MINUTES
PUBLIC HEARING
Municipal District of Pincher Creek No. 9
Bylaw No. 1295-18
Tuesday, February 12, 2019
1:00 pm
MD Council Chambers

In order to receive public input on proposed Bylaw No. 1295-18, a Public Hearing, conducted by the
Council of the Municipal District of Pincher Creek No. 9, was held on Tuesday, February 12, 2019,
in the Council Chambers of the Administration Building.

In attendance:

Council: Reeve Brian Hammond, Councillors Quentin Stevick, Rick Lemire, Bev Everts, and
Terry Yagos
Staff: Director of Development and Community Services Roland Milligan, Planning

Advisor Gavin Scott, Director of Finance Meghan Dobie, Public Works
Superintendent Stu Weber, and Executive Assistant Tara Cryderman

Call Public Hearing to Order

The Public Hearing was called to order, the time being 1:00 pm.

Advertising Requirement

This Public Hearing has been advertised in accordance with Section 606 of the Municipal
Government Act. This Public Hearing was advertised in the Pincher Creek Echo on January 30,
2019 and February 6, 2019, as well as the MD website and MD Social Media pages.

Purpose of Public Hearing

1 11e purpose of this Public Hearing is to receive public input on proposed Bylaw No. 1295-18

The purpose of Bylaw No. 1295-18 is to amend Land Use Bylaw No. 1289-18 to allow for the
establishment of an Urban Fringe around the Hamlet of Beaver Mines on lands described as:

All of Section 10 and South % Section 15 including Lot 1 Plan 9010037 within Township 6
Range 2 West of the 5" Meridian excepting all roads, portions within the boundary for the
Hamlet of Beaver Mines and Lot 1 Block 8 Plan 1210773

Overview of Bylaw No. 1295-18

Planning Advisor Gavin Scott provided an overview of Bylaw No. 1295-18. This overview forms
part of these minutes.

The definition of urban fringe was provided. This designation is also a planning tool for planning
purposes.

The Municipal Development Plan (MDP), from 1987, was mentioned, and the introduction of the
Urban Fringe designation. The growth of the Hamlet and the expansion of the Castle Area were
mentioned.

The history of the MDP was explained.

The current Urban Fringe designations within the MD were mentioned, and the benefits this
designation has provided.

The South Saskatchewan Regional Plan was mentioned.

The intent of the district, and the five (5) criteria for the district, was explained.

Public Hearing Minutes
February 12, 2019
Bylaw No. 1295-18 Page 1 of 2



The effect of the change of zoniy  to the rural landowner was expla™ d. The rural landov  ris
granted the same subdivision polices as the agricultural zoning. The development of the land must
adhere to the land use district uses. The allowable uses, between the Agriculture District and the
Urban Fringe District, were provided.

Mr. Scott provided some answers to the submitted questions.

The Urban Fringe lands would only apply to lands outside the Hamlet.

The growth plan for the Hamlet of Beaver Mines was mentioned.

The questionnaire that was circulated to the residents of the Hamlet was mentioned. This process is
separate from the questionnaire, although the results of the questionnaire will be considered into
the growth plan.

The necessity of an Area Structure Plan by an applicant to develop the lands was explained.
Water and wastewater, with regards to the sizing of the Hamlet, was mentioned.

Correspondence and Presentations

a. Verbal

Reeve Hammond asked if any audience members wished to make a presentation at this
time. No one indicated their desire to speak.

b. Written
No further written submissions were received.
Closing Comments / Further Questions
There was no further discussion.
Adjournment

Councillor Quentin Stevick.moved to adjourn the Public Hearing, the time being 1:18 pm.

-

eeve / / trative Otncer_

Sheldon Steinke, CLGM
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Urban Fringe — Beaver Mines
What is an urban fringe?

it is the land surrounding the legal boundary of urban areas which can vary in depth dependent on the
size of the urban and its growth pressures. It is also a planning tool which enables policy to be directed
toward the identified area and dialog regarding urban rural issues are brought into focus.

When was the use of urban fringe introduced into the MD?

In 1987 the MD General Municipal Plan (Bylaw 809) introduced this planning tool as an objective of the
municipality and similar language remains in the current Municipal Development Plan as an objective
(see objectives 11 and 12). The context of the introduction was multi-faceted. The MD chose to control
the expansion of Grouped Country Residential and also chose to prefer the development of its hamlets
over agricultural areas for commercial, industrial and residential growth. With this choice, Grouped
Country Residential development was limited to 3 areas of the MD and the pressure on the Town of
Pincher Creek, Village of Cowley and MD hamlets was seen as the appropriate place for more intense
growth.

The 1987 plan also spoke to the Hamlet of Beaver Mines with two general statements. Firstly, that there
was a likely need for municipal sewer and water facilities if the hamlet continued grow and secondly,
that expansion in the Castle area would likely have an effect on the Hamlet.

The MD of Pincher Creek first implemented an urban fringe land use district in 1989 with the adoption
of Land Use Bylaw No. 845. At the time the new district was placed on lands adjacent to the Hamlets of
Lundbreck and Pincher Station due to their potential for growth. In both cases the land has re¢  lined
agriculture in nature and largely untouched by incursions of subdivision or non-agricultural
development.

In 2002 with the adoption of a new MD Municipal Development Plan, a new Land Use Bylaw followed
and with it a proposal to designate an Urban Fringe around the Hamlet of Beaver Mines. In reviewing
the meeting minutes during that time their appears to be no record of opposition to the proposal yetin
the final adoption the land proposed for Urban Fringe around the Hamlet was eliminated from the final
bylaw. From a planning point of view this would make sense in that without water and sewer service the
Hamlet could not expand according to policy and therefore the pressure to develop would be minimized
to the internal footprint of the hamlet.

Has the use of Urban Fringe in the MD been effective?

in the years following the implementation of urban fringe around the two MD hamlets, the Village of
Cowley, and the Town of Pinct  Creek, ‘eralinstan have con forward wheretl Fringe zonii
benefitted municipal decision making.

In the Agriculture _ peration Practices Act urban fringe was listed as an area in which the Minimum
Distance Separation for odour was utilized in keeping feedlot operators from setting up or expanding
existing operations in proximity to urban areas. In the MD that played out in proximity to the Town.






Agriculture - A
USES
2.1 P--——ittec" ' -

Accessory buildings

Accessory structures

Accessory use

Extensive agriculture

Farm buildings and structures

Home occupation

Manufactured home, singlewide and doublewide

Public utility

Single-detached residence

Solar energy system, household

Wind Energy Conversion System - Category 1

2.2 Discretionary Uses

Animai care service. maior and minor

BEa ana breakrast 1acliy

vemetery
Club or fraternal organization
Construction/Field/Work Camp

Country inn

Existina commercial / Private recreation

Garden suite

Intensive norticultural operation
Moved-in residential building
Moved-in accessory buildings
Outdoor storage

Public and institutional uses
Puhlic park or recreation
SNIbbina containers

=Imn

Solar energy system, nousenoa - yreawer than
150 kW

t onson srrinnina

Urban Fringe - UF
USES

2.1

2.2

Permitted Uses

Accessory buildings

Accessory structures

Accessory use

Extensive agriculture

Farm building and structures

Manufactured homes, single wide and doublewide
Single-detached residence

Solar energy system, household

Discretionary Uses

Animal care major and minor

Bed and breakfast facility

Cemetery

Existina commercial / Private recreation

waraen sure
Home occupation

Intensive horticultural operation
Moved-in accessory building
Moved-in residential building
Public and institutional uses
Public park or recreation

Public utilitv

Snipping containers

Sign

Solar energy system, household - greater
than 150 kW

Tobnsoil strinnina

wina energy vonversion >ystem - Category
1



Other questions - answers
The urban fringe woul only apply to the lands outside the current boundary.

Urban fringe doesn’t require any pre-planning by way of an area structure plan or growth plan. The
growth plan is a separate process and will occur as other MD priorities are completed. ..ie
questionnaire that was circulated is the beginnii  of the growth plan process.

If urban fringe was prc osed to be « 'elo} |an area structure plan would be required.

Development would be a private matter but would need MD approva 2r the planning documents of
the MD.

To my knowledge t| waterand werer neerit did notinclude the fringe area. ..iis would have to
be add sed by any potential developer during an area structure plan process.





