Corporation of the Town of LaSalle

5950 Malden Road, LaSalle, Ontario, N9H 1S4
Phone: 519-969-7770 Fax: 519-969-4029 www.lasalle.ca

Delegation Request Form

Please complete this form to speak at a meeting of Town Council or Committee. If filling
out by hand, please print clearly.

Please email to ljean@lasalle.ca, fax to (519) 969-4469, mail or drop off at the Clerk’s
Department, Town of LaSalle Municipal Office, 5950 Malden Road, LaSalle, Ontario
N9H 1S4. |
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email adcress: [ M.~

Date of Meeting: K\dc & / OO
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Is this an item on the Agenda? Yes _\{ No
Agenda item Number or Topic (if applicable): l\ \\ew M)

| wish to address CouncillCommittee: Yes \/~ No

Describe in detail the reason for the delegation and what action you will be asking
Council/Committee to take (attach separate sheet if necessary):
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Please note that your name may become part of a public record in an electronic and
paper format i.e. council agenda, to enable Council to make its decision on the matter.

Agree ____ | Disagree RECEIVED
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Alley closure

Maureen Taylor ||| NN Thu., Feb. 20, 2020 at 10:15 p.m.

To: kmilier@lasalle.ca

Bee: Jeff Timmins [

Mr Miller.

As by now you are in receipt of letters regarding alley closure of the 1600 block
of Minto, adjacent to 1400 block of Stuart.

Those letters are from the residents from the Town of LaSalle, as well as mine

NOW. .
The properties in question including 1445 Stuart are all in agreement that this

should be forwarded to town council.

After further investigation and us actually speaking to the property owner at
1445 Stuart as he too also agrees with us that this should be settled in town
council. As well as fairly split.

Years ago, we were told that the alley couldn't be closed. | approached town back
in Aug. 2019 to see about alley closure and now I'm told that my portion of the
alley is assigned to 1445 stuart. All because a survey says there is a "fence ". The
survey is inaccurate, there is a portable farm style gate that is easily removable...
we did this as past owners explained in their email to you.

This gate... not fense, ir accordance with the already existing bylaw can be
removed, and the sale of the alley can proceed as fairly as possible.

've asked for you to come visit the actual alley, and I've asked that the survey be
re visited as it is inaccurate. Have these been done? Have you come out to look?
Have you spoke to all neighbours who are ALL IN AGREEMENT that the alley be

equally split.

Please advise us all as to when this will be on town council agenda. As to my
knowledge you have to this date, only contacted the residents at 1445 stuart to
inform him of the above.
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"/nen z2n application i3 received and deemed to comply with the policy, the Town will take

=
Vilal
']
v

:2p3 10 close the entrety of the alley within the block.

Council has delegated the determination of whether an alley is surplus to municipal needs
to administration. In the event a land owner does not agree with decision that is made by
zdministration, that lznd owner shall have the right to refer that decision to Council by
fling a letter of referral with the Clerk within twenty (20) days of the date of the land
distribution decision letter.

In the event a referral request is received by the Clerk’s office, the matter will be
scheduled for an open public Council meeting. All affected owners will be notified and
be given the opportunity to submit their comments to Council at the public meeting. Any
decision made by Council as to the conveyance of the alley will be considered final. As
the decision is considered final, the reconsideration provisions of the procedural by-law
will not apply to the alley closing program.

Under normal circurrstance where an alley is completely unencumbered, each abutting
property owner would be entitled to half of the alley. However, in many instances, alleys
are encumbered by structures such as sheds, fences, poals, above and below ground
utilities etc. Under sLch circumstances, administration will review the survey plan and
make a determination as to the manner in which the alley will be conveyed to property
owners.

. Owners may be permitted to proceed to close an alley outside the Program provided the

owner undertakes tc cover all costs associated with the preparation of the necessary
reference plan/survey, legal fees and land costs associated with closing and registering
the required deed. Land costs will be calculated based on fair market value. Where parts
of an alley are closed outside the Program and meet the intent of the Town’s policy, that
alley will become a priority in the next budget year. In the event funds remain in the current
year, the Town will initiate the closing of the balance of the alley under the Program.

In the event no applications are received by the Town to close an alley and funding
remains in the current year, the. Town will take steps to close alleys in the locations as

determined by the Town.

In the event a property owner elects to not participate in the Program, that portion of the
alley may be offered to the abutting property owner. Land owners who do not participate
in the Program do nat have permission to use or continue to use any part of the Town's
alley adjacent to their aroperty, and will be required to stop their use of the Town’s property
without written permission and proper insurance.



Fwd: Alley closure Q7

Jeff Timmins Thu., Feb. 20,2020 at 12:05 a.m.
To: Maureen Taylor [

Forwarded message -——--—--

From: Jeff Timmins [
Date: Thu, Feb 20, 2020, 12:05 AM

Subject: Alley closure Q7

To: < >

Ce: < >

February 20, 2020
To whom it may concern:
This letter is in reference to the proposed alley closure Q7.

|, Jeff Timmins, am the original home owner at 1695 Minto Ave., LaSalle. | built
my home in 1993. Prior to erecting my fence, over 20 years ago, myself and
several of my neighbours residing on Minto Ave. went to town council and asked
for the alley be closed. At that time we were denied closure due to the town
needing access to the averhead services in the alleyway. We followed the town
bylaws and erected our fences on our property lines. Other residents in the
neighborhood encroached on the alley, and put their fences up in the middle of
alley not following the bylaws. Now more than 20 years later, those residents
who, with integrity , followed town bylaws , are now being denied the opportunity
to purchase the footage behind our homes having access to the alley. Had
myself and my neighbours NOT followed the bylaws, would purchasing a portion
of the alley behind our homes indeed be denied? If homeowners have placed
their fences on the alley property line, how does the alley property get split?

Mr. Miller . you posed a question about the gate blocking the alley. This two-
piece gate was put up as a temporary blockade by former owners residing at
1445 Stuart . This gate was to ensure the safety of their young children while
they played in their back yard. These gates are a farm style, consisting of a



single post, offset , with removable gates. One is a ten foot gate on the Minto
side of the alley, and the other a fourteen foot gate on the Stuartside, both
facing McNabb Ave. . Tnere is also a single gate at the west end of the alley; at
the back of 1675 Minto. These gates can easily be removed by lifting them off
the post and removing a single aluminum post. This gate is about 35 feet from
the property line from NcNabb Ave.

If | am allowed to purchase half of the alley, which should be seven feet, a ten

foot gate could be replaced with a three foot passage gate ,or a three foot fence.

If 2 decision can not be made in regard to this matter | would like this issue to be
out on the next town council meeting to be discussed.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.
Jeff Timmins

1695 Minto Ave.



(no subject)

R Thu., Feb. 20, 2020 at 9:59 p.m.
To: I
February 18, 2020

To: Kevin Miller
Town of Lasalle

My husband and | were the previous owners of 1445 Stuart Blvd
in Lasalle. The property is a corner lot of two busy streets in
Lasalle (Stuart Blvd & McNabb Ave). The back yard has an
access way that ran the entire length of the yard. When we lived
there our two-year-old son darted towards the street and was
nearly hit by a car. We decided that we had to fence the yard but
to save costs we purchased two farm gates from TSC in Essex.
We placed the temporary gates across the access way that would
still allow access to the alleyway and as a cheaper alternative to
fencing the entire area. Both the neighbors behind us knew that
the gates were a temporary fix and that the gates were not locked

and easily moved.

We regrettably had to move from the area for work. We sold the
property and left the gates up.

These gates were never intended for permanency and were only a
temporary fix to protect the safety of our kids.



