
1. Adoption of Agenda 

2. Minutes 

Municipal District of Pincher Creek No. 9 
MUNICIPAL PLANNING COMMISSION 

December 4, 2018 
6:30 pm 
Agenda 

a. Meeting Minutes of November 6, 2018 

3. Closed Meeting Session 

4. Unfinished Business 

Nil 

5. Development Permit Applications 

a. Development Permit Application No. 2018-87 
Danielson Law 
Lot 14, Plan 901 1377; SW 7-7-2 W5M 
Burmis Mountain Estates 
Bring Property into Compliance - Setback Variances 

6. Development Reports 

a. Development Officer' s Report 
- Report for the month of November 2018 

7. Correspondence 

Nil 

8. New Business 

9. Next Regular Meeting- February 5, 2019 6:30 pm 

10. Adjournment 



Meeting Minutes of the 
Municipal Planning Commission 

November 6, 2018, 6:30 pm 
Municipal District of Pincher Creek No. 9 Administration Building 

ATTENDANCE 

Commission: Reeve Brian Hammond, Councillors Quentin Stevick, Rick Lemire, Bev Everts, and 
Terry Yagos, and Members Michael Gerrand and Jim Welsch 

Staff: Interim Chief Administrative Officer Sheldon Steinke, Director of E>evelppment and Community 
Services Roland Milligan, Planning Advisor Gavin Scott and xecutive Assistant Tara 
Cryderman 

Chairman Jim Welsch called the meeting to order, the time being 6:30 pm. 

1. ADOPTION OF AGENDA 

2. 

3. 

Councillor Quentin Stevick 18/180 

Moved that the Municipal Planning Commission Agenda for ovember 6, 2018, be amended, the 
amendments as follows : 

Addition of a Recess during the Closed Meeti 
Addition to New Business - Schedule of Fees; 

And that the agenda for 

18/1 81 

Mo that the Municipal Plann·ng Commission Meeting Minutes for September 4, 2018, be approved 
as presented. 

Carried 

Reeve Brian Hammond 18/182 

Moved that the Municipal Planning Commission close the meeting to the public, under the 
authority of the Municipal Government Act, Section 197(2.1 ), the time being 6:34 pm. 

Carried 

Chairman Jim Welsch declared a potential conflict of interest, and excused himself from the meeting, 
the time being 6:35 pm. Vice Chairman Rick Lemire chaired the meeting at this time. 
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MLNUTES 
Municipal Planning Commission (MPC) 

Municipal District of Pincher Creek No. 9 
November 6, 2018 

A 10 minute recess was observed to review the additional information distributed at the beginning of 
the meeting. 

Chairman Jim Welsch, returned to the meeting, the time being 8:02 pm, and resumed the chair of the 
meeting. 

Councillor Rick Lemire 18/183 

Moved that the Municipal Planning Commission open the meeting to the public, the time being 
8:24 pm. 

Carried 

4. UNFINISHED BUSINESS 

Chairman Jim Welsch declared a potential conflict of inter st, an · excused himself from the meeting, 
the time being 8:25 pm. Vice Chairman Rick Lemire chaired the meeting at this time. 

a. Development Permit Applications No. 2018-67 t 
Windy Point Wind Park 

Councillor Quentin Stevick 

Moved that the Municipal Planning Commission approve Deve o ment Permit No. 2018-67, 
for two (2) Category 3 Wind Turbines, Nos. Tl and T2, and Pe , anent Meteorological Tower 
within SW 12-8-29 W4M, all being part of the Windy Point Wind Farm, and grants approval 
with the following,.Reaso (s , and Condition(s): 

Reason(s): 

1. 

Condition(s): 

1. This development meet the minimum provisions as required in Land Use Bylaw 1140-08. 
2. This development meet all NA V Canada, Transport Canada, Alberta Utilities Commission 

and all other required regulatory permit(s), approval(s) and/or condition(s). 
3. The applicant or developer comply with all specifications declared in Development Permit 

Application No. 2018-67 and all additional Windy Point Wind Farm information submitted 
and forming part of this permit. 

4. A Road Use Agreement as prescribed by the MD of Pincher Creek No. 9 shall be duly 
executed prior to any heavy hauling or construction. 

5. MD of Pincher Creek No. 9 Utility Permits shall be secured for all utility lines affecting 
municipal right-of-ways prior to commencement of construction. 
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MINUTES 
Municipal Planning Com mission (MPC} 

Municipal District of Pincher Creek No. 9 
November 6, 2018 

6. All buried power lines must be located outside the road right-of-way except for road 
crossings. All buried power lines located within road crossings must be constructed and 
installed to a standard acceptable to the MD of Pincher Creek No. 9, registered with 
Alberta One-Call and approved by the Public Works Department. 

7. That the developer accept all responsibility and holds harmless the MD of Pincher Creek 
No. 9 for any activities of the developer's agents, contractors or workers that takes place 
within the MD of Pincher Creek No. 9 developed or undeveloped right-of-ways. 

8. The developer adheres to the post-construction reclamation plan submitted with the wind 
farm application in respect to restoring and re-vegetating developed wind farm roadways. 

Councillor Quentin Stevick requested a recorded vote. 

Councillor Quentin Stevie 
Motion Defeated 

The reasons for the denial are as fo lows: 

1. 62-02, being the Municipal Development 

The Municipal Planning Commission mds that the proposal does not live up to the goal of 
the Municipal Development Plan found in Part II B. which states: 

To protect and conserve agricultural land7or agricultural use to the 
f__ull~.J.t extent possible without unduly r stricting compatible economic 
diwrsi ication or development while respecting the natural environment. 

nimizing conflicts with non-agricultural uses; 

(b) discouraging the fragmentation of agricultural and grazing 
land into small nonagricultural parcels; 

(c) ensuring that agricultural lots or parcels remain as large as 
possible; and 

(d) endeavouring to maintain traditional ranching activities. 
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MINUTES 
Municipal Planning Commission (MPC) 

Municipal District of Pincher Creek No. 9 
November 6, 2018 

2. To protect and conserve the natural scenic attributes of foothills 
grazing lands. 

18. As far as possible, to cooperate with the province in managing non­
renewable resources, water resources and historical resources 
recognizing that the province has assumed a leadership role in managing 
these resources. 

20. To review developments on a case by case basis for . ich cumulative 
effects on the landscape and environment shall be a/key consideration. 

In support of the goals and objectives, the Municipal R anning Go 
finds that the proposal fails to recognize Part II E. 3(a) which states: 

3. The municipality recognizes the following environmentally significant 
areas: 
(a) environmentally significant areas identified in the ESA study; 1 

4 



Councillor Terry Yagos 

MINUTES 
Municipal Planning Commission (MPC) 

Municipal District of Pincher Creek No. 9 
November 6, 2018 

18/185 

Moved that the Municipal Planning Commission approves Development Permit No. 2018-68, 
for two (2) Category 3 Wind Turbines, Nos. T3 and T4, within SE 2-8-29 W4M, all being part 
of the Windy Point Wind Farm, and grants approval with the following Reason(s), and 
Condition(s): 

Reason(s): 

1. Pursuant to Bylaw No. 1062-02, being the Municipal Development Plan, Policy N(l )(b) 
and ( d), the proposed project is located on lands already designated for industrial 
development, and is serviced by an existing transmission line. 

Condition(s): ~ 

1. This development meet the minimum provi ions as required in Land Use Bylaw 1140-08. 
2. This development meet all NA V Canadq, ransport C~ da, Alberta Utilities Commission 

and all other required regulatory permit(s), app o al(s) dZ condition(s). 
3. The applicant or developer comply with all spec1 1cations dee ared in Development Permit 

Application No. 2018-68 and all additional Windy oi t Wind Farm information submitted 
and forming part of this permit. 

4. A Road Use Agreement as prescribed by the MD of Pincher Creek No. 9 shall be duly 
executed prior to any heavy hauling or construction. 

5. MD of Pincher Cr ek,No. 9 Utility Permits shall be secured for all utility lines affecting 
municipal right-- J~w ys ior to commencement of construction. 

6. All buried J,lO er lines - ust be located outside the road right-of-way except for road 
crossings. :All Buried po er lines located within road crossings must be constructed and 
installed to as <lard ac ep ble to the MD of Pincher Creek No. 9, registered with 
Alberta One-Call and•a proved oy the Ru5lic Works Department. 

7. That the developer accep all responsibility and holds harmless the MD of Pincher Creek 
No. 9 for any activities of the developer's agents, contractors or workers that takes place 
within the MD of Pincher eek~ o. 9 developed or undeveloped right-of-ways. 
The developer adheres to the ,,Ost-construction reclamation plan submitted with the wind 
farm application in respect t restoring and re-vegetating developed wind farm roadways. 

Councillor Quentin Stevick requested a recorded vote. 

5 

Councillor Terry Yagos - In Favour 
Councillor Bev Everts - Opposed 
Reeve Brian Hammond - Opposed 
Councillor Rick Lemire - Opposed 
Member Michael Gerrand - Opposed 
Councillor Quentin Stevick - Opposed 
Motion Defeated 



MINUTES 
Municipal Planning Commission (MPC) 

Municipal District of Pincher Creek 10 . 9 
November 6, 2018 

The reasons for the denial are as follows: 

1. This application does not comply with Bylaw 1062-02, being the Municipal Development 
Plan (MDP), specifically the following: 

The Municipal Planning Commission finds that the proposal does not live up to the goal of 
the Municipal Development Plan found in Part II B. which states: 

To protect and conserve agricultural land for agricultural use to the 
fullest extent possible without unduly restricting compatibt economic 
diversification or development while respecting the natural environment. 

Further to that goal, the Municipal Planning Commiss·o finds hat the proposal fails to 
meet the objectives of the Municipal Development Plan ecifica 1~ t e following: 

I. To conserve and protect agricultural land, includingfoothill~ zin 
lands, for extensive agriculture by: 

(a) minimizing conflicts with non-agricultural uses; 

2. To protect and conserve the natural scenic attributes of foothills 
grazing lands. 

18. As Yar as']J.ossible, to cooperate with the province in managing non­
renewable r- so rces, water resources and historical resources 
recognizing t t 

the 

in m a n a g i n g  t s b l e  
r e s o u r c g  
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MINUTES 
Municipal Planning Commission (MPC) 

Municipal District of Pincher Creek 10. 9 
November 6, 2018 

1 See: Environmentally Significant Areas in the Oldman River 
Region: Municipal District of Pincher Creek (Cottonwood 
Consultants: 1987, for Alberta Forestry, Lands and Wildlife and 
the Oldman River Regional Planning Commission). 

2. This application negatively impacts the environmentally significant area referred to as 
Summerview, as identified within the Environmentally Significant Areas in the Oldman River 
Region Municipal District of Pincher Creek, prepared by Cottonwood Consultants Ltd, dated 
February 1987. This area contains a regionally significant montane assland with limber pine 
ridges and nesting falcons among other ecologically sensitive SP.e ·es. 'Fl:tis area contains large 
patch terrestrial native cover interspersed with wetland habitat fuch supports terrestrial 
biodiversity currently untouched by development exceptin t e es1 ence located in 
NE 26-7-29 W4M. The Municipal Planning Commission believes t at this WECS proposal 
(with its tower and road installation) would irreversibly d~e this i tact grassland area. And 
further the proposal would be a detriment to grazing agriculture and the tu:i:al scenic 
attributes of foothills grazing, and would set forth a series of cumulative effectS'Jlarmful to the 
landscape and the environment. 

7 



Member Michael Gerrand 

Ml I TES 
Municipal Planning Commission (MPC) 

Municipal District of Pincher Creek No. 9 
November 6, 2018 

18/186 

Moved that the Municipal Planning Commission deny Development Permit o. 2018-69, for 
one (1) Category 3 Wind Turbine, No. T5 , within SW 2-8-29 W4M, all being part of the 
Windy Point Wind Farm, for the following reasons: 

The reasons for the denial are as follows: 

1. This application does not comply with Bylaw 1062-02, being the Municipal Development 
Plan (MDP), specifically the following: 

The Municipal Planning Commission finds that the proposal does not live up to the goal of 
the Municipal Development Plan found in Part II B. which states: 

Further to that goal, the Municipal Planning Co 1s ion finds that the proposal fails to 
meet the objectives of the Municipal Development an specifically the following : 

1. To conserve and protect agricultural land, includingfoothills grazing 
lands, for extensive agriculture by: 

(a) minimizing conflicts with non-agricultural uses; 

ots or parcels remain as large as 

aintain traditional ranching activities. 

2. To protect and conse ve the natural scenic attributes of foothills 
grazing lands. 

18. As far as possible, to cooperate with the province in managing non­
renewable resources, water resources and historical resources 
recognizing that the province has assumed a leadership role in managing 
these resources. 

20. To review developments on a case by case basis for which cumulative 
effects on the landscape and environment shall be a key consideration. 
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MINUTES 
Municipal Planning Commission (MPC) 

Municipal District of Pincher Creek No. 9 
November 6, 2018 

In support of the goals and objectives, the Municipal Planning Commission 
finds that the proposal fails to recognize Part II E. 3(a) which states: 

3. The municipality recognizes the following environmentally significant 
areas: 

(a) environmentally significant areas identified in the ESA study; 1 

1 See: Environmentally Significant Areas in the Oldman River 
Region: Municipal District of Pincher Creek (C0 o ood 
Consultants: 1987, for Alberta Forestry, Lands and Wi dlife 
and the Oldman River Regional Planning Qo · ssion). 

2. This application negatively impacts the environmentall significant ea referred to as 
Summerview, as identified within the Environmentally ~ignificant ¼\rea in the Oldman 
River Region Municipal District of Pincher Creek, prepared by Cotton ood Consultants 
Ltd, dated February 1987. This area contains a regionally significant mo tan grassland 
with limber pine ridges and nesting falcons among other ecologically sensitive,,species. 
This area contains large patch terrestrial native cover interspersed with wetJand habitat 
which supports terrestrial biodiversity currently untouched by development excepting the 
residence located in NE 26 7-29 W4M. The Municipal Planning Commission believes that 
this WECS proposal (with its to . er and road installation) would irreversibly damage this 
intact grassland area. And further t e proposal would be a detriment to grazing agriculture 
and the natural scenic attributes of foothills grazing and would set forth a series of 
cumulative effects harmful to the land cape ana the environment. 

Member Michael Gerrand requested a recor 
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Councillor Terry Yagos - Opposed 
Councillor Bev Everts - In Favour 
Reeve Brian Hammond - In Favour 
Councillor Rick Lemire - In Favour 
Member Michael Gerrand - In Favour 
Councillor Quentin Stevick - Favour 
Motion Carried 



Councillor Bev Everts 

Ml UTES 
Municipal Planning Commission (MPC) 

Municipal District of Pincher Creek o. 9 
ovembcr 6, 2018 

18/187 

Moved that the Municipal Planning Commission deny Development Permit No. 2018-70, for 
two (2) Category 3 Wind Turbines, Nos. T6 and T7, within SE 3-8-29 W4M, all being part of 
the Windy Point Wind Farm, for the following reasons: 

The reasons for the denial are as follows: 

1. This application does not comply with Bylaw 1062-02, being the Mcthicipal Development Plan 
(MDP), specifically the following: 

The Municipal Planning Commission finds that the proposal does not live up to the goal of the 
Municipal Development Plan found in Part II B. which states: 

To protect and conserve agricultural land for agricultural use to 
fullest extent possible without unduly restricting compatible economic 
diversification or development while respecting the natural environment. 

Further to that goal, the Municipal Planning Commission finds that the proposal fails to meet 
the objectives of the Municipal Development Plan specifically the following: 

I. To conserve and protect agricultural land, including foothills grazing 
lands, for extensive 
agriculture by: 

lots or parcels remain as large as 

2. To protect and conserve the natural scenic attributes of foothills 
grazing lands. 

18. As far as possible, to cooperate with the province in managing non­
renewable resources, water resources and historical resources 
recognizing that the province has assumed a leadership role in managing 
these resources. 

20. To review developments on a case by case basis for which cumulative 
effects on the landscape and environment shall be a key consideration. 
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MINUTES 
Municipal Planning Commission (MPC) 

Municipal District of Pincher Creek No. 9 
November 6, 2018 

In support of the goals and objectives, the Municipal Planning Commission finds that the 
proposal fails to recognize Part II E. 3(a) which states: 

3. The municipality recognizes the following environmentally significant 
areas: 

(a) environmentally significant areas identified in the ESA study;1 

1 See: Environmentally Significant Areas in the Oldman River Region: 
Municipal District of Pincher Creek (Cottonwood Consultants: 1987, for 
Alberta Forestry, Lands and Wildlife and the Oldman River Regional 
Planning Commission). 

2. This application negatively impacts the environmen ly significant area referred to as 
Summerview, as identified within the Enviro entally Significant Areas in the Oldman 
River Region Municipal District of Pinche C eek, prepared by Cottonwood Consultants 
Ltd, dated February 1987. This area con ain a regionally significant montane grassland 
with limber pine ridges and nesting falcons amo g othe ecologically sensitive species. 
This area contains large patch terrestrial native cover interspersed with wetland habitat 
which supports terrestrial biodiversity currently untouched by development excepting the 
residence located in NE 26 7-29 W4M. The Municipal R ·ng Commission believes that 
this WECS proposal (with its tower and road installation) ould rreversibly damage this 
intact grassland area. And further the proposal would be a detriment to grazing agriculture 
and the natural scenic attributes of foothills grazing, and would set forth a series of 
cumulative effect harmful to the landscape and the environment. 
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Councillor Terry Yagos - Opposed 
Councillor Bev Everts - In Favour 
Reeve Brian Hammond - In Favour 
Councillor Rick Lemire - In Favour 
Member Michael Gerrand - In Favour 
Councillor Quentin Stevick - Favour 
Motion Carried 



Member Michael Gerrand 

Ml TES 
Municipal Planning Commission (MPC) 

Municipal District of Pincher Creek No. 9 
November 6, 2018 

18/188 

Moved that the Municipal Planning Commission deny Development Permit No. 2018-71, for 
two (2) Category 3 Wind Turbines, Nos. TS and T9, within NE 35-7-29 W4M, all being part of 
the Windy Point Wind Farm, for the fo llowing reasons: 

The reasons for the denial are as follows: 

1. This application does not comply with Bylaw 1062-02, being the Municipal Development 
Plan (MDP), specifically the following: 

The Municipal Planning Commission finds that the propo · a oes not live up to the goal of 
the Municipal Development Plan found in Part II B. which sta es: 

To protect and conserve agricultural land for agricultural use to e 
fullest extent possible without unduly restricting compatible economic 
diversification or development while respecting the natural environment. 

Further to that goal, the Municipal Planning Commission finds that the proposal fails to 
meet the objectives of the Municipal Development Plan specifically the following: 

(b) discouraging the fragmentatio of agricultural and grazing land 
into small nonagricultural parcels· 

(.c) ensuring that agricultural lots or parcels remain as large as 
pos ible; and 

18. A~ ar. asp sible, to cooperate with the province in managing non­
renewable re,. ources, water resources and historical resources 
recognizing that the province has assumed a leadership role in managing 
these resources. 

20. To review developments on a case by case basis for which cumulative 
effects on the landscape and environment shall be a key consideration. 

12 



MINUTES 
Municipal Planning Commission (MPC) 

Municipal District of Pincher Creek o. 9 
November 6, 2018 

In support of the goals and objectives, the Municipal Planning Commission finds that the 
proposal fails to recognize Part II E. 3(a) which states: 

3. The municipality recognizes the following environmentally significant 
areas: 
(a) environmentally significant areas identified in the ESA study;1 

1 See: Environmentally Significant Areas in the Oldman River Region: 
Municipal District of Pincher Creek (Cottonwood Qon ultants: 1987, for 
Alberta Forestry, Lands and Wildlife and the Old an River Regional Planning 
Commission). 

2. This application negatively impacts the environmentall significant area referred to as 
Summerview, as identified within the Environmentally ignificant ea in the Oldman 
River Region Municipal District of Pincher Creek, prepared by Cotton ood Consultants 
Ltd, dated February 1987. This area contains a regionally significant montarie grassland 
with limber pine ridges and nesting falcons among other ecologically sensi ·v species. 
This area contains large patch terrestrial native cover interspersed with wetJand habitat 
which supports terrestrial biodiversity currently untouched by development excepting the 
residence located in NE 26 7-29 W4M. The Municipal Planning Commission believes that 
this WECS proposal (with its tower and road installation) would irreversibly damage this 
intact grassland area. And further the proposal would be a detriment to grazing agriculture 
and the natural scenic attributes of foothills grazing, and would set forth a series of 
cumulative effects harmful to the landscape and the environment. 
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Councillor Terry Yagos - Opposed 
Councillor Bev Everts - In Favour 
Reeve Brian Hammond - In Favour 
Councillor Rick Lemire - In Favour 
Member Michael Gerrand - In Favour 
Councillor Quentin Stevick- Favour 
Motion Carried 



MINUTES 
Municipal Planning Commission (MPC) 

Municipal District of Pincher Creek o. 9 
November 6, 2018 

Reeve Brian Hammond 18/189 

Moved that the Municipal Planning Commission deny Development Permit No. 2018-72, for 
one (1) Category 3 Wind Turbine, No. TIO, within SE 35-7-29 W4M, all being part of the 
Windy Point Wind Farm, all being part of the Windy Point Wind Frum, for the following 
reasons: 

The reasons for the denial are as follows: 

1. This application does not comply with Bylaw 1062-02, being the Municipal Development 
Plan (MDP), specifically the following: 

The Municipal Planning Commission finds that the proposal does not live up to the goal of 
the Municipal Development Plan found in Part II . hich states: 

To protect and conserve agricultural la or agricultural use to the 
fullest extent possible without undul] restricting compatible economic 
diversification or development while respectin the natu al environment. 

Further to that goal, the Municipal Planning Commissi n finds that the proposal fails to 
meet the objectives of the Municipal Development Plan specifically the following: 

1. To conserve and protect agricultural land, includ~ o (hills grazing 
lands, for extensive agriculture by: 

(c) ensuring that agricultural lots or parcels remain as large as 
possible, an 

maintain traditional ranching activities. 

2. To protect and conserve the natural scenic attributes of foothills 
grazing lands. 

18. As far as possible, to cooperate with the province in managing non­
renewable resources, water resources and historical resources 
recognizing that the province has assumed a leadership role in managing 
these resources. 

20. To review developments on a case by case basis for which cumulative 
effects on the landscape and environment shall be a key consideration. 

In support of the goals and objectives, the Municipal Planning Commission finds that the 
proposal fails to recognize Part II E. 3(a) which states: 
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MINUTES 
Municipal Planning Com mission (MPC) 

Municipal District of Pincher Creek o. 9 
November 6, 20 18 

3. The municipality recognizes the following environmentally significant 
areas: 
(a) environmentally significant areas identified in the ESA study;' 

1 See: Environmentally Significant Areas in the Oldman River Region: 
Municipal District of Pincher Creek (Cottonwood Consultants: 1987, for 
Alberta Forestry, Lands and Wildlife and the Oldman River Regional Planning 
Commission). 

2. This application negatively impacts the environmentally s·gm 1cant area referred to as 
Summerview, as identified within the EnvironmentallY, ·gnificant Areas in the Oldman 
River Region Municipal District of Pincher Creek, pr~ared by Cottonwood Consultants 
Ltd, dated February 1987. This area contains a regional!~ significant ontane grassland 
with limber pine ridges and nesting falcons among other ecologically ensitive species. 
This area contains large patch terrestrial native cover interspersed with et and habitat 
which supports terrestrial biodiversity currently untouched by development excepting the 
residence located in NE 26 7-29 W4M. The Municipal Planning Commissio believes that 
this WECS proposal (with its tower and road installation) would irreversibly damage this 
intact grassland area. And further the proposal would be a detriment to grazing agriculture 
and the natural scenic attributes o foothills grazing, and would set forth a series of 
cumulative effects harmful to the andscape and the environment. 
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Coupcillor Terry Yagos - Opposed 
Councillor Bev Everts - In Favour 
Reeve Brian Hammond - In Favour 
Councillor Rick Lemire - In Favour 
Member Michael Gerrand - In Favour 
Councillor Quentin Stevick - Favour 
Motion Carried 



Councillor Quentin Stevick 

MIN UTES 
Municipal Planning Commission (MPC) 

Municipal District of Pincher Creek No. 9 
November 6, 2018 

18/190 

Moved that the Municipal Planning Commission approves Development Permit o. 2018-73, 
for one (1) Category 3 Wind Turbine, No. Tll , within NE 26-7-29 W4M, all being part of the 
Windy Point Wind Farm, and grants approval with the following Reason(s), and Condition(s): 

Reason(s): 

1. Pursuant to Bylaw No. 1062-02, being the Municipal Development Plan, Policy (1 )(b) 
and ( d), the proposed project is located on lands already desi ated (}r industrial 
development, and is serviced by an existing transmission · 

Condition( s): 

1. This development meet the minimum provisions as re ired in Land Use ylaw 1140-08. 
2. This development meet all NA V Canada, T sport Canada, Alberta Utilities Commission 

and all other required regulatory permit s), a_J) roval(s) d/or condition(s . 
3. The applicant or developer comply with all specificatio e lared in Development Permit 

Application No. 2018-73 and all additional Win }:'. Pol)l Wind Farm information submitted 
and forming part of this permit. 

4. A Road Use Agreement as prescribed by the MD of P1ncher Creek No. 9 shall be duly 
executed prior to any heavy hauling or construction. 

5. MD of Pincher Creek o. 9 Utility Permits shall be secured or all utility lines affecting 
municipal right-of-ways prior to commencement of const c ion. 

6. All buried power lines must be located outside the road right-of-way except for road 
crossings. All buried ower lines located within road crossings must be constructed and 
installed to a standard acce table to the MD of Pincher Creek No. 9, registered with 
Alberta Qne-Cal and apRroved by the Public Works Department. 

7. That the developer ccept all esponsibility and holds harmless the MD of Pincher Creek 
o. 9 for any activities th developei-' s agents, contractors or workers that takes place 

within the MD of PincheF Creek No. 9 developed or undeveloped right-of-ways. 
The developer adheres to the post-construction reclamation plan submitted with the wind 
farm application in respect o es oring and re-vegetating developed wind farm roadways. 

8. That the Gifford residence be removed and the foundation be removed to one (1) meter 
below surface prior to commencement of construction, and that the Development Officer 
inspect the parcel to ensure compliance prior to construction. Also Turbine 11 is to be 
relocated to non-native grassland, and all access to the parcel utilize the current road 
system. 

Councillor Terry Yagos 18/191 

Moved that the resolution be amended, the amendment as follows: 

Removal of Condition 8 in its entirety. 
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MINUTES 
Municipal Planning Commission (MPC) 

Municipal District of Pincher Creek o. 9 
November 6, 2018 

Councillor Quentin Stevick requested a recorded vote on the amending motion. 

Councillor Terry Yagos - In Favour 
Councillor Bev Everts - Opposed 
Reeve Brian Hammond - In Favour 
Councillor Rick Lemire - In Favour 
Member Michael Gerrand - Opposed 
Councillor Quentin Stevick - Opposed 
Amending Motion Lost 

Councillor Quentin Stevick requested a recorded vote on the main motion. 

Member Michael Gerrand 

Moved that the Municipal Planning Commission deny Develop 
one (1) Category 3 Wind Turbine, No. Tl 1, within NE 26-7-29 
Windy Point Wind Farm, for the following reasons: 

ent Permit No. 2018-73, for 
4M, all being part of the 

1. 

The Municipal Planning Commission finds that the proposal does not live up to the goal of 
the Municipal Development Plan/found in Part II B. which states: 

To protect and conserve ugricultural land for agricultural use to the 
fullest extent possible without unduly restricting compatible economic 
diversification or development while respecting the natural environment. 

Further to that goal, the Municipal Planning Commission finds that the proposal fails to 
meet the objectives of the Municipal Development Plan specifically the following: 

I. To conserve and protect agricultural land, including foothills grazing 
lands, for extensive agriculture by: 

(a) minimizing conflicts with non-agricultural uses; 

(b) discouraging the fragmentation of agricultural and grazing 
land into small nonagricultural parcels; 
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MINUTES 
Municipal Planning Commission (MPC) 

Municipal District of Pincher Creek No. 9 
November 6, 2018 

(c) ensuring that agricultural lots or parcels remain as large as 
possible; and 

( d) endeavouring to maintain traditional ranching activities. 

2. To protect and conserve the natural scenic attributes of foothills 
grazing lands. 

18. As far as possible, to cooperate with the province in naging non-
renewable resources, water resources and historical resources 
recognizing that the province has assumed a leader,- ip r- le ·n managing 
these resources. 

20. To review developments on a case by case basis for which cu u a ive 
effects on the landscape and environment shall be a key consideration. 

In support of the goals and objectives, the Municipal Planning Commission fi 
proposal fails to recognize Part II E. 3(a) which states: 

3. The municipality recogn~·ze the following environmentally significant 
areas: 

(a) environmentally signifi nt areas i entiji7. the ESA study;1 

1 See: Environmentally Signiflcant Areas ·n the Oldman River Region: 
Municipal District of Pincher reek (Cottonwood Consultants: 1987, for 
Alberta Forestry, Lands and it life and the Oldman River Regional Planning 
Commission). 

1.=his apRlication negatively impacts the environmentally significant area referred to as 
ummerview as identified within the Environmentally Significant Areas in the Oldman 

River Region unicipal District of Pincher Creek, prepared by Cottonwood Consultants 
td, dated Febru~ 1 87. This area contains a regionally significant montane grassland 

with limber pine ri ge and nesting falcons among other ecologically sensitive species. 
T · ea contains large patch terrestrial native cover interspersed with wetland habitat 
which supJlorts terrestrial biodiversity currently untouched by development excepting the 
residenc oc ted · E 26 7-29 W4M. The Municipal Planning Commission believes that 
this WEC Rroposal (with its tower and road installation) would irreversibly damage this 
intact grass! a area. And further the proposal would be a detriment to grazing agriculture 
and the natural scenic attributes of foothills grazing, and would set forth a series of 
cumulative effects harmful to the landscape and the environment. 

18 



Ml UTES 
Municipal Planning Commission (MPC) 

Municipal District of Pincher Creek o. 9 
November 6, 2018 

Member Michael Gerrand requested a recorded vote 
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Councillor Terry Yagos - Opposed 
Councillor Bev Everts - In Favour 
Reeve Brian Hammond - In Favour 
Councillor Rick Lemire - In Favour 
Member Michael Gerrand - In Favour 
Councillor Quentin Stevick - Opposed 
Motion Carried 



Member Bev Everts 

MIN TES 
Municipal Planning Commission (MPC) 

Municipal District of Pincher Creek No. 9 
November 6, 20 18 

18/193 

Moved that the Municipal Planning Commission deny Development Permit o. 2018-74, for 
one (1) Category 3 Wind Turbine, No. T12, within SE 34-7-29 W4M, all being part of the 
Windy Point Wind Farm, for the following reasons: 

The reasons for the denial are as follows: 

1. This application does not comply with Bylaw 1062-02, being the Municipal Development 
Plan (MDP), specifically the fo llowing: 

The Municipal Planning Commission finds that the proposal does not live up to the goal of 
the Municipal Development Plan found in Part II B. which states: 

To protect and conserve agricultural landfi agri ltural use to the 
fullest extent possible without unduly re t icting compatible economic 
diversification or development while es e ting the natural environment. 

Further to that goal, the Municipal Planning Commis ion fin s that the proposal fails to 
meet the objectives of the Municipal Development R an specifically the following: 

I. To conserve and protect agricultural land, includingfo-0th'lls grazing 
lands, for extensive agriculture by: 

(a) mi imizing conflicts with non-agricultural uses,· 

maintain traditional ranching activities. 

2. To protect and conserve the natural scenic attributes of foothills 
grazing lands. 

18. As far as possible, to cooperate with the province in managing non­
renewable resources, water resources and historical resources 
recognizing that the province has assumed a leadership role in managing 
these resources. 

20. To review developments on a case by case basis for which cumulative 
effects on the landscape and environment shall be a key consideration. 

In support of the goals and objectives, the Municipal Plarming Commission finds that the 
proposal fails to recognize Part II E. 3(a) which states: 
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MINUTES 
Municipal Planning Commission (MPC) 

Municipal District of Pincher Creek No. 9 
November 6, 2018 

3. The municipality recognizes the following environmentally significant 
areas: 

(a) environmentally significant areas identified in the ESA study;1 

1 See: Environmentally Significant Areas in the Oldman River Region: 
Municipal District of Pincher Creek (Cottonwood Consultants: 1987, for 
Alberta Forestry, Lands and Wildlife and the Old an River Regional 
Planning Commission). 

2. This application negatively impacts the environmentallr s·g "ficant area referred to as 
Summerview, as identified within the Environmentall;y: Signifioan eas in the Oldman 
River Region Municipal District of Pincher Creek, prep ed by Cottonwood Consultants 
Ltd, dated February 1987. This area contains a regionally significan mo tane grassland 
with limber pine ridges and nesting falcons among other ecologically sensi ·yes ecies. 
This area contains large patch terrestrial native cover interspersed with wetlan ;Habitat 
which supports terrestrial biodiversity currently untouched by development xcepting the 
residence located in NE 26 7-29 W4M. The Municipal Planning Commission believes that 
this WECS proposal (with its tower and road installation) would irreversibly damage this 
intact grassland area. And further h€ 12_roposal would be a detriment to grazing agriculture 
and the natural scenic attributes of ooffi.iUs grazing, and would set forth a series of 
cumulative effects harmful to the landscape aml the environment. 

Councillor Quentin Stevick requested 
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Councillor Terry Yagos - Opposed 
Councillor Bev Everts - In Favour 
Reeve Brian Hammond - In Favour 
Councillor Rick Lemire - In Favour 
Member Michael Gerrand - In Favour 
Councillor Quentin Stevick - In Favour 
Motion Carried 



MINUTES 
Municipal Planning Commission (MPC) 

Municipal District of Pincher Creek No. 9 
November 6, 2018 

3. DEVELOPMENT PERMIT APPLICATIONS 

a. Development Permit Application No. 2018-83 
Nova Gas Transmission Ltd. 
Ptn. NE 2-10-2 W5M 
Temporary Workforce Construction Camp 

Councillor Quentin Stevick 18/194 

Moved that Development Permit No. 2018-83 , for the temporary workforce construction camp, be 
approved, subject to the following Conditions, Variance, and Informative: 

Condition(s): 

1. That this development meets the minimum provisio 
08. 

2. That the applicant enter into a Development g:reement wit the municipality for the 
development of the approach from Township Roa I0-1 ( ye oft Road) and the 
development of that portion of Range Road 2-1 sou oft e approach. 

3. Prior to construction, a reclamation plan be submitted tlie Development Authority, to be 
attached to and form part of this permit. 

4. That a baseline inspection of the parcel, relating specifically 
construction, during occupancy, and post reclamation. 

Variance(s): 

1. 
Setback dist 

Informative(s): 

1. This permit is a temporary permit issued for a term of two (2) years, commencing at the date 
of issue. If the applicant requir s a her time extension, an application will be required to 
be made to the development author·ty. 

b. Development Permit Application No. 2018-84 
Stantec Consulting 
SE 15-7-30 W4M 
Three (3) Temporary Meteorological Towers 

Councillor Rick Lemire 

Carried 

18/ 195 

Moved that Development Permit No. 2018-84, for the installation of three (3) Temporary 
Meteorological Towers be approved, subject to the following Conditions: 
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Condition(s) : 

MIN UTES 
Municipal Planning Commission (MPC) 

Municipal District of Pincher Creek No. 9 
November 6, 2018 

1. That this development meets the minimum provisions as required in Land Use Bylaw 
1140-08. 

2. This development meet all NAY Canada and all other required regulatory permit(s), 
approval(s) and/or condition(s). 

3. That this permit be valid for two (2) years from date of issue. 

Carried 

4. DEVELOPMENT REPORT 

a. Development Officer' s Report 

Councillor Terry Yagos 

Moved that the Development Officer's Repo 
October 2018, be received as information. 

5. CORRESPONDENCE 

6. 

a. Extension Request - Development Permit No. 2016-18 
Twin Butte Community Society 

a. 

18/197 

Carried 

18/198 

Moved that the ap_R ication fee schedule be referred to Council for their review and 
consideration. 

Carried 

7. NEXT MEETING-December 4, 2018 ; 6:30 pm. 
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8. ADJOURNMENT 

Councillor Terry Yagos 

MINUTES 
Municipal Planning Commission (MPC) 

Municipal District of Pincher Creek No. 9 
November 6, 2018 

18/199 

Moved that the meeting adjourn, the time being 9:30 pm. 

Chairperson Jim Welsch 
Municipal Planning Commission 
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Carried 



Recommendation to Municipal Planning Commission 

TITLE: 

Applicant: 

Location 

Division: 
Size of Parcel: 
Zoning: 
Development: 

DEVELOPMENT PERMIT NO. 2018-87 

Danielson Law on behalf of 
Estate of Judith Botrell 
Lot 14, Plan 901 1377; 
Burmis Mountain Estates 
5 
1.69 ha (4.18 acres) 
Grouped Country Residential 
Setback Variances for Multiple Accessory Buildings 

PREPARED BY: Roland Milligan DATE: November 29, 2018 

DEPARTMENT: Planning and Development 

>--------+----+--------. ATTACHMENTS: 
Signature: 1. Development Permit Application No. 2018-87 

2. Letter from Danielson Law, dated 
October 29, 2018 

3. Site photos of the parcel 

APPROVALS: 

2..Gt 
Department Director Date 

RECOMMENDATION: 
That Development Permit No. 2018-87, to bring the existing Accessory Buildings (Shelter A, 
Shelter B, Shed A and Shed B) into compliance, subject to the following Conditions, Variance and 
Informative: 

Condition( s): 

1. That this development meets the minimum provisions as required in Land Use Bylaw 1140-08. 

Variance(s): 

Shelter A: 

1. That a 29.69 m variance be approved, from the 30 m Front Yard requirement, for a Front Yard 
Setback distance of 0.31 m, from the internal subdivision road for Burmis Mountain Estates. 

Presented to: Municipal Planning CY a r d  Est7912 unt0379  Tc 12.2420 1m53.34 1437.8 Tm
(Est9and )nt0379  TcMloppal 
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Recommendation to Municipal Planning Commission 
Shelter B: 

1. That a 29.67 m variance be approved, from the 30 m Front Yard requirement, for a Front Yard 

Setback distance of 0.37 m, from the internal subdivision road for Burmis Mountain Estates. 

Shed A: 

1. That a 26.03 m variance be approved, from the 30 m Rear Yard requirement, for a Rear Yard 

Setback distance of 3.97 m, from Range Road 3-0. 

Shed B: 

1. That a 5 m variance be approved, from the 30 m Rear Yard requirement, for a Rear Yard 

Setback distance of 25 m, from Range Road 3-0. 
2. That a 7.36 m variance be approved, from the 7.5 m Side Yard requirement, for a Side Yard 

Setback distance of 0.14 m from the South property boundary. 

Informative( s): 

1. Pursuant to Section 643(6) of the Municipal Government Act, RSA 2000, Chapter M-26, if a non­

conforming building is damaged or destroyed to the extent of more than 75% of the value of the 
building above the foundation, the building may not be repaired or rebuilt except in accordance 

with the Land use Bylaw. 

BACKGROUND: 

In July 2018, a request for compliance was submitted to the MD for #14 Burmis Mountain Estates. 
Upon investigation, it was determined that multiple Accessory Buildings within the parcel did not meet 
the provisions of the Land Use Bylaw. The parcel of land was sold to Dustin and Dana eufeld. 

- This application is in front of the Municipal Planning Commission to seek approval to bring this 
property into compliance with the Land Use Bylaw. 
Setback variances are required for all four ( 4) buildings. 

- The applicant has submitted a letter, dated October 29, 201 8, explaining the request for the variances 
and the hardship that removing the buildings would pose to the new owners. 
Development history of the parcel reveals a development permit for the house, issued in 1993 and a 
development permit for the Barn/Farm Building, issued in 1999. o applications or approvals were 
provided for the Accessory Buildings. 

otification letters were sent to the adjacent neighbours. At the drafting of this report, one comment 
was received from an adj acent neighbour stating: 
"Thank you for the opportunity to respond to the Development permit submitted by Dustin and Dana 

eufeld. We are adjoining neighbours and have no comments regarding the existing buildings for 
which they are seeking approval". 
Public works was requested to comment as two of the buildings (Shelter A and Shelter B) are on the 
property line, adjacent to the internal subdivision road leading into Burmis Mountain Estates. 

Presented to: Municipal Planning Commission 
Date of Meeting: December 4, 2018 
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Recommendation to Munici al Plannin Commission 
Public Works Superintendent Stu Weber replied: 
"I had a look at this. I see no problem with issuing a variance based on location and the elevation of 
the road. If they are rebuilt or replaced some time in the future, they should be moved then." 

- A site in section was done on ovember 22, 2018 to get some photos of the two livestock sheds 
adjacent to the road 

- These buildings have been at there current locations for numerous years. There has been no 
documented issues regarding their location. 

Presented to: Municipal Planning Commission 
Date of Meeting: December 4, 2018 
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Municipal District of Pincher Creek 
P.O. Box 279 

Pincher Creek, AB TOK 1WO 
Phone: 403.627.3130 • Fax: 403.627.5070 

DEVELOPMENT PERMIT APPLICATION 
All grey areas will be completed by the Planning Authority "6 Io ei. ] 

DEVELOPMENT PERMIT APPLICATION NO. 0\ O • D 

Date Application Received 80iffcft/ a,~ PERMIT FEE '3oo 
Date Application Accepted a o I tJ/ I I / t J./ RECEIPT No Ta /o 7-Q 
TaxRoll# '-:\L\@ 3> . 0~{) ll/ Bu_r-n.,5 rnoun¾~f\ GWe-s 
IMPORTANT: This infonnation may also be shared with appropriate government I other agencies and may also be 
kept on file by those agencies. This infonnation may also be used by and for any or all municipal programs and 
services. The application and related file contents will become available to the public and are subject to the provisions 
of the Freedom of lnfonnation and Protection of Privacy Act (FOIP). If you have any questions about the collection of 
this infonnation, please contact the Municipal District of Pincher Creek No. 9 

I SECTION 1: GENERAL INFORMATION 

Applicant: Danielson Law 

Address: Box 1620, Blairmore, AB TOK OEO 

Telephone: 403-562-2132 Email: __ k_n_·s_ty_@_d_a_n_ie_l_so_n_la_w_.ca ______ _ 

owner of Land (If different from above):  

Address:  __________ Telephone: ____ _ 

Interest of Applicant (if not the owner): __ A __ g_e_nt_o_f~p_re_v_io_u_s_o_w_n_e_r __________ _ 

I SECTION 2: PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT 

IN-Je hereby make application for a Development Permit under the provisions of Land Use Bylaw No. in accordance 
with the plans and supporting information submitted herewith and which forms part of this application. 

A brief description of the proposed development Is as follows: 

Relaxation of the setback requirements. 

Previous owners inherited property from parents. Buildings were in place before inheriting property. 

Legal Description: Lot(s) __ 1_4 _____________________ _ 

Block--------------------------.--

Plan __ 9_0_1 _1_37_7 __________________ _ 

Quarter Section 5 W 7 -7 -d LQS/1"-

Estlmated Commencement Date: ______________________ _ 

Estimated Completion Date: ________________________ _ 

Municipal District of Pincher Creek, No. 9 
Land Use Bylaw 1140-08 

Appendix B 
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I SECTION 3: SITE REQUIREMENTS 

Land Use District: en rou.pe.A,, Cou.o+ty f<e:5i c:\e.n-t-,a)Division: -5 
• Permitted Use [i(Oiscretionary Use 

ya,ri0-nGe5 requ.i r e,e'--

Is the proposed development site within 100 metres of a swamp, gully, ravine, coulee, natural 
drainage course or floodplain? 

0 Yes O No 

Is the proposed development below a llcenced dam? 

• Yes IYNo 

Is the proposed development site situated on a slope? 

0 Yes O No 

If yes, approximately how many degrees of slope? __ degrees 

Has the applicant or a previous registered owner undertaken a slope stability study or 
geotechnlcal evaluation of the proposed development site? 

0 Yes O No 5i' Don't know O Not required 

Could the proposed development be impacted by a geographic feature or a waterbody? 

0 Yes O No ~ Don't think so 

JIRINQ~b:BWlbGI~ Shelter A Proposed 

(1) Area of Site 16,900 m 

(2) Area of Building 18.97 m 

(3) %Site Coverage by Building 0.11% 

(4) Front Yard Setback 
East 0.31 -0.343 m 

Direction Facina: 
(5) Rear Yard Setback 

Direction Facina: l 1.J e..c..t ~1aDrn 
(6) Side Yard Setback: 

5o~ Direction Facina: ,_ ~ 7 rr-. 
(7) Side Yard Setback: 

Direction Facing: 

(8) Height of Building 

(9) Number of Off Street Parking Spaces N/A 

Other Supporting Material Attached (e.g. site plan, architectural drawing) 

Real Property Report dated July 4, 2018 

Municipal District of Pincher Creek, No. 9 
Land Use Bylaw 1140-08 

Bylaw 
Conforms 

Requirements 

3am 
Vo, ,-1 o..ncE aq .taQ,,., 

30h" v 

t,5,-,... v 
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ACCESSORY BUILDING Shelter B Proposed 
Bylaw 

Conforms 
Requirements 

(1) Area of Site 16,900 m 

(2) Area of Building 18.79 m 

(3) %Site Coverage by Building 0.11% 

(4) ~ard Setback R~,-
,-,P 3Sn--Direction Facing: 3 () /")" .r 

(5) ~ard Setback FN)l'li E t 
0.37 - 0.33 m 3D,,.., 

Vu.r-io.n le 
Direction Facinq: as c-q ,Cg7,,.,,.. 

(6) Side Yard Setback: 
Direction Facing: ~t"'\Lt:t,--k r-Jern 7,5,.,... y 

(7) Side Yard Setback: 
Direction Facinq: 

(8) Height of Building 

(9) Number of Off Street Parking Spaces NIA 

Other Supporting Material Attached (e.g. site plan, architectural drawing) 

I SECTION 4: DEMOLITION 

Type of building being demolished : _______________________ _ 

Area of size: ________ _ _ _____ ________________ _ 

Type of demolition planned: ________________________ _ 

I SECTION 5: SIGNATURES (both signatures required) 

The information given on this form is full and complete and is, to the be t of my knowledge, a true 
statement of the facts in relation to this application for a Development Per 

I also consent to an authorized person designated by the municipa_Ji t enter upon the subject land and 
buildings for the purpose of an inspection duri~g the processin;lrfhi ap lication. 

DATE: s~c J.8 So( 8 , / 1 
I Applicant 

Re<a.d1:: 
lnfor. ation on this application form will become part of a file which may be considered at a public meeting. 

Municipal District of Pincher Creek, No. 9 
Land Use Bylaw 1140-08 
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I SECTION 3: SITE REQUIREMENTS 

Land Use District: ~r:ou • .pe.d.. C.Ouotty Be~om+i<l-1 
• Permitted Use ~ Discretionary Use 

Division: 3 

'-I o.,\o.,nce.s r~u• r~ 
Is the proposed development site within 100 metres of a swamp, gully, ravine, coulee, natural 
drainage course or floodplain? 

D Yes D No 

Is the proposed development below a llcenced dam? 

D Yes IYNo 

Is the proposed development site situated on a slope? 

D Yes D No 

If yes, approximately how many degrees of slope? __ degrees 

Has the applicant or a previous registered owner undertaken a slope stability study or 
geotechnical evaluation of the proposed development site? 

D Yes D No 51 Don't know D Not required 

Could the proposed development be Impacted by a geographic feature or a waterbody? 

D Yes D No ~ Don't think so 

MtNCUIAia liU:IH.DING Shed A Proposed 

(1) Area of Site 16,900 m 

(2) Area of Building 37.60 m 

' (3) %Site Coverage by Building 0.22% 

(4) fif!eRt Yard Setback ~wW 
Direction Facing: eSt 3.97- 5.53 m 

(5) ae.-Yard Setback F rQ>it ,J,~sl'r"' Direction Facina: 
(6) Side Yard Setback: 

South 14.16 m Direction Facim::i: 
(7) Side Yard Setback: 

Nor---\-+-. l'-.J I '1 °"' Direction Facina: 

(8) Height of Building 

(9) Number of Off Street Parking Spaces N/A 

Other Supporting Material Attached (e.g. site plan, architectural drawing) 

Real Property Report dated July 4, 2018 

Municipal District of Pincher Creek, No. 9 
Land Use Bylaw 1140-08 

Bylaw 
Conforms 

Reauirements 

3 0 f')'"\ 

v 0- r i o..n c. e. 
aCP.o-3 

'2.a rt' v 
7,5,.,,...._ r 
7, 5,,.___ ~ 
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ACCESSORY BUILDING Shed B Proposed 
By Law 

Conforms 
Reauirements 

(1) Area of Site 16,900 m 

(2) Area of Building 9.25 m 

(3) %Site Coverage by Building 0.05% 

(4) Front Yard Setback ~t 
Direction Facinq: ,._, I 35m .~rr-.. ✓ 

(5) Rear Yard Setback l.A.)e..!,t vo..r-io.n, e. 
Direction Facina: ,.--..;~ Sn- 3nm. '5rr-

. (6) Side Yard Setback: '10.r-10..nce_ 
Direction Facinq: South 0.14- 0.1 6 m 7, 5 I">" 7, 3lof'Y' 

(7) Side Yard Setback: 
N or-XY' 

j..., 

7,Sn-Direction Facina: 1 sorr-. v--
(8) Height of Building 

(9) Number of Off Street Parking Spaces NIA 

Other Supporting Material Attached (e.g. site plan, architectural drawing) 

I SECTION 4: DEMOLITION 

Type of building being demolished : _______________________ _ 

Area of size: _______________________________ _ 

Type of demolition planned: ________________________ _ 

I SECTION 5: SIGNATURES (both signatures required) 

The information given on this form is full and complete and is, to the best of my knowledge, a true 
statement of the facts in relation to this application for a Developmen__:,?rmit. 

I also consent to an authorized person designated by the muni9J1a)ify to enter upon the subject land and 
build ;ngs for the purpose of an ;nspecUon dur;ng the pro~ef s th;s appHcaUon. 

DATE:'7~p J B c9c) (g 

Registered Owner 

Information on this application form will become part of a file which may be considered at a public meeting. 

Municipal District of Pincher Creek, No. 9 
Land Use Bylaw 1140-08 
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Danielson Law 

Municipal District of Pincher Creek 
PO Box279 
Pincher Creek AB TOK 1W0 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

Re: Development Permit Application 

Attachement 2 
Luke Ratzlaff, MA, JD 

13143 20 Ave Lawyer 
PO Box 1620 

Blairmore AB TOK OEO luke@danielsonlaw.ca 
F: 403-562-2700 P: 403-562-2132 

RECEIVED 
NOV -l 2018 

October 29, 2018 

Our file: 6156 
Via mail and fax 

D Of p\KCKER CREEK M,. 

#14 Bunnis Mountain Estates, Municipal District of Pincher Creek No.9 
Legal Description: 9011377jj14 

We are the Solicitors acting for the Estate of Judith E. Bottrell in the sale of the property at subject, 
which was completed on July 13, 2018. The new owners are Dustin and Dana Neufeld. 

We are requesting a relaxation of the setback requirements of the Land Use bylaw for 4 small 
outbuildings currently on the property. The reason for the relaxation is that no party to the sale 
knew that there were compliance issues. 

The property was part of the Estate of Judith E. Bottrell and sold by her Personal Representatives: 
her two sons. Although the 4 small outbuildings are built completely within the property lines, neither 
the Personal Representatives nor the buyers of the property were aware that the 4 small 
outbuildings were built without a development permit and not in compliance with the land use bylaw. 
It is thought that the late Judith E. Bottrell likely did not know about these issues either. 

In fact, the compliance issues were only discovered after a survey of the property was submitted 
to the MD after the purchase of the property was complete, to confirm compliance. 

We understand that the 4 small outbuildings are approximately 20 years old. It would be an 
unfortunate and disappointing financial hardship for the new owners if they were required to remove 
4 small outbuildings to bring the property into compliance with the land use bylaws. We estimate 
that the approximate cost to remove the 4 small outbuildings completely would be around 
$1 ,500.00. 

We are not aware of any past or current complaints by neighbours about these build ings and submit 
that permitting the relaxation and allowing the outbuildings to remain is a fair result. 

Encl. 

isfactory, however should you have any questions or concerns, please do not 
us. 

-
cc: Client 

Valerie J . Danielson, JD, LLM (07) (11), RFM*, TEP ... (owner) Luke Ratzlaff, MA, JD (associate) 
*Denotes Registered Family Mediator **Denotes Trust and Estates Practitioner 
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Site Photos 
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DIRECTOR OF DEVELOPMENT AND COMMUNITY SERVICES REPORT 
November 2018 

Development/ Community Services Activities includes: 

• November 6 
• November 6 
• November 6 
• November 13 
• November 13 
• November 14 
• November 23-30 

Planning Session 
Subdivision Authority Meeting 
Municipal Planning Commission Meeting 
Council Committee Meeting 
Council Meeting 
Joint Health and Safety Meeting 
Personal Leave 

PLANNING DEPARTMENT STATISTICS 

Development Permits Issued by the Director for November 2018 

No. Applicant Division Legal Address 

Lot 1, Block 2, Plan 0810973; 
2018-85 Pia Blum 1 NW 9-4-28 W4M 

Lot 16, Block 1, Plan 0310100; 
2018-86 Don Penner 4 SE 18-7-2 W5M 

Dale Jamieson and Barbara Parcel K, Plan 8710572; SW 34-
2018-88 Boyer 4 7-30 W4M 

Development Permits Issued by MPC for November 2018 

No. Applicant Division Legal Address 
Nova Gas Transmission 

2018-83 Ltd. 5 NE 2-10-2 W5M 
Stantec Consulting - ENEL 

2018-84 Green Power 4 SE 15-7-30 W4M 

Development 

Single Detached Residence 

Garage / Shed 

Quonset 

Development 
Temporary Construction Work 
Camp 
Three (3) Temporary MET 
Towers 
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Development Statistics to Date 

· DESCRIPTION November 2018 2018 to Date November 2017 2017 2016 
Dev Permits 5 79 4 65 64 
Issued 3-DO / 2-MPC 47-DO I 32-MPC 4-DO I 0-MPC 45- DO /20- MPC 40-DO /24--MPC 

Dev Applications 
2 88 0 63 66 

Accepted 
Utility Permits 

0 27 3 22 25 
Issued 
Subdivision 
Applications I 7 1 3 12 
Approved 

Rezoning 
Applications 0 0 0 2 I 
Approved 
Compliance Cert 4 16 I 22 27 

RECOMMENDATION: 

That the report for the period ending November 23, 201 8, be received as information. 

Prepared by: Date: November 23, 201 8 

Reviewed by: Sheldon Steinke, Interim Chief Administrative Officer 

Submitted to : Municipal Planning Commission Date: December 4, 2018 




