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
Bylaw 25-007 - Application 
LUB Amendment READING BYLAW 25-007 
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LETHBRIDGE
Lethbridge County

#100, 905 - 4th Ave S
Lethbridge, AB T1J 4E4

403-328-5525

FORM C: APPLICATION FOR A LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT
Pursuant to Land Use Bylaw No. 24-007

Date of Application:

ZS
Assigned Bylaw N0. 075' 00,7L

_ Application & Processing Fee:
Crhnutm IL L015

l
0 Text Amendment Certi?cate of Title Submitted:

A refusal is not appealable and a subsequent application for amendment involving the same lot and/orthe same or similar
use may not be made for at least 18 months after the date of refusal. [Refer to Part 1, Sections 54 to 56 of bylaw.]

IMPOR TANTNOTE Although the Development Officer is in a position to advise on the principle or details of any proposals,
such advice must not be taken in any way as of?cial consent.

APPLICANT INFORMATION

Name of Applicant: €674 r?
' ‘

' - {2
Mailing Address: phone: WZQ/Zi25/2?)[9 253

Phone (alternate):

Email: 577%?”
Postal Code: 7/ 7% 5%%

Is the applicant the owner of the property? E/Yes No

IF "NO" please complete box below

Name of Owner: Phone:

Mailing Address:
Applicant's interest in the property:

El Agent
II] Contractor
El Tenant

Postal Code: El Other

PROPERTY INFORMATION

Municipal Address:

Legal Description: Lot(s) 9 Block Plan /'751/Q7f?7/

OR Quarter ma Section 21, Township /£) Range 22,

Redesignation Ll Yes N

Lethbridge County Land Use Bylaw No. 24-007 Page 1 of 3
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Lethbridge County
#100, 905 - 4th Ave S

Lethbridge, ABT1J 4E4
403—
328-5525

FORM C: APPLICATION FOR A LAND USE BYLAWAMENDMENT
Pursuant to Land Use Bylaw No. 24-007

LETHBRIDGE

COU NTY

AMENDMENT INFORMATION

What is the proposed amendment?

IF TEXTAMENDMENT:

For text amendments, attach a description including:

The section to be amended;
The change(s) to the text; and

Reasons for the change(s).

IF LANDUSE REDESIGNATION:

Current Land Use Designation (zoning):

Proposed Land Use Designation (zoning) (if applicable):

SITE DESCRIPTION:

Describethe lot/parcel dimensions and lot area / parcel acreage
Indicate the information on a scaled PLOT or SITE PLAN: (0—4acres at 1” = 20’; 5—9acres at 1”: 100’; 10 acres or more at
1"=200’)

Site or Plot Plan Attached Cl Conceptual Design Scheme or Area Structure Plan Attached

OTHER INFORMATION:

Section 55 of the Land Use Bylaw regulates the information required to accompany an application for redesignation. Please
attach a descriptive narrative detailing:

The existing and proposed future land use(s) (i.e. details of the proposed development);

If and how the proposed redesignation is consistent with applicable statutory plans;

The compatibility of the proposal with surrounding uses and zoning;

The development suitability or potential of the site, including identi?cation of any constraints and/or hazard areas
(e.g. easements, soil conditions, topography, drainage, etc.);

Availabilityof facilities and services (sewage disposal, domestic water, gas, electricity, ?re protection, schools, etc.) to
serve the subject property while maintaining adequate levels of service to existing development; and

Access and egress from the parcel and any potential impacts on public roads.

In addition to the descriptive narrative, an Area Structure Plan or Conceptual Design Scheme may be required in conjunction
with this application where:

redesignating land to another district;

multiple parcels of land are involved;
four or more lots could be created;

several pieces of fragmented land are adjacent to the proposal;

new internal public roads would be required;

municipal services would need to be extended; or

required by Council, or the Subdivision or Development Authority if applicable.

El Text Amendment Land Use Redesignation

mle‘f— lnAll<+?d

See plan Amwd

Lethbridge County Land Use Bylaw No. 24-007 Page 2 of 3
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LETHBRIDGE
Lethbridge County

#100, 905 - 4th Ave S
Lethbridge, ABT1J 4E4

403—
328-5525

FORM C: APPLICATION FOR A LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT
Pursuant to Land Use Bylaw No. 24-007

The applicant may also be required to provide other professional reports, such as a:. geotechnical report; and/or
- soils analysis; and/or
- evaluation of surface drainage or a detailed storm water management plan;. and any other information described in Part 1, section 55(2) or as deemed necessary to make an informed evaluation

of the suitability of the site in relation to the proposed use;

if deemed necessary.

SITE PLAN

Plans and drawings, in suf?cient detail to enable adequate consideration of the application, must be submitted in duplicate
with this application, together with a plan suf?cient to identify the land. It is desirable that the plans and drawings should be
on a scale appropriate to the development. However, unless otherwise stipulated, it is not necessary for plans and drawings
to be professionally prepared. Councilmay request additional information.

DECLARATION OF APPLICANT/AGENT

The information given on this form is full and complete and is, to the best of my knowledge, a true statement of the facts in
relation to the application. I also consent to an authorized person designated by the municipalityto enter upon the subject
land and buildings for the purpose of an inspection during the processing of this application. I/We have read and understand
the terms noted below and hereby certify that the registered owner of the land is aware of, and In agreement with
this application.

JOl-l/l/[/d/VDA—V/wag?é sz?; (2“; 42/4,
APPLICANT REGISTERED OWNER (if not the same as applicant)

DATE

IMPORTANT: This information may also be shared with appropriate governmenzyother agencies and may also be kept on ?le by the
agencies. This information may also be used by and for any or al/ municipalprograms and services. Information provided in this application
may be considered at a public meeting. The application and related ?le content willbecome available to the public and are subject to the
prov/sions of the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act (FOIP). If you have any questions about the collection of this
information, please contact Lethbridge County.

TERMS

1. Subject to the provisions of the Land Use Bylaw No. 24-007 of Lethbridge County, the term "development" includes any
change in the use, or intensity of use, of buildings or land.

2. Pursuant to the Municipal Development Plan, an area structure plan or conceptual design scheme may be required by
Councilbefore a decision is made.

3. A refusal is not appealable and a subsequent application for redesignation (reclassi?cation) involving the same or similar
lot and/orfor the same or similar use may not be made for at least 18 months after the date of a refusal.

4. An approved redesignation (reclassi?cation) shall be ?nalized by amending the land use bylaw map in accordance with
section 692 of the MunicipalGovernment Act, Revised Statutes of Alberta 2000, Chapter M-26.

Note: Information provided or generated in this application may be considered at a public meeting.

Lethbridge County Land Use Bylaw No. 24-007 Page 3 of 3
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LETHBRIDGE COUNTY 
IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA 

 
BY-LAW NO. 25-007 

 
Bylaw 25-007 of Lethbridge County being a By-law for the purpose of amending 
Land Use By-law 24-007, in accordance with Sections 230, 606 and 692 of the 
Municipal Government Act, R.S.A. 2000, Chapter M-26. 
 
WHEREAS the purpose of Bylaw 25-007 is to re-designate a portion of Plan 
1910749 Block 1 Lot 9 in the NE 25-10-22-W4 from Urban Fringe to Hamlet 
Industrial and extend the boundary of the Hamlet of Shaughnessy (as shown on 
the attached sketch); 

 
 
AND WHEREAS the municipality must prepare an amending bylaw and provide for 
its notification and consideration at a public hearing; 
 
NOW THEREFORE, under the authority of the Municipal Government Act, R.S.A. 
2000, C-26, as amended, the Council of Lethbridge County in the Province of 
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Alberta duly assembled does hereby enact the following, with the bylaw only 
coming into effect upon three successful reading thereof;  
 
GIVEN first reading this 3rd day of April, 2025. 
 
         ______________________________ 
         Reeve 
 
         _______________________________ 
         Chief Administrative Officer 
 
 
GIVEN second reading this _______ day of ____________________, 20___. 
 
 ______________________________ 
 Reeve 
 
 _______________________________ 
 Chief Administrative Officer 
 
 
GIVEN third reading this _______ day of ____________________, 20_____. 
 
          ______________________________ 
          Reeve 
 
          _______________________________ 
          Chief Administrative Officer 
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AGENDA ITEM REPORT 

 
 
Title: Bylaw 25-008 - Repeal Bylaw 1481 being the Meadowscape Area Structure 

Plan - First Reading 
Meeting: Council Meeting - 03 Apr 2025 
Department: Development & Infrastructure 
Report Author: Hilary Janzen 
 
APPROVAL(S):  
  
Devon Thiele, Director, Development & Infrastructure Approved - 18 Mar 2025 
Cole Beck, Chief Administrative Officer Approved - 19 Mar 2025 
 
STRATEGIC ALIGNMENT: 

☒ ☒ ☐ ☐ 
Governance Relationships Region Prosperity 

 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 
An application has been made to repeal Bylaw 1481 being the Meadowscape Area Structure Plan as 
the current landowners no longer wish to proceed with the proposed Country Residential 
development. The landowner of Plan 2210953 Block 2 Lot 1 wishes to retain the Grouped Country 
Residential zoning and allow for the subdivision on the parcel into 3 lots versus the 6 originally 
proposed parcels.  The applicant has submitted a Conceptual Design Scheme to support the 
proposed the revised subdivision plan.  
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
That Bylaw 25-008 be read a first time. 
 
REASON(S) FOR RECOMMENDATION(S): 
First reading of Bylaw 25-008 will allow County Administration to set the date for the Public Hearing 
and send out the notices for the proposed bylaw.  As per Section 191(2) of the Municipal Government 
Act, a repeal must be made in the same way as the original bylaw and is subject to the same 
consents or conditions or advertising requirements that apply to the passing of the original bylaw. 
 
PREVIOUS COUNCIL DIRECTION / POLICY: 
County Council approved Bylaw 1481 (Meadowscape Area Structure Plan) on September 21, 2017 
 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION: 
An application has been made to repeal Bylaw 1481, being the Meadowscape Structure Plan as the 
current landowners no longer wish to proceed with the proposed Country Residential development.  
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The landowner of Plan 2210953 Block 2 Lot 1 wishes to retain the Grouped Country Residential 
zoning and allow for the subdivision on the parcel into 3 lots versus the 6 originally proposed parcels.  
The applicant has submitted a Conceptual Design Scheme to support the proposed the revised 
subdivision plan.  
  
The application has been circulated to all County Departments, the City of Lethbridge, and external 
agencies for review and their comments as well as any planning/strategic planning considerations will 
be presented at the public hearing.  It is anticipated that the public hearing will be held in April 2025. 
 
ALTERNATIVES / PROS / CONS: 
County Council may refuse first reading of the Bylaw.  Refusing the bylaw would be contrary to legal 
advice which as been that first reading of the bylaw shall be given as the applicant and the public 
have the right to attend and speak at a public hearing which is set upon first reading of the bylaw.  
The public hearing process allows County Council the opportunity to hear all positions (in favour and 
opposed) on the bylaw and make an informed decision.  If first reading of the bylaw is not given the 
applicant could appeal that decision to the Alberta Court of Appeal. 
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT: 
There is no financial impact.  
 
LEVEL OF PUBLIC PARTICIPATION: 

☐ Inform ☒ Consult ☐ Involve ☐ Collaborate ☐ Empower 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
Letter Request to Rescind Bylaw 1481 -Meadowscape ASP 
Plan 2210953 Block 2 Lot 1 - Subdivision Concept Plan 
Bylaw 1481 - Meadscape ASP 
LUB Amendment READING BYLAW 25-008 
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Caliber Landscaping Ltd.
Box 380
CoalhurstAB
TOLOVO

County of Lethbrldge Date: Feb 25, 2025
Attention: HilaryJanzen

RE: MeadowscapeASP

As the Lethbridge North County Potable Water Co-op is unable to deliver the promisedwater units,
Mr. John Davisand l haveagreed that it wouldbe best to rescindthe Area Structure Planfor
Meadowscape, Bylaw1481. We willrevert the East parcel (Lot2, Block2, Plan 2210953) to urban
fringe and the West parcel (Lot1,Blk2, Plan 2210953) would remain Country Residential.

Mr. John Davis

Henry Bakker %
Pleasecallme shouldthere be any questions.

Regards,

Henry Bakker
CaliberLandscapingLtd.
Ph 40345340592
Email:henry@caliberlandscaping.ca
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Conceptual Design Scheme 
In support of Grouped Country Residential Re-designation 
Bylaw Amendment (Bylaw No.  ) 

 

 
Legal Description of Lands Included: 

PLAN 2210953, BLOCK 2, LOT 1 
Lethbridge County 

 
 

Registered Owner: 
Bakker Properties LTD. 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Prepared By: Henry Bakker 
Reference File:  
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Introduction  
 
The following concept plan and design scheme is to be used in support of an application 
to subdivide Plan 2210953 Block 2 Lot 1, currently zoned Grouped Country Residential, and 
to support the subdivision of that parcel into 3 parcels within the Lethbridge County.  
 
This report and application has been prepared b y  Henry Bakker together with Brown 
Okamura & associates Ltd on behalf of the owner, BAKKER PROPERTIES LTD. 
 
Development Concept 
 
The current titled area is 5.74 ha (14.18 acres). The proposed 3 new parcels will each be 
1.91ha (4.73 acres) more or less.   A tentative plan showing a conceptual design for the 
subdivision can be found attached.  The parcels of land will front Range Road 22-3. 
 
The existing land use for the parcel is dry land grass. The south boundary of the parcel 
coincides with 2 other country residential lots; Plan 971 1803, Block 1, Lot 1 & Plan , 
0510649 Block 1, Lot 2. The west boundary is Range Road 22-3.  The north & East side of 
the property is bordered by the existing LNID Canal.  The property is ideally situated for 
subdivision and is comparable with the other country residential parcels in the vicinity. 
 
The parcel of land has a gentle slope from west to east. This gently sloping land is 
favorable for residential use, with suitable building sites throughout the proposed 
parcels. The land will have ample room for septic field construction, drainage and 
building foundations for home structures. 
 
Building setbacks and other lot development will be in accordance with the County of 
Lethbridge GCR Land Use Bylaws.  
 
Transportation 
 
Range Road 22-3 bounds the site to the west. It is an existing public road with paved 
surface that is maintained by the Town of Coalhurst. Each proposed lot will front onto 
Range Road 22-3 and will access the road through 2 separate approaches. Lot 5 
currently has an approach, and 1 additional approach will be centered on Lots 3&4.   
 
 
Potable Water  
 
Lot 1 has a water unit from the water co-op. 
Potable water for lots 2 & 3 will be provided by cistern and hauled water and with the 
water COOP line running along  Range Road 22-3; it would be and easy connection if 
additional water units become available.     
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Fire Protection  
 
Response to fire emergencies would be dispatched by the City of Lethbridge Emergency 
dispatch Centre through the 911 system.  The site is located within the Coalhurst Rural 
emergencies service zone of the County and therefore the Coalhurst Fire Department 
will respond to emergency calls.  
 
Sanitary Wastewater 
 
The proposed lots in this subdivision will be serviced by an individual on-site Private 
Sewage Treatment system. An Assessment & investigation (Geotechnical Evaluation & 
Preliminary Soil assessment) to evaluate the suitability of existing soils and the feasibility 
of on-site septic systems for each lot has been completed. This investigation did not 
identify any barriers to individual on-site septic systems. Further investigation and 
design will be completed once the location for the proposed field for each lot is 
identified and will be constructed and operated in consistence with relevant safety 
codes. 
 
Stormwater  
 
The natural drainage patterns of this site consist of surface conveyance from west to 
east. A site plan prepared by BOA showing the existing property line elevations and the 
direction of surface conveyance.   Due to the size of the individual lots and the 
development restrictions under Grouped Country Residential the overall impact to 
natural drainage patterns will be minimal.   
 
 Utilities  
 
There is an existing ATCO gas d i s t r i b u t i o n  line that  runs along the East side of Range 
road 22-3. Preliminary discussions with Atco have confirmed that their infrastructure can 
support these lots. 
 
A single-phase power line runs along the east side of Range Road 22-3. P r e l i m i n a r y  
d i s c u s s i o n s  w i t h  F o r t i s  c o n f i r m  electrical services are available. 
 
Closure  
 
Should you require additional information to support this application, please contact 
 
Henry Bakker 
 
403-634-0592   
 
Thank-you!
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Drainage Plan 
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Subdivision Plan 
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  MEADOWSCAPE 
  Lethbridge County By-Law 1481 AREA STRUCTURE PLAN 
  Adopted September 21, 2017 AUGUST 2017 
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MEADOWSCAPE 
AREA STRUCTURE PLAN 

 
August 2017 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Prepared for 
John Davis & Henry Bakker 

Lethbridge, Alberta 
 
 

Prepared by 
Douglas J. Bergen & Associates Ltd. 

HV Consulting Ltd. 
Osprey Engineering Ltd. 

Tetra Tech EBA Inc. 
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1 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 PURPOSE OF THE PLAN 
The purpose of the Meadowscape Area Structure Plan (ASP) is to set out a concept for planning and proposed guidelines 

for the future subdivision and development of the lands described in this document.  The plan has been prepared to 

compliment the proposed amendment to the Lethbridge County Land Use Bylaw # 1404 to change the zoning of the 

subject lands from Lethbridge Urban Fringe (LUF) to Grouped Country Residential (GCR). 

 

1.2 LOCATION AND BACKGROUND 
The Meadowscape ASP area includes a portion of the SW ¼ 15-09-22 W4M (the site) and is shown on Figure 1.0 – 

Location Plan and Figure 2.0 – Aerial Photo.  The site includes one legal parcel of land, which is identified as LINC 0027 

188 819, title number 151 119 596 and includes approximately 16.2 ha (40 acres).  The land is owned by John Davis and 

Henry Bakker.  Certificates of title and legal survey are included in Appendix A – Property Ownership. 

 

The site is located along the east side of Range Road 22-3, south of the Town of Coalhurst.  The site offers an attractive 

opportunity for country residential living with views of the City of Lethbridge to the south east.  Other country residential 

properties exist in the immediately surrounding area.  The site is within a few minutes drive from the Town of Coalhurst 

and within a 12 minute drive from downtown Lethbridge. 

 

The site is unique in that it is severed from north to south by a meandering irrigation canal owned and operated by the 

Lethbridge Northern Irrigation District (LNID).  A subdivision approval was granted by the Lethbridge County Subdivision 

Authority (2015-0-088) on June 19, 2015, to split the 40-acre title into two titles, (west/east portions) split along the LNID 

canal.  A condition of subdivision approval was imposed on the applicants requiring them to prepare an ASP for the land 

to the satisfaction of the Lethbridge County in order to address future subdivision. 

 

1.3 APPROVAL PROCESS 
This Area Structure Plan will be submitted to the Lethbridge County in support of an application to amend the Lethbridge 

County Land Use Bylaw.  An application will be submitted for a land use amendment from Lethbridge Urban Fringe (LUF) 

to Grouped Country Residential (GCR).  The application will be circulated in accordance with the Lethbridge County  
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Figure 1.0 – Location Plan  
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Figure 2.0 – Aerial Photo 
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policies seeking comment from the appropriate authorities including: 

1. The Oldman River Regional Services Commission 

2. The Lethbridge Northern Irrigation District 

3. Alberta Environment and Parks 

4. Alberta Agriculture Food and Rural Development 

5. The Chinook Regional Health Authority 

6. The City of Lethbridge 

7. Alberta Transportation 

8. The Town of Coalhurst 

 

Lethbridge County council will evaluate the comments received from the above mentioned authorities prior to rendering 

a decision on the application for reclassification.  If the Area Structure Plan and rezoning application are approved, the 

applicant will have a framework from which to make application for the subdivision of the various lots.  A Development 

Agreement will be entered into between the Lethbridge County and the applicant to ensure orderly and quality 

infrastructure as directed by the agreement. 

 

1.4 LEGISLATIVE FRAMEWORK 

1.4.1 The Municipal Government Act 
The Municipal Government Act (MGA) is the provincial legislation which regulates municipal land use planning.  

This legislation sets out the requirements for two documents which this proposal is subject to: The Lethbridge 

County Municipal Development Plan and the Land Use Bylaw. 

 

1.4.2 The Municipal Development Plan 
The Lethbridge County Municipal Development Plan (MDP) documents broad policies relative to development and 

growth within the County.  This planning document pays particular attention to the desire of the County to 

maintain a strong agricultural base. 

 

The subject property is of a size and scale that does not allow for a viable farming operation and therefore is 

suitable for consideration of reclassification and further subdivision.  The parcel is also compromised by the 

fragmentation of the LNID canal. 

 

This Area Structure Plan is intended to provide the information required by the MDP to enable council to make an  
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informed decision on the application.  It should be noted that the land is located within the City of Lethbridge and 

Lethbridge County Intermunicipal Development Plan (IDP) area and therefore this plan has been circulated to the 

Lethbridge Planning Department for comment.  The city’s Manager of Development has confirmed that this 

proposal complies with the intentt of the IDP relative to Policy Area 2, Sub area 3, Policy 3.4.2.22, Policy 3.4.2.23 

and map 5. 

 

The Meadowscape ASP also complies with the South Saskatchewan Regional Plan. 

 

1.4.3 Subdivision Regulations 
The MGA outlines the requirements for the creation of new parcels of land in the County.  The application for 

subdivision of the new lots as laid out in this Area Structure Plan will be submitted to the Oldman River Regional 

Services Commission (ORRSC) for processing. 

 

1.4.4 Land Use Bylaw 
The Lethbridge County Land Use Bylaw No. 1404 recognizes the area of the proposed development as Lethbridge 

Urban Fringe (LUF).  The purpose of this classification is by in large to protect land for agricultural purposes and 

prevent fragmentation of parcels that may be considered in future annexations of the City of Lethbridge.  The 

proposed re-designation of the subject land is intended to be Grouped Country Residential (GCR) as defined in the 

Bylaw. 

 

1.5 JUSTIFICATION 
The Municipal Development Plan mandates that the maximum parcel size which is eligible for further breakdown of lots 

to be 20 acres.  The subject land was recently approved for subdivision by virtue of the LNID irrigation canal which severs 

the property.  This subdivision allowed for 2 parcels of land, on either side of the canal, the easterly parcel of 9.52  ha 

(23.5 acres) and the westerly parcel of 5.74 ha (14.2 acres).   The size of these parcels as well as the location of the LNID 

canal renders these lands as poor quality agricultural land.  (It is noted that the easterly parcel exceeds the MDP 

maximum by 3.5 acres; however, given the topography and the irregular shape of the parcel the owners believe it is 

reasonable to apply for reclassification of both east and west parcels.)  The easterly parcel is not classified as good 

agricultural land. 

 

This diminished value as agricultural land gives way to a higher and better use of the property as a residential  
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development.  Small acreage parcels are a viable option for consideration.  This proposed use is prevalent in the fringe 

area of many County communities with the Town of Coalhurst being no exception.  There is increased benefit to the 

County should these parcels be redesignated to GCR given the land value would increase giving way for a greater tax 

base. 

 

The owner believes that the proposal outlined in this ASP is in keeping with the Municipal Development Plan and 

therefore offers support for a reclassification application.   

 

 

2 GOALS 

2.1 GOALS 

The principal goals of the Meadowscape Area Structure Plan are: 

1. To provide the information required to support the reclassification of the land; 

2. To establish a framework for the future development of the subject parcels; 

3. To set out the access, servicing, and development standards that must be met in the development of the lands; 

and 

4. To outline architectural controls and guidelines that will ensure a high-quality and attractive country residential 

subdivision. 
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3 PLAN AREA 

3.1 SITE ANALYSIS 

3.1.1 Site Location 
The property is located 1 km south of Coalhurst on the east side of Range Road 22-3.  This land is included in the 

urban fringe of the Town of Coalhurst and the City of Lethbridge.  The overall parcel is square in shape with the 

exception of two previous homesteads subdivided out of the south west corner.  See Figure 3.0 – Site Survey. 

 

3.1.2 Existing Land Use 
The land is currently zoned Lethbridge Urban Fringe (LUF) and has been used for a hay crop in recent years.  

Seepage from the LNID canal coupled with some low lying areas present challenges for this land to be 

economically viable as a farming operation.  Revenues from the hay crop do not justify this property as a viable 

farm. 

 

3.1.3 Topography and Site Characteristics 
The portion of the property on the west side of the canal generally slopes from west to east.  The ground elevation 

ranges from a high point of 933.48 to a low of 931.30 at the toe of the canal bank. 

 

The easterly parcel slopes away from the canal with a high point of 931.00 to 926.41.  A detailed topographic plan 

was produced by Mike Spencer Geometrics Ltd. and is provided in Figure 3.0 – Site Survey. 

 

The soils are generally comprised of a 150 mm layer of topsoil on top of medium plastic clay and glacial till.  Two 

geotechnical studies were conducted on the site by Tetra Tech – EBA to evaluate the property for its suitability for 

septic fields as well as for the placement of buildings.  Both engineering documents are available in Appendix B – 

Geotechnical Investigation. 

   

3.1.4 Environmental, Historical, and Archaeological Significance 
The County provided the applicant with a copy of the “Environmentally Significant Areas in the Oldman Region, 

County of Lethbridge” (February 1987) document.  This study provides valuable information relative to  
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Figure 3.0 – Site Survey 
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environmental and archaeological significant sites in the Lethbridge County.  A detailed review of the relevant  

figures contained in the study revealed that the subject property is outside of any of the noted sensitive area.  The 

site has historically been used for agriculture and is located away from the edge of the river valley which 

comprises the most archaeologically significant area. See Figure 4 – Environmentally Significant Areas.  There is 

also no evidence that the lands have been compromised by oil and gas facilities or historical undermining that 

would negatively impact the proposed use.  Home owners will be encouraged to engage geotechnical engineers to 

verify that historic mining activity does not impact the specific location they have selected to construct their 

home. 

 

3.1.5 Opportunities and Constraints 
3.1.5.1 Opportunities 

This property offers an excellent opportunity for rural residential living.  It’s proximity to Coalhurst 

offers convenience for daily necessities as well as a short bus ride for children attending schools. 

 

The elevation of the site provides for views of the surrounding prairie landscape as well as a view 

corridor to the City of Lethbridge to the south east. 

 

Range Road 22-3 was upgraded complete with a paved asphalt surface in the summer of 2016.  This 

improvement will make this property highly desirable for country residential living.  Township Road 9-2 

is currently being upgraded to the same status. 

 

The developer has secured shares on the local potable water cooperative which will provide City of 

Lethbridge water to every proposed site.  Natural gas, electricity and telephone infrastructure is 

adjacent to the property which will make servicing convenient. 

 

3.1.5.2 Constraints 

The 9.52 ha (23.5 acres) lying east of the LNID irrigation canal has limited opportunity for development 

due to seepage from the canal.  See Figure 5.0 – LNID map. 

 

In discussions with senior development staff at the Lethbridge County along with management at LNID, 

it was recommended that the owners consider funding the installation of a pipe to house the current 

LNID canal facility in order to mitigate seepage.  A piped conveyance system also eliminates the 

possibility for effluent from septic fields to migrate into the LNID irrigation water. 
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In May of 2017, the owners entered into an agreement with LNID to install a pipe to convey LNID water 

from the north end of the site to the south end.  See Figure 5.0a – LNID Lateral Pipeline. 
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Figure 4.0 – Environmentally Significant Areas 
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Figure 5.0 LNID Map 
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Figure 5.0a – LNID Lateral Pipeline 
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4 PROPOSED LAND AND  
DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT 
4.1 DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT 

The concept for the proposed lot layout is illustrated in Figure 6.0 - Subdivision Layout.  The development proposal 

consists of 14 lots.  The westerly portion of the property will have 6 new lots while the east side will support 8 lots and a 

constructed wetland facility. 

 

The lots on the west side of the canal will be serviced via a new paved road and cul-de-sac accessed off of RR 22-3.  The 

easterly 8 lots will be serviced by a similar road accessed from Township Road 9-2. Each proposed lot will be a minimum 

of 2 acres in size as required by the Lethbridge County Land Use Bylaw.  A paved driveway access will be extended into 

each lot complete with a culvert for roadside drainage. 

 

4.2 DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT 
As stipulated by the Land Use Bylaw, the Developer will enter into a Development Agreement with the Lethbridge 

County.  The development agreement will outline specific conditions for development of the site.  It is expected that 

these will include: 

• Standards and requirements for municipal infrastructure that will be constructed by the Developer and turned 

over to the County. 

• Any other improvements deemed necessary to support the development. 

• Timelines for completion of Developer-led improvements. 

 

4.3 BUILDING SETBACKS 
The useable building envelope within each lot will depend on the setbacks imposed by the County Land Use Bylaw as well 

as the LNID and are summarized in the following table: 
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Figure 6.0 – Subdivision Layout 
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Figure 6.0 a – Subdivision Layout with Contours 
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Criteria County Land Use Bylaw 

Building setback from centreline of a rural road 38.1 m (125 ft) 

Side yard setback 6.1 m (20 ft) 

Minimum lot size 0.81 ha (2.0 acres) 

Setback to LNID pipeline 30.0 m from centre line of pipe (98.4 ft) 

Setback for fence from those lots banking onto LNID 

pipeline 

8.0 m from LNID  R/W boundary (26.2 ft) 

 

Where Range Road 22-3 and Township Road 9-2 are considered rural roads, the building setbacks imposed by Schedule 6 

of the Land Use Bylaw will govern the front and rear yards of the proposed lots 1, 6 and 7.  The proposed front yard 

setback of the lots fronting the cul-de-sacs of Meadowscape Place and Meadowscape Way will be 15.2 m (50 ft). Side 

yard setbacks between proposed new lots as well as neighbouring adjacent parcels will be 6.1 m (20 ft).  LNID has 

requested a building pocket setback of 30.0 m (98.4 ft) from the centre line of the new pipeline as well as an access 

easement of 8.0 m (26.2 ft) from the boundary of the LNID R/W.  Homeowners will be required to build a fence at this 

location.  A temporary fence will be constructed by the developer at this location to prevent any equipment from 

entering the LNID right of way.  See Figure 6.0 – Subdivision Layout.  

 

Shallow utility easements will be registered against the property to protect these installations.  No building development 

will be permitted to occur on these easements.  A perimeter irrigation system is also planned for the development to 

allow for watering of landscaping.  A pump facility will be installed at the north west corner of the property to draw water 

out of the LNID canal.  This system will also be protected by an easement.  See Figure 7.0 – Servicing Plan. 
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Figure 7.0 – Servicing Plan 
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 Figure 7.0a – LNCPWC Letter  
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Figure 7.0b – LNCPWC Servicing Plan 
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4.4 ENVIRONMENTAL/MUNICIPAL/SCHOOL RESERVES 

Environmental and school reserves have not been provided within the site.  It is proposed that a cash dedication be 

provided to cover any requirement for municipal reserves of land.  (This was addressed in the subdivision approval 2015-

0-088). 

 

4.5 ARCHITECTURAL CONTROLS 

Architectural Controls have been drafted and will be registered against the lots by way of a caveat.  The proposed 

controls are basic and provide a framework for guiding the lot owner in developing their site.  The controls will address 

minimum house size, basic massing of structures, colour control, and out buildings as well as landscape standards.  See 

Appendix C – Draft Architectural Controls. 

 

The developer’s designated Architectural Controls consultant will govern the controls at the onset of the building out of 

the sites.  A Home Owners Association (HOA) will be established once the majority of the sites are occupied.  The HOA 

will enforce the Architectural Controls once the homes are all complete. 

 

The Architectural Controls will also address conditions applied to the development by the Land Use Bylaw, this Area 

Structure Plan as well as the Geotechnical Report. See Appendix B – Geotechnical Investigation. 

 

4.6 DESIGN POPULATION AND DENSITY 

For the purpose of this Area Structure Plan, the development population has been estimated using an assumed 

population of 3 persons per household (pph) and a total of 14 new lots.  Therefore, the ultimate population for the 

development is: 

 

 14 lots x 3 pph = 42 persons 

 

The overall population density is calculated by: 

 42 persons/15.26 = 2.75 persons per ha 

 

4.7 PHASING 

This development will be serviced and built out as two phases.  Phase one – lots 1-6, phase two – lots 7-14.  All 

improvements will be constructed and installed in a timely fashion should approval for this ASP be granted. 
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5 PROPOSED INFRASTRUCTURE 
5.1 TRANSPORTATION 
The developer is proposing that lots 1-6 be serviced via a new paved road with access off of RR 22-3.  RR 22-3 was 

widened and upgraded to a paved road in the summer of 2016.  A new approach for the access road will be constructed 

to meet Lethbridge County criteria.   Lots 7-14 are proposed to be accessed by a similar cul-de-sac connected to Township 

Road 9-2 which is currently being upgraded to match RR 22-3.  Culverts will be sized to meet County standards to ensure 

proper drainage along each side of the road.  See Figure 8.0 – Road Design. 

 

5.1.1 Traffic Generation 
A traffic impact assessment has not been undertaken for the site since the low density of residential units will 

result in negligible traffic volumes.  The roadway entrances into the subdivision have 300 metres of separation 

from the intersection of the Township Road 9-2 and Range Road 22-3.  The detailed design plans for the 

intersections will be submitted to Alberta Transportation for their review should this ASP be adopted.  Stop signs 

will be installed on the subdivision roadways. 

 

5.1.2 School Bus Routes 
Access for school buses is provided by Range Road 22-3 and Township Road 9-2.  Palliser School Division will 

determine whether it will enter the cul-de-sacs to pick up students or if the children will walk to a common point 

at the entrance of the development.  This assessment will take place once it is determined how many children will 

be resident at Meadowscape. 

 

5.1.3 Parking 
It is proposed that all parking requirements as per the Land Use Bylaw will be satisfied on the lots. 

 

5.2 MUNICIPAL SERVICING 

5.2.1 Potable Water Supply 
Potable water will be supplied through the Lethbridge North County Potable Water Co-op and will be 

independently delivered to a cistern on each lot.  The pipeline is currently constructed within the west boundary  
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of the lands.  Each lot owner will be responsible to install a cistern complete with a pressure pump and emitter 

valve assembly in accordance with the Co-op’s requirements.  The Developer has made a deposit to the Co-op for 

fourteen (14) shares, which will be transferred to the lot purchasers.  See Figure 7.0a and 7.0b – Co-op Plan. 

 

The developer will pay to have curb stops installed to each lot as part of the Development Agreement and prior to 

any development on the lots. 
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Figure 8.0 – Road Design 
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5.2.2 Non-Potable Water  

 
Non-Potable water for the purposes of irrigation will be provided to each lot via a shallow water line.  This line will 

follow the back of the lots and be protected by an easement registered in the name of the Home Owner’s 

Association for maintenance purposes.   See Figure 7.0 – Servicing Plan.   Each lot owner will install their own 

pressure system and have access to the line in order to draw water for irrigation.  A wet well will be installed in the 

north west corner of the property adjacent to the LNID canal to supply the irrigation line.  The operation and 

winterization of this distribution system will be part of the Home Owners’ Association’s responsibilities.  The 

Association will enter into a water conveyance agreement with the LNID for access to irrigation water. See letter in 

Appendix D.  (It is noted that the County will not accept responsibility for operation or maintenance of the non-

potable water system.) 

 

 

5.2.3 Fire Protection 
In the event of a fire, emergency responders would be dispatched from the most available detachments by the 

emergency services personnel at 911.  Water for fire fighting would be transported to the site by the responding 

detachment. 

 

 

5.2.4 Domestic Wastewater 
Domestic wastewater will be managed by means of individual on-site wastewater treatment systems for each lot.  

The geotechnical investigation completed by Tetra Tech – EBA (attached as Appendix B – Geotechnical 

Investigation) and the report by Osprey Engineering Ltd. (attached as Appendix E – Private Sewage Treatment 

System Feasibility) confirms the feasibility of individual on-site wastewater treatment systems and provides 

general recommendations for their design and construction.  Lot purchasers will be responsible for the installation 

of on-site wastewater treatment systems in accordance with the Alberta Private Sewage Systems Standard of 

Practice (2016). 
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5.2.5 Storm Water Drainage 
 Meadowscape sits in a 60.0 ha catchment which is generally bordered as follows: 

- To the north and east by series of ridges which extend to approximately the north south quarter line of 

Section 15-9-22-4 

- To the south by the CPR 

- To the west by the LNID canal See Figure 8.1 

 
The 9.0-ha area north of Township Road 9-2 and east of Range Road 22-3 is presently a tributary to the LNID canal. 

However, the canal from the undercrossing of Range Road 22-3 to the undercrossing of Township Road 9-2 is to be 

buried in a pipeline. As such, this area is included in the catchment to the east. 

 

The catchment drains to a large low area which extends into the southeast corner of the Meadowscape parcel. 

This depression can overflow to the northeast above elevation 927.0 m Alberta Geodetic Datum (AGD). Runoff 

from this area flows northeastward toward Highway 25. At Highway 25, runoff is captured by a coulee which is 

located at approximately the north boundary of Section 15-9-22-4. This coulee flows east and meets the Oldman 

River approximately 1.6 km further east. 

 

Storm drainage for Meadowscape will generally consist of surface conveyances: swales, road ditches and culverts. 

Due to the proposed LNID pipeline (which will follow the alignment of the existing canal), surface drainage will be 

directed through undercrossings consisting of catch basins and short lengths of culvert.  This means of conveyance 

will be to the satisfaction of the County.  (LNID has requested an underdrain as opposed to a surface swale.)  To 

address the anticipated increase in rate and volume due to the development of Meadowscape, the low area in the 

southeast corner will be enhanced to include a constructed wetland.  

 

Osprey Engineering Inc. has performed a preliminary analysis of the drainage in and around Meadowscape using 

the Environmental Protection Agency – Storm Water Management Model (EPA-SWMM) computer model. The 

following briefly describes what was assumed: 

- Drainage areas as shown on Figure 8.2 

- Predevelopment imperviousness based on air photos 

- Post development imperviousness assumes 1000 m2 of hard surface per lot and paved roads as shown on the 

plans 

- Soils in the area were assumed to be silty clay loam 
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- Water ponds in the southeast corner of Meadowscape and immediately east, spilling toward the north above 

elevation 927.0 m AGD. At spill this ponding covers approximately 17.3 ha and is a maximum of 0.5 m deep. 

This area is estimated to retain more than 55,000 m3 [44.5 acre-feet] of runoff at spill 

- Rainfall modeled were: 

o City of Lethbridge, 100-year, 24-hour design storm 

o Environment Canada hourly rainfall for Lethbridge County Airport for 1960-1995 

o Lethbridge Research Station hourly rainfall for April 2005 to October 2005 
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Figure 8.1 – Drainage Basin 
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Figure 8.2 – Stormwater Management 
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Based on this, the following was ascertained: 
 

- That runoff collecting in the depression does not overflow to the north in the events modeled 

- For the existing (predevelopment) case: 

o That the ponded depth reaches a maximum depth of 0.32 m (water surface elevation 926.82) in 

September 2005. Total runoff for April to October 2005 was 55,300 m3 or 92 mm 

o The 100-year design storm reaches a maximum depth of 0.31 m (water surface elevation 926.81). Total 

runoff was 25,900 m3 or 43 mm 

o The peak depth reached for 1960-1995 was 0.40 m (water surface elevation 926.90). This was attained 

in 1978 during which annual runoff was 58,640 m3 or 98 mm. Average annual runoff over 36 years of 

record was 10,600 m3 or 18 mm 

- For the post-development case: 

o That the ponded depth reaches a maximum depth of 0.33 m (water surface elevation 926.83) in 

September 2005. Total runoff for 2005 was 57,900 m3 or 97 mm 

o The 100-year design storm reaches a maximum depth of 0.33 m (water surface elevation 926.83). Total 

runoff was 26,900 m3 or 45 mm 

o The peak depth reached for 1960-1995 was 0.40 m (water surface elevation 926.90). This was attained 

in 1978 during which annual runoff was 59,970 m3 or 100 mm. Average annual runoff over 36 years of 

record was 11,300 m3 or 19 mm 

Given the above, the most important storm drainage constraint is to ensure homes are situated on lots such that they are 

not prone to flooding. To accomplish this, the following recommendations will apply: 

- All building foundation elevations at ground shall be greater than 927.9 m Alberta Geodetic Datum (AGD) (0.9 m 

above the overland spill elevation of the adjacent land) 

- Ground where private sewage components are located shall be at elevation greater than 927.9 m AGD (0.9 m 

above the overland spill elevation of the adjacent land) 

 
As the pond area is located in an area subject to runoff from adjacent land (i.e. near the low point of the large 

depression) and where no outflow is noted, controlling to a peak outflow is not possible. Moreover, the development 

does not have a large impact on the peak water levels attained in the depression (less than 0.02 m or ¾ inch). As such, 

the pond is proposed to hold the largest difference between predevelopment and post-development runoff noted in the 

modeling. This is 2,600 m3 for 2005. This water will be used to allow for a steady water level in the constructed wetland 

proposed in the southeast corner of the site. 
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Water quality enhancement will be provided by the onsite vegetated ditches and by the constructed wetland. The 

wetland will also provide additional habitat birds and other species. 
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5.2.6 Sewage Treatment and Dispersal 
 
No municipal or communal wastewater system is available or proposed to collect and treat wastewater from the 

Meadowscape area. As such, Private Sewage Treatment Systems (PSTS) are proposed for each lot. Preliminary soil 

investigation was completed by TetraTech EBA in February, 2016. Based on this soil assessment, Osprey 

Engineering Inc. provided additional analysis to estimate the type and size of the soil based treatment components 

for the lots west of the existing canal. Based on this analysis, the following general conclusions were made: 

- PSTS consistent with the Alberta Private Sewage Systems Standard of Practice (Safety Codes Council 2015) are 

possible on each of the proposed lots 

- Soil profiles found place limitations on system size and type of system 

- All systems must have secondary treatment of wastewater using an appropriate packaged treatment plant due 

to fine textured soil and/or lack of vertical separation to restricting soil horizons.  See Appendix E  

Proposed lots to the east of the canal are assumed to have similar soil profiles and will be subject to similar 

limitations as those noted above. At subdivision stage, a similar study to what was completed for the west lots will 

be performed to confirm lot suitability and to provide guidance on system sizing and allowable soil loading rates. 

  

5.3 PUBLIC UTILITIES 

5.3.1 Electricity 
Existing one-wire, single phase overhead power lines operated by Fortis Alberta are present along the south side 

of Range Road 22-3 and the north side of Township Road 9-2.  See Figure 9.0 - Existing FORTIS Facilities.  

Preliminary discussions with Fortis have suggested that their infrastructure can support the proposed 

development and that they are receptive to the development proposal.  Service would be provided to each lot by 

means of the addition of a pole-mounted transformer and underground secondary wires.  Details for the lot 

services will be confirmed following approval of the Area Structure Plan. 

 

5.3.2 Gas 
ATCO Gas has advised that there is an existing distribution line along the east side of Range Road 22-3 and the 

north side of Township Road 9-2.  See Figure 10.0 – ATCO Infrastructure.  Preliminary discussions with ATCO have 

confirmed that their infrastructure can support the development.  Details regarding the extension of natural gas 

distribution infrastructure will be confirmed following approval of the Area Structure Plan. 
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Figure 9.0 – Existing FORTIS Facilities 

RR 22-3 
 

TWP RD 9-2 
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Figure 10.0 – ATCO Infrastructure 
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5.3.3 Telecommunication 
Telus has advised that they have existing infrastructure along Range Road 22-3.  Preliminary discussions with Telus 

have suggested that their existing facilities can support the proposed development.  Details for extension of their 

infrastructure will be confirmed following approval of the Area Structure Plan. 

 

Shaw Cable has advised that they do not have existing infrastructure in the area immediately surrounding the site.  

Shaw has provided a preliminary estimate of the cost to extend their infrastructure to the site which is prohibitive.  

Shaw cable will therefore not be provided to the development. 

 

Wireless communications services are also available in the area. 

 

5.4 PROTECTIVE SERVICES 
Emergency and protective services in the area of the Development are provided by the Lethbridge County Emergency 

Services Department in partnership with the City of Lethbridge Emergency Dispatch Centre and emergency services 

agencies within the County through emergency services agreements.  The development will be served by the provincial 

911 system. 

 

5.4.1 Fire  
Response to fire emergencies would be dispatched by the City of Lethbridge Emergency Dispatch Centre through 

the 911 system.  The site is located within the Coalhurst Rural Emergency Service Zone (ESZ) of the County and 

therefore the Coalhurst Fire Department will respond to emergency calls. 

 

5.4.2 Police 
Police service in the area of the development is provided by the Royal Canadian Mounted Police (RCMP) from the 

Lethbridge Detachment.  Response to emergencies would be dispatched through the 911 system. 

 
 

5.4.3 Ambulance 
Emergency medical transport services in the area of the development are operated by Alberta Health services and 

would be dispatched through the 911 system.  Ambulance services base stations are located in the City of 

Lethbridge, Picture Butte and Coaldale.  
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5.5 OTHER SERVICES 

5.5.1 Solid Waste 
Lot owners will be responsible for solid waste collection.  The Lethbridge County operates solid waste transfer 

stations located in Picture Butte and Nobleford.  Lot owners also have the option to transport waste to the 

Lethbridge Regional Landfill.  Alternatively, lot owners may contract with a private waste collection company for 

solid waste removal and disposal. 

 

5.5.2 Mail Service 
Application will be made to Canada Post for postal service to the new lots following approval of the Area Structure 

Plan.  
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6 CONCLUSION 
This Area Structure Plan has been prepared and submitted to support the reclassification of the subject lands from 

Lethbridge Urban Fringe (LUF) to Grouped Country Residential (GCR) by way of an application for amendment of the 

Lethbridge County Land Use Bylaw.  The proposed amendment would be supported by the formal adoption of this ASP by 

County Council.  The proponents believe this proposal establishes the highest and best use of the property as 14 

residential lots since a productive farming operation is not viable on the property. 

 

This document has been drafted and assembled in consultation with local authorities as well as experts in the area of civil 

and geotechnical engineering.  The ASP outlines the result of considerable consultation with the many stakeholders and 

we trust provides the Lethbridge County with the information required to consider a request for reclassification of the 

lands. 
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 Geotechnical Investigation 
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ARCHITECTURAL CONTROLS 
 
 

BUILDING STYLE 
Meadowscape is seeking to embrace a rural architectural style.  Craftsman, Cottage and French 
Country are all acceptable.   
All accessory buildings must match the residence. 
 
ROOF PITCH/COLOUR 
8/12 and greater roof pitches are encouraged.  6/12 is the minimum roof pitch. 
Dark shingles are preferred for this development. 
 
BUILDING SIZE 
Bungalows must be a minimum of 1,500 sq ft.  Two storeys or storey and a half must have a foot print 
of 1,000 sq ft minimum. 
 
These areas exclude garages, verandas and deck areas. 
 
ELEVATION 
The residence must be set into the ground such that there are no more than 4 stairs to the front door 
or veranda. 
 
EXTERIOR FINISHES 
Cement board siding, stucco, brick, stone (cultured or real) are all acceptable finishes.  Vinyl siding is 
prohibited.  A colour board of all exterior finishes must be submitted to the Architectural Controls 
Consultant for approval. 
 
DRIVEWAYS 
Paved driveways of asphalt or concrete are preferred. 
 
LANDSCAPING 
Large areas of non-vegetated surface must be avoided (ie, large gravel areas).  Extensive tree planting 
with shrub beds and lawn (or pasture grass) is important to the overall aesthetic of the development. 
 
Site plans showing landscaping must be submitted to the Architectural Controls Consultant for 
approval. 
 
FENCING 
Yards need not be fenced (with the exception of the required rear lot fence on lots backing onto the 
LNID Right of Way).  If fencing is proposed, it must be cedar board, black chain link or rail type fencing. 
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 Private Sewage Treatment System Feasibility 
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LETHBRIDGE COUNTY 
IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA 

 
BY-LAW NO. 25-008 

 
A BY-LAW OF LETHBRIDGE COUNTY BEING A BY-LAW PURSUANT TO 

SECTION 191(1) OF THE MUNICIPAL GOVERNMENT ACT, REVISED 
STATUTES OF ALBERTA 2000, CHAPTER M.26 

 
WHEREAS  the existing landowners of Plan 2210953 Block 2 Lots 1 and 2, wish 
to repeal Bylaw 1481 being the Meadowscape Area Structure Plan;  
 
AND WHEREAS the purpose of Bylaw 25-008 is to repeal Bylaw 1481 being the 
Meadowscape Area Structure Plan as the landowners no longer wishes to 
subdivide the lands as proposed in the Area Structure Plan. 
 
AND WHEREAS the municipality must prepare a bylaw to repeal the previously 
adopted bylaws in accordance with Section 191(2) and provide for its 
consideration at a public hearing; 
 
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, under the Authority and subject to the 
provisions of the Municipal Government Act, Revised Statutes of Alberta, 2000, 
Chapter M-26, as amended, the Council of Lethbridge County in the Province of 
Alberta duly assembled does hereby enact the following: 

1. Bylaw 1481 being the Meadowscape Area Structure Plan is hereby 
repealed. 

2. This bylaw shall come into effect upon third and final reading hereof. 
 
 
GIVEN first reading this 3rd day of April, 2025. 
 
         ______________________________ 
         Reeve 
 
         _______________________________ 
         Chief Administrative Officer 
 
 
GIVEN second reading this _______ day of ____________________, 20___. 
 
 ______________________________ 
 Reeve 
 
 _______________________________ 
 Chief Administrative Officer 
 
 
GIVEN third reading this _______ day of ____________________, 20_____. 
 
          ______________________________ 
          Reeve 
 
          _______________________________ 
          Chief Administrative Officer 
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AGENDA ITEM REPORT 

 
 
Title: Bylaw 25-009 - Re-designate Plan 2210953 Block 2 Lot 2 from Grouped 

Country Residential to Urban Fringe - First Reading 
Meeting: Council Meeting - 03 Apr 2025 
Department: Development & Infrastructure 
Report Author: Hilary Janzen 
 
APPROVAL(S):  
  
Devon Thiele, Director, Development & Infrastructure Approved - 18 Mar 2025 
Cole Beck, Chief Administrative Officer Approved - 19 Mar 2025 
 
STRATEGIC ALIGNMENT: 

☐ ☒ ☒ ☐ 
Governance Relationships Region Prosperity 

 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 
An application has been made to re-designate Plan 2210953 Block 2 Lot 2 from Grouped Country 
Residential to Urban Fringe.  The applicant wishes to allow for the development of the lands as per 
the Urban Fringe District. 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
That Bylaw 25-009 be read a first time. 
 
REASON(S) FOR RECOMMENDATION(S): 
First reading of Bylaw 25-009 will allow County Administration to set the date for the Public Hearing 
and send out the notices for the proposed bylaw.  
 
PREVIOUS COUNCIL DIRECTION / POLICY: 

 The Municipal Development Plan policy 4.13 states that landowners/developers may apply to 
Lethbridge County to initiate a re-designation process for parcels of land in support of 
development proposals that may not conform to the existing land use  

 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION: 
An application has been made to re-designate Plan 2210953 Block 2 Lot 2 from Grouped Country 
Residential to Urban Fringe.  The applicant wishes to development the lands for a single residence 
and personal riding arena. 
  
The application has been circulated to all County Departments, the City of Lethbridge, the Town of 
Coalhurst, and external agencies for review and their comments as well as any planning/strategic 
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planning considerations will be presented at the public hearing.  It is anticipated that the public 
hearing will be held in May 2025. 
 
ALTERNATIVES / PROS / CONS: 
County Council may refuse first reading of the Bylaw.  Refusing the bylaw would be contrary to legal 
advice which as been that first reading of the bylaw shall be given as the applicant and the public 
have the right to attend and speak at a public hearing which is set upon first reading of the bylaw.  
The public hearing process allows County Council the opportunity to hear all positions (in favour and 
opposed) on the bylaw and make an informed decision.  If first reading of the bylaw is not given the 
applicant could appeal that decision to the Alberta Court of Appeal.  
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT: 
There is no financial impact.  
 
LEVEL OF PUBLIC PARTICIPATION: 

☐ Inform ☐ Consult ☒ Involve ☐ Collaborate ☐ Empower 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
Bylaw 25-009 - Application GCR to UF 
Bylaw 25-009 - John Davis - Amendment to LUB 
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Lethbridge County

LETHBRIDGE #100, 905 - 4th Ave 5
Lethbridge, ABT13 4E4

C O U N TY 403-328-5525

FORM C: APPLICATION FOR A LANDUSE BYLAWAMENDMENT
Pursuant to Land Use BylawNo. 24-007

Assigned Bylaw

Application& Processing Fee:

Certi?cate of Title Submitted

A refusal is not appealable and a subsequent application for amendment involving the same lot and/orthe same or similar
use may not be made for at least 18 months after the date of refusal. [Refer to Part 1, Sections 54 to 56 of bylaw.]

IMPORTANT N071”: Although the Development Officer is in a position to advise on the principleor details of any proposals,
such advice must not be taken in any way as of?cial consent.

APPLICANT INFORMATION

Name of Applicant: «5an Dad; 5

Mailing Address: Phone: (4

T\ K 3—!37 Phone (alternate):

Email:

Postal Code:

Is the applicant the owner of the property? @435 No

IF"NO" Pleasecomplete box below

Name of Owner: Phone

Mailing Address:
Applicant’s interest in the property:

Agent
Contractor
Tenant

Postal Code: Other

PROPERTY IN FORMATION

Municipal Address

Legal Description: Lot(s) 3, Block 2_ Plan

OR Quarter 5W Section [3/ Township Range 1

Date of Application:
No. 075'

Date Deemed mplete:

Redesignation D Text Amendment E] Yes

Lethbridge County Land Use Bylaw No. 24— Page 1 of 3
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Lethbridge County

LETHBRIDGE #100, 905 - 4th Ave s
Lethbridge, ABT1] 454

C O U N TY 403-328-
5525

FORM C: APPLICATION FOR A LAND USE BYLAWAMENDMENT
Pursuant to LandUse Bylaw No. 24-007

AMENDMENT INFORMATION

What is the proposed amendment? El Text Amendment {Land Use Redesignation

IF TEXTAMENDMENT

For text amendments, attach a description including:. The section to be amended;
- The change(s) to the text; and. Reasons for the change(s).

IF LANDUSE REDESIGNATION

Current Land Use Designation (zoning):

Proposed Land Use Designation (zoning) (if applicable):

SITE DESCRIPTION:

Describe the lot/ parcel dimensions and lot areal parcel acreage q .WinIna
Indicate the information on a scaled PLOT or SITE PLAN:(0-4 acres at 1" = 20’; 5-9 acres at 1”=:100’; 10 acres or more at
1”=200’)

E?/Siteor Plot Plan Attached El Conceptual Design Scheme or Area Structure Plan Attached

OTHER INFORMATION:

Section 55 of the Land Use Bylaw regulates the information required to accompany an application for redesignation. Please
attach a descriptive narrative detailing:. The existing and proposed future land use(s) (Le. details of the proposed development);. If and how the proposed redesignation is consistent with applicablestatutory plans;. The compatibility of the proposal with surrounding uses and zoning;. The development suitability or potential of the site, including identificationof any constraints and/orhazard areas

(e.g. easements, soil conditions, topography, drainage, etc.);

- Availability of facilitiesand services (sewage disposal, domestic water, gas, electricity, fire protection, schools, etc.) to
serve the subject property while maintaining adequate levels of service to existing development; and. Access and egress from the parcel and any potential impacts on publicroads.

In addition to the descriptive narrative, an Area Structure Plan or Conceptual Design Scheme may be required in conjunction
with this application where:. redesignating land to another district;. multiple parcels of land are involved;

o four or more lots could be created;. several pieces of fragmented land are adjacent to the proposal;. new internal public roads would be required;. municipal services would need to be extended; or. required by Council,or the Subdivision or Development Authority ifapplicable.

Lethbridge County Land Use Bylaw No. 24— Page 2 of 3
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Lethbridge County

LEI'HBRIDGE #100, 905 - 4th Ave s
Lethbridge, ABT1J 4E

4C U N TY 403—
328-5525

FORM C: APPLICATION FOR A LANDUSE BYLAW AMENDMENT
Pursuant to Land Use BylawNo. 24—007

The applicantmay also be required to provide other professional reports, such as a:

- geotechnical report; and/or
- soils analysis; and/or
- evaluation of surface drainage or a detailed storm water management plan;. and any other information described in Part 1, section 55(2) or as deemed necessary to makean informed evaluation

of the suitability of the site in relation to the proposed use;

if deemed necessary.

SITE PLAN

Plans and drawings, in suf?cient detail to enable adequate consideration of the application, must be submitted in duplicate
with this application, together with a plan suf?cient to identify the land. It is desirable that the plans and drawings should be
on a scale appropriate to the development. However, unless othenNise stipulated, it is not necessaryfor plans and drawings
to be professionally prepared. Councilmay request additional information.

DECLARATION OF APPLICANT/AGENT

The information given on this form is full and complete and is, to the best of my knowledge, a true statement of the facts in
relation to the application. I also consent to an authorized person designated by the municipality to enter upon the subject
land and buildings for the purpose of an inspection during the processing of this application. I/Wehave read and understand
the terms noted below and hereby certify that the registered owner of the land is of; and in agreement with
this application.

v

APPLICANT not the same as applicant)

lies 9-01mm;
DATE

IMPORM/VT: 771/5information may also be shared with appropriate government/ other agencies and may also be kept on ?le by the
agencies. This information may also be used by and for any or all municipal programs and services. Informationprovided in this app/[ration
may be considered at a public meeting. The application and related ?le content willbecome available to the public and are subject to the
provisions of the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act (FOIP). If you have any questions about the collection of thi

sinforma?on, please contact Lethbridge County.

TERMS

1. Subject to the provisions of the Land Use Bylaw No. 24-007 of Lethbridge County, the term "development"includes any
change in the use, or intensity of use, of buildings or land.

2. Pursuant to the MunicipalDevelopment Plan, an area structure plan or conceptual design scheme may be required by

Council before a decision is made.

3. A refusal is not appealable and a subsequent application for redesignation (reclassi?cation) involvingthe same or similar
lot and/orfor the same or similar use may not be made for at lead 18 months after the date of a refusal.

4. An approved redesignation (reclassification) shall be finalized by amending the land use bylaw map in accordance wit
hsection 692 of the MunicipalGovernment Act, Revised Statutes of Alberta2000, Chapter M-26.

at

Lethbridge County Land Use Bylaw No. 24-007 Page 3 of 3
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Caliber LandscapingLtd.
Box 380
CoalhurstAB
TOLOV0

County of Lethbridge Date: Feb25, 2025
Attention: HilaryJanzen

RE: MeadowscapeASP

Asthe Lethbridge NorthCounty PotableWater Co-op isunable to deliverthe promisedwater units
,Mr.John Davisand l haveagreed that it wouldbe best to rescindthe Area Structure Planfor

Meadowscape, Bylaw1481. We willrevert the East parcel (Lot2, Block2, Plan2210953) to urban
fringe and the West parcel (Lot 1, Blk2, Plan2210953) wouldremain Country Residential.

Mr. John Davis

Henry Bakker

Pleasecallme shouldthere be any questions.

Regards,

Henry Bakker
CaliberLandscapingLtd.
Ph 40345340592
Email:henry@caliberlandscaping.ca
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Bylaw 25-009: Grouped Country Residential (GCR) to Urban Fringe (UF)

Plan 2210953; Block 2; Lot 2 (SW-15-9-22-W4M) Approx 23.36 Acres A
Located in Lethbridge County, AB

‘a Bylaw 25-009 - Grouped Country Residential to Urban Fringe
C O U N TY
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X:\Executive Files\115 Bylaws\2024 Bylaws\Bylaw 24-018 – Hunter Heggie 

LETHBRIDGE COUNTY 
IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA 

 
BYLAW NO. 25-009 

 
Bylaw 25-009 of Lethbridge County being a bylaw for the purpose of amending 
Land Use Bylaw 24-007, in accordance with Sections 230, 606 and 692 of the 
Municipal Government Act, R.S.A. 2000, Chapter M-26. 
 
WHEREAS the purpose of Bylaw 25-009 is to re-designate Plan 2210953 Block 
2 Lot 2 from Grouped Country Residential to Urban Fringe as shown below; 

 

 
 
AND WHEREAS the re-designation of the lands will allow for uses as allowed in 
the Urban Fringe District. 
 
AND WHEREAS the municipality must prepare an amending bylaw and provide 
for its notification and consideration at a public hearing; 
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X:\Executive Files\115 Bylaws\2024 Bylaws\Bylaw 24-018 – Hunter Heggie 

NOW THEREFORE, under the authority of the Municipal Government Act, 
R.S.A. 2000, C-26, as amended, the Council of Lethbridge County in the 
Province of Alberta duly assembled does hereby enact the following, with the 
bylaw only coming into effect upon three successful reading thereof;  
 
GIVEN first reading this 3rd day of April 2025. 
 
 
         ______________________________ 
         Reeve 
 
 
         _______________________________ 
         Chief Administrative Officer 
 
 
 
GIVEN second reading this _______ day of ____________________, 20___. 
 
 
 ______________________________ 
 Reeve 
 
 
 _______________________________ 
 Chief Administrative Officer 
 
 
 
GIVEN third reading this _______ day of ____________________, 20_____. 
 
 
 
          ______________________________ 
          Reeve 
                  

    
        _______________________________ 

             Chief Administrative Officer 
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AGENDA ITEM REPORT 

 
 
Title: Bylaw 25-010 - Re-designate portions the NE 25-8-23-W4, NW 30-2-22-W4, 

and SW 30-8-22-W4 from Urban Fringe to Direct Control - First Reading 
Meeting: Council Meeting - 03 Apr 2025 
Department: Development & Infrastructure 
Report Author: Hilary Janzen 
 
APPROVAL(S):  
  
Devon Thiele, Director, Development & Infrastructure Approved - 18 Mar 2025 
Cole Beck, Chief Administrative Officer Approved - 19 Mar 2025 
 
STRATEGIC ALIGNMENT: 

☐ ☒ ☒ ☐ 
Governance Relationships Region Prosperity 

 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 
An application has been made to re-designate  NE 25-8-23-W4, NW 30-2-22-W4, and SW 30-8-22-
W4 from Urban Fringe to Direct Control.  The applicant wishes allow for a cannabis operation on the 
property (nursery, outdoor cultivation, and processing). 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
That Bylaw 25-010 be read a first time. 
 
REASON(S) FOR RECOMMENDATION(S): 
First reading of Bylaw 25-010 will allow County Administration to set the date for the Public Hearing 
and send out the notices for the proposed bylaw.  
 
PREVIOUS COUNCIL DIRECTION / POLICY: 

 The Municipal Development Plan policy 4.13 states that landowners/developers may apply to 
Lethbridge County to initiate a re-designation process for parcels of land in support of 
development proposals that may not conform to the existing land use  

 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION: 
An application has been made to re-designate  NE 25-8-23-W4, NW 30-2-22-W4, and SW 30-8-22-
W4 from Urban Fringe to Direct Control.  The applicant wishes allow for a cannabis operation on the 
property (nursery, outdoor cultivation, and processing). 
  
The application has been circulated to all County Departments and external agencies for review and 
their comments as well as any planning/strategic planning considerations will be presented at the 
public hearing.  It is anticipated that the public hearing will be held in May 2025. 
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ALTERNATIVES / PROS / CONS: 
County Council may refuse first reading of the Bylaw.  Refusing the bylaw would be contrary to legal 
advice which as been that first reading of the bylaw shall be given as the applicant and the public 
have the right to attend and speak at a public hearing which is set upon first reading of the bylaw.  
The public hearing process allows County Council the opportunity to hear all positions (in favour and 
opposed) on the bylaw and make an informed decision.  If first reading of the bylaw is not given the 
applicant could appeal that decision to the Alberta Court of Appeal.  
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT: 
If the bylaw was approved, any future development would be taxed at the County's agricultural and 
commercial/industrial tax rate.   
 
LEVEL OF PUBLIC PARTICIPATION: 

☐ Inform ☐ Consult ☒ Involve ☐ Collaborate ☐ Empower 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
Bylaw 25-010 Application - Urban Fringe to Direct Contol 
25_010_UF_to_DC Rezoning Map 
Bylaw 25-010 - GW Farms Inc.- Amendment to LUB 
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LETHBRIDGE
Lethbridge County

#100, 905 - 4th Ave S
Lethbridge, ABT1] 4E4

403-328—
5525

FORM C: APPLICATION FOR A LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT
Pursuant to Land Use Bylaw No. 24-007

Date of Application:

[-7me l‘-l 207,?
Date DeemedConfplete:

'

A lication& Processin Fee:
Bin/u]. m 7;: 7117K-

pp 9 352900-1330
I

R Redesignation El Text Amendment Certi?cate of Title Submitted ? Yes D No

Assigned Bylaw No. BUHCU‘AJZS»OI O

A refusal is not appealable and a subsequent application for amendment involving the same lot and/orthe same or similar
use may not be made for at least 18 months after the date of refusal. [Refer to Part 1, Sections 54 to 56 of bylaw.]

IMPORTANT NOTE: Although the Development Officer is in a position to advise on the principle or details of any proposals,
such advice must not be taken in any way as official consent.

APPLICANT INFORMATION

Name of Applicant: GW Farms InC

Mailing Address: 24075 Highway 552 East Phone: 403-862-4487

Foothills, Alberta phone (alternate): 604-831-2216

Email: paul@gwfarms.co

Postal Code: T1S'5J8

Is the applicant the owner of the property? El Yes No

IF “NO" please complete box below

Name of Owner: Josh Malin, Malin Rock phone: 403-894—7882

Mailing Address: BOX1410

Cardston Alberta Applicant’s interest in the property:
1 El Agent

II] Contractor
IXI Tenant

Postal Code: T0K-OKO El Other

PROPERTY INFORMATION

Municipal Address: 225058 TWP Road 85, Lethbridge County

Legal Description: Lot(s) Block Plan

OR Quarter NE Section 25 Township 8 Range 23

NW 30 8 22
30 8 22

Lethbridge County Land Use Bylaw No. 24— Page 1 of 3
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‘LFI‘HBRIDGEv
Lethbridge County

#100, 905 - 4th Ave S
Lethbridge, ABT1J 4E4

C O U N TY 403-328—
5525

FORM C: APPLICATION FOR A LAND USE BYLAWAMENDMENT
Pursuant to Land Use Bylaw No. 24-007

AMENDMENT INFORMATION

What is the proposed amendment? El Text Amendment a Land Use Redesignation

IF TEXTAMENDMENT:

For text amendments, attach a description including:. The section to be amended;. The change(s) to the text; and. Reasons for the change(s).

IF LANDUSE REDESIGNATION

Current Land Use Designation (zoning): UF Urban Fringe

Proposed Land Use Designation (zoning) (if applicable): DC

SITE DESCRIPTION:

Describe the lot] parcel dimensions and lot area/ parcel acreage
Indicate the information on a scaled PLOT or SlTE PLAN:(0-4 acres at 1” = 20’; 5-9 acres at 1”: 100’; 10 acres or more at
1"=200’)

E Site or Plot Plan Attached CI Conceptual Design Scheme or Area Structure Plan Attached

OTHER INFORMATION:

Section 55 of the Land Use By/aw regulates the information required to accompany an application for redesignation. Please
attach a descriptive narrative detailing:. The existing and proposed future land use(s) (Le. details of the proposed development);. If and how the proposed redesignation is consistent with applicable statutory plans;. The compatibility of the proposal with surrounding uses and zoning;. The development suitability or potential of the site, including identification of any constraints and/orhazard areas

(e.g. easements, soil conditions, topography, drainage, etc.);

- Availabilityof facilities and services (sewage disposal, domestic water, gas, electricity, fire protection, schools, etc.) to
serve the subject property while maintaining adequate levels of service to existing development; and. Access and egress from the parcel and any potential impacts on public roads.

In addition to the descriptive narrative, an Area Structure Plan or Conceptual Design Scheme may be required in conjunction
with this application where:. redesignating land to another district;

- multiple parcels of land are involved;. four or more lots could be created;. several pieces of fragmented land are adjacent to the proposal;. new internal public roads would be required;. municipal services would need to be extended; or. required by Council,or the Subdivision or Development Authority if applicable.

Lethbridge County Land Use Bylaw No. 24— Page 2 of 3
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REG ERED

provided generated application may pu ng.

Lethbridge County
LETHBRIDGE #100, 905 - 4th Ave S

Lethbridge, ABT1J 4E4
O U N TY 403-328-5525

FORM C: APPLICATION FOR A LAND USE BYLAW AMENDMENT
Pursuant to Land Use Bylaw No. 24-007

The applicant may also be required to provide other professional reports, such as a:. geotechnical report; and/or. soils analysis; and/or. evaluation of surface drainage or a detailed storm water management plan;. and any other information described in Part 1, section 55(2) or as deemed necessary to make an informed evaluation
of the suitability of the site in relation to the proposed use;

if deemed necessary.

SITE PLAN

Plans and drawings, in sufficient detail to enable adequate consideration of the application, must be submitted in duplicate
with this application, together with a plan sufficient to identify the land. It is desirable that the plans and drawings should be
on a scale appropriate to the development. However, unless otherwise stipulated, it is not necessary for plans and drawings
to be professionally prepared. Council may request additional information.

DECLARATION OF APPLICANT/AGENT

The information given on this form is full and complete and is, to the best of my knowledge, a true statement of the facts in
relation to the application. I also consent to an authorized person designated by the municipality to enter upon the subject
land and buildings for the purpose of an inspection during the processing of this application. I/We have read and understand
the terms noted below and hereby certify that the registered owner of the aware of, and in agreement with
this application.

Paul Firkus

APPLICANT OWNER (if not the same as applicant)

Feb 7 2025

DATE

IMPORTANT: This information may also be shared with appropriate government/ other agencies and may also be kept on ?le by the
agencies. This information may also be used by and for any or all municipal programs and services. Information provided in this application
may be considered at a public meeting. The application and related ?le content willbecome available to the public and are subject to the
provisions of the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act (FOIP). If you have any questions about the collection of this
information, please contact Lethbridge County.

TE RM S

1. Subject to the provisions of the Land Use Bylaw No. 24-007 of Lethbridge County, the term "development" includes any
change in the use, or intensity of use, of buildings or land.

2. Pursuant to the Municipal Development Plan, an area structure plan or conceptual design scheme may be required by
Councilbefore a decision is made.

3. A refusal is not appealable and a subsequent application for redesignation (reclassification) involving the same or similar
lot and/orfor the same or similar use may not be made for at least 18 months after the date of a refusal.

4. An approved redesignation (reclassi?cation) shall be ?nalized by amending the land use bylaw map in accordance with
section 692 of the MunicipalGovernment Act, Revised Statutes of Alberta 2000, Chapter M-26.

at a meeti

Lethbridge County Land Use Bylaw No. 24— Page 3 of 3
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3 GWFarms

Re: Zonin Variance A Iicat Cultivation and Processin of
Cannabis, Anglicant: GW Farm

February 10, 2025

To: Lethbridge County
#100, 905 - 4th Ave
S Lethbridge, AB T1J 4E4
Attention: Hilary Janzen

ion via Direct Control for the
s Inc.

. The existing and proposed future land use(s) (i.e. details of the proposed
development)

Existing property use — Cultivation of Industrial Hemp (primary crop), Wheat and Corn
(cover crops)

The applicable portion of the subject property is a 90+ acre area portion composed of three land
sections, located adjacent the Old Man River (See attached drawings) ("DC Area”). The DC Area
contains a flat mildly sloped 85+ acre growing ?eld, and support buildings to the east built above
the flood plain. The cultivation area itself is located within a ?at ?ood plain area that has been
historically used for ?eld crop cultivation under pivot and drip tape. Crops that have been
historically cultivated include industrial hemp (CBD varietal), corn, hay and wheat. Industrial
Hemp (for CBD ?ower) has been the primary crop in recent years, corn, hay and wheat are
rotated and utilized to minimize soil erosion and to maintain sub-soil health providing green
fertilizer. The DC Area is secluded and isolated by natural physical barriers, bordering the Old
Man River directly on the north and west banks and rolling hills to the east. The rolling hills on
the eastern border provides a 1 -2 km physical barrier and isolates the adjoining farmed lands
and the surrounding community in general.

On the east side of the DC Area, there are three pre—existing50x100 (5,000 square foot)
Quonsets, (on foundations), as well as two ancillary temporary structures, (ISO shipping
containers) utilized for farming activities. Quonset #1 is currently being utilized for drying and
storage of Industrial Hemp cultivated on the property, while Quonsets #2 and #3 are currently
utilized for storage of harvested crops, farm vehicles and ancillary equipment. Shipping container
#1 houses potable water tanks and pump house, shipping container #2 is utilized for
miscellaneous storage.

Proposed Future use -Outdoor Cannabis Cultivation and Post-Harvest Processing

The proposed future use of the DC Area is outdoor cannabis cultivation and processing. The DC
ifgranted, would be very similar to the existing use, just substituting the current primary crop of
Industrial Hemp to cannabis cultivation instead. The plants are essentially identical, except
cannabis has a higher than 0.3% THC level, the threshold for industrial hemp. The planting,
harvest and processing methods of both are the same.
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This DC application contemplates further minor upgrades to Quonset #2 for additional secure
storage, extraction and bulk processing equipment for cannabis.

Cultivation methods on the field willbe identical as what is utilized for CBD Hemp; however a
security fence (6 1/2foot deer fencing) willbe installed around the entire perimeter of the
cultivation area accompanied by a 24-hour monitored video, motion and intrusion detection
CCTV system as per Health Canada, Cannabis Act regulations. (Deer fencing is common in the
area anyways, due to the presence of deer who in?ltrate cultivated areas)

Physical upgrades as well as security systems willneed to be installed in the existing Quonsets
where applicable, to comply with Health Canada Licensing standards and regulations.

The proposed use of two of the existing Quonsets willremain the same as the current CBD
Hemp production,

Quonset#1 will remain drying and temporary in process storage
Quonset #3 will remain as farm equipment storage.

Quonset #2 will require applicable DC to allow processmg.

Greenhouse space willbe required for seedling propagation. Greenhouse/s willbe erected within
the perimeter secured area as per Health Canada requirements. (These greenhouse/s are used
to start seedlings in trays prior to transplanting to the field). The Greenhouse area willbe erected
within the perimeter secured area as per Health Canada requirements, as shown on the layout.
In addition, several insulated climate-controlled shipping containers which are 8 feet x 40 feet
long each will be placed within the DC Area for secure storage.

Please see attached site layouts for locations of these items.

2. If and how the proposed redesignation is consistent with applicable statutory
plans

This property, as well as the neighboring and surrounding properties are currently zoned Urban
Fringe (UF) and are active commercial farming operations. The proposed DC is maintaining and
augmenting the agriculture uses for the proposed arable land. As the Urban Fringe (UF) and
Rural Agriculture (RA) zones have very similar discretionary uses, we are requesting that the DC
allow for a Health Canada Licensed Cannabis Production, Cannabis Processing and Cannabis
Nursery operation to be allowable uses on this property. These additional allowable uses still
maintain the intent of the current Urban Fringe agricultural use.

3. Compatibility of the proposal with surrounding uses and zoning

The surrounding agricultural farms are typically irrigated, larger in size, and have large physical
farming structures. The proposed DC Area use is therefore consistent with the surrounding
agriculture uses for the farmable land on the subject property. The only difference is what crop
is being grown.
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The property is uniquely suitable for cannabis given its location is extremely remote and isolated
within a river valley, several kilometers from any single family or residential/commercial
developments. The natural geographical barriers being the river valley and rolling hills which
separate the ?ood plain from other areas and provides natural isolation of the cannabis activities

The DC area is approximately 4 km away from the City of Lethbridge’s boundary. There willbe
no impact on the surrounding community as no development can occur proximate to the
proposed DC area as it is a flood plain only suitable for agriculture.

. The development suitability or potential of the site, including identification of any
constraints and/or hazard areas (e.g. easements, soil conditions, topography,
drainage, etc.)

There are very limited uses for the site except agriculture, given the DC Area is located within a
?ood plain, the cultivatable land is relatively small compared to other farms (85+ acres farmable
land vs hundreds of acres for many surrounding farms). No additional development can or will
occur because of the physical constraints, including ?ood plain, rolling hills and river.

The topography supports the existing Quonsets and proposes additional agriculture support
greenhouse/s and as such are to be located above the 2013 ?ood high water mark, which is
higher than the cultivation field itself.

The field soil is considered sandy loam with sand being the primary component of the soil. Soil
conditions have good drainage properties and are extremely suitable for hemp/cannabis
cultivation.

Vl?ththe inherent sandy soil conditions and location being at a flood plain in a river valley close to
the river as well as the field having a slight slope towards the river, drainage is not an issue.
Irrigation is controlled through drip tape irrigation, which controls watering so that there is no
excess runoff.

The property has proven very suitable for hemp for CBD flower which has been the primary crop
on the DC Area in past years, which indicates that it willbe suitable for cannabis as well.
Lethbridge’s climate is generally suitable for outdoor cannabis cultivation due to it being one of
the sunniest areas in Canada, as well as having a relatively long growing season, is arid and
windy. (Wlnd and low humidity act as a mold deterrence -a condition that has been problematic
for BC. and Ontario greenhouse and outdoor cannabis grow operations).

The only new permanent structures would be a deer fence and up to 15,000 sq feet of
agricultural greenhouse area. The greenhouse/s would be placed above the 2013 flood high
water mark proximate to the growing field. The greenhouse/s will require electricity and water
which are already on site.

The 8 x 40-foot cannabis storage containers would be situated on gravel pads or screw piles, off
the cultivation field above the ?ood plain and are portable non-permanent structures. They only
require electricity, which is already on site.
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With the addition of a DC designation to Quonset #2, itwould allow further expansion to include
an additional “Processing” licence as provided by Health Canada to enable post-harvest
processing of our crops internally. Currently the farm utilizes seasonal labour for farm operations.
Once the crop is harvested and dried our season is over, as it is then shipped out of area for
further processing into concentrates as there are no local licensed processors. The vertical
integration of “In House Processing” would allow for year-round operations, providing the
opportunity to create multiple full-time, annual employment positions.

Road easement that runs north south through DC area along with road allowance fragment
aligned with TWP road 85 to have a Licence Agreement with Lethbridge County or an application
for it to be closed and consolidated. Both easements are not connected to any other roads and
are not accessible to the general public.

. Availability of facilities and services (sewage disposal, domestic water, gas,
electricity, fire protection, schools, etc.) to serve the subject property while
maintaining adequate levels of service to existing development

Currently the subject property has all the facilities and services required for operations:

- Potable water delivered by truck from a local company
- Water for farm irrigation purposes is supplied under a provincial water licence from

the Old Man River
- Sewage disposal is contracted to a local company
- Three Phase Electricity is current onsite
- Gas onsite
- Propane tank onsite
— Hospitals, schools and all amenities in Lethbridge are in close proximity as the

property is 4 km from city limits

No additional services are required for the DC Area for the proposed use.

. Access and egress from the parcel and any potential impacts on public roads.

There are no contemplated changes to the entrance to the property and no impact to egress of
the parcel. The location is rural, approximately 4 km from the Lethbridge city limits and
surrounded by active farmland with very little traf?c except for farm related vehicles and farm
workers. The farming vehicles and equipment (tractors, harvesters, skid steer) utilized on this
property rarely leave the property. There will be a minimal impact on public roads as a result.
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Subject Area and Surrounding Parcels:
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TWP RD 85

Bylaw 25-010: Urban Fringe (UF) to Direct Control (DC)

225058 TWP RD 85 (Portion of SW 30-8-22W4M, Portion of NW 30-8-22W4M,
Portion of NE 25-8-23W4M) Approx 87.12 Acres
Located in Lethbridge County, AB

- LETHBRIDGE
a

[22 25-010 - Urban Fringe to Direct Control COUNTY
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LETHBRIDGE COUNTY 
IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA 

 
BYLAW NO. 25-010 

 
Bylaw 25-010 of Lethbridge County being a bylaw for the purpose of amending Land Use 
Bylaw 24-007, in accordance with Sections 230, 606 and 692 of the Municipal 
Government Act, R.S.A. 2000, Chapter M-26. 
 
WHEREAS the purpose of Bylaw 25-010 is to re-designate portions of NE 25-8-23-W4, NW 
30-8-22-W4 and SW 30-8-22-W4, as shown on the sketch below, from Urban Fringe (U.F.) 
to Direct Control (D.C.); 

 
AND WHEREAS the purpose of proposed Bylaw 25-010 is to establish the uses and 
regulations for a Direct Control district pertaining to the aforementioned land and are as 
described in Schedule “A” attached hereto; 
 
AND WHEREAS policies in the Municipal Development Plan Bylaw No 22-001 refer to the 
Direct Control Designation being used by Council to regulate land use; 
 
AND WHEREAS once an application has been submitted the municipality must prepare an 
amending bylaw and provide for its notification and consideration at a public hearing; 
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NOW THEREFORE, under the authority of the Municipal Government Act, R.S.A. 2000, C-
26, as amended, the Council of Lethbridge County in the Province of Alberta duly 
assembled does hereby enact the following, with the bylaw only coming into effect upon 
three successful reading thereof;  
 
NOW THEREFORE, under the authority of the Municipal Government Act, R.S.A. 2000, C-
26, as amended, the Council of Lethbridge County in the Province of Alberta duly 
assembled does hereby enact the following: 
 

1. The uses and regulations for the Direct Control District shall be as described in 
Schedule “A” attached hereto and be applied to the lands described above and 
identified on the above map. 
 

2. Bylaw No 24-007 – The Land Use Bylaw of Lethbridge County is hereby amended. 
 

3. The Bylaw shall come into effect upon third and final reading hereof. 
 
GIVEN first reading this 3rd day of April 2025. 
 
         ______________________________ 
         Reeve 
 
 
         _______________________________ 
         Chief Administrative Officer 
 
 
GIVEN second reading this _______ day of ____________________, 20___. 
 
 
 ______________________________ 
 Reeve 
 
 
 _______________________________ 
 Chief Administrative Officer 
 
 
GIVEN third reading this _______ day of ____________________, 20_____. 
 
 
          ______________________________ 
          Reeve 
                  

     _______________________________ 
           Chief Administrative Officer 
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Schedule A 
 

DIRECT CONTROL DISTRICT  
1. PURPOSE 

To provide a means whereby Council may regulate and control the use, development, or 
subdivision on a site-specific basis the following lands: 
 
Legal Description (Portion of SW 30-8-22W4M, Portion of NW 30-8-22W4M, Portion of NE 
25-8-23W4M) See drawing for extent of area. 
 
For the specific purposes of allowing: 

Cannabis Cultivation Portion of SW 30-8-22W4M. 
  Cannabis Cultivation Portion of NE 25-8-23W4M 
  Cannabis Cultivation, nursery and Processing Portion of NW 30-8-22W4M 
 

2. PERMITTED USES 

• Cannabis cultivation 

• Office 
• Extensive agriculture 

• Accessory buildings  
 
DISCRETIONARY USES 

• Cannabis processing 

• Cannabis nursery/greenhouse 
 

3. DEFINITIONS 

All other words or terms have the same meaning as what is specified in the Land Use 
Bylaw. 

 
4. MINIMUM YARD SETBACK REQUIREMENTS (Buildings) 

No part of a building, structure or development shall be located within: 
• Side Yard 6.1 metres (20 feet) 

• Rear Yard 6.1 metres (20 feet) 
 

5. MINIMUM SETBACK FROM ROADWAY 
No part of a building, structure or development shall be located within 38.1 metres (125 
feet) of the centre line of the public roadway. 
 

6. ACCESSORY BUILDINGS AND STRUCTURES 

• An accessory buildings or structures shall not be located in the required setback 

from a public road or an easement. 
• An accessory building or structure shall be setback a minimum 3.0 metres (10 feet) 

from the principle building and from all other structures on the same lot. 

• An accessory building or structure shall only be constructed after or in conjunction 

with an approved principle use or building on the parcel. 
 

7. GENERAL STANDARDS OF DEVELOPMENT 
At the discretion of Council or the Development Officer acting as the Development 
Authority having regard for the Lethbridge County Land Use Bylaw. 
 

8. SIGN REGULATIONS 
As per the Lethbridge County Land Use Bylaw. 

 
9. OTHER STANDARDS 

• All storm water shall be retained on-site to predevelopment levels.  At the 
subdivision or development permit stage a storm water management plan 

certified by a professional engineer may be required by Lethbridge County. 
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• All finished lot grading shall be constructed and maintained to the satisfaction of the 
Lethbridge County and shall be in accordance with the Engineering Guidelines and 

Minimum Servicing Standards. 

• Approaches and driveway access shall be in accordance with the Lethbridge County 

Engineering Guidelines and Minimum Servicing Standards or as otherwise 
stipulated by Council. 

• Any additional standards as required by County Council or the Development Officer. 
 

10. OTHER REQUIREMENTS 

• Site, Layout, and Grading Plan – that shows the property dimensions, building 

locations, parking areas, outdoor storage areas, employee parking areas, and 

utility easements and servicing areas, including the septic field location and any 
dugouts or storm ponds. 

• Refuse or garbage shall be kept in a suitably sized container or enclosure, effectively 

screened, and the refuse containers shall be located in a rear yard only. 

• Servicing  
o the developer shall be responsible for ensuring all required servicing is 

provided to the development, including potable water and private septic. If 

an on-site private septic treatment system is used to handle sewage 

disposal, then the system and field must be installed by a certified installer 
licensed with the provincial department of Municipal Affairs. 

• Development Agreement – as a condition of a subdivision or development permit 

approval the applicant may be required to enter into a Development Agreement 

with Lethbridge County, in accordance with the Land Use Bylaw. 
• Township Road 8-5 and Range Road 23-0 will be licensed or closed and 

consolidated by the application.  

• The applicant shall follow all federal, provincial, and municipal cannabis regulations. 
 

11. SUBDIVISION 

Council, acting in the capacity of the Subdivision Authority, shall make decisions on any 

future subdivision applications. 
 

12. DELEGATION OF AUTHORITY 

• County Council shall be the Development Authority to decide on development permit 

applications for discretionary uses or application for waivers of development 
standards.  Council may also decide on development permit applications for 

permitted uses. 

• The Development Officer, in accordance with the Land Use Bylaw and pursuant to 

Section 641 (3) of the Municipal Government Act may, with the direction of 
Council, act as the Development Authority and receive and decide upon 

development permit applications for permitted uses provided, they conform to the 

standards of this bylaw.   
 

13. APPROVAL PROCEDURE 

• Where the Development Officer as the Development Authority has been delegated 

the authority to decide upon development permit applications for permitted uses 
and has done so, then immediately upon issuance of the development permit the 

Development Officer shall cause a notice to be published in a newspaper 

circulating in the area stating the location of the property for which the application 

has been made and the use approved. 
• Before consideration of a permit application for development requiring waivers on 

the subject property, Council shall: 

o Cause a notice to be issued by the designated officer to any person likely 

to be affected. 
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o Ensure that the notice contains the date and time that Council will hear 
the application for discretionary uses or application for waivers of 

development standards. 

o Here any persons that claims to be affected by the decision on the 

application. 
• Council may then approve the development application with or without conditions or 

refuse the application with reasons. 

• Where Council has decided on a development permit application, the Development 

Officer acting on behalf of Council, shall cause a notice of the decision to be 
issued to the applicant and post a copy of the decision in the lobby of the County 

office.  

• When applicable, Council should seek comments from other agencies such as the 

planning advisor, Alberta Health Service, Alberta Transportation and Economic 
Corridors, or any applicable provincial or federal government department. 
 

14. APPEAL PROCEDURE 
• Pursuant to Section 685(4)(a) of the Municipal Government Act, if a decision with 

respect to a Development Permit Application is made by Council, there is no 
appeal to the Subdivision and Development Appeal Board. 

• Pursuant to Section 685(4)(b) of the Municipal Government Act, f the Development 
Officer has been delegated, the Authority to decide upon Development Permit 
Applications as the Development Authority, then the appeal to the Subdivision 
Appeal Board is limited to whether the Development Officer followed the directions 
of Council. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Map 1 – Direct Control Area 
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Map 2 – Detailed Direct Control Area (Buildings) 
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Abbondanza returns—an evening of artistic exce ence,

generosity, and community unlike any other.

With Abbondanza just around the corner, we wanted to ensure you don’t miss this

unique opportunity to join us for an unforgettable evening celebrating the arts and

supporting the next generation of creative talent. This year marks an exciting new

chapter for Abbondanza, and we would be delighted to have you as part of this

special occasion.

SE S ARE LIMITED, GETYOUR TICKETSNOW

Dear Kevin

Saturday, April 12, 2025

David Spin/<5Theatre, University ofLethbridge

Check-in & Reception | 5 pm.

Enjoy exclusive VIP advanced access to Vibe Fest after you check in with

priority behind—the-scenes tours and private fine arts experiences.

Official Abbondanza Dinner Program | 6:30 pm

Tickets | $350

GHT0FABUNAN
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THANKYOU

ABBONDA u SES NSO

TO THISYEAR'S

MA OR

Flora Matteotti

ADVOCATE

Chancellor EmeritaJaniceVarzari and Glenn Varzari

Harvey Labuhn, CA, CPA, CBV

ART LOVER

Cyndiand RichCrane

Andrew Hilton Wine and Spirits

KPMG

University of Lethbridge, Office of the President

Primo - FWBAArchitects

Secondo - Art and MaryJane Crooks

Do/ce - Chancellor Terry Whitehead

VINO SPONSOR

Sherry Davis, ATB Wealth
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Oldman Watershed Council
PO Box 1892

Lethbridge ABT1] 4K5
(403) 330-1346

info@o|dmanwatershed.ca

n

(,- LE";

Lethbridge County MAR10 2925
100, 905 - 4 Avenue South
Lethbridge AB T1J4E4 Lethbridqe County

March 3, 2025

Dear Lethbridge County Council,

Thank you for your generous donation in February 2025 to the Oldman Watershed Council. Your support is

deeply valued and appreciated as we work to improve the health and resilience of the watershed.

For over 20 years, OWC has served as a collaborative forum where diverse voices and interests come together

to address the critical need for watershed stewardship. lt’s contributions like yours that make this important

work possible.

Your donation helps us implement a range of strategies, from building watershed awareness through education

and outreach, to leading and supporting restoration projects, and monitoring and reporting on watershed health

across the region.

OWC is recognized as a trusted source of accurate, science-based information and as a team that builds strong

partnerships while getting meaningful work done.

Thank you once again for your support.

Sincerely,

Shannon Frank, Executive Director

gW/M/z
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ALBERTA 

MUNICIPAL AFFAIRS 

Office of the Minister 
MLA, Calgary-Hays 

320 Legislature Building, 10800 - 97 Avenue, Edmonton, Alberta T5K 2B6 Canada    Telephone 780-427-3744 Fax 780-422-9550 

 

 
Classification: Public 

          AR118482 
March 14, 2025 
 
 
Dear Chief Elected Officials: 
 
As you know, my colleague, the Honourable Nate Horner, President of Treasury Board and 
Minister of Finance, tabled Budget 2025 in the Alberta Legislature on February 27. I am writing 
to share further information regarding Budget 2025 as related to education property tax (EPT). 
 
Budget 2025 takes an important step toward stabilizing operational funding for education 
systems across Alberta. Historically, approximately one-third of operational funding for Alberta 
Education came from the EPT municipalities collect from their rate payers on behalf of the 
province. In recent years, the proportion that EPT contributes to funding the operations of 
Alberta Education has decreased to less than 30 per cent. Through Budget 2025, the 
Government of Alberta is increasing the proportion of Alberta Education’s operating budget 
covered by EPT to 31.6 per cent in 2025/2026 and back to 33 per cent in 2026/2027. 
 
To provide Alberta's public education system with a stable and sustainable source of funding 
and meet the demands of increased student enrollment, EPT revenue will increase by  
14 per cent from last year, to a total of $3.1 billion. This increase will be reflected on the 
property tax bills that municipalities send to property owners in 2025. 
 
The Ministry of Municipal Affairs sent EPT requisitions to all municipal administrations, informing 
them of their share of the provincial EPT. For more information on EPT, including a fact sheet 
(Attachment 1) and the EPT Requisition Comparison Report (Attachment 2), please visit 
www.alberta.ca/property-tax and click on “Education property tax.”   
 
Municipalities across Alberta can inform residents that a portion of their property taxes goes 
directly to the provincial government to help pay for the operations of Alberta’s education 
system. Many municipalities do this by adding a note to their property tax bills sent through the 
mail. 
 
 
 
 

…/2 
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Classification: Public 

- 2 - 
 
 

Budget 2025 is meeting the challenge of the cost of living by helping families keep more money 
in their pockets with lower personal income taxes and continuing investments in education and 
health care. I look forward to working together over the next year as we build strong and vibrant 
communities that make Alberta the best place in Canada to live, work, and raise a family. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
Ric McIver 
Minister 
 
Attachments: 
1. Education Property Tax Fact Sheet (2025) 
2. Education Property Tax Comparison Report (2025)  
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Education Property Tax 

Fact Sheet 

Highlights of the 2025-26 provincial 
education property tax  

Budget 2025 will see an increase to the education property 

tax rates after being frozen in 2024-25. The higher rates, 

along with rising property values and increased 

development, are expected to raise the education property 

tax requisition from $2.7 billion in 2024-25 to $3.1 billion in 

2025-26. 

The share of education operating costs funded by the 

education property tax will increase to 31.6 per cent in  

2025-26, following historic lows of about 28 per cent in  

2023-24 and 29.5 per cent in 2024-25. This will enhance 

Alberta’s ability to fund school operations, leading to better 

educational outcomes as student enrolment continues to 

grow.  

Education property taxes provide a stable source of  

revenue and equitable funding that supports K-12  

education, including teachers’ salaries,  

textbooks and classroom resources. They are not used to 

fund government operations, school capital costs or  

teachers’ pensions. 

Under the provincial funding model, all education  

property taxes are pooled by Alberta Education  

through the Alberta School Foundation Fund and  

distributed to public and separate school boards on 

an equal per-student basis. 

How education property tax is 
calculated for municipalities 

All municipalities collect an equitable share of the provincial 

education property tax in proportion to their total taxable 

property assessments, which are equalized across the 

province. The equalization process ensures owners of 

properties of similar value and type across the province pay 

similar amounts of education property taxes. For more 

details on this process, refer to the Guide to Equalized 

Assessment (www.municipalaffairs.alberta.ca/documents/
as/guide_to_equalized_assessment.pdf) on the Alberta 

website. 
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The provincial equalized assessment base used to 

determine education property taxes this year reflects 2023 

property values.  

In 2025, the education property tax will be calculated at a 

rate of $2.72 per $1,000 of the total residential/farmland 

equalized assessment value. The non-residential rate will be 

set at $4.00 per $1,000 of equalized assessment value. Most 

property owners will see a change to their education tax bill 

due to increasing mill rates and assessment values. 

Individual properties are taxed based on the local education 

property tax rate set by the municipality. 

How much Calgary and Edmonton  
contribute to education property tax 

Based on this formula, Calgary taxpayers will contribute 

$1.037 billion in education property tax in 2025. Edmonton 

taxpayers will contribute $575 million in education property 

tax in 2025. Funding for Calgary and Edmonton school 

boards will be based on the published profiles expected to 

be released by the end of March 2025. 

Declaration of faith 

The Canadian Constitution guarantees Roman Catholic 

citizens’ minority rights to a separate education system. In 

communities with separate school jurisdictions, property 

owners can declare they are of the Roman Catholic faith, so 

their education property tax dollars can be directed to those 

separate school jurisdictions. 

Education system benefits everyone 

Alberta’s education system plays a crucial role in shaping a 

skilled workforce, driving economic growth and fostering the 

social well-being of individuals and the province as a whole. 

It serves as a cornerstone for personal and collective 

prosperity, benefiting all Albertans—regardless of age, 

marital status or parental responsibilities.  

Questions about financial assistance for seniors or the 

Seniors Property Tax Deferral program can be directed to 

the Alberta Supports Contact Centre at 1-877-644-9992 (in 

Edmonton - 780-644-9992).  
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2025 Education Property Tax Requisition Comparison Report

2024 2025 % Change 2024 2025 % Change 2024 2025 % Change

City          

City of Airdrie $32,676,721 $40,805,954 25% $7,511,823 $8,908,827 19% $40,188,545 $49,714,781 24%

City of Beaumont $8,754,927 $10,279,535 17% $941,561 $1,075,964 14% $9,696,488 $11,355,500 17%

City of Brooks $2,922,626 $3,197,756 9% $1,245,129 $1,331,680 7% $4,167,755 $4,529,436 9%

City of Calgary $662,592,617 $790,698,938 19% $218,956,754 $246,642,379 13% $881,549,371 $1,037,341,317 18%

City of Camrose $5,706,740 $6,369,265 12% $2,395,051 $2,602,544 9% $8,101,791 $8,971,809 11%

City of Chestermere $12,471,769 $16,199,231 30% $898,257 $1,100,498 23% $13,370,026 $17,299,728 29%

City of Cold Lake $4,333,490 $4,965,053 15% $2,250,679 $2,494,154 11% $6,584,170 $7,459,208 13%

City of Edmonton $376,410,720 $411,115,425 9% $152,709,073 $164,041,580 7% $529,119,793 $575,157,005 9%

City of Fort Saskatchewan $10,595,208 $11,991,264 13% $4,936,892 $5,538,948 12% $15,532,100 $17,530,212 13%

City of Grande Prairie $18,324,596 $20,103,995 10% $11,818,731 $12,679,645 7% $30,143,327 $32,783,641 9%

City of Lacombe $4,114,518 $4,683,149 14% $1,315,723 $1,546,049 18% $5,430,241 $6,229,198 15%

City of Leduc $12,014,226 $13,877,339 16% $8,093,219 $9,565,323 18% $20,107,445 $23,442,662 17%

City of Lethbridge $32,216,642 $36,528,257 13% $11,640,476 $13,377,829 15% $43,857,118 $49,906,086 14%

City of Lloydminster $5,541,443 $6,079,283 10% $4,042,364 $4,433,079 10% $9,583,808 $10,512,362 10%

City of Medicine Hat $20,260,317 $22,491,557 11% $6,535,656 $7,437,516 14% $26,795,973 $29,929,073 12%

City of Red Deer $30,998,165 $34,713,671 12% $14,008,329 $15,291,018 9% $45,006,494 $50,004,689 11%

City of Spruce Grove $14,515,474 $16,553,065 14% $4,551,525 $5,171,599 14% $19,066,999 $21,724,664 14%

City of St. Albert $30,468,863 $33,797,441 11% $7,729,758 $8,571,041 11% $38,198,621 $42,368,481 11%

City of Wetaskiwin $2,649,107 $2,926,303 10% $1,333,280 $1,436,688 8% $3,982,386 $4,362,991 10%

Specialized Municipality          

Lac La Biche County $3,402,910 $3,748,401 10% $6,876,399 $7,598,780 11% $10,279,309 $11,347,181 10%

Mackenzie County $3,268,046 $3,728,460 14% $3,460,652 $3,759,748 9% $6,728,698 $7,488,208 11%

Municipality of Crowsnest Pass $2,845,014 $3,415,101 20% $652,417 $728,785 12% $3,497,431 $4,143,885 18%

Municipality of Jasper $2,897,656 $3,244,828 12% $2,870,879 $3,435,565 20% $5,768,534 $6,680,393 16%

Regional Municipality of Wood Buffalo $25,588,211 $26,818,348 5% $44,973,467 $49,007,432 9% $70,561,678 $75,825,781 7%

Strathcona County $49,559,018 $55,303,202 12% $23,807,109 $27,576,981 16% $73,366,127 $82,880,183 13%

Municipal District          

Athabasca County $2,968,750 $3,314,562 12% $2,935,244 $3,141,602 7% $5,903,993 $6,456,165 9%

Beaver County $2,127,932 $2,369,081 11% $1,707,543 $1,847,370 8% $3,835,475 $4,216,451 10%

Big Lakes County $1,588,207 $1,819,359 15% $3,445,321 $3,862,452 12% $5,033,528 $5,681,811 13%

Birch Hills County $297,581 $326,293 10% $478,049 $478,783 0% $775,630 $805,076 4%

Brazeau County $2,737,950 $3,083,062 13% $7,336,337 $8,195,680 12% $10,074,287 $11,278,741 12%

Camrose County $3,797,777 $4,261,631 12% $2,090,341 $2,274,726 9% $5,888,118 $6,536,357 11%

Cardston County $1,685,667 $2,104,898 25% $341,693 $386,567 13% $2,027,360 $2,491,465 23%

Clear Hills County $546,825 $629,296 15% $2,559,575 $2,776,630 8% $3,106,401 $3,405,926 10%

Clearwater County $5,085,847 $5,911,264 16% $14,021,592 $15,701,105 12% $18,995,973 $21,612,368 14%

County of Barrhead No. 11 $2,124,431 $2,333,529 10% $637,472 $775,048 22% $2,761,903 $3,108,577 13%

County of Forty Mile No. 8 $1,326,654 $1,432,634 8% $879,141 $885,612 1% $2,205,795 $2,318,247 5%

County of Grande Prairie No. 1 $11,607,927 $12,861,368 11% $14,419,704 $15,807,044 10% $26,027,632 $28,668,412 10%

County of Minburn No. 27 $1,056,824 $1,171,345 11% $1,367,655 $1,508,893 10% $2,424,478 $2,680,238 11%

County of Newell $2,636,382 $3,011,645 14% $9,258,318 $10,054,070 9% $11,894,699 $13,065,715 10%

Municipality

Residential / Farm Land Requisition Non-Residential Requisition Total Education Requisition

      

      

Requisitions are actuals, subject to revision

# Classification: Public 1 Requisition Amounts Based on Jan 31, 2025 Assessment Data
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2025 Education Property Tax Requisition Comparison Report

2024 2025 % Change 2024 2025 % Change 2024 2025 % ChangeMunicipality

Residential / Farm Land Requisition Non-Residential Requisition Total Education Requisition

County of Northern Lights $1,163,594 $1,318,339 13% $2,357,154 $2,465,897 5% $3,520,748 $3,784,236 7%

County of Paintearth No. 18 $607,198 $674,528 11% $1,518,731 $1,640,601 8% $2,125,929 $2,315,129 9%

County of St. Paul No. 19 $2,716,097 $3,023,206 11% $1,675,231 $1,820,102 9% $4,391,327 $4,843,307 10%

County of Stettler No. 6 $2,178,165 $2,506,532 15% $1,969,009 $2,155,166 9% $4,147,174 $4,661,699 12%

County of Two Hills No. 21 $1,128,952 $1,267,303 12% $538,400 $567,641 5% $1,667,352 $1,834,944 10%

County of Vermilion River $3,105,239 $3,504,031 13% $3,607,692 $3,922,259 9% $6,712,931 $7,426,290 11%

County of Warner No. 5 $1,377,310 $1,576,481 14% $763,665 $831,683 9% $2,140,976 $2,408,164 12%

County of Wetaskiwin No. 10 $5,534,040 $6,361,900 15% $2,571,375 $2,697,651 5% $8,105,416 $9,059,550 12%

Cypress County $4,164,065 $4,756,597 14% $9,165,422 $9,980,926 9% $13,329,487 $14,737,523 11%

Flagstaff County $1,385,419 $1,524,706 10% $2,296,911 $2,465,257 7% $3,682,330 $3,989,962 8%

Foothills County $20,718,315 $24,817,686 20% $4,016,897 $4,479,153 12% $24,735,212 $29,296,839 18%

Kneehill County $1,919,588 $2,234,421 16% $3,653,309 $4,034,251 10% $5,572,896 $6,268,673 12%

Lac Ste. Anne County $4,767,410 $5,334,125 12% $1,299,875 $1,435,830 10% $6,067,284 $6,769,955 12%

Lacombe County $5,610,186 $6,213,691 11% $7,250,909 $7,833,466 8% $12,861,095 $14,047,157 9%

Lamont County $1,559,287 $1,727,462 11% $1,763,676 $1,958,153 11% $3,322,963 $3,685,614 11%

Leduc County $8,159,017 $9,442,769 16% $20,320,932 $23,628,449 16% $28,479,949 $33,071,219 16%

Lethbridge County $3,698,818 $4,187,551 13% $2,643,677 $2,963,143 12% $6,342,496 $7,150,694 13%

Mountain View County $7,735,673 $9,098,245 18% $6,284,415 $6,923,038 10% $14,020,087 $16,021,283 14%

Municipal District of Acadia No. 34 $184,219 $198,106 8% $38,429 $47,746 24% $222,648 $245,852 10%

Municipal District of Bighorn No. 8 $1,805,415 $2,140,349 19% $1,755,884 $2,030,637 16% $3,561,299 $4,170,986 17%

Municipal District of Bonnyville No. 87 $5,005,435 $5,676,433 13% $12,176,155 $13,366,783 10% $17,181,590 $19,043,216 11%

Municipal District of Fairview No. 136 $515,720 $547,243 6% $453,223 $504,090 11% $968,943 $1,051,332 9%

Municipal District of Greenview No. 16 $2,854,277 $3,296,919 16% $29,122,178 $32,658,178 12% $31,976,455 $35,955,097 12%

Municipal District of Lesser Slave River No. 

124 $1,442,011 $1,582,612 10% $2,611,656 $3,016,477 16% $4,053,667 $4,599,089 13%

Municipal District of Opportunity No. 17 $682,373 $734,631 8% $8,299,570 $9,291,968 12% $8,981,943 $10,026,599 12%

Municipal District of Peace No. 135 $487,302 $551,075 13% $436,111 $439,013 1% $923,413 $990,088 7%

Municipal District of Pincher Creek No. 9 $1,935,495 $2,306,550 19% $1,234,671 $1,355,159 10% $3,170,165 $3,661,708 16%

Municipal District of Provost No. 52 $774,826 $846,255 9% $4,135,144 $4,529,243 10% $4,909,970 $5,375,497 9%

Municipal District of Ranchland No. 66 $69,910 $79,213 13% $562,190 $607,009 8% $632,100 $686,222 9%

Municipal District of Smoky River No. 130 $627,528 $708,827 13% $820,142 $925,736 13% $1,447,670 $1,634,563 13%

Municipal District of Spirit River No. 133 $218,076 $247,068 13% $436,310 $556,133 27% $654,387 $803,201 23%

Municipal District of Taber $2,461,834 $2,939,243 19% $2,977,866 $3,271,695 10% $5,439,700 $6,210,938 14%

Municipal District of Wainwright No. 61 $1,870,314 $2,036,211 9% $4,439,583 $4,992,764 12% $6,309,897 $7,028,975 11%

Municipal District of Willow Creek No. 26 $2,481,124 $3,018,965 22% $1,658,119 $1,866,268 13% $4,139,243 $4,885,234 18%

Northern Sunrise County $626,390 $681,246 9% $4,598,306 $4,984,628 8% $5,224,696 $5,665,873 8%

Parkland County $18,079,142 $20,338,767 12% $12,638,309 $13,866,868 10% $30,717,451 $34,205,635 11%

Ponoka County $4,744,959 $5,612,733 18% $3,680,077 $4,109,553 12% $8,425,035 $9,722,286 15%

Red Deer County $10,558,882 $12,203,080 16% $8,991,886 $9,829,912 9% $19,550,768 $22,032,992 13%

Rocky View County $38,920,613 $47,862,361 23% $23,236,941 $29,811,930 28% $62,157,553 $77,674,291 25%

Saddle Hills County $513,541 $657,511 28% $6,672,392 $7,558,362 13% $7,185,933 $8,215,873 14%

Smoky Lake County $1,043,840 $1,209,203 16% $1,048,058 $1,180,297 13% $2,091,898 $2,389,500 14%

Starland County $616,057 $713,053 16% $1,341,942 $1,468,496 9% $1,957,998 $2,181,548 11%

Sturgeon County $10,951,968 $12,344,569 13% $9,175,271 $10,047,558 10% $20,127,239 $22,392,127 11%

Requisitions are actuals, subject to revision

# Classification: Public 2 Requisition Amounts Based on Jan 31, 2025 Assessment Data
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2025 Education Property Tax Requisition Comparison Report

2024 2025 % Change 2024 2025 % Change 2024 2025 % ChangeMunicipality

Residential / Farm Land Requisition Non-Residential Requisition Total Education Requisition

Thorhild County $1,143,781 $1,245,132 9% $1,296,708 $1,416,297 9% $2,440,489 $2,661,429 9%

Vulcan County $2,024,349 $2,444,881 21% $1,564,558 $1,747,180 12% $3,588,907 $4,192,061 17%

Westlock County $2,255,121 $2,557,655 13% $564,510 $633,448 12% $2,819,632 $3,191,102 13%

Wheatland County $4,122,594 $4,828,880 17% $6,645,007 $7,303,042 10% $10,767,601 $12,131,922 13%

Woodlands County $2,041,854 $2,309,541 13% $3,290,161 $3,692,933 12% $5,332,015 $6,002,475 13%

Yellowhead County $4,577,378 $4,859,162 6% $22,438,768 $25,332,759 13% $27,016,146 $30,191,921 12%

Town          

Town of Athabasca $673,705 $737,486 9% $407,866 $427,792 5% $1,081,571 $1,165,279 8%

Town of Banff $5,452,073 $6,139,710 13% $4,891,651 $7,239,681 48% $10,343,724 $13,379,391 29%

Town of Barrhead $974,653 $1,089,113 12% $450,923 $495,890 10% $1,425,576 $1,585,002 11%

Town of Bashaw $156,921 $181,407 16% $67,935 $80,469 18% $224,856 $261,876 16%

Town of Bassano $233,950 $263,839 13% $113,893 $138,615 22% $347,843 $402,454 16%

Town of Beaverlodge $596,683 $648,163 9% $244,276 $272,598 12% $840,959 $920,760 9%

Town of Bentley $250,394 $276,434 10% $57,414 $59,363 3% $307,809 $335,797 9%

Town of Blackfalds $3,261,920 $3,712,428 14% $611,935 $706,756 15% $3,873,855 $4,419,184 14%

Town of Bon Accord $385,872 $408,266 6% $28,429 $32,741 15% $414,300 $441,007 6%

Town of Bonnyville $1,519,070 $1,574,566 4% $1,317,668 $1,376,262 4% $2,836,738 $2,950,828 4%

Town of Bow Island $373,506 $404,338 8% $183,991 $206,498 12% $557,497 $610,836 10%

Town of Bowden $271,677 $305,287 12% $58,369 $64,180 10% $330,046 $369,467 12%

Town of Bruderheim $363,604 $398,261 10% $70,745 $78,521 11% $434,349 $476,782 10%

Town of Calmar $618,465 $672,762 9% $187,788 $214,536 14% $806,253 $887,298 10%

Town of Canmore $23,913,325 $27,778,702 16% $6,438,454 $7,999,686 24% $30,351,778 $35,778,387 18%

Town of Cardston $898,811 $997,958 11% $180,488 $214,989 19% $1,079,299 $1,212,947 12%

Town of Carstairs $1,910,780 $2,235,333 17% $255,532 $284,693 11% $2,166,312 $2,520,025 16%

Town of Castor $162,370 $181,011 11% $53,449 $60,928 14% $215,819 $241,939 12%

Town of Claresholm $1,069,376 $1,246,100 17% $381,473 $423,148 11% $1,450,849 $1,669,249 15%

Town of Coaldale $2,761,332 $3,260,084 18% $673,399 $837,833 24% $3,434,732 $4,097,917 19%

Town of Coalhurst $797,268 $914,316 15% $55,482 $61,675 11% $852,750 $975,991 14%

Town of Cochrane $16,990,384 $21,325,962 26% $2,577,223 $2,880,699 12% $19,567,606 $24,206,661 24%

Town of Coronation $142,829 $158,116 11% $83,519 $92,592 11% $226,348 $250,708 11%

Town of Crossfield $1,389,235 $1,697,192 22% $717,281 $834,122 16% $2,106,516 $2,531,315 20%

Town of Daysland $194,940 $216,695 11% $28,246 $29,904 6% $223,185 $246,599 10%

Town of Devon $2,127,248 $2,380,509 12% $492,293 $524,496 7% $2,619,541 $2,905,006 11%

Town of Diamond Valley $2,208,310 $2,764,092 25% $316,360 $364,689 15% $2,524,671 $3,128,780 24%

Town of Didsbury $1,521,057 $1,737,458 14% $307,636 $356,979 16% $1,828,694 $2,094,437 15%

Town of Drayton Valley $1,775,121 $2,025,777 14% $1,714,259 $1,921,015 12% $3,489,381 $3,946,792 13%

Town of Drumheller $1,814,112 $2,062,736 14% $877,638 $995,066 13% $2,691,750 $3,057,802 14%

Town of Eckville $247,955 $267,636 8% $80,853 $92,285 14% $328,809 $359,921 9%

Town of Edson $2,243,943 $2,441,048 9% $1,512,476 $1,669,593 10% $3,756,419 $4,110,641 9%

Town of Elk Point $269,770 $281,227 4% $159,710 $170,692 7% $429,480 $451,919 5%

Town of Fairview $571,989 $604,192 6% $250,629 $275,678 10% $822,618 $879,870 7%

Town of Falher $145,054 $157,251 8% $100,790 $111,257 10% $245,844 $268,508 9%

Town of Fort Macleod $869,224 $1,017,081 17% $526,464 $608,171 16% $1,395,688 $1,625,252 16%

      

Requisitions are actuals, subject to revision

# Classification: Public 3 Requisition Amounts Based on Jan 31, 2025 Assessment Data
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2024 2025 % Change 2024 2025 % Change 2024 2025 % ChangeMunicipality

Residential / Farm Land Requisition Non-Residential Requisition Total Education Requisition

Town of Fox Creek $504,733 $503,588 0% $576,444 $575,761 0% $1,081,177 $1,079,349 0%

Town of Gibbons $901,128 $996,373 11% $118,711 $146,924 24% $1,019,840 $1,143,297 12%

Town of Grimshaw $538,354 $569,588 6% $188,597 $181,690 -4% $726,951 $751,279 3%

Town of Hanna $429,952 $492,715 15% $235,065 $252,372 7% $665,017 $745,087 12%

Town of Hardisty $174,968 $189,827 8% $112,379 $117,531 5% $287,348 $307,358 7%

Town of High Level $647,561 $745,421 15% $775,817 $869,788 12% $1,423,378 $1,615,209 13%

Town of High Prairie $463,008 $507,551 10% $416,569 $452,358 9% $879,577 $959,909 9%

Town of High River $5,185,679 $6,262,867 21% $1,258,625 $1,425,533 13% $6,444,304 $7,688,400 19%

Town of Hinton $2,903,719 $3,248,988 12% $1,730,494 $1,897,036 10% $4,634,213 $5,146,024 11%

Town of Innisfail $2,163,212 $2,454,357 13% $973,022 $1,061,323 9% $3,136,234 $3,515,680 12%

Town of Irricana $335,782 $400,812 19% $31,470 $33,800 7% $367,252 $434,612 18%

Town of Killam $184,519 $201,804 9% $87,769 $90,729 3% $272,289 $292,534 7%

Town of Lamont $348,707 $392,648 13% $104,466 $109,447 5% $453,173 $502,095 11%

Town of Legal $316,271 $333,739 6% $32,996 $36,812 12% $349,267 $370,551 6%

Town of Magrath $638,897 $744,423 17% $62,836 $73,655 17% $701,733 $818,079 17%

Town of Manning $227,713 $245,891 8% $104,782 $117,904 13% $332,495 $363,795 9%

Town of Mayerthorpe $198,045 $211,689 7% $102,394 $105,880 3% $300,440 $317,569 6%

Town of McLennan $79,379 $86,129 9% $36,440 $43,818 20% $115,819 $129,947 12%

Town of Milk River $163,614 $199,252 22% $42,209 $48,759 16% $205,823 $248,011 20%

Town of Millet $515,036 $568,429 10% $129,356 $168,955 31% $644,392 $737,384 14%

Town of Morinville $3,097,155 $3,500,557 13% $694,330 $753,169 8% $3,791,484 $4,253,725 12%

Town of Mundare $217,819 $239,213 10% $52,965 $56,443 7% $270,784 $295,655 9%

Town of Nanton $691,299 $847,683 23% $227,315 $273,998 21% $918,614 $1,121,681 22%

Town of Nobleford $346,672 $414,409 20% $146,866 $178,593 22% $493,538 $593,002 20%

Town of Okotoks $13,779,201 $17,010,168 23% $2,967,871 $3,560,904 20% $16,747,072 $20,571,072 23%

Town of Olds $3,184,858 $3,750,666 18% $1,465,506 $1,468,898 0% $4,650,364 $5,219,563 12%

Town of Onoway $216,104 $239,271 11% $140,242 $134,295 -4% $356,346 $373,566 5%

Town of Oyen $180,943 $199,680 10% $81,592 $101,503 24% $262,536 $301,184 15%

Town of Peace River $1,662,202 $1,750,544 5% $1,006,007 $1,040,072 3% $2,668,209 $2,790,616 5%

Town of Penhold $1,021,712 $1,143,774 12% $152,701 $180,175 18% $1,174,413 $1,323,950 13%

Town of Picture Butte $472,143 $557,869 18% $151,248 $177,088 17% $623,390 $734,957 18%

Town of Pincher Creek $973,274 $1,189,883 22% $469,681 $561,301 20% $1,442,955 $1,751,185 21%

Town of Ponoka $1,776,801 $1,986,442 12% $725,492 $786,222 8% $2,502,293 $2,772,664 11%

Town of Provost $364,151 $391,494 8% $246,407 $269,682 9% $610,558 $661,176 8%

Town of Rainbow Lake $40,982 $44,887 10% $49,354 $52,583 7% $90,336 $97,471 8%

Town of Raymond $992,896 $1,174,077 18% $107,995 $121,051 12% $1,100,891 $1,295,127 18%

Town of Redcliff $1,554,017 $1,733,801 12% $787,411 $868,553 10% $2,341,428 $2,602,354 11%

Town of Redwater $534,777 $576,910 8% $338,658 $353,488 4% $873,435 $930,397 7%

Town of Rimbey $613,977 $679,488 11% $309,420 $355,264 15% $923,397 $1,034,751 12%

Town of Rocky Mountain House $1,808,759 $2,047,210 13% $1,064,113 $1,167,426 10% $2,872,872 $3,214,636 12%

Town of Sedgewick $183,204 $198,272 8% $69,687 $75,688 9% $252,891 $273,960 8%

Town of Sexsmith $681,162 $748,870 10% $192,410 $203,172 6% $873,572 $952,043 9%

Town of Slave Lake $1,629,791 $1,796,707 10% $949,735 $1,018,839 7% $2,579,526 $2,815,547 9%

Town of Smoky Lake $197,093 $223,157 13% $74,691 $84,708 13% $271,784 $307,865 13%
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Town of Spirit River $166,509 $176,441 6% $75,363 $81,040 8% $241,873 $257,481 6%

Town of St. Paul $1,260,430 $1,341,698 6% $627,699 $694,064 11% $1,888,129 $2,035,762 8%

Town of Stavely $141,229 $168,982 20% $44,882 $41,993 -6% $186,111 $210,974 13%

Town of Stettler $1,456,021 $1,633,399 12% $903,555 $1,034,464 14% $2,359,576 $2,667,863 13%

Town of Stony Plain $6,375,406 $7,276,531 14% $1,940,532 $2,210,709 14% $8,315,938 $9,487,240 14%

Town of Strathmore $4,757,855 $5,848,969 23% $1,195,802 $1,403,028 17% $5,953,657 $7,251,997 22%

Town of Sundre $837,834 $949,140 13% $370,402 $384,838 4% $1,208,236 $1,333,977 10%

Town of Swan Hills $122,536 $137,620 12% $111,045 $104,896 -6% $233,581 $242,516 4%

Town of Sylvan Lake $6,166,325 $6,809,225 10% $1,282,671 $1,431,680 12% $7,448,997 $8,240,905 11%

Town of Taber $2,179,692 $2,467,407 13% $1,012,489 $1,188,322 17% $3,192,181 $3,655,730 15%

Town of Thorsby $207,956 $223,229 7% $80,840 $81,266 1% $288,796 $304,495 5%

Town of Three Hills $714,532 $807,504 13% $232,148 $278,749 20% $946,680 $1,086,252 15%

Town of Tofield $505,708 $546,545 8% $201,851 $220,732 9% $707,560 $767,277 8%

Town of Trochu $187,250 $219,112 17% $63,669 $74,608 17% $250,919 $293,719 17%

Town of Two Hills $159,745 $173,598 9% $52,490 $56,602 8% $212,235 $230,200 8%

Town of Valleyview $348,413 $396,108 14% $293,412 $342,250 17% $641,826 $738,359 15%

Town of Vauxhall $204,637 $242,223 18% $66,674 $80,528 21% $271,311 $322,750 19%

Town of Vegreville $1,270,223 $1,398,415 10% $714,209 $784,479 10% $1,984,432 $2,182,894 10%

Town of Vermilion $1,048,118 $1,148,399 10% $657,967 $722,215 10% $1,706,085 $1,870,614 10%

Town of Viking $181,712 $199,249 10% $82,710 $87,407 6% $264,422 $286,656 8%

Town of Vulcan $506,701 $581,657 15% $155,929 $176,348 13% $662,630 $758,004 14%

Town of Wainwright $1,647,086 $1,773,328 8% $952,095 $1,028,317 8% $2,599,181 $2,801,645 8%

Town of Wembley $366,635 $404,951 10% $140,603 $160,702 14% $507,238 $565,653 12%

Town of Westlock $1,062,898 $1,175,208 11% $681,121 $727,190 7% $1,744,019 $1,902,398 9%

Town of Whitecourt $2,736,404 $2,959,682 8% $2,275,620 $2,535,055 11% $5,012,024 $5,494,737 10%

Village          

Alberta Beach $460,851 $493,842 7% $42,315 $50,665 20% $503,166 $544,506 8%

Village of Acme $137,589 $166,973 21% $41,136 $48,261 17% $178,726 $215,235 20%

Village of Alix $157,002 $184,519 18% $59,747 $69,550 16% $216,748 $254,068 17%

Village of Alliance $17,468 $18,792 8% $10,788 $11,391 6% $28,256 $30,183 7%

Village of Amisk $29,421 $30,500 4% $5,498 $6,820 24% $34,919 $37,319 7%

Village of Andrew $67,963 $69,512 2% $20,820 $23,248 12% $88,783 $92,760 4%

Village of Arrowwood $34,108 $42,675 25% $11,414 $14,358 26% $45,523 $57,032 25%

Village of Barnwell $263,431 $293,199 11% $17,378 $19,299 11% $280,809 $312,499 11%

Village of Barons $47,345 $65,841 39% $9,814 $13,829 41% $57,159 $79,670 39%

Village of Bawlf $84,230 $92,378 10% $6,686 $7,387 10% $90,916 $99,765 10%

Village of Beiseker $204,158 $245,284 20% $109,271 $118,304 8% $313,430 $363,588 16%

Village of Berwyn $73,925 $75,735 2% $12,354 $13,080 6% $86,279 $88,815 3%

Village of Big Valley $57,540 $64,384 12% $19,214 $22,565 17% $76,754 $86,948 13%

Village of Bittern Lake $57,647 $62,677 9% $8,552 $9,357 9% $66,199 $72,035 9%

Village of Boyle $156,074 $168,100 8% $96,197 $105,289 9% $252,271 $273,389 8%

Village of Breton $106,294 $121,299 14% $41,573 $44,422 7% $147,867 $165,721 12%

Village of Carbon $102,293 $117,893 15% $11,484 $12,220 6% $113,778 $130,113 14%
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Village of Carmangay $48,404 $58,953 22% $9,539 $11,983 26% $57,943 $70,936 22%

Village of Champion $59,751 $87,219 46% $13,866 $17,077 23% $73,617 $104,296 42%

Village of Chauvin $40,059 $42,816 7% $21,383 $24,237 13% $61,443 $67,053 9%

Village of Chipman $47,300 $51,912 10% $16,261 $17,871 10% $63,561 $69,783 10%

Village of Clive $194,459 $214,050 10% $12,322 $13,636 11% $206,781 $227,686 10%

Village of Clyde $77,161 $86,993 13% $9,832 $9,822 0% $86,993 $96,815 11%

Village of Consort $105,248 $116,274 10% $62,836 $70,117 12% $168,084 $186,390 11%

Village of Coutts $37,085 $42,040 13% $35,530 $42,011 18% $72,615 $84,051 16%

Village of Cowley $43,135 $54,146 26% $15,417 $17,089 11% $58,553 $71,236 22%

Village of Cremona $111,326 $122,020 10% $26,963 $29,397 9% $138,289 $151,416 9%

Village of Czar $25,085 $28,713 14% $7,748 $10,967 42% $32,833 $39,680 21%

Village of Delburne $206,633 $220,020 6% $43,829 $42,883 -2% $250,463 $262,903 5%

Village of Delia $34,212 $39,445 15% $12,863 $13,637 6% $47,075 $53,082 13%

Village of Donalda $31,630 $35,086 11% $5,958 $6,579 10% $37,588 $41,665 11%

Village of Donnelly $49,360 $54,966 11% $8,044 $8,796 9% $57,403 $63,763 11%

Village of Duchess $250,760 $270,911 8% $35,705 $40,972 15% $286,465 $311,883 9%

Village of Edberg $20,445 $23,160 13% $1,265 $1,514 20% $21,711 $24,674 14%

Village of Edgerton $63,662 $67,381 6% $14,104 $15,890 13% $77,766 $83,271 7%

Village of Elnora $50,896 $60,071 18% $10,459 $10,647 2% $61,356 $70,718 15%

Village of Empress $18,516 $19,581 6% $6,651 $6,571 -1% $25,167 $26,152 4%

Village of Foremost $110,123 $132,442 20% $43,240 $50,545 17% $153,362 $182,987 19%

Village of Forestburg $148,651 $162,777 10% $37,102 $38,679 4% $185,753 $201,456 8%

Village of Girouxville $33,288 $36,433 9% $10,115 $10,327 2% $43,402 $46,761 8%

Village of Glendon $92,993 $99,084 7% $17,999 $19,290 7% $110,993 $118,375 7%

Village of Glenwood $75,308 $90,453 20% $9,190 $9,732 6% $84,497 $100,185 19%

Village of Halkirk $14,685 $6,513 $21,198

Village of Hay Lakes $123,952 $139,060 12% $7,320 $9,248 26% $131,272 $148,308 13%

Village of Heisler $17,266 $19,492 13% $5,182 $5,825 12% $22,448 $25,316 13%

Village of Hill Spring $54,414 $60,440 11% $4,211 $4,750 13% $58,625 $65,190 11%

Village of Hines Creek $34,209 $35,332 3% $20,015 $21,640 8% $54,224 $56,972 5%

Village of Holden $44,248 $50,417 14% $32,543 $34,896 7% $76,791 $85,313 11%

Village of Hughenden $26,637 $28,084 5% $5,880 $6,641 13% $32,517 $34,725 7%

Village of Hussar $30,710 $35,112 14% $10,012 $11,784 18% $40,723 $46,896 15%

Village of Innisfree $24,567 $28,117 14% $11,944 $13,608 14% $36,510 $41,725 14%

Village of Irma $94,487 $103,158 9% $28,797 $30,672 7% $123,284 $133,830 9%

Village of Kitscoty $211,072 $223,850 6% $26,720 $29,034 9% $237,792 $252,884 6%

Village of Linden $168,416 $200,029 19% $65,604 $71,363 9% $234,019 $271,392 16%

Village of Lomond $26,897 $31,081 16% $8,775 $9,843 12% $35,672 $40,924 15%

Village of Longview $133,296 $157,316 18% $48,454 $52,257 8% $181,750 $209,574 15%

Village of Lougheed $32,223 $34,916 8% $18,238 $19,609 8% $50,461 $54,525 8%

Village of Mannville $107,608 $117,702 9% $32,971 $35,179 7% $140,579 $152,881 9%

Village of Marwayne $92,007 $103,214 12% $16,706 $19,408 16% $108,714 $122,622 13%

Village of Milo $23,853 $29,740 25% $12,798 $14,627 14% $36,651 $44,367 21%
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Village of Morrin $34,991 $39,171 12% $4,515 $5,360 19% $39,506 $44,531 13%

Village of Munson $43,099 $48,199 12% $4,950 $5,534 12% $48,050 $53,733 12%

Village of Myrnam $36,939 $39,970 8% $5,457 $6,587 21% $42,396 $46,558 10%

Village of Nampa $57,385 $59,957 4% $67,853 $71,282 5% $125,238 $131,239 5%

Village of Paradise Valley $21,596 $23,767 10% $5,095 $5,744 13% $26,691 $29,511 11%

Village of Rockyford $64,255 $72,280 12% $23,645 $26,088 10% $87,900 $98,368 12%

Village of Rosalind $31,128 $35,286 13% $9,256 $10,292 11% $40,384 $45,578 13%

Village of Rosemary $73,179 $77,918 6% $8,384 $10,011 19% $81,563 $87,929 8%

Village of Rycroft $88,634 $91,295 3% $94,487 $99,226 5% $183,121 $190,520 4%

Village of Ryley $65,801 $71,484 9% $43,682 $48,904 12% $109,483 $120,388 10%

Village of Spring Lake $373,548 $424,975 14% $11,986 $13,638 14% $385,534 $438,613 14%

Village of Standard $80,933 $93,175 15% $52,180 $55,237 6% $133,113 $148,411 11%

Village of Stirling $294,781 $346,258 17% $14,241 $16,389 15% $309,022 $362,647 17%

Village of Veteran $23,395 $26,027 11% $9,571 $10,370 8% $32,966 $36,397 10%

Village of Vilna $28,541 $30,806 8% $7,727 $8,895 15% $36,268 $39,701 9%

Village of Warburg $122,242 $135,895 11% $41,969 $44,792 7% $164,211 $180,687 10%

Village of Warner $65,587 $80,346 23% $16,418 $20,411 24% $82,005 $100,757 23%

Village of Waskatenau $40,856 $43,870 7% $6,749 $7,746 15% $47,605 $51,617 8%

Village of Youngstown $22,650 $24,802 10% $7,765 $8,701 12% $30,415 $33,503 10%

Summer Village          

Summer Village of Argentia Beach $233,387 $266,905 14% $1,180 $1,326 12% $234,567 $268,232 14%

Summer Village of Betula Beach $80,456 $96,947 20% $215 $239 11% $80,671 $97,187 20%

Summer Village of Birch Cove $36,311 $41,937 15% $207 $230 11% $36,518 $42,167 15%

Summer Village of Birchcliff $509,079 $572,211 12% $7,128 $7,674 8% $516,207 $579,885 12%

Summer Village of Bondiss $170,894 $194,473 14% $2,877 $3,402 18% $173,770 $197,875 14%

Summer Village of Bonnyville Beach $68,232 $72,907 7% $667 $733 10% $68,899 $73,641 7%

Summer Village of Burnstick Lake $53,970 $76,288 41% $131 $150 14% $54,101 $76,437 41%

Summer Village of Castle Island $35,579 $37,112 4% $62 $70 13% $35,641 $37,182 4%

Summer Village of Crystal Springs $238,164 $267,321 12% $1,208 $1,341 11% $239,372 $268,662 12%

Summer Village of Ghost Lake $126,210 $156,277 24% $263 $282 7% $126,472 $156,559 24%

Summer Village of Golden Days $367,537 $419,422 14% $3,258 $3,258 0% $370,795 $422,680 14%

Summer Village of Grandview $287,308 $322,822 12% $1,076 $1,222 14% $288,384 $324,045 12%

Summer Village of Gull Lake $269,295 $314,039 17% $4,504 $5,412 20% $273,799 $319,450 17%

Summer Village of Half Moon Bay $121,653 $130,500 7% $157 $180 14% $121,810 $130,680 7%

Summer Village of Horseshoe Bay $42,270 $45,515 8% $727 $808 11% $42,997 $46,323 8%

Summer Village of Island Lake $300,691 $349,645 16% $2,611 $3,237 24% $303,302 $352,882 16%

Summer Village of Island Lake South $82,853 $91,599 11% $408 $456 12% $83,262 $92,055 11%

Summer Village of Itaska Beach $124,501 $137,429 10% $583 $642 10% $125,084 $138,070 10%

Summer Village of Jarvis Bay $490,062 $575,535 17% $1,387 $1,558 12% $491,449 $577,092 17%

Summer Village of Kapasiwin $87,853 $94,742 8% $317 $347 9% $88,170 $95,089 8%

Summer Village of Lakeview $46,084 $55,272 20% $256 $292 14% $46,340 $55,564 20%

Summer Village of Larkspur $88,448 $98,107 11% $220 $240 9% $88,668 $98,346 11%

Summer Village of Ma-Me-O Beach $272,676 $287,565 5% $7,797 $8,247 6% $280,473 $295,811 5%
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Summer Village of Mewatha Beach $153,698 $176,305 15% $916 $1,152 26% $154,614 $177,457 15%

Summer Village of Nakamun Park $110,355 $125,086 13% $568 $637 12% $110,923 $125,723 13%

Summer Village of Norglenwold $600,456 $702,346 17% $2,192 $2,485 13% $602,648 $704,831 17%

Summer Village of Norris Beach $97,746 $106,415 9% $661 $722 9% $98,407 $107,137 9%

Summer Village of Parkland Beach $203,204 $228,849 13% $9,298 $10,332 11% $212,502 $239,182 13%

Summer Village of Pelican Narrows $138,468 $154,043 11% $1,162 $1,279 10% $139,630 $155,322 11%

Summer Village of Point Alison $65,116 $69,073 6% $289 $321 11% $65,405 $69,394 6%

Summer Village of Poplar Bay $266,865 $286,011 7% $1,487 $1,644 11% $268,352 $287,655 7%

Summer Village of Rochon Sands $162,437 $176,078 8% $1,677 $1,847 10% $164,113 $177,926 8%

Summer Village of Ross Haven $163,226 $181,804 11% $835 $935 12% $164,061 $182,739 11%

Summer Village of Sandy Beach $123,810 $139,589 13% $2,364 $2,708 15% $126,174 $142,296 13%

Summer Village of Seba Beach $480,197 $557,449 16% $13,885 $15,546 12% $494,083 $572,995 16%

Summer Village of Silver Beach $247,016 $265,357 7% $755 $839 11% $247,772 $266,197 7%

Summer Village of Silver Sands $163,468 $190,537 17% $4,717 $5,376 14% $168,185 $195,913 16%

Summer Village of South Baptiste $54,415 $62,931 16% $2,889 $3,115 8% $57,304 $66,046 15%

Summer Village of South View $50,810 $55,997 10% $498 $552 11% $51,309 $56,550 10%

Summer Village of Sunbreaker Cove $386,984 $435,456 13% $613 $681 11% $387,597 $436,137 13%

Summer Village of Sundance Beach $169,430 $187,637 11% $327 $367 12% $169,757 $188,004 11%

Summer Village of Sunrise Beach $75,973 $85,126 12% $547 $612 12% $76,520 $85,738 12%

Summer Village of Sunset Beach $94,310 $104,457 11% $575 $646 12% $94,885 $105,104 11%

Summer Village of Sunset Point $190,911 $202,280 6% $727 $811 12% $191,637 $203,091 6%

Summer Village of Val Quentin $129,824 $148,205 14% $1,098 $1,223 11% $130,922 $149,428 14%

Summer Village of Waiparous $97,209 $125,505 29% $183 $204 12% $97,391 $125,708 29%

Summer Village of West Baptiste $98,465 $116,564 18% $504 $562 11% $98,969 $117,126 18%

Summer Village of West Cove $152,266 $163,052 7% $793 $886 12% $153,059 $163,939 7%

Summer Village of Whispering Hills $126,676 $154,680 22% $1,096 $1,890 72% $127,772 $156,570 23%

Summer Village of White Sands $309,431 $345,232 12% $2,257 $2,512 11% $311,688 $347,744 12%

Summer Village of Yellowstone $97,654 $110,447 13% $629 $707 12% $98,283 $111,154 13%

Improvement District          

Improvement District No. 04 (Waterton) $486,959 $557,367 14% $267,914 $300,923 12% $754,873 $858,290 14%

Improvement District No. 09 (Banff) $311,788 $379,499 22% $2,732,751 $3,522,788 29% $3,044,539 $3,902,287 28%

Improvement District No. 12 (Jasper National 

Park) $15,812 $18,047 14% $215,094 $231,275 8% $230,906 $249,323 8%

Improvement District No. 13 (Elk Island) $956 $1,018 6% $22,334 $23,454 5% $23,291 $24,472 5%

Improvement District No. 24 (Wood Buffalo) $6,267 $6,636 6% $3,913 $4,363 11% $10,180 $11,000 8%

Kananaskis Improvement District $179,885 $208,069 16% $441,342 $532,210 21% $621,228 $740,278 19%

Special Area          

Special Areas Board $1,589,002 $1,838,695 16% $8,984,038 $9,707,515 8% $10,573,040 $11,546,210 9%

Townsite          

Townsite of Redwood Meadows 

Administration Society $583,080 $679,043 16% $0 $0 0% $583,080 $679,043 16%
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AGENDA ITEM REPORT 

 
 
Title: Lethbridge County Council Attendance Update - February 2025 
Meeting: Council Meeting - 03 Apr 2025 
Department: Administration 
Report Author: Candice Robison 
 
APPROVAL(S):  
  
Cole Beck, Chief Administrative Officer Approved - 21 Mar 2025 
 
STRATEGIC ALIGNMENT: 

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Governance Relationships Region Prosperity 

 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 
To remain transparent to its citizens, Lethbridge County Council members report on their activities 
and events attended throughout the month. 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
No motion required.  
 
REASON(S) FOR RECOMMENDATION(S): 
To remain transparent to the citizens of Lethbridge County.  
 
PREVIOUS COUNCIL DIRECTION / POLICY: 
A County Council update is provided monthly.  
 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION: 
In order to remain transparent to its citizens, Lethbridge County Council members provide a monthly 
report on their activities and events for the prior month.  
 
ALTERNATIVES / PROS / CONS: 
By not reporting activities and events attended by members of Council, citizens are unaware of the 
events occurring within the region and are unaware of the participation of Council with regards to 
community events.  
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT: 
None at this time.  
 
LEVEL OF PUBLIC PARTICIPATION: 
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☒ Inform ☐ Consult ☐ Involve ☐ Collaborate ☐ Empower 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
Lethbridge County Council Attendance Update - February 
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Lethbridge County Council Attendance  
February 2025 

 
Division 1 
Councillor Lorne Hickey 
February 4  Health Professional Recruitment & Retention Committee  
February 5  FCSS Board Meeting  
February 6  Lethbridge County Council Meeting  
February 8  Southern Alberta Chinese Association Year of the Snake Celebration  
February 19  Green Acres Finance Committee Meeting 
February 26  Green Acres Board Meeting   
 

 
Division 2 
Reeve Tory Campbell 
February 6  Lethbridge County Council Meeting 
February 7  Mayors & Reeves  
February 8  Southern Alberta Chinese Association Year of the Snake Celebration  
February 13  Fire Services Review Meeting  
February 17  Coaldale & District Handi-Ride Association Ribbon Cutting  
February 25  Emergency Services Meeting with Town of Coaldale  
February 27 Child Care Needs Assessment, Virtual Session, Jobs, Economy & Trade  
 

 
Division 3 
Councillor Mark Sayers  
February 6  Lethbridge County Council Meeting 
February 7  FCSS Interview  
February 13  Fire Services Review Meeting  
February 17  Coaldale Handicap Bus Ribbon Cutting  
February 24  Oldman Watershed Council Workshop  
February 25  Emergency Services Meeting with Town of Coaldale  
 

 
Division 4 
Deputy Reeve John Kuerbis  
February 4 Weekly Meeting with Community Futures Executive Director  
February 6  Lethbridge County Council Meeting 
February 11  Community Futures South Region Managers & Chair Meeting  
February 26  Community Futures Monthly Board Meeting  
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Division 5 
Councillor Kevin Slomp 
February 6  Lethbridge County Council Meeting  
February 13  Highway 3 Twinning Development Association Meeting  
February 24  Oldman Watershed Council Workshop 
February 25  Emergency Services Meeting with Town of Coaldale  
February 27  Highway 3 Twinning Booth – Ag Expo  
 

 
Division 6  
Councillor Klaas VanderVeen 
February 6  Lethbridge County Council Meeting  
February 28  SAEWA Board Meeting 
 

 
Division 7 
Councillor Morris Zeinstra 
February 6  Lethbridge County Council Meeting 
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