
  

MUNICIPAL DISTRICT OF GREENVIEW NO. 16 
 

 
 
 
 
  

Greenview, Alberta     1 

REGULAR COUNCIL 
MEETING AGENDA 

 
Tuesday, July 25, 2017 9:00 AM Council Chambers 

Administration Building 
 

 
#1 CALL TO ORDER 

 
  

#2 ADOPTION OF AGENDA 
 

 1 

#3 MINUTES 3.1 Regular Council Meeting minutes held June 11, 2017 –     
        to be adopted. 
 

3 

  3.2  Business Arising from the Minutes 
 

 

#4 PUBLIC HEARING 
 

4.1 Bylaw 17-777 Re-designate from Recreation (R) District to 
Country Residential Two (CR-2) District 
 

   8 

  4.2 Bylaw 17-782 Greenview Golf Resort Area Structure Plan 
 

34 

#5 DELEGATION       
    

  

#6 BYLAWS 
 

6.1 Bylaw 17-777 Re-designate from Recreation (R) District to 
Country Residential Two (CR-2)District 
 

8 

  6.2 Bylaw 17-782 Greenview Golf Resort Area Structure Plan 
 

34 

  6.3 Bylaw 17-784 Schedule of Fees 
 

82 

#7 OLD BUSINESS 
 

  

#8 NEW BUSINESS 
 

8.1 Dragos Energy Corp: Waste Management Facility – Adjacent 
Landowner Request for Baseline Water Testing 
 

87 

  8.2 Greenview Canada 150 Grant Requests 
 

91 

  8.3 AWN Criminal Activity Concerns 185 



  
 

  8.4 Private Sewage Issues Within the Grande Cache Coops and 
Enterprises 
 

187 

  8.5 Development Guidelines & Municipal Servicing Standards 
 

189 

  8.6 Farmland Access Applicants 
 

192 

  8.7 Residential Access Applicants 
 

197 

  8.8 New Asphalt Approach 
 

204 

  8.9 Designated Industrial Property Assessment 
 

208 

  8.10 AAMDC Resolution 
 

219 

  8.11 CAO Report 221 
 

#9 COUNCILLORS  
BUSINESS & REPORTS 
 

  

#10 CORRESPONDENCE 
 

  

#11 IN CAMERA  
 

  

#12 ADJOURNMENT 
 

  

 



 

 Minutes of a 
REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING 

MUNICIPAL DISTRICT OF GREENVIEW NO. 16 
M.D. Administration Building, 

Valleyview, Alberta, on Tuesday, July 11th, 2017 
 

# 1: 
CALL TO ORDER 
 

Reeve Dale Gervais called the meeting to order at 9:00 a.m. 

PRESENT 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ATTENDING 
 
 
 
 
 

Reeve   Dale Gervais 
Deputy Reeve    Roxie Rutt 
Councillors   Tom Burton 
   George Delorme(9:05 a.m.) 
   Dave Hay 
   Les Urness 
   Bill Smith 

Dale Smith 
  
Chief Administrative Officer  Mike Haugen 
General Manager, Corporate Services  Rosemary Offrey 
General Manager, Community Services  Dennis Mueller 
General Manager, Infrastructure & Planning  Grant Gyurkovits 
Communications Specialist  Adrian Petrilli 
Recording Secretary  Lianne Kruger 
Executive Assistant, Town of Fox Creek  Emily Cuthbertson 
 

ABSENT Communications Officer  Diane Carter 
 

#2:  
AGENDA  
 

MOTION: 17.07.270. Moved by: COUNCILLOR TOM BURTON 
That Council adopt the July 11th, 2017 Regular Council Agenda as presented. 
   CARRIED 
 

#3.1 
REGULAR COUNCIL 
MEETING MINUTES 
 

MOTION: 17.07.271. Moved by: COUNCILLOR DALE SMITH 
That Council adopt the Minutes of the Regular Council Meeting held on Tuesday, 
June 27rd, 2017 as presented. 
    CARRIED 
 

#3.2 
BUSINESS ARISING 
FROM MINUTES 
 

3.2  BUSINESS ARISING FROM MINUTES: 
 

#4 
PUBLIC HEARING  

4.0  PUBLIC HEARING 

 There was no Public Hearing presented. 
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#5 
DELEGATIONS 

5.0  DELEGATIONS 
 

 There were no Delegations presented. 
 

#6 
BYLAWS 

6.0 BYLAWS 
 

 6.1 BYLAW 17-784 SCHEDULE OF FEES 
 

 MOTION: 17.07.272. Moved by: COUNCILLOR DAVE HAY 
That Council give second reading to Bylaw 17-784 Schedule of Fees Bylaw. 
   CARRIED 
 

#7 
OLD BUSINESS 

7.0 OLD BUSINESS 

 There was no Old Business presented. 
 

#8 
NEW BUSINESS 

8.0  NEW BUSINESS 

 8.1 GROVEDALE FISHPOND UPGRADES 
 

GROVEDALE 
FISHPOND 

MOTION: 17.07.273. Moved by: COUNCILLOR BILL SMITH 
That Council direct Administration to add $154,039.24 to the 2017 Capital 
Budget to cover the purchases under Job ID RE16005 - Grovedale Fish Pond 
Upgrades, with funds to come from the Project Carry Forward Reserve. 
   CARRIED 
 

 8.2 DRAFT STRATEGIC PLAN 
 

STRATEGIC PLAN MOTION: 17.07.274. Moved by: DEPUTY REEVE ROXIE RUTT 
That Council adopt the 2017 Strategic Plan as presented. 
     CARRIED 
 

 8.3 TOWN OF GRANDE CACHE FUNDING REQUEST – RE DOCTORS 

TOWN OF GRANDE 
CACHE FUNDING 
REQUEST 

MOTION: 17.07.275. Moved by: COUNCILLOR TOM BURTON 
That Council direct Administration to work with the Town of Grande Cache 
towards the creation of an agreement regarding medical clinic operations in the 
Town of Grande Cache. 
     CARRIED 
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TOWN OF GRANDE 
CACHE JOINT 
MEETING 

MOTION: 17.07.276. Moved by: REEVE DALE GERVAIS 
That Council direct Administration to contact the Town of Grande Cache to 
arrange a Joint Council meeting while Greenview Council is attending the 
Committee of the Whole meeting in Grande Cache at a mutually agreed upon 
time. 
   CARRIED 
 

 Reeve Gervais recessed the meeting at 9:57 a.m.  
Reeve Gervais reconvened the meeting at 10:11 a.m. 
 

 8.4 STURGEON AREA WATER POINT POTENTIAL LOCATION 
 

STURGEON 
HEIGHTS WATER 
POINT 

MOTION: 17.07.277. Moved by: DEPUTY REEVE ROXIE RUTT 
That Council approve the exploration of an alternative location for a proposed 
water point in the Sturgeon Heights area, and direct staff to hold preliminary 
negotiations with landowners in the area if necessary to secure new location. 
Reeve Dale Gervais requested a recorded vote. 
For: Councillor Les Urness 
        Councillor Dale Smith 
        Councillor Tom Burton 
Against: Councillor George Delorme 
                Councillor Dave Hay 
                Reeve Dale Gervais 
                Councillor Roxie Rutt 
                Councillor Bill Smith 
     DEFEATED 
 

STURGEON 
HEIGHTS WATER 
POINT OPTIONS 

MOTION: 17.0.278. Moved by: REEVE DALE GERVAIS 
That Council direct Administration to investigate the cost of building a water 
point with a Reverse Osmosis system compared to a water storage point and 
trucking water. 
   CARRIED 
 

 8.5 CAO/MANAGERS’ REPORTS 
 

CAO/MANAGERS’ 
REPORTS 

MOTION: 17.0.279. Moved by: COUNCILLOR DAVE HAY 
That Council accept for information the CAO/Managers’ Reports. 
   CARRIED 
 

#9 
COUNCILLORS 
BUSINESS & 
REPORTS 

9.1  COUNCILLORS’ BUSINESS & REPORTS 
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 9.2  MEMBERS’ REPORT:  Council provided an update on activities and events 

attended, including the following: 
 

WARD 8 COUNCILLOR BILL SMITH  updated Council on his recent activities, which include: 
Agriculture Services Board 
 

WARD 6 COUNCILLOR TOM BURTON updated Council on his recent activities, which 
include:  
Met with Minister of Municipal Affairs, Shaye Anderson 
Met with Minister of Agriculture and Forestry, Oneil Carlier 
Fox Creek Multiplex Tour 
Greenview Multiplex Tour 
 

WARD 5 COUNCILLOR DALE SMITH  updated Council on his recent activities, 
which include: 
Agricultural Services Board Meeting 
Smoky Applied Research & Demonstration Association Meeting 
Greenview Multiplex Tour 
 

WARD 7 DEPUTY REEVE ROXIE RUTT updated Council on her recent activities, which 
include: 
Pace Meeting 
State of County Address 
Met with Minister of Municipal Affairs, Shaye Anderson 
Greenview Multiplex Tour 
DeBolt Senior Housing Meeting 
 

WARD 4 COUNCILLOR DAVE HAY  
No meetings to report. 
 

WARD 3 COUNCILLOR LES URNESS updated Council on his recent activities, which 
include: 
Greenview Multiplex Tour 
 

WARD 1 COUNCILLOR GEORGE DELORME   
No meetings to report. 
 

REEVE’S REPORT 9.1  REEVE’S REPORT: 
 

WARD 2 REEVE DALE GERVAIS updated Council on his recent activities, which include: 
Sponsorship Spots for Greenview Multiplex  
State of County Address 
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Met with Minister of Municipal Affairs, Shaye Anderson 
Greenview Multiplex Tour 
 

#11 IN CAMERA 11.0 IN CAMERA 

IN CAMERA MOTION: 17.07.280. Moved by: COUNCILLOR DALE SMITH 
That the meeting go to In-Camera, at  11:52 a.m., pursuant to Section 197 of the 
Municipal Government Act, 2000, Chapter M-26 and amendments thereto, and 
Division 2 of Part 1 of the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act, 
Revised Statutes of Alberta 2000, Chapter F-25 and amendments thereto, to 
discuss Privileged Information with regards to the In Camera. 
   CARRIED 
 

 11.1 PERSONNEL 
 

OUT OF CAMERA MOTION: 17.07.281. Moved by: COUNCILLOR LES URNESS 
That, in compliance with Section 197(2) of the Municipal Government Act, this 
meeting come Out of Camera at 12:11 p.m. 
   CARRIED 
 

#10 
CORRESPONDENCE 

10.0 CORRESPONDENCE  
 

 MOTION: 17.07.282. Moved by: COUNCILLOR DALE SMITH 
That Council accept the correspondence for information, as presented. 
   CARRIED 
   

 12.0  ADJOURNMENT 

#12 
ADJOURNMENT 
 

MOTION: 17.07.283. Moved by: DEPUTY REEVE ROXIE RUTT 
That this meeting adjourn at 12:16 p.m. 
   CARRIED
    

 
 
 
__________________________________                                  ____________________________ 
CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER                                                   REEVE 
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 REQUEST FOR DECISION 
 

 
 
 

 

 
SUBJECT: Bylaw No. 17-777 / A17-008 / W½-33-70-24-W5 
SUBMISSION TO: REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING REVIEWED AND APPROVED FOR SUBMISSION 
MEETING DATE: July 25, 2017 CAO: MH MANAGER:  
DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT GM: GG PRESENTER: LD 

 
RELEVANT LEGISLATION: 
Provincial – Municipal Government Act, RSA 2000, s. 633 and 692(1) – (9) 
 
Council Bylaw/Policy – Municipal Development Plan 15-742, s. 4.3.2-5, s. 9.3.2, s. 9.4, s. 10.3, s. 10.4.2(a) and 
s. 10.4.3; Sturgeon Lake Area Structure Plan 01-344, s. 4.2.2(a), s. 4.2.6, s. 4.2.7, s. 6.2.12 and s. 7.2.2; and 
Land Use Bylaw 03-396, s. 11.3 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
MOTION: That Council give Second Reading to Bylaw No. 17-777, to re-designate a 3.81 hectare ± (9.41 
acre) area within W½-33-70-24-W5 from Recreation (R) District to Country Residential Two (CR-2) District, 
to develop a maximum of eleven (11) lots requiring the reversion of 44 recreational sites at a 4:1 ratio in 
accordance with the Sturgeon Lake Area Structure Plan. 
 
MOTION: That Council give Third Reading to Bylaw No. 17-777, to re-designate a 3.81 hectare ± (9.41 acre) 
area within W½-33-70-24-W5 from Recreation (R) District to Country Residential Two (CR-2) District, to 
develop a maximum of eleven (11) lots requiring the reversion of 44 recreational sites at a 4:1 ratio in 
accordance with the Sturgeon Lake Area Structure Plan. 
 
BACKGROUND/PROPOSAL: 
 
The application for Land Use Amendment A16-007 has been submitted by Chris Chiasson (Velocity Group), 
Applicant, on behalf of Greenview Golf Resort (Earl Langenecker, Landowner) to re-designate a 3.81 hectare 
± (9.41 acre) area from Recreation (R) District to Country Residential Two (CR-2) District within  
W½-33-70-24-W5 in the Sturgeon Lake Area, Ward 7. The acreage has been reduced from the original 
application due to the removal of one lot between the district road and clubhouse to accommodate a future 
parking lot. Environmental Reserve (ER) totalling 2.78 ha (6.88 acre) will be required to be dedicated to 
protect the existing shoreline and woodlands between the lake and the proposed development. Municipal 
Reserve (MR) of 10% of the area being subdivided will be required by Greenview, deferred or taken as cash 
in lieu at the subdivision approval stage. 
 
This rezoning would allow for subsequent subdivision of eleven (11) residential lots which pursuant to 
Greenview’s legislation would require the reduction of the recreational sites at a 4:1 ratio in accordance with 
the density requirements of the current Sturgeon Lake Area Structure Plan (SLASP). A brief recap of the 
calculation of the current maximum density allowed on W½-33 would be as follows: 12 units (24 recreation 
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sites) plus 17 units (68 recreation sites), totalling 92 recreation sites. A letter from Greenview to Langenecker 
advised that the total density allotment was 94 recreation sites. The existing development consists of 1 
residence (4 recreation sites) and 91 recreation sites (90 recreation sites and 1 resort cabin), totalling 95 
recreation sites.  
 
The Sturgeon Lake Area Structure Plan (SLASP) is a statutory plan that was adopted in accordance with the 
provisions set out in the Municipal Government Act. The purpose of the Plan is to provide a framework for 
future subdivision and development in close proximity to Sturgeon Lake and the lake’s broader 
environmentally sensitive watershed. Preparation of the SLASP, a version of which has been in place since 
the 1980’s, was prepared on the basis of an extensive consultation process including a working committee of 
local residents, government agencies and Council to ensure that a diversity of all community perspectives 
contributed to the plan process. Any amendments to the SLASP must include and ensure that all interested 
parties, stakeholders and the general public are consulted as part of a broader review process. A review of 
the SLASP has been included in Greenview’s budget in 2018-19. 
 
The proposal is located in the Primary Zone of the SLASP and within the Development Area of the West Bay. 
The minimum lot size allowed is 0.2 ha (0.5 ac), with no more than half of the natural vegetation to be cleared 
from any residential lot (s. 4.2.6). Public shoreline is accessible via a right of way from the internal subdivision 
road. A vegetated buffer of 91 meters (300 feet) from the lake shore as per Policy 6.2.12 can be 
accommodated on all but two of the lots, being those located nearest to the existing CR-1 lots. The proposal 
complies with the requirement of the MDP that clustered rather than linear development be encouraged. 
 
Access to the proposed development is proposed via an internal subdivision road connecting from Range 
Road 244 requiring approaches to all lots, including the two (2) existing CR-1 lots. The landowner will be 
required to construct the access to meet Greenview standards. According to comments received from 
Manager, Construction and Maintenance, the applicant would be required to provide engineered profile 
drawings with a drainage plan for review prior to construction- . Greenview’s Environmental Services 
responded with ‘no concerns’. 
 
Referral comments were received from James Proudfoot, Water Management Technologist with Alberta 
Environment, commented that there appears to be a significant slope to the lake which looks like it will affect 
those properties in that area. The slope could be subject to erosion caused by storm runoff water emanating 
from rooftops and driveways, and to a lesser extent, yards. This could be damaging to the local environment 
and result in silt problems in the lake. Further, if the slope are sufficiently large and composed of the types 
of materials prone to failure under certain conditions, the infrastructure on site could be at risk to damage 
or destruction when saturated ground slumps. A geotechnical investigation would be advisable and the 
necessary precautions taken if this is the case. Mr. Proudfoot further recommended that a biophysical 
assessment and noted that if wetlands were affected, a Qualified Wetland Science Practitioner should assess 
the area as the Water Act must be followed. 
 
Further referral comments were received from East Smoky Gas Co-op commenting that the gas line will need 
to be relocated and any cost to do so must be borne by the developer. ATCO Electric advised they would be 
approaching the landowner for the purpose of acquiring a power line right of way on all facilities directly 
affected by the subdivision, and will register a caveat. 
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The application was circulated to landowners within an 804.7 metre radius of the proposed development for 
comment. Landowner letters were received (Schedule ‘C’) supporting the development of country residential 
lots as well as additional recreational sites.  
 
A minor Area Structure Plan (Bylaw No. 17-782) was prepared in accordance with Section 10.3.4 of 
Greenview’s MDP to address conformity with Greenview’s plans and related development issues. Third 
Reading of Bylaw No. 17-782 - Greenview Golf Resort Area Structure Plan, must be passed before Third 
Reading is given to this Bylaw 17-777. 
 
Administration has reviewed the land use amendment application, and the proposal meets the requirements 
of the Municipal Government Act, Municipal Development Plan and Sturgeon Lake Area Structure Plan. 
Administration is satisfied that the proposal addresses all requirements for re-designation and subsequent 
subdivision, and is recommending that the application be given Second and Third Reading.  
 
BENEFITS OF THE RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

1. The benefit is that an Area Structure Plan will ensure that development proceeds in an orderly and 
economic manner, and that proposed developments will not have negative implications for the 
municipality, the environment, adjacent landowners or future residents.  

 
DISADVANTAGES OF THE RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

1. In order to meet the density allowances existing within the SLASP, the Developer would be required 
to revert some existing sites. 

 
ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED: 
Alternative #1: Council has the alternative to pass a motion to give Second and Third Readings to Bylaw No. 
17-777, as presented. 
 
Alternative #2: Council has the alternative to pass a motion to give Second Reading to Bylaw No. 17-777, with 
amendments. 
 
Alternative #3: Council has the alternative to pass a motion to table Bylaw No. 17-777 for further discussion 
or information. 
 
Alternative #4: Council has the alternative to defeat Second Reading of Bylaw No. 17-777. 
 
FINANCIAL IMPLICATION: 
The Land Use Amendment application fees of $800.00 have been paid by the landowner for the rezoning 
application only.  Future additional costs for the review of the SLASP is estimated to be substantially greater. 
Direct Costs: NA 
Ongoing / Future Costs: NA 
 
STAFFING IMPLICATION: 
Staff functions associated with the recommended motion are part of Staff’s normal anticipated duties. 
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PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT LEVEL: 
Greenview has adopted the IAP2 Framework for public consultation.  

INCREASING LEVEL OF PUBLIC IMPACT 
Inform 
 
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION GOAL 
Inform - To provide the public with balanced and objective information to assist them in understanding the 
problem, alternatives, opportunities and/or solutions. 
  
PROMISE TO THE PUBLIC 
Inform - We will keep you informed. 

 
FOLLOW UP ACTIONS: 
Administration will notify the landowner of the Council decision. 
 
ATTACHMENT(S): 

• Schedule ‘A’ – Application & Sketch 
• Schedule ‘B’ – Owner Location Map 
• Schedule ‘C’ – Adjacent Landowner Responses 
• Schedule ‘D’ – Municipal Government Act, s. 633 Area Structure Plans and s. 692(1) – (9) Planning 

Bylaws 
• Schedule ‘E’ – Municipal Development Plan 15-742, s. 4.3-5 Country Residential Policies, s. 9.3.2 

Road Access, s. 9.4 Municipal Services, s. 10.3 Subdivision and Development Requirements, s. 
10.4.2(a) Municipal Reserve Dedication and s. 10.4.3 Cash-in-Lieu Values 

• Schedule ‘F’ – Sturgeon Lake Area Structure Plan 01-344, s. 4.2.2(a), 4.2.6, 4.2.7 Residential 
Development Policies, s. 6.2.12 Environmental Protection Policies and s. 7.2.2 Infrastructure 
Servicing 

• Schedule ‘G’ – Land Use Bylaw 03-396, s. 11.3 Country Residential Two (CR-2) District 
• Schedule ‘H’ – Bylaw No. 17-777 
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Schedule ‘A’ – Application and Sketch 
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Schedule ‘B’ – Owner Location Map 
 

FILE NO. A16-007 LEGAL LOCATION: W½-33-70-24-W5 
APPLICANT: CHRIS CHIASSON, VELOCITY GROUP LANDOWNER: 804183 ALBERTA LTD. 
 O/A GREENVIEW GOLF RESORT 
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Schedule ‘C’ – Adjacent Landowner Responses
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Schedule ‘D’ – Municipal Government Act 
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Schedule ‘E’ – Municipal Development Plan 
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Schedule ‘F’ – Sturgeon Lake Area Structure Plan (SLASP) 
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Schedule ‘G’ – Land Use bylaw 03-396 
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Schedule ‘H’ – Bylaw No. 17-777
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 REQUEST FOR DECISION 
 

 
 
 

 

 
SUBJECT: Bylaw No. 17-782 / A17-008 / W½-33-70-24-W5 / Area Structure Plan 
SUBMISSION TO: REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING REVIEWED AND APPROVED FOR SUBMISSION 
MEETING DATE: July 25, 2017 CAO: MH MANAGER:  
DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT GM: GG PRESENTER: LD 

 
RELEVANT LEGISLATION: 
Provincial – Municipal Government Act, RSA 2000, c M s. 633 and 692 (1) – (9) 
 
Council Bylaw/Policy – Municipal Development Plan 15-742, s. 10.3.2 and s. 10.3.4; Sturgeon Lake Area 
Structure Plan 01-344, s. 4.2.2(a), s. 4.2.7, s. 6.2.12 and s. 7.2.2. 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
MOTION: That Council give Second Reading to Bylaw No. 17-782, for the Greenview Golf Resort Area 
Structure Plan. 
 
MOTION: That Council give Third Reading to Bylaw No. 17-782, for the Greenview Golf Resort Area 
Structure Plan. 
 
BACKGROUND/PROPOSAL: 
 
Administration has received an Area Structure Plan for the Greenview Golf Resort from ISL Engineering and 
Land Services, on behalf of the Applicant, as part of a requirement for land use application A16-007. The 
land use amendment application proposes to re-designate a 3.81 hectares +/- (9.41 acre) area from 
Recreation (R) District to Country Residential Two (CR-2) District within W ½ 33-70-24-W5, in the Sturgeon 
Lake Area, Ward 8. 
 
An Area Structure Plan provides a framework for the subsequent subdivision and development of an area of 
land within a municipality. An ASP further describes the sequence of development anticipated for the lands, 
the land uses proposed for the area, and the general locations of transportation routes and public utilities. 
An ASP contains land use and development guidance for the general public, developers, landowners, 
Municipal Planning Commission members and Council. Amendments made since First Reading was given 
are highlighted in yellow. 
 
No comments were received from referral agencies or internal departments. The Greenview Golf Resort 
Area Structure Plan (GGRASP) was circulated to landowners within an 805 metre radius of the proposed 
development for comment. Landowner letters of support were received (Schedule B). 
 
The Area Structure Plan is being brought forward to Council for Second and Third Reading. Third Reading of 
Bylaw No. 16-782 must be passed before Third Reading is given to Bylaw 17-777, to re-designate the 3.81 
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hectares +/- (9.41 acres) area from Recreation (R) District to Country Residential Two (CR-2) District. If 
required, further amendments to the GGRASP can be made before the Bylaw if given Third Reading. 
 
Administration has reviewed the GGRASP, and the Plan meets the requirements of the Municipal 
Government Act and the Municipal Development Plan. Administration is satisfied that the Plan as revised 
addresses policies for utilities and servicing, transportation networks and the development of country 
residential lots. 
 
BENEFITS OF THE RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

1. The benefit are that an Area Structure Plan will ensure that development proceeds in an orderly and 
economic manner, and that proposed developments will not have negative implications for the 
municipality, the environment, adjacent landowners or future residents.  

 
DISADVANTAGES OF THE RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

1. In order to meet the density allowances existing within the SLASP, the Developer would be required 
to revert some existing sites. 

 
ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED: 
Alternative #1: That Council pass a motion to give Second and Third Readings to Bylaw No. 17-782, as 
presented. 
Alternative #2: That Council pass a motion to give Second Reading to Bylaw No. 17-782, with amendments. 
Alternative #3: That Council pass a motion to table Bylaw No. 17-782 for further discussion or information. 
Alternative #4: That Council defeat Second “Reading of Bylaw No. 17-782. 
 
 
FINANCIAL IMPLICATION: 
The Land Use Amendment application fees of $800.00 have been paid by the landowner for the rezoning 
application only.  Future additional costs for the review of the SLASP is estimated to be substantially greater. 
Direct Costs: NA 
Ongoing / Future Costs: NA 
 
STAFFING IMPLICATION: 
Staff functions associated with the recommended motion are part of Staff’s normal anticipated duties. 
 
PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT LEVEL: 
Greenview has adopted the IAP2 Framework for public consultation.  
 

INCREASING LEVEL OF PUBLIC IMPACT 
Inform 
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PUBLIC PARTICIPATION GOAL 
Inform - To provide the public with balanced and objective information to assist them in understanding the 
problem, alternatives, opportunities and/or solutions. 
  
PROMISE TO THE PUBLIC 
Inform - We will keep you informed. 

 
FOLLOW UP ACTIONS: 
Administration will notify the landowner of the Council decision. 
  
ATTACHMENT(S): 

• Schedule ‘A’ – Greenview Golf Resort Area Structure Plan (changes since First Reading are shown in 
yellow). 

• Schedule ‘B’ – Adjacent Landowner Responses 
• Schedule ‘C’ – Municipal Government Act, s. 633 Area Structure Plans and s. 692 (1)-(9) Planning 

Bylaws 
• Schedule ‘D’ - Municipal Development Plan 15-742, s. 10.3.2 Area Structure and Concept Plan 

Content and s. 10.3.4 Area Structure Plan Content 
• Schedule ‘E’ – Sturgeon Lake Area Structure Plan 01-344, s. 4.2.2(a) Residential Development 

Policies, s. 4.2.7 Residential Development Policies, s. 6.2.12 Environmental Protection Policies and s. 
7.2.2 Infrastructure – Servicing. 

• Schedule ‘F’ – Bylaw No. 17-782 – Greenview Golf Resort Area Structure Plan 
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Schedule ‘A’ – Greenview Golf Resort Area Structure Plan
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Schedule ‘B’ – Adjacent Landowner Letters
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Schedule ‘C’ – Municipal Government Act 
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Schedule ‘D’ – Municipal Development Plan 15-742 
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Schedule ‘E’ – Sturgeon Lake Structure Plan 01-344 
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Schedule ‘F’ – Bylaw No. 17-782 – Greenview Golf Resort Area Structure Plan 
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SCHEDULE OF FEES 
(IMPOSED BY BYLAW NO. 12-673) 

Amended:  

E= Exempt from Goods & Services Tax. T = Tax Applicable; charge G.S.T. over and above the price shown. 
 

The amount which the Municipal District of Greenview No. 16 may charge for the supply of information, 
goods and services, shall be the amounts set out opposite the section number and/or description below, 
plus Goods and Services Tax where applicable: 
 

SECTION  DESCRIPTION FEE IN $ 
 1 (a) E Tax certificate to registered landowner     N/C 
 1 (b) E Tax certificate to others per roll number $ 50.00 
 1 (c) E Tax Search to others per roll number $ 50.00 
 1 (d) E Online Tax Certificate to others $ 25.00 
 1 (e) E Online Tax Search $ 15.00 

 
 2 (a) E Assessment record to landowner per roll number $ 5.00 
 2 (b) E Assessment record to others per roll number $ 10.00 

 
3   Planning & Development: 

 3 (a) E Certificate of Compliance  $ 100.00 
 3 (b) E Development Permit Applications, $50 per $100,000 or portion 

thereof 
$ 50.00 

 3 (c) E Development Appeal Fee (refundable if successful) $ 500.00 
 3 (d) E Land Use Bylaw Amendment Application $ 800.00 
    
    

    
    
 3 (e) E Subdivision Applications, first parcel out $ 450.00 
 3 (f) E  - each additional parcel created $ 150.00 
 3 (g) E Subdivision Endorsement Fees, per Title Created $ 150.00 
 3 (h) E Subdivision Appeal Fee (refundable if successful) $ 500.00 
 3 (i) E Business License Fee - new application $ 20.00 
 3 (j) E Business License Fee - annual renewal $ 10.00 
  Development Permit Fees (Section 3 (k) to 3 (s):  If construction 

commences before obtaining a Development Permit the following 
fees shall be applied: 

 

 3 (k) E Single Family Dwellings/Manufactured Homes & accessory 
buildings or structures.  Floor Area: Equal to or greater than 1076 
sq. ft. (Per Permit) 

 
$ 1,000.00 

 3 (l) E Multiple Residential (Per Unit) $ 1,000.00 
 3 (m) E Minor Home Occupations (Per Permit) $ 200.00 
 3 (n) E Major Home Occupations (Per Permit) $ 5,000.00 
 3 (o) E Commercial (Per Permit) $ 5,000.00 
 3 (p) E Industrial (Per Permit) $ 5,000.00 
 3 (q) E Signs (Per Permit) $ 500.00 
 3 (r) E Accessory Buildings, detached garages & structures  Floor Area: 

Less Than: 225 sq. ft. (Per Permit) 
 

$ 100.00 
 3 (s) E Accessory Buildings, detached garages & structures  Floor Area: 

Greater Than: 225 sq. ft. (Per Permit) 
 

$ 1,000.00 
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SCHEDULE OF FEES 
(IMPOSED BY BYLAW NO. 12-673) 

Amended:  

E= Exempt from Goods & Services Tax. T = Tax Applicable; charge G.S.T. over and above the price shown. 
 

3 (s) E Rural Addressing Signage New/ Replacement ( Per Sign) $ 50.00 
3 (t) E Individual Lot Sign  (Per Sign) $ 50.00 
3 (u) E Large Address Sign with address Tab for Subdivisions of 4 lots or 

greater ( Per Sign) 
$ 800.00 

 
 4 (a) E Tax Notification Charges $ 75.00 

 
 5  Photocopying  
 5 (a) T Tax, Utilities, and other documents, per page 0.50 
 5 (b) T Minutes or Bylaws, per page $ 1.00 

 
 6  T Documents:  
 6 (a) T Planning or otherwise, any size $ 10.00 
 6 (b) T Faxed Copies, per page (incoming/outgoing) $ 1.00 
 6 (c) T Access to Information (FOIP), Research - per hour $ 25.00 

 
 7 (a) E N.S.F. cheques or closed account cheques $ 50.00 

 
 8  Maps and Photos:  
 8(a) T  - Ortho Printing and Plotting - refer to Schedule “A” attached  
 8(b) E  - GIS Maps - refer to Schedule “B” attached  
 8(c) T  - Cadastral Maps - refer to Schedule “C” attached  
    
 T Picnic Tables:  
 8(d) T  - Non-profit organizations - community event no charge 
 8(e)   - Private affair, non-public event - $10 per table per day up to 

maximum of 10 days 
$100.00/day 

 8(f) E  - Delivery charge, per loaded kilometer $ 2.00/km 
    
  Barbecue:  
 8 (g)   - Non-profit organizations - community event no charge 
 8 (h)   - Private affair, non-public event - $100 per day, up to maximum 

of 5 days 
$100.00 / day 

 8 (i)   Deposit (all organizations)  (Motion #04.08.278) $ 200.00 
 8 (j)   Delivery charge, per loaded kilometer $ 2.00 
    
 9   Road Allowance Permit License  
 9 (a) E Road Allowance License, application fee 

plus advertising costs, plus per quarter section or portion 
thereof, per year: 

$ 100.00 
 

$ 10.00 
    
 10   Road Closure  
 10 (a)  Application Fee $ 1,500.00 
 10 (b)  Sale of Road Allowance for the purpose of road closure. As 

determined by Accurate Assessment.  
Fair Market 

Value 
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SCHEDULE OF FEES 
(IMPOSED BY BYLAW NO. 12-673) 

Amended:  

E= Exempt from Goods & Services Tax. T = Tax Applicable; charge G.S.T. over and above the price shown. 
 

 11  Snowplowing Signs;  
 11(a) T Any driveway beyond 400 meters shall be invoiced $530.00 plus 

$100.00 per hour for time over the first ½ hour. 
 $50.00   
$ 30.00 

 11(b) T Lost or replacement signs, each $ 30.00 
    
 12 T Culverts - used or salvaged  
 12(a)  -  500 mm or less, per meter $ 13.00 
 12(b)  -  600 mm, per meter $ 15.00 
 12(c)  -  700 mm, per meter $ 16.00 
 12(d)  -  800 mm, per meter $ 25.00 
 12(e)  -  900 mm, per meter $ 28.00 
 12(f)  - 1000 mm, per meter $ 29.00 
 12(g)  - 1200 mm or greater, per meter $ 30.00 
    
 13 T Grader blades, used, each $ 5.00 
    
 14  Dust Control  
 14(a) E Dust Control (set annually), per application of calcium product –  

for residents and landowners / per 200 meters / plus $5.35/m 
sections over 200 m 
(up to April 15th each year) 

 
$ 150.00 

/200m 

 14(b)  Dust Control (set annually), per application of calcium product –  
for multi-parcel subdivisions: 

$ 100.00/ 
100m 

 14(c) E Dust Control (set annually), per application of calcium product – 
for industrial and road use agreement holders per 300 meters/ 
plus $5.50 /m sections over 300 m 
 (up to  April 15th each year) 

 
$ 1605.00 

/300 m 
 

    
 15   Approaches  
 15(a) E Private Approach Construction Application Request fee (non-

refundable) 
$175.00 $100.
/per approach 

  Subdivision Approach Security Deposit(s) will be established by 
the approach installation estimate. Any unused security deposit 
will be refunded back to the applicant within 30 days of last 
dated invoice. 

 

 15(b)  Gravel Approach $2,000.00 
$ 8,000.00 

15 (c)  Gravel Approach Relocation/Upgrade (additional) $500.00 
 15(cd)  Asphalt Approach $ 12,000.0 

$5,000.00 
 15(de)15  Asphalt Relocation/Upgrade (additional) $500.00 
 1616  Inspections  
 16(a) E Seismic pre-inspections, per occurrence $ 100.00 
 16(b) E Seismic post-inspections, per occurrence $ 100.00 
 16(c) E Seismic non-compliance, per inspection $ 100.00 
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SCHEDULE OF FEES 
(IMPOSED BY BYLAW NO. 12-673) 

Amended:  

E= Exempt from Goods & Services Tax. T = Tax Applicable; charge G.S.T. over and above the price shown. 
 

    
 17   Road Ban  
 17 (a) E Overload Road Ban Fees (non-refundable payment) $1,125.00/km 
 17(b)  Plus Security Deposit (refundable subject to final inspections) $6,375.00/km 
 17(c)  Fixed Fee for the TRAVIS MJ Permitting System $ 15.00 per 

permit 
    
 18  Haying or Pasturing Permits  
 18(a)  Application fee $ 100.00 
 18(b)  plus per acre charge (per year) + $ 15.00 
    
 19  Community Aggregate  
 19(a) E Community Aggregate Payment Levy, per tonne 0.25 

 
 20  Agricultural Rental Equipment - as per attached Schedule “D” / 

Rental Equipment Listing 
 

 20(a) T Weeds of the West Book $ 32.79 
 20(ab) T Guide to Crop Protection - Chemical/Cultural $ 12.00 
 20(bc) T Weed Seedling Guide $ 10.00 
 20(cd) T Nutrition and Feeding Management for Horse Owners $ 20.00 
 20(de) T Horse Health $ 15.00 

 
 21 T Land Acquisition  
 21(a) T Right of Way from properties up to 40 acres – See Schedule “E”  
 21(b) T Right of Way from properties over 40 acres  1,800.00 $2,

400 /acre 
 21(c) T Right - of-Way: from properties minimum payment, per 

occurrence 
 

$ 150.00 

 21(d)  On parcels more than 40 acres, where an existing residence is on 
the property, for up to 50 meters each side of the residential 
driveway 

$ 3,000/acre 

 21(e) T Borrow Pit Acquisition $ 1.00/ m3 

 
 22 T Fencing:  
 22(a) T Removal of old fence by landowner $ 2,000/mile 

(1,250/km) 
 22(b) T Removal of old fence by M.D. without replacement $ 1,000/mile 

(625/km) 
 22(c) T Replacement of old fence by landowner with MD supplying 

material 
$ 4,000/mile 

(2,500/km) 
 22(d) T Replacement of old fence by landowner including labour and 

materials 
$ 8,000/mile 

(5,000/km) 
 22(e) T Replacement of old fence by M.D. No 

Compensation 
 

 23  Home Support  
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SCHEDULE OF FEES 
(IMPOSED BY BYLAW NO. 12-673) 

Amended:  

E= Exempt from Goods & Services Tax. T = Tax Applicable; charge G.S.T. over and above the price shown. 
 

 23(a) E *This fee can be varied as evaluated and approved by the FCSS 
Manager. 

$ 20.00 * 
 

    
 24 E Adult Wolf Carcass $ 300.00 
    
 25  Spray Exemption Signs  
 25(a) T Spray Exemption Signs (One-time fee only) Free 
 25(b) T Lost or Replacement Signs, each $ 30.00 
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SCHEDULE OF FEES 
(IMPOSED BY BYLAW NO. 12-673) 

Amended:  

E= Exempt from Goods & Services Tax. T = Tax Applicable; charge G.S.T. over and above the price shown. 
 

 
SCHEDULE “A” 

ORTHO PRINTING & PLOTTING PRICING 
Based on size and quality of paper, image and graphics. 
 

 

Standard Laser, Black & White - Letter size  
8 ½" x 11" graphics $ 3 residents, $5 non-residential 
8 ½" x 11" photo $ 3 residents, $ 5 non-residential 
8 ½" x 11" photo and graphics $ 3 residents, $ 5 non-residential 
  
Color Laser - Letter size  
8 ½" x 11" colour graphics $ 5 residents, $10 non-residential 
8 ½" x 11" photo $ 5 residents, $10 non-residential 
8 ½" x 11" photo, colour graphics $ 5 residents, $10 non-residential 
  
Plotter on High Quality Paper - Letter size (ANSI A)  
8 ½" x 11" colour graphics $ 5 residence, $10 non-residence 
8 ½" x 11" photo, B/W $ 5 residence, $10 non-residence 
8 ½" x 11" photo, colour graphics $10 residence, $15 non-residence 
includes names, land parcels, rivers, lakes, streams, roads, contours 
  
Plotter on High Quality Paper - Ledger Paper (ANSI B)  
11" x 17" colour graphics $15 residence, $20 non-residence 
11" x 17" photo $15 residence, $20 non-residence 
11" x 17" photo colour graphics $20 residence, $25 non-residence 
  
Plotter on High Quality Paper - Small Plot (ANSI C)  
17" x 22" colour graphics $15 residence, $20 non-residence 
17" x 22" photo $20 residence, $25 non-residence 
17" x 22" photo colour graphics $25 residence, $35 non-residence 
  
Plotter on High Quality Paper - Medium Plot (ANSI D)  
22" x 34" colour graphics $20 residence, $30 non-residence 
22" x 34" photo $25 residence, $30 non-residence 
22" x 34" photo colour graphics $35 residence, $45 non-residence 
  
Plotter on High Quality Paper - Medium Plot (ANSI E)  
22" x 34" colour graphics $20 residence, $30 non-residence 
22" x 34" photo $25 residence, $30 non-residence 
22" x 34" photo colour graphics $35 residence, $45 non-residence 
  
Plotter on High Quality Paper - Medium Plot (ANSI F)  
28" x 40" colour graphics $35 residence, $45 non-residence 
28" x 40" photo $45 residence, $65 non-residence 
28" x 40" photo colour graphics $55 residence, $85 non-residence 
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SCHEDULE OF FEES 
(IMPOSED BY BYLAW NO. 12-673) 

Amended:  

E= Exempt from Goods & Services Tax. T = Tax Applicable; charge G.S.T. over and above the price shown. 
 

SCHEDULE “B” 

GIS MAP PRICING 
 

 Per Township AltaLIS 
License 

Per 
Layer 

Photo End User License from Municipality/Tarin Ortho 
Imagery (Air Photos) 
 

  
$ 400.00 

AltaLIS 
1:5K 

End user License from AltaLIS Cadastre $ 200.00 $ 250 

1:20 K ATS Grid (Township, Range & Sections Grids) $ 16 $ 30 
 Hydrography (rivers, lakes) $ 16 $ 30 
 Transportation (roads) $ 16 $ 30 
 Geo-Administrative (Town boundaries, etc.) $ 16 $ 350 
 Contours (elevations) $ 20 $ 35 
    
Muni End User License from Municipality   
 Farmland Polygons  $ 50 
 Improvement Points  $ 40 
 Industrial Data  $ 40 
 Digital Pictures of Improvements  $ 30 
    
EUB End user License from Insight   
 Wells  $ 40 
 Well Production  $ 40 
 Pipeline  $ 50 
 Facilities (Gas Plants)  $ 30 
    
Lease End user License from Municipality   
 Disposition (land Leased from Crown)  $ 800 
    
 TOTALS Per Township  $ 1,925 

 
There will be a processing charge of $75.00 

 
Above prices include G.S.T. 
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SCHEDULE OF FEES 
(IMPOSED BY BYLAW NO. 12-673) 

Amended:  

E= Exempt from Goods & Services Tax. T = Tax Applicable; charge G.S.T. over and above the price shown. 
 

SCHEDULE “C” 

CADASTRAL MAP PRICING 
 

Base Maps  Legal / Roads / Lakes / Rivers / Subdivisions / Contours 

Format  Single 
License 

Key Map Per Sheet Bundle (8) 

 Hardcopy   $ 25 $ 20 $ 75 
 Digital (Pdf) No printing privileges View Only $ 30 $ 20 $ 150 
 Digital (Pdf) With printing 

privileges 
View Only $ 50 $ 30 $ 200 

      
Ownership Maps  Legal / Roads / Lakes / Rivers / Subdivisions / Parcels / 

Owner Names / Map Points (Residences, schools, etc.) 
      Format  Single 

License 
Key Map Per Sheet Bundle (4) 

 Hardcopy   $ 25 $ 20 $ 90 
 Digital (Pdf) No printing privileges View Only $ 30 $ 30 $ 100 
 Digital (Pdf) With printing 

privileges 
View Only $ 50 $ 50 $ 150 

      
Oil and Gas Wells  Legal / Roads / Lakes / Rivers / Subdivisions / Parcels / 

Well and Facility Location / Status / Operator 
      Format  Single 

License 
Key Map Per Sheet Bundle (8) 

 Hardcopy   $ 25 $ 50 $ 300 
 Digital (Pdf) No printing privileges View Only $ 30 $ 70 $ 400 
 Digital (Pdf) With printing 

privileges 
View Only $ 50 $ 100 $ 600 

      
Oil and Gas Wells / Pipeline Legal / Roads / Lakes / Rivers / Subdivisions / Parcels / 

Well, Facility & Pipeline Location / Status / Operator 
      Format  Single 

License 
Key Map Per Sheet Bundle (8) 

 Hardcopy   $ 25 $ 300 $ 1,000 
 Digital (Pdf) No printing privileges View Only $ 30 $ 350 $ 1,200 
 Digital (Pdf) With printing 

privileges 
View Only $ 50 $ 500 $ 1,500 
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SCHEDULE OF FEES 

(IMPOSED BY BYLAW NO. 12-673) 
MUNICIPAL DISTRICT OF GREENVIEW NO. 16 

Amended:  

 

SCHEDULE “D” 
RENTAL EQUIPMENT PRICING 

 
Equipment Type Location 2016 Schedule 

of Fees 
Other Regulations 

 
WEED & INSECT CONTROL EQUIPMENT 

FIELD SPRAYER c/w GPS All Location $ 50.00 + G.S.T. Each Day (3 Days 
Maximum if Lineup) 

BOOMLESS SPRAYERS 
 

Valleyview 
 

$ 20.00 + G.S.T. Each Day (3 Days 
Maximum if Lineup) 

WATER TANK ON TRAILER (FOR SPRAYING) Valleyview 
Grovedale 

$ 25.00 + G.S.T. Each Day (3 Days 
Maximum if Lineup) 

ESTATE SPRAYER (PULL TYPE) 
 

All Locations $ 20.00 + G.S.T. Each Day (3 Days 
Maximum if Lineup) 

ESTATE SPRAYER (3 POINT HITCH) Valleyview $ 20.00 + G.S.T. Each Day (3 Days 
Maximum if Lineup) 

QUAD WICK APPLICATOR 
 

All Locations $ 10.00 + G.S.T. Each Day (3 Days 
Maximum if Lineup) 

QUAD MOUNT SPRAYER 
 

All Locations $ 10.00 + G.S.T. Each Day (3 Days 
Maximum if Lineup) 

BACKPACK SPRAYER 
15 Liter 

All Locations $ 5.00 + G.S.T. Each Day (3 Days Maximum 
if Lineup) 

HAND WICK APPLICATOR 
Holds 600 ml. 

All Locations Free First 3 Days, $ 5.00 + G.S.T. Each 
Additional Day. 
(3 Days Maximum if Lineup) 

GRANULAR PESTICIDE BAIT APPLICATOR 
Holds 135 lbs. Bran 

Valleyview $ 30.00 + G.S.T. Each Day (3 Days 
Maximum if Lineup) 

 

SPREADERS 
MANURE SPREADER Valleyview 

Grovedale 
$ 200.00 + G.S.T. Each Day (3 Days 
Maximum if Lineup) 

FERTILIZER SPREADER Valleyview $ 100.00 + G.S.T. Each Day (3 Days 
Maximum if Lineup) 
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SCHEDULE OF FEES 

(IMPOSED BY BYLAW NO. 12-673) 
MUNICIPAL DISTRICT OF GREENVIEW NO. 16 

Amended:  

 

SCHEDULE “D” 

 

EARTH MOVING EQUIPMENT 
1000 EARTH MOVER Valleyview 

Crooked 
Creek 

$ 200.00 + G.S.T. Each Day (3 Days 
Maximum if Lineup) 
 

900 EARTH MOVER Grovedale 
 

$ 150.00 + G.S.T. Each Day (3 Days 
Maximum if Lineup) 

425 EARTH MOVER Grovedale $ 100.00 + G.S.T. Each Day (3 Days 
Maximum if Lineup) 

12’ PULL-TYPE BLADE 
 

Valleyview $ 50.00 + G.S.T. Each Day (3 Days 
Maximum if Lineup) 

VEE DITCHER 
 

Valleyview $ 50.00 + G.S.T. Each Day (3 Days 
Maximum if Lineup) 

 

POST POUNDERS 
POST POUNDER  All Location 

 
$ 125.00 + G.S.T. Each Day (3 Days 
Maximum if Lineup) 
(1/2 Day Rental Available) 

 
BIN CRANE 

BIN CRANE Valleyview 
Grovedale 

$ 100.00 + G.S.T. Each Day (3 Days 
Maximum if Lineup) 

 

CATTLE EQUIPMENT 
CATTLE SQUEEZE All Locations $ 25.00 + G.S.T. Each Day (3 Days Maximum 

if Lineup) 
LOADING CHUTE All Locations $ 25.00 + G.S.T. Each Day (3 Days Maximum 

if Lineup) 
PANEL TRAILER 
 

Valleyview 
Grovedale 

$ 25.00 + G.S.T. Each Day (3 Days Maximum 
if Lineup) 

SPARE PANELS Crooked 
Creek  
Grovedale 

Free First 3 Days, $ 5.00 + G.S.T. Each 
Additional Day 

DEHORNERS  GOUGERS 
BURDIZZO CLAMPS 

Valleyview 
 

Free First 3 Days, $ 5.00 + G.S.T. Each 
Additional Day 

TAG READER Valleyview Free, $ 100 Deposit Required.  (3 Days 
Maximum if Lineup) 

 

Equipment Type Location 2016 Schedule of 
Fees 

Other Regulations 
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SCHEDULE OF FEES 

(IMPOSED BY BYLAW NO. 12-673) 
MUNICIPAL DISTRICT OF GREENVIEW NO. 16 

Amended:  

 

SCHEDULE “D” 

 

CONSERVATION EQUIPMENT 
50’ HEAVY HARROW WITH GRANULAR 
APPLICATOR 

Valleyview $ 150.00 + G.S.T. Each Day (3 Days 
Maximum if Lineup) 

33’ HEAVY HARROW WITH GRANULAR 
APPLICATOR 

Grovedale $ 150.00 + G.S.T. Each Day (3 Days 
Maximum if Lineup) 

30’ LAND ROLLER Valleyview  
Grovedale 

$ 200.00 + G.S.T. Each Day (3 Days 
Maximum if Lineup) 

14’ DISC Grovedale $ 400.00 + G.S.T. Each Day (3 Days 
Maximum if Lineup) 

 
BROADCAST SEEDERS 

TRUCK MOUNT SEEDER Valleyview $ 10.00 + G.S.T. Each Day (3 Days Maximum 
if Lineup) 

QUAD MOUNT SEEDER Valleyview $ 10.00 + G.S.T. Each Day (3 Days Maximum 
if Lineup) 

HAND SEEDER  Valleyview Free First 3 Days, $5.00 + G.S.T. Each 
Additional Day 

 

WATER PUMPING EQUIPMENT 
WATER PUMP AND PIPE TRAILER - AB. 
Agriculture Unit 

Valleyview $ 250.00 + G.S.T Each Day (3 Days Maximum 
if Lineup) 

 

MISCELLANEOUS EQUIPMENT 
BAG ROLLER Valleyview $ 125.00 + G.S.T. Each Day (3 Days 

Maximum if Lineup) 
SURVEY EQUIPMENT Valleyview $ 10.00 + G.S.T. Each Day (3 Days Maximum 

if Lineup) 
METAL DETECTOR Valleyview $ 10.00 + G.S.T. Each Day (3 Days Maximum 

if Lineup) 
HAY SAMPLER, MEASURING WHEEL, 
BIN PROBE, SOIL SAMPLER 

Valleyview Free First 3 Days, $ 5.00 + G.S.T. Each 
Additional Day 

SCARE CANNONS Valleyview  Free First 3 Days, $ 5.00 + G.S.T. Each 
Additional Day 

RODENT TRAPS (TWO STYLES) Valleyview $ 10.00 + G.S.T. Each Day (3 Days Maximum 
if Lineup) 
($ 100.00 DEPOSIT REQUIRED) 

No Till Drill Valleyview $150.00 + G.S.T. Each Day (3 day max if 
lineup) 

Equipment Type Location 2016 Schedule of 
Fees 

Other Regulations 
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SCHEDULE OF FEES 

(IMPOSED BY BYLAW NO. 12-673) 
MUNICIPAL DISTRICT OF GREENVIEW NO. 16 

Amended:  

 

Grain Vacuum Valleyview $50.00 + G.S.T. Each Day (3 day max if 
lineup) 

Bale Wagon Valleyview $150.00 + G.S.T. Each Day (3 day max if 
lineup) 

 

SCHEDULE “D” 

 

RECOVERY OF A.S.B. EQUIPMENT 
 

MINIMUM ONE HOUR CHARGE FOR RECOVERY OF EQUIPMENT 
 

RECOVERY OF RENTAL EQUIPMENT REQUIRING 1-TON MIN. FOR 
TRANSPORT 

$ 100.00 /hr + G.S.T. 
 

RECOVERY OF RENTAL EQUIPMENT REQUIRING VEHICLE UNDER 1-
TON FOR TRANSPORT 

$ 75.00 /hr + G.S.T. 
 

CLEANING (WHEN EQUIPMENT IS RETURNED UNCLEAN) $ 60.00 /hr + G.S.T. 
All decisions being at the Agricultural Fieldsman’s discretion 
  

Equipment Type Location 2016 Schedule of 
Fees 

Other Regulations 
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SCHEDULE OF FEES 

(IMPOSED BY BYLAW NO. 12-673) 
MUNICIPAL DISTRICT OF GREENVIEW NO. 16 

Amended:  

 

SCHEDULE “E” 
VALLEYVIEW AREA 

 

Owner Parcel 
Size in Acres 

 
RIGHT OF WAY FOR PROPERTIES UP TO 40 ACRES 

 Phase 1 Phase 2 Phase 3 Phase 4 Phase 5 
0-1 $ 24,000  30,000 $ 22,000 22,600 $ 16,000 16,600 $ 13,000 13,600 $ 12,000 12,600 
1-3 $ 12,000 12,600 $ 11,400 12,000 $ 8,150 8,750 $ 6,750 7,350 $ 6,675 7,275 
3-5 $ 8,300 8,900 $ 8,000 8,600 $ 5,700 6,300 $ 4,700 5,300 $ 4,650 5,250 

5-10 $ 5,500 6,100 $ 5,250 5,850 $ 3,750 4,350 $ 3,100 3,700 $ 3,050 3,650 
10-20 $ 3,300 3,900 $ 3,200 3,900 $ 2,250 2,850 $ 2,100 2,700 $ 2,000 2,600 
20-30 $ 2,200 2,800 $ 2,150 2,750 $ 2,100 2,700 $ 2,000 2,600 $ 1,950  2,550 
30-40 $ 1,900 2,500 $ 1,900 2,500 $ 1,900 2,500 $  1,900 2,500 $    1,900 2,500 
40+ $ 1,800 2,400 $ 1,800 2,400 $ 1,800 2,400 $    1,800 2,400 $    1,800 2,400 

 

DEBOLT AREA 
 

Owner Parcel 
Size in Acres 

 
                                                  RIGHT OF WAY FOR PROPERTIES UP TO 40 ACRES                                                 

  Phase 1 Phase 2 Phase 3 Phase 4 Phase 5 
0-1 $ 40,000 40,600 $ 36,000 36,600 $ 32,000 32,600 $ 24,000 24,600 $ 16,000 16,600 
1-3 $ 20,000 20,600 $ 18,000 18,600 $ 15,800 16,400 $ 12,000 12,600 $ 8,000 8,600 
3-5 $ 14,150 14,750 $ 12,650 13,250 $ 11,000 11,600 $ 8,450 9,050 $ 5,600 6,200 

5-10 $ 9,300 9,900 $ 8,300 8,900 $ 7,250 7,850 $   5,550 6,150 $ 3,650 4,250 
10-20 $ 5,650 6,250 $ 5,050 5,650 $ 4,400 5,000 $   3,350 3,950 $ 2,250 2,850 
20-30 $ 3,750 3,810 $ 3,350 3,950 $ 2,950 3,550 $     2,250 2,850 $ 2,100 2,700 
30-40 $ 2,850 3,450 $ 2,550  3,150 $ 2,200 2,800 $   1,900 2,500 $ 1,900 2,500 
40+ $ 1,800 2,400 $ 1,800 2,400 $ 1,800 2,400 $   1,800 2,400 $ 1,800 2,400 

 

GROVEDALE AREA 
Owner 
Parcel 
Size in 
Acres 

Landry Heights 
Price/Acre 

 

Grovedale 
Price/Acre 

Aspen Grove 
Price/Acre 

RIGHT OF WAY FOR PROPERTIES UP TO 40 ACRES 

 
Phase 1 

 
 

Phase 2 
 

Phase 3 
 

Phase 4 
 

Phase 5 
 

Phase 6 

0-1 $ 55,000 55,600 $ 43,000 43,600 $ 23,000 23,600 $    49,000 49,000 $ 47,000 47,600 $ 30,000 30,600 $ 28,50029,100  $26,000 26,600  25,000 25,600 
1-3 $ 27,300 27,900 $ 21,600 22,200 $ 11,800 12,400 $    24,50025,100 $ 23,50024,100 $ 14,800 15,400 $ 14,30014,900  $13,10013,700  12,65013,250 
3-5 $ 19,150 19,750 $ 15,150 15,750 $   8,300 8,900 $    17,15017,750 $ 16,50017,100 $ 10,35010,950 $ 10,00010,600  $9,2009,800  8,8509,450 
5-10 $ 12,550 13,150 $   9,950 10,550 $   5,450 6,050 $    11,25011,850 $ 10,85011,450 $ 6,8007,400 $ 6,6007,200  $6,0506,650  5,8506,450 

10-20 $ 7,650 8,250 $   6,050 6,650 $   3,300 3,900 $      6,8507,450 $ 6,6007,200 $ 4,1504,750 $ 4,0004,600  $3,6504,250  3,5504,150 
20-30 $ 5,100 5,700 $   4,000 4,600 $   2,200 2,800 $      4,6005,200 $ 4,4005,000 $ 2,8003,400 $ 2,7003,300  $2,4503,050  2,3502,950 
30-40 $ 4,000 4,600 $   3,000 3,600 $   1,900 2,500 $      3,4504,050 $ 3,3003,900 $ 2,1002,700 $ 2,0002,600 

 
$1,9002,500  1,9002,500 

40+ $ 1,800 2,400 $   1,800 2,400 $   1,800 2,400 $      1,8002,400 $ 1,8002,400 $ 1,8002,400 $ 1,8002,400  $1,8002,400  1,8002,400 

 

  

Commented [LT1]: Updated all amounts increased by $600.00 
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SCHEDULE OF FEES 

(IMPOSED BY BYLAW NO. 12-673) 
MUNICIPAL DISTRICT OF GREENVIEW NO. 16 

Amended:  

 

Schedule “E” 
 

  

DeBolt Rural Phase 1 

DeBolt Rural Phase 2 

DeBolt Rural Phase 3 

DeBolt Rural Phase 4 

DeBolt Rural Phase 5 

77



 
SCHEDULE OF FEES 

(IMPOSED BY BYLAW NO. 12-673) 
MUNICIPAL DISTRICT OF GREENVIEW NO. 16 

Amended:  

 

Schedule “E” 
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SCHEDULE OF FEES 

(IMPOSED BY BYLAW NO. 12-673) 
MUNICIPAL DISTRICT OF GREENVIEW NO. 16 

Amended:  

 

SCHEDULE “F” 
 

WATER CONSUMPTION FEES FOR ALL M.D. OF GREENVIEW WATER DISTRIBUTION SYSTEMS 
All fees are effective as of January 1st, 2015. 

Utility Accounts Late Fee Penalty 
Accounts for metered services and bulk accounts 
if not paid within 30 days of the billing date will 
incurred a 1.5% penalty monthly. 

1.5% Penalty/monthly 

   
Work Done at Cost 
Where work is done at cost, the cost will include 
the amount expended by Greenview for all 
expenditures incurred doing the work, including 
administration. All invoices will be paid within 30 
days of billing. If not paid within 30 of billing, are 
subject to interest.  

1.5% Penalty/monthly 

   
Requested Turn on/Shut off of Service Curb Stop 
Regular Hours  $20.00 Flat Rate 
After Hours  $80.00/per hour 
   
Hamlet Water Distribution Systems (DeBolt & Ridgevalley) 
Residential Users Rate  
(0 - 30 m3/month) 

 $ 3.50 per m3 

Residential Rate (Over 30m3/month)  $ 4.00 
Non Residential Users Rate  $ 4.00 per m3 
Installation Fee  $ 8,000.00 deposit (based on actual invoice) 
Connection Fee  $ 500.00 per service 
Utilities Account Deposit  $ 100.00 
   
Hamlet Water Distribution System (Little Smoky) 
Residential Rate (0-30 m3/month) $ 3.50 per m3 
Residential Rate (Over 30m3/month) $ 4.00 per m3 
Non Residential Rate $ 4.00 per m3 
Connection Fee $ 12,500.00 
Utilities Account Deposit $ 100.00 
   
Rural Water Distribution System (Valleyview) 
Valleyview Rural Water Line Users 
Residential Rate (0-30 m3/month) 

  
$ 3.50 per m3 

Residential Rate (Over 30m3/month)  $ 10.00 per m3 
Non Residential Rate  $ 10.00 per m3 
Connection Fee  $ 12,500.00 connection fee/per service 
Utilities Account Deposit  $ 100.00 
Water Meter Damage (Owner Responsibility) based on actual replacement costs 
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SCHEDULE OF FEES 

(IMPOSED BY BYLAW NO. 12-673) 
MUNICIPAL DISTRICT OF GREENVIEW NO. 16 

Amended:  

 

Rural Water Distribution System (Crooked Creek) 
Residential Rate (0-30 m3/month) $ 3.50 per m3 
Residential Rate (Over 30m3/month) $ 10.00 per m3 
Non Residential Rate $ 10.00 per m3 
Connection Fee $ 12,500.00 
Utilities Account Deposit $ 100.00 
  
Rural Water Distribution System (Ridgevalley)  
Residential Rate (0-30 m3/month) $ 3.50 per m3 
Residential Rate (Over 30m3/month) $ 10.00 
Non Residential Rate $ 10.00 per m3 
Connection Fee $ 12,500.00 
Utilities Account Deposit $ 100.00 
  
Water Point Facilities  
Potable Water Points Residential/Agriculture $ 3.50 cubic meter 
Potable Water Points Commercial  $ 8.50 cubic meter 
Non-Potable Water Points  $ 2.00 cubic meter 
  
Gravity Wastewater Collection System (DeBolt & Ridgevalley) 
Sanitary Service Installation Fee  $ 8,000.00 deposit (based on actual invoice) 
Connection Fee  $ 500.00 per service  
   
Low Pressure Wastewater Collection System (Little Smoky & Grovedale & Ridgevalley) 
Sanitary Service Installation Fee  $ 8,000.00 deposit (based on actual invoice) 
Connection Fee  $ 500.00 per service  
   
Supersede By-law 94-025 Sewer Service Charges – All Hamlets 
Septage Classification  $ Per Month 
Residential – Single Family Dwelling   $ 24.00 
Residential – Duplex (per dwelling unit)  $ 24.00 
Residential – Multi Family Dwelling 
(per self-contained dwelling unit) 

 $ 24.00 

Commercial – General Store  $ 36.00 
Commercial – Laundromat  $ 56.00 
Commercial – Hotels (rooms & beer 
parlor) 

 $ 80.00 

Commercial – Cafes  $ 48.00 
Commercial – Garages  $ 48.00 
Commercial – Office  $ 36.00 
Commercial – Not elsewhere classified  $ 36.00 
Community Halls & Other Recreation 
Facilities 

 $ 48.00 

Churches  $ 24.00 
Schools (per classroom)  $ 24.00 
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SCHEDULE OF FEES 

(IMPOSED BY BYLAW NO. 12-673) 
MUNICIPAL DISTRICT OF GREENVIEW NO. 16 

Amended:  

 

Royal Canadian Legion Hall  $ 24.00 
Senior Citizen’s Drop-In Centre  $ 24.00 
   
Wastewater Lagoon   
Commercial/Industrial Tipping Rate  $ 7.50 per m3 
   
Lagoon Keys   
Initial Key  $ 150.00 
Replacement Keys  $ 50.00 
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 REQUEST FOR DECISION 
 

 
 
 

 

 
SUBJECT: Schedule of Fees Bylaw 
SUBMISSION TO: REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING REVIEWED AND APPROVED FOR SUBMISSION 
MEETING DATE: July 25, 2017 CAO: MH MANAGER:  
DEPARTMENT: INFRASTRUCTURE & PLANNING GM: GG PRESENTER: GG 

 
RELEVANT LEGISLATION: 
Provincial (cite) – N/A 
 
Council Bylaw/Policy (cite) – Schedule of Fees Bylaw 17-784 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
MOTION: That Council give third reading to Bylaw 17-784 Schedule of Fees Bylaw. 
 
BACKGROUND/PROPOSAL: 
Administration has made the necessary changes and revised the Schedule of Fees as per Council’s request. 
 
At the regular scheduled Council meeting on July 2, 2017 Council gave second reading to Bylaw 17-784 
Schedule of Fees. 
At the regular scheduled Council meeting on June 13, 2017 Council gave first reading to Bylaw 17-784 
Schedule of Fees. 
At the regular scheduled Council meeting on May 23rd Council tabled this RFD with MOTION: 17.05.203.  
That Council table the revised 2017 Schedule of Fees Bylaw 12-673 until the June 13th, 2017 Council Meeting. 

Agriculture Services has provided additional rental equipment in Schedule “D” of the Schedule of Fees for 
Council’s review. 
 
Listed below are Infrastructure & Planning’s suggested modifications and additions to the schedule of Fees. 
These changes are also provided for Council’s review within the attached document. 
 
Approaches  
Section 15(a) Approach Application fee (non-refundable).The rational to increase the application fee will 
help offset the cost of creating the estimate for the applicant. 
Section 15(b) Gravel Approach. $2,000.00 
Section 15(c) Paved Approach. $5,000.00 
Section 15(d) Relocation/Upgrade. $2,500.00 relocation and upgrades are new approaches that have an 
extra $500.00 attached for additional time spent onsite by the contractor to decommission the old 
approach for relocation and/or remove existing to upgrade. 
 
Land Acquisition 
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Section 21(b) Right-of-Way from properties over 40 acres. The rational to increase the price per acre for 
properties over 40 acres will help negotiations while requesting to purchase Right of Way for needed road 
widening.  The suggested increase will change all related parcel sizes within Schedule (E). Upward of $600.00 
per acre. 
 
BENEFITS OF THE RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

1. The benefit of Council adopting the revised 2017 Schedule of Fees Bylaw 17-784 is that it will allow 
Administration to implement the suggested additions to the Schedule of Fees Bylaw.  

 
DISADVANTAGES OF THE RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

1. The disadvantage of Council adopting the revised 2017 Schedule of Fees Bylaw 17-784 is that the 
Schedule of Fees may need to come back for Councils approval for any additional suggested changes 
from Planning & Development. 

 
ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED: 
Alternative #1: Council has the alternative to table the Motion until Planning & Development has introduced 
their modifications to the Bylaw, however Administration needs to be able to utilize the changes approved 
by Council. 
 
FINANCIAL IMPLICATION: 
Direct Costs: No direct costs associated from the recommendation. 
Ongoing / Future Costs: No ongoing or future costs associated from the recommendation. 
 
STAFFING IMPLICATION: 
No additional staffing from the recommendation. 
 
PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT LEVEL:  

INCREASING LEVEL OF PUBLIC IMPACT 
Inform  
 
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION GOAL 
Inform - To provide the public with balanced and objective information to assist them in understanding the 
problem, alternatives, opportunities and/or solutions. 
  
PROMISE TO THE PUBLIC 
Inform - We will keep you informed.  

 
FOLLOW UP ACTIONS: 
Administration will advertise the revised Schedule of Fees Bylaw where applicable. 
 
ATTACHMENT(S): 
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• Schedule of Fees Bylaw 17-784 
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BYLAW NO. 17-784 
Of the Municipal District of Greenview No. 16 

 

 
 
 
 
 

Greenview, Alberta     1 

 

A Bylaw of the Municipal District of Greenview No. 16, in the Province of Alberta, for the purpose of 
adopting a revised Schedule of Fees, as attached to this bylaw. 

 

Whereas, the Council of the Municipal District of Greenview No. 16, duly assembled, deems it expedient 
from time to revise the Schedule of Fees for the municipality. 
 
Therefore, be it resolved that in accordance with the Municipal Government Act, Chapter M-26, R.S.A. and 
amendments thereto; the Planning Act, Chapter P-9, R.S.A. and amendments thereto; and the Municipal 
Taxation Act, Chapter M-31, R.S.A. and amendments thereto; that Council adopts the Schedule of Fees, 
attached to and forming of this bylaw. 
 
Municipal District of Greenview Bylaw Number 12-673 is hereby repealed. 
 
This bylaw shall come into force and effect upon the passing of third and final reading. 

 
Read a first time this 13th day of June A.D., 2017. 
 
Read a second time this ___ day of _____, A.D., 2017. 
 
Read a third time and passed this ___ day of ____, A.D., 2017. 
 
 
 
 
 

 
REEVE 

 
CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER 
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2      
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 REQUEST FOR DECISION 
 

 
 
 

 

 
SUBJECT: D17-209 Dragos Energy Corp: Waste Management Facility – Adjacent Landowner 

Request for Baseline Water Testing  
SUBMISSION TO: REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING REVIEWED AND APPROVED FOR SUBMISSION 
MEETING DATE: July 25, 2017 CAO: MH MANAGER: SAR 
DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT GM: GG PRESENTER: LD 

 
RELEVANT LEGISLATION: 
Provincial (cite) – N/A 
 
Council Bylaw/Policy (cite) – Municipal Development Plan 15-742, s. 2.5.2 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
MOTION: That Council deny the request for Greenview to pay for baseline water testing associated with 
the Dragos Energy Corp development. 
 
BACKGROUND/PROPOSAL: 
 
On June 13, 2017, Council gave Third Reading to Bylaw No.17-781 to re-designate a 1.44 hectare ± (3.56 acre) 
lease by Dragos Energy Corp. (‘Dragos’) from Agriculture (A) District to Industrial (I) District within SE-17-66-
21-W5. 
 
On July 12, 2017, the Municipal Planning Commission approved permit D17-209 for a Waste Management 
Facility within 02-17-66-21-W5, subject to review of the Hydrogeological and Geotechnical reports by a 
qualified third party and receipt of satisfactory comments confirming the reports support the development 
of the Waste Management Facility. 
 
Subsequently, on July 13, 2017, an email was received from Laurie Mohan requesting that Greenview pay for 
baseline water testing as a result of the approved injection well. Citing section 2.5.2 of Greenview’s Municipal 
Development Plan, Protection of Water; the ratepayer states the municipality has a mandate to protect 
groundwater and surface water, and [believes] the baseline testing is necessary to [uphold] this mandate. 
The cost of the testing is stated as $530.00 per well or dugout tested.  
 
Section 2.5.2 (b) of Greenview’s MDP specifies a hydrogeological assessment prepared by a qualified engineer 
must demonstrate that surface water bodies and groundwater will not be negatively affected. Dragos Energy 
Corp. provided Hydrogeology and Geotechnical reports and they has been forwarded for review by a qualified 
third party. The review of the Hydrogeology Report received from Associated Environmental (‘Associated’) 
on July 19, 2017 mentions there are some discrepancies and contradictions in the Hydrogeology Report 
provided, as well as recommends a well monitoring plan for the life of the project.  
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Administration is requesting that Dragos respond to concerns raised by Associated, as well as their 
recommendation to test the current and future adjacent landowner wells for groundwater quality and 
quantity. The application will be returned to MPC to determine the suitability of the hydrogeological report. 
 
Administration recommends that Council deny the request to pay for baseline testing and not set this 
precedent. 
 
BENEFITS OF THE RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

1. The benefit of Council denying the request to pay for baseline water testing is that it is not 
Greenview’s mandate to pay for water well testing on behalf of landowners. 
 

2. The recommendation prevents a precedent or expectation from being set. 
 
DISADVANTAGES OF THE RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

1. The disadvantage of Council denying the request is that ratepayers will be required to pay for it 
themselves if they wish to have their water tested. 

 
ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED: 
Alternative #1: Council has the alternative to approve the request to pay for baseline water testing; however, 
doing so would set a precedent for subsequent development in the municipality. 
 
FINANCIAL IMPLICATION: 
Direct Costs: No direct costs associated from the recommendation. 
Ongoing / Future Costs: No ongoing or future costs associated from the recommendation. 
 
STAFFING IMPLICATION: 
No additional staffing from the recommendation. 
 
PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT LEVEL:  

INCREASING LEVEL OF PUBLIC IMPACT 
Inform  
 
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION GOAL 
Inform - To provide the public with balanced and objective information to assist them in understanding the 
problem, alternatives, opportunities and/or solutions. 
  
PROMISE TO THE PUBLIC 
Inform - We will keep you informed.  

 
FOLLOW UP ACTIONS: 
Administration will notify the ratepayer as to Council’s decision. 
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ATTACHMENT(S): 

• Schedule “A” – Email from Laurie Mohan 
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Schedule “A” – Email from Laurie Mohan 

 
 
 

Dear Reeve Gervais, Leona Dixon, Sally Rosson: 

According to Schedule "G" - Municipal Development Plan 15-742, Section 2.5.2 Protection of Water, the 
municipality of Greenview has a mandate to protect the groundwater and surface water, and "shall not 
approve development that will negatively affect surface water bodies and groundwater quality and 
quantity."  Several recent developments in the Little Smoky area, including the approval of the Dragos 
application for an injection well, tank "farm" and run-off pond; and fracking occurring near to farmland 
and residences, have made a number of Little Smoky residents nervous that this mandate is not being 
properly upheld.  Because of this, a number of us, including myself, would like to have baseline water 
testing done to ensure that if the approved activities are not as safe as supposed and our wells and dug out 
water is affected, we will have something to fall back on as proof of the state of our water before the 
activity occurred. 

Since the necessary water testing is costly and it is within the municipality's jurisdiction to protect our 
ground and surface water, I am requesting that the Municipality of Greenview #16 pick up the costs of 
these base line tests, which must include 1) a routine water package (Alkalinity, Conductivity, Ion 
Balance, Ion sum, Disssolved metals, Cloride, Sulphate, Nitrate, Nitrite, Nitrate+Nitrite, pH, Hardness, 
Total dissolved solids) $130/sample, 2) a Hydrocarbon package (BTEX, F1-F2) $205/sample, 3) 
Dissolved gases in water package (methane, ethane, ethene, propane, propylene, acetylene) 
$195/sample.  These prices are from Maxxam, a reputable environmental lab in the city, whose tests will 
stand up in court, should it come to that.  The total cost for each well and dugout tested is $530, but a 
discount would be available if the number of tests was 50-100.  

Given the present state of the economy and that fact that some of the people in this area are on fixed 
incomes, this cost may be a hardship to some but at the same time may be the best investment ever 
made.  For this reason I make the request that the MD of Greenview pick up the tab for whoever wants it 
done or that the MD of Greenview consider allowing those who test their water to use the amount as a 
credit against taxes owing to the municipality.  Considering possible costs should our water go bad, this 
would be a small investment in the future. 

Thanks for your consideration of this request.  I look forward to hearing from you soon. 

Respectfully, 

Laurie Mohan 
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 REQUEST FOR DECISION 
 

 
 
 

 

 
SUBJECT: Greenview Canada 150 Grant Requests 
SUBMISSION TO: REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING REVIEWED AND APPROVED FOR SUBMISSION 
MEETING DATE: July 25, 2017 CAO: MH MANAGER:  
DEPARTMENT: CAO SERVICES GM:  PRESENTER: MH 

 
RELEVANT LEGISLATION: 
Provincial (cite) – NA 
 
Council Bylaw/Policy (cite) – Policy CO 20 - Grants 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
MOTION: That council approves the Greenview Canada 150 Grant applications as follows: 
 
BACKGROUND/PROPOSAL: 
 
Canada celebrated its 150th anniversary of Confederation on July 1, 2017.   At the February 14, 2017 regular 
meeting, Council approved $150,000 towards a special municipal Canada 150 Grant Program.  There were 
two intakes for applications, with $100,000 available for the April 10, 2017 deadline and $50,000 available 
for the July 10, 2017 deadline.   
 
The goal for this special grant program is to create opportunities for Greenview residents to participate in 
activities that contribute to building a sense of pride and attachment to Canada. 
 
Greenview will support activities that: 

1. Provide Greenview residents with opportunities to actively participate and/or celebrate together, 
promoting and building a deeper understanding of Canada, its people, and what it means to be 
Canadian.   

2. Encourage participation in community initiatives, activities and events to mark the 150th 
anniversary of Confederation.   

3. Recognize and promote exceptional Canadian people, places, and events that shape our 
communities, Greenview, and our country.   

4. Build vibrant and healthy communities with the broadest possible engagement of all Canadians, 
including indigenous peoples, groups that reflect our pluralism, official language minorities, and 
youth. 

 
On April 25, 2017, council approved $62,600 of the $100,000 available towards four Greenview applications, 
and carried forward the remaining $37,400 to the July 2017 intake.  A total of $87,400 of the funds remain to 
be used for the last set of applications that were due July 10, 2017.   
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Greenview received seven applications for this last intake of the grant.  The amount requested exceeds the 
amount of money remaining in the fund.  All applications support the Canada 150 goals approved by Council, 
however one event has already occurred (in June 2017), and one application is submitted by a Community 
Volunteer Group, not a registered society (which is listed in the applicant qualifications). 
 
A summary of the grant requests have been put together in a spreadsheet for Council’s review.  
 
BENEFITS OF THE RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

1. Awarding the grant applications will provide financial resources to various groups and organizations 
within Greenview supporting their celebration of Canada’s 150th Anniversary.   

 
DISADVANTAGES OF THE RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

1. There are no perceived disadvantages to the recommended motion. 
 

ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED: 
Alternative #1: Council may modify or deny any of the grant funding requests prior to recommending 
approval. 
 
Alternative #2:  Council may choose to top up the amount of money available for this grant program to cover 
all qualified applications.   
 
Alternate #3:  Council may choose to award whatever funds are remaining (within the $87,400 budget) to 
Project #1: The Grande Cache Griffith Trail Revitalization Project - as they have requested a specific amount 
or “any amount available from this fund”. 
 
FINANCIAL IMPLICATION: 
At the February 14, 2017 regular meeting, Council approved to allocate $150,000 towards a special municipal 
Canada 150 Grant Program, with funds coming from the 2017 Community Grant Budget.  On April 25, 2017, 
council granted $62,600, leaving $87,400 remaining in the budget to be distributed. 
 
The total amount requested through the last intake of the grant is $111,000. 
 
Direct Costs:  $87,400 - $111,000 
Ongoing / Future Costs: n/a 
 
STAFFING IMPLICATION: 
Many of the applications are for events occurring between August 1-11, 2017, therefore administration will 
have to ensure follow up letters and cheques are completed as soon as possible after Council’s decision.  This 
will be done as part of Staff’s normal activities. 
 
PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT LEVEL: 
Greenview has adopted the IAP2 Framework for public consultation.  
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INCREASING LEVEL OF PUBLIC IMPACT 
Inform  
 
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION GOAL 
Inform - To provide the public with balanced and objective information to assist them in understanding the 
problem, alternatives, opportunities and/or solutions. 
  
PROMISE TO THE PUBLIC 
Inform - We will keep you informed.  

 
FOLLOW UP ACTIONS: 
Once Council decides how the remaining funds will be allocated, administration will send letters to all the 
applicants informing them of Council’s decision along with cheques, if applicable.  Many of the applications 
are for events occurring from August 1 – 11, 2017, therefore a quick turnaround will be required by 
administration to distribute cheques.   
 
The Greenview Canada 150 Grant application forms have been removed from Greenview’s website, with a 
generic disclaimer informing the public that the grant process has closed. 
 
ATTACHMENT(S): 

• Grant Request Spreadsheet 
• Grande Cache Griffith Trail Revitalization Committee Application 
• Grovedale Community & Agricultural Society 
• Pioneers of Grovedale Area Museum 
• Sunset House Community Hall Society 
• Valleyview & District Agricultural Society Application 
• Valleyview Municipal Library & Valleyview Well-Being Coalition Application  
• Willmore Wilderness Preservation & Historical Foundation Application 
• Greenview Canada 150 Grant Fact Sheet 
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GREENVIEW CANADA 150 COMMUNITY GRANT
Creating an opportunity for Greenview residents to participate in activities 
that contribute to building a sense of pride and attachment to Canada

Canada’s 150th anniversary of Confederation in 2017 is a historic moment with the power to bring people and places 
together as we dream big about our communities and our country.

It’s a chance to encourage all Canadians to contribute to their communities in a way that will foster a greater sense of 
belonging, support meaningful reconciliation and leave a lasting legacy now and for future generations.    It allows us to 
connect with our past, celebrate who we are, honour our exceptional achievements, and build a legacy for tomorrow. 

WE WILL SUPPORT ACTIVITIES THAT ALIGN 
WITH ONE OF THE FOLLOWING OBJECTIVES:

1. Provides Greenview residents with OPPORTUNITIES 
to actively participate and/or celebrate together, 
promoting and building a deeper understanding of 
Canada, its people, and what it means to be Canadian.  

2. Encourages PARTICIPATION in community initiatives, 
activities and events to mark the 150th anniversary of 
Confederation.  

3. RECOGNIZES and PROMOTES exceptional Canadian 
people, places, and events that shape our communities, 
Greenview, and our country.  

4. BUILDS vibrant and healthy communities with the broadest 
possible engagement of all Canadians, including indigenous 
peoples, official language minorities, and youth.

Canada 150 presents a unique opportunity for Greenview to join all Canadians as we recognize this national milestone 

Timelines:  
There will be 2 intakes for applications:
• First intake: April 10, 2017 ($100,000 available)
• Second Intake:  July 10, 2017 ($50,000 available)
• Funding notifications will be provided within 3 weeks of 

monthly deadline application submitted
• Greenview Canada 150 projects must be completed before 

December 31, 2017

For More Information or To Apply:
Greenview Canada 150 Grant Program      ATT:  Tara Zeller, Grande Cache Community Coordinator,   Grande Cache Sub Office
Phone: 780-524-6092            Email:  tara.zeller@mdgreenview.ab.ca              www.greenview.ab.ca

Eligible projects:
• Projects must support at least one of the four objectives
• Celebratory or commemorative activities and events
• Community building activities and events
• Sport and active-living activities and events
• Plaques, monuments, and permanent installations
• Ceremonies for site dedications
• Interpretive programming and tours
• Learning materials and activities
• Large-scale artwork projects
• New Canada 150 fairs and festivals
• Specific Canada 150 programming added to regular or 

recurrent fairs and festivals
• Project eligibility will be based on the standards set out in 

the Grant Application Instructions

Ineligible projects:
• Projects that do not demonstrate any of the four objectives
• Ongoing projects
• Infrastructure projects
• Projects designed as fundraising purposes, or that generate a profit
• Any activity taking place outside of Greenview
• Ineligible projects as listed in the Grant Application Instructions

Funding Available:
A total of $150,000 will be available to eligible groups and 
organizations within Greenview (including the Towns of 
Valleyview, Fox Creek, and Grande Cache).
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 REQUEST FOR DECISION 
 

 
 
 

 

 
SUBJECT: AWN Criminal Activity Concerns 
SUBMISSION TO: REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING REVIEWED AND APPROVED FOR SUBMISSION 
MEETING DATE: January 1, 2017 CAO: MH MANAGER:  
DEPARTMENT: CAO SERVICES GM:  PRESENTER:  

 
RELEVANT LEGISLATION: 
Provincial (cite) – N/A 
 
Council Bylaw/Policy (cite) – N/A 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
MOTION: That Council direct Administration to enter into discussion with the Grande Cache RCMP and the 
Aseniwuche Winewak Nation (AWN) to find solutions on the criminal activities within the Grande Cache 
Coops and Enterprises. 
 
BACKGROUND/PROPOSAL: 
At the July 18th, 2017 Committee of the Whole meeting representatives from AWN presented to Council their 
concerns on the criminal activities on the Coops and Enterprises.  
 
Committee of the whole put forward the following motion; 
 That Committee of the Whole recommend to Council that Greenview Administration have discussions 
 with Grande Cache RCMP and Aseniwuche Winewak Nation on finding solutions on the criminal 
 activities at the Grande Cache Coops and Enterprises. 
 
BENEFITS OF THE RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

1. The benefit of Council following the recommended motion is that Administration can work with AWN 
and the Grande Cache RCMP in finding a solution to alleviate the criminal activity within that 
community. 

 
DISADVANTAGES OF THE RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

1. There are no perceived disadvantages to the recommended motion. 
 
ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED: 
Alternative #1: Council has the alternative to deny the recommended motion and have the Grande Cache 
RCMP look after the issue. 
 
FINANCIAL IMPLICATION: 
There are no costs associated with the recommended motion at this time. 
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STAFFING IMPLICATION: 
Staff will undertake this initiative as part of normal staff activities. 
 
PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT LEVEL: 
Greenview has adopted the IAP2 Framework for public consultation.  

INCREASING LEVEL OF PUBLIC IMPACT 
Consult  
 
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION GOAL 
Consult - To obtain public feedback on analysis, alternatives and/or decisions. 
  
PROMISE TO THE PUBLIC 
Consult - We will keep you informed, listen to and acknowledge concerns and aspirations, and provide 
feedback on how public input influenced the decision  

 
FOLLOW UP ACTIONS: 
Staff will work with AWN and the Coops and Enterprises and the RCMP to find a solution to cutting down on 
criminal activities. 
 
ATTACHMENT(S): 

• None 
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 REQUEST FOR DECISION 
 

 
 
 

 

 
SUBJECT: Private Sewage Issues within the Grande Cache Coops and Enterprises 
SUBMISSION TO: REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING REVIEWED AND APPROVED FOR SUBMISSION 
MEETING DATE: July 25, 2017 CAO: MH MANAGER:  
DEPARTMENT: CAO SERVICES GM:  PRESENTER:  

 
RELEVANT LEGISLATION: 
Provincial (cite) – N/A 
 
Council Bylaw/Policy (cite) – N/A 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
MOTION: That Council direct Administration to investigate the private sewage concerns around the Grande 
Cache Coops and Enterprises. 
 
BACKGROUND/PROPOSAL: 
AWN made a presentation to Council requesting assistance in finding solutions regarding private sewages 
system concerns with the Coops and Enterprises. 
 
At the July 18th, 2017, Committee of the Whole made the following motion;  
 That Committee of the Whole recommend to Council that Greenview pursue a partnership with the 
 Grande Cache Coops and Enterprises regarding private sewage issues. 
 
BENEFITS OF THE RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

1. The benefit of the recommended motion is that Administration can educate Council on the 
environmental and health issues the sewer problems may cause in the future. 

 
DISADVANTAGES OF THE RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

1. There are no perceived disadvantages to the recommended motion. 
 
ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED: 
Alternative #1: Council has the alternative to deny the recommended motion, however Administration does 
not recommend this because environmental issues may arise within watersheds such as, lakes, rivers and/or 
wells. 
 
FINANCIAL IMPLICATION: 
There are no direct or ongoing costs to the recommended motion. 
 
STAFFING IMPLICATION: 
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Staff will undertake this initiative as part of normal staff activities. 
 
PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT LEVEL: 
Greenview has adopted the IAP2 Framework for public consultation.  

INCREASING LEVEL OF PUBLIC IMPACT 
Consult  
 
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION GOAL 
Consult - To obtain public feedback on analysis, alternatives and/or decisions. 
  
PROMISE TO THE PUBLIC 
Consult - We will keep you informed, listen to and acknowledge concerns and aspirations, and provide 
feedback on how public input influenced the decision  

 
FOLLOW UP ACTIONS: 
Administration will arrange for informal discussions with the Coops and Enterprises to see where the 
problems arise, and find out how Greenview and the Coops and Enterprises can work together to solve the 
issue. 
 
ATTACHMENT(S): 

• None 
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 REQUEST FOR DECISION 
 

 
 
 

 

 
SUBJECT: Development Guidelines and Municipal Servicing Standards 
SUBMISSION TO: REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING REVIEWED AND APPROVED FOR SUBMISSION 
MEETING DATE: July 25, 2017 CAO: MH MANAGER:  
DEPARTMENT: INFRASTRUCTURE & PLANNING GM: GG PRESENTER:  GG 

 
RELEVANT LEGISLATION: 
Provincial (cite) – N/A 
 
Council Bylaw/Policy (cite) – N/A 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
MOTION: That Council adopt the Development Guidelines and Municipal Servicing Standards as presented. 
 
BACKGROUND/PROPOSAL: 
The first version of the document was created in 2009 with the permission from Parkland County who 
supplied the bulk of the information.  Since then, revisions of Greenview’s document have reflected influence 
from Sturgeon County, County of Wetaskiwin, County of Grande Prairie, Red Deer County and the Regional 
Municipality of Wood Buffalo.  
 
This document has been improved in all aspects. Greenview contacted and visited many neighbouring 
counties and municipalities and gathered information, which helped develop the revised design standards. 
These standards were designed to meet all regulatory requirements and provide a strong foundation to help 
provide clarity and guide developers through the development process while keeping in line with the MGA 
and Alberta Transportation regulatory guidelines. 
 
Following the Development Guidelines and Municipal Servicing Standards document will provide sustainable 
infrastructure built to the quality that the general public can rely and depend on. This is a standard practice 
in municipalities and Greenview’s proposed document is in line with that of other municipalities. This was 
done so as to enable Council to meet their MGA requirements of acting in the best interests of the 
community, while not placing undue burdens upon developers. That is, developers will not face development 
constraints in Greenview that they do not face in other municipalities as well. This practice also ensures that 
all developers play by the same rules and are treated equally. 
 
Administration brought forward the draft version of the 2017 Development Guidelines and Municipal 
Servicing Standards for review at the Regular Council Meeting held on February 14th, 2017 with the motion 
to table the draft 2017 version of the Development Guidelines and Municipal Servicing Standards to provide 
time for Council to review the document and bring forward their concerns. 
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Administration, Glen Pitt (TeckEra Engineering) and Council members including Councillor Rutt, Councillor 
Dale Smith, Councillor Urness, Councillor Hay and Councillor Bill Smith met on June 12th, 2017 at the DeBolt 
Public Service building to review the whole Development Guidelines and Municipal Servicing Standards 
document.  There were numerous changes that were brought forward including name updates including the 
following: 

• Alberta Environment name change throughout the document 
• Updating Municipal District of Greenview to read Greenview 
• Spelling errors and formatting 
• Added specific documents that Greenview require during the Approval Process Flowchart stating all 

4 approvals and agreements to be in place prior to moving to the construction stage 
• Updated Table 7.1 Roadway – Basic Design Parameters with finished surface widths (m) 
• Updated Drawing 9.5 with 30 year rating barbed wire, modifications to fence to be approved by GM 

or designate in writing, and all fencing to be 0.3m or greater onto private property 
• Updated Drawing 10.1 with updated approach widths, any modifications to approach widths are to 

be approved by GM in writing 
 
Administration received the final document from TeckEra on July 13th, Administration has reviewed the final 
document and have ensured all changes have been made from the meeting on June 12th and are confident 
the document is updated to the satisfaction of the Greenview development procedures, ensuring the 
guidance to developers, developer’s consultants, Greenview, or any other agencies working for Greenview. 
 
BENEFITS OF THE RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

1. Administration would be approved to promote the standards presented.  
 
DISADVANTAGES OF THE RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

1. There are no perceived disadvantages to the recommended motion. 
 
ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED: 
Alternative #1: Council has the alternative to request additional time to review the Development Guidelines 
and Municipal Servicing Standards, however Administration feels that the special meeting held in DeBolt to 
review the document captured Council’s desired changes. 
 
FINANCIAL IMPLICATION: 
N/A 
Direct Costs: 
Ongoing / Future Costs: 
 
STAFFING IMPLICATION: 
N/A 
 
PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT LEVEL: 
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INCREASING LEVEL OF PUBLIC IMPACT 
Inform  
 
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION GOAL 
Inform - To provide the public with balanced and objective information to assist them in understanding the 
problem, alternatives, opportunities and/or solutions. 
  
PROMISE TO THE PUBLIC 
Inform - We will keep you informed.  

 
FOLLOW UP ACTIONS: 
Administration will advertise the revised document. 
 
ATTACHMENT(S): 

• Development Guidelines and Municipal Servicing Standards (paper copy provided). 
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 REQUEST FOR DECISION 
 

 
 
 

 

 
SUBJECT: Farmland Access Applicants 
SUBMISSION TO: REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING REVIEWED AND APPROVED FOR SUBMISSION 
MEETING DATE: July 25, 2017 CAO: MH MANAGER: KS 
DEPARTMENT: INFRASTRUCTURE & PLANNING GM: GG PRESENTER: KS 

 
RELEVANT LEGISLATION: 
Provincial (cite) –N/A 
 
Council Bylaw/Policy (cite) – Policy 4002 Farmland Access Roads. 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
MOTION: That Council approve to construct two Farmland Road applications for the following legal land 
locations; NE 16-70-25-W5 and N ½ 11&12-73-22-W5 with funds to come from the 2017 Farmland Accesses 
block funding. 
 
BACKGROUND/PROPOSAL: 
 
Currently the Farmland Bock Funding 2017 Budget has $300,000.00 
 

• NE 16-70-25-W5, This application is for approximately 0.25 km of road upgrades on Range Road 253 
South of Township 703 right of way. The applicant has been going across the neighbor’s field to access 
his Grazing Lease (GRL 960037) when it was wet. This application has a rating of 7.45 and is in the 
Clarkson Valley area. Estimated cost of construction $23,750.00 
 

• N ½ 11&12-73-22-W5, This application is for approximately 0.85 km of road on Range Road 221 just 
north of Township Road 731. The applicant just took over the Grazing Lease (GRL980044) in 2016 and 
requires access to the grazing lease for their cattle. This application has a rating of 4.9 and is in the 
New Fish Creek area. Estimated cost of construction $68,750.00 

 
There is one other road request on file that needs to be clarified with land owner if they are requesting a 
residential or farmland access road. There is one application that a renter has applied for a farmland access 
road that needs to be reviewed and confirmed with landowner.  
 
BENEFITS OF THE RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
The Benefit of the recommendation will see these application for a farmland access be approved and 
constructed in 2017. 
 
DISADVANTAGES OF THE RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
There are no perceived disadvantages for the recommended action 
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ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED: 
Alternative #1: Council has the alternative to deny one or more of the proposed applications presented, 
however Administration does not recommend this course of action as the application meets Greenview’s 
criteria for farm land access. 
 
FINANCIAL IMPLICATION: 
Direct Costs:  $92,500.00 
Ongoing / Future Costs: Regular road maintenance  
 
STAFFING IMPLICATION: 
Projects will be undertaken as part of normal staff activities. 
 
PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT LEVEL:  

INCREASING LEVEL OF PUBLIC IMPACT 
Inform  
 
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION GOAL 
Inform - To provide the public with balanced and objective information to assist them in understanding the 
problem, alternatives, opportunities and/or solutions. 
  
PROMISE TO THE PUBLIC 
Inform - We will keep you informed.  

 
FOLLOW UP ACTIONS: 
Letters will be sent to the applicants informing them of Council’s decision. 
Work will be scheduled for survey, clearing, and then construction. 
 
ATTACHMENT(S): 

• Maps 
• Policy 4002 
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Municipal District of Greenview No. 16  
Policy 4002, Effective February 25, 2014 Page 1 

P O
 L I C Y 

 
Approved:   14.02.97 
 

Title:  Farmland Access Roads 
 
Policy No: 4002 
 
Approval: Council 
 
Effective Date:  February 25, 2014 
 
Supersedes Policy No: (None)  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

MUNICIPAL DISTRICT OF GREENVIEW NO. 16 
“A Great Place to Live, Work and Play” 

 
Policy Statement:  The Municipal District of Greenview No. 16 (Greenview) will construct 
farmland access roads to give access to any cultivated lands, which includes land cleared for 
grazing, which have no accessible access through a developed/undeveloped Road 
Allowance(s) and/or any applicant owned adjoining lands. 
 
 
Purpose: The purpose of the Policy is to provide physical access to cultivated land(s) having 
no accessibility. 
 
 
Principles:  

1. Greenview will provide an economical form of farmland access for agricultural 
purposes. 

2. Under this policy, Greenview staff will review the submitted application and bring 
forward a recommendation utilizing a rating system approved by Council. 

3. Council will annually consider allocating funds for farmland access roads. 
4. In determining a recommendation for Council on which farmland access roads, if 

any to construct, Greenview staff will review criteria based upon the current 
application(s). 

5. Notwithstanding any recommendation from Greenview staff, Council at all times 
maintain the authority to determine which roads, if any are to be constructed and 
in which order. 

6. In determining the most economical route for a potential farmland access road, 
Greenview staff will consider a number of factors including, but not limited to, 
physical land barriers such as hills, swamps and water bodies, soil conditions and 
any other man-made constraints such as pipelines, power lines, building and 
other structures. 

7. No farmland access roads will be constructed where there is currently adequate 
access to the parcel whether through an existing road way or through the 
applicant’s immediately adjacent parcel. 

8. If any applications are received after August 1, Council may decide to accept the 
application in the current year or defer to the following year. 

9. Despite anything in this policy, it is recognized and understood that this policy 
does not replace the necessity to look at individual access circumstances and 
challenges which must be considered on an individual basis. 
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 REQUEST FOR DECISION 
 

 
 
 

 

 
SUBJECT: Residential Access Applicants 
SUBMISSION TO: REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING REVIEWED AND APPROVED FOR SUBMISSION 
MEETING DATE: July 25, 2017 CAO: MH MANAGER: KS 
DEPARTMENT: INFRASTRUCTURE & PLANNING GM: GG PRESENTER: KS 

 
RELEVANT LEGISLATION: 
Provincial (cite) – N/A 
 
Council Bylaw/Policy (cite) – Policy 4001 Security Deposits for Residential Road Construction to Proposed 
Residential Developments 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
MOTION: That Council approve three residential road applications with funds to come from the 2017 block 
funding, for the following legal land locations: NE 20-66-33-W5, NE 2-69-6-W6, and NE 17-71-22-W5. 
 
BACKGROUND/PROPOSAL: 
 
Currently the Residential Access Roads Bock Funding 2017 Budget has $500,000.00 
 

• NE 20-66-33-W5, This application is for approximately 0.22 km of road upgrades on Range Road 224 
just south of Township road 664. The land owner has come to Council previously as a delegation with 
the request and has been currently using an existing oilfield road on surveyed Range Road 224 right 
of way. This application currently has a rating of 4.7 and is in the Little Smoky area. In the fall of 2016 
Council requested that the road be upgraded for improved all weather access until the road can be 
designed and constructed in 2017. The estimated cost of construction is $65,000.00. 
 

• NE 2-69-6-W6, This application is for approximately 0.60 km of road upgrades on Range Road 60A on 
the north side of Township 690. There are joint owners and one wants to sell property so the land 
owner farthest north will need permanent access prior to the sale. This application currently has a 
rating of 7.5 and is in the Grovedale area. The estimated cost of construction is $160,000.00. 

 
• NE 17-71-22-W5, This application is for approximately 0.2km of road on RR224 South of Township 

714. The land owner has plans to develop a residence once the road is constructed. This application 
currently has a rating of 7.5 and is in the New Fish Creek area. The estimated cost of construction is 
$60,000.00. 
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BENEFITS OF THE RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
The benefits of the recommendation will see these application for a residential access be approved and 
constructed in 2017 
 
DISADVANTAGES OF THE RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
There are no perceived disadvantages from the recommended action. 
 
ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED: 
Alternative #1: Council has the alternative to deny one or more of the proposed applications presented, 
however Administration does not recommend this course of action as the application meets Greenview’s 
criteria for Residential Road Access. 
 
FINANCIAL IMPLICATION: 
Direct Costs:  $285,000.00 
Ongoing / Future Costs: Regular road maintenance  
 
STAFFING IMPLICATION: 
Projects will be undertaken as part of normal staff activities. 
 
PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT LEVEL:  

INCREASING LEVEL OF PUBLIC IMPACT 
Inform  
 
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION GOAL 
Inform - To provide the public with balanced and objective information to assist them in understanding the 
problem, alternatives, opportunities and/or solutions. 
  
PROMISE TO THE PUBLIC 
Inform - We will keep you informed.  

 
FOLLOW UP ACTIONS: 
Letters will be sent to the applicants informing them of Council’s decision. 
Design work and construction will be scheduled.  
 
ATTACHMENT(S): 

• Maps 
• Policy 4001 
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Policy No: 4001 
 Page 1 
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DEFINITIONS 
 
Permanent Residency means an approved permanent residence which is continuously 
occupied for more than six months. 
 
POLICY 
 
1. Greenview is required to provide or ensure legal access to property but is not required 

to provide physical access.  When Council authorizes a road to be constructed to 
provide physical access to a quarter section(s) or a parcel of land, the road shall be 
constructed under the following conditions: 

 
1.1  All new roads being constructed to a quarter section(s) or a parcel of land shall 

be constructed through the quarter section as per Greenview’s Engineering 
Design & Construction Standards’ cul-de-sac section. 

 
 1.2 Residential roads will be constructed to the specifications as outlined in the 

Greenview Engineering Design & Construction Standards. 
 
 1.3 When the quarter section line or property line lies within a low area, muskeg, 

creek or other physical barrier unsuitable to access the parcel, the road shall 
be constructed sufficiently past such barrier to surpass any hindrance. 

 
 1.4 When a low area, muskeg, creek or other physical barrier does not allow for 

acceptable access and would create substantial increase to the cost of the 
project, the issue will be brought to Council for review. 

 
2. Upon Council approval for the construction of road access on a road allowance to 

unoccupied lands for the purpose of proposed residential development, the following 
conditions apply: 

 

Title:  SECURITY DEPOSITS FOR RESIDENTIAL ROAD CONSTRUCTION TO PROPOSED 
RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENTS 
 
Policy No: 4001 
 
Effective Date:  May 9, 2017 
 
Motion Number: 17.05.176 
 
Supersedes Policy No: 
4001/4001-01 (Nov 26/13), 
EES 01  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

MUNICIPAL DISTRICT OF GREENVIEW NO. 16 
“A Great Place to Live, Work and Play” 

 
Purpose:  To establish a process whereby security deposits are required from applicants for 
the construction of residential roads. 
 

202



 

Policy No: 4001 
 Page 2 
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2.1  The applicant will provide an administration fee in the amount of $2,500.00 in 
the form of cash or certified cheque to cover administration costs such as 
preliminary planning & design. 

 
2.2 If the applicant fails to move forward with the project after preliminary 

planning is initiated. Greenview will retain the administration fee. 
 
2.3 If the applicant proceeds with the project, the administration fee of $2,500.00 

becomes part of the total security deposit of $5,000.00 required for 
construction by the applicant. 

 
4. The security deposit will be returned or refunded to the applicant, without interest, if 

permanent residency is established within three years of the date of approval of 
residential road construction. Where this has not been met, or the property has been 
sold prior to the fulfillment of this condition, the security will be forfeited. 

 
5. Construction of a residential road will not commence until the specified security has 

been provided by the applicant and an agreement outlining terms and conditions has 
been entered into by the applicant. 

 
6. Dedication of road widening, as determined by the General Manager, Infrastructure 

& Planning, will be required on land owned by the applicant adjacent to or abutting 
the residential road construction project. 

 
7. Payment of the security deposit must be received within ninety (90) days from Council 

approval to construct, and prior to the project proceeding.  
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 REQUEST FOR DECISION 
 

 
 
 

 

 
SUBJECT: New Asphalt Approach  
SUBMISSION TO: REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING REVIEWED AND APPROVED FOR SUBMISSION 
MEETING DATE: July 25, 2017 CAO: MH MANAGER:  
DEPARTMENT: INFRASTRUCTURE & PLANNING GM: GG PRESENTER: GG 

 
RELEVANT LEGISLATION: 
Provincial (cite) –N/A 
 
Council Bylaw/Policy (cite) – N/A 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
MOTION: That Council direct Administration to complete the base course and asphalt paving works 
associated with the approach located at SW-5-71-24-W5 before October 31, 2017, with funds to come from 
the Local Road Construction Block Funding. 
 
BACKGROUND/PROPOSAL: 
On June 21st 2017 Councillor Dale Smith received an e-mail addressed to all Council from Adolph & Shirley 
Weiss regarding a paved approach. The approach was to be installed as part of the Subdivision Approval File 
# S16--0141 Location SW-5-71-24-W5 Dated September 14, 2016. 
 
The private approach application was received with the Subdivision application on June 27, 2016 as per the 
receipt of payment. In accordance to the subdivision approval, a paved approach is required to the subdivided 
lot. 
 
The applicant signed an agreement with Helix Engineering to act as Weiss’s consultant on June 9, 2017 with 
the hired contractor starting works on the approach June 12, 2017 as per the letter submitted on June 21, 
2017. 
 
June 13, 2017 Council passed MOTION: 17.06.220: That Council direct Administration to charge $2,000.00 
for gravel approach, $5,000.00 for asphalt approach, non-refundable $175.00 application fee, 
relocation/upgrade to any approach is an additional $500.00, No Till Drill $150.00 plus GST three day 
maximum, Grain Vacuum $50.00 plus GST three day maximum, Bale Wagon $150.00 plus GST each day three day 
maximum. 
 
May 23, 2017 Council passed MOTION: 17.05.201. That Council accept the Approach Application and 
Installation Process with the modification of $2000.00 fixed rate for gravelled approach, $5000.00 fixed 
rate for paved approach and a $175.00 non-refundable application fee, to be constructed by contractor 
or Day Labour forces. 
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Administration’s original recommendation on May 23, 2017 Council meeting was,  
That Council accept the Approach Application and Installation process as presented, for information. 
 
Administration has taken 12 gravel approach applications, that have not been started and that were 
submitted prior to the June 13th Motion by Council that had paid the $100.00 application fee under the old 
policy and moved them under the new approach policy, with no additional application fee required. These 
12 approaches will now be built by Greenview’s approved contractor or Day Labour forces.  
 
Weiss’s approach has been constructed and sits as a gravel approach with no asphalt. Greenview to date has 
not received the test results and is waiting to hear back from Helix Engineering to schedule a final inspection 
and review the test results. The approach requires asphalt to meet the conditions of the Subdivision Approval. 
 
The construction of Weiss’s approach was started and almost completed to a gravel state prior to the June 
13th Motion by Council. The approach was slated to be completed under the old Approach Policy. If it had not 
have been started administration would have moved this approach under the new policy as well.  
 
If council agrees with the recommendation, Greenview would complete the approach with the intended 
asphalt surfacing. Administration suggests that the asphalt surfacing will only be completed when the gravel 
structure has been approved and any deficiencies have been rectified prior to asphalt. Administration 
recommends that no refund for any of the works completed prior to Council’s decision on July 25, 2017 be 
considered. In summary, the recommendation is to not reimburse Mr. and Mrs. Weiss for costs already 
incurred, but to complete the asphalt for them. 
 
BENEFITS OF THE RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

1. The benefit of the recommendation will provide the ratepayer with a portion of the construction of 
the approach under guidelines of the new policy. 
 

DISADVANTAGES OF THE RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
1. There are no perceived disadvantages of the recommendation 

 
ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED: 
Alternative #1: Council has the alternative to refund all monies spent by the ratepayer on this approach and 
charge the new policy rate for a paved approach of $5,000, however Council’s decision to change the policy 
was completed after the start of construction on the approach. 
 
Alternative #2: Council could choose to not refund any funds and continue to have the ratepayer finish off 
their approach under the old policy as that is when it was started. However administration has moved 
approximately 12 applications that had not start construction under the new approach Policy. 
 
FINANCIAL IMPLICATION: 
The estimated cost of completion for the 8.0 meter wide residential approach for asphalt surfacing is 
$15,000.00 which includes base course gravel and asphalt surfacing. 
Direct Costs: Local Road Block Funding (estimate $15,000.00). 
Ongoing / Future Costs: N/A 
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STAFFING IMPLICATION: 
No staffing implications. 
 
PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT LEVEL: 
Greenview has adopted the IAP2 Framework for public consultation.  
Using that framework outline the proposed level of public engagement associated with the recommended 
action.  

INCREASING LEVEL OF PUBLIC IMPACT 
Inform  
 
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION GOAL 
Inform - To provide the public with balanced and objective information to assist them in understanding the 
problem, alternatives, opportunities and/or solutions. 
  
PROMISE TO THE PUBLIC 
Inform - We will keep you informed.  

 
FOLLOW UP ACTIONS: 
A follow-up letter to the Ratepayer on Council’s decision. 
 
ATTACHMENT(S): 

• No attachments 
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From: Shirley Weiss <shirleyaweiss@gmail.com> 
Date: June 21, 2017 at 4:22:02 PM MDT 
To: Dale.Smith@mdgreenview.ab.ca 
Subject: Approach 

Dear Councillors,  
 
We are in the process of subdividing an acreage out of our home quarter. Our application was 
approved September 14, 2016. We have one year from that date to have it registered or we have 
to apply for an extension.  
 
We received quotes from many engineers and contractors, trying to find the most reasonably 
priced ones. Quotes from engineers ranged from $2500-$3000 to over $16,000. Contractors from 
$8,000 to $30,000, not including paving.  
 
Last week, we learned that a policy change has taken place, whereby the M.D. will charge the 
landowner a fixed rate of $5000.00 for a paved approach and $2000.00 for a gravelled approach. 
This is quite a savings from what we have to pay. Our "Town & Country" newspaper came out 
on June 14, 2017, stating these changes.  
 
We signed our agreement with Helix Engineering from Grande Prairie, on June 9, 2017, for 
$2500 - $3000. Our contractor, Ron's Trenching, began work on Monday, June 12, 2017. His 
quote was approximately $12,000.00, without paving. At this point, we could not cancel our 
agreements to go with the M.D. 's rates, and so are caught in the middle.  
 
Since these changes were already in place before, or at the same time, we began work, we are 
asking for your consideration in reviewing our predicament to see if anything can be done to 
refund us a portion, or cover the cost of paving the approach.  
 
There is construction work that has to be done on Young's Point road at some time, and maybe 
our approach could be worked in at the same time. Any help would be greatly appreciated.  
 
We are hoping to have this parcel registered before the expiry date of September 14, 2017.  
 
Thank you for your consideration, 
 
Adolph & Shirley Weiss 
 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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 REQUEST FOR DECISION 
 

 
 
 

 

 
SUBJECT: Designated Industrial Property Assessment 
SUBMISSION TO: REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING REVIEWED AND APPROVED FOR SUBMISSION 
MEETING DATE: July 25, 2017 CAO: MH MANAGER:  
DEPARTMENT: CORPORATE SERVICES GM:  PRESENTER: DD 

 
RELEVANT LEGISLATION: 
Provincial (cite) – N/A 
 
Council Bylaw/Policy (cite) – N/A 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
MOTION: That Council accept for information received from Municipal Affairs and the Technical Advisory 
Committee regarding changes to the Designated Industrial property assessment process. 
 
BACKGROUND/PROPOSAL: 
 
The Modernized Municipal Government Act (MMGA) received Royal Assent on December 9th, 2016.  As a 
result, effective January 1st, 2018 the assessment responsibilities of properties defined as Designated 
Industrial Properties will be transferred from the municipalities to the provincial assessor. The transition 
around this change is expected to occur over a three year period and will involve the use of a hybrid delivery 
model that will entail some municipalities maintaining the assessment function for DI Properties under the 
guidance of the Provincial Assessor. During this period and as things progress Municipal Affairs will evaluate 
and make the necessary adjustments as needed.  Although the processes have not been finalized, 
municipalities are being asked to respond to whether they are interested in continuing to provide the 
property assessment function for Designated Industrial properties under this hybrid approach. Under the 
hybrid delivery model, the Provincial Assessor will enter into an agreement with the municipality authorizing 
them along with their in-house or contract assessment service provider to complete the assessment of the 
Designated Industrial properties.   
 
In speaking with Ray Fortin, assessor working with the Technical Advisory Committee and Industrial 
Assessment Specialist for Accurate Assessment Group Ltd, he advised that although Municipal Affairs is 
working diligently to get assessors hired to handle the new responsibilities, the province, private contractors 
and municipalities are all struggling to find qualified individuals for the job. 
 
In order to maintain our current level of assessment services for Designated Industrial properties in our 
municipality, Administration has responded to  Municipal Affairs request and advised, that we wish to 
continue providing Designated Industrial property assessment services utilizing our current provider 
(Accurate Assessment Group Ltd), under the hybrid model. This is consistent with Council’s stated concerns 
regarding centralized assessment. 
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BENEFITS OF THE RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

1. The benefit of the recommended action is to keep Council informed of the current stage of transition 
that Municipal Affairs is in the transfer of the assessment of Designated Industrial properties from the 
municipality to the provincial assessor. 

 
 
DISADVANTAGES OF THE RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

1. There are no perceived disadvantages to the recommended action. 
 
ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED: 
Alternative #1: Council may opt to select a different method for the provision of assessment regarding 
Designated Industrial Properties. If this was done, Administration would notify the Province accordingly. 
 
FINANCIAL IMPLICATION: 
There are no financial implications to this recommended motion.  
 
STAFFING IMPLICATION: 
There are no staffing implications to the recommended motion. 
 
PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT LEVEL: 
Greenview has adopted the IAP2 Framework for public consultation.  

INCREASING LEVEL OF PUBLIC IMPACT 
Inform  
 
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION GOAL 
Inform - To provide the public with balanced and objective information to assist them in understanding the 
problem, alternatives, opportunities and/or solutions. 
  
PROMISE TO THE PUBLIC 
Inform - We will keep you informed.  

 
FOLLOW UP ACTIONS: 
Administration will continue to provide information as requested by Municipal Affairs. 
 
ATTACHMENT(S): 

• Letter dated June 28th, 2017 from Municipal Affairs 
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• Letter dated June 30th, 2017 from Municipal Affairs 
• Correspondence from Technical Advisory Committee  
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MUNICIPAL COST OF SERVICE CONSIDERATIONS RE: DIP ASSESSMENT 
 
Good afternoon, 
  
We understand that your municipality has recently received 2 letters from Alberta Municipal Affairs: 
  

1. Required Assessment Roll Information from the Municipalities (Letter dated June 28, 2017) 
2. Designated Industrial Property Assessment (Letter dated June 30, 2017) 

  
It is important that you understand what these letters mean to your municipality so you may arrive at 
the appropriate option for your municipality through this transition. 
  
Regarding Letter #1, dated June 28, 2017.   
  
The options for complying with this request are either via the tax system provider or the CAMA system 
provider.  It is important municipalities understand the volume and complexity of the data required to 
respond to this request.   
 
Properties may have multiple owners, assessment classes (some taxable, some exempt), addresses, 
land-use codes (zoning), etc.  Tax and CAMA systems are ‘databases’ designed to handle these 
‘one-to-many’ relationships; singular spreadsheets are not. It is likely multiple files will be required to 
comply with this request.  In addition, most municipalities maintain their own code tables independent 
of the codes used by Municipal Affairs – cross-reference tables will likely also be required as part of the 
submission for this data request. 
 
The provision of this data is a service not typically contemplated in existing Tax and/or CAMA system 
support agreements. We suggest a municipality should expect to pay a fee for their assistance in 
compiling this data.  At this time the cost of this fee is unknown.  It is also unknown if reimbursement of 
this fee will be provided to municipalities by Municipal Affairs as a cost of the preparing the 2017 
Designated Industrial [DI] property assessment.  
 
Please note, DI properties include those regulated by the AER, AUC, NEB, railway and those properties 
designated as Major Plants by the Minister.  Secondly, the basis for defining a Major Plant is unclear at 
this time, as such, we do not know how this data will be used by Municipal Affairs to identify any 
potential Major Plants in your municipality. 
 
Regarding Letter #2, dated June 30, 2017.   
  
Currently, there are five assessors working on the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) to consult with 
Municipal Affairs and help aid the transition to Centralized Industrial Assessment.  The “hybrid delivery 
model” referred to in the letter involves some municipalities maintaining the assessment function for DI 
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properties under the guidance of the Provincial Assessor [PA].  Under the hybrid delivery model, the PA 
will authorize a municipality along with their in-house or contract assessment services provider to 
complete the assessments of DI properties.   
 
This letter asks your municipality it’s preference as to who will complete the assessment of Designated 
Industrial properties during the transitionary period:  

• The Provincial Assessor, or 
• Existing in-house/contract Assessor(s) 

  
This means that through the three-year transition period, if you choose, and the PA agrees, your existing 
assessor may continue to provide assessment services for Designated Industrial properties at the 
discretion of the Provincial Assessor. 
  
What if you retain a contract service provider whose contract is expiring during the transition 
period?  With mutual consent of both parties; the contract may be amended to help best protect your 
municipality through this time of transition.  Should you have any questions or concerns regarding your 
current contract for assessment services and the term, expiry, etc. please do not hesitate to contact 
them. 
  
Please note, as stated in the letter “As we progress through the transition we will evaluate the 
effectiveness of delivery and make adjustments as required.  Although details have not been finalized…” 
A municipality’s assessor must possess the appropriate qualifications and/or a degree of experience in 
order to prepare DI property assessments on behalf of the Provincial Assessor.  These 
qualifications/degree of experience are unknown at this time.   
 
There are also a number of unknowns regarding the preparation of the DI property assessments by the 
PA staff, including: 

• The expertise of the assessors 
• The communication plans to advise you of information needed for budgeting, and to keep you 

informed of potential assessment impacts from complaints 
• Whether a municipality will be able to return to providing their own assessments 
• Whether the PA will be able to provide the scope of services you are currently receiving from 

your staff or contract assessor. 
  
A response back to the Provincial Assessor is requested in the letter.  In order to maintain a current level 
of assessment services for Designated Industrial properties in your municipality a response may be 
suggested as “Yes, our municipality most certainly wishes to continue providing Designated Industrial 
property assessment services utilizing our current provider, under the hybrid delivery model”. 
  
The PA’s letter also stipulates you should “indicate in your response how many staff or full time 
equivalent positions your municipality employs or contracts to complete your annual industrial property 
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assessment”.  With regards to this question, it is important to understand that the scope of the 
Industrial Assessment process and its annual completion does not simply fall on individual assessors.  It 
is the collaborative effort of your municipal services team (assessors, clerks, technicians, and other 
municipal staff).  You may want to consider the following items in your resource analysis: 
 

• # of and time dedicated by Full Time Assessors, 
• # of and time dedicated by Assessment Sub-Contractors (including legal support, specialty 

consultant such as engineering, etc.), 
• # of and time dedicated by Administration / Clerical Staff Members including those in your Tax 

Department, 
• # of and time dedicated by other providers (e.g. IT, GIS services, etc), 
• Costs over and above direct wages such as Health & Safety program, RRSP/Pension, Health and 

Benefit Program, Training/Professional Development programs, 
o Equipment/resource costs such as Vehicle/Travel expenses, computer 

hardware/software, Personal Protective Equipment, Communication devices, (e.g. 
Service Alberta charges including corporate searches or LTO charges) 

• Miscellaneous operating expenses such as licensing/membership fees, 
  
Other topics you may wish to discuss with your staff prior to replying to Municipal Affairs: 

• How will the authority be delegated to the municipality and it’s chosen assessment service 
provider by the PA? 

• What consideration should be given to future unknowns such as significant capital projects, 
assessment complaints/appeals, additional DI property assessment obligations not yet 
contemplated (performance measures, audit, etc.), inflationary pressure on service provision, 
etc.? 

• If the DI property assessment remains with the municipality:  
o How will reimbursement for the cost of preparing DI property assessments be 

determined? 
 Actual cost or based on province wide formula? 
 If it is actual costs, will that include management and coordination staff 

(Finance, IT, etc.) in addition to assessment staff? 
o Will the municipality be allowed to choose the software used to calculate these 

assessments? 
 If yes; 

• Who pays the licensing fees (municipality or province)? 
• Where will the system reside and who will have access (municipality or 

province)? 
• Will it be included in the existing CAMA system or a separate system? 
• How will existing processes be affected? ASSET loads/assessment rolls? 

o Who is responsible for the re-tooling costs of existing systems? 
 If no; 
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• What system will we be required to use? 
• How/who will our staff receive training from and at whose cost? 
• What issues are anticipated regarding data conversion from one system 

to another? 
• How will existing processes be affected? ASSET loads/assessment rolls? 

o Who is responsible for the re-tooling costs of existing systems? 
o What kind of guidance will the PA be offering to assessors who are authorized to 

prepare these assessments? 
 During this time of transition, the Legislation is dynamic, will training for our DI 

property assessment provider will be available? From whom and for how much? 
 

• If the DI property assessment does not remain with the municipality: 
o Who will prepare the DI property assessments? 

 What will their qualifications and experience be? 
• Who will provide ongoing training? 

 Will the Province have sufficient capacity to fairly and accurately deliver our 
roll? 

o How will reimbursement for the cost of preparing DI property assessments be 
determined? 
 Actual cost or based on province wide formula? 
 If it is actual costs, will that include management and coordination staff 

(Finance, IT, etc) in addition to assessment staff? 
o Will the municipality be allowed to choose the software used to calculate these 

assessments? 
 If yes; 

• Who pays the licensing fees (municipality or province)? 
• Where will the system reside and who will have access (municipality or 

province)? 
• Will it be included in the existing CAMA system or a separate system? 
• How will existing processes be affected? ASSET loads/assessment rolls? 

o Who is responsible for the re-tooling costs of existing systems? 
 If no; 

• What system will we be required to use? 
• How/who will our staff receive training from and at whose cost? 
• What issues are anticipated regarding data conversion from one system 

to another? 
• How will existing processes be affected? ASSET loads/assessment rolls? 

o Who is responsible for the re-tooling costs of existing systems? 
• Will this system be able to communicate with municipal financial 

systems? 
o Who is responsible for the re-tooling costs of existing systems? 
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• Who will have access to this system? 
o What if we are unhappy with the quality of the DI property assessment provided by the 

province? 
 
When responding to the Provincial Assessor please feel free to use the information provided above to 
enhance your understanding of the entire scope that Designated Industrial properties entail. 
  
We understand that you may have additional questions.  We encourage dialogue with your municipal 
colleagues, municipal assessment team, administration, finance and other municipal team members in 
determining the best option for your municipality. 
  
Sincerely, 
 
Technical Advisory Committee (TAC), municipal members. 
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 REQUEST FOR DECISION 
 

 
 
 

 

 
SUBJECT: AAMDC Resolution 
SUBMISSION TO: REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING REVIEWED AND APPROVED FOR SUBMISSION 
MEETING DATE: July 25, 2017 CAO: MH MANAGER:  
DEPARTMENT: CAO SERVICES GM:  PRESENTER:  

 
RELEVANT LEGISLATION: 
Provincial (cite) – N/A 
 
Council Bylaw/Policy (cite) – N/A 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
MOTION: That Council direct Administration to develop a resolution asking the Provincial Government to 
consider an industry led approach to reducing methane emissions for submission to the August 11th, 2017 
AAMDC Zone Meeting. 
 
BACKGROUND/PROPOSAL: 
 
Reeve Dale Gervais attended a meeting that was hosted by the Grande Prairie Chamber of Commerce and 
featured a presentation by a major oil and gas producer on the proposed new regulations for methane 
venting. The summery of the presentation was that the new regulations will cause increased costs and layoffs 
of oil and gas personal along with the shutting in of many marginal wells. 
 
During the presentation it was pointed out that this producer had achieved a 37% reduction in methane 
emissions since 2014 and could reach the 45% requirement by 2025 as set out in the Alberta Climate 
Leadership Plan without the overly prescriptive requirements that are being proposed. 
 
From the municipal side any shutting in of wells will have a negative effect on our Linear and Machinery and 
Equipment assessments. If small producers have to shut in their wells there is a good possibility of even more 
wells being added to the Orphan Well List.  
 
With this information Reeve Gervais is asking that Council support a motion to develop a resolution in support 
of the oil and gas industry to be presented at the Zone 4 meeting on August 11th, 2017. 
 
BENEFITS OF THE RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

1. The benefit to the recommended motion is that Council will have the opportunity to submit a 
resolution to AAMDC asking the Provincial Government to consider an industry led approach to 
reducing methane emissions. 
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DISADVANTAGES OF THE RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
1. There are no perceived disadvantages to the recommended motion. 

 
ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED: 
Alternative #1: Council has the alternative to deny the request to direct Administration to develop a 
resolution asking the Provincial Government to consider an industry led approach to reducing methane 
emissions for submission to the August 11th, 2017 AAMDC Zone Meeting. 
 
FINANCIAL IMPLICATION: 
There are no financial implications to the recommended motion. 
 
STAFFING IMPLICATION: 
There are no staffing implications to the recommended motion. 
 
PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT LEVEL: 
Greenview has adopted the IAP2 Framework for public consultation.  

INCREASING LEVEL OF PUBLIC IMPACT 
Inform  
 
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION GOAL 
Inform - To provide the public with balanced and objective information to assist them in understanding the 
problem, alternatives, opportunities and/or solutions. 
  
PROMISE TO THE PUBLIC 
Inform - We will keep you informed.  

 
FOLLOW UP ACTIONS: 
Administration will prepare a resolution to go to the AAMDC Zone meeting on August 11th, 2017. 
 
ATTACHMENT(S): 

• None 
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 MUNICIPAL DISTRICT OF GREENVIEW NO. 16 
 

 
 
  
 
 

Greenview, Alberta     1 

CAO’s Report 
Function: CAO  
Date:  July 25th, 2017 
Submitted by: Mike Haugen 
 
Alberta Summer Games 
Special Project Coordinator Craig Barry has completed an assessment of Greenview’s ability to host the 
Alberta Summer Games. In summary, Greenview would hard pressed to host the games and doing so would 
require significant investment and development of facilities. Logistically, this would also be difficult in 
supplying enough space to house both athletes and visitors. 
 
Tri-Municipal Industrial Park (TMIP) Initiative Open House 
In response to comments received at the Grovedale Ratepayers’ BBQ, and after discussions with some 
members of Council, Administration is organizing an Open House regarding the TMIP for the Grovedale 
Community. This will be an evening meeting in which Greenview is able to answer questions regarding the 
potential development. 
 
It should be noted that this public engagement is not being conducted to assess the Community’s support 
of the initiative, but more so to answer questions and address concerns regarding a development that 
Greenview is moving forward with. This has been slated for August 3rd and further details are being worked 
out. 
 
Financial Assistance for Achievement Grant 
As per Council policy for the provision and reporting of grants dispersed for athletic achievement, Elizabeth 
Duff has been granted $300.00 to assist with her participation in the World Dwarf Games in Guelph, 
Ontario. 
 
Fox Creek Annexation 
We have received formal notice from the Municipal Government Board that Fox Creek has applied for 
annexation. This application was discussed between the Town and Greenview. On April 26th, 2016 Council 
passed a motion endorsing the proposed annexation. The Town is not annexing the full four quarter 
sections that were discussed. The application is for two full quarter sections and for parts of the remaining 
two. 
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Vacation 
As a reminder to Council I will be away on vacation from August 10th – August 18th. This is excepting August 
11th when I will be joining Council at the AAMDC Zone Meeting in Fort Vermilion. 
 
Council Orientation 
As previously reported, Greenview is hosting a single day Council Orientation session for the region. In 
looking at the agenda, this session is different from the Muni 101 offerings being held by AAMDC/AUMA 
and I believe the two will be complimentary. This was advertised to area municipalities last week and 
including the Greenview delegation, more than 50 spots have already been reserved. 
 
Council Code of Conduct and CAO Covenant 
Municipal Intern Danie Lagemaat has starting compiling information for the development of a Council Code 
of Conduct (as required by the Modernized Municipal Government Act) and the Council – CAO covenant. I 
will be working with Ms. Lagemaat on developing these for input from, and presentation to, Council. 
 
Legal 
Administration is following up on a couple of broad legal issues going on in the province that may have an 
impact on Greenview. Both are related to industrial/linear property and deal with the assessment and 
collection of taxes. Administration will be putting together further details and providing Council with that 
information. It is likely that the municipal parties involved may seek the support of Greenview regarding 
these processes. 
 
Upcoming Dates: 

TMIP Open House   August 3, 2017  
AAMDC Zone Meeting  August 11, 2017      
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