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Introduction

1.1  Purpose

This report is an Addendum to the Final Land Use Report and the Final Core
Infrastructure Report for the Capital Region Integrated Growth Management Plan.

The purpose of this Addendum is to respond to the comments from the municipalities
and Alberta Infrastructure and Transportation by making corrections to the Land Use
and Core Infrastructure Reports and provide further explanation of critical issues raised
by the municipalities and Alberta Infrastructure and Transportation.

1.2 Background

When the study commenced for the Capital Region Integrated Growth Management Plan
in July 2007, every municipality was interviewed to obtain basic information on the status
of their land use plans and core infrastructure plans. Notes were taken at these initial
meetings and these have been included in Appendix A. Subsequent communication with
the municipalities (verbal and/or email) helped clarify the information collected for
inclusion in the Interim Land Use and Interim Core Infrastructure Reports dated
September 27, 2007.

The interim reports were presented to the Capital Region Integrated Growth
Management Plan Implementation Committee on September 27, 2007. Representatives
from the municipalities and affected Provincial Departments were requested to review
the reports and submit their comments in writing by October 24, 2007. Specifically,
municipalities were asked to respond to the following four questions:

1. Have we missed anything?

2. Did we get it right?

3. Have we understood the issues and implications?

4. For the purposed gaps, what is your proposed solution?
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2.0 Municipal and Alberta Infrastructure and
Transportation Comments and Responses

2.1  Written Comments

At the meeting of the Implementation Committee held on October 24, 2007, the
municipalities and AIT provided feedback on the Interim Land Use and Core
Infrastructure Reports dated September 27, 2007. As noted on Table 1, a total of 15
written responses were received. The most comments related to Highways/Roads (10),
Land Use (8), Population Forecasts (6), Transit (6), and Water (6). All written comments
have been included in Appendix B. At the October 24, 2007 meeting it as agreed that an
Addendum should be prepared for the Land Use and Core Infrastructure Reports to
make any necessary corrections and also include any additional explanatory text or
revisions to address critical issues.

Table 1: Written Responses from Municipalities and AIT

Comments

Core Infrastructure
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AIT Y 9 9 9 -
Town of Beaumont N
Town of Bon Accord N
Town of Bruderheim Y - - 9 - - - - - - - -
Town of Calmar N
Town of Devon Y 9 9 9 - -
City of Edmonton Y - 9 - - - 9 9 - - - - -
City of Fort Saskatchewan Y 9 9 9 - - 9 - - - - -
Town of Gibbons Y 9 - - -
Lamont County Y - 9 9 -
Town of Lamont N
Leduc County Y 9 9 9 = = 9 9 9 = = = =
City of Leduc Y 9 9 9 9 - 9 - 9 9
Town of Legal N
Town of Morinville N
Village of New Sarepta N
Parkland County N
Town of Redwater Y 9 - -
City of Spruce Grove Y 9 9 9 9 = 9 = = = = = =
City of St. Albert Y - 9 9 9 - 9 9 9 9 9 = 9
Town of Stony Plain N
Strathcona County Y 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9
Sturgeon County Y - 9 9 9 - 9 9 9 9 - - -
Village of Thorsby N
Village of Wabamun Y 9 - - 9 -
Village of Warburg N
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2.2 Responses

The written comments have been summarized in Table 2 (found on the following pages)
and the Responses have been provided. Any changes made to the reports are
referenced in the “Responses” column. It should be noted that no responses were
prepared for editorial comments, general discussion, governance or comments on
funding or cost sharing issues. Nor have recommendations been included in the final
text. These items are all considered outside the scope of the reports.
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Table 2

Responses to Municipal Written Comments on the Interim Land Use and Core Infrastructure Reports dated September 27, 2007

Comments

.[The Executive Summary discusses the lack of a ten-year and Long Range Capital Plan for highways.

The final report should acknowledge that a ten-year Capital Plan does exist within Alberta Infrastructure
and Transportation.

Response
The Executive Summary has been revised to indicate that AIT has 5 year, 10 year and longer range
planning documents, but they are not public documents.

.|The report should make more definitive suggestions regarding how a ten-year and Long Range Plan

could be finalized, including, but is not limited to, what additional studies would be in order, what
consultation would be required, and the urgency for specific areas within the region.

Section 2.11 of the report has been modified.

.[Section 2.11 of the main report - Options for Addressing Major Road/Highway Gaps and Inconsistencies -

contains a statement in the second paragraph that "The other important point to make is that major
road/highway network improvements are not always driven by projected traffic capacity needs. They can
be strategic improvements for commercial, trade or tourism purposes (such as the North/South Trade
Corridor) or driven by traffic safety issues." This is a very important statement and should be given
prominence in the Executive Summary.

The Executive Summary already includes this important statement under "options for addressing the
roadway gaps include - ltem 2".

.|The Industrial Heartland's Corridors for Linear Workshop Report has been prepared by the Alberta

Industrial Heartland Association (AIHA)... The AIHA hosted and sponsored the Linear Infrastructure
Workshop and it should be understood that the conclusions of this group, although valuable, reflect the
interests and needs of a unique set of stakeholders and do not necessarily reflect the views of the
government or other municipalities, such as the City of Edmonton.

Agreed. The report (Section 2.2) has been revised to state: "Alberta’s Industrial Heartland’s Secretariat
and Eco-Industrial Team have provided valuable input and noted above, but it should be noted that
output from the linear infrastructure workshop and other AlH transportation initiatives are yet to be ratified
by the respective Municipal Councils and other stakeholders including Alberta Infrastructure and
Transportation."

.[The final report should note that there is little or no support for a Heartland bridge at this time.

Section 2.10.2 of the report has been modified to indicate that there is little or no support for the bridge at
this time.

.| The final report should recommend that the City of Fort Saskatchewan work with Strathcona County and

the province in considering improvements to Highway 21/15 through the City of Fort Saskatchewan,
possibly through the development of a bypass (within 10 years versus 35 years).

Agreed. Section 2.11 of the report has been edited. Also discussed in this table, under point 4 and 5 in
the Heartland Road section of this table.

.[Further to Strathcona County's Plans for significant development of lands north of Highway 16 and east

of Highway 21 (large urban development), there may be an opportunity to create a highway route which
will remove regional traffic from the City of Fort Saskatchewan and support (or be consistent with) the
County's development plans.

Agreed. There is a need to identify the future highway network north of Highway 16 to address revised
trips to the east/north and trips west/north. (see related point #2 above)

.|Exhibit 2-3 does not show Highway 627 as a future Penetrator, which is identified as one in the

agreement with the City. It is understood that the exhibit only shows existing roads, but this future
Penetrator (when it connects to Anthony Henday Drive) should somehow be recognized in the report.
The highway list should also include Highway 28A from Manning Drive to Highway 37. Highway 814
north of Beaumont is a local road and not a provincial highway.

- Highway 627 has been added to Exhibit 2-4 as a two lane link and widening to 4 lanes on Exhibit 2-6.
- Highway 28A upgrading between Manning Drive and Highway 37 is now illustrated on Exhibit 2-6.
- Highway 814 north of Beaumont to the south City of Edmonton boundary is Beaumont's responsibility.

.[Not all highways are labelled with their route numbers on Exhibit 2-3 and other exhibits. For clarity and

ease of use, all route numbers and road names should be shown on all the exhibits.

The exhibits have been updated.

10.

In later sections and the executive summary, the report questions the justification and timing for the west
and south legs of the regional ring road system. The need may not be for meeting short- or intermediate-
term capacity requirements, but it is essential to consider the importance of strategic options for
provincial traffic and enhancing economic activity in the region.

Agreed; Making provision for the Regional Road can certainly be viewed as a valid strategic initiative to
further enhance future economic activity in the Region and to provide transportation and utility routing
options in the long term. (Section 2.10.5 of the report.)

11.

It should be emphasized that additional traffic model runs with updated population and employment
forecasts will have to be made to refine traffic projection output by provincial highway routes and develop
a ten-year plan of all jurisdictions.

Agreed; see point #2 above.

12.

There is also the need to identify the infrastructure needs of all municipalities, especially the City of
Edmonton, beyond 2017 and to show them on an exhibit.

This has been addressed through comments from the municipalities.

13.

It would be helpful for comparison purposes if the 10-year and 35 year upgrade plans could be shown on
the same page (as two different maps).

This is a good idea but not practical on the 11x17 exhibits.

14.

Timing for the West Regional Road (St. Albert west bypass) connecting to Highway 2 north of St. Albert
will likely be needed within the 10-year horizon rather than the 35-year plan.

West Regional Road extension north of St. Albert has been advanced to the 10 year plan including 2
lanes north to Highway 37. The remainder north of Highway 37, the four laning and interchanges will
follow in the 35 year plan.
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Table 2

Responses to Municipal Written Comments on the Interim Land Use and Core Infrastructure Reports dated September 27, 2007

Comments

There are a number of interchanges which have been omitted from the plans in the report and should
have been on one of the two future roadway upgrade drawings (Exhibits 2-4 or 2-6). These include, but
may not be limited to:

- The recently approved Highway 2A interchange south of the City of Leduc

- There is a future interchange shown at 231 Street on Highway 16A, but there is none shown at 231
Street and Highway 16.

- The future interchange at Range Road 20 and Highway 16 is shown, but the proposal to replace the
interchange at Highways 16 and 43 with a system interchange is not shown.

- There is an interchange shown within the Enoch First Nation along Highway 60 (Township Road 522) as
well as two new interchanges and a realignment of Highways 19 and 60 at Devon which could be
eliminated with the Regional Ring Road proposal.

- It is noted that there is no interchange shown at Highways 28A and 643 in Gibbons. Alberta
Infrastructure and Transportation is protecting for one at this location.

- Consideration should be given to showing the proposed 9 Street Spine Road in Leduc County between
Highway 625 and 91/99 Streets in Edmonton.

- Another project would be the four-laning of Highway 2A south of Leduc.

- A southwest bypass of Leduc between Highway 2A and the proposed Terwillegar Road extension as
well as an interchange at Highway 39 where this extension/bypass should intersect at Range Road 255.

Response

- Highway 2/ 2A interchange has been added to Exhibit 2-6.

- Highway 16 / 231 Street interchange has been added to Exhibit 2-6.

- Highway 16 / 43 interchange has been added to Exhibit 2-6.

- Highway 60 interchanges and Highway 19 and 60 realignment will remain in this plan. Future study
may require changes to current planning.

- The Highway 28A / 643 interchange has been added to Exhibit 2-6.

- Spine Road is not in the current Regional Traffic model but has been added to Exhibit 2-4 as a two lane
road and Exhibit 2-6 as a four lane road.

- Four laning on Highway 2A south of Leduc has been added to Exhibit 2-6.

- Southwest bypass and interchange has been added to Exhibit 2-6.

16.

The report should identify the need to upgrade or replace the bridge on Highway 38 over Beaverhill
Creek.

Bridge replacement has been added to Exhibit 2-5.

17.

The last sentence on page 12 makes the statement that "The model runs reflect the timing as identified
through the employment and population projections by Applications Management Consultants Ltd."
Although this was the best information at the time, a very recent report by Nichols Applied Management
is available. The model runs need to be reviewed in light of this new information.

Section 2.10.2 of the report has been updated to state that model runs will need to be revisited as
population and employment assumptions change.

18.

There is a need to show both the Leduc County 9 Street Spine Road connection to 99/91 Street in the
City of Edmonton and also the west airport/City of Leduc bypass/Terwillegar Drive extension beyond the
intersection with Highway 39 to connect it with the currently approved realignment of Highway 2A. The
approved interchange is also not shown on the exhibits in this report.

See point #15 above.

19.

2.11 Options for Addressing Major Road/Highway Gaps and Inconsistencies - The title of this section
should be changed to "Options for Planning and Coordinating Road/Highway Network" to be more
positive.

Section title has been revised.

20.

The report should reference that land developers have a responsibility for developing access
improvements to the provincial highway system that may be required due to their developments.

Section 2.7 of the report states that cost responsibility for the listed improvements has been attributed to
the Province or the municipality where appropriate. Text has been added to the report to indicate that
developers has been responsible for costs related to access.

21.|There is currently limited service to the Edmonton City Centre Airport for scheduled passenger services [The limited role of the City Centre Airport is noted under Section 4.4.1 - Current Activity under "City
to a number of communities in the province. The report should reflect the more limited role the airport  [Centre Airport Activity" (Page 28) plus Section 4.5.3 - City Centre Airport (Page 41).
plays in this regard.

22.|Opportunity 2 - Strategic Park and Ride Facilities: Changes in density around LRT and BRT station could very well be appropriate but such changes need
Opportunity 3 - Land Use/Transportation Integration: to be considered on location specific basis to ensure that other issues are brought into play. LRT and
An item that seems to have been missed in these two opportunities is the potential for rezoning of the BRT technologies are by their very nature well suited to a high degree of flexibility and for that reason the
area around current and future LRT/BRT stations for high-density residential development. High-density |report avoided being too prescriptive in this regard.
residential developments within easy walking distance of the stations (possibly connected via closed
above-ground walkways) could reduce the dependence on expensive park and ride facilities. This
should be raised as an opportunity by itself with its own section.

23.[Most of the discussion around the long-term transit system seems to focus on operational issues in Reference to the need for a regionally focused mechanism for transit planning and implementation is

relation to making the core (LRT/BRT/Commuter Route) system functionally efficient. The report should
emphasize the concept of creating a coordinated (amalgamated) system under one management body.

included in the report under Section 5.7.2 - Opportunity #1.
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Table 2

Responses to Municipal Written Comments on the Interim Land Use and Core Infrastructure Reports dated September 27, 2007

Comments

.[The population projections that the Town of Devon have developed are significantly different than those

outlined in the report... It is our opinion that over the next 10 years the Town of Devon will experience
greater growth than identified in the study.

Response

It was agreed at the October 24, 2007 meeting of the Province and municipal CAQ's that Applications
Management's regional population and employment forecasts would not be revised. Instead,
Applications Management have updated all municipal profiles contained in Appendix A to include the
municipal projection.

.[To resolve land use planning impasses we assume that the proposed governance structure will include

some type of process that will result in a binding decision to move forward.

Beyond the scope of the Land Use and Core Infrastructure Reports.

.[The study indicates that planning for regional roads needs to be improved and that there is a lack of a 10

[year] and long term capital plan. While we do not disagree with the need to improve planning we feel
that the study did not see to recognize the ACRA transportation plan which has worked to provide long
term planning for transportation.

Section 2.2 of the report has been revised to recognize the ACRA plan. The following comment has been
added to the report: "The long range transportation plan produced for ACRA was also used as input into
defining the future major road and highway needs for the Capital Region."

N

While we do not disagree that a 10 year [Transportation] Capital Plan would be desirable our experience
has been that typical Capital Plans are built based upon the expected dollars that will be available and
not necessarily on the actual needs.

Source of funding and/or cost sharing are beyond the scope of this study.

.[It is generally understood that Alberta Infrastructure and Transportation does have some long range

plans for the regional roadway networks, however, there appears to be a reluctance for Alberta
Infrastructure and Transportation to willingly share this information. A better process of openness and
collaboration with Alberta Infrastructure and Transportation to develop and share long range concepts
and plans would go a long way in improving regional roadway planning.

AIT acknowledges the existence of a 10 year provincial highway plan and is willing to share information
toward confirmation of a 10 year capital region highway plan.

City of Edmonton

—_

.[Suggested Solution - Enact a Detailed, Prescriptive Land-Use Plan for the Edmonton Region.

A broad based comprehensive regional plan is recognized as important but is beyond the current scope
of this phase of the Capital Region Integrated Growth Management Plan project.

.|The report states that an inter-municipal development plan between the City of Edmonton and

Strathcona County might have prevented the current inter-municipal dispute before the Municipal
Government Board. The authors are saying, in effect, "if the parties had come to an agreement before,
they would not be in a disagreement now." This is a regrettable statement. It ignores the fact that the
parties to that dispute spent months in negotiations and mediation to try to resolve that dispute before
third reading of the plan.

Text deleted and replaced with a description of the bilateral process associated with IDPs, and the need
for a broad based, multi-lateral process.

.|On the regional map the following have been missed:

- The three First Nations reserves in the region have been overlooked. These reserves contain
population, use infrastructure and are economic drivers, i.e. River Cree Casino. We realize that First
Nations are an area of federal responsibility, but so are the airports, CFB Edmonton and the railroads.
The Province and local governments have no regulatory power over these activities, but they are an
important factor in the planning of the Region.

- Important natural environmental features in the Region have not been recognized. These include the
North Saskatchewan River Valley, Lois Hole Provincial Park, Elk Island National Park, Cooking Lake -
Blackfoot Grazing, Wildlife Provincial Recreation Area, Wagner Bog and others.

The urban service area of Sherwood Park and its urban status has been overlooked, as have The
Hamlets of South Cooking Lake, North Cooking Lake, Collingwood Cove, Antler Lake, Hastings Lake,
Half Moon Lake and Josephburg. The lack of recognition of these areas skews The visible impact of
growth in The area as shown n The land use map. It appears that all growth is happening South, west
and northwest of The City. This is not true.

Hamlets located in the eastern portion of the Capital Region, First Nations communities, and natural
features are recognized as vital and important to the region; however the scope of the Interim Report on
Land Use does not include these elements. Note: The City's reference to the Composite Maps in the
Interim Land Use Report as land use maps is incorrect.

.|On page 16, you identify some of the exceptions to local jurisdiction. There are others.

Text amended to reflect the existence of other municipal land use controls.

.[The report does not reference any parallel provincial policy development and implementation activities.

The context for any recommendations that come from the CRIGMP must recognize the emerging new
provincial directions regarding the new Provincial Land Use Framework.

These long range planning elements are recognized as important but are beyond the scope of this phase
of the Capital Region Integrated Growth Management Plan project.

.|On page 7 you refer to the area within the City at its far northeast corner as a "NE land bank."

Text deleted.

.|On page 8 you say that the City of Edmonton supports the Port Alberta area structure plan. The City has

not yet reviewed the actual plan, however it does strongly support the concept of Port Alberta.

Text amended to reflect the City of Edmonton's comment.




Engineering
and Land Services

ISL

Municipality
City of Edmonton

Table 2

Responses to Municipal Written Comments on the Interim Land Use and Core Infrastructure Reports dated September 27, 2007

Comments

.|The statement on page 18 that an IDP between the City of Edmonton and Strathcona County may have

obviated the City's action to appeal the County's new MDP is conjecture and has no place in the
summary. Similarly the summary of the City's bases for appeal (page 19) is not an operational gap" and
has no place in this report.

Response
Text deleted and replaced with a description of the bilateral process associated with IDPs. Text on page
19 deleted and replaced with a general discussion of land use conflicts in the rural/urban fringe.

.|The City of Edmonton provided comments in early September on the draft municipal profile for

Edmonton. No changes were made to the side bar text on land use so the text comments that were
provided were not incorporated. (D-6)

The comments provided in early September 2007describe the principles of an MDP that has not been
approved. The principles are recognized as important, however they are beyond the scope of this phase
of the project.

10.

The City of Edmonton provided two future land use maps for the municipal profile. The Composite

Image of Current and Planned Municipal Land Use - Figure 6, provides information for future uses in
Edmonton's south east and north east that do not correspond with either of the two maps that were
provided. The Municipal Profile section of the report contains both maps-which may be confusing to
other readers.

The City of Edmonton's current MDP, and 30-year Conceptual Land Development map were included in
the report as provided in the City's letter dated August 27, 2007.

City of Fort Saskatchewan

—_

.[The report does not appear to reference the Alberta Capital Region Alliance (ACRA) Long Range

Transportation Plan, nor was it included as an appendix in the binder... It is not only the plan itself that
should be referenced in the report, but as well, the cooperative manner in which it was undertaken by all
of the Capital Region Municipalities.

Section 2.2 of the report has been revised to recognize the ACRA plan. The following comment has been
added to the report: "The long range transportation plan produced for ACRA was also used as input into
defining the future major road and highway needs for the Capital Region."

.|Exhibit 2-1, Existing Major Road/Highway network shows Highway 15 from Highway 21 in Fort

Saskatchewan and across the North Saskatchewan as a four-lane highway. While it is four-lane for a
short distance toward the bridge from the Highway 15/21 intersection, this is predominantly a two-lane
highway, as is the river crossing.

Exhibit 2-1 has been revised.

.[The ACRA Transportation Implementation Priorities (2008-2017) under the heading Top-Ranked Projects

for Regional Connectors includes the twinning of Highway 15 from east of Highway 28A to Highway 21,
including the North Saskatchewan River Crossing. This is a position that Fort Saskatchewan believes
should be reflected in this document.

Refer to point #4 under "Heartland Road Network" in this table.

.|No specific road projects are identified under the core infrastructure section (Exhibit 2-3) for the 2016

horizon for Fort Saskatchewan and a bypass is not identified until the 2017 to 2041 timeframe. This is
despite, a highway that is already experiencing congestion problems, and a population that is expected
to double by 2016.

Refer to points #4 and #5 under "Heartland Road Network" in this table.

.[The Premier's announcement also made reference to paying particular attention to the environmental

impacts and that should be noted here as well.

A paragraph has been added to the Core Infrastructure (Section 1.3 - Scope) regarding environmental
concerns.

.[The Land Use Profile for the City, page D-7 shows the buffer between existing residential and existing

industrial as future residential when it is not. It will remain a buffer zone and should be characterized as
existing open space.

D-7 amended to reflect the City of Fort Saskatchewan's comment.

.|Under Appendix F, the MDP Land Use Policies by Municipality, East Sector, indicates that according to

estimates in the year 2000, municipal servicing and utility infrastructure has the capacity to
accommodate a population of 16,000. The City's current population is over 16,000. In the interviews, it
was indicated that the City was in the process of updating its MDP. Our current utility capital planning
calls for a new reservoir and other infrastructure which would see us able to accommodate an estimated
35,000 to 40,000 population.

D-7 and Appendix F amended to reflect the City of Fort Saskatchewan's comment.

.|With respect to both Core Infrastructure and Land Use and the gaps that have been identified within

Alberta's Industrial Heartland, and between Strathcona County and the City of Fort Saskatchewan, the
City is engaged in an Eco-Industrial Master Planning project with the Counties of Lamont, Strathcona and
Sturgeon, and is confident that the four municipal partners can address any and all of the inconsistencies
that currently exist between planning documents.

The two reports identified gaps as they existed during the summer of 2007. |t is recognized that a
number of initiatives are in progress all over the Capital Region but since they were not resolved by
September 27, they are noted as gaps. D-7 amended to reflect the City of Fort Saskatchewan's
comment.

Town of Gibbons

—_

.|On page 19 of the Regional Growth Management Plan - Population and Employment Forecasts, we are

unsure where the Municipal Aspiration for population growth by 2016 was arrived at 3140. Our current
population is 2848. | believe that the discussions stated an increase of approximately an additional 3100
persons given the lands that are presently in our boundaries, not including additional annexation
discussions that will be taking place with the County.

Figure 5 and D-8 amended to reflect the Town of Gibbon's comment. Please note Figure 5 in the Land
Use Report has been renumbered Figure 3.
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Table 2

Responses to Municipal Written Comments on the Interim Land Use and Core Infrastructure Reports dated September 27, 2007

Comments

.|It appears from the longer term transportation plan that there will not be a need for an interchange at the

intersection of Highway 15 and 29. Given that the over-dimensional load corridor is to continue through
Lamont County and given the current traffic, this point should be reviewed.

Response
Consideration for interchange acknowledged and added as footnote on Exhibit 2-8.

.[Highway 831 currently goes through the Town of Lamont and past two schools at a four-way stop. This

practice should be avoided and over-dimensional loads should be redirected to Highway 15 and 29.
Further it would appear that 834 south of 15 will continue to receive large loads. This route will need
major rehabilitation if it is expected to handle such trips.

It is acknowledged that further technical review is required to address options.
Rehabilitation is beyond the scope of this study.

.|If the Heartland is going to have such a large impact on the communities of Redwater, Gibbons and Fort

Saskatchewan that the 2016 transit network needs to look at a Heartland Employer Service, is the
expectation that such a majority of the growth will occur to the west that no plans need to be made for
the East? In discussions with the Town's of Bruderheim and Lamont there appears to be some serious
growth projections. Lamont County is also expecting some greater growth. Perhaps there will be a need
for a shuttle service from the East as well.

Acknowledged that developments in the Industrial Heartland will generate significant transportation
demands. However, experience with similar industrial plants shows that such demands are very dynamic
and ever-changing and difficult to serve with fixed route/fixed schedule transit service. As and when the
details of these industrial plants become better known, further investigation of how best to serve such
demand can be undertaken.

City of Leduc

—_

.|...given the tremendous rate of growth in the southern portion of the Capital Region resulting from the

increasing success of Nisku and the upcoming development of Port Alberta... - population projections for
the city of Leduc have been underestimated in this report...

It was agreed at the October 24, 2007 meeting of the Province and municipal CAQ's that Applications
Management's regional population and employment forecasts would not be revised. Instead,
Applications Management have updated all municipal profiles contained in Appendix A to include the
municipal projection.

.[Municipal Profile for City of Leduc(D-12) - The 65th Avenue interchange has significant impacts to the

City of Leduc's development pattern and is included as a policy within the MDP. As such the 65th
Avenue interchange should be listed under the heading MDP Policies Affecting Growth: Infrastructure.

D-12 amended to reflect the City of Leduc's comment.

...the issue of cost-sharing has not been addressed in this report...

Correct. The issue of cost sharing was not to be addressed in the ISL Reports.

.|...Given the rate of growth in the Capital region, recently announced major development projects,

discrepancies between rural and urban mill rates and assessment value, and the increasing costs of
providing urban services (recreational facilities, for example), there is a need to address the issue of
equitable cost-sharing...

The issue of equitable cost sharing was not included in the Terms of Reference for the reports.

.|Railway Grade Separation: in the discussion of the impacts of expanded rail service in the Capital

Region, the City of Leduc was not listed as a community that would be significantly affected by such
development... Expanding rail services will undoubtedly impact the City of Leduc, and as such, Leduc
should be listed as a community that will be significantly affected by such development

Agreed. Leduc has been added to Section 2.10.3 of the report.

.|Gaps - Planned Major Roadways/Highway Network: One such gap/inconsistency is the Leduc Area

Regional Road Network concept proposed by the City of Leduc, Leduc County and Edmonton Airports.
While perhaps not recognized in the Regional Transportation Model or by Alberta Infrastructure and
Transportation at this time, this regional road network is essential to the continued and successful
development of Leduc County, Edmonton Airports (and Port Alberta), and the City of Leduc, and as
such, should be included in this study.

AIT acknowledges the same in point #15 under "Alberta Infrastructure and Transportation" in this table.
Added to section 2.10.4 of the report.

.|HWY 2A/2 Relocation: the proposed relocation of the Highway 2A and Highway 2 interchange was noted

as a necessary road improvement, however, was not included for discussion in this report (2.10.6).

Same as point #6 above.

.[2.5 Water: City of Leduc is planning for a future water reservoir in the NW section of the city. This

reservoir will require a larger supply line to the west. These plans are not reflected in the report.

Information is shown on Exhibit 6.2. Text in Annex 6-A edited to include 'transmission'.

.|Exhibit 9-5 Power: this exhibit does not include the extension being considered by AESCO, Altalink and

FortisAlberta south of Leduc.

Exhibits 9.4 and 9.5 are not definite plans, they merely represent the two most likely generation scenarios
combined with the most likely load growth.

10.

Exhibit 11-5 Waste: this exhibit does not include the City of Leduc compost or recycling facilities (both of
which are located within the City of Leduc corporate boundaries). Future increases in the service areas
and new development areas for the city will affect the need for new waste facilities both within the city
and the County. The report should reflect these prospective changes.

Exhibit 11-5 has been revised to indicate that the City of Leduc has a compost facility. While it is correct
that the City has a recycling depot, Exhibit 11-5 only shows recycling "processing" locations.

11.

Annex 11-H: while the title suggests a listing of "Recycling Facilities in the Region", only those in
Edmonton are listed. City of Leduc compost and recycling facilities not listed.

Annex 11-H has been revised to include the City of Leduc's composting facility.
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Table 2

Responses to Municipal Written Comments on the Interim Land Use and Core Infrastructure Reports dated September 27, 2007

Comments
...there is a need to address the issue of equitable cost-sharing. Regional planning, cooperation, and
coordination of development will require that this issue be successfully addressed.

Response
See response to Item 4 above

13.

We would appreciate that in any subsequent drafts of your report, which you may be preparing for your
client that you include the information we are providing to you today (letter dated September 11, 2007).

The September 11, 2007 letter has been included within the Addendum of the final report.

Leduc County

—_

.|An extensive report however contains misinformation and is misleading. When basic NRCB setback

criteria are reported inaccurately (Section 5.4.5) the validity of the report could be questioned.

The report has been corrected to reference the Natural Resources Conservation Board (NRCB) which is
the provincial body that deals with CFQO's, and not the National Resources Conservation Board which is a
federal board.

.[The report has not addressed the need for the protection of agricultural land nor recognized parks and

open space requirements.

These long range planning elements are recognized as important but are beyond the scope of this phase
of the Capital Region Integrated Growth Management Plan project.

.|Leduc County does not agree with the population growth figures presented as the report has not

included ASPs such as the North Major ASP west of Hwy 2 or the Saunders Lake ASP (both of which are
approved).

It was agreed at the October 24, 2007 meeting of the Province and municipal CAO's that Applications
Management's regional population and employment forecasts would not be revised. Instead,
Applications Management have updated all municipal profiles contained in Appendix A to include the
municipal projection.

.|The information reported on Leduc County is reasonably accurate except that future improvements to

Hwy 625 (Beaumont to Hwy 21), the east (Nisku) and west spine roads (although interchanges are
included) and the interchange at Hwys 2/2A are not included.

- Hwy 625 twinning between Beaumont and Hwy 21 added to Exhibit 2-6.
- East Spine Road, West Spine Road, and Highway 2/2A interchange has been added to Exhibit 2-6.

5.|The report has also not included/referenced Functional Planning Studies such as the Hwy 2/QE Il and Item #7 in Section 2.13 of the report.
41st Street.
6./ The study has not adequately recognized the ACRA transportation plan which provides a long term plan |Section 2.2 of the report has been revised to recognize the ACRA plan. The following comment has been

for transportation.

added to the report: "The long range transportation plan produced for ACRA was also used as input into
defining the future major road and highway needs for the Capital Region."

.|...the growth patterns presented do not correlate with the Core Infrastructure Highways/Roads plans and

must be integrated with land use planning.

Regional population and employment forecasts have been prepared for this study. The population and
employment projections are based on current land use planning. Regional traffic models runs will need
to be revised as population and employment assumptions change. (Section 2.10.2)

.| The highway/road improvement plan must have funding responsibilities attached.

Source of funding was not included in the Terms of Reference for this study.

.| Transit planning does not include commuter routes out of and into Edmonton with Nisku-Leduc region

such as the east (Nisku) and west spine roads.

The report identifies a commuter service between Edmonton and Leduc County focused on Beaumont;
as and when a more detailed capital region plan is developed route selection issues can be considered
in more detail.

10.

Water and wastewater networks do not include Leduc County municipal expansions as a result of Nisku
expansion, the Saunders Lake ASP or North Major ASP. The wastewater planning needs to include the
functional planning for north Pigeon Lake.

No information made available.

Town of Redwater

—_

.|The Town of Redwater has received a copy of the Order in Council, which was signed by the Provincial

Government on September 12, 2007. The Order is retroactive to March 31, 2007 and confirms the
annexation lands as indicated on the attached map. This adds some 21 quarters of land which is
primarily directed towards residential development to the Town, and may have an impact on Regional
Population Forecasts.

D-17 amended to reflect the September 12, 2007 Order in Council.

City of Spruce Grove

—_

.[Spruce Grove recently received approval for an annexation that affects the boundary configuration on our

easterly limit... The Spruce Grove profile in Appendix “D” should reflect the modified boundaries and
generalized land uses contained in a recent MDP amendment.

D-18 amended to reflect the annexation.

2.|The report would benefit from an executive summary/gap summary level - as in the Core Infrastructure  |No change.
report.
3.|We believe that the low or moderate growth scenario should be used in this area for the purposes of this |On November 15, 2007 David Hales of the City of Spruce Grove Planning and Development Department

project - at the very least to reflect our understanding. Municipal "aspirations" (unfortunate and
paternalistic wording that is retained through this project from the original work done for Alberta
Transportation) have little to do with this.

confirmed that the low growth scenario should be used in Figure 5. The term "aspiration" has been
replaced with the word "projection". These changes are reflected in Figure 5 and throughout the text of
the report. Please note Figure 5 in the Land Use Report has been renumbered Figure 3.

.|The population density maps in Figure 3 should reflect the boundary changes noted above.

Figures 1, 3, 4 and 6 have been amended to reflect the boundary change. Please note Figure 3 and
Figure 4 in the Land Use Report have been renumbered Figure 4 and Figure 5.
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Responses to Municipal Written Comments on the Interim Land Use and Core Infrastructure Reports dated September 27, 2007

Comments

.|The regional employment growth maps for the Spruce Grove/Stony Plain area appear to show a dramatic

decrease (i.e. a virtual elimination) in employment over the term of the scenarios. This is inconsistent
with this report's text and appendices and the forecasts in Annex 11-C of the Core Infrastructure report.

Response
Applications Management's maps on page 38, Appendix A, show growth in Spruce Grove and Stony
Plain.

.[Figure 6 should be amended to correct our easterly boundary and incorporate the land uses in a recent

MDP amendment. Related to this, the westerly limit of the Ellis Industrial Area (Acheson) seems incorrect
as well. There should be only an 800 m buffer between our corrected boundary and theirs (as we
understand it, this buffer area is the most likely alignment of the regional ring road).

Figure 6 has been amended to reflect the boundary change and the municipal profile (D-18) has been
changed to incorporate the designated land uses of this recent MDP amendment.

.|Section 5.4.6 should reflect our recent annexation approval.

Text on page 20 amended to reflect the City of Spruce Grove's comment.

.[The Spruce Grove" section in Appendix "A" should be corrected to reflect realistic population projections.

The second page is incomplete, focusing on 2 recreation projects, which are only a small fraction of the
major project activity currently underway in the community.

The complete list is extensive and only the highest valued projects (based on $ value) were selected and
included in our project listing. The detail for the projects were obtained from the Inventory of Major
Projects, released by Alberta Employment, Immigration and Industry (June 2007).

.[There is not a complete examination of the implications of Port Alberta/Port of Price Rupert combination

on the regional transportation system (notably the significant increase in rail frequency and length with
level crossings both within and outside of Edmonton). This is a significant change that will have a major
effect on both Spruce Grove and Stony Plain as the rail line bisects both communities and will limit
mobility and emergency response.

The CRIGMP is a high level review of infrastructure needs. It is acknowledged that further work is
required.

10.

Our comments related to the regional ring road are two-fold: Yes, finalization of alignment planning in
the immediate vicinity of Spruce Grove is helpful for local planning purposes but there is a bigger issue
of securing ROW on a regional basis for a modern equivalent of the TUC.

Right-of-way for the Edmonton Regional Ring Road to be considered together with other regional linear
infrastructure right-of-way needs. See Section 2.12 of the report.

11.

Spruce Grove recently completed a regional transit study, examining the possibility of extending service
to Stony Plain and Acheson. This should be reviewed to flesh out the discussion in this area, as the
concepts are similar.

Acknowledged; good to see similarity in commuter service concept west of Edmonton. Detailed planning
of the actual regional plan will be undertaken through the mechanism that is eventually established.

12.

Exhibit 2.3 is missing the matching municipal share of the Century Road to Pioneer Road link - a $4.5M
estimated cost to bring this to an urban standard rather than a graveled, rural cross-section (Grove
Drive).

Regional roads are included in the plan.

13.

We have also recently adopted a Boundary Interface Plan that sets out a scenario for growth within the
interface areas generally described as between Spruce Grove, Parkland County and Stony Plain south of
Highway 16A and north of Highway 628.

D-18 amended to reflect the City of Spruce Grove's comment.

Strathcona County

—_

.|Our first general comment is when Core Infrastructure was defined it doesn't mention green infrastructure

- open spaces and other infrastructure that promotes healthy communities.

Section 1.3 - Scope of the Core Infrastructure Report has been revised to add a paragraph on
environmental concerns. In addition, any future Regional Land Use Plan would certainly include open
spaces, natural areas, etc.

.|Section 1 of the Executive Summary (lack of 10 year and long term Capital Plan) seems to imply no

coordinated efforts or plan exists for the region. Page 15 of the report (2.13 References) does however

acknowledge awareness of the "Alberta Capital Region Long Range Transportation Plan" (items [2] and
[3])... Credit for the '"ACRA Transportation Working Group' and associated report must be added to the

CORE INFRASTRUCTURE report.

The Executive Summary has been revised to include comments pertaining to the ACRA Long Range
Transportation Plan under Section 2.1.1 - Page i.

.[Section 3 of the Executive Summary (Railway Grade Separations) contains appropriate reference to the

expected rail traffic increases. However, only Spruce Grove, Stony Plain and Redwater are referenced as
communities where significant affects may be at play. Item [4] on this report's reference list
acknowledges receipt of Strathcona County's Heartland Transportation Study... Within this Heartland
report, significant attention is directed at the major role railways will play in the area and thus grade
separations are part of the recommended infrastructure improvements... The significant affect of railways
must be expanded to include Strathcona County and the recognition that planning to address this is
underway should be cited.

The Executive Summary has been revised to note that railway grade separations will be required in the
Heartland - Section 2.3 - Railway Grade Separations.
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Responses to Municipal Written Comments on the Interim Land Use and Core Infrastructure Reports dated September 27, 2007

Comments

.[Section 4 of the Executive Summary (page ii) suggests several key infrastructure elements have been

forgotten in Strathcona County's engineering planning process. The "Heartland" report referred to above
and referenced in this report (see page 15 item [4]) provides recommendations on the grade separation
on Highway 15 at Range Road 214 , the grade separation (CP Rail) at Range Road 213 and commentary
on the Heartland bridge 'concept' across the North Saskatchewan River. Acknowledgement that these
infrastructure elements have been identified must be included in the "Core Infrastructure" report.

Response

Acknowledged that there are a number of options that need further investigation. Please refer to #2
under AIT. Also, it is recognized that ongoing studies, especially AlH's Eco-Industrial Master Plan, will
assist in finalizing the infrastructure needs in the Heartland.

.|Section 6 of the Executive Summary (Regional Ring Road) needs language that includes Strathcona

County's need for alignment details of the Regional Ring Road. Specifically, in engineering planning for
the North of Yellowhead area, awareness of connection points at Highway 21 is imperative.

Section 2.1.6 of the Executive Summary has been revised to include this concern.

.|As to the Fort Saskatchewan bypass route, we are concerned with the alignment on Exhibit 2-6. We

currently have a "Boundary Accord" agreement with Fort Saskatchewan that has a process that will be
used to determine a location for a bypass route. Again, relative to this area, the work of the ACRA
Transportation group must again be acknowledged.

- See point #3 under the "Heartland Road Network" section of this table.

- Section 2.2 of the report has been revised to recognize the ACRA plan. The following comment has
been added to the report: "The long range transportation plan produced for ACRA was also used as input
into defining the future major road and highway needs for the Capital Region."

.|Page iv of the Executive Summary suggests options to address roadway gaps. Reference to the success

of the ACRA Transportation Working Group and the collaborative engineering and planning efforts in the
Heartland must be mentioned as alternatives to use and build upon.

See response to Item 2 above.

.|Prior to making assumptions of gaps and synergies within the airport infrastructure, we believe it is

important to determine the growth needs of the region and assess the capabilities and interests of the
five airports in meeting those needs.

The Airport section of the Core Infrastructure Report identified the growth needs of the region and then
suggested that reviewing the roles of the five airports to most efficiently budget the future upgrades and
improvements - Section 4.11.2 - ltem 1.

.[Transit - Due to the methodology, the report fails to provide adequate proof that there is currently no

regional planning framework and that a regional independent governing body" is the only solution.

Reference to governance has been deleted.

10.

Transit - Methodology for identifying gaps is inadequate to support some assertions. Over-reliance on
outdated documents and limited on-line material underscores need for process that provides adequate
time for input and discussion.

Given the time constraints, the methodology used did provide an "order of magnitude" regional transit
network. It is acknowledged that once a Regional Land Use Plan has been prepared, adequate time for
input and discussion will be required to develop a long term Regional Transit Plan.

11.

(p. 58, first line) Factual error. There is no province-wide transit agency in Ontario. Perhaps the authors
are thinking of the provincial gas-tax subsidy for transit administered by the Ontario Ministry of
Transportation. The ministry neither plans nor organizes transit services.

Corrected.

12.

Page vi of the Executive Summary speaks to Transit however no recognition of the ACRA Long Range
Transportation Plan's regional transit priorities is made. As an example, the ACRA report clearly
recognizes the merits of and need for regional coordination and touches on matters of BRT, LRT and
cites examples of transit exchange. This ACRA work must be listed. It should also be noted that
Edmonton, St. Albert and Strathcona County presently coordinate Transit Planning and operations
through existing regional services.

The ACRA report was indeed reviewed and is acknowledged as a source in the main report body. By its
very nature, an Executive Summary cannot include all details contained in the full report.

13.

Section 2.5 of the executive Summary discusses water. The statement relative to the new Strathcona
County growth node "....isn't currently being planned for..." is misleading. Extensive conceptual
engineering planning has gone into the revision to the MDP and efforts are presently being made to
move towards more detailed work.

Text in main body of report (Section 6.8) has been edited.

14.

Under the heading of Wastewater (page x of the Executive Summary), a suggestion appears to be made
as to the solution to the sharing of infrastructure (system integration). That suggestion of a change in
governance (5th paragraph on the page) fails to recognize the successful structure of the Wastewater
Commission and as well that the discussions are presently on-going and have not come to a standstill.

Text in main body of report (Section 7.9) has been edited.

15.

Page 70, 6.2 - Please add: The Regional Water Customers Group (RWCG) manages the water drawn off
Epcor as one customer class. At the present time Strathcona County has a contract with the RWCG to
manage the operational, planning and financial matters on behalf of the group.

Text (Section 6.2) has been added and edited to include this.

16.

Page 71, 6.3 - Strathcona County and EPCOR have developed a servicing plan to address growth within
this area that meets the City of Edmonton engineering standards.

Text (Section 6.3) has been edited to include this.

17.

Page 76, 6.7 - Strathcona County is not building a connection to the South Side Master Meter Vault.

Text (Section 6.7) has been edited.

18.

Page 76, 6.8 - Planning is underway by Capital Region Northeast Water Services Commission
(CRNWSC).

Information not available at time of study. Text has been edited. Section 6.8 'Gaps' no longer in report.
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Table 2

Responses to Municipal Written Comments on the Interim Land Use and Core Infrastructure Reports dated September 27, 2007

Comments

Page 79, 7.2 - Correction: The City of Edmonton Gold Bar Waste Water Treatment Plant provides
Strathcona County with recycled treated wastewater. Strathcona County distributes recycled wastewater
to industrial clients such as Air Products and Petro Canada.

Response
Text (Section 7.2) has been edited to include this.

20.

Page 85, 7.9 - The last sentence is incorrect. These options will be reviewed through annual joint
planning. The relationship is not currently a barrier.

Text (Section 7.9) has been edited.

21.|Page 87, 8.3 - 2. A large single withdrawal from the North Saskatchewan River supplying raw or process [Text (Section 8.3) has been edited to include this.
water to the entire Alberta Industrial Heartland including the option of recycling of process water through
a centrally located Waste Water Treatment Plant.
22.|Page 88, Table 8.1 - The Morrison Hershfield reports states that the costs associated with the line from  [Footnote has been added to table (Section 8.4)
Gold Bar and the line from Alberta Capital Region Wastewater Commission are for pump and pipe only.
This is a critical footnote.
283.[Three recent developments have not been considered in this report; a. The potential for developing a Sections 9.5 and 9.6 of the report have been amended to clarify the planning scenarios presented and
2200 MW nuclear generation facility and locating the facility in the northwest zone; b. The substantial also recognize that AESO is continually evolving their planning to reflect such elements as a possible
delay and possible deferral of the proposed 500 kV transmission facilities between Edmonton and nuclear generation facility, etc.
Calgary, and c. The recent Royalties review has promulgated threats of slowdown to cessation of oil
sands developments.
24.|Page 154, 11.9 Waste Disposal - Strathcona County participates in standardized reporting developed by |Acknowledged.
Dillon Consulting for the Capital Region.
25.[The regional forecast is much more conservative than the Municipal Aspirations column, which, while It was agreed at the October 24, 2007 meeting of the Province and municipal CAO's that Applications
conservative, predicts a higher level of annual growth. Given the recent history of growth and Management's regional population and employment forecasts would not be revised. Instead,
development in Strathcona County, it is possible that the regional forecast column is too conservative.  |Applications Management have updated all municipal profiles contained in Appendix A to include the
municipal projection.
26.|It is noted that employment growth in Strathcona County between 2011 and 2041 is essentially flat. This [The maps on pg 38 show growth in Strathcona. In addition, the Strathcona municipal profile (pg 64)
is incorrect and needs to be re-visited. shows employment growth. The increase and decrease as shown in the orange line represents
construction employment in the Heartland.
27.|Figure 1 must be amended to identify the Urban Service Area (labeled as Sherwood Park) and same Sherwood Park is not a City.
colour as "City".
28.|Figure 6 needs to be changed to more accurately reflect the new MDP by including the "Transition Urban [D-21 amended to reflect Strathcona County's comment.
Reserve" and "Rural/Urban Transition Policy Area" and showing them as "Future Urban Residential" (to
assist with the accuracy of the mapping a PDF of the MDP map is attached).
29.|Figure 6 should also include Elk Island National Park; Cooking Lake Blackfoot Provincial Park; and These natural features are recognized as vital and important to the region; however these features are
Ministik lake Game Bird Sanctuary and labeled as "Provincial/Federal Lands". beyond the scope of this phase of the Capital Region Integrated Growth Management Plan.
30.[Page 19, second paragraph is not accurate regarding the statement of a "new town" The paragraph D-21 amended to reflect Strathcona County's comment.
should say; "Strathcona County's recently approved Municipal Development has designated several new
urban reserve areas to accommodate future growth in the County. These urban reserves are an
extension of the existing Urban Services Area referred to as Sherwood Park. Strathcona County is a
Specialized Municipality and such under the Provincial Order in Council the Urban Service Area functions
as a city. The expansion of the existing Urban Service Area is not considered a new town under the
Municipal Development Plan, but rather the logical extension of the urban area."
31.|Page 20, second arrow; should say the City of Fort Saskatchewan has a "Boundary Accord" agreement [Page 20 amended to reflect Strathcona County's comment.
with Strathcona County to meet its future population growth needs for the next 30 years. We have a
proven track record with this agreement and changes can be addressed through this process.
32.|0n page 22, mention of "long standing regional cooperation" is made however the specific examples are [The conclusion is intended to summarize achievements with a general statement and inspire future
not listed. They should be listed. action.
33.|The map used on page 1 of the APPLICATIONS Management Consulting Ltd report needs to be Appendix A amended to reflect Strathcona County's comment.
amended to more accurately reflect the existing "Urban Service Area". The attached MDP maps provide
that boundaries.
34.|Page 23 of the APPLICATIONS Report, the Alberta's Industrial Heartland ASP map needs to be updated [Appendix A amended to reflect Strathcona County's comment.

to show Lamont County approved new expanded industrial area in Figure 6. The corresponding area of
the Heartland needs to also be amended.
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Table 2

Responses to Municipal Written Comments on the Interim Land Use and Core Infrastructure Reports dated September 27, 2007

Comments

Figure D6 should be removed as it is not part of an approved plan and illustrates expansion urban growth
arrows into adjacent municipalities that are not part of those municipalities MDP's (specifically
Strathcona).

Response

Figure D-6 is the City of Edmonton's possible future vision and includes the existing approved MDP as
provided to ISL. The Municipal Profile sheet (D-6) qualifies that the possible future vision is a work in
progress and has no formal status.

36.

Figure D21 maps needs to be amended to more accurately reflect the new MDP by including the
"Transition Urban Reserve" and "Rural/Urban Transition Policy Area" and showing them as "Future Urban
Residential" (to assist with the accuracy of the mapping a PDF and JPG of the MDP map are attached).
The map should also identify the extent of the Beaver Hills Moraine as identified in the MDP as "Beaver
Hills Boundary".

Figure 6 and D-21 amended to reflect Strathcona County's "Future Urban Residential' comment. No
change to these maps to identify the Beaver Hills Moraine. This natural feature is recognized as vital and
important to the region; however recognizing this feature is beyond the scope of this phase of the Capital
Region Integrated Growth Management Plan.

37.

Under MDP Land Use Policies by Municipality East Sector; Strathcona County; last bullet under
Infrastructure should be removed as this has nothing to do with Infrastructure.

The bullet is intended to reference all future planning considerations.

38.

Under Setback Policy for Residential from Heavy Industrial; first bullet should be changed to say that
"Strathcona County utilities a science based risk management approach to heavy industrial separation
requiring separation up to 3.0 km".

The comment requests changes to Appendix E which is an inventory of IDP policies. The comments
have been added to D-21 under the heading "future land use considerations".

39.

Under Residential Density add a bullet that states "Growth Management Strategy for the Rural/Urban
Transition Policy Area will acknowledge the inclusion of higher density, cluster development that will
include mixed use residential components." Add a second bullet that states "Encourage a balanced
distribution of multi-family, higher density residential and mixed use residential urban village
developments as identified in ASP's".

The comment requests changes to Appendix E which is an inventory of IDP policies. The comments
have been added to D-21 under the heading "future land use considerations".

City of St. Albert

—_

.[The consultation with stakeholders at the front end of this section does not reference the Alberta Capital

Regional Alliance (ACRA) Transportation Committee in any manner.

Section 2.2 of the report has been revised to recognize the ACRA plan. The following comment has been
added to the report: "The long range transportation plan produced for ACRA was also used as input into
defining the future major road and highway needs for the Capital Region."

.|The statement about the provincial government's role in the West Regional Road is not as definitive as it

should be. In fact this version of the report only indicates that the government is 'considering' the route as
the future Highway 2. This should now be stated more definitively and more prominently in the report.
The agreement between the three municipalities and government on this being the future Highway 2 is
understated.

Section 2.7 of the report has been revised to state: "The Province has indicated to the City of St. Albert,
Sturgeon County and the Town of Morinville that they plan to take control of this facility as new route for
Highway 2 North."

Anthony Henday Drive discussion is absent in this treatise. There are some issues remaining
surrounding this roadway that must be addressed in a regional planning context.

The CRIGMP is a high level report. There are potential issues with AHD and other major regional roads
such as the specific location of interchanges that are beyond the scope of this study.

.|From a regional perspective the ISL work is very positive. The only comment is "editorial". For example,

St. Albert Trail service should be described as having the main purpose and use as "commuter" with local
feeder services connecting to that.

Text has been adjusted.

.[There is also a broad-brush comment on MDP's not considering transit. This is not the case in St. Albert

and, in fact, the TMP will further support the integration of transit into the regional context.

Acknowledge that St. Albert's MDP does reference Transit. The report acknowledges that MDP's may or
may not make reference to Transit.

.|Reference on Page 64 (5.4.3) to services for the "mobility impaired" is very general. It might be worth

referencing the joint "tri municipal handibus" study and the green line concept. Statements about "same
hours of service and geographic area" should be removed. General statements about cross boundary
service options are necessary.

Acknowledge that discussion of transportation for the mobility impaired is very broadbrushed and
general; the study focused on conventional transit services. Scope and time constraints of the study did
not allow for a fuller consideration of these issues.

.| This section should include more of the background and history of the regional waterworks. Specifically it

should recap the evolution of EPCOR, beginning as a department of the City of Edmonton then
transitioning to a private entity (Aqualta) and then ultimately EPCOR.

Text (Section 7.1) has been added.

.[The history of the creation of the RWCG should also be documented. This group was founded following

an AEUB decision on ratemaking procedures. The regional customers challenged EPCOR's practice and
the AEUB found in favor of the regional customers.

Text has been added (Section 6.1).

The RWCG is not really directly responsible for transmission outside of Edmonton. The responsibilities lie
with the commissions or municipalities. The group is a joint planning, rate review and issues resolution
venue.

Text (Section 6.2) has been edited to reflect this.

10.

Why was EPCOR's reservoirs excluded from the analysis? EPCOR is also working on a 25-year master
plan but there is no reference to this document or work.

The EPCOR reservoir requirements have been determined by EPCOR based on similar population
forecasts to those used in this study and the report used the data provided by EPCOR. Future reservoir
requirements are shown in Exhibits 6-2/6-3 and Annex 6-A.

10



Engineering
and Land Services

ISL

Municipality
City of St. Albert

11.

Table 2

Responses to Municipal Written Comments on the Interim Land Use and Core Infrastructure Reports dated September 27, 2007

Comments

The planning of future infrastructure needs a key component and objective of the RWCG. This group
should be noted as a model for the future. A great deal of planning and information exchange is
facilitated with this group with little governance issues.

Response
The role of the RWCG is noted in the report.

12.

When there is a discussion on financial expenditures involving the City of Edmonton the projects should
be broken into two main components:

1) Combined sewer overflow mitigation

2) Separate sewer

In this fashion you will be able to get a better handle on the relative expenditures of the utility compared
to other municipalities in the capital region. Edmonton is the only city with combined sewer outfalls.

The information provided is in relation to infrastructure needed to accommodate growth and thus none of
the costs relate to the City of Edmonton's combined sewer system.

13.

Opportunities for secondary uses of treatment plant water should be noted in this study, as these may
become future sources of revenue for the respective municipalities. This could go beyond recycling of
the wastewater and examine the potential of mining key constituents from the waste stream (phosphorus,
nitrogen, etc.). The study did not touch on the biosolids disposal. As the plants expand, the demand for
this will increase and thus a viable disposal plan will be required.

Secondary use of treatment beyond scope of study. Biosolids - City of Edmonton recently completed
upgrade of its biosolids facility. ACRWC is currently looking at biosolids handling options.

14

.|Where the study is short on information and details is in the gaps and issues (starts at Section 5.4, page

17). The section has very little detail and does not provide much information to base a Growth
Management Plan upon, which is the next step in the process.

The methodology and subsequent study met the intended objectives of this phase of the Capital Region
Integrated Growth Plan project. The foundation for a long range plan will be considered in the next phase
of this report.

15.

Of interest, the study identifies that the member municipalities have agreed to the outer regional ring
road, which is supported by ACRA, but that few municipalities have reflected the proposed corridor in
their municipal development plans. Missing in the discussion on the outer regional ring road, and its lack
of potential in a MDP, is the need for provincial leadership in acquiring the land/right-of-way (ROW) for
the outer ring road.

Right-of-way strategy for the Edmonton Regional Ring Road has been identified as a priority.

Sturgeon County

—_

.[Page 6, third paragraph references growth centers and goes on to indicate "other industrial areas in the

region". Sturgeon proposes that the "South Sturgeon Industrial Park (W-4)" be added to those already
listed.

Page 6 amended to reflect Sturgeon County's comment.

.|Page 7, third paragraph under 3.2.2 references "10 major industrial upgrader class projects ... (see

Figure 2...)". | can only see 8 upgrader projects listed in Figure 2?

No change. The list describes 8 upgrader projects; however two projects will be completed in two
phases. This brings the total to 10 projects.

.|Page 7, last paragraph under 3.2.2 references the "AIH Complementary Area Structure Plan". This is

misleading in the sense [that] there is not just one plan but four different ASPs (one for each of the four
municipal partners).

Page 7 amended to provide clarity and reflect Sturgeon County's comment.

.|Page 18, first paragraph references "Regional municipalities". Not sure what this means? It is my

understanding that we are a group of 25 individual municipalities. Are we to assume this means
"regionalization” is forthcoming? Also in this same paragraph reference is made to "various planning
processes." What planning processes does this include? Clarification would be appreciated so everyone
knows what this means exactly.

Page 18 amended to provide clarity.

.[Page 18, under 5.4.3 references "and fewer still have proven successful over time". This appears to be a

conclusion someone has reached. What exactly does it mean? Given only three IDP's exist in the
Capital Region, does that mean the author is saying one or more of these three have not been
successful? How does the author come to that conclusion?

Page 18 amended to provide clarity.

.|Page 19, first paragraph references municipal and industrial setbacks. Conspicuously absent from the

distances reflected (1.6 km to 3.2 km) is the requirement for "Risk Assessments" which review the
probability of a major incident occurring where the death is involved. Reference to this ought to be
included.

Page 19 amended to reflect Sturgeon County's comments.

.[Page 19, under 5.4.6 talks about the annexation process requiring considerable time and resources

particularly for smaller municipalities. Sturgeon County over the last year has completed two annexations
that took little time and little cost with our smaller municipalities. In fact even one annexation of a few
years ago with St. Albert was completed in close to 40 days... Sturgeon County firmly believes the
current rules for annexation are appropriate and do not require further legislative adjustments.

No change. Other municipalities in region have identified this issue.

11
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Table 2

Responses to Municipal Written Comments on the Interim Land Use and Core Infrastructure Reports dated September 27, 2007

Comments

.|Page 21, under 5.4.10 references the absence of an effective forum for regional decision making.

Sturgeon County totally disagrees. That is exactly what ACRA was/is all about.

Response
No change.

.[Appendix A, Page 23, shows a map of the Alberta Industrial Heartland Area. This is out of date and

incorrect. Both Sturgeon County and Lamont County has made substantive changes to the ASP areas.

Appendix A amended to reflect Sturgeon County's comment.

10.

Appendix A, Page 27 asserts there will be no incremental population growth in Sturgeon County. Given
the above paragraph and amount of activity Sturgeon County is currently experiencing, nothing could be
further from the truth.

Refer to first paragraph on page 26. The Interim Land Use Report didn't want to select any specific rurals
but Strathcona County, Lamont County, Leduc County and Parkland County have no public plans for
urban type development. No work camps have been planned or announced.

11.

Appendix A, Page 49 again references the 1.4% average population growth. If Sturgeon's growth has
been 2.0% over the past number of years, why would we be anything less in the future given the amount
of activity we are currently experiencing?

It was agreed at the October 24, 2007 meeting of the Province and municipal CAO's that Applications
Management's regional population and employment forecasts would not be revised. Instead,
Applications Management have updated all municipal profiles contained in Appendix A to include the
municipal projection.

12.

Appendix A, Page 50 has a blank in the 2006 housing stats. The figure is 186. And in fact to September
2007, the number of housing starts is 243.

Appendix A amended to reflect Sturgeon County's comment.

13.

Appendix D indicates that the MDP was last amended in 1996. That should read 2007. It also indicates
there is no annexation information provided.

D-22 amended to reflect Sturgeon County's comment.

14.

Appendix F indicates intermunicipal agreements with four specific municipalities; again this should reflect
all 15 municipalities with whom we have a coterminous boundary. Reference should be made as well to
the risk assessment requirement for setback distances from residential to heavy industrial.

D-22 amended to reflect Sturgeon County's comment.

15.

Section 1 references the size of the AIH area. Given the recent changes adopted by both Sturgeon
County and Lamont County, | am not sure if this is accurate?

The report has been updated to reflect the most current plans which results in the AIH area now being
53,458 hectares (535 sq.m).

16.

Section 2 (roads and bridges) makes reference to a lack of a 10 year plan. ACRA certainly has adopted
such a plan as has Sturgeon County.

ACRA and municipal plans have been identified in the report. There remains a need for a coordinated 10
year plan for the entire region including input from AIT and the City of Edmonton.

17.

In Section 2.10.6 no reference is made to the St. Albert/Highway 2 bypass, rather it is shown to be
beyond the 10 year scope.

The report has been revised to show 2 lanes to Highway 37 in the 10 year plan, with the remainder in the
35 year plan.

18.

Contradictory plans for roadway support to the AlH area is suggested to be a gap and references to the
"Industrial Heartlands Corridors for Linear Infrastructure Workshop Report". It should be noted that this
report has not yet been dealt with by any of the four municipal councils that are part of the AIHA.
Notwithstanding, the AIHA is currently in progress to complete an Eco-Industrial Master Plan for our area
and is contemplating having this report finalized in 2008.

See point #4 under "Alberta Infrastructure and Transportation" in this table.

19.

Section 3 (rail) speaks to significant upgrades in the AlH area. Discussions with both CP and CN are
occurring as we speak. These too, will be reflected in the Eco-Industrial Master Plan currently underway
by the AIHA.

Section 3.7.2 has been updated to reference the Eco-Industrial Master Plan which includes discussions
with the CP and CN.

20.

Section 5 (transit) does not mention the fact that Sturgeon County does provide and unscheduled public
transit service for its seniors.

Acknowledged; as this study was strategic in nature, localized initiatives such as these have not been
referenced directly.

21.[It is noted that on Exhibit 5.1, the service currently under contract with the City of Edmonton and Acknowledged. Due to the strategic nature of this study, localized initiatives such as this have not been
Sturgeon County does not show the transit service provided to Edmonton Garrison which is located specifically referenced.
within Sturgeon County.
22.|Section 6 (water) suggests there are some gaps in regards to the CRNWSC and the municipality. This is [The reports prepared for the CRNWSC and Sturgeon County did not mention the possibility for
not the case. Rather both the CRNWSC and Sturgeon County have been working together to determine if|coordination of service. Text (Section 6.9 - now 6.8) has been edited.
indeed there can be a coordination of service.
23.|Exhibit 6.1 is missing a number of municipal waterlines within Sturgeon County. It is suggested that Municipal water lines added into Exhibits.
Sturgeon County be contacted to advise where the inconsistencies exist. Exhibit 6.2 and 6.3 shows two
systems extending in the AIH area. It is highly unlikely this will occur.
24.|Section 7 (wastewater) references the Town of Redwater becoming part of the ACRWC given that Text (Section 7.9) has been edited.

Sturgeon County has extended its wastewater distribution into the AIH area and is proposing to extend
even more. These discussions have commenced to determine whether this is feasible or not.
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25.

Table 2

Responses to Municipal Written Comments on the Interim Land Use and Core Infrastructure Reports dated September 27, 2007

Comments

Section 8 (process water) is currently being examined by the Water Committee for Industrial Heartland
and Capital Region Committee established by Alberta Environment... Occurring concurrently with this
work, is work in regards to the ACRWC, Sturgeon County, and Petro-Canada, in regards to 100% of the
Sturgeon Upgrader processed water supply coming from the ACRWC.

Response
Text (Section 8.3) has been edited.

26.

Appendix B again has not been reviewed by the four municipal councils and as such has not been
adopted.

The Introduction of the Core Infrastructure Report has referenced this point - Section 1.6.

Village of Wabamun

'y

.[In terms of Wabamun's MDP, the information contained in the report does not accurately represent the

potential and planned industrial growth in the area including the power generation plants and mining
activity. The possible closure of the Wabamun generation plan will also generate development
opportunities within the land buffer zones that Transalta has accumulated over the lifetime of the plant.

No change. Growth opportunities are reflected in the future land use consideration portion of D-24. The
future land use map in the municipal profile (D-24) reflects Wabamun's MDP map.

.[There seems to be some discrepancy between the Municipal Profile on D-24 information on employment

growth and the population and employment forecasts in Appendix A page 100.

No change. The Village reviewed the Wabamun IR chart (p.l00) rather than Village of Wabamun chart
(p.102).

.|What has been missed in the report is the impending formation of the OSLAW regional water project,

which will include the urban municipalities and residential areas in the Counties of Lac Ste. Anne and the
west half of Parkland.

Text (Section 6.8) added.

Heartland Road Network

.|The ISL Interim Report suggests twinning of several highways (Highways 38, 643, 830, and 825) not

envisioned by others - this resulted from the process used for the 2 runs of the Regional Transportation
Model.

The twinning of sections of Highways 38, 643, 830 and 825 as identified in the draft Interim Report on
Core Infrastructure should remain in the 2041 (35 year) plan. The need and timing for the twinning of
these highways should be determined through further traffic forecasting and other planning work.

.|A new bridge across the North Saskatchewan River within the Heartland (as an easterly extension of

Highway 643) is a part of the plans produced for Ell, ACRA, Strathcona County but not those produced
by AIT, Sturgeon County and ISL.

The proposed new bridge across the North Saskatchewan River within the Heartland (as an easterly
extension of Highway 643) has been left out of the long range plan. The bridge may still warrant further
consideration from an emergency services perspective.

.|The possible need for a bypass of the City of Fort Saskatchewan is identified by AIT, ISL, Ell and the City

of Fort Saskatchewan, but not by Strathcona County or ACRA.

The bypass of the City of Fort Saskatchewan and the portion of the Edmonton Regional Ring Road
(ERRR) between Highway 37 west of the North Saskatchewan River and Highway 21/Fort Saskatchewan
bypass east of the River should form part of the ten year major road/highway plan. It is recognized that
this is an aggressive schedule for implementation and that detailed planning work should commence as
early as possible.

.|The implementation and timing of the Fort Saskatchewan Bypass will impact the nature and timing for

various other improvements such as more lanes along Highway 15 within the City of Fort Saskatchewan;
the location of key intersection improvements and new interchanges along Highway 15 within the
Heartland; and the number and location of future interchanges along Highway 21 north of Highway 16.

The effects of advancing the Fort Saskatchewan bypass and the section of the ERRR on the remainder of
the area network, intersection and interchange improvements needs to be reviewed and options
identified. It is understood that improvements along Highway 15 will be required with or without a Fort
Saskatchewan bypass.

.| The effect of the proposed Anthony Henday Drive bridge across the North Saskatchewan River (planned

by AIT in the next 10 years) and a possible subsequent crossing of the River by the Edmonton Regional
Ring Road (within 35 years or so) has not been fully considered by agencies such as Ell, Strathcona
County, ACRA, and the City of Fort Saskatchewan on the need for and timing of improvements such as
the proposed River crossing with the Heartland and the twinning of Highway 15 from Highway 28A in
Sturgeon County to Highway 21 within the City of Fort Saskatchewan.

The twinning of Highway 15 across the North Saskatchewan River at Fort Saskatchewan has been
bumped from the ten year plan to the thirty-five year plan. The optimum timing of this upgrading has been
considered as part of the network analysis associated with the Fort Saskatchewan bypass and ERRR
implementation noted above.

.| The priority and timing of planned upgrades to Highways 28, 28A and 825 within Sturgeon County needs

stronger definition in order to define the nature and timing for other related improvements such as
interchanges along Highway 28A.

The twinning of Highway 28A north of Highway 37 is seen to be the priority highway twinning
improvement within Sturgeon County. The schedule and feasibility of twinning of Highways 28 and 825
should be examined as part of the overall Heartland transportation plan.

.|There is a desire and support for a "Ring Road" system for the Heartland by Ell, Sturgeon County and

Strathcona County. AIT has indicated an interest in converting portions of RR 224 and Twp Rd 570 to the
provincial highway network with the proviso that other existing provincial highways (such as portions of
Highway 643) would be redesignated as Municipal roads.

The “ring road” concept identified for the Heartland as shown on Exhibit 2-7 should be implemented.
Alberta Infrastructure and Transportation is receptive to designate sections of Range Road 224 (Opal
Road) and Township Road 570 as provincial highways in exchange for converting sections of Highway
643 back to municipal road status.
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Conclusion

Every attempt has been made to reflect accurately the information received from the
municipalities and AIT. It is acknowledged that there are differences in population
projections and the timing of some core infrastructure, but given the fact that the Capital
Region is complex and dynamic, the actual population and employment numbers and
the corresponding core infrastructure requirements, are dependent on the timing of the
future developments in the Capital Region. Also, as a number of studies in the Capital
Region are completed, they will provide more clarity relative to future land use and core
infrastructure requirements. For these reasons, the findings of the reports are dated and
will need to be updated regularly to keep place with the most current information
available in the Capital Region.

The Final Land Use Report and Final Core Infrastructure Report have been provided on
a CD in Appendix C of this Report.

November, 2007 Page 4
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TRANSPORTATION  MUNICIPAL/ENVIRONMENTAL STRUCTURAL LAND DEVELOPMENT LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE PLANNING/COMMUNICATIONS
GIS/MAPPING

Project No: 12351
Meeting Date: July 19, 2007
Meeting Time:
Meeting No: 1
Written By: Kggt dss(:\::;tgléi
Project: Capital Region Integrated Growth Management Plan
Client: Alberta Infrastructure and Transportation
Location: Bon Accord
Purpose: Municipal Stakeholder Kick-off
In Attendance: Dave Latta, Mayor - Town of Bon Accord

David McKay - Alberta Infrastructure and Transportation
Brian Marcotte - Alberta Government - Executive Council
Kurt Sawatzky - ISL Engineering

Distribution:

The subjects discussed and decisions reached are summarized in the following record. Please notify the author of any errors or omissions. If no
comments are received within 7 days this record is considered correct.

Item Description Action By
1. Project Introduction and Background
U Recent press release, correspondence with municipalities and project org
chart
U Premier — final decision
U Avoid Fort McMurray scenario — starting to happen here (infrastructure follows

development)
Great growth potential
End January 2008 — three streams (infra, social, governance
Steering Committee: Mayors/Reeves/Ministers will meet again after election
Land use and Core Infrastructure — report due late August
This region will undergo changes like many other Canadian regions
Land use and infrastructure gaps and conflicts
The ISL report will look at options not recommendations (there will no time for
detailed analysis)
U The governance model will have a Board and Authority
Legislation in spring 2008 expected

2. Time Horizons

U Terms of reference state 20 to 50 year long term and 10 year outlook.
U This study is using 2040 and 10 year.

3. Solicit Municipal Input
a. Land Use Plans

Current population @ 1,600 (99% residential)

10 years — 3,500

Middle of annexation, because all land under-development — ASP has been done
Old CN lands under development

East side new development being proposed

Annexation — all around the town (plan provided)

73 acre private boys ranch south of town

cocc

cc

cococcocCccc

ISL Engineering and Land Services Ltd.
Suite 100, 7909 — 51 Avenue Edmonton, AB T6E 5L9 T: 780.438.9000 F: 780.438.3700 www.islengineering.com
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TRANSPORTATION  MUNICIPAL/ENVIRONMENTAL STRUCTURAL LAND DEVELOPMENT LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE PLANNING/COMMUNICATIONS
GIS/MAPPING

Project No: 12351
Meeting Date: July 19, 2007
Meeting No: 1
U Annexed to the west for light industry — south of Hwy 28
U Status of annexation
- County and local Council has met. No objection
Note: Oak Hill Foundation will not be developed
U Aiming for population 3,000 to 3,500 and hold it there
- enough to bring commercial
U 25 years — population uncertain
U Lots of work on infrastructure under grant program
- pipes and paving streets
b. Roads/Highways/Transit Plans
U Roads/Highways
- 0k, local streets ok
- still have 5 unpaved local roads
- UMA — Marcel, Engineer
- haven't talked to AIT
U Transit
- St. Albert has buses to Morinville
- apilot, possible include Bon Accord, Gibbons
c. Water/Wastewater Plans
u  Water
- Regional system
U Wastewater
- ACRWW - at top end of line
- still have lagoons as storage
d. Solid Waste
U Roseridge landfill
e. Other
i) Rail
- pulled the line/land being built-up
i) Pipeline
- Noissues
iiiy Power
- one option is a quarter section from town
iv) Airport
- notaconcern
4, Schedule
ISL’s work is to be completed by mid-late August.
5. Other Business/Questions
]
ISL Engineering and Land Services Ltd.
Suite 100, 7909 — 51 Avenue Edmonton, AB T6E 5L9 T: 780.438.9000 F: 780.438.3700 www.islengineering.com
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'(I;RSA/NSPOR'I;?TION MUNICIPAL/ENVIRONMENTAL STRUCTURAL LAND DEVELOPMENT LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE PLANNING/COMMUNICATIONS
IS/IMAPPIN
Project No: 12351
Meeting Date: July 19, 2007
Meeting Time: 9:00 AM
Meeting No: 1
Written By: Rod Peacock
Project: Capital Region Integrated Growth Management Plan
Client: Alberta Infrastructure and Transportation
Location: Bruderheim
Purpose: Municipal Stakeholder Kick-off

In Attendance:

Distribution:

David Dubauskas - Town of Bruderheim

Kristen Fisher - Town of Bruderheim

David McKay- Alberta Infrastructure and Transportation
Brian Marcotte - Alberta Government - Executive Council
Kurt Sawatzky - ISL Engineering

The subjects discussed and decisions reached are summarized in the following record. Please notify the author of any errors or omissions. If no
comments are received within 7 days this record is considered correct.

Item Description Action By
1. Project Introduction and Background
U Recent press release, correspondence with municipalities and project org chart
U Premier — final decision
U Avoid Fort McMurray scenario — starting to happen here (infrastructure follows

development)

U Great growth potential
U End January 2008 — three streams (infra, social, governance
U Steering Committee: Mayors/Reeves/Ministers will meet again after election
U Land use and Core Infrastructure — report due late August
This region will undergo changes like many other Canadian regions
U Land use and infrastructure gaps and conflicts
U The ISL report will look at options not recommendations (there will no time for
detailed analysis)
U The governance model will have a Board and Authority
Legislation in spring 2008 expected
2. Time Horizons
U Terms of reference state 20 to 50 year long term and 10 year outlook.
U This study is using 2040 and 10 year.
3. Solicit Municipal Input
a. Land Use Plans
U MDP — March 14/07
- item not addressed is future growth
U Existing 1,200 pop

- room for another 1,200 in 5 yrs
- will run out of land in 5 yrs
- prefer expanse
- 2 quarters north — residential

ISL Engineering and Land Services Ltd.
Suite 100, 7909 — 51 Avenue Edmonton, AB T6E 5L9 T: 780.438.9000 F: 780.438.3700

P:\WORD PROCESSING\Project Files\12300\12351\Addendum\Appendix A_ROMs\Bruderheim_ROM.doc

www.islengineering.com
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Project No: 12351
Meeting Date: July 19, 2007
Meeting No: 1

- 1 quarter south — industrial

- add another section south
Have asked for a buffer from Heartland (1.6km)
Want to double industrial lands
Talks about work camps for Heartland, and parking lots (250 to 1,200 workers)
Suggests 10% would live in Bruderheim
Estimate
- double —ten years, the 3% growth
Infrastructure Report
- 1989 plan — nothing changed
- doing conditions review now

b. Roads/Highways/Transit Plans

U Roads
- Hwyd45
- 52 Avenue (Twp Rd 560)
- shortcut to Heartland on both sides
- don’t want heavy traffic thru town
U Transit
- For workers
- asked for parking lots for busing of workers

c. Water/Wastewater Plans

u  Water
- Vegreville Water Commission
- now — 3,500 pop (2008)
- upgrade to 6,000 2017
U Wastewater
- Lagoon
- good for 6000 pop
- possibility of Regional system
d. Solid Waste

U West Management Consultant — agreement (2 yrs remaining)
U Strathcona County offered to include them also Lamont Regional
U Landfill @ St. Michaels/Lamont

cococcc

c:

e. Other
i) Railway
- both railways in town
- siding on CN
- notanissue
i) Pipelines
- no problems

- question of future growth lands encumbered by pipelines and future
alignments related to Heartland
iii) Power
- concern with proposed Heartland
- line thru town?

ISL Engineering and Land Services Ltd.
Suite 100, 7909 — 51 Avenue Edmonton, AB T6E 5L9 T: 780.438.9000 F: 780.438.3700 www.islengineering.com
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Project No: 12351
Meeting Date: July 19, 2007
Meeting No: 1
- map not clear
iv) Airports
- noissues
4, Schedule

U ISL's work to be complete mid to late August

5. Other Business/Questions
a

ISL Engineering and Land Services Ltd.

Suite 100, 7909 — 51 Avenue Edmonton, AB T6E 5L9 T: 780.438.9000 F: 780.438.3700 www.islengineering.com
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'(I;RSA/NSPOR'I;?TION MUNICIPAL/ENVIRONMENTAL STRUCTURAL LAND DEVELOPMENT LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE PLANNING/COMMUNICATIONS
IS/IMAPPIN
Project No: 12351
Meeting Date: July 17, 2007
Meeting Time:
Meeting No: 1
Written By: Rod Peacock
Project: Capital Region Integrated Growth Management Plan
Client: Alberta Infrastructure and Transportation
Location: Town of Calmar
Purpose: Municipal Stakeholder Kick-off

In Attendance:

Distribution:

Jeanette Donovan, Town Manager
Kurt Sawatsky - ISL
David McKay - Alberta Infrastructure and Transportation

The subjects discussed and decisions reached are summarized in the following record. Please notify the author of any errors or omissions. If no
comments are received within 7 days this record is considered correct.

Item Description Action By
1. Project Introduction and Background
U Recent press release, correspondence with municipalities and project org
chart
U Premier — final decision
U Avoid Fort McMurray scenario — starting to happen here (infrastructure follows
development)
U Great growth potential
U End January 2008 — three streams (infra, social, governance
U Steering Committee: Mayors/Reeves/Ministers will meet again after election
U Land use and Core Infrastructure — report due late August
This region will undergo changes like many other Canadian regions
U Land use and infrastructure gaps and conflicts
U The ISL report will look at options not recommendations (there will no time for
detailed analysis)
U The governance model will have a Board and Authority
Legislation in spring 2008 expected
2. Time Horizons
U Terms of reference state 20 to 50 year long term and 10 year outlook.
U This study is using 2040 and 10 year.
3. Solicit Municipal Input
a. Land Use Plans
U Future expansion (annexation) to four sections (2mi x 2mi)
U Current population 2000 — growth to 10,000 expected (long term)
U Look to increased industrial land use
b. Roads/Highways/Transit Plans

U Key roads Hwy 39 and Hwy 60 (high load corridor) should be twinned
U  Hwy 795 should be upgraded as well
U No transit or car pooling (is transit possible for Airport)

ISL Engineering and Land Services Ltd.

Suite 100, 7909 — 51 Avenue Edmonton, AB T6E 5L9 T: 780.438.9000 F: 780.438.3700

P:\WORD PROCESSING\Project Files\12300\12351\Addendum\Appendix A_ROMs\Calmar_ROM.doc
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Project No: 12351
Meeting Date: July 17, 2007
Meeting No: 1

c. Water/Wastewater Plans

Water piped from Edmonton
Need reservoir
South water board
Wastewater — lagoons — want pipe to Alberta Capital Region Wastewater
Commission within 10 years

U 200 lots onstream this fall
d. Solid Waste
U Breton, Thorsby, Warburg, Calmar currently use Leduc landfill okay for 40 years
Rail impacts Thorsby — Leduc overloads unloaded here
Pipeline issues — build around them
Power — asking Fortis to go underground
Port Alberta may create employment opportunities in Calmar
4, Schedule

U ISL’s work to be complete mid to late August

c oo

cooc Cc

5. Other Business/Questions
U Ed Molesko is public works contact

ISL Engineering and Land Services Ltd.
Suite 100, 7909 — 51 Avenue Edmonton, AB T6E 5L9 T: 780.438.9000 F: 780.438.3700 www.islengineering.com

P:\WORD PROCESSING\Project Files\12300\12351\Addendum\Appendix A_ROMs\Calmar_ROM.doc Page 20of 2



Engineering
and Land Services

Record of Meeting

'(I;TSA”\NAiF;g:?IQ\"IgTION MUNICIPAL/ENVIRONMENTAL STRUCTURAL LAND DEVELOPMENT LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE PLANNING/COMMUNICATIONS
Project No: 12351
Meeting Date: July 18, 2007
Meeting Time:
Meeting No: 1
Witen By: " Rod Peacock
Project: Capital Region Integrated Growth Management Plan
Client: Alberta Infrastructure and Transportation
Location: Devon
Purpose: Municipal Stakeholder Kick-off

In Attendance:

Distribution:

Chris Jardine - Town of Devon

David McKay - Alberta Infrastructure and Transportation
Brian Marcotte - Alberta Government - Executive Council
Kurt Sawatzky - ISL Engineering

The subjects discussed and decisions reached are summarized in the following record. Please notify the author of any errors or omissions. If no
comments are received within 7 days this record is considered correct.

Item Description Action By
1. Project Introduction and Background
U Recent press release, correspondence with municipalities and project org chart
U Premier — final decision
U Avoid Fort McMurray scenario — starting to happen here (infrastructure follows

development)

U Great growth potential
U End January 2008 — three streams (infra, social, governance
U Steering Committee: Mayors/Reeves/Ministers will meet again after election
U Land use and Core Infrastructure — report due late August
This region will undergo changes like many other Canadian regions
U Land use and infrastructure gaps and conflicts
U The ISL report will look at options not recommendations (there will no time for
detailed analysis)
U The governance model will have a Board and Authority
U Legislation in spring 2008 expected
2. Time Horizons
U Terms of reference state 20 to 50 year long term and 10 year outlook.
U This study is using 2040 and 10 year.
3. Solicit Municipal Input

a. Land Use Plans

i

New MDP — Oct/Nov 2006

- now 6,700 pop

- 10 yrs ~ 14,000 pop

- if growth at 4% - 25 yr = 22,000 population

- current assumption of 130 units/year

- annexation completed spring 2006

- intermunicipal development plan in progress — 50 yr horizon
- updated offsite levy bylaw

ISL Engineering and Land Services Ltd.

Suite 100, 7909 — 51 Avenue Edmonton, AB T6E 5L9 T: 780.438.9000 F: 780.438.3700
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Project No: 12351
Meeting Date: July 18, 2007
Meeting No: 1

b. Roads/Highways/Transit Plans

U Roads
- Hwy 60 realignment — 20 years away
- existing becomes arterial
- plus arterial into growth area
- highway bypass shown on the MDP has been frozen. Future development
must reflect the bypass alignment.
U Transit
- only local, no plans for commuter

c. Water/Wastewater Plans

u Water
- own treatment plant
- footprint area that can service 30,000 pop

U Wastewater
- own treatment plant
- footprint area to service 50,000 pop
- Focus and UMA doing reports

d. Solid Waste

U Contract out collection
- Evergreen Waste Management

U Leduc Regional Landfill Authority

U Have voluntary recycle program — central depot

U Going to curbside recycling in 2008 (but will not meet Prov. waste goal =
1,500kg/capita

U IClI sector is the problem — Industrial-Commercial-Institutional

e. Other

i) Rail
- not applicable

i) Pipelines
- major corridor thru town from SE to NW
- Imperial Oil is decommissioning gas plant

iiiy Power
- no major issues, as there is three main distribution lines already into Devon

iv) Airport
- Runways do not impact residential (growth to the west)

4, Schedule
U ISL's work is due mid-late August
5. Other Business/Questions

U Residential cost of service report
- for every $1 in taxes, the services town is providing costs $1.15
- own and operate — water, wastewater and natural gas

ISL Engineering and Land Services Ltd.
Suite 100, 7909 — 51 Avenue Edmonton, AB T6E 5L9 T: 780.438.9000 F: 780.438.3700 www.islengineering.com
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TRANSPORTATION  MUNICIPAL/ENVIRONMENTAL STRUCTURAL LAND DEVELOPMENT LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE PLANNING/COMMUNICATIONS
GIS/MAPPING

Project No: 12351
Meeting Date: July 6, 2007
Meeting Time: 9:00 AM
Meeting No: 1
Written By: Kurt Sawatzky
Project: Capital Region Integrated Growth Management Plan
Client: Alberta Infrastructure & Transportation
Location: City Manager's Boardroom, City Hall, Edmonton
Purpose: Municipal Stakeholder Kickoff
In Attendance: City of Edmonton: Greg Heaton-City Contact, Ken Koropeski, Monica Ulmer-Johnston, Roy
Neehall, Douglas Mills, Clement Yong, Chris Ward, Marianne McConnell, Heather McCrae, Brice
Stephenson
ISL Engineering: John MacManus, Rod Peacock, Kurt Sawatzky
Alberta Government: Brian Marcotte-Executive Council; David McKay-Albeta Infrastructure
&Transportation
Distribution:

The subjects discussed and decisions reached are summarized in the following record. Please notify the author of any errors or omissions. If no
comments are received within 7 days this record is considered correct.

Item Description Action By

1. Introduction

Brian Marcotte handed out the News Release of Premier Ed Stemlach’s
announcement regarding the Capital Region Integrated Growth Management Plan. He
referred to the Organizational Chart indicating the three streams making up this study.
The Project Coordinator is Doug Radke, a retired Deputy Minister. The Core
Infrastructure & Land Use Component will headed up by Brian Marcotte who has
retained ISL Engineering to prepare this study. The Social Infrastructure Lead will be
Susan Williams, Assistant Deputy Minister from Alberta Employment, Immigration and
Industry, who will be contacting the City in the near future for stakeholder input. The
third part of this study dealing with Governance will be headed up by Gordon Sloan, a
consultant from Vancouver. All three streams of this study are to be completed by
January 2008.

A Steering Committee has been proposed consisting of mayors/reeves/Ministers that
will meet after the fall municipal elections to review the study findings and possibly
come to some resolution. The final decision rests with Premier Stelmach. Legislation
is planned for Spring 2008 to put a Board in place .

The Land Use & Core Infrastructure Report is to be completed by the end of August
2008. Existing land use plans from all the twenty-four municipalities will be collected
and tabulated. Also, the Population & Growth Projections being prepared by Darryl
Howery for the City and Alberta Infrastructure will be used to formulate core
infrastructure requirements. Any land use and core infrastructure
gaps/concerns/conflicts will be noted in the report.ISL has also been asked to look at
options but not recommendations due to the time constraint.

The time horizon noted in the Terms of Reference is 20 to 50 year long term view plus
a 10 year outlook. In this study we want to use 2040 and 10 years.

ISL Engineering and Land Services Ltd.
Suite 100, 7909 — 51 Avenue Edmonton, AB T6E 5L9 T: 780.438.9000 F: 780.438.3700 www.islengineering.com
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Project No: 12351
Meeting Date: July 6, 2007
Meeting No: 1

2. Municipal Input

a. Land Use Plans

- MDP - the City’s “Plan Edmonton” was approved in 1998 and is now being
updated, but this process will take several years to complete. Three land use
scenarios are being reviewed, namely Current Policy of Urban Growth, Infill &
Redevelopment and/or an Aggressive Business & Employment option. For the
sake of this study, it was suggested that the scenario requiring the greatest core
infrastructure should be used. The question was raised whether this study is
looking at an amalgamated approach or a regional approach. The City was
advised that this study was merely compiling the MDPs of all the twenty-four
municipalities and then identify any gaps and issues.

b. Core Infrastructure — Highways/Roads
- key highway system will be driven largely by movement of goods

c. Core Infrastructure — Transit

- considered a major issue by the City. Corridors are needed for future transit
routes for LRT or BRT.

- International Airport is a potential LRT/BRT destination

- Increased service to St.Albert and Sherwood Park (hno ROW set aside

- transit service to the Heartland and other regional service

d. Core Infrastructure — Wastewater

- Previous studies have covered the City’s needs fairly well but it didn’t include
growth in the Region. The City had advised its neighbors that it doesn't have
wastewater capacity for additional service — ie. south of the City or the County’s
proposed Colchester Area.

- The possibility of using recycled water was mentioned. The City and EPCOR
are jointly looking at this possibility.

- Although stromwater is not included in this study, the City advised that if the
Alberta Environment proceeds will regulations pertaining to Total Loading from all
sources to the North Saskatchewan River, then stormwater will become an issue

e. Core Infrastructure — Waste Management

- MM Dillion has just completed a waste management study for ACRA, but in
the opinion of the City, this study didn't go far enough. For the City’s plans, the
consultant was asked to contact Roy Neehall, Manager of Waste Management.

f. Core Infrastructure — Air
- it was suggested that the consultant needs to talk DND about the possibility of
opening up Namao .

ISL Engineering and Land Services Ltd.
Suite 100, 7909 — 51 Avenue Edmonton, AB T6E 5L9 T: 780.438.9000 F: 780.438.3700 www.islengineering.com
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TRANSPORTATION  MUNICIPAL/ENVIRONMENTAL STRUCTURAL LAND DEVELOPMENT LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE PLANNING/COMMUNICATIONS
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Project No: 12351
Meeting Date: July 13, 2007
Meeting Time: 10:30 AM
Meeting No: 1
Written By: Rod Peacock
Project: Capital Region Integrated Growth Management Plan
Client: Alberta Infrastructure and Transportation
Location: City of Fort Saskatchewan
Purpose: Municipal Stakeholder Kick-off
In Attendance: David MacKay - AIT

Brian Marcotte - Alberta Government - Executive Council
Lorna Rose - City of Fort Saskatchewan

Scott Mack - City of Fort Saskatchewan

Todd Birch - City of Fort Saskatchewan

Dick Polowaniuk - City of Fort Saskatchewan

Grant Schaffer - City of Fort Saskatchewan

Chris Cambridge - City of Fort Saskatchewan

Darren Young - ISL Engineering

Kurt Sawatzky - ISL Engineering

Rod Peacock - ISL Engineering

Distribution:

The subjects discussed and decisions reached are summarized in the following record. Please notify the author of any errors or omissions. If no
comments are received within 7 days this record is considered correct.

Item Description Action By
1. Project Introduction and Background
U Recent press release, correspondence with municipalities and project org
chart
U Premier — final decision
U Avoid Fort McMurray scenario — starting to happen here (infrastructure follows

development)

Great growth potential

End January 2008 — three streams (infra, social, governance

Steering Committee: Mayors/Reeves/Ministers will meet again after election
Land use and Core Infrastructure — report due late August

This region will undergo changes like many other Canadian regions

Land use and infrastructure gaps and conflicts

The ISL report will look at options not recommendations (there will no time for
detailed analysis)

The governance model will have a Board and Authority

Legislation in spring 2008 expected

coccoc

c:c

0
G

2. Time Horizons
U Terms of reference state 20 to 50 year long term and 10 year outlook.
U This study is using 2040 and 10 year

3. Solicit Municipal Input
a. Land Use Plans

ISL Engineering and Land Services Ltd.
Suite 100, 7909 — 51 Avenue Edmonton, AB T6E 5L9 T: 780.438.9000 F: 780.438.3700 www.islengineering.com
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Project No: 12351
Meeting Date: July 13, 2007
Meeting No: 1

MDP — current is 2000 but is under review
Fort Saskatchewan will provide best info (in draft)
Ft. Sask made a power point presentation to the group some highlights
included
- 2.8% growth/yr (= 14% inc.) 1,800 pop increment (2001-2006)
- 6 outline plans
- 2007 residential development = 750 lots
- Future growth areas ~ 350 acres (inside City limits)
- There are limited opportunities to annex until 2031 based on an
agreement with Strathcona County
- The City is trying to institute mechanism to change this
- Current ASP’s — West Park, South Fort, Heartland
- 2005 — 327 units (6%)
- 2006 (478 units)
- 2007 (projected 800 units) — 477 units to date
- Population 2001 — 2006 14% growth 13,100 — 14,900
- After 2007 — 1,250 acres left for residential development
- ~b5years to full build-out assuming 2007 growth rates (=40,000
population), however could be 2017 not including impact due to
upgraders
- Where is growth planned after the full build-out?
- South and east of Highway 21
- Bypass — follows railroad (CP)
- Strathcona will likely be ok with residential annexation but likely not
heavy industrial
- 2031 agreement
- ISL needs a copy and this should be flagged as “conflict” in the
report

b. Roads/Highways/Transit Plans

U Roads and Highways
- TMP coming in Sept. 2007 (by AE) (previous was 2000)
- the TMP takes an internal and external view of the City’s road network
- Highway 15/21 is at capacity in AM peak
Planning to provide urban elements to Hwy 21 to slow traffic down
U Transportation is key issue to Ft. Sask. (heartland — 20,000 workers coming
and the highway is at capacity)
U Bridge out of commission for 4 days in October 2006 — it was a significant
issue
U ACRA Transportation Plan
- Shows river crossing south of Ft. Sask which diverts and provides and
alternate route

ccCc

- Ex. Hwy 21 used to be “the bypass” but now it is getting to be in the middle
of the City
- Applications Mgmt (Daryl)
- Projection pop 16,000 in 2014 — population already exceeds 16,000!
- Capped pop of the region

ISL Engineering and Land Services Ltd.
Suite 100, 7909 — 51 Avenue Edmonton, AB T6E 5L9 T: 780.438.9000 F: 780.438.3700 www.islengineering.com
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TRANSPORTATION  MUNICIPAL/ENVIRONMENTAL STRUCTURAL LAND DEVELOPMENT LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE PLANNING/COMMUNICATIONS
GIS/MAPPING

Project No: 12351
Meeting Date: July 13, 2007
Meeting No: 1

- Scotford — 6000 workers (350 buses) — Hwy 15/21 at capacity now
= 400 highloads through Ft. Sask
- Ft. Sask can deal with “City” traffic but there is a need to deal with “regional”
traffic
- TMP
ISL needs best estimates. Grant to provide before September TMP is
submitted (sooner the better)
U Transit
- Commuter (serviced by COE) 70-80% of capacity — peak hours
- No plans for regular Ft. Sask transit system yet
- Private buses to job sites are common

c. Water/Wastewater Plans

U  Water

- water model for region tends to work very well

- not looking to supply the upgraders

- The City doesn’t have any treatment facilities

- Ft. Sask is supplied by Epcor and is a member of the regional water

customers group

- Current system should be able to handle 40,000 (but might need to
double the line out to Redwater)
- May need more reservoir capacity

U Wastewater
- Ft Sask with the Regional Wastewater Commission
- Generally in good shape
- Strathcona/Sturgeon Counties are working on business case for
wastewater for process

d. Solid Waste
U Contracted out (in 2 year of 5 year contract)

U Looked at Beaver but needed a compactor
U Blue bag program (curbside) and recycle station

e. Other
i) Railways
- new spur going into heavy ind. Areas
i) Pipelines
- AIHA
- Linear infrastructure group (Larry Wall, AIHA coordinator)
- Fair degree of sophistication for pipes
iiiy Power
- The City is concerned about an option for increasing voltage in Westpark
line

- Seems like AESO was not consulting Ft. Sask but now AESO is going to
the August Council meeting
iv) Airport
- Ft. Sask supports Strathcona County position to keep Josephburg off of

ISL Engineering and Land Services Ltd.
Suite 100, 7909 — 51 Avenue Edmonton, AB T6E 5L9 T: 780.438.9000 F: 780.438.3700 www.islengineering.com
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Project No: 12351
Meeting Date: July 13, 2007
Meeting No: 1
ERAA
- Ft. Sask is on ERAA board
4. Schedule
U Discussed in Section 1.
5. Other Business/Questions
ISL Engineering and Land Services Ltd.
Suite 100, 7909 — 51 Avenue Edmonton, AB T6E 5L9 T: 780.438.9000 F: 780.438.3700 www.islengineering.com
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Project No: 12351
Meeting Date: July 17, 2007
Meeting Time: 1:30 PM
Meeting No: 1
Written By: Rod Peacock
Project: Capital Region Integrated Growth Management Plan
Client: Alberta Infrastructure and Transportation
Location: Gibbons
Purpose: Municipal Stakeholder Kick-off
In Attendance: Maisie Metrunac, Town Manager - Town of Gibbons
Dave
Kurt Sawatzky - ISL Engineering
Distribution:

The subjects discussed and decisions reached are summarized in the following record. Please notify the author of any errors or omissions. If no
comments are received within 7 days this record is considered correct.

Item Description Action By
1. Project Introduction and Background

U Recent press release, correspondence with municipalities and project org chart
U Premier — final decision

U Avoid Fort McMurray scenario — starting to happen here (infrastructure follows
development)

Great growth potential

End January 2008 — three streams (infra, social, governance

Steering Committee: Mayors/Reeves/Ministers will meet again after election
Land use and Core Infrastructure — report due late August

This region will undergo changes like many other Canadian regions

Land use and infrastructure gaps and conflicts

The ISL report will look at options not recommendations (there will no time for
detailed analysis)

U The governance model will have a Board and Authority

Legislation in spring 2008 expected

cocCcCc

c:c

2. Time Horizons

U Terms of reference state 20 to 50 year long term and 10 year outlook.
U This study is using 2040 and 10 year.

3. Solicit Municipal Input
a. Land Use Plans
0 MDP — 1% Reading;
U Population 2,848 = 2040 yr.
U Future land
- some revision being request for annexation on east side of Hwy 28A, also
west side
- 5 quarters still available
- no more subdivisions because of sewers
U Updated assessment for servicing annexed lands by UMA

ISL Engineering and Land Services Ltd.
Suite 100, 7909 — 51 Avenue Edmonton, AB T6E 5L9 T: 780.438.9000 F: 780.438.3700 www.islengineering.com
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Project No: 12351
Meeting Date: July 17, 2007
Meeting No: 1

b. Roads/Highways/Transit Plans

U Roads

- good condition

- Sturgeon County has completed a comprehensive Transportation Plan
U Highways

- Hwy 28A should be twinned thru town

- traffic lights at 50 Ave/SH 643 interchange @ 2030

c. Water/Wastewater Plans

u  Water
- 0k to 10,000 population

U Wastewater
- major problem
- wastewater pipelines to lift station
- major costs (~ $30M) and constraint
- problems with infiltration
- wastewater lines constructed along river — the pipe is moving

d. Solid Waste (see curbside services)

U Roseridge Commission
U Pickup contractor — Standstone
U Recycling program

e. Other

i) Railway
- no problem
- clean up property

i) Pipeline
- noissue yet

iii) Power
- not an issue — based on plans
- going north of Gibbons

iv) Airport
- noissues

4, Schedule

Discussed in Section 1. — ISL’s work is to be complete mid-late August

5. Other Business/Questions
U Not planning on growing north

ISL Engineering and Land Services Ltd.
Suite 100, 7909 — 51 Avenue Edmonton, AB T6E 5L9 T: 780.438.9000 F: 780.438.3700 www.islengineering.com
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Project No: 12351
Meeting Date: July 17, 2007
Meeting Time: 9:00 AM
Meeting No: 1
Written By: Rod Peacock
Project: Capital Region Integrated Growth Management Plan
Client: Alberta Infrastructure and Transportation
Location: Lamont County
Purpose: Municipal Stakeholder Kick-off
In Attendance: Al Harvey - Lamont County
Wayne Leontowich - Lamont County
Debbie Hamilton - Lamont County
David McKay - Alberta Infrastructure and Transportation
Brian Marcotte - Alberta Government - Executive Council
Kurt Sawatzky - ISL Engineering
Distribution:

The subjects discussed and decisions reached are summarized in the following record. Please notify the author of any errors or omissions. If no
comments are received within 7 days this record is considered correct.

Item Description Action By
1. Project Introduction and Background
U Recent press release, correspondence with municipalities and project org chart
U Premier — final decision
U Avoid Fort McMurray scenario — starting to happen here (infrastructure follows
development)
U Great growth potential
U End January 2008 — three streams (infra, social, governance
U Steering Committee: Mayors/Reeves/Ministers will meet again after election
U Land use and Core Infrastructure — report due late August
This region will undergo changes like many other Canadian regions
U Land use and infrastructure gaps and conflicts
U The ISL report will look at options not recommendations (there will no time for
detailed analysis)
U The governance model will have a Board and Authority
Legislation in spring 2008 expected
2. Time Horizons
U Terms of reference state 20 to 50 year long term and 10 year outlook.
U This study is using 2040 and 10 year.
3. Solicit Municipal Input
a. Land Use Plans
U Website (www.countylamont.ca)
- 5-10yr
- business and economic development
- planning document, proposed landuse, bylaws, Heartland
- proposed land use — 1* reading
- August 1, 2007 public hearing
b. Roads/Highways/Transit Plans

ISL Engineering and Land Services Ltd.
Suite 100, 7909 — 51 Avenue Edmonton, AB T6E 5L9 T: 780.438.9000 F: 780.438.3700
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Project No: 12351
Meeting Date: July 17, 2007
Meeting No: 1

U Roads/Highways
- Secondary Roads
- heavy load routes and overdimensional routes — should they be twinned?
- AMEC
- 831 to be primary route north of Lamont
- 831 and 834 should be twinned
U Transit
- not applicable
Also AIT — are future plans adequate for Heartland transportation? Initially AIT had
been missing in Heartland discussions.
c. Water/Wastewater Plans
u Water
- looking for reservoir in Heartland Area plus County needs
- water comes from Epcor — Capital Region - Vegreville

U Wastewater
- building wastewater facility in St. Michael — not part of ACRWWC

d. Solid Waste
U No capacity issue
U Have a landfill — Class
U Hazardous — Riley
U Regional landfill

e. Other
i) Railway
- CP/CN have rail access to Heartland
i) Pipeline
- major pipelines — see maps
iii) Power
- have power station in Heartland - AltaLink
iv) Airport

- Andrew (grass) / Chipman (glider site)
- Josephburg — Shell paid for paving
4. Schedule
U ISL to complete the Core Infrastructure Study by mid-late August

5. Other Business/Questions
U ECO Industrial Master Plan — AIHA
U Now 24 jurisdictions — although the previous 23 municipalities have been involved
for years. New staff, new organization — new learning curve — need support to
level the playing field

ISL Engineering and Land Services Ltd.
Suite 100, 7909 — 51 Avenue Edmonton, AB T6E 5L9 T: 780.438.9000 F: 780.438.3700 www.islengineering.com
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GIS/IMAPPING
Project No: 12351
Meeting Date: July 10, 2007
Meeting Time: 1:00 PM
Meeting No: 1
Written By: Rod Peacock
Project: Capital Region Integrated Growth Management Plan
Client: Alberta Infrastructure and Transportation
Location: Leduc County
Purpose: Municipal Stakeholder Kick-off
In Attendance: Doug Wright - Leduc County
Brian Marcotte - Alberta Government - Executive Council
Kurt Sawatzky - ISL Engineering
Rod Peacock - ISL Engineering
Distribution:

The subjects discussed and decisions reached are summarized in the following record. Please notify the author of any errors or omissions. If no

comments are received within 7 days this record is considered correct.

Item Description Action By
1. Project Introduction and Background
U Recent press release, correspondence with municipalities and project org
chart
U Premier — final decision
U Avoid Fort McMurray scenario — starting to happen here (infrastructure
follows development)
U  Great growth potential
U End January 2008 — three streams (infra, social, governance
U Steering Committee: Mayors/Reeves/Ministers will meet again after election
U Land use and Core Infrastructure — report due late August
This region will undergo changes like many other Canadian regions
2. Time Horizons
U Terms of reference state 20 to 50 year long term and 10 year outlook.
U This study is using 2041 and 10 year (2017)
3. Solicit Municipal Input
a. Land Use Plans
U MDP - =10 years old and can be found on website
U Land use bylaw is on website as well as all ASP’s
U  Portions of those ASP within next 10 years.
- Hwy 19 ASP; North Mjr ASP; Saunders ASP
U County prefers to err on side of conservative
U 12,500 current population = 30 yrs could be = 100,000 population
U Heartland — could have significant impact on industrial (modular) and
residential
b. Roads/Highways/Transit Plans
ISL Engineering and Land Services Ltd.
Suite 100, 7909 — 51 Avenue Edmonton, AB T6E 5L9 T: 780.438.9000 F: 780.438.3700 www.islengineering.com
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Project No: 12351
Meeting Date: July 10, 2007
Meeting No: 1
U Roads
U BRT/LRT — ROW is set aside between City of Edmonton limit and
International Airport
U Currently working on plans with Devon and City of Leduc
U Currently working on Spine Road plan
U AIT outer ring road
- study — what is status? Is it still hitting new/future development in Leduc
County?
- Jim Der, AIT — Hwy 2/Hwy 19 studies
U Port Alberta
- ERAA initiative — Glen Vanstone
- 65 Ave access from Hwy 2 (interchange) (City) Leduc
- ISL will need to identify infrastructure issues
U Airport — additional runway to NW (requires Hwy 19 realign)
U LRT —is in County ASP — shown going down 111 Street alignment
U Transit — County wants bus service to COE
U Need to add Spine Road to GIS data
U ISL study on Roadway Management Plan — 10 year plan
U Highload corridors — add to GIS database
c. Water/Wastewater Plans
U  Water
- no significant water issues
U Wastewater
- connected to Regional Wastewater Commission
- country residential areas are tanked and trucked to Mulhurst
d. Solid Waste
U License about to expire
U Calmar, Leduc (City and County), Beaumont, Devon use same site
e. Other
i) CP —intermodal moving to 41 Ave (in City of Edmonton)
iii) Power — AltaLink and Fortis providers
- Epcor is the generator
iv) Airport — additional runway to NW (requires Hwy 19 realign)
- Port Alberta is SW of current runways
- Airport protection zone (AVAP contours)
- needs to be addressed
- it restricts development
4, Schedule
U Discussed in Section 1.
5. Other Business/Questions
U Darren Young/Bill Tkachuk — contact Leduc County for all GIS data
ISL Engineering and Land Services Ltd.
Suite 100, 7909 — 51 Avenue Edmonton, AB T6E 5L9 T: 780.438.9000 F: 780.438.3700 www.islengineering.com
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Project No: 12351
Meeting Date: July 10, 2007
Meeting Time: 3:30 PM
Meeting No: 1
Written By: Rod Peacock
Project: Capital Region Integrated Growth Management Plan
Client: Alberta Infrastructure and Transportation
Location: City of Leduc
Purpose: Municipal Stakeholder Kick-off
In Attendance: Brian Marcotte - Alberta Government - Executive Council

Richard Hobson - City of Leduc
Doug Parrish - City of Leduc
Kurt Sawatzky - ISL Engineering
Rod Peacock - ISL Engineering

Distribution:

The subjects discussed and decisions reached are summarized in the following record. Please notify the author of any errors or omissions. If no
comments are received within 7 days this record is considered correct.

Item Description Action By
1. Project Introduction and Background
U Recent press release, correspondence with municipalities and project org
chart
U Premier — final decision
U Avoid Fort McMurray scenario — starting to happen here (infrastructure

follows development)
U  Great growth potential
U  End January 2008 — three streams (infra, social, governance
U  Steering Committee: Mayors/Reeves/Ministers will meet again after election
U Land use and Core Infrastructure — report due late August
This region will undergo changes like many other Canadian regions

2. Time Horizons
U Terms of reference state 20 to 50 year long term and 10 year outlook.
U This study is using 2040 and 10 year

3. Solicit Municipal Input
a. Land Use Plans

2008 MDP will be complete re-do

2005 plan is 40,000 build-out (likely by 2020)

Need all “best guess” for future plans beyond current MDP

City had issues with ACRA (Daryl) forecasts (development shown too slow)
Growth will likely be south and southwest beyond MDP and current
boundaries

cococc

b. Roads/Highways/Transit Plans
U Roads

ISL Engineering and Land Services Ltd.
Suite 100, 7909 — 51 Avenue Edmonton, AB T6E 5L9 T: 780.438.9000 F: 780.438.3700 www.islengineering.com
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TRANSPORTATION  MUNICIPAL/ENVIRONMENTAL STRUCTURAL LAND DEVELOPMENT LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE PLANNING/COMMUNICATIONS
GIS/MAPPING

Project No: 12351
Meeting Date: July 10, 2007
Meeting No: 1

- Functional plan Highway 2 (Highway 19 to 65 Avenue)
U 65 Ave I/C — province has not committed to it yet
U  Spine Road
U ISL is working on TMP and related traffic modelling
U Highway 2A I/C FP — ISL needs to see —is it complete?
U Transit — not in MDP

- should be addressed in TMP
U City has discussed transit link to ERAA

- Issues include:

- Edmonton bus not suitable for highways

- time of service 6:00 am vs. 7:00 am

- Edmonton Transit had provided quotes re: hub at Airport
U Previous transit system (Red Arrow) didn’t pan out
U Special needs transit is also under review

c. Water/Wastewater Plans

u  Water
- City of Leduc is a member of the Southwest Commission
- new reservoir is needed

U Wastewater
- City is tied to the Regional System
- Epcor and Regional WW do not know about undocumented growth
plans
- regional sewer trunk will be out of capacity at 2020

d. Solid Waste

U Land fill (City) 12 years left (serves City and County and Beaumont)
U License under review

e. Other
i) Rail —noissues
i) Pipelines — no issues
iiiy Power
- Fortis
- new substation coming (in SW growth area)
iv) Port Alberta
iv) ERAA Master Plan — Urban Systems

4, Schedule
U Discussed in Section 1.

5. Other Business/Questions

U GIS can be readily shared — ISL can contact Bart Pouteau directly
U Richard noted a need to flag resource protection development as well as
the Beverly Stream and River Valley Alliance in the ISL report.

ISL Engineering and Land Services Ltd.
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'(I;RSA/NSPOR'I;?TION MUNICIPAL/ENVIRONMENTAL STRUCTURAL LAND DEVELOPMENT LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE PLANNING/COMMUNICATIONS
IS/IMAPPIN
Project No: 12351
Meeting Date: July 17, 2007
Meeting Time: 12:00 PM
Meeting No: 1
Written By: Rod Peacock
Project: Capital Region Integrated Growth Management Plan
Client: Alberta Infrastructure and Transportation
Location: Legal
Purpose: Municipal Stakeholder Kick-off

In Attendance:

Distribution:

Wilma Weiss, CAO - Town of Legal
David McKay - Alberta Infrastructure and Transportation
Kurt Sawatzky - ISL Engineering

The subjects discussed and decisions reached are summarized in the following record. Please notify the author of any errors or omissions. If no
comments are received within 7 days this record is considered correct.

Item Description Action By
1. Project Introduction and Background

U Recent press release, correspondence with municipalities and project org chart

U Premier — final decision

U Avoid Fort McMurray scenario — starting to happen here (infrastructure follows
development)

U Great growth potential

U End January 2008 — three streams (infra, social, governance

U Steering Committee: Mayors/Reeves/Ministers will meet again after election

U Land use and Core Infrastructure — report due late August
This region will undergo changes like many other Canadian regions

U Land use and infrastructure gaps and conflicts

U The ISL report will look at options not recommendations (there will no time for
detailed analysis)

U The governance model will have a Board and Authority

Legislation in spring 2008 expected

2. Time Horizons
U Terms of reference state 20 to 50 year long term and 10 year outlook.

G

This study is using 2040 and 10 year.

3. Solicit Municipal Input
a. Land Use Plans

cococc

Legal has a strategic plan — public input
Short and long range capital goals
MPD — 1998 — review next year

Future plans — not yet formulated
Annexation proposal in the works

b. Roads/Highways/Transit Plans

5

Transportation report available

ISL Engineering and Land Services Ltd.
Suite 100, 7909 — 51 Avenue Edmonton, AB T6E 5L9 T: 780.438.9000 F: 780.438.3700

P:\WORD PROCESSING\Project Files\12300\12351\Addendum\Appendix A_ROMs\Legal ROM.doc

www.islengineering.com

Page 1 of 2



Engineerin ;
e Lot Saciicns Record of Meeting

TRANSPORTATION  MUNICIPAL/ENVIRONMENTAL STRUCTURAL LAND DEVELOPMENT LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE PLANNING/COMMUNICATIONS
GIS/MAPPING

Project No: 12351
Meeting Date: July 17, 2007
Meeting No: 1

U Hwy 2/SR 651 - safety issue
U Also SR 651 access to Alfalfa Plants intersection improvements needed

c. Water/Wastewater Plans

U Water/Wastewater
- UMA new report
- Not on ACRWWC
- too costly

d. Solid Waste
U Regional landfill - Roseridge

e. Other
i) Railways
- outside boundary
i) Pipelines
- high pressure pipeline (ATCO)
- no problems
iiiy Power
- Fortis
- noissues
iv) Airports
- Not applicable
4, Schedule

U ISL’s work to be complete mid-late August

5. Other Business/Questions
U private coal mines — on north side of town are not well mapped

ISL Engineering and Land Services Ltd.
Suite 100, 7909 — 51 Avenue Edmonton, AB T6E 5L9 T: 780.438.9000 F: 780.438.3700 www.islengineering.com
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Engineering Record of Meeting

and Land Services

TRANSPORTATION  MUNICIPAL/ENVIRONMENTAL STRUCTURAL LAND DEVELOPMENT LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE PLANNING/COMMUNICATIONS
GIS/MAPPING

Project No: 12351
Meeting Date: July 17, 2007
Meeting Time: 10:45 AM
Meeting No: 1
Written By: Rod Peacock
Project: Capital Region Integrated Growth Management Plan
Client: Alberta Infrastructure and Transportation
Location: Town of Morinville
Purpose: Municipal Stakeholder Kick-off
In Attendance: Milad Asdaghi plus staff (4) - Town of Morinville

Brian Marcotte - Alberta Government - Executive Council
David McKay - Alberta Infrastructure and Transportation
Kurt Sawatzky - ISL Engineering

Distribution:

The subjects discussed and decisions reached are summarized in the following record. Please notify the author of any errors or omissions. If no
comments are received within 7 days this record is considered correct.

Item Description Action By
1. Project Introduction and Background

U Recent press release, correspondence with municipalities and project org
chart

U Premier — final decision

U Avoid Fort McMurray scenario — starting to happen here (infrastructure follows
development)

U Great growth potential

U End January 2008 — three streams (infra, social, governance

U Steering Committee: Mayors/Reeves/Ministers will meet again after election

U Land use and Core Infrastructure — report due late August
This region will undergo changes like many other Canadian regions

U Land use and infrastructure gaps and conflicts

U The ISL report will look at options not recommendations (there will no time for

detailed analysis)

U The governance model will have a Board and Authority

Legislation in spring 2008 expected

U ISL'srole

- this study - not recommendation but ISL will identify areas of
concern

- presentation by mid-Sept.
- ISL to provide options

2. Time Horizons

U Milad welcomed this process; but questioned timelines
U This study looks at 2040 and 10 year plan

3. Solicit Municipal Input
a. Land Use Plans
U 1998 — MPD in progress of review; are dropping industrial for more residential

ISL Engineering and Land Services Ltd.
Suite 100, 7909 — 51 Avenue Edmonton, AB T6E 5L9 T: 780.438.9000 F: 780.438.3700 www.islengineering.com
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and Land Service

Engineering Record of Meeting

TRANSPORTATION  MUNICIPAL/ENVIRONMENTAL STRUCTURAL LAND DEVELOPMENT LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE PLANNING/COMMUNICATIONS

GIS/MAPPING

EXx.

cocococooocooac

GIS

Project No:
Meeting Date:
Meeting No:

UMA has done projections
Now being rewritten (Greg Hoffman consultant)
Due in 6 months

Res/Industrial/Commercial

Wants to include Cardiff/not cross the Hwy 2

Need caveats

No Inter Municipal Plan yet

1,000 lots in 2007

At present rate, Morinville will run out of land in 5 yrs
Population ~ 7,000

data on MIMS

b. Roads/Highways/Transit Plans
U Roads

- Transportation Plan 2003

- Long range

- 100 Street upgrade to bring 3 km to 5-lane urban standard will cost
$40 M (100 Street N-S route to Cardiff)

- Hwy 2 extension — ISL study for AIT

- East Boundary Road

U Transit

- Interlink transit w/St. Albert — 2 trips/day ~ 24 passengers/day

c. Water/Wastewater Plans
U  Water

Morinville waterline — oversized for Sturgeon and Legal — Epcor
using 25% capacity now

ownership in dispute — hot topic — may go to EUB
want to collect for capital replacement of pipes

Pipe built early 80's

Built by Town

Oversized (has extra capacity)

No regional commission

Ownership of line in question (control & development)
Province gave grant to Sturgeon County for capacity
Morinville wants to charge for capital upgrades

U Wastewater

d. Solid Waste

Member of wastewater commission (ACRWWC)
Capacity issue — will reach capacity short time

- running out south of tracks

UMA engaged by commission to review overall capacity
lift station capacity ok

licensed lagoons still being used as backup

U Own pickup

12351
July 17, 2007
1
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GIS/MAPPING

Project No: 12351
Meeting Date: July 17, 2007
Meeting No: 1

U Recycling — locally
U Roseridge —Sturgeon County
U Allied — recycling paper and carboard et.al. and also tin (glass an issue)

e. Other

i) Railway
- North to Legal; West to Westlock
- Low volume — no issue
- tracks in Town

i) Pipelines
- notabig issue

iii) Power
- new lines may go near Town

iv) Airport
- noissue

4, Schedule

U ISL’s work due mid-late August

5. Other Business/Questions
a

ISL Engineering and Land Services Ltd.
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Engineering Record of Meeting

and Land Services

TRANSPORTATION  MUNICIPAL/ENVIRONMENTAL STRUCTURAL LAND DEVELOPMENT LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE PLANNING/COMMUNICATIONS
GIS/MAPPING

Project No: 12351
Meeting Date: July 18, 2007
Meeting Time: 9:00 AM
Meeting No: 1
wieny: K S
Project: Capital Region Integrated Growth Management Plan
Client: Alberta Infrastructure and Transportation
Location: New Sarepta
Purpose: Municipal Stakeholder Kick-off
In Attendance: Dennis Litke - Village of New Sarepta

Alice Rapp - Village of New Sarepta

David McKay - Alberta Infrastructure and Transportation
Brian Marcotte - Alberta Government - Executive Council
Kurt Sawatzky - ISL Engineering

Distribution:

The subjects discussed and decisions reached are summarized in the following record. Please notify the author of any errors or omissions. If no
comments are received within 7 days this record is considered correct.

Iltem Description Action By

1. Project Introduction and Background

U Recent press release, correspondence with municipalities and project org chart
U Premier — final decision

U Avoid Fort McMurray scenario — starting to happen here (infrastructure follows
development)

Great growth potential

End January 2008 — three streams (infra, social, governance

Steering Committee: Mayors/Reeves/Ministers will meet again after election
Land use and Core Infrastructure — report due late August

This region will undergo changes like many other Canadian regions

Land use and infrastructure gaps and conflicts

The ISL report will look at options not recommendations (there will no time for
detailed analysis)

U The governance model will have a Board and Authority

U Legislation in spring 2008 expected

2. Time Horizons

U Terms of reference state 20 to 50 year long term and 10 year outlook.
U This study is using 2040 and 10 year.

3. Solicit Municipal Input
a. Land Use Plans

U Incorporated 1960

U Land use Plan —1980's

U Infrastructure and area to grow; to triple in size to 1,200 population
- 30yrs-2,000
- 10yrs-1,200

U Mainly residential (95%)

Map source Edmonton Regional Planning Commission (1 mile square)

cocc

c:c
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TRANSPORTATION  MUNICIPAL/ENVIRONMENTAL STRUCTURAL LAND DEVELOPMENT LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE PLANNING/COMMUNICATIONS
GIS/MAPPING

Project No: 12351
Meeting Date: July 18, 2007
Meeting No: 1

b. Roads/Highways/Transit Plans

U Roads/Highways
- Highway

- Hwy 21 should be twinned from Hwy 14 south to Hwy 623 and possibly
south to Camrose

- twinning should be done in next 5 years

- signals should be installed at Hwy 21/625 and Hwy 21/623 very shortly
and may need to stay even after Hwy 21 is twinned

- upgrade RR 223 (built by AIT)

- Hwy 21A — overlay — in 5 yrs would need special grant

- E/W - County jurisdiction

- presently get $100,000 over 5 yrs ($500,000) (used up)

c. Water/Wastewater Plans

u Water
- 2 water wells now
- looking for regional line via Strathcona County (water for life)

U Wastewater
- lagoons — capacity for 1,200 population
- go to Blackmud Creek
d. Solid Waste

U Leduc Regional Waste Management Authority
U Landfill good for 40 years

e. Other
i) Railway
- CN have rail and siding (10 trains/day)
- no commercial or industrial siding
i) Pipeline
- noissues
- natural gas and 12" oil line
iiiy Power
- noissues
iv) Airport
- International handy
- Cooking Lake
4. Schedule
U ISL’s work to be complete mid-late August
5. Other Business/Questions

U Surrounded by Leduc County — started talks on annexation — all kinds of red tape
to prepare reports

U Looking for annexation for industrial use, and have developers ready. South both
sides of Access Road to Highway 21.

ISL Engineering and Land Services Ltd.
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Project No: 12351
Meeting Date: July 19, 2007
Meeting Time: 4:00 PM
Meeting No: 1
Written By: Rod Peacock
Project: Capital Region Integrated Growth Management Plan
Client: Alberta Infrastructure and Transportation
Location: Parkland County
Purpose: Municipal Stakeholder Kick-off
In Attendance: Al McCully - Parkland County

Neil Jamieson - Parkland County
David McKay - Alberta Infrastructure and Transportation
Brian Marcotte - Alberta Government - Executive Council
Kurt Sawatzky - ISL Engineering

Distribution:

The subjects discussed and decisions reached are summarized in the following record. Please notify the author of any errors or omissions. If no
comments are received within 7 days this record is considered correct.

Item Description Action By
1. Project Introduction and Background
U Recent press release, correspondence with municipalities and project org
chart
U Premier — final decision
U Avoid Fort McMurray scenario — starting to happen here (infrastructure follows

development)
Great growth potential
End January 2008 — three streams (infra, social, governance
Steering Committee: Mayors/Reeves/Ministers will meet again after election
Land use and Core Infrastructure — report due late August
This region will undergo changes like many other Canadian regions
Land use and infrastructure gaps and conflicts
The ISL report will look at options not recommendations (there will no time for
detailed analysis)
U The governance model will have a Board and Authority
Legislation in spring 2008 expected
2. Time Horizons
U Terms of reference state 20 to 50 year long term and 10 year outlook.
U This study is using 2040 and 10 year.
3. Solicit Municipal Input
a. Land Use Plans
U Have existing plan and being updated now
- on website — old and new
U New plan
- removed country residential to higher density based on proximity of services
U Pop 30,000 now
U Projected = 2%l/yr but strong industrial growth @ Acheson
U Parkland Village = 1,500 pop — mobile home park

cocc

cc
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Project No: 12351
Meeting Date: July 19, 2007
Meeting No: 1
U Acheson only 25% built out
U Acheson ASP due in 2008 (underway)
U Suggestion
- TransAlta lands for future potential industrial sites
b. Roads/Highways/Transit Plans
U Roads
- see County map — see website
- transportation group of ACRA
- 2" . Regional Ring Road
- get alignment nailed down
- 1*Road - 628
- considering a road construction company for Parkland County
U Transit

- need public transit to Acheson
- three businesses have teamed up to provide transit service
- mainly workers from Edmonton
- possible private companies or co-op with Spruce Grove communities
- Hassan to check — see Regional Transit Study — Stantec (Spruce Grove
owner)
- location for Park N'Ride

c. Water/Wastewater Plans

u  Water
- Water Commission
- just added reservoir
- future master plan in progress — UMA
- industrial parks should be serviced
- Capital Regional Contact — Northwest Utility Study — Marcel LeBlank — UMA
- Onoway/Lac St. Anne/Wabamun/Parkland review of water supply
- could use TransAlta Water Plant vs. regional line

U Wastewater
- new trunk ($4.1M) line to ACRWC (Trans America Dev.) needed now — plans
by UMA
- development on hold now
- Lagoons in County — hauling to Entwistle

d. Solid Waste

U Two landfills

- Seba Beach and Keephills — 2 yr limit
U Transfer station in Stony Plain

- haul to Riley

- almost at capacity
U Working on new landfills in TransAlta area

e. Other

i) Railway
- CN

ISL Engineering and Land Services Ltd.
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Project No: 12351
Meeting Date: July 19, 2007
Meeting No: 1
- crossing/no whistle
- overpass at Hwy 60 in Acheson — within 10 years
- TransAmerica looking at spur lines in Acheson
i) Pipeline
- have major lines running thru County
- Pembine Field at Tomohawk (sour gas)
- will send a list
iii) Power
- 500 km line from Keephils thru County to Heartland and Ft. McMurray
iv) Airport
- Noise concerns from International Airport
- otherwise none
4, Schedule
U ISL’s work to be completed by mid-late August
5. Other Business/Questions
U see Hyndman Report — see options on infrastructure in region
ISL Engineering and Land Services Ltd.
Suite 100, 7909 — 51 Avenue Edmonton, AB T6E 5L9 T: 780.438.9000 F: 780.438.3700 www.islengineering.com
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Project No: 12351
Meeting Date: July 17, 2007
Meeting Time: 2:35 PM
Meeting No: 1
wieny K S
Project: Capital Region Integrated Growth Management Plan
Client: Alberta Infrastructure and Transportation
Location: Town of Redwater - see webpage www.town.redwater-ab.ca
Purpose: Municipal Stakeholder Kick-off
In Attendance: David MacKay - AIT

Linda Selinger - Town of Redwater
Dave McRae - Town of Redwater
Ray Reid - Town of Redwater

Kurt Sawatzky - ISL Engineering

Distribution:

The subjects discussed and decisions reached are summarized in the following record. Please notify the author of any errors or omissions. If no
comments are received within 7 days this record is considered correct.

Iltem Description Action By

1. Project Introduction and Background

U Recent press release, correspondence with municipalities and project org chart
U Premier — final decision

U Avoid Fort McMurray scenario — starting to happen here (infrastructure follows
development)

Great growth potential

End January 2008 — three streams (infra, social, governance

Steering Committee: Mayors/Reeves/Ministers will meet again after election
Land use and Core Infrastructure — report due late August

This region will undergo changes like many other Canadian regions

Land use and infrastructure gaps and conflicts

The ISL report will look at options not recommendations (there will no time for
detailed analysis)

U The governance model will have a Board and Authority

Legislation in spring 2008 expected

cocc

c:c

2. Time Horizons
U 20 -50 years — longer term
U 10years

3. Solicit Municipal Input

a. Land Use Plans

U MDP 2005 — Bill Dolman (Consultant) Generic document — to be updated in
2008 as well as Master Service Plan
U Pre-upgrader announcement (Associated Engineering to look toward ASP

prep)
U PetroCan 5,000; NW 2,500

ISL Engineering and Land Services Ltd.
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ccocc

Project No:
Meeting Date:
Meeting No:

Annexation — agreed upon by Sturgeon County

700 res. units on planning table — could double population
Redwater — 2,200 — double 3-5 years to 4,500 pop
Annexation

west, residential
east, industrial/commercial

b. Roads/Highways/Transit Plans
U Roads

Need a collector/arterial

U Highway 28 curve — status?

AIT — no final decision (working with Gerard Marrinier)
SR 829 — 3 miles east that goes to Ft. McMurray — commercial traffic

U Highway 28

AIT looking at realignment to address sharp curve — connection
reconnection of Town (i.e. Hwy 38) will be an issue

U Transit

Busing of employees (Shell Scotford request)
need parking lots — requested by upgraders
Red Arrow and Diversified pick up now enroute to Ft. Mc.

U Rail

through town (3-4 per day)

Go around the town — preferred since trains can block all crossings
railways requesting rail service to industrial lands

to be dynamic, it would need to be expanded but there is no room in
town; possible passenger service to Edmonton — transportation option (8-
10% of employees living in City)

on Ft. McMurray line

existing spur line (abandoned but R/W in place)

U Pipeline

many existing pipelines
new pipelines to go east of town

a Power

working with Sturgeon County
light industrial at this time
AIHA participating

U Airport

No major issues — 23 min to Josephburg

c. Water/Wastewater Plans
a  Water

EPCOR - reservoir suitable for 16,000 pop (NE Water Commission)
going to Thorhild County, etc.

NE Water Comm

Not an issue

line goes on to Thorhild, Radway, etc.

U Wastewater

4,500 pop capacity now

12351
July 17, 2007
1
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PLANNING/COMMUNICATIONS

Project No:
Meeting Date:
Meeting No:

- Flat grade problem — recycled wastewater for golf course
- need regional co-op — going 4 min south to upgraders to ACRWWC
- need to tie to Regional Wastewater Commission

d. Solid Waste (all curbside services)

U Contracted to Roseridge (Standstone) plus organics compost at lagoons
U Have local transfer station
U Environmental waste picked up by Evergreen

4, Schedule
U ISL’s study to be complete by mid to late August

5. Other Business/Questions
U Upgrading multi-plex

12351
July 17, 2007
1
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Record of Meeting

GIS/IMAPPING
Project No: 12351
Meeting Date: July 19, 2007
Meeting Time: 11:00 AM
Meeting No: 1
Written By: Rod Peacock
Project: Capital Region Integrated Growth Management Plan
Client: Alberta Infrastructure and Transportation
Location: Spruce Grove
Purpose: Municipal Stakeholder Kick-off
In Attendance: Doug Lagore, City Manager - City of Spruce Grove
Lindsey Butterfield, Planner - GIS Contact - City of Spruce Grove
David Hales, GM of Planning - City of Spruce Grove
Brian Marcotte - Alberta Government - Executive Council
David McKay - Alberta Infrastructure and Transportation
Kurt Sawatzky - ISL Engineering
Distribution:

The subjects discussed and decisions reached are summarized in the following record. Please notify the author of any errors or omissions. If no
comments are received within 7 days this record is considered correct.

Item Description Action By
1. Project Introduction and Background
U Recent press release, correspondence with municipalities and project org chart
U Premier — final decision
U Avoid Fort McMurray scenario — starting to happen here (infrastructure follows
development)
U Great growth potential
U End January 2008 — three streams (infra, social, governance
U Steering Committee: Mayors/Reeves/Ministers will meet again after election
U Land use and Core Infrastructure — report due late August
This region will undergo changes like many other Canadian regions
U Land use and infrastructure gaps and conflicts
U The ISL report will look at options not recommendations (there will no time for
detailed analysis)
U The governance model will have a Board and Authority
Legislation in spring 2008 expected
2. Time Horizons
U Terms of reference state 20 to 50 year long term and 10 year outlook.
U This study is using 2040 and 10 year.
3. Solicit Municipal Input
a. Land Use Plans

U Common theme — urban areas running out of land
- Current — 21,000 — adding ~ 1,000 people per year
- 10 years — 30,000 + population
- 25years — 45— 50,000 projected
U MPD out of date (1998)
- doing a complete revision and update by 2009 (by MetroQuest)

ISL Engineering and Land Services Ltd.
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U Land use on web page annexation in progress to east (residential)
- 25year land supply to bring population to 45,000 to 50,000
U Interboundary study with County, Stony Plain, Spruce Grove — being started —
August 13 Council
U Need to look at Spruce Grove and Stony Plain as a whole
Note: Northwest Regional Utility Study — UMA Marcel Leblanc
b. Roads/Highways/Transit Plans
U Highways
- Check with Al Terra for current transportation plan
- Outer Ring right-of-way not identified
U Transit
- Stantec — Dean Cooper — Reg Transit Study Completed Draft
- peak hr service
- Also regional transit study (ACRA) by Stantec - Integrated Transit review

c. Water/Wastewater Plans

u Water
- Managing water board
- upgrade booster station (~ 10 years) and/or
- twin the line in 10 yrs (under review)

U Wastewater
- current system ok
- considering twinning trunk for Spruce Grove

d. Solid Waste

Contractor — 5 yrs

West end solid waste — 4 yrs left

Curb side recycling

Considering waste energy for industrial area

cocc

i) Railway — CN mainline - trains every 38 minutes
i) Pipeline — Trans Mountain Pipeline
iii) Power Lines — One AESO option proposed could run along the ring road

e. Airports
U Noissues
4. Schedule
U ISL's work is to be complete mid-late August

5. Other Business/Questions
a
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Project No: 12351
Meeting Date: July 11, 2007
Meeting Time: 10:30 AM
Meeting No: 1
Written By: Rod Peacock
Project: Capital Region Integrated Growth Management Plan
Client: Alberta Infrastructure and Transportation
Location: St. Albert
Purpose: Municipal Stakeholder Kick-off
In Attendance: Guy Boston - City of St. Albert
Dean Screpnek - City of St. Albert
Bill Holtby - City of St. Albert
Brian Marcotte - Alberta Infrastructure and Transportation
David McKay - Alberta Infrastructure and Transportation
Kurt Sawatzky - ISL Engineering
Rod Peacock - ISL Engineering
Distribution:

The subjects discussed and decisions reached are summarized in the following record. Please notify the author of any errors or omissions. If no

comments are received within 7 days this record is considered correct.

Item Description Action By
1. Project Introduction and Background
U Recent press release, correspondence with municipalities and project org
chart
U Premier — final decision
U Avoid Fort McMurray scenario — starting to happen here (infrastructure follows
development)
U Great growth potential
U End January 2008 — three streams (infra, social, governance
U Steering Committee: Mayors/Reeves/Ministers will meet again after election
U Implementation Committee
- CAO’s were asked for ideas on how to make this committee work
- Bill explained ACRA structure
- Bill will speak to Doug Radke regarding ideas to make the committee
function
U Land use and Core Infrastructure — report due late August
This region will undergo changes like many other Canadian regions
2. Time Horizons
U Terms of reference state 20 to 50 year long term and 10 year outlook.
U This study is using 2040 and 10 year
3. Solicit Municipal Input
a. Land Use Plans
U MDP - Council on Tuesday night (hard copy provided)
U Major update — including annex area
U Good for ~5 to 20 years
U IDP - relatively current as well (goes beyond new annex area)
U Bill reviewed current land use plan
ISL Engineering and Land Services Ltd.
Suite 100, 7909 — 51 Avenue Edmonton, AB T6E 5L9 T: 780.438.9000 F: 780.438.3700 www.islengineering.com
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St. Albert to send ISL MDP, IDP, TMP (in GIS format if possible)
Existing population 58,000

Projected 105,000 (2030)

Daryl H has done St. Albert’s projections

coCcc

b. Roads/Highways/Transit Plans

U Roads
- this study will consider arterial classification and higher
- WRR - ongoing debate with AIT re ROW
- 137 Avenue is severed by AHD — needs to be re-routed — ISL is
reviewing (Dennis Gray)
- St. Albert traffic growth 4-5%
- TMP is underway
east arterial will be included in TMP
a St AIbert has contributed to COE projects before 170, 184/137, now YHT/St.
Albert Trall

U Transit
- transit study underway with TMP
- there will be a heightened focus on transit
- intermunicipal transit will be important to our study
- Edmonton Transit has vague plans for BRT to St. Albert
- transit centre in north end
- St. Albert serves Morinville
- transit priority on St. Albert Trail (in COE)

c. Water/Wastewater Plans

u Water
“twinning” east side to Oakmont reservoir
- More reservoirs needed to get to 105,000 population
- Developing Utility Master Plan — the City will provide a draft to ISL

U Wastewater
- building west end trunk
- also studying an east trunk
- ISL should review the UMA — northwest utility study
- Barry Raynard should have additional information/reports

Note: If stormwater is considered, St. Albert has good studies on Big Lake

d. Solid Waste

U 170 Street/YHT — agreement/life of land fill due in 3.5 years
U Next land fill site is likely in Sturgeon County (near Morinville) - ACRA waste

12351
July 11, 2007
1
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(Dillon study)

e. Other
U Rail
- noissues or expansion plans
U Pipeline
- no significant issues
u Power

- Fortis is starting to ask for contribution for distribution networks

- Options for Heartland power supply — one cuts through St. Albert
U Airport

- St. Albert has no stake in “St. Albert Airport”

ISL Engineering and Land Services Ltd.
Suite 100, 7909 — 51 Av