
Proposed Electoral 
Boundary Alterations
RM of Edenwold No. 158
Ross Zimmermann - Planning Assistant



Summary
1. Background

2. Public Engagement Summary

3. Analysis

a. of Emerald Park 

Submissions

b. of non-Emerald Park 

Submissions

4. Staff Recommendation 2



1.
Background

3



Background

▪ June 9th, 2020, Council asks Planning & 
Development to investigate options for 
the creation of a new division, Division 7
 

▪ This is a result of public demand and 
improving representation by population
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Allows RM to stay 
responsive to 
community
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Background

▪ Created three Divisional Options for 
Emerald Park
 

▪ Each works to balance, population, land
use, and representation

▪ Gradual Change over time:
2016-2018-2020
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Background

▪ Population - Sections
□ Division 1: 744 people, 82 sections
□ Division 2: 372 people, 53 sections
□ Division 3: 1531 people, 1 section
□ Division 4: 902 people, 23 sections
□ Division 5: 381 people, 67 sections
□ Division 6: 551 people, 74 sections
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2.
Public 
Engagement 
Summary
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Public Engagement Summary - 
Forms

▪ 2 Forms sent to every household and 
business (Average Density of 2.32)
 

▪ Total of 2830 Forms mailed

▪ Could be dropped off, mailed in, or 
scanned and emailed
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Public Engagement Summary - 
Open House

▪ 4 Open Houses
□ June 19th - 1 to 4pm
□ June 25th - 11am to 2pm
□ June 30th - 5 to 7pm
□ July 3rd - 9am to 5pm

▪ Picked times and dates that were varied

▪ Approx. 30 people came to open houses 
or spoke with a planner 14
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Analysis
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Analysis

▪ 2830 Forms mailed, 79 received (2.79%)

▪ Not statistically significant, but relevant in 
showing what residents of the RM think 
about new divisional boundaries

▪ 78% from Emerald Park residents;
22% from residents living outside the area
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Analysis - of Emerald Park 
Submissions

▪ Option 3 is the most chosen option for new 
divisional boundaries

▪ Very little opposition to the creation of 
Division 7 from within Emerald Park

▪ Most “I have another alternative” proposed 
an alternative on Option 3, which will be 
discussed soon 18
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Analysis - of non-Emerald Park 
Submissions

▪ Significant disapproval for the creation of 
Division 7

▪ Responses in support of Division 7 are 
largely apathetic

▪ Option 1 is the only option mentioned by 
residents living outside Emerald Park
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Analysis - of those Opposed 
to Division 7 (outside of EP)

▪ Concerns - 
□ Council does not represent the needs of 

rural residents
□ Council should not give Emerald Park 

more representation in Council
□ This is a rural municipality, and Council 

should be giving rural residents greater 
representation
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Analysis - of those Opposed 
to Division 7 (outside of EP)

▪ Solutions -
□ Create a new RM, turning Emerald Park 

into an independent urban municipality
□ Give control of the RM to SARM
□ Give Emerald Park a non-voting 

member on council to assist Division 3
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Analysis - of those Opposed 
to Division 7 (inside EP)

▪ Concerns - 
□ Emerald Park is underrepresented in 

Council
▫ Representation by Population
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Analysis - of those Opposed 
to Division 7 (inside EP)

▪ Solutions -
□ Give Emerald Park 3 divisions, the other 

3 divisions representing all of current 
divisions 1, 2, 4, 5, and 6
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Analysis - of those Opposed 
to Division 7 (inside EP)

▪ Why is this not a good idea for now -
□ E.P. is home to 34% of population, 

would be overrepresented by 16%
□ Does not consider population:land factors
□ Council has decided to take a gradual 

approach, shown through decisions 
made in 2016 and 2018

□ Future opportunities in 2022 with the MD
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Analysis - “I have another 
alternative”

▪ Concerning Option 3 -
□ Add Sapphire Bay to Division 7
□ Population Estimates:

▫ Division 3: 917
▫ Division 7: 971
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4.
Staff 
Recommendation
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Staff Recommendation

▪ Option 3 but add Sapphire Bay to Division 7

▪ Most closely balanced by population

▪ Gives Division 3, starting with a lower 
population, greater opportunity for greenfield 
development
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