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Dear Madam: 

 

Re: Rebuttal Submission – Hutterian Brethren of Ivy Ridge 

Decision Summary LA23050 

 

I am counsel for the Hutterian Brethren of Ivy Ridge. I provide the following submissions on behalf of my 

client, in response to the Requests for Review received by Chelsey Hurt, Bev Olsen, David Olsen, Greg and 

Sara Olsen and the Municipal District of Willow Creek No. 26. 

 

Municipal District of Willow Creek No. 26 

 

My client will address the concerns raised by the municipality in the same order as they appear in the 

municipality’s Request for Review: 

 

1. Immediately following clause 9.2(f) of the Municipal Development Plan (“MDP”), clause 9.3 

incorporates the Agricultural Operations Practices Act (“AOPA”) minimum distance 

separations (“MDS”). In this case, the Approval Officer’s use of AOPA’s MDS was appropriate 

and in accordance with the MDP. The enclosed site plan confirms that the setbacks from the 

wetlands exceed the MDS for waterbodies, pursuant to section 5 of the Standards and 

Administration Regulation. Furthermore, neither ‘wetland’ nor ‘riparian area’ are defined 

terms in the MDP. Accordingly, the policy fails to provide a sufficient framework for which to 

determine whether my client is developing in a wetland or riparian area. Finally, this is not a 

wetland or riparian area. While there are several wetlands, neither is permanent and neither 

will be affected by the confined feeding operation.  

2. Enclosed is a site plan that shows the setbacks. 

3. As tacitly noted in the municipality’s submission, this is an issue best dealt with at the 

development permit phase. My client would accept, as a condition to the Approval, that it 

negotiate road access as part of any development permit obtained by the municipality. 

 

Water Usage 
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Two existing licences were transferred to my client from its mother colony, Parkland Colony. My client also 

purchased a licence from a third party. 

My client will not apply for additional licencing to draw more water from Mosquito Creek or otherwise. 

This ought to mitigate any concern my client will depreciate any water resources. 

Specifically, Licences 16954 and 16953 were transferred to my client from Parkland Colony. They are 

enclosed. Licence 16953 authorizes 150 acre feet of diversion, while Licence 16954 authorizes 145 acre feet 

of diversion. If my client obtains its development permit and confined feeding operation approval, it will 

amend the purpose to domestic household use and husbandry. 

My client also purchased Licence 18203, which authorizes 33,304 cubic metres of diversion per year. 

Each of these Licences will be repurposed such that there will be no additional allocation of water  

Effect on Ground Water 

The manure storage facility in this case has a protective layer that meets or exceeds the requirements of 

section 9 of the Standards and Administration Regulation. 

Consultation 

Enclosed is a consultation report that outlines the significant steps my client took to consult residents. Five 

colony members, three accountants, one engineer and myself were all present for the three hour in person 

consultation session. Only five members of the community participated.  

No one participated in the virtual consultation session. 

With the exception of the municipality, the foregoing ought to inform the Natural Resources Conservation 

Board of the underlying reason the requestors seek a review. Allegations that Hutterites “do not integrate 

into the local community”, do not contribute “to community-building activities [which] further isolates them 

from local society”, cause “a net drain rather than a positive force for development” and do not “contribute 

equitably to the tax base supporting [the local school system]” underscore the prejudices that motivate the 

requestors. These beliefs are false and they are damaging to our society. 

Conclusion 

We respectfully request that the Board dismiss the requests for review. The issues raised were adequately 

dealt with by the approval officer. 

Sincerely,  

WILSON LAYCRAFT 

per:  

Richard E. Harrison 

Barrister & Solicitor 
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Ivy Ridge Development 
Consultation Report

Report Developed by: MNP

September 24th and September 30th Community 
Consultation Sessions
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Community Engagement Overview

In-Person Engagement Session: Monday 
September 24th, 2024, held in Stavely Alberta at the 
Stavely Community Hall 4:00 PM until 7:00 PM. 

Virtual Information Town Hall: Monday, 
September 30th, 2024, held virtually: Meeting Link for Virtual 
Town Hall from 7:00 PM – 8:00 PM. 

To engage local residents and stakeholders on the proposed Ivy Ridge 

development, both a community town hall and a virtual town hall were held. 

Advertised through an engagement ad in the local newspaper (see figure 1), 

these sessions provided an inclusive platform for community members to learn 

about the project, ask questions, and provide feedback.

The in-person community town hall allowed attendees to review site plans, 

discuss the anticipated economic and cultural contributions of the colony, and 

express their perspectives directly with project representatives. For those unable 

to attend in person, a virtual town hall replicated this experience online, 

including a presentation on the development proposal and a live Q&A session. 

This approach enabled a broad spectrum of stakeholders to participate, 

supporting transparency and ensuring diverse input. Feedback from both 

sessions has been documented to inform future planning and ensure the 

community’s interests are considered as the project moves forward.

Figure 1: Engagement Ad
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In-Person Engagement Overview

• On Monday September 24th, 2024, a community engagement 
session regarding the proposed Ivy Ridge Colony development 
was held in Stavely Alberta, including a site tour of the land for 
the proposed development. The community engagement 
session was held from 4:00 PM until 7:00 PM and had a total of 
5 community members participate during that time. 

• The engagement session was set up as a townhall where 
community members were provided an overview of the 
proposed development, with subject matter experts present to 
answer any questions. Participants were also asked to share their 
feedback.
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In-Person Community 
Feedback 

• While community participation in the session 
was limited, those who did come to the session 
identified the following concerns:

• Water: community members noted that there needs 
to be better accountability with water draws from 
shared reserves. Community members also expressed 
concerns about water contamination related to colony 
developments. 

• Property Value: community members expressed 
concern over perceived decline in property value – 
related to colony developments. 

• Increased Traffic: community members expressed 
concern of increased traffic past their properties.

• Lack of Involvement: community members expressed 
the development process has not involved the 
community enough. 
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In-Person Engagement Photos 
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Virtual Engagement Overview

• On Monday September 30th, 2024, a virtual engagement session 
regarding the proposed Ivy Ridge Colony development was 
held. The engagement session was held from 7:00 PM - 8:00 PM.
• The session was set up as a virtual townhall where community 

members were provided an overview of the proposed development, 
with subject matter experts present to answer any questions. 

• No community members participated in this event. 

*Video of the virtual engagement session is available upon request.
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