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Town of Dragton Va”cg
chular Council Meeting

chncsclag, August 6,2014
9 am Council Chambers

Meeting Minutes

THOSE PRESENT:

Mayor McLean

Deputy Mayor Long

Councillor Nadeau

Councillor Shular

Councillor McClure

Councillor Wheeler

Councillor Bossert

Manny Deol, Town Manager

Nesen Naidoo, Assistant Town Manager

Annette Driessen, Director of Community Services
Jenn Martin, Planning & Development Officer
Chandra Dyck, Legislative Services Coordinator
Sonya Wrigglesworth, Director of Engineering

Jill Buehler, Communications & Marketing Coordinator
Krystle Kotyk, Administrative Assistant

Daniel Aronyk, Information Services Administrator
Courtney Whalen, Drayton Valley Western Review
Reinisa MacLeod, CIBW Radio

Members of the Public

ABSENT:
Sgt. Chris Delisle
Tom Thomson, Fire Chief

CALL TO ORDER

Mayor McLean called the meeting to order at 9:04 a.m.

INVOCATION

Mo Elchammouri of the Muslim faith was unable to attend.

1.0 Additions to the Agenda
No items were added to the August 6, 2014 Regular Meeting of Council agenda.

2.0 Adoption of Agenda

RESOLUTION # 176/14
Councillor Shular moved to adopt the agenda for the August 6, 2014, Regular Meeting of
Council.

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
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3.0 Corrections or Amendments:

3.1. July 16, 2014, Regular Meeting of Council Minutes
There were no corrections or amendments to the July 16, 2014, Regular Meeting
of Council Minutes.

4.0 Adoption of:

4.1. July 16, 2014, Reqular Meeting of Council Minutes

RESOLUTION #177/14
Councillor Bossert moved to adopt the minutes of the July 16, 2014, Regular Meeting of
Council as presented.

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

5.0 Community Spotlight

5.1. Drayton Valley Health Services Foundation: Colleen Sekura

Ms. Sekura introduced herself as the Fund Development Officer of the Drayton
Valley Health Services Foundation and provided Council with pamphlets. She
explained that the organization was founded in 1995 and has a board of trustees
and volunteers. Ms. Sekura presented Council with a power point presentation
which outlined accomplishments and future events for the Drayton Valley Health
Services Foundation. Some of their accomplishments at the Drayton Valley
Hospital include building the heliport in 2009, upgrading the lounge in the long
term unit, and bringing in colonoscopy and physiotherapy equipment. They are
involved in many fundraisers and programs such as the Penn West Golf
Tournament, the John Unger Trust, Smile Cookie Campaign, Hearts and Hoofs,
Serenity House Furniture Campaign, and the DV Horse Club Trail Ride Against
Cancer. Ms. Sekura explained the newest projects to the Drayton Valley Health
Services Foundation are CT4DV and ShopandShare.ca. CT4DV is a fundraising
campaign to bring a CT scanner to the Drayton Valley Hospital, and Shop and
Share.ca is a program that allows a portion of the items that are purchased
through this website to be donated to the buyer's chosen charity. Ms. Sekura
thanked the Town of Drayton Valley for all their contributions to the Drayton Valley
Health Services Foundation.

6.0 Delegations

6.1. TELUS: Andy Balser — Director of Marketing
Mr. Balser apologized on behalf of TELUS for the services outages over the past
few months. He explained that TELUS understands the impact this has had on the
residents and businesses of Drayton Valley. Mr. Balser reviewed the causes of
the outages in Drayton Valley since 2012; nine were construction, five were cable
theft, four were power outages, and two were weather related. He explained that
outages should not continue because the construction of a second line has been
completed, which means in instances when one line is severed service will
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automatically shift to other line. Mr. Balser introduced Phil Moore, Vice President
of Broadband Operations for TELUS. A power point presentation was provided to
Council outlining work that is being done by TELUS in the Drayton Valley region.
Mr. Moore explained steps that TELUS will be taking to reinforce cable locates.
TELUS cable locate teams have improved their communications with the TELUS
cable repair teams. Previous planned routes for cable installation have been
redesigned as other construction has been occurring in the Drayton Valley area.
Mr. Balser explained that Drayton Valley will be a leader in fibre technology.

Councillor Bossert exited the meeting at 9:47 a.m. and returned at 9:48 a.m.

Councillor Shular exited the meeting at 9:48 a.m. and returned at 9:50 a.m.

6.2.

Alberta Transportaion: Afzal Paracha

Mr. Paracha provided Council with an update on the bridge construction and the
construction along Hwy 22. He explained that they are still on target for the
expected date of the completion of the bridge, which will be October 2014, but
there is still work to be done to sloped area on the east side, currently at 60%
completion. He explained that waterproofing on the bridge will begin soon and that
the traffic lights will be installed at the intersection of Hwy 22 and 50" Street in
September 2014. Mr. Paracha stated that because of environmental rules and
regulations the existing bridge has to be demolished during the winter season. He
explained that all necessary repairs will continue to be completed to the existing
bridge until the new one is ready for use.

Mayor McLean called a break at 10:14 a.m.

Mayor McLean reconvened the meeting at 10:33 a.m.

7.0 Decision Iltems

7.1.

Community Event Grant Application - EPAC

Councillor Nadeau explained that Administration has received the attached
application for a Community Event Grant of $1000 from Eleanor Pickup Arts
Centre Society, representing the Eleanor Pickup Arts Centre. They applied for
$5000 for the Alberta Culture Days Host Grant and were awarded $4000 from
Alberta Culture. EPAC is requesting the remaining $1000 from the Town of
Drayton Valley to help cover the remainder of the expenses to host Alberta
Culture Days.

Eleanor Pickup Arts Centre has been awarded Celebration Site Status for
September 27 & 28, 2014. Programming schedule will be as follows: Sept 27 -
9:30 am to 12:00 am & Sept 28 — 2:00 pm to 4:00 pm. All programing will be free
to members of the public.

Attached are the application form and the Alberta Culture Days 2014: Budget
Template. This template indicates the total cost to host this event and a
breakdown of all expenditures. On the application it specifies that sponsoring
organizations will be recognized on posters, EPAC website, Drayton Valley Town
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Page, and announced at the EPAC venue during the Alberta Culture Days
programming.

The total Community Events Grand fund is $10,000 for the 2014 calendar year.
To date, two grants have been given totaling $3700. Accordingly, there is a
balance of $6300 from which this application can be funded.

RESOLUTION #178/14
Councillor Nadeau moved that Council approve the Community Event Grant for $1000 to
Eleanor Pickup Arts Centre for Alberta Culture Days.

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

7.2.

Well Drilling Tax Bylaw 2014/11/F

Councillor Long explained that Section 388(1) of the MGA states that each council
may pass a well drilling equipment tax bylaw. This is an optional one-time tax
based on the depth of the well using a prescribed formula provided by the
Province of Alberta. Imposing this well drilling equipment tax will provide the Town
with additional revenue to help offset the cost of repairing our roads damaged by
the transport of the drilling equipment. Bylaw 2014/11/F was advertised in the
Western Review on July 8th and 15th with no responses from the public received.

RESOLUTION #179/14
Councillor Long moved that Council give second reading to Bylaw 2014/11/F.
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

RESOLUTION #180/14
Councillor Long moved that Council give third reading to Bylaw 2014/11/F.
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

Mayor McLean declared a pecuniary interest for item 7.3. Mayor McLean called Deputy
Mayor Long to the chair and exited the meeting at 10:33 a.m.

7.3.

Request for Exemption of Cost Sharing of Brougham Drive
Councillor Shular explained that the attached letter was sent to Town Council
requesting an exemption of cost sharing for Brougham Drive.

The landowner has stated that he does not deem it necessary to pay for 50% of
Brougham Drive as the road elevation is eight feet higher than his land, making it
impossible for an approach to be constructed. He is therefore requesting that he
be exempted from paying 50% of the cost for the construction of the portion of
Brougham Drive which abuts his land, as there will be no access constructed from
the road into his lots.

He is however, in agreement of contributing 50% of the cost for the construction of
the portion of 34th Avenue abutting his land. The landowner has stated that, to
help alleviate drainage concerns and erosion of Brougham Drive into the lots, a
nine foot retaining wall constructed of 5'x3’ concrete blocks (apprx. weighing 3800
Ibs per block), will be placed along the east side of the property abutting
Brougham Drive. The landowner has agreed that the retaining wall will be
constructed to meet Engineering Standards.
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Councillor Shular expressed that he is opposed to this exemption being permitted
as he believes this will set an expectation of Council.

The landowners commented that they do agree to pay for the costs of the road in
which their access will connect but it seems unfair to have to share the costs of a
road that their property does not have access to. They inquired about the dollar
amount of their share of the cost and Mr. Deol advised that Administration will get
those numbers to the property owners.

Councillor Bossert inquired about whether or not the landowners were aware of
the elevation variance when they had purchased the land. The landowners stated
they were under the impression that another landowner in the area was going to
pay the full cost of the road.

Councillor Shular explained that this is a local improvement which means that the
cost can be paid through taxes over a period of years and would be transferred to
the new property owners if it the property was either sold or subdivided.

Council was in agreement that there needs to be more clarification from the
Planning and Development Department to the landowners before this item can be
decided upon as it appeared that there was some miscommunication.

RESOLUTION #181/14
Councillor Shular moved that Council refuse the request for exemption of 50% of the
cost sharing for the portion of Brougham Drive abutting Lot 6, Plan 982 2408. The
landowner would be required to contribute 50% of the costs of construction for both
Brougham Drive and 34th Avenue for the portion of those roads which abut his land.

RESOLUTION #182/14
Councillor Nadeau moved to table Request for Exemption of Cost Sharing of Brougham
Drive to the August 27, 2014, Regular Meeting of Council.

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

Mayor McLean returned to the meeting at 10:49 a.m.

7.4.

Development Permit DV14-104

Councillor McClure explained that Administration has received a variance
application for the location of an As-Built shed at 7413A Hwy 22. The setback is
shown to be 3.89 metres from the south rear yard property line.

The development of a shed is a permitted use within the agricultural area.
However, the landowner has applied for a variance as the setback from the rear
yard property line is less than the required 40 metres.

This property was annexed into the Town of Drayton Valley in January of 2011.
There is a Government road allowance located along the south end of the
property. Due to the ravine east of this property and the connection of Highway 22
and Highway 620, there are no immediate plans for this road to be developed. As
Brazeau County does not issue Building Permits, no permit will be required to be
submitted to the Town for approval.
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A letter was sent to the adjacent landowners and no concerns were raised
regarding the location of the shed. Administration has reviewed the plot plan and
based on the fact that no objections have been raised, recommends that the
application be approved.

RESOLUTION #183/14
Councillor McClure moved that Council approve Development Permit DV14-104, with
the conditions as attached:

1. A variance of the rear yard setback is granted to 3.89 metres.

2. All those standard development conditions as outlined in the Town of Drayton
Valley Development Permit that are applicable (attached).

3. Subject to a fourteen (14) day advertising and appeal period from the Date of
Issue. Any activity within this fourteen (14) day appeal period is at the discretion of the
Developer.

4. Subject to any/all Federal, Provincial or Municipal Permits as required. These
may be, but are not limited to, building and/or safety codes permits as required by the
Alberta Building Code.

5. Location & size of shed is approved as per the site plan (copy attached). The as
built shed may continue to be used, but not to be enlarged, added to, re-built, or
structurally altered except to make it conforming.

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

7.5. Request for Waiver of Development Fees
Councillor Wheeler explained that Administration received a letter from Humans
Helping Humans requesting a waiver or reduction of the following charges in the
development of a duplex at 5041-45 Street: Off-site levies $2896.00
Development Permit fees $150.00
Total $3,046.00

Town Policy PD-01-13 addresses requests regarding the waiver of Development
and Building Permit fees, which sets out that Council may direct that the in-house
Development Permit costs be waived. Within this Policy, it is noted that the
Building Permit fees which the Town incurs are from a third party and thus paid
out-of-pocket. The Policy is intended to alleviate some of the budgetary impacts of
the requests for waivers that Planning and Development receives throughout the
year. This request is an instance where the principles of the Policy can now be
applied. However, as the request is only for the waiver of in house costs, the
Planning & Development budget would not be impacted.

The Applicant will be requesting a waiver of fees from the Inspections Group for
the Building Permit costs once they have submitted application.
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RESOLUTION #184/14
Councillor Wheeler moved that Council waive the Development Permit fee of $150.00
and the Offsite Levies of $2,896.00.

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

7.6. Subdivision Application DV/14/05
Councillor Bossert explained that Administration has received the following report
from West Central Planning Agency regarding an application for a residential
subdivision for the lands at 4000 & 4002-47th Street.

Background
West Central Planning Agency has received an application for subdivision

that was originally approved in 2010, however the applicant was not able to
satisfy all of the conditions before the expiry date. Therefore the file is being
reconsidered for subdivision. This application is to subdivide out a new lot for
a planned condominium building.

Site Visit

The two proposed lots were vacant when inspected on June 21, 2014. The
applicant is proposing that the two lots will have their own access onto 47th
Street. This should not be an issue, as the sight line is clear going south on
47th Street.

Comments

No comments or concerns were received from other agencies, utilities or
adjacent landowners. West Central Planning Agency recommends that the
Town approves the subdivision subject to the list of conditions below.

Reserves

Standard conditions for the Municipal Improvements, offsite levies and
servicing of the new lots will apply to this application. No reserves are due as
the land to be subdivided is less than 0.8 hectares (2 acres) in size.

RESOLUTION #185/14
Councillor Bossert moved that Council approve subdivision application DV/14/05 with the
conditions as attached below:

1. Engage an Alberta Land Surveyor to prepare a plan of subdivision to be
registered at Land Titles Office based on the West Central Planning Agency drawing
dated April 30, 2014 and revised May 5th, 2014. On completion of the subdivision plan,
your surveyor must submit the plan to the West Central Planning Agency for
endorsement.

2. The developer is to construct all necessary approaches, paving, drainage, water
and sewer lines and other utilities to serve the new lots to the satisfaction of the Town,
and is to enter into an agreement with the Town under section 655 of the Municipal
Government Act which will specify the standards for these local improvements and the
payment of any required offsite levies.
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3. A drainage scheme for the entire property is to be prepared, and all necessary
works are to be constructed on and off site to handle drainage flows to the satisfaction of
the Town engineer.

4. Pay any outstanding taxes owing on the property to the Town.
5. If the garbage/recycle container/utility box is located at the entry/approach to

proposed lot 21 (north east corner of the property) then they should be relocated so they
are not blocking the entry way to proposed lot 21.

6. Pay an endorsement fee of $200 to WCPA when the plan is submitted for
endorsement.
7. No reserves are due pursuant to Section 663 (c) of the MGA as the land to be

subdivided is 0.8 hectares (2 acres) or less.

Councillor Shular expressed concern about there not being a statement in the conditions
saying there must be an access. He explained that his concern is that if the owner of
proposed Lot 22 decides that they do not want to allow any access there is no solid
condition that would protect Lot 21 from not having any access to a municipal road. He
would like to see another condition added that states that there must be a mutual right-
of-way or a caveat on the property.

RESOLUTION #186/14
Councillor Shular made an amending motion that an additional condition be added that
states that the applicant is to prepare a mutual access easement, along with the
proposed subdivision plan, to present to West Central Planning Agency  for
endorsement.

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

RESOLUTION #185/14
CARRIED UNANUMOUSLY AS AMENDED BY RESOLUTION #186/14

7.7. Subdivision Application DV/14/06
Councillor Nadeau explained that Administration has received the following report
from West Central Planning Agency regarding an application for a residential
subdivision for the lands at 5076-43rd Street.

Background
On May 22nd, 2014, West Central Planning Agency received an application

to subdivide a parcel of land into 3 smaller lots; Lot A 220 m2, Lot B 156 m2,
and Lot C 309 m2. The proposed lot is to make way for a triplex that will be
built on the subject area. The area of interest is located along 55th Avenue
and 43rd street. It should be noted that the proposed area is currently zoned
R3 which allows for medium residential development including triplex
structures.

Site Visit

On June 20th, 2014 West Central Planning Agency (WCPA) conducted a site
visit to the subject area. The subject lot is a corner lot, with vehicle and
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parking access proposed along the lane way. The land appears to be cleared
of trees and brush, in anticipation of construction. Power lines and gas
utilities appear to be present on the site which indicates the site is currently
serviced.

Comments

The subdivision proposal was circulated as part of the approval process;
however no major concerns or objections were received from adjacent
landowners. The draft approval letter contains standard conditions to ensure
the developer consults with utility companies to ensure regulations are
followed during and prior to the construction phase.

Reserves

No reserves are owed on this land as it less than 0.8 acres in size. West
Central Planning Agency recommends Council approves the proposed
subdivision contingent on the conditions found within the subdivision letter.

RESOLUTION #187/14
Councillor Nadeau moved that Council approve subdivision application DV/14/06 with
the conditions as attached below:

1. Engage an Alberta Land Surveyor to prepare a plan of subdivision to be
registered at Land Titles Office based on the West Central Planning Agency drawing
dated May 20th, 2014. On completion of the subdivision plan, your surveyor must submit
the plan to West Central Planning Agency for endorsement.

2. The developer is to construct all necessary approaches, paving, drainage, water
and sewer lines and other utilities to serve the new lots to the satisfaction of the Town,
and is to enter into an agreement with the Town under section 655 of the Municipal
Government Act which will specify the standards for these local improvements and the
payment of any required offsite levies.

3. A drainage scheme for the entire property is to be prepared, and all necessary
works are to be constructed on and off site to handle drainage flows to the satisfaction of
the Town engineer.

4, ATCO gas has determined a 3.0 m right-of-way easement will need to be register
on all three proposed lots. The applicant is to contact ATCO Gas to ensure they meet all
easement requirements for the three proposed lots. They may contact Jon Martin, (780)-
509-2261 or Slawek Bonar (780) 420-3556 for more detail information.

5. Pay any outstanding taxes owing on the property to the Town.

6. Pay an endorsement fee of $300 to WCPA when the plan is submitted for
endorsement.

7. No reserves are due pursuant to Section 663 (c) of the MGA as the land to be

subdivided is 0.8 hectares (2 acres) or less.
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

Page 11 of 163



chular Mccting of Council
Minutes of August 6,2014

Page 100f 15

7.8.

Appointment of Councillors to Committees

Councillor Shular explained that for the three new Committees which have been
established - the CETC, Sustainability and Waste Management Committees -
Councillors must be formally appointed to serve on each. Accordingly, Council is
being asked to appoint two Councillors to each Committee with an alternate
appointed as well. For each of these Committees, as per the Terms of Reference,
the Mayor is ex officio.

RESOLUTION #188/14
Councillor Shular moved that Council appoint Councillor Long and Councillor Bossert to
the Waste Management Committee, with Councillor Shular appointed as the alternate.

Councillor Shular moved that Council appoint Councillor McClure and Councillor Shular
to the CETC Committee, with Councillor Long appointed as the alternate.

Councillor Shular moved that Council appoint Councillor Nadeau and Councillor Wheeler
to the Sustainability Committees, with Councillor Bossert appointed as the alternate.
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

7.9.

Appointment of Municipal Assessor

Councillor Long explained that pursuant to Town Bylaw 2000-03, Council must, by
resolution, appoint an individual to the position of Assessor to carry out the duties
and responsibilities under the Municipal Government Act.

Municipal Assessment Services group has been contracted to provide
assessment services and Administration recommends that Dan Kanuka of that
firm be appointed to role of assessor.

RESOLUTION #189/14
Councillor Long moved that Council appoint Dan Kanuka as the Assessor for the Town
of Drayton Valley pursuant to Town Bylaw 2000-03.

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

7.10.

Proclamation Policy A-02-14

Councillor McClure explained that upon the direction of the Mayor and Council,
Administration has prepared the Proclamation Policy for review and adoption. This
policy will help to streamline the activities of the Town, particularly regarding
matters coming before Council, by establishing best practices and a minimum
standard that we expect.

RESOLUTION #190/14
Councillor McClure moved that Council approve the Proclamation Policy A-02-14.
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

7.11.

EPAC Construction Management Contract

The Town of Drayton Valley is serving as the Project Manager for the renovations
to the Eleanor Pickup Arts Centre. Renovations were initiated in late summer of
2013. Work on the renovations continued into the early months of 2014 until the
General Contractor had to end the contract due to personal reasons. Town
Administration took measures to secure another contractor to complete the Phase
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I work of the project. Negotiations with companies occurred over the past few
months. Following several meetings/conversations between the Town, Synergy,
and A & E Architectural and Engineering Group Inc., a Construction Management
Agreement has been negotiated. Time is of the essence in order to complete a
significant portion of the work prior to fall of this year.

The Management Contract Agreement is a standard agreement developed
through the Canadian Construction Association. The contract is the same contract
that the Town is using with Synergy on another project and has been reviewed by
the Town’s legal counsel.

The scope of work to be completed by the Construction Manager is attached. The
Construction Manager has agreed to the construction management fee of 6%.

Administration is recommending the approval of the Construction Management
Agreement with Synergy to complete the Phase | renovations to the Eleanor
Pickup Arts Centre.

RESOLUTION #191/14
Councillor Wheeler moved that Council approve the Construction Management contract
for the EPAC Renovations with Synergy at the 6% construction management fee.
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

7.12.

Policy A-04-14 Automated Traffic Enforcement Fund Allocation Policy

Councillor Bossert explained that pursuant to the direction of Council,
Administration has prepared the attached Policy regarding the allocation of funds
which will be generated through automated traffic enforcement.

This Policy establishes that all funds received from automated traffic enforcement

will be held in reserves and allocated to enhancing a safe and healthy community.
Funding, through the Safe and Healthy Community Reserve, may be provided for

Town programs or projects such as, but not limited to, the following:

» Community resiliency initiatives

* Youth summer camps

* Arts and culture

» Recreation — facilities or programming
» Community safety initiatives.

RESOLUTION #192/14
Councillor Bossert moved that Council approve the Automated Traffic Enforcement Fund
Allocation Policy A-04-14.

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

7.13.

Automated Traffic Advisory Committee Terms of Reference

Councillor Nadeau explained that Pursuant to the direction of Council,
Administration has prepared the attached Terms of Reference for the Traffic
Advisory Committee, which is being established in conjunction with the
implementation of automated traffic enforcement.
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This Committee will operate as an advisory committee to Council and will take into
consideration the concerns and questions that residents present to Administration
and Town Council. In addition to Administrative representation, the Committee will
also include members of the fire services and the RCMP, as well as
representation from the community, with the inclusion of the two members at
large.

RESOLUTION #193/14
Councillor Nadeau moved that Council approve the attached Terms of Reference for the
Traffic Advisory Committee.

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

7.14. Pesticides in Green Areas Policy T-01-14, Noxious Weeds Policy T-02-14
Councillor Long explained that these two policies are intended to incorporate the
recently adopted Landscape Management Plan and to update and amalgamate
similar previously existing but conflicting policies. These policies address the
procedures and protocols for when to apply pesticides and how to inform the
general public of the operations per the Weed Act.

Additionally, the Noxious Weeds Policy addresses the appointment of a Weed
Inspector per the Weed Act.

RESOLUTION #194/14
Councillor Long moved that Council approve Policy No. T-01-14; Pesticides in Green
Areas Policy

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

RESOLUTION #195/14
Councillor Long moved that Council approve Policy No. T-02-14; Noxious Weeds Policy
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

7.15. Policy A-01-13 Roger Coles Memorial Youth Sports Grant
Councillor Shular explained that Administration and Council have identified that
some changes are required to the Roger Coles Memorial Youth Sports Grant
Policy, to provide clarity for applicants and Council.

The Policy No. A-01-13 has been amended by including athlete eligibility
clarification and the requirement for applicants to include a budget with their
submission.

Councillor Long recommended that a discussion for cost sharing with Brazeau
County for the Roger Coles Memorial Youth Sports Grant occur during the next
Joint Council Meeting on September 8, 2014.

RESOLUTION #196/14
Councillor Shular moved that Council approve the revised Roger Coles Memorial Youth
Sports Grant Policy No. A-01-13.

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
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7.16. Drayton Valley Municipal Library Board Community Member Appointment

Councillor McClure explained that Drayton Valley Municipal Library Board
established under By-Law 99-15 (amended 2009/02/B) states that five or a
minimum of 3 members of the community-at-large may serve a three year term.

Member Carrie Ottewell resigned as of June 2014 and has relocated. This leaves
the library with only 2 members of the community-at-large.

We have one application from Brenda Cartwright, a retired registered nurse and
vibrant supporter of the library.

We need at least one more member of the community-at-large and we hope
Brenda can start immediately.

We are continuing to look for new members of the community at large.

RESOLUTION #197/14
Councillor McClure moved that Council appoint Brenda Cartwright to the Library Board
for a three year term to be reviewed October 2017.

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

8.0 Information Iltems

8.1

Yellowhead Regional Library Board Annual Report

RESOLUTION #198/14
Councillor Bossert moved that Council accept the above item as information.
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

9.0 Department Reports

9.1.

9.2.

Planning & Development

Ms. Martin stated that applications are steady. She introduced Martine Cook,
Planning & Development Assistant.

Engineering & Transportation

Ms. Wrigglesworth explained that the remediation measures at the Coulee on the
south side have been completed. She explained that in regards to the extension
of Beckett Road, the water tie-in is completed and the sewer tie-in is in progress.
The southern section of the 50" Street overlay and Brougham Drive are
scheduled to start the beginning of September. The construction of the 50" Street
overlay will be coordinated with the set of lights that will be installed at the
intersection of Hwy 22 and 50™ Street to ensure minimal interruptions with traffic
flow. She explained that the Town and the County have been working together to
try to remediate problems with snow removal because of inconsistencies where a
boundary is not at a road. Ms. Wrigglesworth explained that the outside walls of
the new Water Treatment Plant will start being constructed soon. A large supply of
process equipment has been delivered and will be going into the building before
the walls are put up. The new Water Treatment Plan is still on schedule for
completion for June 2015.
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10.0

9.3.

9.4.

9.5.

Community Services, FCSS & Sustainability

Ms. Driessen explained that the Sustainability Committee will meet soon and
review the submissions that have been received for request for proposals. Also
working on request for proposals in regards to the Social Development Plan.
Housing has had a lot of success and has received positive movement in regards
to working towards establishing a management/authority body to deal with
additional housing. Ms. Driessen explained that she has been talking with
Municipal Affairs about housing and will soon have a report with recommendations
coming forward to the September 8 Joint Council meeting. She introduced Jill
Buehler, Communications and Marketing Coordinator.

Information Services & Economic Development & Protective Services

Mr. Naidoo explained that the new sound system has been installed at the
Mackenzie Conference Centre and the ice has been completed in Omni 1 for
hockey school.

Administration

Mr. Deol stated that budget discussions are in progress. He explained that the
Bus Hub plans have been drafted and sent to the users for input. The plans will
then be brought back to Council and then presented to the Wild Rose School
District for input and approval. Mr. Deol explained that in regard to the Clean
Energy & Technology Centre, an application for a seed grant has been submitted
to the Alberta Government and a presentation has been made to the Drayton
Valley Community Foundation regarding funding.

Council Reports

10.1.

10.2.

10.3.

10.4.

10.5.

Councillor Long

July 22 — Waste Management Committee Meeting
July 24 — Community Foundation Committee Meeting
DV 100 — September 13, looking for volunteers

Councillor Shular
July 21 — CETC Committee Meeting
July 29 — Brazeau Seniors Foundation Meeting

Councillor McClure
July 21 — CETC Committee Meeting

Councillor Wheeler
July 19 — EPBR Parks Day

Councillor Bossert

July 22 — Waste Management committee meeting
July 28 — Physician Recruitment Committee Meeting
Life Church Block Party — Rocky Rapids, August 6
Show and Shine — Sunrise Village, August 6
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10.6. Councillor Nadeau
July 29 — Communities in Bloom Committee Meeting

10.7. Mayor McLean
July 16 — RCMP Musical Ride
July 25 — Alberta Trappers Association AGM
Budget Consultations — in September
DV 100 — September 13
Community Registration Night — September 9

11.0 Adjournment

RESOLUTION #199/14
Councillor Long moved that Council adjourn the August 6, 2014, Regular Meeting of
Council at 11:52 a.m.

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

MAYOR

CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER
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PUBLIC HEARING

Auqust 27, 2014
9:00 A.M.
Council Chambers — Civic Centre

DECLARE PUBLIC HEARING OPEN

Bylaw 2014/05/D - to allow the amendment of the Aurora Area Structure Plan for the
land legally described as a portion of SE 16-49-7-W5M.

PRESENT
PURPOSE OF THE PUBLIC HEARING

To receive comments, concerns and questions from the public with regard to the
proposed amended Aurora Area Structure Plan. Said Bylaw, if passed, will allow the
creation of Medium Density Residential District zoning with the intention of
developing three fourplex units.

BACKGROUND

The above Bylaw has received first reading at the April 23, 2014 regular Meeting of
Council, which may be followed by second and third today, depending upon the
comments received at this Public Hearing. Notification of the bylaw, requesting
comments from the public, and advising them of the Public Hearing, has been done
through mail-outs and newspaper advertising. To facilitate the Public Hearing
process, any comments received (written or verbal) will be presented as a package at
the time of the Public Hearing.

. CALL FOR COMMENTS FROM THE FLOOR.

. CALL FOR COMMENTS OR WRITTEN SUBMISSIONS.

DECLARE PUBLIC HEARING CLOSED.
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Jann Martin

From: Josie DAVIDSON [josiegord@yahon.ca)

Sent: August-10-14 7:57 PM

To: Jenn Martin

Subject: Planning &Developmant Town of Drayton Valley AB,

Re: Application of Aurora Structure Plan
Lot #8, Block 83, Plan 012 3488
Aft: Jennifer Martin ~ Planning Officer

Dear Jennifer,

Thank you for the opportunity to oppose the development of the above property.
We are of the opinion said development should not be granted until 50th Ave has
some upgrades to the avenue, In the widening of the ave with traffic lights to ensure
we have excess to the above avenue. Also there is only nine parking stalls for single
vehicle parking. Any more every Family seems to have at least two vehicles or three
or more. If a Family with more vehicles move in, other vehicles will be on the street.

MO THAMNKS It
Thanks for your concern.
Gordon and Josie Davidson
#8 4B57- 37th 5t
Drayton Valley, AB. T7A 173
Phone 780-542-2366
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June 23/14

Town of Drayton Valley, Ab.

This is a letter of interest of the rezoning
application for 3720- 50 th ave in the town

of Drayton Valley Ab.

We as home owners of 3705-51 ave are
opposed to the application of rezoning of this
property for the purpose of building a 3-4 unit
town house project.

We feel the area that is being proposed is not
suitable for this kind of project which in fact
will definately impact the property value of our
home. There is other areas within the town
that it would be more suitable to build this
kind of housing.

We wouldnt be opposed to having a single
family dwelling built as equal value to our
property for this area.
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Executive homes and a low income town
houses are not a good mix for this area !

Ralph Westerager
Laura Saccucci

cc : Developers
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Jenn Martin

From: Diane Rode [diane. rede@dvalve.ca)
Sent: June-27-14 1:11 FM

To: Jenn Martin

Good day,

This email is to inform you of my objection to the proposal of Re-zoning of Lot 3 Block 83 Plan 0123488,
When my husband and I purchased our home years ago, we did so with anticipated growth in property value
based on development of new houses in the area under the then current zoning.

With the proposed change to the zoning development of multifamily units, it has been proven 1o depreciate

property value.

Had we known the zoning changes would come into play, we likely would not have purchased our home in the
Area.

In addition, as a young family with young children we are also concerned about traffic 1ssues that may arise
such as parking, higher volume of traffic and congestion.

Thank you for your attention in regards to this matter.

Diane Rode

3820 - 51 Avenue
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Jenn Martin

From: Bill Payne [bpayne7?2@hotmail.com]
Sent: June-30-14 1:23 PM

To: Jenn Martin

Subject: Aln Jenn Martin

As per the meeting June 23 2014 at the Ramada Inn regarding a proposal of lot block 83 Plan 0123488 to R3
medium density residental. | opposa this plan.

Bill Payne

3816 52 ave
Drayten Valley
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EA. Kazoleas
ITN3E - 51 Ave

Drayion Valley, AB
TTAIT?

Attention: Jennifer Martin,
Flanning & Development Officer
Town of Drayion Valley

Re: Section 3720 - 50 Ave.

Lat 8, Block 83

I'm a prowd resident of Drayton Valley since 1959, 1 have watched the town grow and have been part of
the development. I'm definitely for progress and [ am aware of the housing sorage sivation; however,
theproposed building of terelve town howse units on & 1.2 scre plece of land, in my opinion, is really
"High density” for the size of land and where it is situated.

The volume of traflic on 50 Ave is alveady extremely high especially since Range Road 73 has boen
completed and joined with the Ring Road. Plos, all of the work tracks now asing the moad o well as
vehicles transporting the Jumior High students staff, to school & luock, makes il a tremendounsly busy
truvelled road already, without yet increasing trmnsportation of the addition twebve homes & their aodes
of transportation (most likely times two velibdes each) also being added.

My Glen Bow house along with my two neighbour’s homes (lots 3705, 3703, 3700) are all on pic-shaped
lots, with the majority of our windows, decks and Hving areas, sll facing the propesed new housing
development nnd [ am particularty concerned that i rezoning the 1.2 sere, kot 3720, to a RS, medinm density,
enmes into effect; it will substantinlby devisbwite our property values and most certivinly affect our "lack of™
Privacy. We buailt on this particolar lot especially because of the green space behind us. Knowing that the
Acreage hehind us was zoned R1, For o single dwelling only. Last time on April 4, 2012, when this same
request for the same property 83720 1o rezone to B3 came op to Comncil, all of my oeighbours sold their
homes, while they could still get a fair market value prive for them.

The proposed topography of Lot & 3728, is of higher land elevation and we sready sufler from awfolly wet,
back yard conditions, particalarly during the Spring season. Our sump pumps are alresdy working hard (o
hnele the water; as it is now, oor swale, hetween these lots, is wet continpousty. With the building of these new
town homes, my worry is that with our wall-ont basoments snd the sdditional excess water draining into oor
swabe, oor fasermenly and backyard lewns, will be Booded out.

Fior these reasons, T do oot want lot 3720 10 be rezoned but (o keep and buill on as i, with 2" Single dwelling".

I invite Council (o come and kok at my property. I'm home most afternoon & evenings, if you wish to view the
Froposed land, from my perspective. Please phone Ruth Anme at 750 - 542 - 5133, if you wish to discuss this matter
with me further. Thank you very muoch for you considering my worries.

Yours iruly,

i - x §
r'._ ... 1, _"H."! ||"_-"ﬂ'-III f{h -';l
R.A. KEazoleas
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Jann Martin

Frem: nicole Rivet [lazzeled22@hotmail.com]

Sent: August-14-14 3:28 PM

To: Jenn Martin

Subject: Letter ta Flanning and Development of Drayton Valley-in regards to pubic hearing on August
27th

To the Planning and Development Office of Drayton Valley

To Whom it concerns,

My home which is a single family dewelling located at 3700 51 Ave Glenbow Park. Me end my neighbors in
glenbow received a notice stating the lot municipally described as 3720-50 Avenue located behind our
property is sanctioned to be zoned fora 17- condensed unit townhouse development. This poses a huge issue
with myself and my neighborhood, We the owners of the homes surrounding the property sanctioned for the
R3 development of 17 units are going to lose significant value to our homes if the town approves this
development.

When we purchased cur home in Glenbow the property being proposed had a single family home on it
Glenbow is an arca of higher end homes , the whole district is R1 single family dwellings. The average cost of a
home in aspen view in 375,000 to 520,000, To the owners of the homes surrounding the 500 meter perimeter
around the property in question are confused and wpset, hearing the town wants to build low income condensed
living units in our district is infurialing. As owners we take pride in the value of our district. Is the town
development office following their obligations to serve the best interests of the community by throwing an out
of place low income condensed building project in between two adjacent acreages and single family deweling
districts ( glenbow and aspenview)

The Planning and Development offices purpose as quoted by accurate description:

“The department is responsible for all aspects of land-use planning, including long-range planning and
subdivisions, to ensure that growth and development occwr in an organized and rational menner, while
maintaining or enhancing the quality of life.”

I quote this section to remind the counsel that this plan is neither organized or of rational manner. The 17 units
being suggested do not suit the developments currently in place surrounding this property, this proposal will not
maintain the value of higher end homes and property”s surrounding this lot. The location of this development
will significantly reduce the value of all the homes near this area as condensed R3 districts should be placed
arcund other R3 districts not R districts. 1f the job and responsibility of the town and its development office
and associated committees is to * enhance the quality of life™ , then why are the residents of glenbow and
aspen view and the two adjacent acreages being unfairly subjected to a plan that will reduce the values of all
property’s in a district thus reducing the incentive for higher income buyers to want to purchase in Drayton
valley, Why is an R3 income housing project being submitted as the only option for the futvre development of
this property? Also why haven't the town and owner of this property properly taking care of the property?

When we moved in to 3700 51 ave the single family home situated on the the purposed property was not taken
care of the building was run down, the yard was not maintained to the towns bylaws standards . There was
garbage and debris lefl around the outside. In October 2013 the building was tom down ( sothe statement from
the town claiming the home on this land maght be torm down is actually incorrect ) what is left is a giant hole in
the ground with cut down tree piles surrounding the hole, and throughout the entirety of this spring and
surnmer of 2014 the grass on the property has not been regularly maintained so weeds have migrated into our

1
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manicured yard and lawn and are rining our investment. In July T witnessed two employees spending 1 day
cutting the front half of the lot. They left the back half — the half that connects to my vard and my two
neighbors manicured well kept vards. This was the one and only time the property has been serviced since the
teardown of the house in October2013.

To my knowledge, as stated in the town bylaws, specifically “Bylaw No.86-13 -The Nuisance bylaw™  Isit
not the responsibility of the owner of this property to maintain the property to the level of the towns bylaw
requirements? The owner has failed te eradicate and control weeds, et of meow the grass , remove brush and
rubbish which is currently harboring many wild animals like coyotes , fox and deer and micz as my husband
and myself have watched and have photos of these animals living on the property this summer.

In stating these current facts to the committee I ask,

how the development committee can guarantee us that the property once developed as an R3 development with
17 higher or lower cost condensed living units keep the quality of this development from becoming run down
and hurting the value of the single family homes situated around the proposed development. The property is
not being maintained now or when it had a single family home on it.

There condensed units like the condensed units being proposed that are older now and loceted across from the
Saint Anthony®s church on 50" avenue . Years ago those units were new and probably much nicer and not a
habitat for low income living. Now thanks to renting and there being no greater value in these units as a reason
to invest and maintain them like the single family homes situated around them, they have been run down,
Higher or lower income condensed living is a precursor to extra noise , extra belongings being stored in small
yards with no storage requirements , they are an eyesore , they are the key factor to why we have more theft and
vandalism in our districts as the property”s have no storage space and belongings are easily seen and stolen.
Facts of life, people come with stuff and small living does not necessarily mean less stuff. Unlike condos,
where the owners have rules and a board of members to enforee the standards and regulations to maintain the
value of the building. Individual row houses are not under any rules to follow and each unit is left in the hands
of the individual,

My husband and T worked for 10 years to buy a nice home in a nice district away from rentals and condensed
multiple unit living areas. Glenbow has rules for its owners to maintain their properties and it has standards to
maintain the value of cach home. By approving this development the owners and renters of these 17 units will
not have to abide or care to abide by the rules of glenbow and it will negatively affect the funre of this
neighborhood aleng with the owners situated 500 meters around this property. The owner of this lot has proven
to be neglectful in managing the lot as is and [ only see this development causing the residerts around the 500
meters of this proposed development the same problems but multiplied by 17 units and the people that will
come with them.

This development like so many others will reduce the value of single family homes surrounding the area. It will
increase the opportunities for current residents to experience theft and vandalism, it will cause more noise and
disturbances as condensed living is crowded and tends to attract trouble . The current resideaces around the
500 reters of this proposed development have made significant investments to acquire and maintain their
homes. 1 refuse to accept this development as the only reasonable option. How does this serve 1o balance the
diversity of a common vision? , its oddly placed and shouldn’t be here, it should be purposed in an area with
other B2 and R3 residences, not R1. This is not 2 common vision. Tt is an opportunity for the owner of this lot
to market hugely off the development and an opportunity for the town to gain more low income housing to help
solve the town’s lack of decent low cost homes available to the public. [ believe all individuals should have
options to access decent well maintained residence no matter what vour income level is. But [ also believe there
needs to be a better system of development and planning to accommodate the needs of the public while
maintaining the curvent price ranges and development 1ypes already in place. This proposed development is

2
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forcing the current high taxpaying citizens who have worked hard to invest in higher cost homes and properties
1o continue to pay high taxes but lose value on our investments. All this based on a development plan that will
hold less value due to its R3 zoning and placement around R1 developments. How does this create balance for
the common good? The highest investors in the area are having their investments lowered and downgraded!

Ouote; “The point of the Drayton Valley Municipal Development Plan is to wid in creating a community that
will impact the future forever—a piece of architecture, a character or an image, of which, everyone can be
prowd.™

This development plan does not in any way encompass the above quote. This development plan is an ill devised
thrown together design,

Quote: “A Land Use Bylow allows the community to nurture quality development, while ensuring that
substandard development, or potentially hazardous development, is discouraged.”

How is this 17 unit development nurturing quality developments like the ones swrounding the 500 meters of
the proposed property? This development would only ensure that substandard and potentiallv hazardous
development is secured. Which is completely contradictory to the guote as previously mentioned. The people
who need to approve this development are the owners of the homes who reside in the area around this
development. Not the counsel of this board. The greatest parts of this community are thanks impart to the
people who pay the hefty prices to make these higher end districts our home. Qur vote is the only vote that
malters, we are the ones who have to pay and live with this. Not this counsel or the owner of this property
and surely not the people who could purchase these units as they would only benefit from its location but they
will only have to pay a quarter of the price to live here,

Ouoter “The MDP is a guide for the direction, growth and management of land use within the town. The
Drayion Valley MDP is more than an administrative handbook—it reffects on our strengtis and [nspires us
toward new visions. It should promp( thoughiful development and careful consideration of development
patterns and it should act as a support mechanism for the community's will and well-being,”

Please follow your own standards and provide this lot with a thoughtful development plan that will reflect the
surrounding residents with a carefully considered development that supports the standard of living that has been
already developed and its future well-being and worth. We recommend the Property municipally described as
3720-50 avenue remain as a R1 type development or tum the lot into a park/green space as the residents of
Glenbow have to green spaces availzble to the district.

As the owners of 3700 51 Ave in Glenbow park in Drayton Valley , we reject this proposal in all of its entirety

Frustrated Regards,
Mr. and Mrs. Robert and Nicole Barton
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PETITION BY ELECTORS A

{Pursuant to the Municipal Government Act and amendment’s thereta)
Tio: The Coundil of the Town of Drayton Valley in the province of Alberta.

The undersigned persons, being electors of the Town of Drayton Valley, in the Province of Alberta,
hereby patition the caunal to:

Recognize that the proposal to amend the Aurora Area Structure Plan and rezone the lands municipally
described as 3720-50 Avenue from an R1E district to an R3 district that could allow a 12-unit townhouse
development to be created |s not what the electors of this petition approve of as an acczptable
development plan. We ask the council to reject the R3 district development plan for the land described
as Lot 8, Block B3, Plan 012 3488, Excepting There out All Mines and Minerals, The eleciors of this
petition hereby refuse the proposal of the planned R3 district development or any R3 development
proposed after it for the property municipally described as 3720-50 Avenue.

EACH PETITIONER, by signing this petition, certifies that he {or she) s an elector of the sauthaast X of
16-49-7-W5M of the Town of Drayton Valley.

Signature of Petitioner | Printed Name Street Address or Legal Date Signature of
| Land Description Adult Witness
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PETITION BY ELECTORS

(Pursuant to the Municipal Government Act and amendment’s thereto)

To: The Coundil of the Town of Drayton Valley in the province of Alberta,

The undersigned persons, being electors of the Town of Drayton Valley, in the Province of Alberta,
hereby petition the council to:

Recognize that the proposal to amend the Aurora Area Structure Plan and rezone the lands municipally
described as 3720-50 Avenue from an R1E district to an R3 district that could allow a 12-unit towrhouss
developmeant to be created is not what the electors of this petition approve of as an acceptable
development plan. We ask the council to reject the R3 district development plan for the [and described
as Lot 8, Block B3, Plan 012 3488, Excepting Thers out All Mines and Minerals, The electors of this
petition hereby refuse the proposal of the planned R3 district development or any A3 development

proposed after it for the property municipally described as 3720-50 Avenue.

EACH PETITIOMNER, by signing this petition, certifies that he (or she) s an elector of the southeast ¥ of
16-42-7-W5M of the Town of Drayton Valley.

Buabon

ety

I

Signature of Petitioner | Printed Name | Stroet Address or Legal | Date signature of
Land Description Adult Witness
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PETITION BY ELECTORS

(Pursuant to the Municipol Government Act and amendment's thereto)
To: The Coundl of the Town of Drayton Valley in the province of Alberta,

The undersigned persons, being electors of the Town of Drayton Valley, in the Province of Alberta,
hereby petition the councl ta:

Recognize that the proposal to amend the Aurora Area Structure Plan and rezone the lands municipally
described as 3720-50 Avenue from an R1E district to an R3 district that could allow a 12-unit kownhouse
development to be created i4 not what the alectors of this petition approve of as an acceptable
development plan. We ask the council to reject the R3 district development plan for the land described
as Lot 8, Block 83, Plan 012 3488, Excepting There out All Mines and Minerals. The electors of this
petition hereby refuse the proposal of the planned R3 district development or any R3 develooment
proposed after it for the property municipally described as 3720-50 Avenue,

EACH PETITIONER, by signing this petition, certifies that he {or she) is an elector of the southeast % of
16-499-7-W5k of the Town of Drayton Valley,

Signature of Petitioner | Printed Name Street Address or Legal Date Signature of
Land Description Adult Witness
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PETITION BY ELECTORS

{Pursuant to the Municipal Government Act and amendment’s thereto)
fo: The Council of the Town of Drayton Valley in the province of Alberta,

The undersigned persons, being electors of the Town Of Drayton Valley, in the Province of Alberta,
hereby petition the council to:

Recognize that the proposal to amend the Aurora Area Structure Plan and rezone the lands municipally
described as 3720-50 Avenue from an R1E district to an R4 district that could allow a 12-unit townhouse
development to be created is not what the electors of this petition approve of as an acceptatle
development plan. We ask the council to reject the R district development plan for the land described
as Lot 8, Block 83, Plan 012 3488, Excepting There out All Mines and Minerals, The electors of this
petition hereby refuse the proposal of the planned R3 district development or any R3 development
proposed after it for the property municipalty described as 3720-50 Avenue.

EACH PETITIONER, by signing this petition, certifies that he (or sha) is an elector of the southeast % of
16-49-7-W5M of the Town of Drayton Valley.

Signature of Petitionar | Printad Nama Straat Address or Legal | Date Signature of
Land Description Adult Witness
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Statement of Representative of Petitioners

(pursuant to the Municipal Government Act and amendments thereto)

|, Nicole Rivet-Barton, of 3700 51 Avenue T7A 1T7 in the Town of Drayton Valley,
in the Province of Alberta, state that | represent the petitioners and am the
person to whom the municipality or the Minister of Municipal Affairs may direct
any inquires with regard to the petition.

DATED at the Town of Drayton Valley, in the

Province of Alberta, this 19" day of August, 2014.

Witness Signature of Representative (Printed Name)
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\" RECEIVED |

AUG 21 2004
AUGUST 19. 2014 v
{ Trai DB DRAYTIN WAV

OBJECTION TO PUBLIC HEARING LOCATION 3720 50 AVE. LOT 8 BLOCK 83 PLAN (12 3488
TO WHOM IT MAY COMCERS:

| WOULD LIKE TO REGISTER A OBJECTION AGAINST THE FURTHER DEVELOPMENT OF
LAKEVIEW CUSTOM HOMES AND THE REZONING OF 3720 50 AVE. DRAYTON VALLEY.
FROM: R1E - ESTATE RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT TO: R3 - MEDIUM DENSITY RESIDENTIAL
DISTRICT.

THE TOWM OF DRAYTON VALLEY APPEAR TO HAVE NO WEIGHT OR PENALTIES FOR
BUILDING CONTRACTORS.

HOMEOWNERS CANNOT THROW SNOW ON THE STREET BUT THESE CONTRACTORS LEAVE
A MESS ON THE STREETS THAT THEY DON'T SEEM TO BE RESPONSIBLE FOR CLEANING
ue....

THE TOWN SHOULD BE BILLING THEM FOR CLEANUP. THEY ARENT ACCOUNTABLE AND
MU UNE HULLS | HEM HESFUNSIBELE 10 GLEAN UH

WHERN | WAS LANDSCAPING OUR YARD 3817 52 AVE. (GLENBOW SUBDIVISION) | CLEANED
UP THE STREET EACH TIME | LEFT MUD ON THE STREET. THEY LEAVE EQUIPMENT PARKED
OM THE STREET.

BUT THE RESIDENTS OF DV CAN'T LEAVE A RECREATIONAL VEHICLE PARKED FOR MORE
THAN 24 HRS WITHOUT GETTING A TICKET.

WEEDS ON HIS LOTS ARE GOING TO SEED BECAUSE THEY ARE LEFT UNMOWED AND
UNCONTROLLED. | SPRAYED THE WEEDS ON LAKEVIEW HOMES LOT, BECAUSE IT WAS
UNSIGHTLY AND SPREADING INTO THE YARDS SURROUNDING HIS LOT

TO BACKFILL A FOUNDATION WITH HOMES ON BOTH SIDES OF THE LOT UNDER
CONSTRUCTION IS NEARLY IMPOSSIBLE. WITHOUT DRIVING ON THE LAWNS OF THE
PROFPERTIES ON EITHER SIDE OF THE

FRUFERTY WITH THE EQUIFMENT USED TU BACKFILL

WHEN SPEAKING WITH THE BUILDER, | WAS ASSURED THE BUILDER WOULD REFAIR OR
PAY FOR DAMAGES & THE WRONG THAT HE CAUSED , (EX: CLEAN UP THE GLAY LEFT OMN
MY YARD FROM DRIVING ON MY LAWN, THE SIDE OF MY YARD WAS SLOUGHING IN
BECAUSE THE PROPERTY WAS LEFT UNBACK FILLED FOR MONTHS, WHICH HELD UP THE
FENCING COMPLETION ON MY PROPERTY, BECAUSE WHERE MY FENCE WAS GOING KEPT
SLOUGHING IN , DUE TO HIS LACK OF CARE TO NEIGHBOURING PROPERTIES.

| DID THE CLEAN UP MYSELF OF THE GLAY LEFT ON MY YARD. BACKFILLING IS STILL NOT
COMPLETED, AS THE GROUND SETTLES THE BUILDER SHOULD BE RESPONSIBELE TO MAKE
SURE THAT THE ADJOINING PROPERTIES AREN'T SLOUGHING IN BECAUSE OF HIS LACK OF
RESPECT FOR THE NEIGHBORS.

HE STARTED THIS HOME 1 YEAR AGO, WHAT IS TIMELINE FOR COMPLETION IN DV, AND
WHO IS ENFORCING THESE CONTRACTORS. THE HOME DOESN'T HAVE EAVESTROUGHING
AND THE WATER RUNS OFF THE HOUSE INTO PARTIAL BACK FILLED HOLE ALONG THE
FOUNDATION WHICH | FEEL IS COMPROMISING THE STABILITY OF MY YARD.

THE AMOUNT OF TRAFFIC THAT WILL INCREASE ON 50TH AVE BECAUSE OF THIS
REZONING NEEDS TO BE ADDRESSED, AS TRAFFIC INCREASES WITH SCHOOL BUSSES,
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AND SCHOOL CHILDREMN. AND MULTI FAMILY VEHICLES ALREADY IN AN AREA THAT ISN'T
ADEQUATE IN WIDTH.

ITS NOT BEING CLEARLY DEFINED AS A DEVELOPMENT, WHETHER IT'S GOIMNG TO BE
OWNED BY A CONDO BOARD, OR OFEN FOR RENTALS ...

~HPEATY VALUES ARE GOING TO BE MAJORLY AFFECTED BY THE DEVELOPMENT OF
THIS PROJECT AND THE TOWN HAVE A RESPONSIBILITY TO THE HOMEOWNERS IN THIS
AREA, TO MAKE DECISIONS THAT ARE IN THE BEST INTEREST OF THE RESPONSIBLE
TAXPAYERS OF DRAYTON VALLEY

THE CONTRACTOR HAS FAILED TO MAINTAIN ANY OF HIS PROPERTIES CURRENTLY
UNDER CONSTRUCTION. ACCORDING TO BYLAW STANDARDS. OR LOTS THAT ARE WAITING
CONSTRUCTION THAT HAVE BEEN PURCHASED BY THIS CONTRACTOR.

GLEMBOW SUBDIVISION WAS NOT DEVELOPED WITH PROPER UNDERGOUND STORM
SEWER DRAINAGE. AND THE TOWN OF DRAYTON VALLEY SHOULD HAVE ENFORCED
PROPER INFASTRUCTURE WHEN THIS SUBDIVISION WAS DEVELOPED.... WHO'S GOING TO
HULD rHIS DEVELOPER RESPONSIELE FOR PROPER SEWER DRAINAGE, AND
INFASTRUCTURE TO MAKE SURE THAT BASEMENTS ARENT FLOODING DUE TO CUTTING
CORNERS, AND FAILURE TO MAKE SURE DEVELOPMENT IS DONME PROFPERLY.

WE ARE ASKING THE TOWN COUNCIL TO REJECT THIS PROPOSAL AND STAND BY THE
OBLIGATION TO CAREFULLY CONSIDER FUTURE DEVELOPMENT OF DRAYTON VALLEY.
WHY DOES THE TOWN CONTINUE TO ISSUE BUILDI FPERMITS TO THE DEVELOPERS

AMD LOOK THE OTHER WAY,.. BECAUSE THE TOWN WILL BE ABLE TO COLLECT MORE TAX
DOLLARS.

REGARDE,

ﬁ G g 2y TP B ! i
GARRY &ROSE MARIE HAFlfTEl:N 331167 %

BRAD & TAMMY RUTZ 3821 52 AVE.

L,‘{\ﬁ_,.k‘ “‘ Q_, s, -;“_?._2};7\" =
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Aug 22114

Town of Drayton Valley

Once again we are submitting a letter of interest to the town of
Drayton Valley for the rezoning application for 3720-50th ave.

We as home owners of 3705-51ave are opposed to the application
of rezoning of this property for the purpose of building a 3-4 unit
town house project.

We feel the area that is being proposed is not suitable for this
kind of dwelling, which in fact will definately impact the property
value of this area along with our home. There is many other areas
within the town that it would be more suitable to build this kind
of housing.

We if anything would like it to stay a residential property of equal
value to all the homes in this area .. or to clean it up and make a
relaxing park area.

The traffic for this area is very heavy already and without proper
signage for speed control or lack of pedestrian crossing for
children needing to cross at glenbow entrance, with increase
traffic by adding a town house here will only make even more
higher volume of traffic and pedestrians.

We attended a meeting back in June to hear what the owner of
the property and the contractor had to say, and frankly we were
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not impressed by either.This unit that they are proposing is not
going to be owned units but rather a rental property. We feel
there is alot of hidden agenda as we of home owners are not
being told by these fellows.

Being fairly new home owners in this area and speaking with our
fellow neighbors about this property, we can definately agree
with them.

We have signed a petition for this rezoning and stand strong with
our neighbors!

Thanks kindly

Ralph Westerager & Laura Saccucci
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PUBLIC HEARING

Auqust 27, 2014
9:00 A.M.
Council Chambers — Civic Centre

DECLARE PUBLIC HEARING OPEN

Bylaw 2014/06/D - to allow the rezoning of the land legally described as a portion of
Lot 8, Block 83, Plan 012 3488.

PRESENT

PURPOSE OF THE PUBLIC HEARING

To receive comments, concerns and questions from the public with regard to the
proposed amended land use for the land municipally described as 3720-50 Avenue.
Said Bylaw, if passed, will allow the creation of Medium Density Residential District
zoning with the intention of developing three fourplex units.

BACKGROUND

The above Bylaw has received first reading at the April 23, 2014 regular Meeting of
Council, which may be followed by second and third today, depending upon the
comments received at this Public Hearing. Notification of the bylaw, requesting
comments from the public, and advising them of the Public Hearing, has been done
through mail-outs and newspaper advertising. To facilitate the Public Hearing
process, any comments received (written or verbal) will be presented as a package at
the time of the Public Hearing.

. CALL FOR COMMENTS FROM THE FLOOR.

. CALL FOR COMMENTS OR WRITTEN SUBMISSIONS.

DECLARE PUBLIC HEARING CLOSED.
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Jenn Martin

From: Josie DAVIDSON [josiegord@yahon_ca)

Sent: August-10-14 7:57 P

To: Jenn Martin

Subject: Planning &Develapment Town of Drayton Valley AB,

Re: Application of Aurora Structure Plan
Lot #8, Block 83, Plan 012 3488
Att: Jennifer Martin -~ Planning Officer

Dear Jennifer,

Thank you for the opportunity fo oppose the development of the above property.
We are of the opinion said development should not be granted until 50th Ave has
some upgrades to the avenue. In the widening of the ave with traffic lights to ensure
we have excess to the above avenue. Also there is only nine parking stalls for single
vehicle parking. Any more every Family seems to have at least two vehicles or three
or more, If a Family with more vehicles move in, other vehicles will be on the street.

NO THAMKS I
Thanks for your concermn.
Gordon and Josie Davidson
#8 4857- 3Tth 5t
Drayton Valley, AB. T7A 1T3
Phone 780-542-2366
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June 23/14

Town of Drayton Valley, Ab.

This is a letter of interest of the rezoning
application for 3720- 50 th ave in the town

of Drayton Valley Ab.

We as home owners of 3705-51 ave are
opposed to the application of rezoning of this
property for the purpose of building a 3-4 unit
town house project.

We feel the area that is being proposed is not
suitable for this kind of project which in fact
will definately impact the property value of our
home. There is other areas within the town
that it would be more suitable to build this
kind of housing.

We wouldnt be opposed to having a single
family dwelling built as equal value to our
property for this area.
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Executive homes and a low income town
houses are not a good mix for this area !

Ralph Westerager
Laura Saccucci

cc : Developers
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Jenn Martin

From: Diane Rode [diane. rode@dvalve.ca]
Sent: June-27-14 1:11 FM

To: Jenn Martin

Good day,

This email is to inform you of my objection to the proposal of Re-zoning of Lot 8 Block 83 Plan 0123488,
When my hushand and I purchased our home years ago, we did so with anticipated growth in property value
based on development of new houses in the area under the then current zoning.

With the proposed change to the zoning development of multifamily units, it has been proven to depreciate

property value,

Had we known the zoning changes would come into play, we likely would not have purchased our home in the
arca.

In addition, as a young family with young children we are alse concerned about traffic issues that may arise
such as parking, higher volume of traffic and congestion.

Thank you for your attention in regards to this matter.

Diane Rode

3820 — 51 Avetue
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Jenn Martin

From: Bill Payne [bpayne7S@hotmail.com)
Sent: June-30-14 1:23 PM

To: Jenn Martin

Subject: Atn Jenn Martin

As per the meeting June 23 2014 at the Ramada Inn regarding a proposal of lot block 83 Plan 0123488 to R3
medium density residental. | oppose this plan.

Bill Payne

3816 52 ave
Drayton Valley
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B.A. Kazoleas
JNE = 51 Awve.

Drayion Yalley, AR
TTAITT?

Attention: Jennifer Martin,
Planning & Development Offiser
Town of Drayton Valley

He: Section 3720 - 50 Ave.

Lt &, Block 83

I'm a prowd resident of Drayton Valley since 1959, 1 have watched the town grow and have been part of
the development. I'm definitely for progress and | am aware of the housing slorage situation; however,
theproposed building of twelve town house units on @ 1.2 sere phece of land, in my opindon, is really
"High density” for the siee of land and where it Is situated.

The volume of traffic on 50 Ave is already extremely high especially since Range Road 73 has been
completed and joined with the Ring Road. Plos, all of the work tracks now using the road as well as
vehicles transpaorting the Junior High students staff, io school & bock, makes il a tremendously busy
truvelled road already, without yet incressing transportation of the addition twebve homes & their modes
of transportation (most likely times two vehicles each) also being added.

My Glen Bow houwse along with my two neighbour's homes (lats 3705, 3703, 3700) are all on pic-shaped

lots, with the majority of our windows, decks and Hving areas, all facing the propesed new hiuwsing
development und I am particalarly concerned that if rezoning the 1.2 acre, kot 3720, to & B3, mediom density,
eomes into effect; it will substantiniby deyilhuate our property values and most certainly affect our "lack of™
Privacy. We built on this particalar lot especially because of the green space behind vs. Knowing that the
Acreage behind us was zoned R1, for a single dwelling snly. Last time on April 4, 2012, when this same
reqoest for the same property 83720 to rezone to RS came op to Councl, all of my neighbours sold their
homes, while they could still get a fair market valee price for them.

The proposed topography of Lot # 3720, is of higher land elevation and we slready suffer from awfully wet,
back yard conditions, particulacly during the Spring season. (ur sump pumps are abready working hard o
handle the waters as it is now, our swale, betwesn these lots, is wet continuously, With the building of these new
town homes, my worry is that with our walk-out basements and the additional excess water draiming into sor
swale, our hiserments and backyard lawns, will be Booded out.

For these reasons, T do not want ot 3720 o be rezoned but to keep amd buill on as i, with a"Single dwelling".

I imvite Couneil to come and kok at my property, I'm home most afternoon & evenings, if you wish bo view the
Proposed land, from my perspective, Please phone Ruth Anne at T80 - 542 - S133, if you wish Lo discuss this matter
with me forther. Thank vou very much fir you considering my worries.

Yours truly,

3 F L P
it ... i _"\": uf_s'i""rk f';.

B.A. Eazoleas
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Jann Martin

Frem: nicole Rivet [lazzeled22@hotmail.com]

Sent: August-14-14 3:28 PM

To: Jenn Martin

Subject: Letter ta Flanning and Development of Drayton Valley-in regards to pubic hearing on August
27th

To the Planning and Development Office of Drayton Valley

To Whom it concerns,

My home which is a single family dewelling located at 3700 51 Ave Glenbow Park. Me end my neighbors in
glenbow received a notice stating the lot municipally described as 3720-50 Avenue located behind our
property is sanctioned to be zoned fora 17- condensed unit townhouse development. This poses a huge issue
with myself and my neighborhood, We the owners of the homes surrounding the property sanctioned for the
R3 development of 17 units are going to lose significant value to our homes if the town approves this
development.

When we purchased cur home in Glenbow the property being proposed had a single family home on it
Glenbow is an arca of higher end homes , the whole district is R1 single family dwellings. The average cost of a
home in aspen view in 375,000 to 520,000, To the owners of the homes surrounding the 500 meter perimeter
around the property in question are confused and wpset, hearing the town wants to build low income condensed
living units in our district is infurialing. As owners we take pride in the value of our district. Is the town
development office following their obligations to serve the best interests of the community by throwing an out
of place low income condensed building project in between two adjacent acreages and single family deweling
districts ( glenbow and aspenview)

The Planning and Development offices purpose as quoted by accurate description:

“The department is responsible for all aspects of land-use planning, including long-range planning and
subdivisions, to ensure that growth and development occwr in an organized and rational menner, while
maintaining or enhancing the quality of life.”

I quote this section to remind the counsel that this plan is neither organized or of rational manner. The 17 units
being suggested do not suit the developments currently in place surrounding this property, this proposal will not
maintain the value of higher end homes and property”s surrounding this lot. The location of this development
will significantly reduce the value of all the homes near this area as condensed R3 districts should be placed
arcund other R3 districts not R districts. 1f the job and responsibility of the town and its development office
and associated committees is to * enhance the quality of life™ , then why are the residents of glenbow and
aspen view and the two adjacent acreages being unfairly subjected to a plan that will reduce the values of all
property’s in a district thus reducing the incentive for higher income buyers to want to purchase in Drayton
valley, Why is an R3 income housing project being submitted as the only option for the futvre development of
this property? Also why haven't the town and owner of this property properly taking care of the property?

When we moved in to 3700 51 ave the single family home situated on the the purposed property was not taken
care of the building was run down, the yard was not maintained to the towns bylaws standards . There was
garbage and debris lefl around the outside. In October 2013 the building was tom down ( sothe statement from
the town claiming the home on this land maght be torm down is actually incorrect ) what is left is a giant hole in
the ground with cut down tree piles surrounding the hole, and throughout the entirety of this spring and
surnmer of 2014 the grass on the property has not been regularly maintained so weeds have migrated into our

1
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manicured yard and lawn and are rining our investment. In July T witnessed two employees spending 1 day
cutting the front half of the lot. They left the back half — the half that connects to my vard and my two
neighbors manicured well kept vards. This was the one and only time the property has been serviced since the
teardown of the house in October2013.

To my knowledge, as stated in the town bylaws, specifically “Bylaw No.86-13 -The Nuisance bylaw™  Isit
not the responsibility of the owner of this property to maintain the property to the level of the towns bylaw
requirements? The owner has failed te eradicate and control weeds, et of meow the grass , remove brush and
rubbish which is currently harboring many wild animals like coyotes , fox and deer and micz as my husband
and myself have watched and have photos of these animals living on the property this summer.

In stating these current facts to the committee I ask,

how the development committee can guarantee us that the property once developed as an R3 development with
17 higher or lower cost condensed living units keep the quality of this development from becoming run down
and hurting the value of the single family homes situated around the proposed development. The property is
not being maintained now or when it had a single family home on it.

There condensed units like the condensed units being proposed that are older now and loceted across from the
Saint Anthony®s church on 50" avenue . Years ago those units were new and probably much nicer and not a
habitat for low income living. Now thanks to renting and there being no greater value in these units as a reason
to invest and maintain them like the single family homes situated around them, they have been run down,
Higher or lower income condensed living is a precursor to extra noise , extra belongings being stored in small
yards with no storage requirements , they are an eyesore , they are the key factor to why we have more theft and
vandalism in our districts as the property”s have no storage space and belongings are easily seen and stolen.
Facts of life, people come with stuff and small living does not necessarily mean less stuff. Unlike condos,
where the owners have rules and a board of members to enforee the standards and regulations to maintain the
value of the building. Individual row houses are not under any rules to follow and each unit is left in the hands
of the individual,

My husband and T worked for 10 years to buy a nice home in a nice district away from rentals and condensed
multiple unit living areas. Glenbow has rules for its owners to maintain their properties and it has standards to
maintain the value of cach home. By approving this development the owners and renters of these 17 units will
not have to abide or care to abide by the rules of glenbow and it will negatively affect the funre of this
neighborhood aleng with the owners situated 500 meters around this property. The owner of this lot has proven
to be neglectful in managing the lot as is and [ only see this development causing the residerts around the 500
meters of this proposed development the same problems but multiplied by 17 units and the people that will
come with them.

This development like so many others will reduce the value of single family homes surrounding the area. It will
increase the opportunities for current residents to experience theft and vandalism, it will cause more noise and
disturbances as condensed living is crowded and tends to attract trouble . The current resideaces around the
500 reters of this proposed development have made significant investments to acquire and maintain their
homes. 1 refuse to accept this development as the only reasonable option. How does this serve 1o balance the
diversity of a common vision? , its oddly placed and shouldn’t be here, it should be purposed in an area with
other B2 and R3 residences, not R1. This is not 2 common vision. Tt is an opportunity for the owner of this lot
to market hugely off the development and an opportunity for the town to gain more low income housing to help
solve the town’s lack of decent low cost homes available to the public. [ believe all individuals should have
options to access decent well maintained residence no matter what vour income level is. But [ also believe there
needs to be a better system of development and planning to accommodate the needs of the public while
maintaining the curvent price ranges and development 1ypes already in place. This proposed development is

2
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forcing the current high taxpaying citizens who have worked hard to invest in higher cost homes and properties
1o continue to pay high taxes but lose value on our investments. All this based on a development plan that will
hold less value due to its R3 zoning and placement around R1 developments. How does this create balance for
the common good? The highest investors in the area are having their investments lowered and downgraded!

Ouote; “The point of the Drayton Valley Municipal Development Plan is to wid in creating a community that
will impact the future forever—a piece of architecture, a character or an image, of which, everyone can be
prowd.™

This development plan does not in any way encompass the above quote. This development plan is an ill devised
thrown together design,

Quote: “A Land Use Bylow allows the community to nurture quality development, while ensuring that
substandard development, or potentially hazardous development, is discouraged.”

How is this 17 unit development nurturing quality developments like the ones swrounding the 500 meters of
the proposed property? This development would only ensure that substandard and potentiallv hazardous
development is secured. Which is completely contradictory to the guote as previously mentioned. The people
who need to approve this development are the owners of the homes who reside in the area around this
development. Not the counsel of this board. The greatest parts of this community are thanks impart to the
people who pay the hefty prices to make these higher end districts our home. Qur vote is the only vote that
malters, we are the ones who have to pay and live with this. Not this counsel or the owner of this property
and surely not the people who could purchase these units as they would only benefit from its location but they
will only have to pay a quarter of the price to live here,

Ouoter “The MDP is a guide for the direction, growth and management of land use within the town. The
Drayion Valley MDP is more than an administrative handbook—it reffects on our strengtis and [nspires us
toward new visions. It should promp( thoughiful development and careful consideration of development
patterns and it should act as a support mechanism for the community's will and well-being,”

Please follow your own standards and provide this lot with a thoughtful development plan that will reflect the
surrounding residents with a carefully considered development that supports the standard of living that has been
already developed and its future well-being and worth. We recommend the Property municipally described as
3720-50 avenue remain as a R1 type development or tum the lot into a park/green space as the residents of
Glenbow have to green spaces availzble to the district.

As the owners of 3700 51 Ave in Glenbow park in Drayton Valley , we reject this proposal in all of its entirety

Frustrated Regards,
Mr. and Mrs. Robert and Nicole Barton
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PETITION BY ELECTORS A

{Pursuant to the Municipal Government Act and amendment’s thereta)
Tio: The Coundil of the Town of Drayton Valley in the province of Alberta.

The undersigned persons, being electors of the Town of Drayton Valley, in the Province of Alberta,
hereby patition the caunal to:

Recognize that the proposal to amend the Aurora Area Structure Plan and rezone the lands municipally
described as 3720-50 Avenue from an R1E district to an R3 district that could allow a 12-unit townhouse
development to be created |s not what the electors of this petition approve of as an acczptable
development plan. We ask the council to reject the R3 district development plan for the land described
as Lot 8, Block B3, Plan 012 3488, Excepting There out All Mines and Minerals, The eleciors of this
petition hereby refuse the proposal of the planned R3 district development or any R3 development
proposed after it for the property municipally described as 3720-50 Avenue.

EACH PETITIONER, by signing this petition, certifies that he {or she) s an elector of the sauthaast X of
16-49-7-W5M of the Town of Drayton Valley.

Signature of Petitioner | Printed Name Street Address or Legal Date Signature of
| Land Description Adult Witness
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PETITION BY ELECTORS

(Pursuant to the Municipal Government Act and amendment’s thereto)

To: The Coundil of the Town of Drayton Valley in the province of Alberta,

The undersigned persons, being electors of the Town of Drayton Valley, in the Province of Alberta,
hereby petition the council to:

Recognize that the proposal to amend the Aurora Area Structure Plan and rezone the lands municipally
described as 3720-50 Avenue from an R1E district to an R3 district that could allow a 12-unit towrhouss
developmeant to be created is not what the electors of this petition approve of as an acceptable
development plan. We ask the council to reject the R3 district development plan for the [and described
as Lot 8, Block B3, Plan 012 3488, Excepting Thers out All Mines and Minerals, The electors of this
petition hereby refuse the proposal of the planned R3 district development or any A3 development

proposed after it for the property municipally described as 3720-50 Avenue.

EACH PETITIOMNER, by signing this petition, certifies that he (or she) s an elector of the southeast ¥ of
16-42-7-W5M of the Town of Drayton Valley.

Buabon

ety

I

Signature of Petitioner | Printed Name | Stroet Address or Legal | Date signature of
Land Description Adult Witness
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PETITION BY ELECTORS

(Pursuant to the Municipol Government Act and amendment's thereto)
To: The Coundl of the Town of Drayton Valley in the province of Alberta,

The undersigned persons, being electors of the Town of Drayton Valley, in the Province of Alberta,
hereby petition the councl ta:

Recognize that the proposal to amend the Aurora Area Structure Plan and rezone the lands municipally
described as 3720-50 Avenue from an R1E district to an R3 district that could allow a 12-unit kownhouse
development to be created i4 not what the alectors of this petition approve of as an acceptable
development plan. We ask the council to reject the R3 district development plan for the land described
as Lot 8, Block 83, Plan 012 3488, Excepting There out All Mines and Minerals. The electors of this
petition hereby refuse the proposal of the planned R3 district development or any R3 develooment
proposed after it for the property municipally described as 3720-50 Avenue,

EACH PETITIONER, by signing this petition, certifies that he {or she) is an elector of the southeast % of
16-499-7-W5k of the Town of Drayton Valley,

Signature of Petitioner | Printed Name Street Address or Legal Date Signature of
Land Description Adult Witness
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PETITION BY ELECTORS

{Pursuant to the Municipal Government Act and amendment’s thereto)
fo: The Council of the Town of Drayton Valley in the province of Alberta,

The undersigned persons, being electors of the Town Of Drayton Valley, in the Province of Alberta,
hereby petition the council to:

Recognize that the proposal to amend the Aurora Area Structure Plan and rezone the lands municipally
described as 3720-50 Avenue from an R1E district to an R4 district that could allow a 12-unit townhouse
development to be created is not what the electors of this petition approve of as an acceptatle
development plan. We ask the council to reject the R district development plan for the land described
as Lot 8, Block 83, Plan 012 3488, Excepting There out All Mines and Minerals, The electors of this
petition hereby refuse the proposal of the planned R3 district development or any R3 development
proposed after it for the property municipalty described as 3720-50 Avenue.

EACH PETITIONER, by signing this petition, certifies that he (or sha) is an elector of the southeast % of
16-49-7-W5M of the Town of Drayton Valley.

Signature of Petitionar | Printad Nama Straat Address or Legal | Date Signature of
Land Description Adult Witness
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Statement of Representative of Petitioners

(pursuant to the Municipal Government Act and amendments thereto)

|, Nicole Rivet-Barton, of 3700 51 Avenue T7A 1T7 in the Town of Drayton Valley,
in the Province of Alberta, state that | represent the petitioners and am the
person to whom the municipality or the Minister of Municipal Affairs may direct
any inquires with regard to the petition.

DATED at the Town of Drayton Valley, in the

Province of Alberta, this 19" day of August, 2014.

Witness Signature of Representative (Printed Name)
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\" RECEIVED |

AUG 21 2004
AUGUST 19. 2014 v
{ Trai DB DRAYTIN WAV

OBJECTION TO PUBLIC HEARING LOCATION 3720 50 AVE. LOT 8 BLOCK 83 PLAN (12 3488
TO WHOM IT MAY COMCERS:

| WOULD LIKE TO REGISTER A OBJECTION AGAINST THE FURTHER DEVELOPMENT OF
LAKEVIEW CUSTOM HOMES AND THE REZONING OF 3720 50 AVE. DRAYTON VALLEY.
FROM: R1E - ESTATE RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT TO: R3 - MEDIUM DENSITY RESIDENTIAL
DISTRICT.

THE TOWM OF DRAYTON VALLEY APPEAR TO HAVE NO WEIGHT OR PENALTIES FOR
BUILDING CONTRACTORS.

HOMEOWNERS CANNOT THROW SNOW ON THE STREET BUT THESE CONTRACTORS LEAVE
A MESS ON THE STREETS THAT THEY DON'T SEEM TO BE RESPONSIBLE FOR CLEANING
ue....

THE TOWN SHOULD BE BILLING THEM FOR CLEANUP. THEY ARENT ACCOUNTABLE AND
MU UNE HULLS | HEM HESFUNSIBELE 10 GLEAN UH

WHERN | WAS LANDSCAPING OUR YARD 3817 52 AVE. (GLENBOW SUBDIVISION) | CLEANED
UP THE STREET EACH TIME | LEFT MUD ON THE STREET. THEY LEAVE EQUIPMENT PARKED
OM THE STREET.

BUT THE RESIDENTS OF DV CAN'T LEAVE A RECREATIONAL VEHICLE PARKED FOR MORE
THAN 24 HRS WITHOUT GETTING A TICKET.

WEEDS ON HIS LOTS ARE GOING TO SEED BECAUSE THEY ARE LEFT UNMOWED AND
UNCONTROLLED. | SPRAYED THE WEEDS ON LAKEVIEW HOMES LOT, BECAUSE IT WAS
UNSIGHTLY AND SPREADING INTO THE YARDS SURROUNDING HIS LOT

TO BACKFILL A FOUNDATION WITH HOMES ON BOTH SIDES OF THE LOT UNDER
CONSTRUCTION IS NEARLY IMPOSSIBLE. WITHOUT DRIVING ON THE LAWNS OF THE
PROFPERTIES ON EITHER SIDE OF THE

FRUFERTY WITH THE EQUIFMENT USED TU BACKFILL

WHEN SPEAKING WITH THE BUILDER, | WAS ASSURED THE BUILDER WOULD REFAIR OR
PAY FOR DAMAGES & THE WRONG THAT HE CAUSED , (EX: CLEAN UP THE GLAY LEFT OMN
MY YARD FROM DRIVING ON MY LAWN, THE SIDE OF MY YARD WAS SLOUGHING IN
BECAUSE THE PROPERTY WAS LEFT UNBACK FILLED FOR MONTHS, WHICH HELD UP THE
FENCING COMPLETION ON MY PROPERTY, BECAUSE WHERE MY FENCE WAS GOING KEPT
SLOUGHING IN , DUE TO HIS LACK OF CARE TO NEIGHBOURING PROPERTIES.

| DID THE CLEAN UP MYSELF OF THE GLAY LEFT ON MY YARD. BACKFILLING IS STILL NOT
COMPLETED, AS THE GROUND SETTLES THE BUILDER SHOULD BE RESPONSIBELE TO MAKE
SURE THAT THE ADJOINING PROPERTIES AREN'T SLOUGHING IN BECAUSE OF HIS LACK OF
RESPECT FOR THE NEIGHBORS.

HE STARTED THIS HOME 1 YEAR AGO, WHAT IS TIMELINE FOR COMPLETION IN DV, AND
WHO IS ENFORCING THESE CONTRACTORS. THE HOME DOESN'T HAVE EAVESTROUGHING
AND THE WATER RUNS OFF THE HOUSE INTO PARTIAL BACK FILLED HOLE ALONG THE
FOUNDATION WHICH | FEEL IS COMPROMISING THE STABILITY OF MY YARD.

THE AMOUNT OF TRAFFIC THAT WILL INCREASE ON 50TH AVE BECAUSE OF THIS
REZONING NEEDS TO BE ADDRESSED, AS TRAFFIC INCREASES WITH SCHOOL BUSSES,
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AND SCHOOL CHILDREN. AND MULTI FAMILY VEHICLES ALREADY IN AN AREA THAT ISN'T
ADEQUATE IN WIDTH.

TS NOT BEING CLEARLY DEFINED AS A DEVELOPMENT, WHETHER IT'S GOING TO BE
OWNED BY A CONDO BOARD, OR OPEN FOR RENTALS ...

~HIPERTY VALUES ARE GOING TO BE MAJORLY AFFECTED BY THE DEVELOPMENT OF
THIS PROJECT AND THE TOWMN HAVE A RESPONSIBILITY TO THE HOMEOWNERS IN THIS
AREA, TO MAKE DECISIONS THAT ARE IN THE BEST INTEREST OF THE RESPCNSIBLE
TAXPAYERS OF DRAYTON VALLEY

THE CONTRACTOR HAS FAILED TO MAINTAIN ANY OF HIS PROPERTIES CURREMNTLY
UNDER CONSTRUCTION. ACCORDING TO BYLAW STANDARDS. OR LOTS THAT ARE WAITING
CONSTRUCTION THAT HAVE BEEN PURCHASED BY THIS CONTRACTOR.

GLEMNBOW SUBDIVISION WAS NOT DEVELOPED WITH PROPER UNDERGOUND STORM
SEWER DRAINAGE. AND THE TOWN OF DRAYTON VALLEY SHOULD HAVE ENFORCED
PROPER INFASTRUCTURE WHEN THIS SUBDIVISION WAS DEVELOPED.... WHO'S GOING TO
HULL 'HIS DEVELOPER RESPONSIELE FOR PROPER SEWER DRAINAGE, AND
INFASTRUCTURE TO MAKE SURE THAT BASEMENTS ARENT FLOODING DUE TO CUTTING
CORMERS, AND FAILURE TO MAKE SURE DEVELOPMENT |S DONE PROPERLY.

WE ARE ASKING THE TOWN COUNCIL TO REJECT THIS PROPOSAL AND STAND BY THE
OELIGATION TO CAREFULLY CONSIDER FUTURE DEVELOPMENT OF DRAYTON VALLEY.
WHY DOES THE TOWN CONTINUE TO ISSUE BUILDI PERMITS TO THE DEVELOPERS

AND LOOK THE OTHER WAY ... BECAUSE THE TOWN WILL BE ABLE TO COLLECT MORE TAX
DOLLARS.

REGARDE,

,ﬁw e f A :
3ARRY DSE MARIE Hhmf:{;” BEFIF m

BRAD & TAMMY RUTZ 3821 52 AVE.

5@“‘ Q_. N -;::_2};?‘ .
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Aug 22114

Town of Drayton Valley

Once again we are submitting a letter of interest to the town of
Drayton Valley for the rezoning application for 3720-50th ave.

We as home owners of 3705-51ave are opposed to the application
of rezoning of this property for the purpose of building a 3-4 unit
town house project.

We feel the area that is being proposed is not suitable for this
kind of dwelling, which in fact will definately impact the property
value of this area along with our home. There is many other areas
within the town that it would be more suitable to build this kind
of housing.

We if anything would like it to stay a residential property of equal
value to all the homes in this area .. or to clean it up and make a
relaxing park area.

The traffic for this area is very heavy already and without proper
signage for speed control or lack of pedestrian crossing for
children needing to cross at glenbow entrance, with increase
traffic by adding a town house here will only make even more
higher volume of traffic and pedestrians.

We attended a meeting back in June to hear what the owner of
the property and the contractor had to say, and frankly we were
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not impressed by either.This unit that they are proposing is not
going to be owned units but rather a rental property. We feel
there is alot of hidden agenda as we of home owners are not
being told by these fellows.

Being fairly new home owners in this area and speaking with our
fellow neighbors about this property, we can definately agree
with them.

We have signed a petition for this rezoning and stand strong with
our neighbors!

Thanks kindly

Ralph Westerager & Laura Saccucci
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