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Executive Summary

As the Town of Beaumont and Leduc County
continue to grow, the continuing influx of
people into the area presents planning and
infrastructure
challenges.
The
rapid
development and the growth of employment
opportunities that this area of the Capital
Region has experienced over the last five
years have resulted in communities looking
for better and innovative ways to
accommodate growth. How can we grow
smarter? What constraints and limitations
limits do we face? These are common
questions asked by many communities in the
Capital Region, Alberta and North America.
As both municipalities continue to grow and
develop, they take on an evolving and increasingly urban form. Uniting the communities and
employment centers and amenities to create our urban landscape becomes increasingly significant.
Smart growth is an important topic on the agendas of many. How our communities grow while ensuring
a balance between economic, environmental and social sustainability is becoming the focus in today’s
planning.
There are several factors that influence how we grow. They include the proximity of housing to basic
needs and public facilities and infrastructure, such as sanitary, storm, water, and roads. They also
include land use mix and diversity, street layout, and housing density. Each and every choice made that
impacts these factors leads to tangible impacts to our community, and defines our options for living.
How much energy and resources we consume, or time we spend in our cars, or housing affordability are
all real impacts of our decisions about urban growth. Some factors have a greater impact than others.
The population density of our residential communities and their location with respect to the built
environment, employment centres and transportation links stand out as key indicators of how our
region will grow.
Across the board, increases in density bring the benefits of lower infrastructure costs, fewer trips in the
car to meet our daily needs, and a reduction in consumed land resources. The choice as to whether we
grow closer to our established environment has a broad range of effects on what our region would look
like if it doubled in size.
This study provides insight into the factors that influence growth in our region. Driven by specific guiding
principles established by the Town of Beaumont and Leduc County, we have devised a plan that seeks to
address this demand with the key goal of growing smarter.

Stantec Consulting Ltd.
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Purpose

The Town of Beaumont and Leduc County have agreed to the collaborative preparation of a Joint
Growth Study. This process presents a unique opportunity for these two thriving municipalities to work
together to grow and manage development in an efficient, logical and sustainable manner over the next
30 years.
The study area encompasses approximately 93.4 square kilometers (approximately 9,360 ha or 36
sections1) as outlined in Figure 1 – Joint Growth Study Boundary.
Both municipalities are strategically located within the Capital Region and will continue to be impacted
by the enormous growth anticipated in the future.
Anchoring the northern end of the Calgary‐Edmonton corridor, the Edmonton Capital Region is an
economic hub for the Province. The significant economic drivers within proximity to the study area
include the Edmonton International Airport (EIA) and the future Port Alberta development as well as the
Nisku Industrial Park, which will ensure continued significant employment opportunities.
The County is home to a significant industrial servicing industry located in the Nisku area that has long
been the base of the local economy for both municipalities and is expected to increase with the
continued development of the Industrial Heartland and Capital Region. The County is a transportation
hub, with the Edmonton International Airport, CANAMEX Trade Corridor (Queen Elizabeth II Highway)
and the Canadian Pacific rail line that runs north‐south through the County. These industries and the
accompanying infrastructure have fueled record development within both municipalities and will
continue to be the foundation of future growth.
Beaumont has benefited from its location adjacent to the economic drivers of this portion of Leduc
County as well as its proximity to the City of Edmonton. The result has been unprecedented rates of
growth and a rapidly diminishing supply of developable land within the Town’s existing boundaries. All
indications are that substantial growth will continue. The Town is taking a proactive approach to the
future and recognizing a need to look both within, through infill, densification and redevelopment, and
beyond its existing municipal borders to effectively and efficiently accommodate growth in the short
and long term. Leduc County is also impacted by significant growth and wants to ensure that it
capitalizes on future opportunities by planning for future growth within its boundaries and, by
participating in this initiative, planning within the Joint Growth Study area.

1

Joint Growth Study Area is approximately 9,360 ha and occupies 76% of the land within Priority Growth Area CE
(PGA CE) which is approximately 12,293 ha (Capital Region Growth Plan Addendum, Page 18, October 2009). Town
of Beaumont is approximately 1,040 ha in area and occupies 11% of the Joint Growth Study Area and 8.4% of PGA
CE.

Stantec Consulting Ltd.
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The implications of this type of rapid growth will have enormous impacts on both Beaumont and Leduc
County. The Joint Growth Study will be a strategic tool in determining the vision for future growth for
the two municipalities. The study will be a progressive process that will analyze these issues, explore
opportunities and develop preferred common strategies that will benefit both municipalities.

Stantec Consulting Ltd.
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Growth will need to be directed to reflect changing
attitudes towards new development. Best Practices
advocate new growth that is smart, compact, and
environmentally sensitive. Leduc County will need to
understand the implications to future land supply and
infrastructure requirements within its own boundaries
as it plans for the future.
Patterns of growth in the Capital Region are shifting
and both the Town of Beaumont and Leduc County
must respond to this. Planning for change over the
next 30 years must value the quality of life and sense of community that has defined both Beaumont
and Leduc County. Growth must be consistent with the policies and principles of the Capital Region
Growth Plan and the North Saskatchewan Regional Plan being prepared for the Government of Alberta
under the Land Use Framework.
Collaborating on this study is the first step to ensuring that economic, social and environmental
principles of sustainable growth are identified. This will set the stage for the development of future
policies and directions for both Beaumont and Leduc County.

1.1

GUIDING PRINCIPLES

The six Guiding Principles for this study endorsed by the Steering Committee are as follows:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
1.1.1

Planned Growth and Smart Growth
Efficient Provision of Infrastructure and Services
Strengthen Communities
Support Economic Development
Protect the Environment and Resources
Highly Effective Governance
Smart Growth Principles

Future growth in Beaumont and Leduc County is supported by the following Smart Growth Principles:







Foster the development of diverse and
complete communities
Ensure compatibility of land uses



Establish a multi‐modal transportation
system That includes (pedestrian, auto
and transit options)
Preserve and integrate the natural
environment
Ensure cost‐efficient and integrated
infrastructure







Establish a variety and housing choices,
forms and densities
Support localized employment
opportunities
Create walkable and connected
communities
Utilize sustainable and green
infrastructure

Stantec Consulting Ltd.
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PROCESS

The Joint Growth Study has been undertaken through a collaborative process between Leduc County
and the Town of Beaumont. Unlike traditional growth studies which are often completed in isolation,
this study adopted a process of true inter‐municipal participation. Both municipalities have engaged in a
beneficial planning process which has been defined by the transparent access of information, joint
analysis, and open dialogue towards the achievement of common goals. Moreover, both Councils have
accepted this growth study as information (see IMPORTANT NOTICE at the beginning of the report).
This coordinated approach will ultimately set the stage for managing future growth within the two
municipalities. This coordinated approach will require that the existing Intermunicipal Development Plan
(IDP) be updated to reflect this new vision for growth in the area. The intent of the resulting inter‐
municipal agreement is to more effectively support and facilitate the joint development of lands
identified in the IDP.
In this context of inter‐municipal collaboration, this study is a technical document with broad
implications to the future of growth in Leduc County and the Town of Beaumont.
Based upon regional economic trends, this study is intended to establish:




1.2.1

Population forecasts for the study area
Land requirements to accommodate future residential and employment growth
Recommendations for sustainable and efficient urban development and infrastructure
General recommendations for future growth areas
Joint Collaborative Planning Process

Leduc County and the Town of Beaumont have placed a high priority on inter‐municipal collaboration,
consultation with key stakeholders, and the involvement of the general public during preparation of the
Growth Study. Work on this strategic project has been overseen by the Leduc County – Town of
Beaumont Steering Committee, made up of elected officials and administrative representatives from
both municipalities. The Steering Committee members adopted a Terms of Reference for this project.
The Terms of Reference established that the Steering Committee be responsible for providing policy
direction and recommending approval of the Growth Study to their respective Councils. The Leduc
County – Town of Beaumont Steering Committee also determined the boundary of the study area.
The communications strategy for the Growth Study addresses stakeholder relations, public consultation,
Council meetings, and media relations.
Key stakeholders involved in the study have included:
 Town and County residents
 Town and County municipal staff members
 Representatives from public utilities, public agencies and public authorities

Stantec Consulting Ltd.
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 Key landowners and developers
 Affected business, commercial, or industrial interests
 Technical experts
These key stakeholders and the general public have been advised of the work the two municipalities
have undertaken on the Joint Growth Study through a Public Visioning Session and Open House.
Appendix 1 contains a summary of the comments received from the Public Visioning Session and the
Public Open House
Information on the growth plans, technical perspectives, and long range policies of the key stakeholders
has been incorporated into the Growth Study.

Stantec Consulting Ltd.

June 2011

Town of Beaumont and Leduc County – Joint Growth Study

2.0

Context

2.1

REGIONAL CONTEXT

8

Leduc County and the Town of Beaumont are located south of the City of Edmonton, within close
proximity to the Edmonton International Airport and the regional industrial hub of the Nisku Industrial
Park. Both communities are located within the Alberta Capital Region, which includes the City of
Edmonton and 23 surrounding municipalities. The multi‐jurisdictional nature of the Capital Region
played an important role in development within this part of the Province.
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There are a number of planning initiatives, completed or currently under development that will
influence the development of the Joint Growth Study. Paramount among them is the Land‐use
Framework (LUF) and the accompanying Alberta Land Stewardship Act (ALSA) legislation.
In 2008, the Government of Alberta released the Land‐use Framework. The purpose of LUF is to provide
a comprehensive approach to better manage public and private lands and natural resources to achieve
Alberta’s long‐term economic, environmental and social goals.2 The framework consists of seven
strategies to improve land‐use decision‐making in the province. Of particular relevance to the Joint
Growth Study are Strategy 1 and Strategy 5, being:
Strategy 1 ‐ Develop seven regional land‐use plans based on seven new land‐use regions.
Strategy 5 ‐ Promote efficient use of land to reduce the footprint of human activities on Alberta’s
landscape.
The Land‐use Framework identifies current priorities being the preparation of Metropolitan plans for the
Capital and Calgary regions as well as preparation of The Lower Athabasca and South Saskatchewan
Regional Plans (see Figure 3 – Land Use Framework Planning Regions). These Regional Planning
initiatives are underway. The Capital Region Growth Plan has been approved by the Government of
Alberta. Subsequent Regional Plans include the preparation of the North Saskatchewan Regional Plan
(NSRP), the Red Deer Regional Plan (RDRP), the Upper Athabasca Regional Plan (UARP), the Upper Peace
Regional Plan (UPRP) and the Lower Peace Regional Plan (LPRP). The NSRP encompasses lands within
the North Saskatchewan River watershed and stretches from the British Columbia border to the
Saskatchewan border and includes Leduc County and the Town of Beaumont. The preparation of the
NSRP is anticipated to begin in 2011.

2

Land‐use Framework

Stantec Consulting Ltd.
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Study Area
Location

Figure 3 – Land Use Framework Planning Regions
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The principles and recommendations contained in this Joint Growth Study will need to align with the
policies and principles of both the Capital Region Growth Plan and the North Saskatchewan Regional
Plan once those are in place.
2.2.2

Growing Forward: The Capital Region Growth Plan

In June 2007, the Premier initiated a process which recommended coordinated land use planning for the
Capital Region. On April 15, 2008 the Government of Alberta created the Capital Region Board
Regulation under the Municipal Government Act, bringing the Capital Region Board (CRB) into existence.
The CRB consists of twenty‐four municipalities within the Capital Region and includes the Town of
Beaumont and Leduc County as members.
The CRB was tasked with the creation of the Capital Region Growth Plan that:


Provides an integrated and strategic approach to planning for the future growth of the Capital
Region;



Identifies the overall development patterns and key future infrastructure investments that
would best complement existing infrastructure, services and land uses in the Capital Region and
which would also maximize benefits to the Capital Region; and



Coordinates decisions in the Capital Region to sustain economic growth and ensure strong
communities and a healthy environment.3

Growing Forward: the Capital Region Growth Plan was completed and submitted to the Minister of
Municipal Affairs on March 31, 2009. Addendums to the Growth Plan were submitted on October 31,
2009 and December 31, 2009 which further refined the Land Use Plan by identifying Priority Growth
Areas, Country Residential Areas, buffer zones and land supply for residential, industrial and commercial
lands and a funding strategy for Regional Transit (See Figure 4 ‐ Priority Growth Areas and Cluster
Country Residential Areas). The Growth Plan also identified specific density targets for the Priority
Growth Areas.
The intent of the density targets established in Growing Forward: the Capital Region Growth Plan is to
significantly increase existing residential densities within the identified Priority Growth Areas and
minimize the regional development footprint over time. The density targets in the October 31st , 2009
Addendum to the Growth Plan reflect a hierarchy, with highest residential densities concentrated in the
central core, being the City of Edmonton, and transitioning outward to lower density targets that
recognize changes in land use context, overall development pattern and existing residential
development densities of these areas.4

3
4

Growing Forward: the Capital Region Growth Plan
The Capital Region Growth Plan: Addendum, Section 2‐ Land Use

Stantec Consulting Ltd.
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5

Figure 4 ‐ Priority Growth Areas and Cluster Country Residential Areas

The boundary of the Joint Growth Study closely reflects that of Priority Growth Area “Ce” identified in
the October Addendum. The Density Target for Priority Growth Area “Ce” is 25‐35 dwelling units per net
residential hectare.
The Capital Region Growth Plan places substantial emphasis on development policies and patterns that
significantly intensify land use within Priority Growth Areas. Equally important is the coordination of
more intensive development within existing and future transit corridors and transit nodes. The process
to identify Priority Growth Areas included consideration of regionally significant transit corridors
outlined in the Capital Regional Intermunicipal Transit Network Plan.
Of relevance for the Joint Growth Study is the identification of an intermunicipal bus route connecting
the Town of Beaumont to Edmonton via 50th Street in the medium term with a park and ride location
identified near the Town’s northern boundary in the longer term. In the long term (2043), the Transit
Network Plan also identifies an intermunicipal bus route connection from Beaumont to Nisku/ Queen
Elizabeth Highway 2 via Highway 625.6

5
6

The Capital Region Growth Plan: Addendum, Section 2‐ Land Use
Capital Region Intermunicipal Transit Network Plan, Section 5 ‐ Intermunicipal Transit Service

Stantec Consulting Ltd.
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Development within the Priority Growth Areas is intended to meet the density targets established in the
Growth Plan but must also be consistent with the Principles and Policies of the Growth Plan. These
principles and policies are the planning framework that will guide decision making regarding future
growth and development in the Capital Region. To achieve the Capital Region’s vision, all municipalities
will be required to amend their relevant policy documents to conform to the following principles and
policies of the Capital Region Land Use Plan:
I.

PROTECT THE ENVIRONMENT AND RESOURCES
A. Preserve and Protect the Environment
B. Preserve Agricultural Lands
C. Protect Natural Resources
D. Minimize the Impact of Development on Regional Watersheds and Airsheds
E. Minimize the Impact of Heavy Industrial Developments

II. MINIMIZE REGIONAL FOOTPRINT
A. Identify, Protect and Prioritize Lands for Regional Infrastructure
B. Concentrate New Growth Within Priority Growth Areas
C. Allow Growth Outside of Priority Growth Areas
D. Support Cluster Country Residential Development
III. STRENGTHEN COMMUNITIES
A. Create Inclusive Communities
B. Support Healthy Communities
C. Support Public Transit
D. Support Innovative and Affordable Housing Options
IV. INCREASE TRANSPORTATION CHOICE
A. Integrate Transportation Systems with Land Use
B. Support the Expansion of Transit Service in Various Forms
V. ENSURE EFFICIENT PROVISION OF SERVICES
A. Design Integrated Physical Infrastructure within the Region
B. Maximize Utilization of Existing Infrastructure
VI. SUPPORT REGIONAL ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
A. Ensure a Supply of Land To Sustain a Variety Of Economic Development Activities
B. Attract and Retain Individuals and Families with a Diverse Range of Skills to the Capital
Region to Satisfy the Region’s Economic Development Goals
C. Support Regional Prosperity
D. Position the Capital Region Competitively on the World Stage

Under each of the policies are a number of criteria which need to be referred to and considered by
municipalities when evaluating and approving development and land use proposals.

Stantec Consulting Ltd.

June 2011
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North Saskatchewan Regional Plan

Planning for the North Saskatchewan Regional Plan is anticipated to begin in early 2012. This plan will
outline regional land‐use objectives and establish policies to manage the impacts of development on
land, water and air.

2.3

MUNICIPAL PLANS AND POLICIES

2.3.1

Municipal Development Plans (MDP)

Municipal Developments Plans (MDP’s) are high level land use policy documents that all municipalities
with a population greater than 3,500 must prepare as directed by Municipal Government Act (MGA).
The MDP’s for both the Town of Beaumont and Leduc County establish the planning and policy
framework for future development.
Leduc County
The Leduc County MDP designates the lands within the southern and eastern portions of the Study Area
as Agricultural Area A. This area is intended to “…conserve and protect extensive areas of land for
agricultural uses; to encourage and accommodate a broad range of agricultural‐related pursuits; and to
retain and enhance the County’s agricultural community.” The areas to the north and west are
designated for Country Residential, Future Residential / Residential Estate, Business Park and Business
Industrial land uses in the North Major Area Structure Plan (NMASP) (see Figure 5).
Beaumont
The Town of Beaumont’s MDP proposes a variety of residential, commercial and business park land
uses. The majority of the lands in the Town are designated for residential uses however; the town
centre has recently identified Mixed Use development opportunities which allow for
commercial/employment and residential development within the same building or within close
proximity. There is a cluster of Commercial and Business Park uses planned for the southwestern portion
of the Town adjacent to Hwy 625 and a Commercial area along 50 Street to the north.
2.3.2

Intermunicipal Development Plan (IDP)

Portions of Leduc County/City of Edmonton Intermunicipal Fringe Area, Town of Beaumont / Leduc
County Intermunicipal Development Plans are located in the Study Area (See Figure 7 – Intermunicipal
Areas). The IDPs are intended to reduce land use conflicts and promote coordinated planning between
Leduc County, the City of Edmonton and Town of Beaumont.
Specific to this Study area an IDP between the Town of Beaumont and Leduc County was entered into in
1998 in conjunction with an annexation agreement with Leduc County allowing Beaumont to acquire
the Highway 814 Right of Way from the City of Edmonton south boundary (41 Ave SW) to Twp Road
510. The IDP establishes land development controls for lands within the IDP boundary, referral
Stantec Consulting Ltd.
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requirements for development proposals within the boundary and inter‐municipal communication in
land development matters.

Stantec Consulting Ltd.
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Area Structure Plans (ASP’s) / Outline Plans (OP’s)

There are ten Council approved Outline Plans within the Town of Beaumont. These include Dansereau
Meadows, Montalet, Coloniale Estates, Forest Heights, Triomphe Estates, Beaumont Lakes, Place
Charleureuse, Montrose Estates, Ruisseau and Eaglemont Heights (See Figure 6 – Beaumont Land Use
Plan). These plans establish future locations for residential, commercial, public and institutional uses
throughout the community.
Within Leduc County there are three active ASP’s within the study area. These include a portion of the
North Major Area Structure Plan, WAM Industrial Local Area Structure Plan and the East Vistas Local
Area Structure Plan (See Figure 5 – Leduc County Land Use Plan).


North Major Area Structure Plan is situated along the northern boundary of the County
immediately south of the City of Edmonton Corporate Limits. A portion of the ASP
(approximately 1100 hectares) is situated immediately west of the Town of Beaumont. The
proposed land uses within the Study Area include Future Residential Area, Residential Estate
Area Country Residential Area and a portion of Business Park Area.



Western Asset Management (WAM) Industrial Park Local Area Structure Plan is located in the
northwestern portion of the Study Area adjacent to 41 Avenue SW (City of Edmonton Corporate
Limits) and the Queen Elizabeth II Highway (QE II). This plan encompasses approximate 317
hectares and contemplates the development of a range of business and industrial uses.



East Vistas Local Area Structure Plan (LASP) is located within the western portion of the Study
Area. This LASP identifies land uses and circulation, in more detail, for two sections of land 1.6
kilometers west of the Town of Beaumont within the North Major ASP. The East Vistas LASP
encompasses approximately 562 hectares with an anticipated build‐out population of
approximately 22,550 residents. This full build‐out population projection will occur well beyond
the 30‐year horizon established in this Growth Study.

Lands within the southern and eastern portions of the study area are not regulated by any ASP or OP.
2.3.4

Other Relevant Planning Documents

Airport Vicinity Protection Area (AVPA)
A portion of the Edmonton International Airport Vicinity Protection Area affects a small portion of the
study area (See Figure 8 – Airport Vicinity Protection Area). This regulation controls noise sensitive land
use activities that may be affected by long term aircraft noise forecasts and future runway expansions.

Stantec Consulting Ltd.
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TRANSPORTATION

The following section identifies the primary east‐west and north‐south roads located within the Study
Area, in addition to summarizing the relevant regional public transit that impacts the Study Area (See
Figure 9 – Transportation).
2.4.1

East‐West Roads

Airport Road (Township Road 502) forms the south boundary of the Study Area, and runs east‐west from
the Edmonton International Airport, across the QEII Highway, through the Nisku / North Leduc industrial
area intersecting with Highway 814 (approximately 3.2 km south of Beaumont), and continues through
Leduc County intersecting with Highway 21 (approximately 11.3 km east of Highway 814).
Highway 625 (Township Road 504) corresponds to the south edge of the Town of Beaumont running
east‐west and forms a primary gateway into the Town at Highway 814. Highway 625 intersects with
Highway 21 to the east (approximately 11.3 km east of Highway 814), and connects to Highway 19 to
the west (approximately 8.1 km west of Highway 814).
50 Avenue (Township Road 505) forms the east‐west axis of Beaumont and extends as far west as Range
Road 245 (approximately 4.8 km west of Highway 814), and east to Range Road 234 (approximately 6.4
km east of Highway 814).
Township Road 510 corresponds to the north edge of the Town of Beaumont, forming a primary
gateway to the Town at Highway 814. Township Road 510 intersects with Highway 21 to the east
(approximately 11.3 km east of Highway 814), and continues west linking the north‐south range roads
and industrial collector roads. Township Road 510 is a correction‐line road and therefore all north‐south
road crossings are discontinuous (the north‐south route has a “chicane” in the road). Township Road
510 was the subject of a recent functional planning study (Associated Engineering, April, 2009).
41 Avenue SW (Township Road 512) forms the north boundary of the Study Area and is the southern
corporate limits of the City of Edmonton. It connects extends from Highway 21 to the east to the QEII
Highway to the west. Currently there is no access to the QE II Highway from this roadway, however, in
the long term 41 Avenue is planned to operate as a major arterial roadway with an all‐directional access
interchange planned with the QE II Highway. Associated Engineering is currently working on the 41
Avenue SW Concept Planning Study.
2.4.2

North‐South Roads

Highway 814 is the primary north‐south road influencing the Study Area, which functions as 50 Street in
Beaumont (the main north‐south road) and connects to 50 Street in Edmonton. A functional planning
study for Highway 814 from Highway 625 to 41 Avenue SW was completed by Bunt & Associates (2007).
Funding for the twinning of 50th Street (Hwy 814) has been provided by the Government of Alberta and
the Town of Beaumont is proceeding with twinning Zone 4 of this road, which is from 41st Ave SW (City
of Edmonton boundary) to Township road 510.

Stantec Consulting Ltd.
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There are a number of other range roads extending north‐south throughout the Study Area connecting
to arterial roads within the City of Edmonton along 41 Avenue SW. Only Range Road 242 does not
connect to 41 Avenue via 66 Street in Edmonton, as it is obstructed by Cawes Lake.
At the north‐west portion of the Study Area, the future alignment of the Nisku Spine Road will continue
south of 41 Avenue SW (Range Road 244). A functional plan for the Nisku Spine Road was completed by
Associated Engineering (2006).
2.4.3

Regional Ring Road

Alberta Transportation is in the process of determining a Study Area for a potential future Regional Ring
Road. This transportation facility is planned as a high‐speed, limited‐access regional highway. The
potential need and alignment of this road has not been confirmed and is subject to further review /
study. Alberta Transportation representatives are currently in discussions with the Capital Region Board
regarding this proposed transportation facility. The Capital Region Board is currently working on an
Integrated Regional Transportation System Study (IRTSS).
2.4.4

Regional Transit

The Capital Region Growth Plan: Growing Forward contains the Capital Region Intermunicipal Transit
Plan (March, 2009). The timing of the short, medium and long term concepts are not articulated in the
Growth Plan but it is assumed that long term is 35 years and beyond. This plan identifies the following
future Transit connections and considerations within the study area:





Short Term Network illustrates the concept of intermunicipal bus service along Highway 814
between Beaumont and Millwoods Transit Centre.
Medium Term Network illustrates the concept of intermunicipal bus service along Highway 814
between Beaumont and Anthony Henday Drive, connecting to the future Southeast LRT line in
Edmonton.
Long Term Network illustrates the concept of adding an east‐west intermunicipal bus
connection from Beaumont to connect to a future intermunicipal transit network at QEII
Highway.
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Figure 9 – Transportation Systems
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ENVIRONMENTAL

The study area is located within the Parkland Natural Region, specifically the Central Parkland Natural
Subregion. This area is characterized by extensive cultivation; however, pockets of native aspen and
prairie vegetation occupy the non‐cultivated parcels7.
Several remnant tree stands, drainage features and water bodies are present within the study area (see
Figure 10 – Natural / Environmental Systems). The water bodies include: Cawes Lake which is located
directly south of the City of Edmonton and various wetlands situated throughout the area. The drainage
features include Irvine Creek located in the north portion of the study area, Clearwater Creek located in
the south portion and LeBlanc Canal within the Town of Beaumont. These creeks are tributaries to
Blackmud Creek, which is located further west of the study area. There are also various unnamed
streams located throughout the study area. The surrounding properties to the east are primarily
agricultural.
2.5.1

Topography

The regional topography in the Study Area differs between the east and west portions. The west portion
is characterized by flat terrain with local depressional areas while the east portion of the Study Area is
typified by a gently rolling to rolling landscape.
With the exception of the land surrounding the creeks, the topographic review of the study area does
not identify any steep sloped areas that may limit development. The area with knob‐and‐kettle
topography may pose some challenges to development due to the hilly nature of the terrain and the
presence of numerous wetlands. This landscape likely provides for a diversity of wildlife due to the
variety of habitat niches created by the wide range in topography over a relatively small area.
Both Irvine Creek and Clearwater Creek display low topographic relief throughout the majority of the
Study Area with the exception of the western portion of the Study Area where the creeks enter
Blackmud Creek. In these locations, the banks appear to be relatively steep compared to the remainder
of the area. The former Gwynne Outlet, now Blackmud Creek, located on the west border of the Study
Area, is a wide strip of low‐lying topography. Blackmud Creek, Irvine Creek and Clearwater Creek may
pose challenges to development as they are prone to flooding. Development should be limited in these
areas to reduce damage to structures and allow for wildlife movement.
2.5.2

Vegetation

The Study Area is located within the Central Parkland Natural Subregion, which is one of three
Subregions within the Parkland Natural Region. This Subregion is dominated by deciduous and mixed
wood forests and pockets of linked and isolated marsh basin wetlands created by past glaciation and
native grasslands. Historical and current agricultural activities in addition to recent urbanization have
altered much of the native vegetation within this Subregion and fragmented the remaining native
habitat patches. The forested portions within this Subregion are dominated by trembling aspen groves,
7

Natural Regions Committee 2006
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where conditions are moist, and fescue prairie and jack pine/bearberry communities where conditions
are dry. Fescue prairie and jack pine/bearberry assemblages are rare within the Subregion (Natural
Regions Committee 2006).
Specific to the Study Area, there is a limited amount of land not cleared for agricultural purposes. Of the
remaining native plant communities, the vegetation is dominated by deciduous stands of trembling
aspen and balsam poplar with understories containing willow, dogwood, raspberry, prickly rose and
graminoid vegetation (Bruce Thompson & Associates Inc. September 2007). Wetland communities are
also noted throughout the Study Area and likely contain an assortment of cattail, sedges, reed canary
grass, slough grass, and aquatic plants depending on the seasonal permanence of the open water zone.
Representatives from Leduc County noted that the Study Area contains the Nisku Native Prairie Reserve.
The Nisku Prairie is remnant northern fescue grassland. This area is a unique feature as less than 5% of
the original fescue grassland remains in Alberta8.
A search request to the Alberta Natural Heritage Centre (ANHIC) to obtain a list of any threatened or
endangered species occurrences in the area did not identify any occurrence reports. The lack of records
may reflect a limited number of surveys and inventories conducted in the region rather than an absence
of listed species.
2.5.3

Water Features

The water features within the Study Area consists of two creeks (Clearwater and Irvine Creeks) and their
associated tributaries (e.g. Leblanc Canal), the glacial meltwater channel on the west side, numerous
small prairie pothole wetlands and a large wetland (Cawes Lake). Constructed water features are also
visible in association with the urban development surrounding and within Beaumont. These features are
stormwater management facilities and do not provide habitat. However, in Beaumont the freshwater
pond known as Don Sparrow Lake is located in Four Seasons Park does provide habitat.
The east portion of the study area contains an area that appears to be knob‐and‐kettle topography and
may be part of the Cooking Lake Moraine. As such, there are likely numerous associated wetlands. The
remaining wetlands in the Study Area appear to be either isolated or are affiliated with drainage
features.
Clearwater Creek and Irvine Creek are the primary drainage features in the Study Area and are
tributaries to the Blackmud Creek. Clearwater Creek appears to be primarily undisturbed, with the
exception of some acreage residential developments. The western portion of Irvine Creek also appears
to be undisturbed and vegetated; however, throughout the remaining area, the creek has been
channelized and the vegetation removed. LeBlanc Canal, one of the tributaries to Irvine Creek, passes
through the southwest portion of the Town of Beaumont and is fed by several stormwater management
facilities. Portions of this tributary appear to be vegetated with trees and shrubs. The LeBlanc Canal is
vital to the overall stormwater management for the Town of Beaumont.

8

Friedenstab, B. 2003. Control of smooth brome at Nisku Prairie. Alberta Native Plant Council Newsletter. 44
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Forested Areas

The forested areas within the Study Area consist of remnant habitat patches of varying sizes (See Figure
10 – Natural / Environmental Systems). The majority of the treed areas are visible around the outer
boundary of the Study Area with the exception of the northeast corner, which contains a limited
number of treed areas. Aside from the Forest Heights neighbourhood no other major tree stands were
noted within the Town of Beaumont.
The most extensive tract of trees is visible along Clearwater Creek and the west portion of Irvine Creek.
Several larger areas of trees are scattered throughout the country residential developments along the
west side and southeast portion of the Study Area. It appears that there are several linear treed areas
that were likely planted windbreaks. In some locations, such as the southeast corner, these windbreaks
serve to connect several smaller areas of trees.
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Population and Forecasting

The purpose of this Growth Study is to understand where and how future development should occur. A
key assumption in this exercise is that population growth within the Study Area will take place primarily
within Beaumont and East Vistas Area Structure Plan. It is not expected that residential development
associated with agricultural activities will have a material impact on the area’s population.
3.1.1

Beaumont’s Past Population Growth

Beaumont first incorporated as a village in 1973, with a population of 412. By 1980 it had become a
town with a population of 2,144. Since that time, Beaumont’s population has grown to 12,586 (2010
town census) and its annual population growth has averaged over 6%.

The following table provides the growth rates of select Alberta municipalities from 1980 to 2009, the
most recent year data is available from Alberta Municipal Affairs for all municipalities.
Municipality
Okotoks
Airdrie
Beaumont
Stony Plain
Spruce Grove
St Albert
Strathcona County
City of Leduc
Fort Saskatchewan

1980

2009

Annual Compound
Growth Rate

2,967
5,897
2,144
4,442
9,074
29,512
46,057
11,603
11,482

21,690
38,091
11,794
12,363
23,326
58,501
87,998
21,597
17,469

7.10%
6.64%
6.06%
3.59%
3.31%
2.39%
2.26%
2.17%
1.46%
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As the table illustrates, Beaumont’s historic growth rate is at the high end for comparable municipalities.
However, it also had the lowest population in 1980 of any of the comparables. While a smaller town in
close proximity to a large city can experience a higher growth rate over a period of time, it is highly
unlikely that this growth rate could be sustained indefinitely. In general, larger centres tend to have
lower population growth rates; for example, since 1980 Calgary has grown at approximately 2.2% a year,
while Edmonton has grown at 1.5%. It is expected that as the Town of Beaumont grows, its population
growth rate will decline over time.
3.1.2

Future Growth

The Capital Region Board (CRB) in its Growth Plan Growing Forward (December 2009 Addendum)
provided population projections for Beaumont under two scenarios. The Trend Scenario Projection,
which provided the highest population for Beaumont, envisioned the town sustaining a population of
21,577 by 2044. This would equate to an annual compound growth rate of approximately 2.02%.

Beaumont
Leduc County

Capital Region Plan: Trend Scenario Population Projection
2009
2013
2019
2029
11,794
13,872
15,578
18,291
14,312
15,013
16,589
21,182

2044
21,577
22,957

Source: Capital Region Population & Employment Projections Report, December 2009

While it is possible that Beaumont’s population growth will quickly slow to the rate indicated by the
CRB, a more likely scenario is that Beaumont’s growth rate will decline gradually. This report also
considers an alternative approach on what Beaumont’s population would be if a “stepped approach”
was taken. Recognizing the strong growth that Beaumont has experienced over the past 30 years, the
population was escalated at 6% annually from 2010 to 2020. From 2020 to 2030 the population was
escalated by 4% a year, before falling to 2% annually for the final 10 years (2030 – 2040). With these
growth rates, Beaumont is projected to obtain a population of 40,671 by 2040, and the equivalent 30‐
year annual compound growth rate would be 3.99%.
Growth Rates
2010 – 2020 6.00%
2020 – 2030 4.00%
2030 – 2040 2.00%
3.1.3

Beaumont Population
2020 – 22,540
2030 – 33,364
2040 – 40,671

East Vistas Area Structure Plan

East Vistas LASP currently has a population of less than 100 residents. However, since this area is being
planned to develop into a larger community of between 3480 – 7593 over the next 30 to 35 years, it
may be reasonable to assume that East Vistas will undergo a population growth pattern that is similar to
what Beaumont experienced during its early years. For forecasting purposes, it was assumed that East
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Vistas LASP could maintain a population of approximately 500 people by 2015. That number was then
escalated at a stepped rate that is equivalent to an annual compound rate of 9.92% over 25 years.9
Growth Rates
2015 – 2020 25.00%
2020 – 2030 10.00%
2030 – 2040 3.00%

East Vistas LASP
Population
2020 – 1,526
2030 – 3,958
2040 – 5,319

The forecast populations provided here are higher than what has been put forward by the CRB, and it
may be that the CRB forecasts will end up closer to what the actual population of the Study Area will be
in 2040. The purpose of this document is to provide a proactive planning approach for future growth. If
Beaumont and East Vistas LASP grow faster than the CRB has projected (as has occurred to date), then
where should that growth take place, and how should the land be used? The projections here are
plausible, as are the projections provided by the CRB. However, for planning purposes, it will likely be
advantageous to consider the “what if” in terms of population growth, and have a plan in place that
considers the possibility that the Study Area continues to experience the type of growth it has over the
past 30 years.

9

Population growth rates for East Vistas assumes a similar pattern to what Beaumont experienced when it was incorporated as
a Town in 1973 until today. Beaumont’s growth rate, from when it was incorporated as a town in 1973 until today, has been
equivalent to an annual compound rate of 9.68% ‐ i.e. (12,586/412)^(1/37)‐1 = 9.68%
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A review of approved land use plans and policies was used to determine the potential location for future
growth in the Study Area.
4.1.1

Growth Constraints

A variety of factors that influenced where future development could be supported include environment
and natural features, location of existing and planned infrastructure, and general development patterns.
The location of environmental and natural features has been taken into account which will impact
where future development may be supported. Larger water bodies, watercourses and trees may serve
as amenities and can be integrated with development. Areas for future growth have been generally
directed away from significant environmental features such as the knob and kettle topography that
exists east of the Town of Beaumont.
The location of highways, power transmission lines and oil and gas facilities were important
considerations that may impair future development. These may include limited access to Provincial
highways, noise, odors and other nuisances. Appropriate transitioning and buffers to mitigate these
negative effects from future development may be required.
4.1.2

Evaluation Criteria

Determining where to direct future growth was facilitated by a complete assessment of the applicable
technical criteria (planning, engineering, and environmental), and through numerous discussions with
members of the Steering Committee and municipal administration.
The evaluation of the technical information was based on traditional planning considerations and the
principles of Smart Growth.
4.1.3

Strategic Growth Areas

One of the primary objectives of this study was to determine how both municipalities can work together
to address their future growth needs. Guided by the principles of smart growth, establishing where
future growth should be directed was not simply about accommodating growth, but growing smarter to
create balanced, sustainable and complete communities reflecting the guiding principles endorsed by
the Steering Committee (see Section 1.1 Guiding Principles on page 4).
Protection and Integration of Environmental Features ‐ protecting important environmental features
by focusing growth away from these areas was an important consideration. The lands identified as
potential knob and kettle topography along the eastern portion of the Study Area are intended to
remain free from future urban development. The protection of the LeBlanc Canal and Irvine Creek from
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development is vital. There is a potential opportunity to improve Cawes Lake and reestablish it as an
important environmental feature which could be used as an amenity for eco‐recreation activities. Other
environmental features located within the Study Area that may be impacted by future growth shall be
assessed to determine their significance and physical condition and be appropriately integrated with
urban development.
Access and Location of Transportation and Infrastructure – Accessibility and proximity to key
transportation and infrastructure facilities was another important consideration. Future growth areas
have been clustered adjacent to major transportation corridors such as 50 Street, Township Road 510
and Highway 625. Access to Highway 625 will be limited given the current restrictions imposed by
Alberta Transportation and thereby reduce the opportunity to support future growth. Future growth
areas are located adjacent to major water and sanitary lines, thereby limiting the premature extension
of these facilities.
Contiguous and Compact Development – ensuring that future growth is a logical extension from
existing and planned development is another important factor. Focusing development west of
Beaumont towards East Vistas provides an opportunity for both communities to potentially grow
together and share services.
Residential
Lands for future residential uses are located
towards the west and north of the Town of
Beaumont. These areas are located near future
major transportation and regional transit routes.
Development within these areas should achieve
the density target of 25‐35 du/NRha as required
under the Priority Growth Area Ce as established
in the CRB Growth Plan. Residential located
along the west of Beaumont are intended to
provide an appropriate land use transition
towards the East Vistas LASP. This provides an
opportunity for both municipalities to explore
‘growing together’ and investigate the possibility
of sharing services such as recreation centers and parks, educational facilities, emergency services, etc.
Business / Employment
Lands for future business / employment uses have
been strategically located adjacent to major
transportation corridors (50 Street, Township Road
510, and Highway 625). Specific uses within these
areas may include offices, light industrial business
uses, highway‐oriented commercial and retail
shopping centres. The establishment of Business /
Employment nodes helps to create jobs closer to
residents of Beaumont.
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Mixed Use
Mixed Use areas are proposed at four key locations
within the Study Area. These nodes are clustered at
key transportation intersections (50 Street, Highway
625, Range Road 242 and Township Roads 505 and
510) and are situated within the centre of an 800m
catchment radius to provide a central focus from
surrounding land uses. The Mixed Use areas serve as
community‐level ‘town centres’ and are intended to
accommodate higher density development designed
to support future transit and greater walkability.
Specific uses envisioned within these areas may
include commercial, office, retail, medium and high density housing, institutional, cultural and civic uses.
Future Growth Opportunity
The intent of this designation is to identify lands that may be suitable for long term growth
opportunities. While this study has allocated adequate lands to accommodate future residential and
business / employment growth over the next 30+ years, it is prudent to recognize the future potential of
these lands to accommodate growth. Growth may potentially be reallocated from the areas identified
within the Strategic Growth Area if strong technical justifications and planning rationale are provided.
Further discussions with both municipal administrations shall be required prior to advancing any
planning in these areas.
Future Education and Recreation Opportunities
The location and development of future school and recreation facilities will be based on overall demand
and availability of funding. Leduc County and the Town of Beaumont have identified an opportunity to
jointly acquire lands for the development of a recreation facility and/or future school within an area
between the Town and the East Vistas (Section 28 or 33 50‐24‐W4). The opportunity for both
municipalities to coordinate the planning and delivery of these facilities should be further pursued in
order to avoid service duplication.
Future Emergency and Protective Services
The delivery of emergency and protective services shall be provided as demand warrants. The East
Vistas LASP contemplates sites for a Fire Hall and Leduc County Protective Services outlet.
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ENGINEERING AND SERVICES

The existing water services, sanitary services, and stormwater management facilities in the study area
maintain sufficient capacity to accommodate development within the short term horizon. However,
upgrades / improvements will be necessary in order to accommodate development in the longer term
within the proposed East Vistas community, Town of Beaumont and within the future growth
opportunity area.
To ensure maximum benefit of all new servicing facilities, a contingency for oversizing should be
planned during the preliminary stages of new development.
4.2.1

Water System

Water for the Town of Beaumont and Leduc County is provided by EPCOR through the Capital Region
Southwest Water Services Commission (CRSWSC).
For the Town of Beaumont, the water system consists of three reservoirs, one pumphouse and a looped
network of distribution pipes ranging from 150mm to 400mm (Town of Beaumont Water and Sanitary
Sewer Assessment Report, March 2007). There are two main water lines servicing the town; a 400mm
water main located along Section 32 connecting at the northwest corner and another 200mm line runs
along Highway 625 and connects at the southwest corner (see Figure 12 – Engineering Services).
For Leduc County, water services are available from the County’s reservoir located approximately 2
kilometers to the west of the study area (see Figure 12 – Engineering Services). A water transmission
line is located along Township Road 510 (East Vistas LASP, May 2010) which will provide service to East
Vistas.
Improvements to the water infrastructure will be necessary in order to accommodate the proposed
long‐term development within the study area. Upgrading of the water line along Highway 625 west of
Range Road 245 to a 400mm line will be necessary to service the southern portion of the East Vistas
community. A new 600mm trunk main will be required from the Eastern pump station to connect to the
300mm internal looping system (Municipal Servicing Study, East Vista Local Area Structure Plan, January
2010).
4.2.2

Sanitary System

The sanitary trunk system within the study area is provided by the Alberta Capital Region Wastewater
Commission trunk. The ‘Beaumont’ trunk line (SERTS Stage 4) connects on the west side of Town (see
Figure 12) and conveys flow to the regional system located further to the west which also collects
sanitary flows from Leduc, Nisku and the Edmonton International Airport (Town of Beaumont Water and
Sanitary Sewer Assessment Report, March 2007). The northeast area of the Town discharges via a trunk
line situated along the northern boundary near Twp 510 and an additional trunk line located in the
south services the southern neighbourhoods.
The current sanitary trunk system maintains adequate capacity to accommodate projected growth and
development within the study area until 2015 (The Alberta Capital Region Wastewater Commission:
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SERTS South Planning Study, 2006). Upgrades and expansion to the sanitary trunk system will be
required in order to satisfy projected demands post‐2015. The planned twinning / upgrading of the SERT
Stage 4 Trunk “Beaumont Trunk” is part of this upgrade and is expected to be completed by 2015. Initial
development within the northern portion of the East Vistas community can be accommodated by the
existing SERTS Stage 4 Trunk line. However, development within the southern portion will require the
construction of a new sanitary line and lift station located near Highway 625 and Range Road 244, which
will ultimately connect to the existing SERTS Stage 3 trunk line located west of Blackmud Creek and
Highway 625.
4.2.3

Stormwater System

Stormwater management facilities (wetlands or wet ponds) should be incorporated in the initial
planning stages for new growth areas. These facilities are typically constructed by developers when local
areas are developed. In order to minimize the number of small stormwater management facilities, it is
recommended that larger development areas be examined at the preliminary planning stages. Utilizing
the existing drainage channels and watercourses (LeBlanc Canal, Irvine Creek, etc) to convey stormwater
should also be examined as a means of providing a ‘naturalized’ drainage system within future
development.
The costs associated with upgrading the critical engineering infrastructure should be discussed between
both municipalities and applicable service providers. The high level costs required to accommodate the
future servicing requirements for the Strategic Growth Areas and Beaumont are summarized in the table
below.
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This Joint Growth Study is intended to provide a blueprint for growth. It is imperative that both the
Town and County continue to actively collaborate on how to manage growth effectively and efficiently.
Beaumont and Leduc County should identify efficient and sustainable urban form concepts to be
implemented in these future growth areas. These concepts should be further developed at the statutory
plan levels, quantified through engineering and servicing plans, and supported by coordinated capital
improvement programs and infrastructure investments. Both municipalities should embark on a review
of existing plans and studies that are impacted by this Joint Growth Study. These may include amending
existing documents such as the Intermunicipal Development Plan, Municipal Development Plans or
establishing new ones such as a Joint Sustainability Plan or Low Impact Development Strategy.
5.1.1

Regional

Capital Region Growth Plan
Both municipalities shall continue to be active participants in the ongoing implementation of the Capital
Region Growth Plan. It is advised that both the Town and County continue to work with the Capital
Region Board to ensure they are fully informed and aware of growth and development occurring in the
Study Area.
5.1.2

Intermunicipal

Intermunicipal Development Plan
The preparation and adoption of a new Intermunicipal Development Plan between Beaumont and Leduc
County should be actively pursued subsequent to the approval of the Joint Growth Study. This study
could form the foundation that may guide the preparation, policy development and adoption of a new
IDP.
Transportation Master Plan (TMP)
An integrated transportation system will help efficiently move people and goods, reduce the cost of
infrastructure and encourage transit use. Establishing / updating a Transportation Master Plan should be
considered to provide further policy direction on how to develop and enhance the transportation
infrastructure servicing the Study Area. Leduc County is currently reviewing their TMP, which provides
an opportunity to reflect the specific recommendations established in this study. The Town of Beaumont
should examine the possibility of adopting its own TMP to address its own specific transportation needs.
These plans should focus on the existing and proposed transportation facilities that are impacted by
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future growth, specifically Highway 625, Township Road 510, and 50 Street and any other Alberta
Transportation initiatives around Beaumont.
Joint Utilities Master Plan
Both municipalities should work towards developing a Joint Utility Master Plan for the Study Area. This
plan should focus on the efficient and coordinated delivery of utilities between the Town and County.
5.1.3

Municipal

Municipal Development Plans
Both the Town of Beaumont and Leduc County are expected to amend their MDP’s to be consistent with
the Capital Region Growth Plan. It is advised that amendments to recognize the key findings of the Joint
Growth Study be completed at this time.
Land Use Bylaws
Both municipalities should embark on a review of their Land Use Bylaws subsequent to the approval of
the Joint Growth Study and other pertinent planning documents (IDP, MDP amendments, etc.). New
land use designations and / or policy directives may require revisions to existing land use districts or
introduction of new ones.
Area Structure Plans and Outline Plans
A review of the existing ASP’s and OP’s should be carried out to ensure that they reflect the specific
directives established in this study.
5.1.4

Other

Low Impact Development Strategy
Both municipalities should examine the opportunity to jointly develop a Low Impact Development
Strategy which could be applied to future growth within the Study Area. This would provide a
comprehensive strategy on how to manage stormwater runoff while emphasizing on conservation and
use of natural features (such as the LeBlanc Canal and Irvine Creek) to protect and enhance water
quality.
City of Edmonton
The Town of Beaumont and Leduc County should seek to collaborate and work with the City of
Edmonton on reviewing existing plans and policies that affect growth and development adjacent or
within proximity to their corporate boundaries. The opportunity to work together on the preparation of
future plans should also be explored.

Stantec Consulting Ltd.

June 2011

Town of Beaumont and Leduc County – Joint Growth Study

42

Appendix 1 – Consultation Summaries
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Joint Sustainable Growth Study
Town of Beaumont and Leduc County
What follows are the consolidated notes from the workshop group discussions from
the Public Visioning Session held January 25th, 2010 at the Eaglemont Church in
Beaumont.
*Note: No one sat at the table labeled Group #1

Group 2 Summary
A. What is your Vision of what the Plan Area will look like in 30 years?
(Do not feel constrained by current policies, regulations or costs)
1. Where is residential development focused?








Plan residential around commercial.
Keep farmland in south portion as long as possible.
Incorporate mixed use (25-50%).
Make the area vibrant and desirable for 18-30 year olds. Need affordable
housing for this age group.
Development in the NW portion of plan area. Want to see 80%
developed/filled before moving onto the next area.
o Not jumping all over with small pockets of development.
Not developer driven.

2. What additional employment centres, if any, have been established and where?
(Commercial, Industrial and Institutional)?





Incorporate town centers. Multiple small centers with residential
surrounding.
No heavy industrial within plan area. Encourage this near highway west of
plan area.
Light industrial and commercial along 50th Street.

3. How do people/goods move around within the Plan Area and within the Region?





Make communities very walkable. Add connections to natural areas.
Incorporate trails along creeks.
Monorail (raised) – major links to commercial/industrial areas and
pathways.

4. What strategies have been implemented to efficiently utilize infrastructure and services
within the Plan Area?





Incorporate trails along creeks.
Incorporate trails along powerline ROW.
Central sewage/onsite treatment.
o water, power




5.

One municipality = one governing body. Eliminate towns (Beaumont,
Devon).
Keep separate municipalities but have more cooperation between them.
Identify sites for communication infrastructure (i.e. cell phone towers) and
plan for them in advance.

What environmental features have been conserved/enhanced within the Plan Area?





Conserve wetlands, creeks, waterbodies and link with neighbourhoods.
Incorporate lots of green space (parks etc) Æ places for physical activities.
Keep majority of trees and plant/replace if can’t be kept. Get assessment to
determine health of trees prior to conserving.

6. What alternative technologies are being utilized in 2040 within the Plan Area?












District heating, geothermal, wind and solar where possible. Use careful
placement.
Use renewable energy sources (i.e. geothermal) for areas that need lots of
heat like pools.
Use roof solar panels to reduce space required.
Incentives and grants should be used to encourage. Credit program
Increase use of alternative energy incrementally. Ultimately 100% of plan
area on renewable energy
Use the best technology. Improve technology through time as it improves
Noise pollution reduction (choose technology carefully). Aka Disney
Use green roofs.
Commercial – mandatory geothermal
Reduce stormwater (green roofs would help with this).

B. As a group determine where this area should fall on a 'Sustainable Development
Continuum' (1 to 10)


8-10 on the continuum.

Group 3 Summary
A. What is your Vision of what the Plan Area will look like in 30 years?
(Do not feel constrained by current policies, regulations or costs)
1. Where is residential development focused?
Overall, development away from the core should be restricted as much as
possible, with the existing town prioritized for densification and improvement of
resources especially the downtown. This expansion should occur mainly to the
east of Beaumont as the land in this direction is of poorer quality for
agriculture. Expansion to the north should account for the potential secondary
ring road between Edmonton and Beaumont. As much as possible,
Transportation and Utility Corridors and power lines should be planned with
residential development in mind so that the houses stay as far away as

possible. Densification of the downtown core should proceed early in the
lifecycle, but no development in this area should be taller than the steeple on
the Catholic Church. New buildings should also be made of longer lasting
materials so that there is a longer lifecycle before buildings need repairs or
demolitions that change the vibe of a neighbourhood. As the densification
occurs, affordable housing must be placed in the mix of options as well to
encourage local youth to stay in their community. Lastly, existing CR lands can
remain but no further expansion should occur. These lands should be
increasingly densified as well as adding in additional recreation opportunities
in their vicinity to bring more activity to the area and potentially attract other
types of development – commercial, higher density housing, etc.
2. What additional employment centres, if any, have been established and
where? (Commercial, Industrial and Institutional)
Attendees were very clear that industrial development, in all of its forms, should
remain where it is centred on Nisku. It was felt that there was no need to
expand this into the study area, even though the tax rewards would be
considerable. However, several areas of commercial expansion were proposed
– a large (one ¼ section wide on either side) commercial zone straddling 50
St., a similar zone on the north side of Hwy 625 west from Beaumont to Nisku,
and creation of a similar zone around the new road coming south from
Edmonton extending 101 St. From an institutional perspective, attendees felt
that Beaumont will be sufficiently population dense in the near future to support
a community health centre akin to the Northeast Community Health Centre in
Edmonton. Given this growth, it was felt that at least one more high school
would be necessary, likely in the NE portion of Beaumont, and that the
community would also benefit from a satellite campus from Grant McEwan or
NAIT, which would be located south of Beaumont on the other side of Hwy
625. The downtown core should also incorporate more retail opportunities in
its densification program.
3. How do people/goods move around within the Plan Area and within the
Region?
First and foremost, 50 St. should be twinned in its entirety to provide more
capacity on a very busy road. This twinning should include the creation of a
service/access road system to provide easy access to the adjacent proposed
commercial zone. Planning for this area should also incorporate a right of way
(or at least useable space) for future expansion of the LRT line, which right now
is proposed to run up to the Anthony Henday/50 St. interchange – not a long
distance away to tie in and build more green transportation options into
Edmonton. LRT stations would be located in the 50 St. commercial zones,
downtown core and at the college campus south of town. Minimal parking
should be provided at the first two sites to encourage people to take other
forms of transport to these stations, with the college station to serve as a
dedicated Park n’ Ride station for the region. Within the study area, a shuttle

bus system could likely be instituted within Beaumont to bring people to the
downtown LRT station and the new retail opportunities found there.
It was felt that Hwy 625 should be twinned from Nisku to Hwy 21 to ease some
of the traffic burden on this road (lots of vehicles especially large trucks leaving
Nisku to go north). A truck bypass route/mini ring road should be built linking
Hwy 625 and 50 St., utilizing the existing alignment of the west HV power line
north from the highway, and then tying into the proposed secondary ring road
once it reaches this area. Planning for expansion of the Town should be very
cognizant of the transportation needs listed here and development should be
planned to secondary to transportation, not the other way around. New
roadways should incorporate dedicated active transport lanes and should have
tie in points to a regional trail system, and the trail system should be planned
concurrently with expansion of the roadways system to find synergies.
4. What strategies have been implemented to efficiently utilize infrastructure and
services within the Plan Area?
Several things mentioned already – planning expansion and transportation
together instead of consecutively, densifying as much as possible especially
along the 50 St. corridor, taking advantage of expanding commercial corridors
coming south from Edmonton. More rentals and condos should be added into
the housing mix in the downtown core. Stormwater ponds already in existence
should be enhanced, and new development should make these features
mandatory.
5. What environmental features have been conserved/enhanced within the Plan
Area?
As much as possible, the existing tree cover should be preserved, especially
those in larger blocks. Existing wetlands should be given priority to be
enhanced and maintained as both environmental and recreational features.
Don Sparrow Park should be enhanced on both the environmental and
recreational fronts. Regional trail system should be developed that links natural
features and different parts of the study area – commercial areas, recreation
opportunities, etc. to encourage active transport in daily living. Bike lanes and
walkability principles should be mandatory in all new development. Traffic
should be concentrated on existing roadways before expansion is considered.
Sport and recreation opportunities should be incorporated into the trail system
– link soccer fields, playgrounds, etc. so that active living is encouraged in
local users as well as providing opportunities for users to do many things on
their walks – view scenery, play, etc.
6. What alternative technologies are being utilized in 2040 within the Plan Area
New development should be strongly encouraged to incorporate off grid
initiatives such as district heating, shared geothermal, and solar energy.
Downtown core could also have potential for district heating. Need to explore
potential of sharing district heating with Nisku industrial area.

B. As a group determine where this area should fall on a 'Sustainable Development
Continuum' (1 to 10)
The study area needs to balance growth with affordability, but should still strive
to be as green as possible regardless. It was felt that as an area, development
should move to be in the 5-8 range on the scale.

Group 4 Summary
A. What is your Vision of what the Plan Area will look like in 30 years?
(Do not feel constrained by current policies, regulations or costs)
1. Where is residential development focused?
 Building upon the existing residential areas of Beaumont and spreading
south.
 Also spreading north to accommodate those who commute to Edmonton.
 Growth to the west will be negated by the proximity of industrial and
recommended commercial (as a buffer and to compliment the roadway
infrastructure).
 Growth to the East, lower priority.
2. What additional employment centres, if any, have been established and
where? (Commercial, Industrial and Institutional)
 Commercial: along the significant roadways such as – Highway #625 &
#814 as well the proposed roadway west of Beaumont and East of Nisku.
 Industrial – essentially keep heavy industrial in Nisku; try not to compete but
compliment with more service industries locally in Beaumont.
o Emphasis on Hi-Tech (the Silicone Valley of Alberta) industries to be
located within the commercial areas. Take advantage of the NAIT’s
South Campus proximity.
o Warehousing, Shopping complexes in the Southern portion to attract
residents and businesses which would typically go to Leduc and
Edmonton.
 Institutional – Located and staged in accordance to the
residential/population growth nodes.
 Review Levies – currently too much to bear and impede/hinder growth.
3. How do people/goods move around within the Plan Area and within the
Region?
 East–West on the roadway alignment 2 miles south of Highway #625 from
the Airport to Highway #216.
 North-south on proposed roadway west of Beaumont and East of Nisku.
4. What strategies have been implemented to efficiently utilize infrastructure and
services within the Plan Area?






Economically feasible strategies.
Green and/or Self Sustaining strategies.
o Such as self-sustaining utilities – treat own waste.
Natural areas protected and enhanced.
Hi-Tech infrastructure – to accommodate Hi-Tech industries as well as
enhance the quality of life for residents.

5. What environmental features have been conserved/enhanced within the Plan
Area?
 Create environmental features, if none exist/remain. Area is to retain its
natural appeal.
6. What alternative technologies are being utilized in 2040 within the Plan Area
 All pending economic feasibility:
o Solar,
o Wind,
o Geothermal,
o Waste Digesters.
B. As a group determine where this area should fall on a 'Sustainable Development
Continuum' (1 to 10).


7

Group 5 Summary
A. What is your Vision of what the Plan Area will look like in 30 years?
(Do not feel constrained by current policies, regulations or costs)
1. Where is residential development focused?
 Residential expansion occurs in the four quadrants surrounding the Town of
Beaumont.
 These four areas are ‘self sustaining residential’ developments (this refers
mainly to the local production and distribution of heat and electricity,
collection, reuse and treatment of water, etc.)
 Highest density residential development occurs near Nisku, to cater to
workers.
2. What additional employment centres, if any, have been established and
where? (Commercial, Industrial and Institutional)
 Employment centres are generally found along the north-south and eastwest transportation routes which radiate from the centre of the Town.
 The area devoted to commercial, industrial, etc. is linear in form.
 Additional employment land could be located adjacent to the future outer
ring road.



Also used as a transitional land use to separate residential areas from
busier roadways.

3. How do people/goods move around within the Plan Area and within the
Region?
 Vehicular travel is the dominant mode of transportation.
 Potential for commuter bus travel (Beaumont, Nisku, Edmonton, etc.)
 Dedicated bus lanes or busways may be utilized.
 Walking/multi-use paths are found throughout the town.
 See the expansion of the Beaumont ‘wheel and spoke’ roadway scheme.
 Concern about future outer ring road, which would take a lot of land and
effectively act as a barrier for future expansion to the north.
4. What strategies have been implemented to efficiently utilize infrastructure and
services within the Plan Area?
5. What environmental features have been conserved/enhanced within the Plan
Area?
 Creeks, waterbodies and wetlands shown on base map.
 Have confidence in regulatory authorities to protect these areas as they do
now.
 No large areas were identified for protection/conservation.
 Noted a need for park space throughout the plan area.
6. What alternative technologies are being utilized in 2040 within the Plan Area?
 Solar.
 Geothermal.
 Water reuse.
 Local sewage treatment.
 Carbon credits and/or reuse.
 Skeptical about the widespread use of these technologies if cost does not
improve.
B. As a group determine where this area should fall on a 'Sustainable Development
Continuum' (1 to 10)


6

Group 6 Summary
A. What is your Vision of what the Plan Area will look like in 30 years?
(Do not feel constrained by current policies, regulations or costs)
1. Where is residential development focused?
Residential development will take place to the north and south of Beaumont
(i.e. Beaumont will expand to the north and south). The group did not appear

to take a favourable view of condo developments or other densification plans
(though it was never really articulated why - beyond “people want space, and
that is how the town will grow”). There did not appear to be much faith in
planning – the thought seemed to be that developers always get their way.
There was skepticism around the idea that Beaumont is nearing capacity (for
status quo growth). One member insisted that Beaumont is not even 50% full
and that there would be room for growth for years to come. Others at the table
seemed to be either convinced of this or unsure.
The central theme to the evening’s discussion was the desire for a ring road
around Beaumont. “Build it and then let ‘er rip” was repeated several times.
The ring road, it was felt, would define where development would take place,
how travel in the area would be enhanced, where businesses would be sited,
etc.
2. What additional employment centres, if any, have been established and
where? (Commercial, Industrial and Institutional)
The group seemed to think that employment patterns would remain largely the
same. Most Beaumont residents would continue to work in Edmonton, Nisku,
Leduc, and the airport. There might be more employment generated within
Beaumont, as the town grew, but it would not represent a significant change
over the status quo.
When asked how large Beaumont might be in 30 years, estimates ranged from
30,000 to 50,000 residents. When asked if they thought that such a large
town would be more self sustaining in terms of employment, the answers
ranged from “maybe” to “no”.
On the other hand, if a ring road were built, there would be more employment
in the area (though not a significant increase). Service stations, motels, and
other businesses would situate themselves along the ring road.
3. How do people/goods move around within the Plan Area and within the
Region?
50th street should be twinned, as well as the highways that connect to the ring
road. Transit received a lukewarm reception.
4. What strategies have been implemented to efficiently utilize infrastructure and
services within the Plan Area?
This discussion kept returning to the need for a ring road.
5. What environmental features have been conserved/enhanced within the Plan
Area?

That will partly depend on whether or not the ring road gets built. The group
thought it would be good to get some water in the dried-out lake bed to the
north-west of town. There is also potential for a small wetland / artificial lake to
the south of Beaumont.
When asked about the value of the farmland in the area, there was agreement
that it is some of the best soil in Canada. When asked if they wanted to protect
some or all of it, there seemed to be indifference; either that or resignation that
developers always get their way. “You can’t stop progress” seemed to be the
consensus.
6. What alternative technologies are being utilized in 2040 within the Plan Area?
One gentleman at the table thought there might be more individual use of coal
(he currently heats his shop and plans to heat his home with coal). Three of the
four held the belief that burning coal is cleaner than burning natural gas – and
also provides for more self-reliance. Wind was a non starter, but people at the
table thought that there would be room for solar or geothermal. A geothermal
plant could provide electricity as well as district heating. While these ideas were
entertained by the group, the consensus seemed to be that most of the town’s
power would continue to come from coal-fired generation plants (status quo).
The discussion did not really move beyond the potential for alternative energy
sources.
B. As a group determine where this area should fall on a 'Sustainable Development
Continuum' (1 to 10)?
Ranged from 5 to 8.

Group 7 Summary
A. What is your Vision of what the Plan Area will look like in 30 years?
(Do not feel constrained by current policies, regulations or costs)
1. Where is residential development focused?
 Table 7 discussed that corridor patterns for residential development could
be appropriate; there was discussion that higher density could be placed in
nodes and along a transit corridor.
 Buffering was mentioned; e.g. placing higher-density residential behind a
buffer of mixed-use / commercial along say the 50 Street transit corridor,
which then would also provide a step-down buffer to lower-density
residential; also the importance of buffering between residential and
industrial land uses.








Influences of the existing rec. centre and trails were mentioned,
incorporating such rec. facilities as assets around which to create
residential areas.
Avoiding negative impacts of noise (from the airport noise contours, as well
as from Nisku Industrial area) was mentioned as a determinant of where
not to put residential.
Some discussion that the land east of Beaumont has saline soil and less
valuable for agriculture (it is part of the Cooking Lake Moraine
topography); possibly OK to allow country residential east of Beaumont?
Some of Table 7 discussion appeared to over-estimate the scale of the
study area, i.e. opinions expressed regarding land uses to cover entire study
area; facilitator provided reference point that thinking about how to
allocate eight quarter-section squares on the map would represent
approximately 50% growth in Beaumont, and discussion ensued around
how those eight squares could be distributed in different patterns that range
from status quo (some negative comments about that) to more-focused
along corridors or in nodes.
Most of the discussion was about development occurring to the north and
west of Beaumont, not much suggestion of development possibilities to the
east or south.

2. What additional employment centres, if any, have been established and
where? (Commercial, Industrial and Institutional)
 Discussion at Table 7 emphasized a perceived strong need for more light
industrial and commercial (not only retail, but broader) to serve local needs
(e.g. goods, services, and business expansion) in and around Beaumont.
 Intention would be not to compete with Nisku Industrial, but capitalize on
spin-offs and complementary business uses; strive for “clean industrial”.
 Suggestions to expand the existing light industrial area in the southwest
corner of Beaumont.
 Suggestion that re-routing Hwy 814 to S-curve either east or west around
Beaumont could create parcels at the north end of Beaumont for desired
non-residential development.
3. How do people/goods move around within the Plan Area and within the
Region?
 Stakeholders hope that transportation access will improve current
deficiencies, such as poor access to QE II Highway.
 Discussion of need for more north-south road connections, especially the
66 Street / 91 Street corridor.
 Discussion of pros & cons of a bypass for Hwy 814; desire to avoid
bisecting Beaumont with a major road barrier, but also recognizing the
importance of traffic volumes for some local businesses.
4. What strategies have been implemented to efficiently utilize infrastructure and
services within the Plan Area?




Positive comments about how the existing Edmonton TUC advance-planned
space for major transmission lines, same approach could be used in the
study area if major utility corridors are going to be needed.
Acknowledgement that existing locations of major utilities is a determinant
of logical extensions of services.

5. What environmental features have been conserved/enhanced within the Plan
Area?
 Table 7 expressed strong support for Cawes Lake -- revitalize it, create an
amenity for fishing / recreation, perhaps model after Summerside Lake, or
maybe use it to manage stormwater.
 The historical watercourses (streams, Cawes Lake) considered to have
inherent value, a strong potential amenity to capitalize upon, built-in
opportunities for trails for recreation and mobility.
 Green spaces used to buffer between land uses.
 Presence of some possible tree stands noted in the sections east of
Beaumont near the study area east boundary.
 Critical need for conservation of water resources immediately.
6. What alternative technologies are being utilized in 2040 within the Plan Area?
 Table 7 didn’t get into this level / topic of discussion very much
B. As a group determine where this area should fall on a 'Sustainable Development
Continuum' (1 to 10)
 Table 7 didn’t identify a number on the scale; the consensus was that
society is definitely moving to the right along the scale, shifting toward a
higher demand for sustainability and recognizing the need for sustainability
demanded by global development.
 Discussion that perhaps need to set-out a five-year timeframe to get
government / industry systems in place for sustainability (e.g. incentives,
policy and regulation changes); then proceed to assertive targets for
sustainability once frameworks are in place.
 Right now the ability for average citizens to install geo-thermal or solar
power and get off the electrical grid is very difficult (due to government
rules and industry resistance to change).

Group 8 Summary
A. What is your Vision of what the Plan Area will look like in 30 years?
(Do not feel constrained by current policies, regulations or costs)
1. Where is residential development focused?
Initially the group suggested residential development west of Beaumont due to
numerous existing proposals from various developers. However, after some
time a couple of the land owners changed their mind and said they don’t want

development in that area due to premium quality of farm land in the area.
Two of the participants have farms in this area.
They suggested the residential development should occur on the eastside of the
Town due to poor quality of farm lands.
They also suggested that country residential development should occur in the
southwest quadrant which would allow maintaining the natural areas and wild
life. They specifically mentioned birds including owls. They suggested acreage
type developments were well suited surrounding the open water areas
(lakes/wetlands). One of the group members own a parcel in this area.
2. What additional employment centres, if any, have been established and
where? (Commercial, Industrial and Institutional)
The group questioned why the Town has built it’s operations/maintenance
yard/facility on the north boundary of Town west of 50 Street. Because of this,
the group suggested that perhaps the north area is best suited for light
industrial development.
Because of the downturn and increasing vacancies in the Nisku area (I’m not
sure if this is true, it could be just a perception), the group suggested it’s
unlikely any major employment centre will likely occur in the plan area.
3. How do people/goods move around within the Plan Area and within the
Region?
The group thought that the proposed east-west regional road would be better
suited south of the town.
They also suggested that some of the existing major roads (91 Street, 66 Street,
or 34 Avenue) from Edmonton could be extended to the north Town boundary.
The group also suggested a major road/route to west from 50 Street along the
north boundary of the Town to reduce traffic through Town. The group
thought that there was significant traffic from Strathcona County going through
the Town to Nisku.
4. What strategies have been implemented to efficiently utilize infrastructure and
services within the Plan Area?
Three or four member of the group left at this stage. Most members were not
quite interested on this issue. Some of the group member started talking
among themselves regarding their own water service connection or lack of it.
Although remaining members were aware where the main services line ran and
disputed where the old 8” line ran.

5. What environmental features have been conserved/enhanced within the Plan
Area?
The group wasn’t quite sure how to answer this. However, they were somewhat
aware of Province owning the lakes and creek/watercourse and thought that
there is sufficient protection in the existing regulations. They also raised
concerns that some of the farmers were contributing to surface flooding by
improving drainage and filling low areas.
6. What alternative technologies are being utilized in 2040 within the Plan Area?
Alternative technologies were discussed to some extent. Specifically one of the
members knew one individual had geothermal heating but it resulted in very
high electrical costs suggesting that this technology is not viable yet.
With respect to wind energy, the group was concerned about harm to birds.
B. As a group determine where this area should fall on a 'Sustainable Development
Continuum' (1 to 10)


Group 8 did not provide a number.

Group 9 Summary
A. What is your Vision of what the Plan Area will look like in 30 years?
(Do not feel constrained by current policies, regulations or costs)
1. Where is residential development focused?
 Focus residential growth in ‘all 4 directions’.
 Beaumont to remain the ‘main community’.
 Create ‘mini towns’ within growth areas.
 Range of housing options.
 Staged growth (starting northwest, west, southwest, south, southeast, and
east.)
2. What additional employment centres, if any, have been established and
where? (Commercial, Industrial and Institutional)
 Industrial / business to be located to the west near the QEII corridor.
 Retail to anchor the north and south end of Beaumont along 50 Street.
 ‘Boutique’ commercial area in central Beaumont.
 Light business uses along Hwy 625.
3. How do people/goods move around within the Plan Area and within the
Region?
 50 Street major north-south route.
 Develop ‘ring road’ around the existing Town boundary.
 Hwy 625 to ‘bypass’ southern boundary of Beaumont.





Airport Road designated ‘tanker road’ for heavy trucks.
Rapid transit along 50 Street and Hwy 625.
Accommodate planned outer ring road.

4. What strategies have been implemented to efficiently utilize infrastructure and
services within the Plan Area?
 Focus on central Beaumont.
 Historical core to be maintained.
 Shared services between Beaumont and County.
5. What environmental features have been conserved/enhanced within the Plan
Area?
 Save trees, sloughs and ponds.
 Retain Cawes Lake.
 Opportunities for urban farms or community gardens.
 ‘Green’ areas.
6. What alternative technologies are being utilized in 2040 within the Plan Area
 Sustainable energy technology – they want the $100,000 government
subsidies.
 District energy system.
 Solar.
 Geothermal.
B. As a group determine where this area should fall on a 'Sustainable Development
Continuum' (1 to 10)


Group 9 did not provide a number.

Group 10 Summary
A. What is your Vision of what the Plan Area will look like in 30 years?
(Do not feel constrained by current policies, regulations or costs)
1. Where is residential development focused?
 Keep residential development where it already is and expand on existing
areas (i.e. country residential on west side and east side of plan area,
Beaumont).
 Avoid residential in high quality farm land (i.e. bare quarter sections). Land
in southeast is poorer farmland due to hummocky terrain and presence of
wetlands. Keep large tracts of farmland in south-central and just west of
Beaumont.
 Put commercial along 50 street in the north and put high density residential
backing onto this commercial.



Questioned where Beaumont can expand with the placement of the future
outer ring road and Hwy 625? Saw limited space for expansion. Would
ideally like to have entire plan area represent future boundary of
Beaumont.

2. What additional employment centres, if any, have been established and
where? (Commercial, Industrial and Institutional)?
 Create more commercial areas. Would like to see commercial areas along
major roadways (i.e. 50th Street, highway 625).
 Would like mixed commercial/residential. Incorporate commercial centers
into residential developments.
 Need some space for institutional development. Discussed some sort of
college.
3. How do people/goods move around within the Plan Area and within the
Region?
 Want more connections heading north and south to improve access to the
area.
 Move the proposed ring road south to align with hwy 625. Group was very
upset with the proposed location for the ring road. Felt that it was very
close to the existing Anthony Henday and by aligning with 625 you would
provide better access to services in Leduc and Nisku.
 Upgrade 50 St. which is currently congested to four lane minimum.
Upgrade should occur both north and south of Beaumont and connect to
Airport Road. Ideally would like the additional traffic from 50th Street
upgrade to bypass Beaumont through an underground tunnel.
 Incorporate park n ride and transit stations. Link into Edmonton LRT. LRT
should come down from Mill Woods Station into Beaumont via 50th Street.
 Upgrade Airport Road to 4-6 lanes to facilitate flow to the Edmonton
International Airport.
 Would like to upgrade 17th Street so that traffic can be directed to Anthony
Henday and better tie into Highway 625 and Airport Road.
 Use existing powerline ROW for commuter LRT or similar. Essentially use
this space for something to maximize land use efficiency.
4. What strategies have been implemented to efficiently utilize infrastructure and
services within the Plan Area?
 Mixed cluster development is desirable and should be used as much as
possible (i.e. incorporate residential and commercial).
 Use existing ROW for other purposes Æ powerline ROW should be used
for other transportation to maximize land use efficiencies.
 Use existing natural wetlands for stormwater management.
 Group was hung up on what type of development would occur from
Strathcona County and the new Vistas ASP.

5. Question 5: What environmental features have been conserved/enhanced
within the Plan Area?
 Existing water bodies such as Cawes Lake, other large wetlands should be
preserved and enhanced.
 Preserve creeks (Irvine creek, Clearwater Creek). Preserve natural tree
stands and smaller wetlands. This group thinks that preservation of natural
features should be intuitive and done regardless.
 Not only should existing features be preserved, they should be enhanced.
Plant more trees etc.
 Leduc County SHOULD NOT be allowed to stockpile snow, sand etc in
new service yard located along the west portion of Clearwater Creek. There
is potential for these materials to leach into Clearwater Creek and therefore
end up in Blackmud Creek – North Saskatchewan River.
6. What alternative technologies are being utilized in 2040 within the Plan Area?
 Market gardens should be encouraged.
 Governing bodies should encourage development of storage units for
produce and processing. – This comment originated from a discussion
about processing facilities only accepting certain quantities of product (i.e.
will only take 250 chickens for processing; will not accept 200). This limits
ability of small farms to sell their produce. Storage areas will allow for
accumulation of products until it will be accepted by processing plant.
 Between 2010 – 2040 use whatever alternative energy sources are
available (wind, solar, geothermal) and/or combinations for ALL sectors
(residential, commercial, and institutional).
 In 2010 insist that energy companies work with individuals who put in their
own alternative energy sources to encourage getting off grid.
B. As a group determine where this area should fall on a 'Sustainable Development
Continuum' (1 to 10)


Group 10 felt that they fell in at a high five moving towards 10 in the
future. They fell at a 5 for now because they did not want to rush into large
changes right away and would rather move slowly towards sustainability.

Beaumont – Leduc County Joint Growth Study
Public Open House – July 21, 2010

In general the majority of the public did not have any significant concerns with the plan. A few
attendees asked about country residential areas within the study boundary and inquired if this plan
would restrict future development opportunities. One resident specifically inquired if future urban
growth was going to be done jointly between the two municipalities or was it Beaumont’s desire to
annex more land. Only one resident submitted a letter to Stantec which expressed a concern with
Township Road 510 being used as a higher frequency roadway.

