
 

REQUEST FOR DECISION 

 

TITLE: Proposed Bylaw - Community Standards Bylaw #19-25 (1st Reading) 

DATE: May 5, 2025 

PRESENTED BY: Trent Kure, Manager of Municipal Enforcement   

ATTACHMENTS: (Draft) Bylaw #19.25 – Community Standards Bylaw (1st Reading) 

Community Standards Bylaw Survey Results 

 

SUMMARY: 

At the Regular Council Meeting (RCM) on March 3, 2025, Administration informed Council of its 
desire to repeal both Community Standards Bylaw #06.19 and Tourism Corridor Property 
Standards Bylaw #04.19 and replace them with one consolidated property standards bylaw.  

This change is based on legal advice noting that having two bylaws covering the same topics 

can create challenges for enforcement, as they provide conflicting standards. Feedback from 
residents, gathered through a public survey, played a key role in shaping the new bylaw to 
ensure it reflects community values. The updated bylaw aims to support safe, clean, and 
welcoming neighbourhoods by setting fair and practical standards for all properties in 
Drumheller. 

  

RECOMMENDATION: 

That Council gives first reading to proposed Community Standards Bylaw #19.25, as presented, 
and sets a Public Hearing on June 2, 2025. 

 

DISCUSSION: 

Variances between this Bylaw and the two previous Bylaws, as well as the results of the public 
engagement survey will be discussed in further detail below.  

 

SURVEY RESULTS 

Survey results indicate that all issues presented were considered important to some degree by 
respondents. No issue received more responses deeming it unimportant than important. 
Respondents were also asked to rank each issue from one (most important) to six (least 
important). The issues most commonly ranked as most important were:  

 

1. Household goods or garbage accumulation 
2. Nuisance noise 
3. Littering 
4. Unkept vegetation 
5. Building maintenance 
6. Dilapidated vehicles 

 

However, survey results can be interpreted in a number of ways. For example, below is another 
list that indicates the most common responses ranked at number six (least important): 

 

1. Nuisance noise 
2. Unkept vegetation 
3. Dilapidated vehicles 
4. Building maintenance  
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5. Littering 
6. Household goods and garbage accumulation 

 

This variance highlights the need to interpret the data contextually and in full. For example, 74 
respondents ranked nuisance noise as most important, while 99 ranked it least important. These 
insights will be referenced throughout this Request for Decision and inform proposed bylaw 
changes 

 

ACCUMULATION OF MATERIALS  

Of 311 survey respondents, 122 people deemed household goods and garbage accumulation to 
be an extremely important issue and 100 felt it was very important. Overall, the regulation and 
enforcement of this issue seems to enjoy a very high level of public support. 

 

Slight modifications have been made to the wording within this section, as compared to the 
current Bylaw. The phrase “such that the accumulation is visible from a person viewing from 
outside the premises” currently accompanies the household goods and garbage accumulation 
section of Community Standards Bylaw #06.19. Enforcement has found this wording has 
enabled problematic hoarding situations that negatively impact the community to persist. In 
practice, this section will not impinge on an individual who has a few neatly stacked items or 
bags of recyclables in their yard; however, it will prevent resolution of complaints often deemed 
valid and detrimental to the community. 

 

Additionally, this proposed Bylaw prohibits accumulation of yard waste, piles of dirt or gravel 
unless present for a project, and any goods deemed as a fire hazard. These items are not 
included in the current Community Standards Bylaw 06.19. 

 

DERELICT VEHICLES AND FRONT YARD PARKING   

In practice, and in the survey, enforcement of derelict vehicles remains a topic of debate. In the 
survey, 90 people consider derelict vehicles to be an extremely important issue, while 95 regard 
them as somewhat important, which represents the most neutral response. The Community 
Standards Bylaw 06.19 defines a derelict vehicle in a manner that allows for broad 
interpretation, whereby any vehicle considered unsightly could be classified as derelict. Applying 
this broad standard to vehicles poses significant enforcement challenges. Several people in 
Town own and operate older vehicles that, under this definition, could be considered derelict. 
The proposed draft introduces a more specific definition, stating that a vehicle would be 
considered derelict if it has parts removed, is substantially damaged, or is unable to be operated 
safely.  

 

While this does represent a slight modification to the existing derelict vehicle standards, this 
Bylaw does prohibit parking in the front yard of properties in locations that are not paved or 
developed. This new regulation introduces a new authority that was not present in previous 
property maintenance bylaws, aimed at mitigating the adverse impacts of vehicles within 
residential neighbourhoods. 

 

SIDEWALK CLEARING AND SNOW REMOVAL 

The authority for sidewalk clearing currently is derived from Preservation of Sidewalk and 
Governing Encroachments on Highway Bylaw 02.07 Amending Bylaw 22.21. This Bylaw 
requires residents to clear snow and ice from sidewalks adjacent to their property within 24 
hours of accumulation. Additionally, it allows the Town to clear sidewalks at the property 
owner’s expense if they do not comply with the regulations. These authorities have been 
incorporated into the proposed draft Bylaw, as the current Bylaw does not provide provisions for 

https://www.drumheller.ca/public/download/files/227160
https://www.drumheller.ca/public/download/files/227160
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issuing fines for non-compliance. Under draft, repeat offenders could be subject to a fine of 
$300.00 for failing to maintain sidewalks. 

 

LITTERING 

Of 307 answers to the question seeking the importance level of littering, only 13 responses 
indicated the issue was not of some level of importance. As such, a much more robust littering 
section has been created within this proposed Bylaw that would assist in enforcing littering and 
all forms of illegal dumping. The current regulation in Community Standards Bylaw #06.19 only 
prohibits littering of “waste material.”  

 

Additionally, this current proposed section creates an offence for not only littering itself, but also 
for failing to remove litter when directed to by an enforcement officer. 

 

OTHER CHANGES 

Derelict machinery and the safe storage of outdoor appliances are currently regulated by the 
same section in Community Standards Bylaw #06.19. These two issues are now found in 
sections of their own. Additionally, derelict machinery now includes machinery that is not in use 
for its intended purpose for extended periods of time. The storage of derelict equipment on a 
person's premises in such situations is prohibited. 

 

Community Standards Bylaw #06.19 prohibits a property owner from allowing branches from 
trees on their property to overhang above or into adjacent properties. Drumheller has numerous 
large and older trees in several areas. In cases of non-compliance with the Bylaw, the Town 
may need to perform tree removal at the property owner’s expense. Legal counsel has advised 
that it is preferable to address such situations through civil channels moving forward, as 
enforcement by the Town carries inherent risks, including potential property damage during tree 
removal. In the current draft, vegetation is only prohibited from overhanging sidewalks, impairing 
visibility on roadways, and interfering with utilities.  

 

Several of our Bylaws differ in their provisions within penalties sections. Enforcement has found 
that the usage of specified penalties limits the flexibility available to the Town's legal counsel 
when seeking resolutions in contested court cases. This said, it is important that enforcement 
officers are provided with clear penalty guidelines, so fines issued are consistent with Council’s 
intentions. This draft Bylaw specifies penalties to be used by enforcement officers; however, the 
section that enables fines in this Bylaw allows grants Town-retained lawyers the discretion to 
lower fines to seek resolution without trial, or request higher fines when situations are deemed 
appropriate.  

 

Additionally, minor changes have been made to the fine amounts themselves. Matters deemed 
to impact public safety or significantly impact another person are set higher than the smaller, 
more minor maintenance standards, such as long grass or weeds.   

 

FINANCIAL IMPACT:   

The most significant financial consideration of this Bylaw is that prosecution often comes with 
legal fees. Depending on a variety of factors, lawyers retained for enforcement purposes 
generally cost between $350.00/hour and $600.00/hour.  

 

When Enforcement Orders are brought before a court, it is the Town’s stance to request costs 
be awarded in the event of a successful application. Case law traditionally favours this stance; 
however, some Court Justices are more lenient when awarding costs. Additionally, the costs of 
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performing work for non-compliance is done at the expense of the offender, so these costs are 
generally recouped.  

Also noteworthy is that prosecution of fines can be a costly endeavor. Each time fines are 
issued, the Town advises our counsel of the first appearance date at court, and sometimes legal 
fees are incurred even to have accused persons convicted in absence. However, as the Town 
relies on a local law firm for prosecution of Bylaw offences, some costs are minimized by 
keeping this work local. This said, when Bylaw matters are required to go to a trial, the costs of 
doing so typically cost between $1,500.00 and $5,000.00 depending on number of witnesses, 
amount of evidence to be introduced, or other length of trial preparation time.  

STRATEGIC POLICY ALIGNMENT: 

Promoting a well-maintained and clean community is a priority of this Council. 

COMMUNICATION STRATEGY:  

Extensive communication efforts have been taken prior to first reading with the survey, as well 
as in-person discussions at an open house, a Downtown Community Business Association 
Meeting, and informal coffee shop style engagement sessions. A Public Hearing for this 
proposed Bylaw is requested for the June 2, 2025, Regular Council Meeting. Additionally, 
Administration will be releasing the results of the survey on Town social media sites and through 
other platforms in the near future. 

MOTION: 

That Council gives first reading to Community Standards Bylaw #19.25, as presented, and sets 
a Public Hearing date for June 2, 2025.  

Prepared by: 
Trent Kure 
Manager of Municipal 
Enforcement   

Reviewed by: 
Greg Peters 
Director of Emergency & 
Protective Services  

Approved by: 
Darryl Drohomerski, C.E.T. 
Chief Administrative Officer 






























