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I,___________________________________________, want to officially state my support for Chloe Cartwright's 
application to again redesignate her land at SE, Sec. 31, Twp. 28, Rng. 3, W. of 5thM. In the County of Rocky 
View.  It appears Chloe has made significant adjustments to her goals in favor of the neighbors who were 
previously opposed to a larger-scale recreation business.  I believe the neighbors will appreciate that this new 
proposal will lower traffic volumes, and water usage and be less intrusive on the neighborhood and the 
environment.  The new lot owners should be interested in the environment and have interests in common with the 
existing residents.  

I fully support this application.____________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________  __________________________________ 
Printed name         Signed name 

___________________________                  ___________ __________ 
Address           Phone number 

Please send to Chloe by text/photo to 403 650 0888 fax: 403 476-5387 or email ChloeC@telus.net. 

Shona-Rae Grimm

2014 46 ST Edmonton, AB

Shona-Rae Grimm
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I,___________________________________________, want to officially state my support for Chloe Cartwright's 
application to again redesignate her land at SE, Sec. 31, Twp. 28, Rng. 3, W. of 5thM. In the County of Rocky 
View.  It appears Chloe has made significant adjustments to her goals in favor of the neighbors who were 
previously opposed to a larger-scale recreation business.  I believe the neighbors will appreciate that this new 
proposal will lower traffic volumes, and water usage and be less intrusive on the neighborhood and the 
environment.  The new lot owners should be interested in the environment and have interests in common with the 
existing residents.  

I fully support this application.____________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________  __________________________________ 
Printed name         Signed name 

___________________________                  _________________________ 
Address           Phone number 

Please send to Chloe by text/photo to 403 650 0888 fax: 403 476-5387 or email ChloeC@telus.net. 

Susan Livesey

953 Ranchview Cres NW, Calgary, AB T3G 1A4

Susan J. Livesey
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I,___________________________________________, want to officially state my support for Chloe Cartwright's 
application to again redesignate her land at SE, Sec. 31, Twp. 28, Rng. 3, W. of 5thM. In the County of Rocky 
View.  It appears Chloe has made significant adjustments to her goals in favor of the neighbors who were 
previously opposed to a larger-scale recreation business.  I believe the neighbors will appreciate that this new 
proposal will lower traffic volumes, and water usage and be less intrusive on the neighborhood and the 
environment.  The new lot owners should be interested in the environment and have interests in common with the 
existing residents.  

I fully support this application.____________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________  __________________________________ 
Printed name         Signed name 

___________________________                  _________________________ 
Address           Phone number 

Please send to Chloe by text/photo to 403 650 0888 fax: 403 476-5387 or email ChloeC@telus.net. 

 Cindy McLeod

Cindy McLeod

603, 6223 31 Ave NW Calgary, AB  T3B 3X2
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I,___________________________________________, want to officially state my support for Chloe Cartwright's 
application to again redesignate her land at SE, Sec. 31, Twp. 28, Rng. 3, W. of 5thM. In the County of Rocky 
View.  It appears Chloe has made significant adjustments to her goals in favor of the neighbors who were 
previously opposed to a larger-scale recreation business.  I believe the neighbors will appreciate that this new 
proposal will lower traffic volumes, and water usage and be less intrusive on the neighborhood and the 
environment.  The new lot owners should be interested in the environment and have interests in common with the 
existing residents.  

I fully support this application.____________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________  __________________________________ 
Printed name         Signed name 

___________________________                  ______ __ 
Address           Phone number 

Please send to Chloe by text/photo to 403 650 0888 fax: 403 476-5387 or email ChloeC@telus.net. 
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I,___________________________________________, want to officially state my support for Chloe Cartwright's 
application to again redesignate her land at SE, Sec. 31, Twp. 28, Rng. 3, W. of 5thM. In the County of Rocky 
View.  It appears Chloe has made significant adjustments to her goals in favor of the neighbors who were 
previously opposed to a larger-scale recreation business.  I believe the neighbors will appreciate that this new 
proposal will lower traffic volumes, and water usage and be less intrusive on the neighborhood and the 
environment.  The new lot owners should be interested in the environment and have interests in common with the 
existing residents.  

I fully support this application.____________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________ 

 
_______________________________                                      __________________________________ 

Printed name                                                                                       Signed name 
___________________________                                            _________________________ 

Address                                                                                     Phone number 
 

Please send to Chloe by text/photo to 403 650 0888 fax: 403 476-5387 or email ChloeC@telus.net. 
       

  

Adam Spouse

Adam Spouse

         I agree.

282047 Range Road 42
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Chloe Cartwright <chloec@telus.net>

I need a minute
Denise <d.staples@shaw.ca> Wed, Jun 21, 2023 at 10:42 AM
To: Chloe Cartwright <chloec@telus.net>

HI Chloe...I read this over and congratulate you on change of direction. I am sure your neighbors will appreciate it more. I 
am in process of retiring from real estate after 30 years of selling and not being in real estate,  will  support you  in 
bringing buyers to you.  I wish you success with your development.

Denise.

[Quoted text hidden]
--

Denise Staples
CIR Realty
ph:(403)607-3106 fx:(403)592-7912
email: d.staples@shaw.ca
web: denisestaples.com
130 5th Ave W (Box 808)
Cochrane, AB T4C 1A9
Top Producer CIR Realty
MLS Million Dollar Award Club
Cirrus Circle Club Award
Leading RE Companies of the World
Luxury Portfolio International
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From: Susan Herbert
To: Jasmine Kaur
Subject: [EXTERNAL] - Application PL20230002 #08731001
Date: March 29, 2023 5:49:19 PM

Please document my opposition to the subdivision application due to :
1. Increased pollution to local environment.
2. Detrimental effects on wildlife
3. Negative impact to water table
4. Increased road wear and tare
5. Increased property taxes to local land owners to maintain infrastructure and roads.

Thanks
Susan Herbert

Do not open links or attachments unless sender and content are known.
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From: Gustafson, Tim
To: Jasmine Kaur
Cc:
Subject: [EXTERNAL] - file # 08731001, application Number PL20230002
Date: March 17, 2023 9:07:45 AM

Good morning,
 
I wanted to send a quick note in opposition of this sub division. We own a quarter on the corner of
Hwy 574 and RR34 and are extremely worried about the condition of Hwy 574 in regards to all the
extra traffic.
 
As of right now, this road is almost unpassable at times with rain and snow due to the extreme
slippery material the road is made up of. If we get numerous extra cars on this road every day, it is in
an increased danger for farm equipment movement as well as livestock.
 
Thank you,
 
Tim Gustafson
Inside Project Sales
DistributionNOW

#845 – 401 9th Avenue SW
Calgary , AB Canada
T2P 3M3
 
Direct: 403-213-8514
Fax:      403-234-7698
distributionnow.com
 

Do not open links or attachments unless sender and content are known.

Attachment 'D': Pu lic Submissions D-2 Attachment D 
Page 60 of 123



From: Rhonda Rhys=Doering
To: Jasmine Kaur
Subject: [EXTERNAL] - File 08731001 Application PL20230002
Date: March 29, 2023 12:32:13 AM

Attention:  Planning Services Department

Ms. Kaur,

Please find attached our submission in opposition to the said proposed subdivision.  

Sincerely,

Rhonda Rhys-Doering 
Jean Bales

(Landowners directly adjacent)

Do not open links or attachments unless sender and content are known.
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From: Elaine Watson
To: Jasmine Kaur
Subject: [EXTERNAL] - File Number 08731001 App No. PL20230002
Date: March 18, 2023 5:28:54 PM

Our legal is NE 31 28 03 05
 
Our 147 acre Agricultural Zoned Property borders the north side of the applicants property. The
proposed  Residential Development would be located right on the border (Lots 1, 2 and 3).
 
We propose this Development Application NOT BE APPROVED.
 
First Consideration:  These rural roadways are narrow and limited.  The extensive construction
required would be extremely intrusive to the Dogpound and surrounding area.  Ag operators need
road access 24/7 365 days of the year. 
 
Ad Hoc (Piece Meal Development) does not fit the RVC Planning Strategy for good reasons.  Further
fragmentation of the 150 acres zoned (B-REC) with no plan for the remaining acres increases impact
concerns.  Their co-existence cannot even be discussed.  An Area Structure Plan – Concept Plan
would provide a Planning Framework. 
 
Water is a big concern – loss of water in an Agricultural Area cannot be mitigated .  The limited
groundwater in the area is sourced from the Paskapoo Formation – there is no surface water in the
area.  Aquifers are replenished from Areas of Recharge.  This land has an Area Of Recharge and it
should be protected.  Groundwater moves slowly through porous rock and all aquifers in the area
are indirectly connected.  Depletion or reduction of flow would affect a huge area and would not be
noticed till its too late to fix. 
 
Our bordering land slopes downward significantly to the NW. Drainage off the land flows into a
dugout that provides water for our animals. 
 
Agricultural Land Use as opposed to the design of Residential neighborhoods for people.

Barbed wire and electric fences to confine animals 
 Open bodies of water that animals have to have access to
Livestock in open fields that if harassed could be dangerous

 
Impacts

Increased vehicular traffic.  Dust, speeding vehicles versus slow moving machinery
Noise
Littering
Vandalism
Trespassing .  Buffer zones would not stop kids from climbing over chain link fences.
Increased risk of liability
Run off that could be contaminated
Risks with wastewater storage
Fire
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I strongly recommend that the 2 Km Notification Radius be increased.  Roadways, etc are shared by a
much larger community.
 
Attention to the concerns covered is greatly appreciated.  THOSE CONCERNS ARE WORRIES FOR US.
 
Yours Truly,
 
Robert and Elaine Watson

Do not open links or attachments unless sender and content are known.
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From: Bette-Ann Bosch
To: Jasmine Kaur
Subject: [EXTERNAL] - Re: Plan # 08728009 and Plan # 08731001
Date: March 20, 2023 11:06:46 AM

Dear Jasmine
After viewing File #
08728009and Konschuk (Guzda)
08731001 Cloe Cartright

As agricultural land owners SE1/4 30 28 3 W5  why in an agricultural area would
you approve  applications for cluster housing.  As there is uncertainty with water
supply, a very low grade road system and a very high quality of farm land in this
area. It is very difficult for us to understand why the county would consider
allowing these large developments to be approved. 
Agricultural land is becoming less due to many large sub divisions.  
We understood the county allow one acreage to be divided out of each quarter but
this is far beyond.
We hope you will seriously give these cluster sub divisions in an agricultural area
serious thought before approving.  

Robert and Bette-Ann Bosch
SE1/4 30 28 3 W5

Do not open links or attachments unless sender and content are known.
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Re. File # 08731001, Application # PL20230002 (Chloe Cartwright) 
 
Reasons for opposing the application: 
 

 We are concerned about the loss of yet more crop and/or grazing land to development. 
A large land parcel is conducive to agricultural activities, small acreage lots tend not to 
be utilized for agricultural activities. 

 Wildlife everywhere is under pressure.  Another small acreage development will add to 
that pressure by displacing or disrupting wildlife and wildlife migration. 

 While the land in question has apparently been tested for adequate water supply, there 
is no way of telling what the cumulative effect of up to 10 additional acreages will have 
on the underground waterways.  With the seemingly dryer climate we have 
experienced over the last number of years, I believe there is a real risk of exhausting 
the water supplies in this area. 

 We are concerned about the effect that up to 10 additional septic fields may have on 
the quality of the water in this area. 

 We are concerned about the impact this proposed development will have on our roads. 
If there is a choice between driving on gravel roads versus driving on paved roads, the 
paved roads will be preferred.  Our road through Dogpound, and the section of Twp Rd 
290 from Hwy 766 to the intersection of Twp Rd 290 and 290A are chip-sealed, and 
are subject to deterioration faster than a paved road.  With the additional traffic 10 new 
acreages will bring, this road will require more frequent maintenance, which presents 
an additional cost to Mountainview County and the taxpayers residing in the county. 

 There is also a concern that with increased traffic that there will be increased risks of 
accidents. 

 We are concerned that with more development that there will be an increase in crime 
in the area.  As a city grows, crime follows.  As rural areas are developed, crime will 
follow.  There are already enough issues with crime in many rural areas. 
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                RR 2 Crossfield, AB  T0M0S0 

                March 23, 2023 

 

Jasmine Kaur, Planner, Planning and Development Services 

Rocky View County 

JKaur@rockyview.ca 

 

RE:  Application PL2023002    File number:  08731001 

 

Dear Ms. Kaur, 

 

I am writing to adamantly oppose the application for redesignation for the purpose of subdivision on the 

subject property of Chloe Cartwright in Division 4.   

 

The subject property is within an agricultural area that is predominantly farmland.   Despite no Area Structure 

Plan,  Conceptual Scheme, or Master Site Development Plan, over time a few Rural Residential properties and 

acreages have been designated, which has taken agricultural land out of production.   

 

We are not in a growth area of Rocky View County and subdivisions should be directed to growth areas as 

defined in the County Plan.  Further subdivision within this northern agricultural area of the County would 

diminish the inventory of farmland and would be adding incompatible, unfavorable, and intrusive 

development within this farming community.  Regardless of past decisions within our community, further 

fragmentation needs to stop, except for first parcel out which is permitted in the County Plan.   

 

The Cartwright quarter where this proposed parcel is located was designated from Agriculture to B‐REC in 

2012 and an existing first parcel out has already been done. The +/‐66 acre parcel that is proposed for 

redesignation to R‐RUR and future subdivision of 10 lots would total 12 houses, including the applicant’s 

house, and the house on the first parcel out.  A creek running though, a sloped terrain, a grouping of trees, or a 

mountain view make a nice backdrop for an acreage, but it is land that is suited and desperately needed for 

livestock pasture.  I do not believe acreages with land for hobby horses count as viable usage of productive 

agricultural land.   We are a ‘mixed’ farming area.  Lands that are not suitable for cultivation for cereal crops or 

hay are essential for pasture, which is in short supply for grazing livestock. 

 

Since the applicant is willing to rezone, the redesignation would be best suited for an A‐GEN designation, 

which is most fitting and appropriate for the Cartwright property in this community.  To see the vision and 

purpose of this application reach its goals, the applicant should consider relocating  this business idea to an 

area where the proposed plan would align with the surrounding uses in the community and in a recognized 

growth area.  Simply put, this is the wrong location for this proposed development.   

 

The danger in approving this redesignation application would set a two‐fold precedent.   

  First, some may see subdivision of their land as a path to financial gain, or for estate planning 

purposes.  However, the future stewardship of farmland is not being considered and it leaves others to 

contemplate‐ why not divide my farmland into parcels too.  It would be a financial gain for me and acreage lots 

for my family, relatives, and friends.  The rationale would be– well, the neighbor did it, why can’t I do it too.   

So, why farm or rent my farmland when there is more profit in rezoning and subdividing my land.  
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   Secondly, the remainder of the subject quarter is designated as B‐REC.  The potential is there for a 

future rezoning from B‐REC to R‐RUR to accomplish a ‘phase two’ and further develop the remainder into 

subdivided lots.  Precedence will have been established with the first subdivision. This may not be the 

intention of the current owner, but it would ‘open the door’ for any future owner or developer.   

 

I’ve addressed the foundation of my concern, i.e. to conserve and protect agricultural lands and lands that 

have agricultural potential. The applicant herself has farmed this quarter section and has also rented it out to 

others as farmland and livestock grazing since it was purchased in 1988.  It was first farmed with export hay, 

then round hay bales, and for the last two years it has been rented as pasture.  A recent advertisement by the 

applicant listed this property available as as pasture for rent for the 2023 season.  

 

There are additional reasons for my objection and why this proposed application is not compatible with 

existing land uses in this farming community.  What’s more are the different lifestyles and needs of acreage 

owners and farmers‐ they clash:  hours of work;  spraying of chemicals; movement of large farm equipment 

and livestock (e.g. speeding and unsafe driving on rural roads with lack of common sense for slow moving 

machinery); lack of respect and/or trespassing (e.g.to walk, quad or skidoo on neighbor’s land, dogs chasing 

cattle);  liability (e.g. a bull breaks through a fence and damages the acreage hedge; a protective mother cow 

charges because someone just wanted to see the calf closer up or take a selfie ); increased traffic on roads 

(dust from traffic on gravel roads, noise of more traffic, increased accidents with wildlife and livestock, 

increased wear and tear on roads compounded by road maintenance issues). 

 

A subdivision not only affects adjacent neighbors, but it also affects the entire community.  It negatively 

disturbs the nature of ”country living” and diminishes the peacefulness of the country atmosphere when 

acreages and subdivisions increasingly scar the landscape that are better located in areas of designated 

growth.     

 

For any or all the reasons I have addressed, please deny this application.   

 

 

 

                  Respectfully submitted, 

 

                  Keren Farquharson 

 

                  SE 36‐28‐4‐W5 

                  SE 4‐29‐3‐W5 

                  SE 2‐29‐5‐W5 
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Concerns Regarding proposal for designation of land Application PL20230002 Number 08731001 

Reasons: 

Impact to the farming environment-  

How will the roads be cleared are the residents going to clear the roads?  

One road out if this subdivision only if there is an emergency. 

Sewage Disposal-How is it to be removed from site-contamination 

Garbage disposal-How is it to be removed from site 

Water usage- impact regarding supply of ground water in area 

Water is at a premium in the farming area many wetlands’, ponds and well, are drying up due to the lack 
of moisture at this time what is the future loss of moisture going to result in a populated area proposed. 
The water the applicant is noting is available for this project is fed by rain, there is no other water source 
feeding the site. What happens when the supply site runs out, it takes over 100 years to be replaced? 
There are many wells that have been drilled on this property and were all dry.    

Fire protection for both homes and surrounding area farms. Farming areas have had frequent fires while 
farming due to sparks from equipment, lighting etc. Fire department closest one is Madden volunteer 
fire department 30-minute or more response time to area of fire. These are farmers in the area that 
have to drive to fire department then wait for enough persons to get there then drive to the fire. 

Increased Liability to farms in area due to increased population in a small area- people entering farm 
land without permission. Pets etc. wondering onto farm land where there is livestock. Liability will be 
higher to protect ourselves from Liability suits for people venturing where they should not be or 
approaching farm animals’ livestock that are not used to strangers. 

Wild life will be impacted immensely due to the populated area. Mainly due to noise pollution. And 
changes in the land use. 

Road in the area is not built for increased or heavy traffic. 

I do not agree at all with the plan having business rec and commercial rec together. There is a tiny green 
space showing in the plan that is still showing designed business commercial this should be all 
designated green space not to be touched. There are too many homes squashed into one side of the 
property. There should be far less homes on larger acres. No Commercial land at all this no a good 
combination for the community or for this proposal for residence. 

There is large farm machinery that takes the whole road on 35, as well as the surrounding roadways and 
highways in the area. Moving from one field to another on 35, people have to stop pull into the ditch to 
meeting machinery, cattle liners, fertilizer equipment, commercial fuel trucks etc.  

My property is east of this property with just the road between us, any development of this type will 
impact our lives.  

Attachment 'D': Pu lic Submissions D-2 Attachment D 
Page 85 of 123



Less Homes,more protected green areas on this project and far more discussion on size of lots and 
safety regulations and procedures put into place before looking at this as a viable project. Also consider 
getting rid of the commercial lands. Cannot see anyone wanting to purchase property in the country to 
find they are living next to a commercial project.  

 There are many farmers in our rural area concerned about our land and way of living and we look to our 
Alberta and Federal Governments and our County to assure that our farm lands are protected for us and 
for the future generation to farm. This is a way of life for the agriculture communities. When these types 
of changes are brought forward, we are looking to our Counties to protect the agriculture communities. 
No farms or land left will result in no food production or industry in Alberta. Something to think about. 

 

 

 

Attachment 'D': Pu lic Submissions D-2 Attachment D 
Page 86 of 123



   

To:      JKaur@rockyview.ca 

    Planning Services Department 

    Rocky View County 

    262075 Rocky View Point 

    Rocky View County, AB  T4A 0X2 

 

RE:      Application PL20230002  Number:  08731001 

    Applicant:    Chloe Cartwright 

    Owner:  Chloe Cartwright 

 

Location of subject property:  A portion of SE 31‐28‐03‐05WM located 0.81 kilometers  (0.50 

miles) north of Highway 574 (Township Road 284), on the west side of Range Road 35. 

 

From:  ___Darrin Taylor_______________    ____Diana Taylor__________________ 
Print names 

Address or proximity to subject property _____NE 25 T-28 R-4 05_________________ 
 
It has come to my/our attention that an application has been submitted to redesignate subject lands from 

Business, Recreation District (B‐REC) to Residential, Rural District (R‐RUR) to facilitate a future subdivision 

of +/‐ 26.71 hectares (+/‐ 66.00 acres) with a +/‐ 33.99 hectare (+/‐ 84.00 acres) remaining B‐REC.  Map in 

application indicates 10 lots ranging from +/‐2.5 hectares (+/‐6.18 acres) to +/‐ 3.23 hectares (+/‐ 8.00 

acres).  Currently there is one subdivision out of this quarter section and with the owner’s home there 

would be 12 houses on this property.   

 

Regarding this rezoning and future subdivision in this agricultural area I/we are: 

 

      Opposed to application. 

   

Reasons for my/our decision above regarding this application are: 

The proposed use of multiple subdivisions on prime agricultural land is not suitable for a 
farming community due to reasons such as maintaining safety on roads that are heavily 
used by large farming equipment and the reduction of available land in which to produce 
agricultural products that benefit society.  
 

Signature (s) _____Darrin Taylor __________      ______Diana Taylor______________ 
Date     ______March 26, 2023______  ____ March 26, 2023___________ 
   

X 
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Re. File # 08731001, Application # PL20230002 (Chloe Cartwright) 
 
Reasons for opposing the application: 
 

• We are concerned about the loss of yet more crop and/or grazing land to development. 
A large land parcel is conducive to agricultural activities, small acreage lots tend not to 
be utilized for agricultural activities. 

• Wildlife everywhere is under pressure.  Another small acreage development will add to 
that pressure by displacing or disrupting wildlife and wildlife migration. 

• While the land in question has apparently been tested for adequate water supply, there 
is no way of telling what the cumulative effect of up to 10 additional acreages will have 
on the underground waterways.  With the seemingly dryer climate we have 
experienced over the last number of years, I believe there is a real risk of exhausting 
the water supplies in this area. 

• We are concerned about the effect that up to 10 additional septic fields may have on 
the quality of the water in this area. 

• We are concerned about the impact this proposed development will have on our roads. 
If there is a choice between driving on gravel roads versus driving on paved roads, the 
paved roads will be preferred.  Our road through Dogpound, and the section of Twp Rd 
290 from Hwy 766 to the intersection of Twp Rd 290 and 290A are chip-sealed, and 
are subject to deterioration faster than a paved road.  With the additional traffic 10 new 
acreages will bring, this road will require more frequent maintenance, which presents 
an additional cost to Mountainview County and the taxpayers residing in the county. 

• There is also a concern that with increased traffic that there will be increased risks of 
accidents. 

• We are concerned that with more development that there will be an increase in crime 
in the area.  As a city grows, crime follows.  As rural areas are developed, crime will 
follow.  There are already enough issues with crime in many rural areas. 
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March 29, 2023 
 

File Number: 08731001 
Application File Number: PL20230002 
Division: 4 
 
Rocky View County 
Planning Services Department 
Attention: Jasmine Kaur 
 
   RE: Opposition to Application PL20230002 
 
Dear Jasmine, 
 
We are residents of Division 4 in NW Rocky View County. We live a quarter mile to the south of 
the Cartwright property. 
 
We wanted to voice our utmost concern for our rural farming community that is on the cusp of 
losing our precious agricultural land to more non-agricultural development.  
 
The future protection of our AG way of life lies solely in the hands of our respected Councillors 
and decision makers at RVC. It’s not only a way of life for us, but more importantly it is our 
source of income, it’s our investments, our way to contribute to the economy, it’s how we pay 
our taxes and our bills, and it’s our society’s food and beverage source (no barley no beer). In 
addition to all of that, many of us have deep family roots in farming life. It is our roots, and it is 
our Alberta Heritage. 
 
Additional issues we see affecting our community concerning this application are the following: 

1. It is not located in, or near, a designated growth area. The closest hamlets of Bottrel or 
Madden are also not in a designated growth area.  

2. There is no infrastructure in place for such an increase in density. 
3. There is no Area Structure Plan. 
4. There is no Conceptual Scheme. 
5. This will create an unorganized community and an unattractive landscape in the county. 
6. Current roads in the area will not handle the increased traffic volume. 
7. The impact to our road system will result in an increase in road maintenance. 
8. Cluster acreages lead to poor water stewardship; poor environmental stewardship; poor 

wildlife stewardship. 
9. Our right to live in peace and safety will be disregarded as a farming community. 

 
Our hope is that all consultations regarding this Application will take into consideration the 
negative impact towards all the people and livelihoods that will be affected for miles around, that 
will only serve to benefit one. 
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Please prevent further erosion of our agricultural lands in our community and protect it by 
denying this application. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this matter. 
 
 
 
Kind regards, 
 
Patrick and Karen Singer 
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 To:  JKaur@rockyview.ca 
 Planning Services Department 
 Rocky View County 
 262075 Rocky View Point 
 Rocky View County, AB  T4A 0X2 

 RE:  Applica�on PL20230002  Number:  08731001 
 Applicant:  Chloe Cartwright 
 Owner:  Chloe Cartwright 

 Loca�on of subject property:  A por�on of SE 31-28-03-05WM  located 0.81 kilometers  (0.50 miles) 
 north of Highway 574 (Township Road 284), on the west side of Range Road 35. 

 From:  Lesley Rhys-Williams 
 s 

 Address or proximity to subject property _NW 31 28 3W5 

 It has come to my/our a�en�on that an applica�on has been submi�ed to redesignate subject lands from 
 Business, Recrea�on District (B-REC) to Residen�al, Rural District (R-RUR) to facilitate a future subdivision of 
 +/- 26.71 hectares (+/- 66.00 acres) with a +/- 33.99 hectare (+/- 84.00 acres) remaining B-REC.  Map in 
 applica�on indicates 10 lots ranging from +/-2.5 hectares (+/-6.18 acres) to +/- 3.23 hectares (+/- 8.00 
 acres).  Currently there is one subdivision out of this quarter sec�on and with the owner’s home there 
 would be 12 houses on this property. 

 Regarding this rezoning and future subdivision in this agricultural area I/we are: 

 X  Opposed to applica�on. 

 Reasons for my/our decision above regarding this applica�on are: 
 I farm por�ons of the quarter directly adjacent to this proposal.  We have seen an increase 
 of trespass in direct propor�on to the proximity of  developments which increase traffic. 
 The exis�ng infrastructure will not support the traffic created by commuters.  I have people 
 scoping and entering the house while I’m away and have experienced groups of people 
 trespassing on the property to view and pet my livestock.  This is a liability.  I’ve had two 
 animals shot, one from the road and one during an act of trespass into the yard.  While both 
 situa�ons were reported to the RCMP no perpetrator was ever found or charged. 

 The exis�ng water table will not support addi�onal high water usage residences and the 
 sandstone substrate which exists at between two and four feet sub surface makes it very 
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 difficult and expensive to maintain a modern sep�c system to support a suburban lifestyle 
 water consump�on.  In all likelihood these homes will need to u�lize aboveground berms or 
 jets to disperse effluent. 

 Having mul�ple high value homes in a subdivision inhabited by commuters or weekend 
 residences in this remote area  will require a large support commitment from our RCMP and 
 Peace Officers since these homes will be very a�rac�ve to thieves and vandals. 

 Signature (s) ________________________________    ____________________________ 

 Date  March 30, 2023 

Lesley Rhys-Williams
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S. D. Hall 2014 Ltd. 

P. O. Box  Cochrane AB  

 

March 29, 2023 

 

To: Planning Services Department, Rocky View County c/o County Contact: Jasmine Kaur, 

 

Re:  Chloe Cartwright application  

Legal: SE-31-28-03-W05M; File #08731001; Application #: PL20230002 Div: 4 

 

 

S.D. Hall 2014 Ltd. owns land near the land that is the subject of the above-mentioned 
application. 

As a representative of S. D. Hall 2014, Ltd., I want to register that we OPPOSE this application 
for the following reasons: 

1. It is not compatible with land use in the area which is agricultural. 
➢ Compatibility of lands within an agricultural area is critical to support the 

focus, viability, and sustainability of agricultural practice.  
➢ There are known distractions and harm done to agriculture in areas where 

compatibility was compromised. Let’s not have this mistake repeated again in 
Rocky View County (RVC). 

 
2. It is not consistent with the existing land use designation for this area. 

➢ We believe RVC had good reasoning behind its designations of agricultural 
areas and growth areas. This application is not in a RVC designated growth 
area.  

➢ Once agricultural land is gone, humanity does not get it back. RVC must be 
forward thinking about issues such as food security and fighting climate 
change with carbon capture via Fescue grasslands. Our future generations 
depend on the wise and responsible decisions RVC makes now. 
 

On behalf of S. H. Hall 2014 Ltd., I thank you for your time and registering our OPPOSITION to 
the above-mentioned application. 

 
 

Most sincerely, 

per   

Susan Hall 
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          January 31.2024 
 
In regards to Application C-8492-2024 – PL2023002 
 
From: Marie Clarke and Gary Poynter 
29072 Range Road 35 
 
 
 
 
 We would like to advise the county that we do not approve of this Re designation 
application.  It is very important that we protect the Agriculture is this small community.  
This potential subdivision will disrupt the wildlife. The location is on a narrow  gravel 
road , this road will not sustain the  amount of traffic. 
 It will surely create lots of construction and disturbance. We chose to live in a 
rural community for the peaceful and quiet enjoyment of our country living. We ask that 
this application be declined and the land usage remain as Business Rec. If this is 
approved it will open the door for future  applications and goodbye to  country living. 
 
Thanks in Advance for you support to decline the application. 
See you on Feb 13 for the council meeting. 
 
Marie Clarke 
 
 

Attachment 'D': Public Submissions D-2 Attachment D 
Page 105 of 123























  
To:   Rocky View County Council 

Legislative & Intergovernmental Services 
  Rocky View County 
  262075 Rocky View Point 
  Rocky View County, AB, T4A 0X2 
 
RE:    Application: PL20230002 (08731001)  Bylaw: C-8492-2024 
  Applicant:   Chloe Cartwright 
  Owner: Chloe Cartwright 
 
Location of subject property:  A portion of SE 31-28-03-05WM located 0.81 kilometers (0.50 
miles) north of Highway 574 (Township Road 284), on the west side of Range Road 35. 
 
From:  ___Darrin Taylor_______________  ____Diana Taylor__________________ 
Print names 

Address or proximity to subject property _____NE 25 T-28 R-4 05_________________ 
 
It has come to our attention that an application has been submitted to rezone subject lands from Business, 
Recreation District (B-REC) to Residential, Rural District (R-RUR) to facilitate future subdivision of 9 new lots 
of +/- 4 hectares (+/- 6-10.00 acres) with a +/- 33.99 hectare (+/- 84.00 acres) remaining B-REC for 
undisclosed recreational development.  Currently there is one subdivision out of this quarter section and 
with the owner’s home there would be 10 houses on this property.   
 
Regarding this rezoning and future subdivision in this agricultural area I/we are: 
 
   Opposed to application. 
  
Reasons for our decision above regarding this application are: 
The proposed use of multiple acreages on prime agricultural land is not suitable for a 
farming community due to reasons such as maintaining safety on roads that are heavily 
used by large farming equipment and the reduction of available land in which to produce 
agricultural products that benefit society.  
 
Signature (s) _____Darrin Taylor __________     ______Diana Taylor______________ 
Date   ______January 27  2024______ ____ January 27  2024___________
   

X 
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From: Jillian Halbert
To: Michelle Dollmaier
Subject: FW: Opposition: Application C-8492-2024 - PL2023002
Date: Wednesday, January 31, 2024 11:15:45 AM

Hi Michelle,
 
Please see public submission below for your purposes. I apologize – I did not know you had take this
file in Jasmine’s absence.
 
 
Jillian Halbert

She/Her/Hers
Administrative Assistant|Legislative & Intergovernmental Services
rocky View county

262075 Rocky View Point | Rocky View County | AB | T4A 0X2
Phone: 403-520-6604
JHalbert@rockyview.ca | www.rockyview.ca
 

From: Legislative Officers <LegislativeOfficers@rockyview.ca> 
Sent: Monday, January 29, 2024 12:06 PM
To: A. Holm <a >
Cc: Legislative Officers <LegislativeOfficers@rockyview.ca>; Jasmine Kaur <JKaur@rockyview.ca>
Subject: RE: Opposition: Application C-8492-2024 - PL2023002
 
Hello,

Thank you for your comments on the proposed bylaw. They will be included in the agenda for
Council’s consideration.

Thank you,

 
legislatiVe officers

Legislative and Intergovernmental Services
 
rocky View county

262075 Rocky View Point | Rocky View County | AB | T4A 0X2
Phone: 403-230-1401
legislativeofficers@rockyview.ca |  www.rockyview.ca
 
This e-mail, including any attachments, may contain information that is privileged and confidential. If you are not the intended
recipient, any dissemination, distribution or copying of this information is prohibited and unlawful.  If you received this
communication in error, please reply immediately to let me know and then delete this e-mail.  Thank you.

 
 

From: A. Holm < > 
Sent: Saturday, January 27, 2024 3:41 PM
To: Legislative and Intergovernmental Services <LegislativeServices@rockyview.ca>
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Subject: Opposition: Application C-8492-2024 - PL2023002
 
Hello, 
 
With regard to the Application C-8492-2024 -PL2023002, my husband and I, Dave and Amanda
Holmberg, would like to express our opposition to the proposal of subdivision of the land. 
 
We can appreciate that one would like to use their land as they wish, however, building a subdivision
out in this beautiful farming country goes against every reason we all bought out here. There are
multiple concerns, including an increase in traffic and resources needed to sustain such a
community, wear on the already less-than-ideal roads out here, and taxing existing natural resources
such as water supply, to name a few. 
 
If the owner is so keen to sell off the land, may we suggest selling the parcel in its entirety so that
someone can appreciate it as is, without excess development. 
 
We are away for the hearing date unfortunately, but wanted to ask the county to consider denying the
owner’s request to subdivide. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration,
 
Dave & Amanda Holmberg
 
3440 Township Road 290
Rural Mountain View
T0M 0R0

 
 

Sent from Gmail Mobile
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From: Legislative Officers
To: Protect Our Agricultural Community
Cc: Michelle Dollmaier; Legislative Officers
Subject: RE: To: Rocky View County Council, and Administration Re Application PL2023002
Date: Wednesday, January 31, 2024 11:12:04 AM

Hello,

Thank you for your comments on the proposed bylaw. They will be included in the agenda for
Council’s consideration.

Thank you,

 
LegisLative Officers

Legislative and Intergovernmental Services
 
rOcky view cOunty

262075 Rocky View Point | Rocky View County | AB | T4A 0X2
Phone: 403-230-1401
legislativeofficers@rockyview.ca |  www.rockyview.ca
 
This e-mail, including any attachments, may contain information that is privileged and confidential. If you are not the intended
recipient, any dissemination, distribution or copying of this information is prohibited and unlawful.  If you received this
communication in error, please reply immediately to let me know and then delete this e-mail.  Thank you.

 
 

From: Protect Our Agricultural Community <poac35@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, January 30, 2024 8:13 PM
To: Legislative and Intergovernmental Services <LegislativeServices@rockyview.ca>
Subject: To: Rocky View County Council, and Administration Re Application PL2023002
 
RE: RVC Redesignation Application File PL2023002 – Bylaw C-8492-2024
(To redesignate a portion of SE 31-28-03 W5M from B-REC to R-RUR to facilitate future subdivision
of 9 new lots)

We, the undersigned, represent 130+ local community members in Division 4 of RVC, as well as
neighbors in MVC who are near to the proposed redesignation, which we oppose. POAC (Protect Our
Agricultural Community) was organized as a group in 2021 after seeing a newspaper article in Rocky
View Weekly (attachment 1). 
 
We have attached the local area map and membership list for all who share in this purpose, to
protect agricultural lands from incompatible development in our common, agricultural and ranching
community (attachments 2, 3, 4).
 
There are severe impacts this redesignation would have on our agricultural area and we feel this will
quite literally change the face of our rural community. This development scheme is being proposed
in an area far-removed from any recognized growth area with miles and miles of active, large scale,
commercial agricultural farmland, and livestock ranches. A cluster of nine new lots located in our
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vicinity will adversely impact the uniquely industrious, commercial farming operators, as well as
POAC members who live here for quiet enjoyment.
 
This application is undesirable to our membership because we find the concept misplaced in our
community.  The County Plan says on page 38 that there is a “need to allow operators to go about
their day-to-day business without new land uses adversely impacting their operation”. Our
membership believes this redesignation would negatively affect all of us.
 
The subject property already has a First Parcel Out, and any further fragmentation of this property is
undesirable. The redesignation proposes nine new lots and along with the two existing residences on
this property it would effectively be one house less than Madden has and nine houses more than
Bottrel. Paragraph 320 in the LUB says that a maximum of two dwelling units would be allowed on
each of the R-RUR parcels (attachment 5). Technically, with nine new parcels that would apportion
eighteen dwelling units within the R-RUR land designation. In addition to that, each new parcel
would have a discretionary use to operate a variety of businesses, some of which could see a steady
stream of activity day or night. This development would be its own bustling small town, more
populated than Madden or Bottrel.
 
Agricultural lands are in great demand, so we must maintain, sustain, and protect them. Reflecting
on a post harvest season, livestock feed was scant, cattle had to be sold off, and feed had to be
hauled in from afar.  This makes it an absolute shame that this desperately needed agricultural land
is being considered for development, because cattle ranchers are desperate for grazing land, and
livestock owners are desperate for land in order to grow feed. Farmland is critically needed to meet
the immense demand of producers.

Our grievances deepen with the knowledge that there is still 84 acres of this property that remains
zoned B-REC. It is still unknown what type of development would occur on this remaining 84-acre
parcel. All the development concepts brought forward previously were not compatible with large
scale agricultural farming operations. However, precedence could be set with this application.
Nonetheless, our circumstances have not changed, and any incompatible development will remain
unsupported.
 
The guiding principle for a new development is to do so in close proximity to existing developments.
This application for redesignation is in contravention to the intent and purpose of those guidelines
where new developments are to be in a designated growth area. This community cannot handle the
redesignation being proposed. We are not equipped for it. There isn’t suitable infrastructure to
support it; there are no amenities. Our community is not an identified growth area.
 
Therefore, POAC membership is asking you to vote ‘no’ on this redesignation application. We are
unquestionably opposed to the redesignation of 66 acres of this property from B-REC to R-RUR.

Respectfully submitted,
POAC Representatives:
Karen Singer
Keren Farquharson
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Llana McCowan
Poac35@gmail.com
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