VILLAGE OF SPRING LAKE

In December 2018, Village Council directed Municipal Planning Services (MPS) to help update the Village of Spring Lake
Land Use Bylaw.
One of the first steps in the process of reviewing a Land Use Bylaw is to collect ideas, comments, and suggestions from local
residents. On January 10, 2019, a public open house was held to discuss the project with residents and gather feedback on
some focus issues. Recognizing that not every resident was able to attend the meeting, a survey was distributed to local
residents in February 2019, which requested feedback on focused questions affecting land use in Spring Lake.
Attached are the responses to this survey. Surveys were sent out to each property in Village (327 in total). Fifty-two surveys
were returned, which represents a response rate of 16%. The response rate for this survey was extremely high compared
to other communities Municipal Planning Services (MPS) has worked with in the past. We would like to thank everyone for
their phone calls, emails, and mail-in submissions.
NOTE: Answers were not provided to all questions – as such, the response totals vary slightly from question to question.
With this information, MPS will work with Village Administration to identify opportunities to update the Land Use Bylaw to
reflect community input.

MPS Analysis: Survey responses indicate general support for the inclusion of regulations for small scale agricultural activities
involving the keeping of animals.
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1. Should the Land Use Bylaw identify minimum lot area
requirements for the keeping of livestock, including horses?
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2. Should the Land Use Bylaw require permits for the keeping of
bees (apiaries)?
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3. Should the Land Use Bylaw require permits for the keeping of
chickens?
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MPS Analysis: Survey responses indicate support for the development of suites in the Village, supported by regulations in
the Land Use Bylaw.
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1. Do you support allowing suites in the Village (suites are
currently allowed in Spring Lake)?
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2. What types of suites would you like to see developed in Spring Lake? (E.g. garage suites, garden suites, secondary
suites) Check all that apply.
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3. If suites are provided for in the updated Land Use Bylaw, do
you support having additional requirements in the Land Use
bylaw to ensure that suites do not pose a conflict with existing
homes (e.g. parking, siting, number of suites on a lot, servicing
requirements, etc.)?
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1. Is the use or storage of RVs an issue in Spring Lake?
MPS Analysis: The majority (84%) of respondents indicated
that the storage/use of RVs is not an issue (or they are not
aware of an issue) in the Village.
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2. How many RVs should be allowed on a developed property on
a permanent basis?
MPS Analysis: Just over half of respondents indicated that one
RV should be allowed on a developed property on a
permanent basis, while 43% indicated one or more should be
allowed.
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3. How many RVs should be allowed on a developed property on
a temporary basis?
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MPS Analysis: 58% of respondents indicated that two RVs
should be allowed on a developed property on a temporary
basis, and 73% feel than more than one should be allowed
(two and more than two combined).
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4. How many RVs should be allowed on an undeveloped
property on a permanent basis?
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MPS Analysis: In general, 71% of respondents were
supportive of allowing RVs on undeveloped properties on a
permanent basis. 38% indicated one RV should be allowed,
while 29% indicated that two RVs should be allowed. 29%
indicated no RVs should be allowed.
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5. How many RVs should be allowed on an undeveloped
property on a temporary basis?
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MPS Analysis: 70% of respondents expressed support for
allowing more than one RV on an undeveloped property on a
temporary basis.
8

In general, 90% of respondents indicated support for allowing
RVs on an undeveloped property on a temporary basis.
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6. Should the siting of an RV be regulated in the Village?
8

MPS Analysis: Response to this question was divided, with
nearly equal responses in support of and against including
siting regulations in the Land Use Bylaw.
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1. Should the further subdivision of residential lots within the
Village be allowed?
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MPS Analysis: Of respondents with a definitive answer to this
question, support for and against the further subdivision of
residential lots is almost equally split (eight in favour, nine
opposed).
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1. Does the use of sea cans pose an issue in Spring Lake?
MPS Analysis: 10% of respondents reported that sea cans
pose an issue in the Village. 90% indicated either than no
issues are present or that they are unaware of issues relating
to sea cans.
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storage purposes be regulated in the Land Use Bylaw?
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MPS Analysis: 74% of respondents indicated that regulations
that address the scale and appearance of sea cans in the
Village should be included in the Land Use Bylaw.
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NOTE: Some comments have been lightly edited by MPS to fix spelling mistakes, remove redundancies, form proper
sentences (from shorthand), and provide greater clarity.
ANIMALS



Respondent indicates that permits are needed by Beekeepers Association of Alberta (note: unconfirmed by MPS,
will investigate).
Respondent indicates that owners have to register chickens with Alberta Agriculture (note: unconfirmed by MPS,
will investigate).

SUITES



Suites should only be for private use.
No suites should be used as rental units.

RECREATIONAL VEHICLES (RVs)







Permanent RVs on a developed property should be for storage purposes only.
Temporary should mean that RVs are used throughout the season (e.g. camping, travelling).
No more than two RVs should be on a lot at a time.
Number of RVs on a lot should be determined by lot size.
Definition should identify that RVs are vehicles with engines.
Should be able to have an RV while home is being built.

SUBDIVISION


Subdivision regulations should be dependent on the size of the current lot in question, there should be a minimum
size for lots (existing would be grandfathered in).

SEA CANS


The placement/location on a property should be regulated too.

OTHER








Second driveways should be allowed.
Homeowners should be responsible for the cost of installation and snow removal in culverts
LUB should address long time abandoned/derelict/unsafe/abandoned vehicles, RVs, equipment, houses, cabins.
Well maintained tent garages over 10’ x 10’ should be allowed (tent looks better than tarp).
ATV travel should be allowed in the Village, between the hours of 8 AM and 10 PM, with speeds less than 10 KM/Hr.
The size of storage/maintenance sheds should be addressed.
Cannabis growing/sales/enforcement is an issue.

