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Introduction 

• The draft unpopulated matrix has been created to include criteria for comparison from the Colchester and Bremner Growth Management 

Strategies as well as from the completed supporting technical documents such as the high-level Biophysical Assessments and Transportation 

Analysis.  

 

• The draft unpopulated matrix also includes criteria for comparison on the Fiscal Impact Assessments of the final recommended concepts for both 

Colchester and Bremner. 

  

• The final recommended concepts for both communities have the potential to accommodate the Capital Region Board projected growth to 2044 of 

33,000 people (high growth scenario). 
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• Municipal Reserve (MR) and Environmental Reserve (ER) are conceptual at this level. The Municipal Government Act only permits 10% of the 

gross developable land area to be allocated as MR. This 10%  must be shared between land for Schools, trails, parks, other open space, and 

natural features (such as tree stands or wildlife corridors) which do not qualify for Environmental Reserve (ER). Detailed consideration would be 

given to this as part of an Area Concept Plan (ACP) and subsequent Area Structure Plans (ASP). 

  

• Discussions with Alberta Transportation have occurred throughout the growth management strategy processes; however, these documents have 

not been approved by Alberta Transportation. Further discussion with Alberta Transportation will occur at the ACP stage including control 

ownership of Highway 628 given the access configuration proposed. 

 

• Fiscal Impact Assessments (FIA)s are being completed for each recommended community design concept. The numbers and costs in the FIAs 

are high level, and are not detailed enough to indicate the feasibility of each proposed growth management strategy. Funding scenarios such as 

municipal grants have not been incorporated (final numbers and costs will be included in the March 8th Priorities Committee presentation of the 

populated Matrix). 

 

• The growth management strategies focused on off-site and on-site infrastructure needed to service the proposed community, and did not analyse 

the downstream impacts they may have on existing infrastructure. Detailed consideration would be given to this as part of an ACP and 

subsequent ASPs. 

 

Other Considerations 


